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Abstract Koornwinder polynomials are a 6-parameter BC,-symmetric family of
Laurent polynomials indexed by partitions, from which Macdonald polynomials can
be recovered in suitable limits of the parameters. As in the Macdonald polynomial
case, standard constructions via difference operators do not allow one to directly
control these polynomials at ¢ = 0. In the first part of this paper, we provide an
explicit construction for these polynomials in this limit, using the defining properties
of Koornwinder polynomials. Our formula is a first step in developing the analogy
between Hall-Littlewood polynomials and Koornwinder polynomials at ¢ = 0. In the
second part of the paper, we provide a construction for the nonsymmetric Koornwinder
polynomials in the same limiting case; this parallels work by Descouens—Lascoux in
type A. As an application, we prove an integral identity for Koornwinder polynomials
atg = 0.

Keywords Koornwinder polynomials - Orthogonal polynomials - Symmetric
functions - Hecke algebras
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1 Introduction

In [9], Macdonald introduced a very important family of multivariate g-orthogonal
polynomials associated with a root system. These polynomials, and their connec-
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tions to representation theory, combinatorics, and algebra, have been well studied and
are an active area of research. For the type A root system, Macdonald polynomials
P (x1,...,x,; q,t) contain many well-known families of symmetric functions as
special cases: for example, the Schur, Hall-Littlewood, and Jack polynomials occur
atg =t,q =0,andr = g%, g — 1, respectively. The existence of the top-level Mac-
donald polynomials (i.e., those that have parameters ¢ and ) was proved by exhibiting
a suitable operator, which has these polynomials as its eigenfunctions. A particularly
important degeneration of the Macdonald polynomials is obtained in the ¢ = 0 limit
where one obtains zonal spherical functions on semisimple p-adic groups. In fact,
Macdonald provides an explicit formula for the spherical functions of the Chevalley
group G(Q)) in terms of the root data for the group G [7]. In type A, one obtains the
symmetrization formula for the Hall-Littlewood polynomials [8, Ch. III], which arise
as zonal spherical functions for GL,(Q)).

The Askey—Wilson polynomials p,(y; a, b, ¢, d|q) for n € Z, are a fundamen-
tal class of orthogonal polynomials associated with the root system BC; [1]. They
are g-polynomials in one variable, with parameters a, b, ¢, d. In [6], Koornwinder
introduced a multivariate generalization of the Askey—Wilson polynomials associated
with the nonreduced root system BC,. These polynomials depend on six parame-
ters g, t,a,b,c,d, and at n = 1, the r-dependence drops out and one recovers the
Askey—Wilson polynomials. Koornwinder polynomials contain the three-parameter
families of Macdonald polynomials associated with the pairs (BC,,, B,) (obtained by
replacing a, b, ¢, d, t by ql/z, —ql/z, ab'/?, —pl/2 respectively) and (BC,, Cy)
(obtained by replacing a, b, ¢, d, t, g by ab'/?, qabl/z, —pl/2, —qbl/z, t, qz, respec-
tively). As in the Macdonald polynomial case, the existence of these polynomials
was proved by using g-difference operators; however, these behave badly as ¢ — O.
Given the relationship between Macdonald and Koornwinder polynomials, a natural
question one can ask is whether there exists an explicit construction for the latter
polynomials at ¢ = 0, thereby providing an analog of the construction of Hall-
Littlewood polynomials for this family; we will address this in the first part of the
paper.

As in the case of Macdonald polynomials, Koornwinder polynomials are associ-
ated with the double affine Hecke algebra. From this viewpoint, the parameters above
are expressed in terms of the geometry of the affine root system. These parameters
are denoted by 19, 19, t,, fy, ¢t in the literature (in addition to parameter g) [14,15].
When one uses these parameters, the orthogonality density is a g-deformation of the
Plancherel measure on the space of zonal spherical functions on p-adic groups, men-
tioned in the first paragraph. There is a reparametrization that allows one to translate
between the two sets of parameters [see Eq. (2)]. In this paper, we will work with the
Askey—Wilson parametrization a, b, ¢, d, t.

In the first part of this work, we use the defining properties (i.e., orthogonality and
triangularity) of Koornwinder polynomials to provide a closed formula in the g = 0
limit:

Theorem 1.1 Let A be a partition withl(A) < nand |d'|, |b'|, |t], |al, |bl, |c|, |d| < 1.
Then, K;(z1,...,22;0,t; a’,b';a, b, c,d) is given by
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—1 -1 -1

1 I —1z
v(t;a’,b';a, b, c,d) Z v H u.(21) H [ e

weBy, 1<i<n I<i<j=n 1_Zi_ < i
(1)
where
() = ) (1m0 (1) 1
u (g Z;\i (l—az,- 1)(1—bzi11_)z(jz—czi 1)(1—dzi ‘) if Aj > 0.

i

Here, the sum is over the hyperoctahedral group B,, and a formula for vy (¢; @', b’; a, b,
¢, d) is given in the first section. Verifying that the objects defined above satisfy the
right type of symmetry is immediate; proving that they are indeed Laurent polynomials
of correct leading degree which form an orthogonal family with respect to the Koorn-
winder density at ¢ = 0 is the difficult part. We note the difference in the univariate
terms u;) (z;) corresponding to zero parts versus nonzero parts (i.e., A; = 0 versus
X; > 0), which makes the formula more complicated than existing symmetrization-
type formulas. We also mention that our methods allow us to obtain families with two
extra parameters a’, b’, as indicated above. To obtain Macdonald’s two-parameter fam-
ily of type B, C polynomials, one sets a = a’, b = b’, ¢ = 0, d = 0; this eliminates
the difference between univariate terms corresponding to zero and nonzero parts.

The second part of the paper deals with the nonsymmetric theory for Koornwinder
polynomials in the limit ¢ — 0, in the Askey—Wilson parametrization. The ¢ — 0
limit was first studied by Ion in [4,5], but using parameters (g, 10, Iy, 1) mentioned
above, to preserve the representation-theoretic connection. In terms of Askey—Wilson
parameters, this amounts to allowing g, ¢, d — 0. Thus, we investigate a deformation,
in which one allows nonzero parameters c, d as well. As in the symmetric case, our
motivation will be from the special functions point of view—we will use the definition
of these polynomials as orthogonal functions. We provide an explicit formula when
these polynomials are indexed by partitions:

Theorem 1.2 Let A be a partition with (M) < n, and |c|,|d| < 1. Then
Uy (z1,-..,2n;0,t;a, b, c,d) is given by

H z;‘i (1 - czfl) (1 - dzfl).

2i>0

Verifying that this is a Laurent polynomial of correct degree is straightforward; show-
ing orthogonality is the involved part. We then use elements of the affine Hecke algebra
of type BC to recursively obtain all nonsymmetric Koornwinder polynomials in this
limit. Our approach is similar in spirit to that of Descouens and Lascoux in the type
A setting [2]. However, in that case, the polynomial at a dominant weight is a mono-
mial; as indicated above, this is not the case in type BC. The authors then use the
Yang-Baxter elements to recursively obtain formulas for all weights. Our results on
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nonsymmetric Koornwinder polynomials in this paper may be viewed as a parallel of
that paper, for type BC.

An important use of the previous two theorems is the application of such formulas
to prove integral and summation identities. Indeed, in a previous paper [18], we used
the explicit symmetrization formula for Hall-Littlewood polynomials of type A to
strengthen and generalize results of Rains—Vazirani at ¢ = 0 [11]. Explicit formulas
of these polynomials may also be used to prove branching rules and Pieri identities,
as well as to deduce information about change-of-basis coefficients. In this paper, we
use the first theorem above to prove the following result:

Theorem 1.3 Let A be a partition with [(A) < n, and |a|, |b| < 1. Then, the integral
/Kx(Zl,---,zn;tz;a,b;a,b,ta,tb)ﬁgé')(z;t;i\/?,a,b)dT
T

vanishes if A is not an even partition. Moreover, if A is an even partition, the integral
is equal to

(VO Ny (t; 41, a, b)vi4 (15 £4/1, a, b)
(14 1) vy (t2;a, b, ta, tb) ’

We note that Rains—Vazirani [11] proved the vanishing part of the theorem at the top
level, but were unable to calculate the evaluation when the integral does not vanish.
Moreover, their methods do not directly carry through to g = 0, since the operators
they use are ill-defined in this limit. Our technique provides a direct proof in this
limit and allows us to compute this rational function explicitly in the nonvanishing
case, as given above. We also provide self-contained proofs of the constant term
evaluations and norm evaluations in both the symmetric and nonsymmetric cases
(Theorems 2.8, 3.5 and Theorems 2.9, 3.7). We mention that, in the symmetric case,
the constant term evaluation at the top level is a famous result of Gustafson [3]; this
in turn is a multivariate generalization of a result of Askey and Wilson [1] and a
g-generalization of Selberg’s beta integral [13]. We note that Gustafson’s approach
requires ¢ # 0, so one cannot directly apply that argument in this limiting case
(although one can still obtain the evaluation by taking limits of his g-level formula).
We give a self-contained proof of Gustafson’s result in the ¢ = 0 limit (Theorem 2.8
within the paper). Such proofs are useful, since the technique may be applied to
formulate and prove other identities.

As mentioned above, this paper has two main components: the first part deals with
the symmetric theory at g = 0, while the second deals with the nonsymmetric theory in
the same limit. The first section of each part sets up the relevant notation, reviews some
background material, and defines the polynomials in question. The second section of
each part consists of the main theorems and proofs, in particular we prove that these
are indeed the symmetric and nonsymmetric Koornwinder polynomials at ¢ = 0,
respectively. The third section of the first part contains an application of our formula
to this work: We use the construction of the Koornwinder polynomials at ¢ = 0 to
prove an integral identity.
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2 Symmetric Hall-Littlewood polynomials of type BC
2.1 Background and notation

We will first review some relevant notations before introducing the polynomials that
are these subject of this paper; a good reference is [8, Ch. 1].

We first mention that, in our formulas, we will use the Askey—Wilson parame-
ters (a, b, ¢, d) in addition to ¢, t. We note that, in the literature, Hecke parameters
(to, to, ty, 1,) are also used (see [6, 14, 15], for example). There is a translation between
these two sets of parameters according to the following reparametrization:

. vl o~ .1
{a.b,c.d, 1} < {tntn, —tuty L t0f0g "%, =010 g%, 12} : 2)

Recall that a partition X is a weakly decreasing string of nonnegative integers
(A1, A2, ..., Ap), in which some of the A; may be zero. We will denote the set of
partitions by A™. We call the A; the “parts” of A. We write /(1) = max{k > 0|A; # 0}
(the “length”) and |A| = Z?:l A; (the “weight”). A string u = (1, ..., Uy) of
integers (not necessarily nonincreasing or positive) is called a composition of || =
> luil. We will say A is an “even partition” if all parts of A are even; in this case,
we use the notation A = 2 where p; = X; /2 for all i. We will also say A has “all parts
occurring with even multiplicity” if the conjugate partition A" is an even partition. A
composition X is an element of Z" for some n > 1; we will denote this set by A.

We briefly recall some orderings on compositions.

Definition 2.1 Let < denote the dominance partial ordering on compositions, i.e.,
u < A if and only if

ZM;‘EZM

I<i<k I<i<k

1
forallk > 1 (and u < Aif u < A and p # X). Let 2 denote the reverse lexicographic

lex
ordering: . < A if and only if A = p or the first nonvanishing difference A; — p; is
positive.

lex
Note that < is a total ordering.

le.
Lemma 2.2 Let i, A € Z" such that ;@ < \. Then, u %x A

Proof The claim is clearly true if © = A, so suppose u < A. If 1 < A1, we are done;
otherwise, 1 = A1 and puy < Ay since w1 + 12 < A1 + Ap. Iterating this argument
produces an integer i in {1, ..., n}suchthat u; = Ay, ..., wi—1 = Xj—1 and u; < A;.

1 .
Thus, © < A as desired. |

Definition 2.3 Let 1 and A be two elements of Z". We will write T for the unique
dominant weight in the BC,, orbit of u (that is, the partition obtained by rearranging
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the absolute values of the parts of 1 in nonincreasing order). Then, we write u < A if
and only if either 1) u™ < At orif2) u*™ = A" and i < X, and in either case p # A.

Remarks This part will mostly deal with partitions and the dominance and reverse
lexicographic orderings. Compositions, and the extended dominance ordering appear-
ing in Definition 2.3, will become relevant in the following part that deals with the
nonsymmetric theory.

Let A be a partition. Let m; (1) be the number of X ; equal to 7 for eachi > 0. Then,
we define:

u(t;a' by a, b, c,d)

m; (L) mi (L) mo(X)

1—1¢/ . .

- (T1T1 1 I1 (1—abcdt'—1+2m0<”) I1 (l—a/b’t’_l) ,
i0 jo1 ! i=1 i=1

(3)

and

mi (L) 1— tj my(L) )

watzaboe,d) = ([T T1 — I1 (1 —abcdt"“z’"”(’\)) N

i>1 j=I i=1

Note the comparison with the factors making the Hall-Littlewood polynomials monic
in [8, Ch. III]. Also note that

v.(t;a' b a, b, e,d) = vy (ta, b, ¢, d)vgno (t;a',b';a,b, ¢, d).
For simplicity of notation, we will write vy, vy, or vy (t), vay(z), when the other

parameters are clear from the context.
Throughout this paper, we will use

T=T,={z1,....20) 21l = -+ - = |za| = 1},
de
dT = dT, = —
" 1<]1_.[<n27'[\/—12j

to denote the n-torus and Haar measure, respectively. When the number of variables
may be unclear from context, we will use T,,, d T,,; otherwise, we willuse T, dT . Since
many of the objects we will be dealing with are functions of n variables, we will often
use the superscript (rn) with z in the argument, instead of (z1, .. ., z,). We define the
(infinite) g-Pochhammer symbol

(aiq) = [J(1 — aq")

k>0

and let (a1, 2. . .., ar; ) denote (ar; q)(a2: q) - - - (a; ).
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We recall the symmetric Koornwinder density:

A (g: )" (z,?tz; q)
A;’;)(Z;q,t;a,b,c,d) - T H 1 41+l 41
n: I<i=n (ClZi ’bZi , CZ; ’dzi ;Q)
[ Gt
I<i<j<n (fzil il q)
and the Koornwinder polynomials in six parameters (q,t, a, b, ¢, d), denoted by

K)(\") (z;q,t;a,b,c,d) [6]. Since we are concerned with ¢ = 0 degenerations of
Koornwinder polynomials, we will be interested in the symmetric Koornwinder den-

sity in the same limiting case:
+2
. 1 (1 % )
(n)
Ay’ (z;0,t;a,b,¢c,d) = — ||
K £ £ £ £ £ E)
2'nt 22, (1 —aziﬂ) (l - bzfl) (1 - cziil) (1 —dziil)

1— z,-ilzil
[1 ((l_tzil’il)) 5

I<i<j<n i j

where we write (1 - zﬁ) for the product (1 — z7)(1 — 1;2) and (1 — ziilzf]) for

(—ziz)(1 =z 27 )1 =272 ) (1= ziz; ), ete. We will write AP (zt;a,b,c,d)
to denote this densny
Using the above density, we let

Ni(t;a,b,c,d) = / AP (2t a,b, ¢, d)dT. (6)

v+ (7)

We note that, at the top level, the explicit evaluation of the integral above is a famous
result of Gustafson [3]. The arguments do not directly apply at ¢ = 0, although
one can obtain the evaluation via an appropriate limit. In keeping with the theme of
this work, we will provide a self-contained proof of the evaluation of this integral in
Theorem 2.8. This will provide an explicit formula for the quantity N, (¢; a, b, ¢, d).
Our method, using induction and residue calculation to obtain a recursion, is very

similar to Gustafson’s argument at the top level.

) , etc., when

For simplicity of notation, we will use the shorthand notation N;, A
the parameters are clear from the context.

Finally, we explain some notation involving elements of the hyperoctahedral group,
By. An element in B, is determined by specifying a permutation p € S, as well as a
sign choice €, (i), for each 1 < i < n. Thus, p acts on the subscripts of the variables,

for example, by

ep(1) €,(n)
o(z1...20) =pr(1) .. pp(n)
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If p(i) = 1, we will say that z; occurs in position i of p. We also write
“Zi <p Zj”

ifi = p(i’) and j = p(j’) for some i’ < j', i.e., z; appears to the left of z; in the

. ep(l) €,(n) N e e . .
Laurent monomial zpp(l) - -zp”(n) . We also define €, (z;) to be €, @iNHifi = p(i),ie.,

it is the exponent (£1) on z; in Z;‘E%) .. .Z;/z;’;),

We begin by establishing the existence of the ¢ — 0 limit of the symmetric Koorn-
winder polynomials.

Proposition 2.4 Let|t|, |a|, |b|, |c|, |d| < 1. Thenthe g — 0 limit of the Koornwinder
polynomials Kin)(z; q,t;a,b,c,d) exists.

Proof We use induction on A with respect to a total order extending <, for exam-

ple, lg . The result is clear for A = 0. Now suppose that the result holds for
v < A, we will show it holds for . We have the following Gram—Schmidt for-
mula for the Koornwinder polynomials (see, e.g., [16, Eq 2.32]), which follows
by expanding m;(z) — Ki")(z; q,t;a,b,c,d) in terms of the orthogonal basis
K" (z:q,t:a,b,c,d):

K"z q,t;a,b,¢,d)

(n)
(my.(2), Ky (z:q.1;a,b,¢c,d))y
:m)L(Z)_Z K(’l) . . b d (n) . . b d
M<)“< 122 (quvt»av scv )vaL (Z,q,t,a, 7C» ))q

n)(,. .
K,V (z:q.t;a,b,c,d),

where

(f(z),g(z))qz/T [z, ---,20)8 (zl_l,...,z,jl) A([?)(z;q,t;a,b,c,d)dTn.

By induction, we just need to check that the inner product in the numerators is well
defined in the limit ¢ — 0 and that the norms in the denominator are well defined
and nonzero. The former follows from the induction hypothesis and (5), and the latter
follows immediately from the explicit formulas for the norms of the Koornwinder
polynomials [17]. O

We finally define the main objects of this section, which we will eventually show
agree with the ¢ — 0 limit of the previous proposition.

Definition 2.5 LetA beapartitionwith/(A) < nand|d’|, |b'|, |7], |al, |b], |c|, |d| < 1.
Define K (z1,...,zn; t;d’,b'; a, b, ¢, d), indexed by A by
1 1— tz.flzj 1 — lZflzjl

v(t;a',b;a,b,c,d) Z v H 1 (2i) H ) 1 |-

weB, l<i<n l<i<j<n l—z77zj 1-2;7z2
@)

it
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where

(o) () ith =0,

=)
1—z;

uy(z;) = Z?»i (l—az;l)(1_b2;1)(1_CZ;1)(1_dZ;1) i3, > 0.

i l_zl_—2

Remarks Note the slight abuse of notation: Ki")(z; q,t;a,b,c,d) are the polyno-

mials of [6], and above we are defining K" (z; t;a’,b'; a, b, ¢, d), which we will
independently prove is the ¢ = O limit of the former polynomials.

Remarks We note that the K; have two extra parameters a’ and b’. In particular, the
arguments below that prove that this is indeed the Koornwinder polynomial at ¢ = 0
work for any choice of a’, b’. However, we leave in arbitrary a’, b’ (as opposed to
the choice 1) because the resulting form is useful in applications; an example that
illustrates this appears in the last section.

We will also let
Rﬁn)(z; t;a,b';a,b,c,d) =vy(t;ad',b';a,b,c, d)Ki") (z;t;d,b';a,b,c,d), (8)
and for w € B,,, we let

_ —1_-1
l_tzi ]Zj 1 _tZi Zj

R)(fzv(z; tid biabedy=w( [] we [] R

l<i<n l<i<j<n 1—z"z;

€))

be the associated term in the summand. As usual, we will write K i”), Ri") and Rﬁnl)u
when the parameters are clear from context.

Remarks When (a, b, c,d) = (a’, ', 0, 0), we obtain

K;(z1,...,za5t5a,b;a,b,0,0)

—-1_-1
Z

—1 —1
! A,»<l_‘”i )(l_bzi ) -z 'z 1 =12 2
2wl Il [1 :

2 1 |
v;.(1) 1 -z lsicjen 17 %7 1=z g

weB, 1<i<n i

In particular, this is Macdonald’s 2-parameter family (BC,, B,) = (BC,, C,) poly-

nomials at g = 0. We will write Ki")(z; t;a,b,0,0) in this case.

2.2 Main results

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1: We will show that the K)E") (z;t;a',b';a,b,
¢, d), for A a partition, are indeed the Koornwinder polynomials at ¢ = 0. We note
that while the BC-symmetry of these polynomials is fairly straightforward, proofs of
polynomiality and orthogonality are more involved.
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Theorem 2.6 The function K)E") (z;t;ad',b';a,b,c,d) is a BCy-symmetric Laurent
polynomial (i.e., invariant under permuting variables z1, . .., z, and inverting vari-
ables 7; — zi_l).

Proof Recall the fully BC,-antisymmetric Laurent polynomials:

—1 —1 —1
Apc = H Zi — % H 5 —zj—z tu
1<i<n 1<i<j<n
2
75 —1 1 —zizj
=1 Il ——e-w (10)
1<i<n < I<i<j<n iZj

Then, we have

Kk(")(z; a,bia,b,cdit) Agc

= vxl(,) Sleww | [] wo [] (l—tzi‘lzjfl)(zi—tzj) . an

weB, 1<i<n 1<i<j<n

where
/ g (1=az ) (1-b7") ith; =0,
@) = il (1 — az;]) (1 — bz;l) (1 - czfl) (1 — dz;]) ifA; > 0.

Notice that K )(L”) - Apc is a BCy-antisymmetric Laurent polynomial, so in particular
Apc divides K i") - Apc as polynomials. Consequently, K i") is a BC,-symmetric
Laurent polynomial, as desired. O

Theorem 2.7 The functions Kin)(z; t;a’,b';a,b,c,d)are triangular with respect to
dominance ordering:

K)En)(zz t;a',b:a,b,c,d) =my + Z cﬁmu.
n<i

Remarks Here, {m,}, is the monomial basis with respect to Weyl group of type BC:

1 Al An)
"= Stab(h)| 2 w<zl )

weB,
where Stab()) is the stabilizer of A in B,,.
Proof We show that when K i") is expressed in the monomial basis, the top degree

term is m; ; moreover, it is monic. First note that from (10) in the previous proof, we
have

Apc = z” + (dominated terms),
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where p = (n,n — 1,...,2,1). We compute the dominating monomial in K i") .

Apc; see (11) in the previous proof for the formula. We look at the terms in the sum
(corresponding to w € Bj) and find the maximum total degree across these; it suffices
to maximize the degree of the univariate terms and cross terms separately for a given
w € By. Note that if 1; = 0, we have highest degree A; + 1 in ) (z;). Similarly, if
Xi > 0, we note that A; + 1 > —X; 4+ 3 (with equality if and only if A; = 1) so we
have highest degree A; + 1 in u;(zi). Moreover,

H (1 — tzi_lzjl) (zi —tzj) = H (Zi - tz]l —tz; + tzzi_l) (12)
I<i<j=<n I<i<j<n

has highest degree term z°~! = z'l‘flz’z’f2 -+ Zp—1. Thus, the dominating monomial

in Ki") - Apgc is Z2**, so that the dominating monomial in Ki”) is 7*.
We now show that the coefficient on z**# in R)(Ln) - Apc (see (8) for the definition

of R;n)) is vy (1), so that K i") is indeed monic. Note first that by the above argument
the only contributing w are those in the stabilizer of 7*, i.e., those w such that (D
Z)fl - Z’;jl(l) . Z;"(n) and (2) €,(z;) = 1forall 1 <i <n—mo(A) —mi(L);
let the set of these special permutations be denoted by P;_,. Now fix w € P, ,, we will

. . A —1
collect the coefficients (i.e., scalars t,a’, b’, a, b, ¢, d) on zi‘H'", z22+(" ), ... from

u’A(z,-) and terms of (12). We will do this first for z?l +", then use an iterative argument
to obtain the rest of the factors, and finally take the product of these to obtain the
overall coefficient on z*. Using (11) and the arguments of the previous paragraph,
one can check that the scalar factor on z?ﬁ" is as follows:

G Ifx; > 1:
FHzi<wz1)
@) Ifx; =1:
Hai<wa} ifey(z1) =1
—abed (tH)Ha=wil i<t} ife, (1) = —1
(iii) If A = 0:
Hai<wz} ifey,(z1) =1
_a/b/(t2)#{21<wZi}[#{Zi<le}’ ifey(z1) = —1

(note that we have used the contribution of (—1) factors from €(w) in K )(\") - Agce).
Now define the following subsets of the variables z1, ..., z,:

Ny ={zi tn—mo() —mi() <i <n—mo(A) and €,(z;) = —1}

Ng,x ={zi :n—mo(A) <i <nandey(z)=—1}
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1 0
Nuwr =Ny UNy ;.

w

Finally, define the following statistics of w:

n(w)=[{G j):1<i<j=<nandz; <y z;}|
aw) =G j):1<i<j=<nandz; <y zjandz; € Ny}I.

Then, by iterating the coefficient argument above, we get that the coefficient on
7+ is given by

> @200 (—abed) Vo (—a''y Nl

wePy

Since P;, ; = Bpyo) X Bmyn) X Hiz2 Sm; (), it is enough to show the following three
cases:

m

1—1¢/
Z ) _ H . (13)
wWESy Jj=1 —!
S g 2eam 2N, ) (—abed) Voo
weB,,
m i
11—t/ :
=11 — (1 —abcdtf_l+2m°(’\)) (14)
j=I

m .
> 1) 2em ) gy Moo | [1 11_ a

weB,, j=1

A—=dbt’™h. 15)

Equation (13) is well known, for example, refer to [8, Ch. III, proof of (1.2) and (1.3)].
We now show (14); (15) is analogous. One can verify that the LHS of (14) is exactly
enumerated by the terms of
I1 [ (zl—l i1 (2 ymoth) k=i (—abcd)):| : (16)
k=1 Li=

i=1

But we also have
Z (tifl T tifl(t2)Wt0(A)+k7i(_abcd)) _ Z (tH _ abcdtk+2mo()»)fltk7i)
i=1 i=1

1—k

= (1= abear 2@ (11 4o 47 = (1 —abed+2mo® ) —

substituting this into (16) gives the RHS of (14) as desired.
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Multiplying these functions together for each distinct part i of A (put m = m; ()
in (13), (14), and (15), depending on whether i > 2,i = 1, ori = 0, respectively),
and using (3) shows that the coefficient on z*** in R(") Apc is indeed vy (¢), as
desired. O

We will now provide a direct proof of Gustafson’s formula [3] in the limit ¢ = 0.
Theorem 2.8 We have the following constant term evaluation in the symmetric case

/ AP (zt;a,b,c,d)dT
T

n—1

1
- g) (1 —rtlac)(1 — 'bc)(1 — ticd)(1 — tad)(1 — tibd) (1 — tiab)

n—1
1 — 2" Iabed
x/[[o( aC)Hl—tJ

Proof Note first that by Theorem 2.7, K ((33) (z;t;a,b,0,0) = 1. So in particular, we
have

/ AW(zt:a,b, ¢, d)dT = / K (@ 1:a,b,0,0)A% (z: 110, b, ¢, d)dT
T

(n) ~(n)
= Ry st;a,0,0,00A t:a,b,c,d)dT
U(O”)(t a, b 0 0) Z / om), w(Z a ) K (Z a c )

2"n! R® o
= o a 50.0) Jp Romia@ :0.5.0.08 G tra, b, T,

where the last equality follows by symmetry of the integrand. But now using (9), one
notes that

2R, (@10, b, 0,0)AY (i ra b, ¢, d)

H (1-2)

1<i<n (1 —azi))(1 = bz;)(1 — cz;)(1 — dz;) (1 - czfl) (1 —dzfl)
H (1 —z,'z;cl)

+1
l<i<j<n (1 127 )

We will denote the right-hand side of the above equation by A(,?) (z;t;a,b,c,d).
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We will now prove that

/ A(I?)(z;t;a,b, c,d)dT
T

n—1 1 2n—2

H (1 — tlabed).

- H (1 —tlac)(1 —tibe)(1 —tied)(1 —tlad)(1 — tlbd)
(17)
For facility of notation, we will put 1,,(z; t; a, b; ¢, d) = fT A(I?)(z; t;a,b,c,d)dT.

We will prove (17) through the following two claims.
Claim 1: We have

[

In(z;t;a,b;c,d) = In-1(z;t;a, b te,d
@ habied) = g A —doe —a) 1@ e bite.d)
d
I—1(z; t;a,b; ¢, td),
e d —bd) (1 —edyd — o n1 @ e breid)
(13)
with initial conditions Iy(z; t; a, b; ¢,d) = 1 and
1 —abcd
Ii(z;t;a,b;c,d) = ane .
(1 —ac)(1 —bc)(1 —cd)(1 —ad)(1 — bd)
To prove the first claim, we note that
L,(z;t;a,b;¢,d)
/ 11 (1-2)
1zizp 7@z = bzi))( —cz))(1 —dzi)(zi — 0)(zi — d)
H (zj —zi)( —zizj) ﬁ dz;j
I<i<j<n (zj —tzi)(1 —1zizj) il 27+/—1
We may now hold the variables z3, . . ., z,, fixed and integrate with respect to z;. There

are simple poles at z; = c and z; = d (note that |1/al, |1/b|, |1/c|, |1/d] > 1, since
lal, |bl, ||, |d| < 1, so these do not contribute), so by the Residue Theorem, it will be
the sum of residues at these poles. Consider the residue at z; = c:

/ H (1 —< )
(I —azj))(1 —bz;)(1 —czi)(1 —dzi)(zi — ) (zi — d)

2<i<n
H (zj —zi)(1 —zizj) o c

2<i<j<n (zj —tzj)(1 —1zizj) (1 —ac)(l —be)(1 — cd)(c — d)
H (zj — o)l —czj) ﬁ dz;j

12 (zj —to)(1 — tcz,) 5 2/ 1
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o H (1—27)
T L (I—=az))(I = bzi)(1 — tezi) (1 — dzi)(zi — 1¢)(zi — d)

1—[ (zj —z)(d —zizj) JT
(zj —tzi))(1 —tz;z})

2<i<j<n

where C1 = (l—ac)(l—bcg(l—cd)(c—'d): By renumbering the variables (z2, ..., z,)
by (z1,...,2n—1), one sees that this is exactly Cil,_1(z;t;a,b;tc,d). An analo-
gous argument applies for the residue at z; = d this produces the second term
Col,_1(z;t;a, b; c, td), where Cp = Tadyi= bd)(l Da— '

To obtain the result at n = 1, one uses the above argument in this special case
along with some algebraic manipulation. In particular, the computation of the sum of
residues is as follows:

(1-cHe
(1 —ac)(1 —be)(1 —c2)(1 —dc)(c —d)
(1 —d>d
T —ad( —bd)( —cd)(I —dDd — o)
1

- (1 —ac)(1 —be)(1 —cd)(1 —ad)(1 — bd)
c(l1 —ad)(1 —bd) d(1 —ac)(1 —bc)
[ c—d + d—c ]
. 1 —abcd
(I —ac)(1 —be)(1 —cd)(1 —ad)(1 — bd)’

as desired. This proves the first claim.
Claim 2: We have the following solution to (18)

n—1

1
In(zit;a,b;c,d) = ' ' i ' '
n(zitia,b;c,d) g(1_tzac)(l_;lbc)(l—tlcd)(l—l’dd)(l—ﬂbd)
2n—2 )
[T a-+tabca).
j=n—1

We prove the second claim. One can first check that n = 0, 1 satisfies the initial
conditions of (18). Then, for n > 2, we have

Cc
I,_i1(z;t;a,b;te, d
0= a0( — b —do)c —ay n-1@rabite.d
d
I,_1(z;t;a,b; ¢, td
e d —bd) (1 —cdyd — o n1 @ as breid)
2n—4 .
c H 1 —t/abed
j=n—-2

T (—ao)d —bo)(1 —de)(c —d)
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n—2

1
l.l;[) (11— [H—lac)(l — ti"'lbc)(l _ tH‘lCd)(l — tiad)(l — l‘ibd)
2n—4 .
d H 1 —t/abed
+ j=n—2
(1= ad)(1 = bd)(1 — cd)(d — ¢)
n—2
1
o (1 —tiac)(1 —tibe)(1 — titled) (1 — ti+lad) (1 — ti+1bd)
c(1 = " lad)(1 — " 'bd)  d(1 — " Lac)(1 — " be)
- +
c—d d—c
(= 1 2n—4

_ il
) H (1 —tlac)(1 —tibc)(1 —ticd)(1 —tiad)(1 — t‘bd) H (1—=¢t'"""abcd)

But now note the following identity for the sum inside the parentheses:

c(l =" lad)(1 —1""'bd) + d(1 —1"ac)(1 — 1" be)

c—d d—c
e —r"ad)(1 — 1" 'bd) —d(1 — 1" 'ac)(1 — 1" 'be)
N c—d
c—d+ 1" Vabed? — **Vabe?d

= 7 =1—2"Dgped,
c —

so the above finally becomes

- 1
g) (1 — tiaC)(l — z‘ibc)(l — tiCd)(l _ tiad)(l _ Iibd)
2(n—1)

H (1 —tlabed) = I,(z; t; a, b; ¢, d),
j=n—1

which proves (17).
Thus, putting this together, we have

. 1

) (n)

A (z;t;a,b,C,d)dTZ—/A (z:t;a,b, ¢, d)dT
/T K v (t:a,5,0,0) Jr =K

— 1 2n—2

<] 1

j=1

1 —tlabed
L (= riae) (I = ribe)(I = tied)(1 = tiad)(1 = 1'bd) | H (1 =t abed)
n n

1—1t¢ 1
el —t] Il;[l 1 —abti—1
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n—1

1
- 51:([) (1 —tiac)(1 — tibe)(1 — ticd)(1 — tiad)(1 — tibd)(1 — tiab)

n—1
1 2n2]bd

where we have used Theorem 3.5 and (3). O

We note that the quantity Agg) (z; t; a, b, ¢, d) which appears in the proof of The-
orem 2.8 is actually the ¢ = 0 limit of the nonsymmetric Koornwinder density (see
[6], for example); the nonsymmetric theory is investigated in the next section.

Theorem 2.9 The family of polynomials {Ki") (z;t;d',b'; a,b, c,d)}; satisfy the fol-
lowing orthogonality result:
/T K" (ztid bia,boe, KM (zitia bra b, e, d) A @i tia,b, e, d)dT
= N)\,(tv a, b’ c, d)a)»/l,

(refer to (5) and (6) for the definitions of Agg) and N,, respectively; also see Theo-
rem 2.8).

Remarks Note that if A = pu = (0"), the left- and right-hand sides are both equal to
fT A(I?)(z; t;a,b,c,d)dT, which was computed independently in Theorem 2.8.

Proof By symmetry of A, i, we may restrict to the case where A lg . We assume
A1 > 0, so we need not consider the case A = p = 0"; these assumptions hold
throughout the proof. By definition of K)E") (z;t;a’,b';a,b,c,d) as a sum over By,
the above integral is equal to

> /K(n)(zta bia,boe, )K" (zt:a' bsa, b, c,d)
w,peB,

A(,?)(z; t;a,b,c,d)dT.

Consider an arbitrary term in this sum over B, x B, indexed by (w, p). Note that
using a change of variables in the integral and inverting variables (which preserves
the integral), we may assume w is the identity permutation, and all sign choices are 1
(and p is arbitrary). That is, we have:
/K,\(ZL...,zn;t;a/,b/;a,b,c,d)Ku(zl,...,zn;t;a/,b’;a,b,c,d)
T
AV(z;1;a,b,¢,d)dT

=2"p! Z Kif’i)cl(z; t:a' b a,b,c, d)K(") (z;t;d', b a,b,c,d)
PEBy
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AV (z 13 a, b ¢, d)dT

=2 /R(")(ztababcd)R(”)(ztababcd)
vx(t)vu(t) Z roid
A%)(z;t;a,b, c, d)dT,

where R)(:’L is as defined in (9).

We study an arbitrary term in this sum. In particular, we give an iterative formula
that shows that each of these terms vanishes unless A =

Claim 2.10 Fix an arbitrary p € B, and let p(i) = 1 for some 1 <i < n. Then we
have the following formula:

z”n!/T R (zt:d bia,b.c.d)RD, (zit;d  bra,b,c,d)AYdT,

0712 = D [ REGVRESVAYTVAT, i i = dgand € () = — 1,
=1 (2ymoW+mi Wi (_gped)2= (n — 1)!
— fT (}’l I)R(n I)A(” l)dTn 1 lfﬂl = )\,] =1
n—1 )\. ld
ande,(z1) =1,

0 otherwise.

where A and 1 are the partitions A and p with parts Ay and w; deleted (respectively),
and id and p are the permutations id and p with z| deleted (respectively) and signs
preserved.

To prove the claim, we integrate with respect to z; in the iterated integral, using the

definition of Ri")d, R(") and A(")
First suppose u; > 0 The unlvarlate terms in z; are as follows:

thl (l_azl_])n.(l—dzl_l)zqu (l—az1—1>...(l_dzl—l) (1 Zfz)
(1 - zl_z) (1 - Z1_2) (1 - azlil) e (1 _ dzlil)
_ ZMHL,- (_Z%) (1 — azl—l) .. (1 _ dzl_l)

o (1 —azy)--- (1 —dz))

if €,(z1) =1, and

z“ (1 _aZfl)---(l —dzl—l)zw U —aryee (1 —dep) (1 —zfz)
! (1-7) ! (1—2j) (1-azf") - (1-azf")
:Z?I—Ili
ifeyp(z1) = —1.
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Now suppose p; = 0. The univariate terms in z; are as follows:

L (1=az!) e (1=az) (1=a ) (1-v) (1-47)
(1-27) (1-47) (1—azf!) - (1-dz)
D (—as!) (-

e (I —azy) - (1 —dzy)

if €,(z1) =1, and

o (1mer) (1 d) mwmy -z (=)

Z
: (1-27?) (1-2) (1-azf) o (1-az)
1) (1= p)
Tl A —az)) - (1—dzy)
if e,(z1) = —1.

Notice that for the cross terms in z; (those involving z; for j # 1), we have

-1 -1 _ +1_=+1
H]—tzl Zj 1—IZ]IZJ' 1_Z1 Zj
X —_—

- -1 I I +1_+1

=l I—z 'z -z, z; j>11—tz1 z;

from the corresponding terms in z; of R; jq and the density. Combining this with the
cross terms of R, , in z; (and taking into account the various sign possibilities for p),
we obtain

r— 11271) (t—z12))

-1
M= 0 —55 1] b=
_ . —1 1
< 1 —1tz12 Zi<p21 1-— 121z; 2<p7) (1 — tzlzj ) (1 — tzlzj)
€p(zi)=1 €p(zi)=—1

ife,(z1) =1, and

—1
H t— 212 1—[ r—z1z;
_ . —1
Zi<pZl I —tz1z Zi<pZl 1 - 121z;
€p(zi)=1 €p(z))=—1

ifeyp(z1) = —1.
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Thus, combining these computations, the integral in z; is:

fT Z?Hru’ (ﬂf)(l—azl’])---(l—dzf').

(I—azy)--(1—-dzy1)
_ e _ .
il [ —z12k 1 t—zzg! (t Z]Zj)(t z212)
1—tz12% -

— —1
W =p21 a=pzn LT 12IZ 21=p2j (l —1212; ) (l - lZ]Zj)
ep(z)=1 €p(zr)=—1

[ & H(-a=) (=)

1 A=az)~(I—dz)
-1 t—az7") (1 - 2z))
H r— 212k 1—[ I —212; J J
1 —tz12k =1

— —1
s=pzt LTHZIZE gz (1—1212_]- )(l—tzlzj)

dTy ifp; > Oande, (z1) =1,

dT] ipr,' = Oandép (Z]) =1,

2k <p21
€p(zx)=1 €p(zk)=—1
-1
t— 212, t—212 .
‘]Tl ZHTH H EEmLILlS H %dﬂ ifu; > O0ande, (z1) = —1,
2%=<p21 I =tz 2k =<p21 I —tz17;
€p(zk)=1 eplzr)=—1
-1
a (1=a'z)(1-b'z)) t— 212k =21 .
[7, 2 ——* 4T ifpu; = 0ande, (z1) = —1.
Jry <1 (T=az))~(T=dz1) Zk];JLI 1—tz12 Zkl:p[ﬂ 1_t212k1
€p(an)=1 €p(zk)=—
In particular, the first integral vanishes unless A1 = w; = 1; the second integral

always vanishes; the third integral vanishes unless A| = ;; the fourth integral always
vanishes. Thus, we obtain the vanishing conditions of the claim. To obtain the nonzero
values, one can use the residue theorem and evaluate at the simple pole z; = 0 in the
cases A1 = u; = 1 and A1 = p;. Finally, we combine with the original integrand
involving terms in z», . . ., Z, to obtain the result of the claim.

Note that in particular the claim implies that if 1 7% p, each term vanishes and con-
sequently the total integral is zero. This proves the vanishing part of the orthogonality
statement.

Next, we compute the norm when A = w. The claim shows that only certain p € B,
give nonvanishing term integrals. Such permutations must satisfy

A p—Y —n
le...zn Zp(]l)' oy = 1
and €,(z;) = —1forall 1 <i < n — mo(X) — m(X). For simplicity of notation,

define B, , to be the set of such permutations p € B,,. Then, we have:

/ K" @ a biabe, K (zt:d b a,b, e, d)AYdT
T

2"n! (1) p(n) & ()

U)\(t)z z / RA 1dRA,pAK ar

_ 2! R (n) AT
- U)‘(t)z Z )le K ’

PEB) 0

since only these permutations give nonvanishing terms.
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Then, using the formula of Claim 2.10, we have

(n) pn) 3 (n)
2l > /RMdRM)AK dT
PEB 0
A A (A e
Ci x 2"~ m’l(l)(l’l—}‘n)» o) Z / (n=m;, (1)) (n ’"'\1( ))A(n my ( ))dT A > 1,

L,id

PEB; ,_ My (%)

s * A —m;j, (A .
Ca x 277" D) (s, (W) Z / R mm ))Rf" ; ()>A(n my ) 4 ity = 1.
PEB;

Ty, ()

where

)

k=1 i=1
C2 — H [Z (tl_l + tl—l(tz)mo()n)-i-k—l (_abcd)):|
k=1 Li=l

and X is the partition A with all m;, (1) occurrences of A deleted, and the integrations
in the right-hand side are with respect to n — m;, (1) many variables. Iterating this
argument gives that

2"l Y R(") R(") APar

pEBk,n
mi(x) s k mi() k
H H (Zti—l) H Z(ti—l _I_ti—l(tz)mo(x)ﬂc—i(_abcd))
j>1 k=1 \i=I k=1 i=I

mo (L) (mo(2)) (mo(2)) (mo(2))
x2"Pmoa)t D /TR(OmOm)IdR(OmM) AP ar;

PEBmyr)

note that the expression on the final line is exactly [ (R(mo(k)) ) A%’”’O‘))d T.

(0m0™)
Thus,
2"n! M) ) % ()
NOE Z /RmR AR dr
PEB)

mi; (A) m) k
= UA+(1)2 H H (th 1) Z(li—l +ti—1(12)mo()»)+k—i(_t0.”t3))

j>1 k=1 \i=I1 k=1 i=1
(mo(k)) (mo(2))
A dT,
o J, (R 88
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since by (3) and (4) we have v, 4 (¢) - v(omo(,\))(t) = v, (¢). Now using

mj(A) k m]()L)
(x)- 1

k=1 \i=1

and

I
™~

Z (ti—l S (tz)mo(k)+k—i(_abcd))

i=1 i

(ti—l _ abcdlk+2mo(k)—ltk—i)
1

1 — abcdtk”m()(“*l) (1 NPT r’H)

k
(1 _ abcdtkﬂmo(x)—l) 1=
11—’
the above expression can be simplified to

mj (%) mi(h)

1 —
k+2mo(M)—1 (mo(k)) (mo(M))
(I =7 ) T avea ) / (Kim)’ Rgnar
Uyt (f ) sl kel LT )
1 ~
- / AP = Ny (t;a, b, ¢, d)
V(1)

since K (gf,?o(();z; 1, by Theorem 2.7. Note that, by Theorem 2.8, there is an explicit
evaluation for this norm. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1 In the previous theorems, we have shown that the polynomials
we defined are (1) a basis for the space of BC,-symmetric Laurent polynomials, (2)
triangular with respect to the dominance ordering, and (3) orthogonal with respect
to the ¢ = 0 Koornwinder density function. In Proposition 2.4, we showed that the
g — 0 limit of the Koornwinder polynomials exists, and it is obvious that these
limiting polynomials satisfy properties (1)—(3). We have

(K@i taboe.d). KV @ tra.b,e.d) = lim K" (g, t:a,b.c.d))o =
q%
since Ki")(z; tia,b,c,d) —lim, g K)E") (z;q,t;a,b,c,d) isin span(m(2) : b <
A) = span(K,(L")(z; t,a,b,c,d): pu < A) by property (2). Similarly,

(lim K)E")(z; q,t;a,b,c,d), Ki")(z; t;a,b,c,d) — lim K;")(z; q,t;a,b,c,d)) =
q—0 q—0

Thus, | K" (z; 13 a, b, ¢, d) —limy .o K" (z; ¢, 1; a, b, ¢, d) lp = 0. Since the norm
is nondegenerate on the space of BC,-symmetric polynomials (we have exhibited an
orthogonal basis whose norms are strictly positive), the result follows. O
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2.3 Application

In this section, we use the closed formula (7) for the Koornwinder polynomials at
q = 0to prove Theorem 1.3. The vanishing condition of this identity was obtained by
[11, Theorem 4.10] for arbitrary ¢; however, the methods used there do not provide
the nonzero values. The idea used here is a type BC adaptation of that used in [18]:
We use the structure of K )E") as a sum over the Weyl group and the symmetry of the
integral to restrict to one particular term. We obtain an explicit formula for the integral
of this particular term by integrating with respect to one variable (holding the others
fixed) and then proceed by induction.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 We have

/KA(Zl,-..,zn;tz;a,b;a,b, ta,tb)A(,?(z;r; +./1, a,b)dT.
T

1 "
= e brab e ih) > /TR{‘;)(z; % a,b;a, b, ta, th) AW (z; t; £/, a, b)dT
ta.bia.b.ta,th)

2"n!

vt} a,bya,b,ta,th) Jr

RNz 1% a by a, b, ta, th) AY (z; 1 £/, a, b)dT,

where in the last equation, we have used the symmetry of the integral. We assume
A1 > 0 so that A # 0". Next, we restrict to terms involving z; in the integrand and
integrate with respect to z1. Doing this computation gives the following:

/ " (1 —aZfl) (1 - bzl_l) (1 - tazl_l) (1 - tbzl_l)
n (1-=7)
1-t)
() (=) () ()

(1 - tzzflzj) (1 - tzzflzjfl) (1 _Z?:IZ;!:I) »
D) imas) e
— L/ r—1 (z1 —ta) (z1 — tb) (1 — 23)
= omi Jo (1—123) (z1 + V1) (z1 — V1) 1 —az)) (1 — bzy)

o) P} 0-2) (- 57)
) j>1 (Zl — tz,-) (z1 - tz;l) (1 - tzlzj) (1 — l‘le;])

X

dzi

Note that this integral has poles at z; = 4+/7 (note that z = 1/b, etc., do not contribute
since they have norm larger than one) and z; = fz;, tzjfl for each j > 1.
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We first compute the residue at z; = /:

=1 (JVi—ta) (V1 —1tb) (1 —1)
(‘/;) (1 —12) 241 (1 —av/i) (1 —by/i)
(Vi —12z)) (\f_tz )(1_¢’z,) (l—ﬁz;‘)
i=1 (Vi —1z;) (ﬁ— 1z; ) (1 —1/1z)) (1 - t\/?z;])

(\/_)M | M (1 - 14/iz)) (1 —tﬁz;l) (1 - iz)) (1 _ \/?Z;I)
= t
20041 125 (1 - Viz)) (1 — ﬁz}l) (1 —ty/iz)) (1 _ tﬁz}l)
_ ("
2140
Similarly, we can compute the residue at z; = —/1:

(—\/?)k1 1 0 _(,;;—t(_ztj/)a((lfa\;ltz)) Ell +lt7)~/ﬂ
i) ) i 1+-7)
o1 (=1 —1z)) (‘f_‘z )(H“&J) (Htﬁz;l)
iy g ) (i) 0 v (1475
20040 (14 Viz)) (1 + ﬁzjfl) (1+14/1z)) (1 +tﬁz}1)
(=v0™

2(1+1)

The residues at tz;, tzjfl can be computed in a similar manner. One can then

combine these residues (at 7z, tzj_l) with the terms from the original integrand and
integrate with respect to z;. Some computations show the resulting integral is zero;
the argument is similar that used in [18, Theorem 23].

Finally, we add the residues at 7; = #+/7 to get

(VM (=DM _ [(“/;)A1 if A1 is even

(e
2(1 +1) 2(141) 0, if A1 is odd.
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Thus,

2"nz/ R™ (z:1% a, by a, b, ta, th) AW (z; t; /1, a, b)dT
s

WO — D1 [, RV (1% a,bra.b, ta, 1b)

(I+0) id
=1 AY V@i Via, bydT, if A1 is even
0, otherwise,

where A is the partition A with the part A deleted, and id is the permutation id with
71 deleted and signs preserved.

Consequently, the entire integral vanishes if any part of A is odd and if X is even, it
is equal to

2"n!
vi(t%;a, b;a, b, ta, tb) Jr
271N (n — 1) (VD
= vt (2 a, b, ta, thyvgin (1% a, bi a, b, ta, tb) (1 + 1)/

R\ (z: 1% a, bia, b, ta, th) AR (z: t; /1, a, b)dT

x /T R(()'Zf/(g,)i)d(z; 12, a, by a, b, ta, th) AWM (z; 1, /1, a, b)dT, 10,
n—1(%)

where by a slight abuse of notation in the last line, we use id to denote the identity
element in B,,_;(;). By (8), the last line is equal to

21 M- (VD
vt (t2;a, b, ta, tb) (1 4 1)!®

071 id

B 1 (VO

T v (t21a, b, ta, th) (1 4 1)I®)

/ KU (2 1% a, b a, b, 1ta, th) AT (2513 V1, a, b)d T,
Tai(n)

/T KO @i a,bia, bota, i) AT (@ 21, @, bYdT, )
=10

1 Wl

- viy (t%;a, b, ta, th) (1 +1)!»

_ WM N £V a by (1 £1, a0, b)
U viy (t%; a, b, ta, th)

/ A%_[m)(z; t; 1, a, b)dT,_ i)
Th—in)

’

since K(()g) (z;t;a',b';a,b,c,d) = 1by Theorem 2.7 and n — [(1) = mo(}). O
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3 Nonsymmetric Hall-Littlewood polynomials of type BC
3.1 Background and notation

We first introduce the affine Hecke algebra of type BC, a crucial object in the study of
nonsymmetric Koornwinder polynomials. We retain the notation on partitions, com-
positions, and orderings of Sect. 2.1.

Definition 3.1 (see [14,15]) The affine Hecke algebra H of type C is defined to be
the C(q, t, a, b, ¢, d) algebra with generators Ty, 71, ..., T, (n > 1), subject to the
following braid relations

LT, =T;T;, li—jl=2,
T,T,T; = T;TiTj, |i—jl=1,i,j #0,n,
LT TiTiy =Tin TiTi T, ((=0,i=n-1)

and the quadratic relations

(To + D)(To +cd/q) =0,
(T, + 1)(T, + ab) = 0.

Recall that, by the Noumi representation (see [12,14]), there is an action of H

on the vector space of Laurent polynomials C(ql/z, t,a,b,c, d)[)clil e x,jfl] (here
X1, ..., X, are n independent indeterminates) as follows:

(I —c/x1)(A —d/x1)

Tof = —(cd/q)f + L - )
1 —q/x
Xigl —IX;i .
Tof =tf + 205 — f) (for0 <i < n)
Xigyl — X
1 —axy)(1 —bx,
Tof = —abf + ¢ = i(xz )

where [ (x1,...,x,) = f(q/x1,X2, .-, %xn), f5(x1,...,x0) = f(x1,...,xi—1,
Xit1s Xis Xi42, ..., Xp) for0 < i < m,and f (x1,...,x,) = f(x1, ..., Xn—1, 1/x3).
Note that, for 0 < i < n, the action of 7; on polynomials is independent of g; this
will be crucial for the rest of the paper.

We will denote the nonsymmetric Koornwinder polynomials in n variables by
U)E")(x; q,t;a,b,c,d)[12,14,15]. These polynomials are indexed by A € A (recall
from Sect. 2.1, A is the set of compositions). We will remind the reader how these
polynomials are defined, but we must first set up some relevant notations. Let * be the
involution defined by

1 -1

tig—>gqg ittt asa bbb e ld>dT s !
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and let” be the involution defined by
iq—>gq,t—>t,a—ab—bc—c,d—d"— 77"
Define the weight

-2
(z,-z, qz; % q)

—1 1 -1 -1
l<i<n (azi,bz,-,czi,dzi,aqzi sbgz; ", ez, dz; ;Q)

ZiZ:!:17QZ~ lzil;q
J i %
< I : (19)
+1 —1_+1,
I1<i<j<n \12iZ; . q1Z; "2 39

AV(z g, t5a,b, ¢, d) =

i.e., the full nonsymmetric density, see [11]. Note that A%)(z; q,1;1,—1,0,0) = 1;
this specialization is independent of ¢g. As in the symmetric case, when the parameters
are clear from context, we will suppress them to make the notation easier. Note the
following formula for the nonsymmetric density at the specialization g = 0:

(1-2)

tsizn (1= az) (1 = b2l = ez(1 —dz) (1= ez ') (1= dz!)

H 1 - ZiZ}H

I<i<j<n

_ . (20)
1— tzizfl

We will write Ag?) (z;t;a, b, ¢, d) to indicate this particular limiting case.
With this terminology, consider the following inner product on functions of n vari-
ables with parameters ¢, ¢, a, b, ¢, d (see [10]):

(f &)q =/T AW @ g, t;a,b, ¢, d)dT,.

The integral above is the constant term of fg* A(I?). We also let

1
[ AW (i q,t:a,b,c,d)dT, J1
T, 2K ,q,1,4,0,c¢, n n
— <fsg)q
Jr AP (i q.t:a.b, ¢, d)dT,

fg‘A(I?)(z; q,t;a,b,c,d)dT,

(fvg)q =

We have (g, f)g = (f, 8)q -
Also, denote by (-, -)o, the following inner product:

(fgho = / FEAD G 1 a b, ¢, d)dT,, @1)
Tu
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involving the ¢ = 0 degeneration of the full nonsymmetric Koornwinder weight as in
(20) and similarly

1

(f, 8o =
an Ag?)(z; t;a,b,c,d)dT, JT,

3 AV (z 150, b, ¢, d)dT,.

Recall that the polynomials {U ,(L")(x; q.t;a,b,c,d)},czn are uniquely defined by
the following conditions:

() Up=x"+> wux"
V<

(i) Uy, x")y =0ifv < pu,

where as usual we write x* for the monomial xf ! xg 2ooxhn

Proposition 3.2 Let |¢|, |al, |b], |c|, |d| < 1. Then, the ¢ — O limit of the nonsym-
metric Koornwinder polynomials U ,S") (x;q,t;a,b,c,d) exists.

Proof The argument is analogous to Proposition 2.4 in the symmetric case, here the
relevant norms at the g-level are computed in [15]. O

Definition 3.3 For a partition A with /(1) < n, define

Ei")(z; c,d) = H zf"' (1 — czf]) (1 —dzf]) )

)\i>0

3.2 Main results

We will first prove Theorem 1.2: we will show that, under the assumption that A is a
partition with /(X)) < n, E i")(z; ¢, d) is the g = 0 limiting case of the nonsymmetric
Koornwinder polynomial U;") (x;q,t;a,b,c,d).

Theorem 3.4 (Triangularity) The polynomials E)(L")(z;c,d) are triangular with
respect to dominance ordering, i.e.,

EP (e d) ="+ cuzh
<A

for all partitions A.

Proof 1t is clear that Ef\")(z; ¢,d) = 7 + (dominated terms), since the term inside
the product definition of E;") (z; ¢, d) is just zf" —(c+ d)z?‘i_1 + cdz?‘i_z. O
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Theorem 3.5 We have the following constant term evaluation in the nonsymmetric
case [with respect to g = 0 limit of the nonsymmetric density as in (20)]

/ AS?)(Z; t;a,b,c,d)dT
T

n—1 1 2n—2

H (1 — tabed).

H (1= tlac)(1 —1'be)(1 — ied)(1 — tlad)(1 — 1'bd) |

Proof This follows from the proof of Theorem 2.8, in particular recall (17). O

Theorem 3.6 (Orthogonality) Let A be a partition with [(A) < nand pn € 7" a
composition, such that i < A. Then, we have (Ei")(z; c,d),z*)o = 0.

Proof Fix X a partition. First note that, by definition of the inner product (-, -)¢ in (21)
we have

(EP (2 ¢, d), 7)o = / EM (z; e, d)z "
T

(1-2)

1=izn (1= az)(1 = bz (1 = ezp(1 = dz) (1= ez (1= dz7")

1— Z,’Zj-cl
H ildT
1-— 12iZ;

I<i<j<n

We will first show (Ei")(z; c,d), 7)o = 0 for all compositions u satisfying the
following two properties:

Condition (i) u 12( A, so in particular there exists 1 < i < n such that u; =
Ay ooy i—1 = Aj—1 and u; < A;.
Condition (ii) A; = 0 (where i is as in (i)).

We mention that condition (ii) is necessary because of the difference between
nonzero and zero parts of A in Definition 3.3; in particular, if A; = 0, then one does
not have the term z;\i(l - czf])(l — dzfl) in E)(\") (z; ¢, d) (so that one still has the
terms 1/(1 — czi_l)(l — dzi_l) in the product E)(L")(z; c, d)A(,?)). We give a proof
by induction on n, the number of variables. Note first that condition (ii) implies that
A1y ..., Ai—1 # 0. Consider the case n = 1. Then, in particular i = 1 and conditions
(i) and (ii) give w1 < A1 # 0. One can then compute

1—z2 )
E(")’ m :/ A= ( 1 dTy.
B o= A U e = b — e —dap

since A1 — p1 > 0, this is necessarily zero. Now suppose the claim holds for n — 1,
we show it holds for 7.
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We may restrict the n-dimensional integral (E) (z), z**)¢ to the contribution involv-
ing 71, one computes it to be

+1

_ 1—22 1—2z12
/ Z)l\l M1 ( 1) H /:tldTl
T (I —az)( —bz))(1 —cz1)(1 —dz1) o L= 1217

Ifi = 1,then A1 > w1 and this integral (and consequently the n-dimensional integral)
is zero. If i > 1, then A1 = p; and this integral is 1. In this case, one notes that the
resulting n — 1 dimensional integral is exactly:

/ Eg_l)(zz, oz AN VaT,
Th—1

where A = (A2, ..., An) and @ = (w2, ..., in). Note that conditions (i) and (ii) hold
for i1 and 2, and since this is the n — 1 variable case, we may appeal to the induction
hypothesis. Thus, the above integral is zero; consequently, (£ )(L"), z")o = 0 as desired.

Finally, it remains to show that & < X implies conditions (i) and (ii). Recall that

there are two cases for 1 < A. In case 1), note that we have u < u™ < A with respect

to the dominance ordering, so i < A. This implies p 12‘ A by Lemma 2.2. In case 2),
it is clear. Now we show condition (ii). Suppose for contradiction that A; = 0, so that
w1 = A 207---1}14'—1 = Ai—1 z'Oandui <A =0and Ay =O0foralli <k <n.
Then, note that >, _,(u")x > >j_ Ak, which contradicts 4™ < A. Thus, we must
have A; # 0 as desired. O

Theorem 3.7 Let A be a partition with [()) < n, then

(EM (25 e,d), EM (25 ¢, d))o = (E (23 ¢, d), 2o

mo(L)—1 1

- 1}) (1 —tiac)(1 — tibe)(1 — ticd)(1 — tiad)(1 — tibd)

2mo ()2
H (1 —t’abcd)

j=mo(})—1

Proof The first equality follows from Theorems 3.4 and 3.6. For the second equality,
we use arguments similar to those used in the proof of Theorem 3.6. We first note that

(E" (25 e, d), 20 =/ E{ (5 ¢, d)z ™
(1-2z7)

tzizn (1= az) (1 = bz (1 = ez)(1 = dz) (1= ez ') (1= dz")

H 1 - zizfl

I T,.
1<i<j<n

l_tZiZj
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One can integrate with respect to zj, holding the remaining variables fixed: after
cancellations, the integral in z; is equal to

(1—z7) (1 = z217]
T
/Tl (1 —az)(1 —bz)(1 — cz)(1 — dzy) [ S

l<j=n J

The integrand has no poles in the unit disk, so to evaluate the integral set z; = O,
which gives 1. Thus,

(E{"(z: e, d), 240 = (B D (zi e, d). 2o

where A = (X2, ..., Ay). Iterating this argument shows that

A
(EM i e.d), )0 = / AT GT, 6.
TM()(?»)

By Theorem 3.5, this is equal to

mo(L)—1 2mo(A)—2

1
[l (1 —tiac)(1 — tibe)(1 — tied)(1 — tiad)(1 — tibd) . [1

i=0 J=mo(A)—1

(1 — t/abed),

as desired. O

We will now prove that these polynomials E ;n)(z; ¢, d) are indeed the nonsym-
metric Koornwinder polynomials indexed by a partition in the limit ¢ — 0. We have
shown in Proposition 3.2 that the limit is well defined, so we just need to check
that polynomials satisfying the above triangularity and orthogonality conditions are
uniquely determined.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 Arguing along similar lines as the proof of Theorem 1.1, we
find that

1B @5, d) = Jim U (<3, 15 0, b, ¢, d)llo = 0.

Now since the limits limy .o U )En)(z; q,t;a,b,c,d) form an orthogonal basis with
positive norms [15], the norm || - ||p is nondegenerate and the result follows. O

Finally, we will use Definition 3.3 to extend to the case where A € A via a particular
recursion. We will first need to define some relevant rational functions in ¢, a, b, ¢, d.

Definition 3.8 Define

ni=—|{l<i:A1=—10r0}|—2|{l>i+1:k1=0}|—1
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and
rn=m_1(A) +mo(L) — 1;

they are statistics of the composition A. We use this to define rational functions
{pi(M}1<i<n and {gi(M)}1<i<n as follows

—ab —1, ifa, < —1
—ab — 1 + abcdt*, ifa, = —1
pn(d) =10, ifa, > 1
—abedt®™, ifa, =1
—ab, ifA, =0
andforl <i <n-—1
[ —1, ifA; < Aip1and (b, Aig1) # (—1,0)
=D i (G A1) = (=1, 0)
abed—t"»
pi(d) =10, ifA; > Ajpq and (A, Ajyq) # (0, —1)
(=labed =5 (5 higr) = (0, —1)
abed—t"x
|7, if A = Aiy1.
Similarly, define
—ab, ifa, <0
0, ifa, =0
A) =
) =7 i, > 1

1 + cdt* (—ab — 1 4+ abedt®*), ifx, = 1

andforl <i<n-—1

t, if A < Aig1
0, ifA; = Ait1
ai() =11, if A > Aig1 and (A, A1) # (0, —1)

. ni —1
1— <1(—t22_zbuﬁ ; o Ay, A1) = (0, 1),
abcd—t

Definition 3.9 For 1 € A with [(A) < n, define E") (z: t:a, b, c,d) (for 1 <i <n)
by the following recursion

LE, = pi(MEj) + qi (M) Eg;s, (22)
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where p; (1), gi (}) are the rational functions of the previous definition, and for X a
partition E )(L") is given by Definition 3.3.

One can check that this action is well defined, i.e., it obeys the quadratic and braid
relations of Definition 3.1.

Theorem 3.10 For any A € A, E;") (z;t;a, b, c,d) is well defined, and we have

lim U™ (z;:q,1:a,b,¢,d) = E™ (z; t;a,b, ¢, d).
q—0

Proof The case when A is a partition has been established by Theorem 1.2. The rest of
the result is obtained by showing that [15] Proposition 6.1 admits the limit g — 0 and
that recursion in fact becomes (22) in this limit. As mentioned above, it is crucial that
the operators 7; for 1 <i < n — 1 are independent of g; these are the operators that
appear here. We note that the parameters must be translated according to the following
reparametrization:

. ol . v 1
{a.b.c.d,1} < {tntn, —taty " toiog "2, — 100 "/, tz} :

in particular, this reparametrization yields Ty = tyYo, T, = t,Y,, T; = tY; (for
I <i <n—1), where {Y;}o<i<n are the Hecke operators of [15].

It is a computation to directly verify that the limits exist in the cases A, < 0 and
Ai < Xix1(1 <i <n—1). Wethen apply T, and T;(1 <i < n — 1) to the resulting
recursions and use the quadratic relations

T? = —ab — T, — abT,
and
TP =1t—T +1T,
and simplify to obtain the recursion in the remaining cases A,, > O and A; > A; 1. O

As a by-product of orthogonality for the {U)En)(z; q,t;a,b,c,d)}yen, we obtain
the complete orthogonality for the ¢ = O limiting case.

Corollary 3.11 Let A, . € Z" be compositions. If 3. # j, we have (E{", E|”)o = 0.
If L < A, then we have (E)(Ln), 7#)o = 0.

Proof This follows from the orthogonality for the g-nonsymmetric Koornwinder poly-
nomials and Theorem 3.10. O
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