A SUMMATION FORMULA FOR MACDONALD POLYNOMIALS

JAN DE GIER AND MICHAEL WHEELER

ABSTRACT. We derive an explicit sum formula for symmetric Macdonald polynomials. Our ex-
pression contains multiple sums over the symmetric group and uses the action of Hecke generators
on the ring of polynomials. In the special cases t = 1 and ¢ = 0, we recover known expressions for
the monomial symmetric and Hall-Littlewood polynomials, respectively. Other specializations of
our formula give new expressions for the Jack and ¢—Whittaker polynomials.

1. INTRODUCTION

Symmetric Macdonald polynomials [10, 11] are a family of multivariable orthogonal polynomials
indexed by partitions, whose coefficients depend rationally on two parameters ¢ and ¢. In the case
q = t they degenerate to the celebrated Schur polynomials, which are central in the representation
theory of both the general linear and symmetric groups. Using the notation m) to denote the
monomial symmetric polynomial indexed by a partition A, the standard definition of Macdonald
polynomials in the literature is the following.

Definition. The Macdonald polynomial Py(z1,...,%y;q,t) is the unique homogeneous symmetric
polynomial in (x1,...,x,) which satisfies
P)\(xlv cee s T Q7t) = m)\(ajl) oo 7xn) + Z C)\,M(Q7t)m,u,($l) oo ,xn), <P)\)P,u> = 07 A 7& H,
p<A

with respect to the Macdonald inner product on power sum symmetric functions ([11], Chapter VI,
Equation (1.5)), and where < denotes the dominance order on partitions ([11], Chapter I, Section

1),

Up to normalization, Macdonald polynomials can alternatively be defined as the unique eigen-
functions of certain linear difference operators acting on the space of all symmetric polynomials
[11]. They can also be expressed combinatorially as multivariable generating functions [5, 6, 13].

Opdam [12] and Cherednik [2, 3] generalized the earlier theory of Macdonald to a non-symmetric
setting, and defined non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials E, that are indexed by compositions f.
Non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials are defined as joint eigenfunctions of a family of commuting
operators in the double affine Hecke algebra [2, 3], and the symmetric polynomial Py is obtained
as the sum over all £, whose index p lies in the orbit of A under the symmetric group.

The purpose of this article is to state and prove an explicit sum formula for calculating Macdonald
polynomials. This result is derived directly from the recent work [1].

2. NOTATION

2.1. Partitions and compositions. Fix a partition A = (A\1,...,\,), where Ay > --- > A\, > 0.
Let ¢(A) denote the length of A, which is the number of non-trivial parts A; > 0 in A. We associate

a monomial x in the variables (z1,...,x,) to any partition, which is simply =) = Hf(:)‘l) ;.
We write X' = (M,...,Al) for the partition conjugate to A, as is standard in the literature.
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Let A be a partition whose largest part is Ay = r. For all 0 < k < r, we define a partition A[k]
which is obtained by replacing all parts in A of size < k with 0. For example, for A = (3,3,2,1,1,1,0)
we have

)\[0] = (3’37 2’ 17 1’ 170)7 )\[]‘:I = (37 37 27 0707 070)7
)\[2] = (37 37 07 07 07 07 0)7 )\[3] = (07 07 07 07 07 07 0)7
and in general A[0] = A\, A[r] = 0.

We will also consider compositions g = (u1,...,u,) whose parts satisfy u; > 0, but are not
ordered in any particular way. We write ' to denote the unique partition obtained by arranging
the parts of p in weakly decreasing order. For p an arbitrary composition, the part-multiplicity
function m;(p)t is defined as follows:

mi(w) = #{ e : pe = i}
Further to this, two functions which take a pair of compositions as arguments will be used in our
main formula:

For example, for A = (4,4, 3,3,3,2,0,0,0) and p = (0,3,0,0,3,0,4,3,4), we have

(0, i=1
gy —a (24333 2000)_Jo i=2
WAH=% g 3003 0434) Y1, i=3

2, i=4

(0, i=1

_ (4 43332000\ )1, i=2
bi(A’“):bZ<o3oo3o434>_ 2, i=3

2, i=4

2.2. Permutations. Let S,, be the group of all permutations of (1,...,n). For any partition A, let
S be the quotient of S, by the subgroup S,é of permutations which leave A invariant. Sy =5,/ Sﬁ‘
is thus the set of all permutations which have a distinct action on A. For example, for A = (2,2,0,0)
we find

SA = {(17 27 37 4)7 (]'7 37 27 4)7 (]'7 37 47 2)7 (37 ]'7 27 4)7 (37 ]'7 47 2)7 (37 47 ]'7 2)}
as the complete set of permutations with a distinguishable action on A.

2.3. Hecke algebra. We consider polynomial representations of the Hecke algebra of type A,_1,
with generators T; given by

(1) T—¢— TGy 1<i<n—1,

Ti — Ti+1
where s; is the transposition operator with action s;f(...,z;,zi+1,...) = f(..., Ziy1, 24, ...) on
functions in (z1,...,x,). It can be verified that the operators (1) indeed give a faithful represen-
tation of the Hecke algebra:
(2) (T; =) (T + 1) =0, LT T; = T34 T Ti4q, T, = 1;T;, |i—j| > 1.

In view of the relations for the generators, we can define T, unambiguously as any product of
simple transpositions T; which gives the permutation o. For example, for o = (3,2,1,4) we can
write

Te =TT, = ThI»Th,

with both expressions having an equivalent action on the ring of polynomials in (x1,...,zy,).

INot to be confused with the standard notation my for monomial symmetric polynomials.
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3. MAIN FORMULA

Theorem. Let A = (\1,...,\,) be a partition with largest part \y = r, and from this define a set

of partitions N0],...,A[r] as in Section 2.1. Then the Macdonald polynomial Py can be written in
the form
(3) Py( =Y T ﬁ Yo M= g 1
Tly.eyTniq,t) = b OI) O i o O T[]0
AV 1 A - oo A[i] Al
oc€SH i=1 \o€Sy\[4

with coefficients® that satisfy Ci(\, p) = 0 if any 0 < \p < px, and

r b (A1) o
(4) Ci(\ p) = C; <>\1--- )\n>: 1 [¢9-90m 1T -t 7

NNtk
)u’l /-’LTL ]:Z+1 k1 1 — q] Zt 7 J

otherwise.

In order to clarify the structure of the expression (3), we give explicit examples in Appendix
A, where we calculate some Macdonald polynomials of sufficiently small size. We give its proof in
Section 4.

We wish to point out that (3) has many structural features in common with the work of Kirillov
and Noumi [8, 9]. In these papers the authors construct families of raising operators, which act
on Macdonald polynomials by adding columns to the indexing Young diagram. In [8] the raising
operators have an analogous form to Macdonald g¢-difference operators, while in [9] the raising
operators are constructed in terms of generators of the affine Hecke algebra. In both papers the
Macdonald polynomial is obtained by the successive action of such raising operators on 1, the initial
state.

It would be very interesting to find a precise connection between the results of [8, 9] and our
formula (3), although this is likely to be a difficult task. In Appendix B we give examples of
the Kirillov-Noumi construction [9] for the same Macdonald polynomials as those considered in
Appendix A. These simple examples suffice to illustrate that our formula (3) is not equivalent to
that of [9], and we elaborate the key differences in Appendix C.

4. PROOF

In this section we sketch the proof of (3), citing results from our earlier paper [1], where we
obtained a matrix product formula for a family of non-symmetric polynomials fy(x1,...,2n;q,t).
These polynomials are indexed by compositions A, and satisfy the following relations with the
generators of the Hecke algebra:

Ef)\l,...,)\n (xh coy Tns 4, t) = f)\l,...,)\i+1,)\i,...,)\n(mh <y Tps 4, t)a when )\7, > )\i-i-l'

These relations allow us to express a polynomial f,, indexed by an arbitrary composition x in terms
of Hecke generators acting on f,+. As was demonstrated in [1], the symmetric Macdonald polyno-
mial P is obtained as a sum over all polynomials f,,, whose composition is a distinct permutation
of the partition A:

(5) P)\(xlv"'axn;Q7t) = Z fao)\(xla"'vxn;Q7t) = Z TU Of)\(,fl,...,l'n;q,t)-
oSy ogES)

We now recall the matrix product expression for f) as obtained in [1]. Assume A C r™ and introduce
the following family of (r — s + 2) x (r — s + 1) operator-valued matrices L(®)(z), 1 < s < r. We

2We will use three notations for the coefficients interchangeably: C;(A\, u) = C; (2) =C; <21 a 2”)
1 i
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index rows by i € {0,s,...,7} and columns by j € {0,s + 1,...,7}? and take

ik, i=s
L) =1, LY =¢; for s+1<j<rn LY@ =ax

H;:i—i—l ki, i=J
(6) LZ(-;-)(:L‘):@“X Qb;rqul_[;:i_;_lkla 1> for s<i<r, s+1<j<r
0, 1< ]
We also introduce a twist operator
r
(7) Ss) — H kl(l_s)u for 1<s<r—1, S — 1,

l=s+1

where we perform the re-parametrization ¢ = t*. The operators {k, ¢, ngT} are generators of the
t-boson algebra:

(8) ok =tk¢,  to'k=ko',  ¢o' —tpTp=1—1,

with subscripts used to denote commuting copies of the algebra. Note that all operators in L(S)(m)
implicitly also carry an index (s), as we will assume that operators in L(®)(z) and L) (z) (as well
as S and S)) commute for s # 5.

JFrom this we construct an (r + 1)-dimensional vector A(z) and a total twist operator S:
Alz) =LY (z).. . L0(z), s=80. 8",
We denote the components of A(x) by A;(z). The principal result of [1] was the formula
(9) D+ (g, ) fa(@r, - wnsq 1) = Tr[Ay (21) .. Ay, (20)S]

where A = (\1,...,\,) is any composition consisting of n parts A\; > 0, Q,+(q,t) is an overall
normalization which only depends on the partition A™. Here we trace over suitable representations
of the (multiple copies of the) t-boson algebra (8). Up to changes of the normalization y+, equation
(9) is independent of the choice of these representations as long as they are faithful, so we choose
the Fock representation for all copies of the t-boson algebra:

(10) ¢lmy=(1—t")|m—=1),  ¢'|lm)=|m+1),  klm)=1t"|m),
(m|¢p =1 —t") (m+1], (m|¢" = (m —1], (m|k=t"(m|,
for which the correct normalization® in (9) is
T T 1
(11) Q)\+ (q7t) = E]Hl 1— qj_it()\+);—()\+); )

where r is the largest part of .

A useful way of decomposing (9), which is central to our proof of (3), is in terms of the transition
matrix elements

T§fg(x1,...,xn) — Tr Lg?m(xl)...Lgfj,un(a;n)s(s) ,

3This unusual indexing of the entries of the matrix is the most convenient for our purposes, since we ultimately
want to identify these matrix elements with the partitions A[s] introduced in Section 2.1.
4This normalization is chosen such that fx is monic, or in other words, the coefficient of its leading monomial

xfl ...z is 1. This is clearly the normalization required for (5) to be valid.
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where A and p are compositions taking values in {0,s,...,r} and {0,s + 1,...,r}, respectively.
Using this definition we are able to write down the recursion relation

(12) Qg\i) (q7 t)f)(\S)(ajl) -y Tnsq, t) = Z T)Eii(xlv e axn)Qflsjl) (Q7 t) ;(Ls—i_l) (3317 -y Iny 4, t))
n

where the sum is taken over compositions p such that m;(A) = m;(u) for all s +1 < i < r. Here
()
(

Z1,...,Tn;q,t) denotes a reduced version of (9), in which the operators A;(z) are components
of A®)(z) = L) () ... L) (x), the twist is given by S(*) = §¢) ... S0 and

00000 =11 1T+

1=s j= H—l

To complete the proof of (3), we establish the following result.

Lemma. Let A be a partition with parts in {0,s,...,r}, and p a composition with parts in {0, s +
1,...,7}, such that m;(N) = m;(u) for all s+ 1< i <r. Then

2xCs (0, )92 (g, 1)
QU (g,1)

9

(13) T (w1, @) =

where Cs(\, p) is given by (4).

Proof. We begin by noticing that, by virtue of the vanishing of some of the matrix elements (6),
T;\S; = 0if 0 < A\ < py for some k. Hence both sides of (13) have the same vanishing property.
This constrains g > py for all 1 < k < £(\), which we assume from this point on. Given that A is
a partition, using the explicit form of the L) matrix entries we find that

L(N) r r r—1
S ms aj (A, S
(14) T\ (@1, 20) HmZxTr (H K, W) IT 6™ | 5@ [ (@b T o

=541 Jj=s+1 j=s+1

r—2 r
% k?lrfl()‘)((;ST_l)brfl()‘:ﬂ) H (;5?& ( H k?sﬂ()‘)(qi_’_l)bsﬂ()\#))

j:s+1 l=5+2

where we use # to denote a multiplicity in the composition p which does not affect the final answer,
so we suppress it. Note that we have used the cyclicity of the trace to reorder the product, so that
the leftmost parentheses correspond with parts of A of size s, the next parentheses with parts of
size 0, followed by the twist, followed by parts of size r and decreasing thereafter down to parts of
size s + 1.

The expression (14) is seemingly very complicated. But in view of the fact that operators with
different subscripts commute, and the simple commutation (8) between operators from the same
copy of the algebra, as well as the factorized form (7) of the twist, we can factorize (14) as follows:

T

(15) T (wr, ) = [Lx T a0y [l ) (] e im0
j j=s+1

Each trace in this product can be calculated using the general relation

Spe [T0_1 (1 — #0)
[10 (1 — td+i)

Tr [gbb(qu)ck‘d] - , for be>0, deC,
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valid for the representation (10) which we have used. Applying this relation to (15) and using the
fact that > ., ;mi(A) = Ay — A}, we obtain

b (An)
. q(j_s)aj()‘vu) H (1 _tk)
(s) _ k=1
(16) T3 (@1, -, ) = @y X 'H 0w
j=s+l H (1 _ qj—st)\’s—)\;-‘rk)
k=0

Finally, in view of the fact that m;(A) = m;(u) for all s +1 <1 < r, we find that

s s . 1
Qg)(q,t)/ﬂfbfl)(q,t)Z I ———

. )\/S_)\/_ )
Jj=s+1 L—gi™st !

allowing us to extract the k¥ = 0 term from the denominator of (16), recovering exactly (13).

Returning to equation (12), we have thus shown that when X is a partition,

17 A at) = o) Y Gl (@, g, ), Y1I<s<r- L.

m
To complete the proof of equation (3) it remains only to combine (5) with the recursion relation
(17), iterated r — 1 times, with the final value f}[’ = x,. At each step in the iteration, we need to

order the composition i indexing f;(LSH) so that it becomes a partition (otherwise the result (17) is
not valid at the next stage). This ordering is achieved by the action of T, operators at each step.

5. SPECIALIZATIONS

5.1. Monomial symmetric polynomials. By specializing ¢ = 1, the Macdonald polynomial Py
reduces to a monomial symmetric polynomial my(z1,...,x,). It is especially simple to evaluate
(3) at t = 1. Due to the factors 1 — t* in (4), we find that each coefficient C; vanishes, unless
bij(A[i —1],0 0 Ali]) = 0 for all i +1 < j < r. This constrains each o (apart from that of the
leftmost sum) to be the identity. Furthermore, because a;(A[i — 1], A[i]) =0 for all i +1 < j < r,
all coefficients C;(\[i — 1], A[i]) = 1.

Finally, at t = 1 the Hecke generators (1) reduce to simple transpositions s;. Putting all of this
together, equation (3) reduces to

r—1 n
Py(x1,...,2n;q,1) = Z saox,\oHazA[i} = Z oo <Hmf‘z> =my(x1,...,Tn),
i=1 i=1

oES) €Sy

as required.

5.2. Hall-Littlewood polynomials. The next specialization of interest is when ¢ = 0, which
gives the Hall-Littlewood polynomial Py(x1,...,2,;t). In fact the formula (3) simplifies greatly
when ¢ = 0. Clearly

(i1
“ (0 o A[z’])

This constrains each permutation o (apart from that of the leftmost sum) to be the identity.
Furthermore, in view of the fact that b;(A[i — 1], A[i]) = 0 for all j > 4, we have C;(A[i — 1], A[i]) =1

=0, unless aj (A[i —1],00A[i]) =0 for all j > i.

q=0
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for all 1 <i < r— 1. Hence the formula (3) reduces to

(18) Py(z1,...,x,;t) ZT oa:AonA ZT o(Haj )

oES) oES)

Equation (18) is a known expression for Hall-Littlewood polynomials, and seems to have been first
pointed out in [4] (Remark 3, following Theorem 3.1). For more details we refer the reader to
Section 6.2 of [7], where the correspondence between (18) and the standard sum expression

(19) P)\(Ilfl,...,fﬂn,t = Z oo Hx H - _t;fj
4 J

geS) )\i>)\j

([11], Chapter III, Equation (2.2)) is explained in greater detail.

5.3. Jack polynomials. The Jack polynomial P;\a) (x1,...,2y) is obtained as the ¢ = t*,t — 1

limit of the Macdonald polynomial Py ([11], Chapter VI, Section 10). Let us first examine the
effect of this limit on the coefficients (4). We find that

. k .
Ci(\, ) =0, if any 0 < A\ < fig, ]111 kl_Il ( = Datn= )\; n k) , otherwise.

Further to this, in the limit ¢ = ¢“,¢ — 1 the Hecke generators (1) are again just simple transposi-
tions s;. It follows that

r—1 .
o Ali — 1]
P)E )(azl,...,xn): E SUO«T)\OH E C; (O_O)\[i]>saom)\[i]o L,
oESy i=1 \o€Sy

where it is trivial to calculate the action of s, at each step, since it simply acts on monomials in
(z1,...,2y) by the permutation o. We therefore obtain

P)= Y% - ¥ ]a ( ]Z ]1>

U[O]ESA[O] 0'[1}ESA[1] U[T]ESA[ i=1
x {olo] 0wy H{olo] o o1] o py } -+ {ol0] o oft] o 0 ol 0wy },
where we have set » — 1 = 7 to make the formula more compact.

5.4. ¢—Whittaker polynomials. Another special case of (3) is when ¢t = 0, giving ¢—Whittaker
polynomials Py(x1,...,%n;q,0). Taking this specialization of (3), we obtain

r—1 .

Ali —1

P)\(xl’---aajn;%o): E DUOI‘)\Oll E CZ( [ )\.]>DUO$>\MO 1
ogES) i=1 \o€Sy\[4 go° [Z]

with coefficients that satisfy C;(A,u) = 0 if any 0 < A\ < pg, and C;(A\, u) = H;:Hl qU—1a;(\m)
otherwise, and where each D, is now composed of the divided-difference operators

Di:({L’i/xH_l—l)_l(l—Si), 1<z<n—l
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APPENDIX A. EXPLICIT EXAMPLES

A.1. Two variable example. In the case A = (3,1), we have
)‘[0] = (3’1)’ )‘[1] = (370)7 )‘[2] = (3’0)’ )‘[3] = (O, 0)7
and S)\[O] = S)\m = SA[Q] = 52. Hence
Al0]1 A0 A1) AL
P(371)(1‘1,1‘2; q,t) = Z TU O XT1x2 0 Z Cl <)\{1tl)\hﬁ2> Tp oXx1 0 Z 02 <>}2Llrl>}2}i2> Tﬂ oxry.

gES2 pES2 TE€S2

We compute each sum in turn, starting with the rightmost:
All]r All] _ 30 B 1—t
Z (s <)\[2]7r1)\[2]7r2 T.oxy =x1+ Cy 0 3 Tioxi=x1+¢q 1——(]25 x9.
TES?
Combining with the middle sum, we find that

)\[0]1 )\[0]2 > < 9 1—-1 > 9 1—1¢
C T,olxz{+q——x120 | = 27 + g—— 2129,
pezS:Q ' <)‘[1]p1)‘[1]p2 P ! ql—qt 1 ! ql—qt e

where we have used the fact that C; <§ é) =1and C4 <g :1))> = 0. Combining everything and

passing to the leftmost sum, we have

1 ¢
Pan(@nezat)= 3 Ty ("”‘i’:rz + Q1——th%33%>
oES2

1
=1+4T))o <x‘i’a:2+q

-t 45 9 3 1—-t+qg—qt o
1—qt

2 3
TiTy | = xiT2 + 1—qt TriTy + x175.

A.2. Three variable example. In the case A = (3,2,1), we have
A0] = (3,2,1), A[l] =(3,2,0), A[2] =(3,0,0), A[3] =(0,0,0),
and S)\[o] = S)\m = Sg, S)\[Q} = {(1, 2,3), (2, 1, 3), (2, 3, 1)} Hence

P oy (1, 72,7359, ) =
Al0]1 A[0]2 A[0]s Al]r Atz Af1]s
Z Tgoaj‘llL‘QlL‘gO Z 01 < TPOZL‘L’L‘QO Z 02 TWOZL‘l.
2 2 AL AL AL, 2 DR,
Starting with the rightmost sum, we have

A1 A1)z A1 _ 320 B 1—t
2 <A[2]MA[2]MA[2]M Trom=n+0\g o g)Then=nta| T o

ﬂ'ES)\[Q]
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320
030

> =1 and all other Cy = 0, we find

where we have used that Cs ( > = 0. Combining with the middle sum and using the fact

3 21

that Cy <3 2 0

)‘[0]1 )‘[0]2 )‘[0]3 2 1—t¢ o 1—¢
5 & (N A ) Tro (st o pmirars) = shon o~ gmurars
pES3

Combining everything, the leftmost sum finally gives

2,2 2

1—-t 1
S Too (atednn + ap—zatedad) = 3 b o am + (2 a4 ¢4 2t pateded

_ 12 — 112
o€ES3 1 qt o€Ss 1 qt

APPENDIX B. KIRILLOV-NOUMI FORMULA

B.1. The Kirillov-Noumi raising operators. Introduce the Dunkl operators Y;, which are
central elements of the affine Hecke algebra:

Y =2 T T T

where in the polynomial representation the inverse Hecke generators are given explicitly by

t PR .
T = <1_M(1_8i)>7

Tj — Ti+1
and where w has the cyclic action wf(zy,...,z,) = f(qzn,21,...,2n—1). The raising operators
introduced in [9] are given by
(20) B = Y w1t (1Y), 1<m<n,

1<i1 < <im<n

and have the following action on Macdonald polynomials:

m

(21) BWPy(x1, ... an;q,t) = [ [ = ") Py (@1, - - s 0, 8),
i=1
where A + (1) indicates adding a single box to the first m rows of the Young diagram of .

This action suffices to build up any Macdonald polynomial starting from Py = 1, since any Young
diagram can be decomposed uniquely into its columns:

(22) Bi?) o Bi?’:) -1 = C)\(q,t)P)\(l‘l, ey Ty q,t), C)\(q,t) = H(l _ qa(s)tl(s)-l-l)’
SEA

where (\],...,\.) is the conjugate partition of A\, and c)(g,t) is the multiplicative factor which
converts a Macdonald polynomial Py to its integral form Jy ([11], Chapter VI, Section 8).

B.2. Two variable example. In the case A = (3,1), we have \' = (2,1,1), and

B 1=(1-t)(z1+22) = c)(q, )Py (21, 223 9, 1),
1-tta—qt

2 2
BPBP-l:(l—t)(l—qt)<x%+ =

T2 + x%) = ¢(2)(q,t) Py (71,25 ¢, 1),

1—t+qg—qt
B§2)B§2)B§2) 1=(1-1)%1-qt)(1 - ¢Pt?) <x§’x2 + 1_—qqth%x% + xw%)
= c3,1)(¢, 1) P31y (w1, 223 ¢, 1),

which can be easily verified by implementing the raising operators (20) in a symbolic computation
package.
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B.3. Three variable example. In the case A = (3,2,1), we have X' = (3,2,1), and

B 1= (1= t)(@1 + 25 + 33) = (1) (0, 1) Py (01,72, 730, 1),
BPBW .1 =1 -1)2(1-q?) (z3m9 + 2123 + 2iws + 3123 + 2323 + 2023
(1—t)(2+q—|—t—|—2qt)

1 — qt?
(1—1)*(1 —qt?)*(1 — q2t3)P(3,2,1)($1, x2,%3;q,1)
= ¢3.21) (¢, ) P(3.2,1) (21, T2, 235 ¢, ).

_l’_

331332963) = ¢(2,1)(¢, 1) Po,1y (1, 72, 235 ¢, 1),

BYBHPBM .1

APPENDIX C. COMPARISON OF FORMULAE

The examples in the previous two appendices allow us to directly compare our summation formula

(3)

with the raising-operator expression (22) obtained in [9]. A number of differences should be

pointed out:

1.

. By virtue of their action (21), the Kirillov-Noumi raising operators B

While both (3) and (22) feature a decomposition of the partition A, the decomposition is different
in the two equations. In (3), the sequence of partitions A[0] 2 A[1] D --- D A[r] is a decomposition
of A into its rows, whereas the raising operators in (22) build A up by its columns.

,(# ) map one Macdonald
polynomial to another. This means that one obtains a Macdonald polynomial at all intermediate
steps on the way to constructing A, as can be seen in the examples of Appendices B.2 and B.3. In
contrast, if one truncates the summation (3) at any intermediate point & (meaning that we only

perform the sums ) S for k < i < r—1), the result will not be a Macdonald polynomial.

In fact, these intermediate polynomials will not in general even be symmetric in (x1,...,%,), as
can be seen from the examples in Appendices A.1 and A.2. It is only at the final sum )
that symmetry is restored and the Macdonald polynomial P is recovered.

o€SH

. In (22), the ¢ parameter is introduced via the operation w which appears in each Dunkl operator.

In contrast, (3) does not feature w at all, and ¢ is introduced explicitly in the combinatorial
factors C;(\, ). This is quite advantageous, since it easily allows specializations of ¢ to be
taken.

JFrom this, one can see that while equations (3) and (22) are related at the level of ideas, it is
challenging to find a direct link between the two.

(1]
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