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Abstract. Let ∆λ be the Weyl functor for the partition λ and let E be the natural
2-dimensional representation of SL2(F), where F is an arbitrary field. We give an explicit

isomorphism showing that any SL2(F)-plethysm ∆(M,1N ) SymdE factors as a tensor prod-
uct of two simpler SL2(F)-plethysms, each defined using only symmetric powers. This
result categorifies Stanley’s Hook Content Formula for hook-shaped partitions and proves
a conjecture of Mart́ınez–Wildon (2024). In a similar spirit we categorify the classical

binomial identity
(
a
b

)(
b
c

)
=
(
a
c

)(
a−c
b−c

)
, obtaining a new family of SL2(F)-isomorphisms be-

tween tensor products of plethysms. Our methods are characteristic independent and
provide a framework that is broadly applicable to the study of isomorphisms between
plethystic representations of SL2(F).

1. Introduction

Let F be an arbitrary field and let E be the natural representation of the special linear
group SL2(F). We define an SL2(F)-plethysm to be a representation of SL2(F) of the form
∆λ SymdE, where ∆λ is the Weyl functor for the partition λ. Numerous isomorphism
between SL2(C)-plethysms are known: see [13] for a comprehensive account. Much less
is known about characteristic-free isomorphisms, holding over the arbitrary field F. In
[12], McDowell and the fourth author generalise the classical Wronskian isomorphism to
an explicit characterstic-free isomorphism

SymN SymdE ∼=
∧N Symd+N−1E. (1.1)

In [8], the second and fourth authors construct an explicit characteristic-free isomorphism

SymN−1E ⊗
∧N+1 Symd+1E ∼= ∆(2,1N−1) SymdE .

Conjecture 3.3 in [8] proposes a more general isomorphism in which (2, 1N−1) is replaced
with an arbitrary hook partition. This is proved by our first main theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Hook plethysms). Let M , d ∈ N0, and let N ∈ N be such that N 6 d+ 1.
There is an isomorphism of SL2(F)-representations

SymM SymN−1E ⊗ SymM+N Symd−N+1E ∼= ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE.

This result is notable as the first in the literature giving a tensor factorization of an
arbitrary SL2(F)-plethysm for an arbitrary hook partition. We define the Weyl functor

∆(M+1,1N−1) in §2.3 below. Lower symmetric and exterior powers are defined in §2.2 and
upper symmetric powers in §2.6.

Our proof gives an explicit isomorphism defined over the integers and so over any field.
In Corollary 5.1 we show that the isomorphism in Theorem 1.1 lifts to an isomorphism
of representations of GL2(F) if we take the tensor product of the left-hand side with the(
N
2

)
-th power of the determinant representation of GL2(F). (A similar ‘lift’ is possible for
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all the SL2(F)-isomorphisms in this paper: see Lemma 2.6.) Taking F = C and equating
the characters on either side using (2.8) and its special case (2.10) we obtain

q(
N
2 )
[
M +N − 1

M

]
q

[
M + d+ 1

M +N

]
q

= s(M+1,1N−1)(1, q, . . . , q
d)

where sλ is the Schur function for the partition λ. While this identity can be deduced
from Stanley’s Hook Content Formula for the partition (M + 1, 1N−1), Theorem 1.1 gives
an independent proof.

Our second main theorem is motivated by the basic identity(
M +N

M

)(
M +N + d

M +N

)
=

(
N + d

N

)(
M +N + d

M

)
. (1.2)

Because each side equals (M +N + d)!
/
M !N !d!, this identity is sometimes referred to as

trinomial revision [4, page 174]. It is the decategorification, by taking dimensions, of our
second main theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Trinomial plethysms). Let M , N , d ∈ N0. There is an isomorphism of
SL2(F)-representations

SymM SymNE ⊗ SymM+N SymdE ∼= SymN SymdE ⊗ SymM Symd+NE.

While the isomorphism in Theorem 1.2 can be proved to exist when F = C by character
calculations, as Example 2.5 shows, upper and lower symmetric powers typically define
non-isomorphic modules over fields of prime characteristic. It is therefore remarkable that,
when the symmetric powers are chosen correctly, there is an isomorphism holding over any
field. Again, our proof gives it explicitly. To illustrate the power of Theorem 1.2 we state
the following three special cases.

Corollary 1.3. Let K, d ∈ N0. There exist isomorphisms of SL2(F)-representations:

(i) Symd+KE ⊗ SymK SymdE ∼= SymKE ⊗ SymK+1 SymdE ;

(ii) SymKE ⊗ SymK+1 SymdE ∼= SymdE ⊗ SymK Symd+1E ;

(iii) Symd+KE ⊗ SymK SymdE ∼= SymdE ⊗ SymK Symd+1E.

These isomorphisms are of independent interest. They decategorify to the team-and-
leader identities in (7.1). As an extension, we introduce election processes on team hier-

archies with k layers, which are the possible expressions arising from
(
Nk
Nk−1

)
. . .
(
N3

N2

)(
N2

N1

)
upon successive applications of the trinomial revision identity (1.2). We finish by show-
ing that the number of election processes on team hierarchies with k layers is given by
the Catalan number Ck−1. Lifting the obtained expressions with Theorem 1.2 gives in
turn Ck−1 pairwise isomorphic SL2(F)-plethysms. Yet again, these isomorphisms are far
from obvious.

We prove our SL2(F)-isomorphisms by constructing an explicit model for the plethysms
∆λ SymdE as subrepresentations of suitable polynomial algebras; these include the algebra
of symmetric functions defined over F: see (3.1). An important motivation for this model
was Grinberg’s proof [6] of the Wronskian isomorphism (1.1), in which the map from the
left-hand side to the right-hand side is described as multiplication by a Vandermonde
determinant. We believe our model will be of general use when investigating plethystic
isomorphisms. Thus, while Theorem 1.1 proves a conjecture from [8], the methods used
in this paper are entirely novel, and of significant independent interest in their own right.

We conclude by mentioning one natural question raised by Theorem 1.1: what other
instances of Stanley’s Hook Content Formula have characteristic-free modular lifts? We
hope to address this in a sequel to this paper.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basic definitions. A partition λ = (λ1, λ2, . . .) is a weakly decreasing finite sequence
of non-negative integers, ending with infinitely many zeros. If ` is maximal such that λ` 6= 0
then we say that λ has length ` and write λ as (λ1, . . . , λ`). The Young diagram of λ is
the set [λ] = {(i, j) : 1 6 i 6 `, 1 6 j 6 λi} of boxes. A tableau is a filling of the boxes of
[λ] with entries from N0; a tableau is semistandard if its rows are weakly increasing and
its columns are strictly increasing. For examples see §2.3 below.

2.2. Exterior powers and lower symmetric powers. Since we later apply these func-
tors to the upper symmetric powers SymdE of the natural 2-dimensional representation E
of SL2(F), as defined in §2.6 below, it is most convenient to take a vector space of di-
mension d + 1. Let V be an F-vector space with basis v0, v1, . . . , vd. Let R ∈ N0 and
let c1, . . . , cR ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}. The symmetric group SR acts on elements in the canonical
basis of V ⊗R by position permutation:

σ · (vc1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcR) = vcσ−1(1)
⊗ · · · ⊗ vcσ−1(R)

.

(Note the inverse is correct: vci is found in position σ(i) on the right-hand side.) This
action extends linearly to an action of SR on V ⊗R. We define the lower symmetric and
exterior powers by

SymR V = {w ∈ V ⊗R : σ · w = w for all σ ∈ SR}∧
R V = {w ∈ V ⊗R : σ · w = sgn(σ)w for all σ ∈ SR}.

Note that S0 is trivial and so V ⊗0 ∼= Sym0(V ) ∼=
∧

0 V ∼= F.
Define vc1 ∧ · · · ∧ vcR =

∑
σ∈SR sgn(σ)σ · (vc1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcR) ∈

∧
R V . It is clear that

∧
R V

is spanned by these antisymmetric elements, and moreover we obtain a basis if we require
c1 < . . . < cR.

Analogously, if H = {σ ∈ SR : σ · (vc1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcR) = vc1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcR} then we define

v(c1,...,cR) =
∑
σ

σ · (vc1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcR) ∈ SymR V (2.1)

where the sum is over a set of coset representatives for the cosets SR/H. It is clear
that SymR V is spanned by these symmetric elements, and that v(c1,...,cR) = v(c′1,...,c

′
R) if

(c1, . . . , cR) and (c′1, . . . , c
′
R) are equal up to the order of the entries. We therefore obtain

a basis by taking c1 6 . . . 6 cR. Note that it is essential to take coset representatives: for
instance the symmetrization of v1 ⊗ v1 ⊗ v2 by all 6 permutations in S3 is zero if F has
characteristic 2.

2.3. Weyl functors for hook partitions. We now present a simple explicit construction

of the Weyl functors ∆(M+1,1N−1) labelled by hook partitions. Given a tableau having
entries a0, a1, . . . , aM in its top row and a0, b1, b2, . . . , bN−1 in its first column, define
F∆(t) ∈

∧
N V ⊗ SymM V by

F∆(t) =
∑

(vc0 ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1
)⊗ vc1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM (2.2)

where the sum is over all distinct tuples (c0, c1, . . . , cM ) obtained by permuting the tuple
(a0, a1, . . . , aM ). For example, if M = 3, and N = 3, and t is the tableau

0 2 2 5
2
4



4 Á. GUTIÉRREZ, Á. L. MARTÍNEZ, M. SZWEJ, M. WILDON

then (a0, a1, a2, a3) = (0, 2, 2, 5) and so there are 12 summands in the sum defining F∆(t),
but all those for which c0 = 2 cancel, because v2 ∧ v2 ∧ v4 = 0. Thus

F∆(t) = (v0 ∧ v2 ∧ v4)⊗ (v2 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v5 + v2 ⊗ v5 ⊗ v2 + v5 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v2)

+ (v5 ∧ v2 ∧ v4)⊗ (v0 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v2 + v2 ⊗ v0 ⊗ v2 + v0 ⊗ v0 ⊗ v2).

Expressed in the canonical basis of
∧

3 V ⊗ Sym3 V this is (v0 ∧ v2 ∧ v4)⊗ v(2,2,5) + (v2 ∧
v4 ∧ v5)⊗ v(0,2,2).

Semistandard basis. Let SSYT6d(M + 1, 1N−1) denote the set of semistandard tableaux
of shape (M + 1, 1N−1) whose entries lie in {0, 1, . . . , d}. By either [1, Theorem II.3.16],

[10, Theorem 6.1] or [11, Proposition 3.13], the Weyl module ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) is the sub-
representation of

∧
N V ⊗ V ⊗M with basis all F∆(t) for t ∈ SSYT6d(M + 1, 1N−1).

Example 2.1 (Lower symmetric and exterior powers). It follows immediately from the

definitions in §2.2 and (2.2) that ∆(1R)(V ) =
∧
R V and ∆(R)(V ) = SymR V .

Example 2.2. If M = 1, N = 2, and d = 2, then ∆(2,1)(V ) has as a basis all F∆(t) for t
one of the eight semistandard tableaux

0 0
1

, 0 1
1

, 0 0
2

, 0 1
2

, 0 2
1

, 0 2
2

, 1 1
2

, 1 2
2

.

When F = C, the restriction of ∆(2,1)(V ) to the special unitary group SU3(C) is the famous
eight-fold way representation (see [3, page 179]). If instead F has characteristic 3 then

F∆

( 0 2
1

)
− F∆

( 0 1
2

)
= (v0 ∧ v1)⊗ v2 + (v1 ∧ v2)⊗ v0 + (v2 ∧ v0)⊗ v1

=
∑
σ∈S3

sgn(σ)σ · (v0 ⊗ v1 ⊗ v2).

Since the span of this vector affords the 1-dimensional determinant representation of
GL(V ), in this case, ∆(2,1)(V ) is reducible.

Character. Suppose that the tableau t has exactly ai(t) entries equal to i for each i ∈
{0, 1, . . . , d}. Then from (2.2) the action of the diagonal matrix diag(γ0, γ1, . . . , γd) is
given by

diag(γ0, γ1, . . . , γd)F∆(t) = γ
a0(t)
0 γ

a1(t)
1 . . . γ

ad(t)
d F∆(t).

Thus each F∆(t) is a simultaneous eigenvector for the subgroup of GL(V ) of diagonal

matrices (in our chosen basis). The formal character of ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) is therefore the
Schur polynomial s(M+1,1N−1) in the variables x0, x1, . . . , xd:

s(M+1,1N−1)(x0, x1, . . . , xd) =
∑

t∈SSYT6d(M+1,1N−1)

x
a0(t)
0 x

a1(t)
1 . . . x

ad(t)
d . (2.3)

Later, in §3.1, we present an algebraic definition of the Schur polynomial sλ for a general
partition λ. For the equivalence of the two definitions (in the case F = C) see [15,
Theorem 7.15.1].

Dimension. The following proposition on the dimension of ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) can also be
proved by setting q = 1 in Stanley’s Hook Content Formula [15, Corollary 7.21.4], or,
with more work, from Weyl’s Dimension Formula. We give a proof to make this article
self-contained. Recall that dimV = d+ 1.

Proposition 2.3. We have dim ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) =
(
d+M+1
M+N

)(
M+N−1

M

)
.
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Proof. We have seen that the dimension is the number of semistandard tableaux of shape
(M + 1, 1N−1) having entries from {0, 1 . . . , d}. Keeping the existing notation, suppose
that t has a0 6 a1 6 . . . 6 aM in its first row and b0 < b1 < . . . < bN−1 in its first
column. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1} let si = |{j ∈ {1, . . . ,M} : aj < bi}|. Note that
s1 6 . . . 6 sN−1 6M . We now show that

S = {b1 + s1, . . . , bN−1 + sN−1} ∪ {a0, a1 + 1, . . . , aM +M}

has M + N distinct elements. In the two cases below, {a1, . . . aj} should be read as a
multiset:

• if aj < bi then si > |{a1, . . . , aj}| = j, and so j 6 si and aj + j < bi + si;

• if aj > bi then si < |{a1, . . . , aj}| = j, and so j > si and aj + j > bi + si.

The maximum value in S is either bN−1+sN−1 6 d+M , or aM+M 6 d+M . It follows that

S is an (M+N)-subset of {0, 1, . . . , d+M}. It can be chosen in
(
M+d+1
M+N

)
ways. Moreover,

the tableau t is uniquely determined by S and its M -subset {a1 + 1, . . . , aM +M}. Since
this M -subset can be freely chosen from S\{minS} and |S\{minS}| = M + N − 1, it

follows that there are precisely
(
d+M+1
M+N

)(
M+N−1

M

)
semistandard tableaux. �

2.4. The multiplication map: hook Weyl modules as images. Each F∆(t) is defined
in (2.2) by symmetrization over the entire top row in the tableau t. Hence each F∆(t) is

symmetric with respect to the final M tensor positions in V ⊗(M+N). Hence

F∆(t) ∈
∧
N V ⊗ SymMV (2.4)

where the right-hand side is a subspace of
∧
N V ⊗ V ⊗M . Recall that V has the chosen

basis v0, v1, . . . , vd. For M ∈ N let

µM :
∧
N V ⊗ V ⊗M →

∧
N+1V ⊗ V ⊗M−1 (2.5)

be the map defined by linear extension of

vc0 ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1
⊗ vc1 ⊗ vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM
µM

vc0 ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1
∧ vc1 ⊗ vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM

(with µ0 being the zero map) and let δM denote the restriction of µM to
∧
N V ⊗SymM V .

Since the final M − 1 tensor factors vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM are the same on each side of the
defining equation above, it is clear that δM has image contained in

∧
N+1V ⊗ SymM−1 V .

Thus the image of δM is symmetric under position permutation in the M − 1 positions
N + 1, . . . , N +M . But it is clear from the definition of µM that the image of δM is also
symmetric under swapping positions 1 and N + 1. (These positions have vc0 and vc1 in
the right-hand side above.) Therefore, using the canonical basis element v(a1,...,aM ) defined
in (2.1), we have

δM (vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN ⊗ v(a1,...,aM )) = F∆(t̃)

where t̃ is the tableau of shape (M, 1N ) having first row a1, . . . , aM read left to right and

first column a1, b1, . . . , bN read top to bottom. We conclude that im δM = ∆(M,1N )(V ).

2.5. Hook Weyl modules as kernels. The following lemma is known to experts: for
instance, it follows from (2.1) of [9], where the authors use divided symmetric powers to
show that the maps δM define a chain complex dual to a suitable partially symmetrized
Koszul complex. We give an elementary self-contained proof, including full details in a
routine calculation to save the reader some effort.

Lemma 2.4. We have ker δM = ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) for each M ∈ N0.
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Proof. Note that, by its definition by symmetrization over the top row of a tableau,

∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) is a subspace of the span of tensors of the two forms

ve ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1
⊗ ve′ ⊗ vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM + ve′ ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1

⊗ ve ⊗ vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM
for e 6= e′ and ve ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1

⊗ ve⊗ vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM . Both of these vectors are in the
kernel of δM . Therefore we have

ker δM ⊇ ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ). (2.6)

We have already observed that im δM = ∆(M,1N )(V ). By Proposition 2.3 and an instance
of (1.2) to get the third equality, we have

dim ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) + dim ∆(M,1N )(V )

=

(
d+M + 1

M +N

)(
M +N − 1

M

)
+

(
d+M

M +N

)(
M +N − 1

M − 1

)
=
d+M + 1

M +N

(
d+M

M +N − 1

)(
M +N − 1

M

)
+

M

M +N

(
d+M

M +N

)(
M +N

M

)
=
d+M + 1

M +N

(
d+M

M

)(
d

N − 1

)
+

M

M +N

(
d+M

M

)(
d

N

)
=

(d+M + 1)N +M(d−N + 1)

(M +N)(d+ 1)

(
d+M

M

)(
d+ 1

N

)
=

(
d+M

M

)(
d+ 1

N

)
= dim

(∧
N V ⊗ SymM V

)
where the final equality holds because by (2.1), SymM V has a basis indexed by the M -

multisets of {0, 1, . . . , d}, of which there are
(
d+M
M

)
; see (2.10). By rank-nullity

dim ker δM + dim im δM = dim
(∧

N V ⊗ SymM V
)
.

Since im δM = ∆(M,1N )(V ) it follows that dim ker δM = dim ∆(M+1,1N−1)(V ) and so equal-
ity holds in (2.6). �

2.6. Upper symmetric powers. Fixing a basis X, Y of E we identify SymdE =
〈Xd, Xd−1Y, . . . , Y d〉 with degree d homogeneous polynomials in the variables X and Y .
The action of GL2(F) and SL2(F) is given explicitly by(

a b
c d

)
· P (X,Y ) = P (aX + cY, bX + dY ). (2.7)

Thus the matrix above acts as the unique algebra automorphism satisfying X 7→ aX+ cY
and Y 7→ bX + dY .

Example 2.5. We pause to give an example illustrating that the existence of modular
isomorphisms, such as those in our two main theorems, is a subtle question over fields
of prime characteristic. The actions of GL2(F) on Sym2E and Sym2E are given by the
explicit homomorphisms below.

(
a b
c d

)
7→


X⊗X Y⊗Y X⊗Y+Y⊗X

a2 b2 ab
c2 d2 cd

2ac 2bd ad+ bc

, (
a b
c d

)
7→


X2 Y 2 XY

a2 b2 2ab
c2 d2 2cd
ac bd ad+ bc


If F has characteristic 2 then 〈X2, Y 2〉 ⊆ Sym2E is the unique non-trivial proper sub-
module of Sym2E; the quotient by this submodule is isomorphic to the determinant rep-
resentation. Dually, Sym2E has the same composition factors, but in the opposite order.
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Since each module is indecomposable, they are non-isomorphic. We leave it to the reader
to verify that, as representations of SL2(F), we have (Sym2E)? ∼= Sym2E (or see [12,
§2.2]).

2.7. SL2(F)-plethysms. In the previous subsection we saw that SymdE has ordered basis
Xd, Xd−1Y, . . . , Y d. Represented in this basis, the diagonal matrix diag(1, q) ∈ GL2(F)
acts on SymdE as the diagonal matrix diag(1, q, . . . , qd). Setting xi = qi in (2.3) we obtain

the GL2(F) character of ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE:

tr
∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE

diag(1, q) = s(M+1,1N−1)(1, q, . . . , q
d). (2.8)

Since s(d)(1, q) = 1 + q + · · · + qd, the right-hand side is the plethysm product of Schur
functions s(M+1,1N−1) ◦ s(d), evaluated at 1 and q. Similar reasoning follows for the action

of the diagonal matrix diag(q−1, q) ∈ SL2(F), which justifies our term ‘SL2(F)-plethysm’
for SL2(F)-representations of the form ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE. More generally, composition
of Weyl functors corresponds to the plethysm product on general Schur functions: see for
instance [7, Appendix A].

2.8. q-binomial coefficients. Let [n]q = (qn − 1)/(q − 1) = 1 + q + · · · + qn−1; note

that [d + 1]q is the GL2(C)-character of SymdE on diag(1, q) and q−d[d + 1]q2 is the

SL2(C)-character of SymdE on diag(q−1, q). Let [n]q! = [n]q[n− 1]q · · · [1]q. We define the
q-binomial coefficient

[
n
m

]
q

by [
n

m

]
q

=
[n]q!

[m]q![n−m]q!
(2.9)

for 0 6 m 6 n. Observe that
[
n
m

]
q

specializes to the binomial coefficient
(
n
m

)
on setting

q = 1. It is well known that
[
n
m

]
q

enumerates partitions in the (n−m)×m rectangle by
their size, or equivalently, multisets of {0, 1, . . . ,m} of size n−m by their sum of entries
(this follows easily from [15, Proposition 7.8.3]). Thus[

m+ d

m

]
q

= s(m)(1, q, . . . , q
d). (2.10)

Similarly q(
m
2 )[d+1

m

]
q

enumerates m-subsets of {0, 1, . . . , d} by their sum of entries (see

[14, Proposition 1.3.19]) and so, using that s(1m) is the elementary symmetric function of
degree m, we obtain

q(
m
2 )
[
d+ 1

m

]
q

= s(1m)(1, q, . . . , q
d). (2.11)

In particular, by setting q = 1 in (2.8) and specializing M and N appropriately, (2.10)
and (2.11) imply that

dim Syma SymbE =

(
a+ b

a

)
, dim

∧
a SymbE =

(
b+ 1

a

)
. (2.12)

Of course, these formulae can also be proved directly by counting the a-multisubsets and
the a-subsets of {0, 1, . . . , b}, respectively.

2.9. Lifting SL2(F)-isomorphisms to GL2(F)-isomorphisms. The following result is
basic: see for instance [13, Lemma 3.5] for a special case. We refer the reader to [5] for
background on polynomial representations. All we need for our purposes is that ∆λ SymdE
has polynomial degree |λ|d.

Lemma 2.6. Let F be an infinite field and let V and W be polynomial representations of
GL2(C) of equal degrees. If V ∼=SL2(F) W then V ∼=GL2(F) W .
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Proof. By passing to a field extension, we may assume that F is algebraically closed.
Then GL2(F) is generated by the scalar multiples of the identity and SL2(F). Moreover
αI ∈ GL2(F) acts on V and W as scalar multiplication by αd where d is the common
degree. Therefore the SL2(F)-isomorphism is a GL2(F)-isomorphism. �

3. Symmetric polynomials and SL2(F)-plethysms

3.1. Symmetric and antisymmetric polynomials. An alphabet x is a finite set of
distinct variables, denoted x1, . . . , xD. We write |x| for the size D ∈ N0 of the alphabet.
Let F[x] denote the polynomial algebra F[x1, . . . , xD]. The symmetric group SD acts on
F[x] by permuting the variables: thus σ · P = P (xσ−1(1), . . . , xσ−1(D)). The subalgebra

Λ[x] = {P ∈ F[x] : σ · P = P for all σ ∈ SD} (3.1)

of F[x] is the algebra of symmetric polynomials in x. It is graded by total degree: Λ[x] =⊕
i Λi[x]. We define Λ6d[x] =

⊕
i6d Λi[x]. If d = 0 or |x| = 0, then Λ6d[x] ∼= F.

Given a partition λ, we define

aλ+ρ(x) = det(xλi+D−ij )i,j

where ρ = (D−1, . . . , 2, 1) and the sum of partitions is taken entry-wise. Since permuting
the rows in a D ×D matrix by a permutation σ changes its determinant by sgn(σ), each
polynomial aλ+ρ(x) is antisymmetric in x; that is, σ · aλ+ρ(x) = sgn(σ)aλ+ρ(x). For
example

aρ(x) = det(xD−ij )i,j =
∏

16i<j6D

(xi − xj)

is the Vandermonde determinant. More generally we have the following classical result,
which dates back to Cauchy [2].

Lemma 3.1. A polynomial P ∈ F[x] is antisymmetric in x if and only if it is divisible by
aρ(x). Moreover, in this case P (x)/aρ(x) is symmetric in x.

Proof. See [7, page 40]. �

Definition 3.2. The Schur polynomial in x labelled by the partition λ is

sλ(x) = aλ+ρ(x)/aρ(x).

Since aλ+ρ(x) is antisymmetric, by Lemma 3.1, sλ(x) is a symmetric polynomial. The
Schur polynomials for partitions λ of d having at most D parts (where D = |x|) are a basis
for Λ6d[x]. For further background on symmetric functions and symmetric polynomials
we refer the reader to [15, Ch. 7] or [7]; in particular for the equivalence of Definition 3.2
with (2.3) when λ is a hook partition, see [15, Theorem 7.15.1].

Remark 3.3. An important feature of our construction of the algebra Λ[x] of symmetric
polynomials is that the field F is arbitrary. The structure constants of Λ[x] depend both
on F and on the size of x. For instance, if |x| = 3 then

s2
(2,1)(x) = s(2,2,2)(x) + 2s(3,2,1)(x) + s(3,3)(x) + s(4,1,1)(x) + s(4,2)(x)

for F = C, but the term 2s(3,2,1)(x) vanishes when F has characteristic 2. If instead x has
size 4 then s(2,2,1,1) also appears as a summand.
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3.2. Polynomial identification of symmetric power plethysm. Let E be the 2-
dimensional vector space over F with basis X,Y . In §2.6, we defined SymdE to be the de-
gree d homogeneous component Fd[X,Y ] of the graded polynomial algebra F[X,Y ]. Moti-
vated by this construction, we now present similar polynomial interpretations of plethysms
Syma SymbE and

∧
a SymbE.

Let Fd[X,Y] be the degree d homogeneous (in the total power of each pair Xi, Yi)
component of the grading of F[X,Y], where |X| = |Y| = N . Recall that SL2(F) acts on
Fd[X,Y] component-wise via rule (2.7) so (SymdE)⊗N can be viewed as Fd[X,Y].

The symmetric group SN acts on Fd[X,Y] by letting σ ∈ SN send Xi to Xσ(i) and

Yi to Yσ(i) for all i. Let Fd[X,Y]SN be the invariant subspace of this action. The action

of SL2(F) commutes with the action of SN , inducing an action on Fd[X,Y]SN . As an
SL2(F)-representation, Fd[X,Y]SN is therefore isomorphic to SymN SymdE.

For ease of notation in later parts of the paper, we specialize Yi to 1 for all i = 1, . . . , N .
Since the polynomials we consider are homogeneous in the total degree of Xi, Yi, this
evaluation is invertible, with inverse Xαi

i ↔ Xαi
i Y

d−αi
i for all i. We thus obtain an

isomorphism of vector spaces

evY : Fd[X,Y]SN ∼= Λ6d[X] (3.2)

via Yi 7→ 1 for all i. We endow Λ6d[X] with an SL2(F)-action so that it intertwines with
the action on Fd[X,Y]SN under the above isomorphism evY. As such, for the rest of the
paper we work with the SL2(F)-representation Λ6d[X], isomorphic to SymN SymdE by
the construction in this subsection.

Remark 3.4. By Lemma 3.1 and this construction, if N 6 d + 1, then the SL2(F)-
plethysm

∧
N SymdE is identified with the vector space aρ(x)Λ6d−N+1[x] of antiymmetric

polynomials of degree at most d in |x| = N variables.

Remark 3.5. The process described above passing from representations to Λ[x] is different
to the process of taking Weyl characters. In particular, note that we are assigning a
symmetric polynomial to an element of a representation, and not to a representation itself.

To illustrate the usefulness of this identification, we present a brief proof of the modular
Wronskian isomorphism; for comparison, the original proof in [12] takes four pages.

Proposition 3.6 (Wronskian isomorphism [12, 6]). Let N, d ∈ N0 be such that N 6 d+1.
There is an isomorphism of SL2(F)-plethysms

SymN SymdE ∼=
∧N Symd+N−1E.

Proof. Let x be an alphabet of size N . Consider the map

ζ : Λ6d[x] −→ aρ(x)Λ6d[x]

P (x) 7−→ aρ(x)P (x).

Since polynomial algebras are integral domains, the map ζ is injective. Since aρ is, by
definition, the Vandermonde determinant, each g ∈ SL2(F) acts on it trivially, therefore

g · (aρP ) = (g · aρ)(g · P ) = aρ(g · P ),

which shows that ζ is SL2(F)-equivariant. Finally, by (2.12),

dim SymN SymdE =

(
d+N

N

)
= dim

∧N Symd+N−1E.

An invertible SL2(F)-equivariant linear map between vector spaces of equal dimensions
is an isomorphism of SL2(F)-representations. Under the polynomial identification above,
ζ gives the desired isomorphism (1.1). �
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Remark 3.7. It is not very hard to see that the isomorphism ζ coincides with the iso-
morphism defined (in a different way) in Theorem 1.4 of [12]. We omit further details as
this fact is not relevant to the remainder of this paper.

Example 3.8. In our polynomial interpretation, one basis of SymN SymdE corresponds to
Schur polynomials sλ(x) with |x| = N and λ1 6 d. The map ζ sends a basis element sλ(x)
to aλ+ρ(x). In particular, the antisymmetric polynomials aλ+ρ(x) with λ1 6 d correspond

to the canonical basis elements of
∧
N Symd+N−1E.

When F = C, we may use the same identifications to define an action of the Lie algebra
sl2(C) on Λ6d[X]. This is used in Proposition 4.9, where we present a technical trick
relating the action of SL2(F) and sl2(C) on tensor products of these representations. We
remind the reader that the action of sl2(C) on SymdE is determined by the action of its
generators

e =

(
0 1
0 0

)
, f =

(
0 0
1 0

)
,

which correspond to X · d
dY and Y · d

dX , respectively, in the polynomial construction of

§2.6. The action of sl2(C) on SymN SymdE then follows from the usual multilinear rules
for Lie algebra action (see for instance [3, p110]). In particular, the action of f on the

identification Λ6d[X] is given by
∑|X|

i=1
d

dXi
, while the action e is inherited from its action

on Fd[X,Y]SN .

Example 3.9. Consider X3
1X

4
2 + X4

1X
3
2 ∈ Λ66[X] for an alphabet X of size 2. This

polynomial corresponds to the element

X3
1Y

3
1 X

4
2Y

2
2 +X4

1Y
2

1 X
3
2Y

3
2 ∈ Fd[X,Y]S2

of Sym2 Sym6E. Then the sl2(C)-action inherited from (3.2) is given by

e · (X3
1X

4
2 +X4

1X
3
2 ) = 6X4

1X
4
2 + 4(X3

1X
5
2 +X5

1X
3
2 )

f · (X3
1X

4
2 +X4

1X
3
2 ) = 3(X2

1X
4
2 +X4

1X
2
2 ) + 8X3

1X
3
2 .

Remark 3.10. By (3.2) we have an isomorphism

evX ◦ ev−1
Y : Λ6d[X] ∼= Λ6d[Y].

Note that the generator e acts on Λ6d[Y] by
∑|Y|

i=1
d

dYi
. More informally, the role of e

with respect to Λ6d[Y] is the same as the role of f for Λ6d[X]. In practice, this allows
to deduce properties of e (such as SL2(F)-equivariance with a linear map, as used later in
the proof of Proposition 4.9) from properties of f , and vice versa.

3.3. Lagrange interpolation. This classical result stated below is critical to the proofs
of Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.10.

Proposition 3.11 (Lagrange interpolation). Let P ∈ F[x] be a polynomial of degree d.
Given D > d and D distinct nodes x1, . . . , xD ∈ F, we have

P (x) =

D∑
j=1

∏
i 6=j

x− xi
xj − xi

P (xj).

Proof. Note that P (x) −
∑D

j=1

∏
i 6=j

x−xi
xj−xiP (xj) is a polynomial of degree at most D − 1

having at least D roots (namely the nodes x1, . . . , xD), so it is identically 0. �
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Later, we shall use Lagrange interpolation for polynomials with coefficients in the field
F(x,y). Consider the natural action of the group algebra FS|x|+|y| on F(x,y) by place
permutation of the transcendental elements x,y. For 1 6 j 6 |y|, let

tj =

|x|∑
i=1

(xi, yj) ∈ FS|x|+|y| (3.3)

be the sum of all transpositions swapping an element of x with a fixed element yj of y.
These group algebra elements permit a concise form for Lagrange interpolation.

Example 3.12. Let P ∈ F(x,y)[z] be a polynomial of degree at most N = |x|. The
identity in Proposition 3.11 can be written as

P (z) = (1 + tj)

(
N∏
i=1

z − xi
yj − xi

P (yj)

)
. (3.4)

3.4. Polynomial identification of hook Weyl module plethysm. As a final prelim-

inary, in this section we construct a polynomial identification of ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE from
Theorem 1.1, using the setting of §3.2. Recall the map δM defined in (2.5). Directly from
the definition of vc1 ∧ · · · ∧ vcR in §2.2, we have

vc0 ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1
∧ vc1 ⊗ vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM =∑

τ

sgn(τ)τ · (vc0 ∧ vb1 ∧ · · · ∧ vbN−1
⊗ vc1 ⊗ vc2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vcM ),

where the sum is over all transpositions τ ∈ SN+1 that act by swapping the (N + 1)st
tensor factor with one of the first N tensor factors. Since δM is a linear map, for each
v ∈

∧
N V ⊗ SymM V we have

δM (v) =
∑
τ

sgn(τ)τ · v.

Now under the polynomial identification of symmetric powers from §3.2, taking V =

SymdE the map δM having kernel ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE may be re-expressed as

δM : aρ(x)Λ6d−N+1[x]⊗ Λ6d[y] −→ aρ(x, y1)Λ6d−N+1[x, y1]⊗ Λ6d[y2, . . . , yM ]

P (x,y) 7−→ (1− t1)P (x,y), (3.5)

with |x| = N, |y| = M , and t1 ∈ FSN+M defined in (3.3).

Remark 3.13. The variables y should not be confused with the variables Y from previous
sections; in particular, the polynomials P (x,y) are not necessarily homogeneous in the
degree of xi and yi and even the number of x’s and y’s need not be equal.

Hence, by Lemma 2.4, we identify ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE with the kernel of δM , considered
as the polynomial map (3.5).

4. Definitions of the isomorphisms and their basic properties

In this section, we define two polynomial evaluation maps, ψ and φ, that we shall later
show they induce the isomorphisms in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We prove that these maps
are well-defined, SL2(F)-equivariant, and admit left inverses. The descriptions of the maps
are very similar; the main differences lie in their respective domains and codomains. As a
result, in some cases, we can verify the above properties simultaneously.

Definition 4.1. Let M,d ∈ N0 and N ∈ N such that N 6 d+ 1. Let x,y, z be alphabets
with |x| = N and |y| = |z| = M . Define ψ to be the evaluation map

ψ : Λ6N−1[z]⊗ Λ6d−N+1[x,y] −→ Λ6d−N+1[x]⊗ Λ6d[y]

P (x,y, z) 7−→ P (x,y,y).
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Lemma 4.2. Let ζ be the Wronskian isomorphism from Proposition 3.6. With the iden-
tifications from §3.2 and §3.4, the image of

SymM SymN−1E ⊗ SymM+N Symd−N+1E

under the linear map (ζ ⊗ 1) ◦ ψ is a subspace of ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE.

Proof. Recall from §3 that an element of SymM SymN−1E ⊗ SymM+N Symd−N+1E is
identified with a symmetric polynomial P (x,y, z) =

∑
iQi(z) ⊗ Ri(x,y) ∈ Λ6N−1[z] ⊗

Λ6d−N+1[x,y]. By linearity, we may assume without loss of generality, that this symmetric
polynomial is a pure tensor Q(z)⊗R(x,y).

First, we show that ψ is well defined. After evaluating z to y by the specialization
zi 7→ yi, the image of Q⊗R is symmetric in y and symmetric in x. Counting degrees, we
have

ψ(Q⊗R) = Q(y)R(x,y) ∈ Λ6d−N+1[x]⊗ Λ6d[y].

Next, apply the Wronskian isomorphism to the first tensor factor to get(
(ζ ⊗ 1) ◦ ψ

)
(Q⊗R) ∈ aρ(x)Λ6d−N+1[x]⊗ Λ6d[y],

so by (3.5), it remains to show that the right-hand side is in the kernel of δM . That is,(
δM ◦ (ζ ⊗ 1) ◦ ψ

)
(Q⊗R) = 0.

Indeed, R(x,y) is symmetric in x and y, so(
δM ◦ (ζ ⊗ 1) ◦ ψ

)
(Q⊗R)

= (1− t1)
(
aρ(x)Q(y)R(x,y)

)
= R(x,y) · (1− t1)

(
aρ(x)Q(y)

)
= R(x,y) · aρ(x) ·

Q(y)−
N∑
i=1

∏
j 6=i

y1 − xj
xi − xj

Q
(
xi, y2, . . . , yM )


= 0,

where the final step follows from Lagrange interpolation (Proposition 3.11) of the polyno-

mial Q̃(Y ) = Q(Y, y2, . . . , yM ) ∈ F(x, y2, . . . , yM )[Y ] of degree deg Q̃ = degY Q 6 N − 1
on the N nodes x1, . . . , xN , evaluated at Y = y1. �

Example 4.3. One can derive combinatorial formulas for the map (ζ⊗1)◦ψ on classical
bases. Recall that |y| = |z| = M and |x| = N . For simplicity in this example, we set
M = 1. Then

ψ : Λ6N−1[z]⊗ Λ6d−N+1[x, y] −→ Λ6d−N+1[x]⊗ Λ6d[y].

Under the identifications from §3, we have

(ζ ⊗ 1) ◦ ψ : SymN−1E ⊗ SymN+1 Symd−N+1E −→ ∆(2,1N−1) SymdE.

Consider a basis element znsλ(x, y) of the domain for some n 6 N − 1 and λ1 6 d −
N + 1, where sλ denotes the Schur polynomial from Definition 3.2. Then ψ maps this
element to ynsλ(x, y). Using skew Schur functions (see [7, I, §5] or [15, §7.10]) and the
plethystic addition formula sλ(x̃, ỹ) =

∑
µ⊆λ sµ(x̃)sλ/µ(ỹ) (see [7, I, (8.8)]), ynsλ(x, y) can

be decomposed into a sum of pure tensors, giving

ynsλ(x, y) = yn
∑
µ⊆λ

sµ(x)sλ/µ(y).

Finally, ζ ⊗ 1 sends the right-hand side to yn
∑

µ⊆λ aµ+ρ(x)sλ/µ(y). It is notable that the
plethystic addition formula corresponds to this ‘separation of variables’ in our symmetric
functions model.
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Remark 4.4. The isomorphism

ϕ : SymN−1E ⊗
∧N+1 Symd+1E → ∆(2,1N−1) SymdE

constructed in [8, (1.8)] is precisely (ζ ⊗ 1) ◦ ψ ◦ (1⊗ ζ−1). Explicitly,

ϕ : znaλ+ρ(x, y) 7→ yn
∑
µ⊆λ

aµ+ρ(x)sλ/µ(y)

on basis elements. It is far from obvious that this description of ϕ coincides with the map
defined in [8], and the only proof that the authors have occupies several pages. Since we
believe the description of ϕ given in this paper is the most useful for further work, we shall
not give more details of the proof of this remark here.

Definition 4.5. Let M,N, d ∈ N0, and let x,y, z be alphabets with |x| = N and |y| =
|z| = M . Define φ to be the map

φ : Λ6N [z]⊗ Λ6d[x,y] −→ Λ6d[x]⊗ Λ6d+N [y]

P (x,y, z) 7−→ P (x,y,y).

Lemma 4.6. With the identification from §3.2, the map φ induces a linear map

φ : SymM SymNE ⊗ SymN+M SymdE −→ SymN SymdE ⊗ SymM Symd+NE

of vector spaces.

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of φ and the identifications in §3. �

To show the SL2(F)-equivariance and construct left inverses for ψ and φ, we consider a
more general map.

Definition 4.7. Let M,N, β, ε ∈ N0, and let x,y, z be alphabets with |x| = N and
|y| = |z| = M . Define

π : Λ6β[z]⊗ Λ6ε[x,y] −→ Λ6ε[x]⊗ Λ6ε+β[y]

P (x,y, z) 7−→ P (x,y,y).

Remark 4.8. When β = N − 1 and ε = d −N + 1, the map π coincides with ψ. When
β = N and ε = d, the map π coincides with φ.

Proposition 4.9. The map π is SL2(F)-equivariant.

Proof. Since π sends polynomials with integer coefficients to polynomials with integer
coefficients, we shall follow the technical trick from [8, §2.2] and [12, §4.2]. For any γ ∈ F,
the matrices Uγ =

(
1 γ
0 1

)
and their transposes generate SL2(F).

Verifying equivariance under these matrices reduces to checking an identity of poly-
nomials in γ with coefficients in the image of Z in F. It is therefore sufficient to verify
equivariance over Z[γ]. Consequently, it suffices for the equality to hold for any transcen-
dental element γ in any field containing Z as a subring. In particular, it is enough to prove
the result for SL2(C) and so for sl2(C).

Since sl2(C) is generated by e and f , this reduces the problem to checking that π
commutes with e and f . Their action on the elements of Λ6d[x] is described in §3.2.
We present the proof for f , and the argument for e is similar by Remark 3.10. Recall

that f acts on Λ6d[x] via
∑|x|

i=1
d

dxi
. Since taking derivatives commutes with summation,
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it suffices to show that π and f commute on pure tensors Q(z)⊗R(x,y):

f · π
(
Q(z)R(x,y)

)
= f ·

(
Q(y)R(x,y)

)
=
(
f ·Q(y)

)
R(x,y) +Q(y)

(
f ·R(x,y)

)
= π

((
f ·Q(z)

)
R(x,y) +Q(z)

(
f ·R(x,y)

))
= π

(
f ·
(
Q(z)R(x,y)

))
. �

To conclude this section, we construct a left inverse π̃ of π. Inspired by (3.4), for each
1 6 j 6 |y| we define an operator

Lj : F(x,y)[z] −→ F(x,y)[z] (4.1)

P 7−→ (1 + tj)
(
P ·

|x|∏
i=1

zj − xi
yj − xi

)
,

where tj is given by (3.3). Informally, these operators will be used to ‘recover’ the vari-
able zj after it disappears under the evaluation zj 7→ yj ; this is made precise in Exam-
ple 4.11 following the proposition below.

Proposition 4.10. If β 6 N , then the map π̃ : f 7→ L1L2 . . .LM (f), defined on the image
of π, is a left inverse of π.

Proof. By linearity, it suffices to show that π̃ ◦ π acts as the identity on pure tensors
Q(z)⊗R(x,y) in Λ6β[z]⊗ Λ6ε[x,y]. The definitions of π and π̃ give

(π̃ ◦ π)
(
Q(z)R(x,y)

)
= π̃

(
Q(y)R(x,y)

)
= L1L2 . . .LM

(
Q(y)R(x,y)

)
.

Since R is symmetric in x ∪ y, we have (xi, yj)R(x,y) = R(x,y). Therefore,

Lj(Q(y)R(x,y)) = R(x,y) · Lj(Q(y)).

We claim by induction that

Lj . . .LM (Q(y)R(x,y)) = R(x,y)Q(y1, . . . , yj−1, zj , . . . , zM ).

The base case j = M follows directly from Lagrange interpolation (Proposition 3.11), and
so does the inductive step:

Lj
(
Q(y1, . . . , yj , zj+1, ..., zM )R(x,y)

)
= R(x,y) · (1 + tj)

(
Q(y1, . . . , yj , zj+1, ..., zM ) ·

∏N

i=1

zj − xi
yj − xi

)
(3.4)
= R(x,y)Q(y1, . . . , yj−1, zj , ..., zM ) .

In the last step we apply Lagrange interpolation at the N + 1 nodes x1, . . . , xN , yj for

the polynomial Q̃(Z) = Q(y1, . . . , yj−1, Z, zj+1,...,zM ) ∈ F(y1, . . . , yj−1, zj+1, . . . , zM )[Z] of
degree

deg Q̃ = degZ Q = β < N + 1.

We conclude by induction that

L1L2 . . .LM
(
Q(y)R(x,y)

)
= Q(z)R(x,y),

as desired. Hence,

π̃ : im(π)→ Λ6β[z]⊗ Λ6ε[x,y]

is a well-defined inverse of π. �
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Example 4.11. Let N = 1 and consider a pure tensor z ·P (x, y) of Λ61[z]⊗Λ6d−1[x, y].
Then π(z · P (x, y)) = y · P (x, y), and π̃ = L1. We can check directly that:

L1(y · P (x, y)) = (1 + (x, y))

(
y · P (x, y) · z − x

y − x

)
= y · P (x, y) · z − x

y − x
+ x · P (y, x) · z − y

x− y

=

(
yz − yx
y − x

+
xz − xy
x− y

)
· P (x, y)

= z · P (x, y),

so indeed L1 recovered z after the evaluation z 7→ y, and π̃ = L1 is a left inverse of π for
N = M = β = 1, ε = d− 1.

5. Hook plethysms — Proof of Theorem 1.1

We prove Theorem 1.1 by using the results in the previous section to show that (ζ⊗1)◦ψ
is an isomorphism from SymM SymN−1E ⊗ SymM+N Symd−N+1E to ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall from Definition 4.1 that ψ is a map on symmetric polyno-
mials given by:

ψ : Λ6N−1[z]⊗ Λ6d−N+1[x,y] −→ Λ6d−N+1[x]⊗ Λ6d[y]

P (x,y, z) 7−→ P (x,y,y).

By Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.9, it is an SL2(F)-homomorphism with a left inverse ψ̃
defined in Proposition 4.10. Therefore, the composition

(ζ ⊗ 1) ◦ ψ : SymM SymN−1E ⊗ SymM+N Symd−N+1E −→ ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE

from Lemma 4.2 is an SL2(F)-homomorphism with a left inverse ψ̃ ◦ (ζ−1 ⊗ 1).
It remains to show that the dimensions of the two representations are equal. Indeed,

by (2.12) and Proposition 2.3

dim
(

SymM SymN−1E ⊗ SymM+N Symd−N+1E
)

=

(
M +N − 1

M

)(
M + d+ 1

M +N

)
= dim

(
∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE

)
. �

We deduce a corresponding isomorphism of GL2(F)-plethysms.

Corollary 5.1. Let M,d ∈ N0 and N ∈ N such that N 6 d+ 1. There is an isomorphism
of GL2(F)-representations

det(
N
2 ) ⊗ SymM SymN−1E ⊗ SymM+N Symd−N+1E ∼= ∆(M+1,1N−1) SymdE.

Proof. By passing to a field extension we may assume that F is infinite. The result then
follows immediately from Theorem 1.1 by applying Lemma 2.6; note that the degree of
the polynomial representation on the left-hand side is N(N−1)+M(N−1)+(M+N)d−
(M +N)(N − 1) = (M +N)d, which agrees with the right-hand side. �

6. Trinomial plethysms — Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we gather the results about φ presented in §4 to prove Theorem 1.2. We
shall make use of the trinomial revision identity (1.2)(

M +N

M

)(
M +N + d

M +N

)
=

(
N + d

N

)(
M +N + d

M

)
stated in the introduction.



16 Á. GUTIÉRREZ, Á. L. MARTÍNEZ, M. SZWEJ, M. WILDON

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall from Definition 4.5 that we have a map φ of symmetric
polynomials:

φ : Λ6N [z]⊗ Λ6d[x,y] −→ Λ6d[x]⊗ Λ6d+N [y].

By Lemma 4.6 and Proposition 4.9, it induces an SL2(F)-homomorphism

φ : SymM SymNE ⊗ SymN+M SymdE → SymN SymdE ⊗ SymM Symd+NE

with a left inverse φ̃ defined in Proposition 4.10. To conclude the proof, note that by (2.12)
and (1.2) these representations have equal dimensions. �

Corollary 6.1. Applying the Wronskian isomorphism (1.1) and replacing d with e−M −
N + 1 > 0 we get the equivalent form∧

M SymN+M−1E ⊗
∧
M+N SymeE ∼=

∧
N Syme−ME ⊗

∧
M SymeE

which is also of note.

Remark 6.2. As in Corollary 5.1, we deduce a GL2(F)-isomorphism

SymM SymNE ⊗ SymN+M SymdE ∼= SymN SymdE ⊗ SymM Symd+NE.

When F = C, equating the characters gives the q-binomial identity:[
N +M

M

]
q

[
d+N +M

N +M

]
q

=

[
d+N

N

]
q

[
d+N +M

M

]
q

,

lifting (1.2) to q-binomial coefficients.

7. Team-and-leader isomorphisms — Proof of Corollary 1.3

In this section, we deduce the isomorphisms in Corollary 1.3, and explain why we refer
to them as ‘team-and-leader’ isomorphisms. For ease of reference we restate Corollary 1.3
below.

Corollary 1.3. Let K, d ∈ N0. The following isomorphisms of SL2(F)-representations
hold:

(i) Symd+KE ⊗ SymK SymdE ∼= SymKE ⊗ SymK+1 SymdE ;

(ii) SymKE ⊗ SymK+1 SymdE ∼= SymdE ⊗ SymK Symd+1E ;

(iii) Symd+KE ⊗ SymK SymdE ∼= SymdE ⊗ SymK Symd+1E.

Proof. Using that Sym1 SymaE ∼= SymaE and Syma Sym1E ∼= SymaE as SL2(F)-repre-
sentations, part (i) follows from Theorem 1.2 by letting M = 1 and N = K. Similarly,
part (ii) follows from Theorem 1.2 by letting M = K and N = 1.

For part (iii), we use the basic properties of dual representations. Since E is self-dual,
we have (SymaE)? ∼= SymaE (see [12, page 10]), and (Syma SymbE)? ∼= Symb SymaE as
SL2(F)-plethysms (see the proof of Corollary 1.5 in [12]).

Taking duals of both sides of (i), and applying either of the isomorphisms from the
previous paragraph to each tensor factor accordingly, we obtain

Symd+KE ⊗ Symd SymKE ∼= SymKE ⊗ Symd SymK+1E.

This is equivalent to the identity in part (iii) upon swapping d and K. �

The first two isomorphisms decategorify by taking dimensions to the first two equali-
ties in

(d+K + 1)

(
d+K

K

)
= (K + 1)

(
d+K + 1

K + 1

)
= (d+ 1)

(
d+K + 1

K

)
. (7.1)

The third isomorphism decategorifies to the equality of the left-hand and right-hand sides.
We remark that these identities have appealing combinatorial proofs in the ‘team-and-
leader’ model. For instance, to prove the first equality, take d+K + 1 people and, for the
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left-hand side, suppose that one of them is a dictator who chooses K of the remaining d+K
people to form their goverment; for the right-hand side, suppose instead that K+ 1 of the
people are democratically elected, and they choose a prime minister from their number in
K + 1 ways. For the second equality we invite the reader to find an interpretation using a
presidential model. The q-analogues of these identities are of course given by specializing
Remark 6.2 appropriately.

8. Team hierarchy and Catalan combinatorics

We conclude with an interesting corollary of Theorem 1.2, drawing from Catalan combi-
natorics. In the combinatorial interpretation, we consider teams with a layered leadership
structure, generalizing the ‘team-and-leader’ model at the end of the previous section.

Set N0 = 0 and let Nk > · · · > N2 > N1 > N0 = 0 be integers. Assume that they are
in generic position, in the sense that Nj −Ni 6= Nm −Np for all distinct pairs j > i > 0
and m > p > 0. Consider the product(

Nk

Nk−1

)
· · ·
(
N3

N2

)(
N2

N1

)
. (8.1)

As illustrated in Figure 1, we may successively apply identity (1.2) to obtain equalities of
the form

· · ·
(
Nj −Ni−1

Nm −Ni−1

)(
Nm −Ni−1

Np−1 −Ni−1

)
· · · = · · ·

(
Nj −Ni−1

Np−1 −Ni−1

)(
Nj −Np−1

Nm −Np−1

)
· · · (8.2)

for some j > m > p > i > 1. Theorem 1.2 then lifts this identity to an isomorphism of
SL2(F)-plethysms. We call each of the resulting binomial expressions (up to permutation
of the factors) an election process on a team hierarchy with k layers.

It turns out that the number of election processes in a team hierarchy with k layers is
given by the Catalan number Ck−1. We show this in Lemma 8.1 below, by constructing
an explicit bijection between the election processes and rooted binary trees with k leaves.

(
d
c

)(
c
b

)(
b
a

)

(
d
b

)(
d−b
c−b
)(
b
a

)
(
d
a

)(
d−b
c−b
)(
d−a
b−a
)
(
d
a

)(
d−a
c−a
)(
c−a
b−a
)

(
d
c

)(
c
a

)(
c−a
b−a
)

Figure 1. On the left, the five rooted binary trees with 4 leaves. An arrow
is a right tree rotation. On the right, the five election processes on a team
hierarchy with 4 layers of sizes d > c > b > a. An arrow is an application
of (8.2).

We enumerate the leaves in a rooted binary tree by 1, 2, . . . , k from left to right. We
then label each vertex by an interval [i, j], where i is the smallest numbered leaf among
its descendants, and j is the largest. The leaf i is therefore labelled by the interval [i, i].

Lemma 8.1. There is a one-to-one correspondence between rooted binary trees with k
leaves and election processes on team hierarchies with k layers.

Proof. Let C be the left comb on k vertices, defined to be the rooted binary tree whose
internal vertices are labeled [1, 2], [1, 3], . . . , [1, k]. For instance, the tree below is the left
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comb on 4 vertices with non-leaf nodes marked • and leaves marked ◦.

[1,4]

[1,3]

[1,2]

[1,1] [2,2] [3,3] [4,4]

•
•

•

It is well understood [16] that all other rooted binary trees can be generated from C by
successively applying right tree rotations to its subtrees:

[i, j]

[m+ 1, j][i, p− 1]

[i,m]

[p,m]
• • •

−→

[i, j]

[m+ 1, j][i, p− 1]

[p, j]

[p,m]
• • •

(8.3)

Let T be a rooted binary tree with k leaves, let Nk > · · · > N2 > N1 > 0 be integers,
and set N0 = 0. We assign a binomial coefficient to each internal node of T as follows.
Let [i, j] be an internal node, and let ` be largest such that i 6 ` < j and [i, `] is a vertex
of T . (It is possible that [i, `] is a leaf.) Then, [i, j] is assigned to(

Nj −Ni−1

N` −Ni−1

)
.

The tree T is mapped to the product of the binomial coefficients assigned to its internal
vertices. Since N0 = 0, the left comb C is sent to(

Nk

Nk−1

)
· · ·
(
N3

N2

)(
N2

N1

)
.

The pairs of vertices highlighted in (8.3) are mapped to the left-hand and right-hand sides
of (8.2), respectively. Hence, the map is bijective. �

Example 8.2. We have the following correspondence:

[1, 5]

[2, 5]

[2, 3] [4, 5]

[1, 1] [2, 2] [3, 3] [4, 4] [5, 5]

←→
(
N5

N1

)(
N5 −N1

N3 −N1

)(
N5 −N3

N4 −N3

)(
N3 −N1

N2 −N1

)
.

For instance, consider the highlighted vertex [2, 5]. The largest ` such that [2, `] is a vertex,

is ` = 3. Consequently, it corresponds to
(N5−N2−1

N3−N2−1

)
.

Corollary 8.3. Given integers Nk > · · · > N2 > N1 > N0 = 0 in generic position,

Corollary 6.1 yields Ck−1 isomorphic constructions of
⊗k−1

i=1

∧
Ni SymNi+1−1E.

Example 8.4. The SL2(F)-plethysms shown in the diagram below each of dimension(
15
9

)(
9
5

)(
5
2

)
, are pairwise isomorphic via successive applications of the isomorphism from

Corollary 6.1.
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∧
9 Sym14E ⊗

∧
5 Sym8E ⊗

∧
2 Sym4E

∧
5 Sym14E ⊗

∧
4 Sym9E ⊗

∧
2 Sym4E

∧
2 Sym14E ⊗

∧
4 Sym9E ⊗

∧
3 Sym12E

∧
2 Sym14E ⊗

∧
7 Sym12E ⊗

∧
3 Sym6E

∧
9 Sym14E ⊗

∧
2 Sym8E ⊗

∧
3 Sym6E
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