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BRANCHING LAWS FOR TENSOR MODULES OVER CLASSICAL LOCALLY
FINITE LIE ALGEBRAS

ELITZA HRISTOVA

ABSTRACT. Let g’ and g be isomorphic to any two of the Lie algebras gl(co), sl(c0), sp(c0), and so(co).
Let M be a simple tensor g-module ([PSt], [PSe]). We introduce the notion of an embedding g’ C g
of general tensor type and derive branching laws for triples g’, g, M, where g’ C g is an embedding of
general tensor type. More precisely, since M is in general not semisimple as a g’-module, we determine
the socle filtration of M over g’. Due to the description of embeddings of classical locally finite Lie
algebras given in [DP], our results hold for all possible embeddings g’ C g unless g’ 2 gl(co).

1. INTRODUCTION

Given an embedding g’ C g of two Lie algebras and a simple g-module M, the branching problem is to
determine the structure of M as a g’-module. This is a classical problem in the theory of finite-dimensional
Lie algebras. By Weyl’s semisimplicity theorem, when g’ is finite dimensional semisimple the branching
problem reduces to finding the multiplicity of any simple g’-module M’ as a direct summand of M. This
is however not a simple task, due to the abundance of possible isomorphism classes of embeddings g’ C g
([Dy]). Therefore, even for the classical series of Lie algebras explicit solutions of the branching problem
are known only for specific cases. Such solutions are referred to as branching laws or branching rules and
examples can be found in e.g. [Z], [HTW].

In this paper we consider the branching problem for the classical locally finite Lie algebras. These are
the Lie algebras gl(c0), sl(c0), sp(c0), and so(co), and they are defined as unions of the respective finite-
dimensional Lie algebras under the upper-left corner inclusions. Here the situation is quite different from
the finite-dimensional case. On the one hand, the description of the Lie algebra embeddings given in
[DP] is much simpler than the classical description of Dynkin in the finite-dimensional case. On the other
hand, the modules of interest, called simple tensor modules, are in general not completely reducible over
the subalgebra. Therefore, the branching problem involves more than just determining the multiplicities
of all simple constituents. One has to determine a semisimple filtration of the given module over the
subalgebra and it is a natural choice to work with the socle filtration. In this way, the goal of the present
work is to solve the following branching problem. Given an embedding g’ C g of two classical locally
finite Lie algebras and a simple tensor g-module M, find the socle filtration of M as a g’-module.

The structure of the paper is as follows. We start by giving some background on locally finite Lie algebras
and by presenting some finite-dimensional branching laws which are used in the paper. Following the
description of embeddings of classical locally finite Lie algebras given in [DP], we introduce the notion
of an embedding g’ C g of general tensor type. In the case g’ % gl(co) this notion describes all possible
embeddings. One of the main results of the paper is Theorem 3.4 which shows that the branching
problem for embeddings of general tensor type can be reduced to branching problems for embeddings of
three simpler types. Then in Section 4 we determine explicitly the branching laws for these three types
of embeddings in the case when g’, g 2 gl(co) and M is any simple tensor g-module (Theorems 4.5, 4.9,
4.11). Since all other cases of embeddings follow the same ideas, we skip the proofs and list the end
results in several tables in the Appendix.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The classical locally finite Lie algebras. The ground field is C. A countable-dimensional Lie
algebra is called locally finite if every finite subset of g is contained in a finite-dimensional subalgebra.
Equivalently, g is locally finite if it admits an exhaustion g = Ui€Z>0 g; where

g1 CgoC---Cg; C...

is a sequence of nested finite-dimensional Lie algebras. The classical locally finite Lie algebras gl(co),
sl(00), sp(00), and so(co) are defined respectively as gl(c0) = U, cz_, 8l(1), sl(00) = U, ¢z, sl(i), sp(o0) =
Uiez., sp(21), and so(c0) = U,cz_, s0(é) via the natural inclusions gl(i) C gl(i + 1), sl(é) C sl(i + 1),
sp(2¢) C sp(2¢ + 2), and so(i) C so(i + 1).

Next, we give an equivalent definition of the above four Lie algebras. Let V and Vi be countable-
dimensional vector spaces over C and let (-,-) : V x Vi, — C be a non-degenerate bilinear pairing. The
vector space V ® V, is endowed with the structure of an associative algebra such that

(v1 ® w1)(v2 ® w2) = (v, w1) V1 @ W

where v1,v2 € V and wy,wy € Vi.. We denote by gl(V,V,) the Lie algebra arising from the associative
algebra V ® Vi, and by sl(V, V) we denote its commutator subalgebra [gl(V, Vi), el(V,V,)]. If (-,-) :
V x V — C is an antisymmetric non-degenerate bilinear form, we define the Lie algebra gl(V, V') as above
by taking V. = V. In this case S?(V), the second symmetric power of V, is a Lie subalgebra of gl(V, V)
and we denote it by sp(V'). Similarly, if (-,-) : V x V — C is a symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form,
we again define gl(V, V) by taking Vi, = V and then A*(V) is a Lie subalgebra of gl(V, V), which we
denote by so(V).

The vector spaces V and V, are naturally modules over the Lie algebras defined above, such that (v; ®
wy) - vy = (vo,w1) v and (ve @ wa) - w1 = — (v, w1) wy for any vi,vy € V and wy,ws € Vi. We call
them respectively the natural and the conatural representations. In the cases of sp(V') and so(V') we have
V=Y.

By a result of Mackey [M], there always exist dual bases {&; }icr of V and {&!}ier of Vi indexed by a
countable set I, so that <§i, §J*> = ¢;;. Using these bases, we can identify gl(V, V) with the Lie algebra
gl(c0). Similarly, sl(V, Vi) 2 sl(c0), sp(V') 2 sp(c0), and so(V') 2 so(c0).

In what follows let g 2 gl(c0), s1(c0), sp(c0), or so(co). We set VP2 = V@@V, #4 If g 2 sp(co), so(c0),
we always consider ¢ = 0. It is shown in [PSt] that V@4 js in general not semisimple and its socle
filtration is explicitly described.

The socle filtration of any module M over an algebra is defined as

0 C socM C soc®M c - CsocM c -

where socM, called the socle of M, is the maximal semisimple submodule of M, or equivalently the
sum of all simple submodules of M. The other terms in the filtration are defined inductively as fol-
lows: soc"tUM = 71 (soc(M/soc") M)), where 7, : M — M/soc") M is the natural projection. The
semisimple modules soc" DM = SOC(T+1)M/SOC(T)M are called the layers of the socle filtration. We
say that M has finite Loewy length | if the socle filtration of M is finite and | = min{r|soc(" M = M}.

The following three properties of socle filtrations will be very useful in the sequel.

e If N C M, then for all r

soc N = (soc™ M) N N. (1)
e If My and M, are modules over the same algebra and M = M; N Ms, then
soc™ M = (soc™ M) N (soc™ My). (2)

e If M and N are any two modules over the same algebra, then

soc(r)(M ®N)= soc™ M @ soc") N. (3)

In what follows, if M is a module over the Lie algebra g we will use the notation socér)M instead of
(M) M
soc .
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When g 2 gl(c0), we set yiva = soch®(p"Z). It is also the maximal semisimple submodule of V®®-2)
for g = sl(oo) ([PSt]). For g = sp(co),so(co) the maximal semisimple submodule of V®P is denoted
respectively by V) and VPl

By definition, a g-module M is called a tensor module if it is a subquotient of a finite direct sum of
copies of EBP tq<r Ve@a) for some integer . If M is simple, being a tensor module is equivalent to
being a submodule of V®®9) for some p,q ([PSt]). Moreover, it is shown in [PSt] that there exists
a choice of Borel subalgebra b in g such that all simple tensor modules are b-highest weight modules.
For g = gl(00),sl(c0) the simple tensor modules coincide. Their highest weights are given by pairs of
non-negative integer partitions (), x) and we denote them by Vy ,. If Vi, € VE@D  then |A| = p and
lu| = q. For g = sp(c0),so(co) the simple tensor modules are denoted respectively by Vi, and Vi,
where )\ is a non-negative integer partition. If Vi, C VP or respectively Vjj C V®P, then |A| = p. The
simple tensor modules are constructed explicitly in [PSt] using a generalization of Weyl’s construction
for irreducible gl(n)-modules (see [FH]).

Next, let g’ C g be an embedding of two classical locally finite Lie algebras. Then the following theorem
holds.

Theorem 2.1. [DP] Let g & gl(c0),sl(c0),sp(c0), or so(co) and let g’ be a simple infinite-dimensional
subalgebra of g. Let V and V. be respectively the natural and conatural represenations of g. Similarly, let
V' and V! be the natural and conatural representations of g'. Then

socg' V2 kV' @ 1V] & N, V/socg: V = Ny, A
socg Vi 21V @ kV] & N, Vi/socg Vi = Ny, @)

where k,l € Z>o such that at least one of them is in Zso, and Ny, Ny, N¢, and Ny are finite- or
countable-dimensional trivial g'-modules.

We denote a = dim N,, b = dim Ny, ¢ = dim N,, and d = dim Ng.
Motivated by Theorem 2.1 we give the following definition.

Definition 2.1. An embedding ¢’ C g of two classical locally finite Lie algebras is said to be of general
tensor type if it satisfies property (4).

In view of Theorem 2.1, all possible embeddings g’ C g are of general tensor type under the assumption
that g’ 2 gl(c0).

It is proven in [PSe] that if g’ C g is an embedding of simple classical locally finite Lie algebras and M is
a simple tensor g-module, then M has finite Loewy length as a g’-module and all simple constituents in
the socle filtration of M as a g’-module are simple tensor g’-modules. It is not difficult to show that this
holds moreover for any embedding of general tensor type of any two classical locally finite Lie algebras
(Proposition 3.2). This fact and Theorem 2.1 are one of the first motivations for considering the branching
problem in the context of classical locally finite Lie algebras.

2.2. Some finite-dimensional branching laws. An embedding f; C f2 of finite-dimensional classical
Lie algebras is called diagonal if

oy, 2Vie---eoVieVieo--oVieN @ o Ny

l r z

where V; is the natural f;-module (i = 1,2), V;* is dual to Vi, and N; is the trivial one-dimensional
fi-module. The triple (I,r, z) is called the signature of the embedding.

Proposition 2.2. [Z] [Gelfand-Tsetlin rule] Consider an embedding gl(n — 1) — gl(n) of signature
(1,0,1). Let X = (A1,..., ) be a non-negative integer partition and let V\' denote the irreducible
highest weight gl(n)-module with highest weight X. Then

n ~ n—1
Ve Lty 2DV

o

where 0 = (01, ...,0,—1) Tuns over all integer partitions which interlace A, i.e. such that

M 201 2X2022 2 A1 2 0p_1 2> Ap.
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The Gelfand-Tsetlin rule can be iterated to obtain a branching law for embeddings of gl(n) into gl(n+ k).
Proposition 2.3. Let gl(n) — gl(n + k) be an embedding of signature (1,0,k). Then

n+k ~ k n
V)\ \Lg](n) - @ m)\,O’VU )
g

where the multiplicity m% _ is the number of possible sequences of weights

)\ = ()\17 )‘27 cv ey )‘n+k—l7 )\n+k)7

Ul = (0%7057 .. '70'717,+k71)7
...... ,

ot = (07 1= ,0712;]16 2)
o= (01,...,0n)

such that each consecutive row interlaces the previous one.

In what follows we will refer to the numbers m’j\)a as Gelfand- Tsetlin multiplicities.

Next, we consider embeddings of signature (k,0,0). Let A and pu be two non-negative integer parti-
tions with p and ¢ parts, where p 4+ ¢ < n. Let V", denote the irreducible gl(n)-module with highest
weight (A, 1) = (M,...2p,0,...0, —pg, ..., —p1). We will derive the desired branching rule as an easy
generalization of the results in [HTW].

Consider first the block-diagonal subalgebra gl(n) @ gl(m) C gl(n +m). By Theorem 2.2.1 in [HTW] we
have the following decomposition:

n+m ~ ()‘ ©) m
AB Lgl(n)@gl(m) EB Clat,a),(8+.67) at,a- © Vgt -,
ot f a8
where

(M) _ A + -
oty o48) = i Crrach-sCorgrCipgo
ANy
and the numbers g, ., are Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. Next, we consider the direct sum of k& > 2
copies of gl(n) as a subalgebra of gl(kn) by block-diagonal inclusion. Then one can iterate the above
branching rule to obtain the following:

kn ~ (A ) n . n
Vw¢gl<n>ea~-eegl<n> - @ O(Bl vvvvv DB mvﬁl 61 ® BBy (5)
BT Bt
By s By
where
+ (af ghan ) (i _pap )
O()\ ) _ (M) (o] sa1) k—3:%_3 k—2'¥K_2 '
BY 1B )BT seensBE) +Z+ (of D) BH.80) C(0f 03B 87) " Claf pan_2) (B 285 ) (B 1B (BB
Qg 5O o
Q@ o

The next step is to consider the gl(n) & gl(n)-module V7, |~ ® V54 g-- By Theorem 2.1.1 in [HTW], as

a module over the subalgebra gl(n) = {z @ z|z € gl(n)}, v ot o~ @ V5L 5 has the decomposition

Vi © Vi i = D diad’i) (50 o) Vi
A’

where
(N, ot BT gt W H/
(at,a™),(B+,87) — § : cOthlC’ylﬁ2cﬂ17zcwazca2a1 B2p1"
ar,a2,B1,82
V1,72

Iterating this branching rule, we obtain for k > 2

n n ~ /)H ) n
Varor © @ Vs s; lel(n) EB (B BB 1By N (6)
N
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where
(A m) _ (af a7) (o3 05) (g0 _5) ()
D(ﬂl BB B ) Z d(ﬂl FBT )(6;,B;>d<a1 o) (BT .85) d(a:,g,a;,g)w,:l,ﬂ,;nd(az,z,a;,2><6:,6;>'

n
aj ,..op g

Q5O g

The coefficients O((;‘l*t BB D) and Dé;‘l”f )ﬁk )80 ,80) BT defined only for k& > 2. For convenience
we extend these definitions to the case k = 2 by setting
o A
BB 8) T BB 85 )
(') _ )

(B BB B3 (BTB(Br By
Now we can combine (5) and (6) in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let gl(n) C gl(kn) be an embedding of signature (k,0,0). Then

() W) n
Awgun EB Cl ..... BB s ﬁ,:)Dwf ..... BB s ﬁ;)V’\"”"
ﬂ17 7ﬂk
BT By
>‘/xHI

3. EMBEDDINGS OF GENERAL TENSOR TYPE

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 3.4 below.

We start by introducing some useful notations. Let g’, g be any two classical locally finite Lie algebras
and let ¢ : ¢’ — g be an embedding of general tensor type. We define bases {v;}icr and {v;*};cr for V/
and V/ in the following way. When g’ 2 gl(c0),sl(c0), we take I = Z~¢ and {v}}icr and {v}*}icr to be
an arbitrary pair of dual bases. When g’ 2 sp(c0), we take I = Z \ {0} and {v}}ics to be a symplectic
basis for V', i.e. such that (v], J> = sign(i)d;4+;,0. Then for the dual basis {v]*},c; we obtain v[* =’
and v, = —v} for any 7 > 0. Similarly, when g’ 2 so(o0), we take I = Z \ {0} and {v}};cs to be a basis
of V' with the property that (v}, v}) = d;1 0. Then for the dual basis {v}*}ier we obtain v/* = v’ ; and
v, = v} for any i > 0.
Having fixed bases {v}}icr and {v/*};cs as above, for any i,j € Z~o we define

v @V if g’ = gl(00),sl(c0)

ViU = ¢ v @v +ul; ®@u) if g’ = sp(co)
v @vl; —vl @v;  if g’ = s0(00).

IS ! oy I a5k Loy Laylk
Then, (v;@v}*) - vy = dsjv; and (V;RV}) - V5 = =050

Next, let
SOCB/V:V169"'@Vk@VkJrl@"'@VkH@Na, (7)
socg Vi = ‘71* B P Vk* ® Vk*Jrl PP Vk*Jrl @ N,
where f/] V' forj=1,...,k and ffkﬂ >~ V! for j =1,...,l. Similalry, f/J* >V forj=1,...,k and
f/k*ﬂ >V’ for j=1,...,1. Let {v}icr, {v/*}icr be as above. We construct the following bases of V' and
V. respectively: ‘ ‘
{{vlbieri=1...0 U{w; bierj=1...0 U {zitier, U{@itier, },

ol Verj=1,.0 U{w! Yier j=1,.0 U{ti}ier. U{yitier, },
where vf denotes the image of v into V; for j = 1,...,k and wf is the image of v/* into Vi, for
j=1,...,1. We proceed similarly with v{* and wf* Furthermore, A = {z;}ies, and C = {t;}sc1. are
bases respectively for N, and N, as submodules respectively of V' and V., where I, and I, are index sets
with cardinalities a = dim N, and ¢ = dim N,. Similarly, B = {z;}ic1, and D = {y;}ics, are bases of
Ny and Ny considered as vector subspaces of V' and V,, where I, and I; are index sets with cardinalities

b=dim Ny and d = dim Ny.

Then we have the following proposition.
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Prop051t10n 3.1. Let ¢/, g, and ¢ be as above. We take decompositions of socg'V and socg Vi as in
(7). Then Vi@ @ Viy and V1 - @ Vk+l pair non-degenerately. Furthermore, for each i in the
respective index set, z; pairs trivially with all elements from ffl* ®-- -@V,:H and x; pairs non-degenerately
INl)ith inﬁthely many elements from ‘71* G- D Vk*-i-l' Similarly, t; pairs trivially lfith all eleznents from
Vi® - ® Vi and y; pairs non-degenerately with infinitely many elements from Vi @ -+ @ Viyy.

Proof. We fix decompositions of socy' V' and socg Vi as in (7). Then for ¢, j,m, n in the respective ranges
we have

<vf, tm> = (p(v;@v)) -Ufl,tm> =— <vfl, o(V;@UT) -t ) = 0.

Suppose now that vf

<vf,ym> # 0. But then

(ehom) = (i) olsm) = = (el 0i801) - ) = (0l.v)

for some v € socy V. Hence, <v v> # 0, which contradicts our assumption. This implies that V1 G- P

pairs trivially with all elements from socg/Vi. Then there exists y,, such that

f/kH and ffl* DD Vk*+l pair non-degenerately.

Suppose next that y,, € Nd pairs non-degenerately with finitely many elements from V1 ) f/kH
Then, there exists v € V1 ®---P V,H_l such that ¢, = y,, — v pairs trivially with V1 @D VkH But then
©(g') - Jm = 0 for all ¢’ € g’ which contradicts with the definition of Ng. This proves the statement. [

We investigate further the properties of the decompositions of socy' V' and socgy V... Notice that
(vl ) = (p(oj@vl") - vl 0y = = (vl Q(I@U) - v3t) = i (0], 027

for all 4, j, m,n,s. Hence, <’U vk > = 0 for all j,n and for ¢ # m. In addition,

17 Ym
] 7 *M
(o o) = (o, 02")

for all 7, j,n,s. In the same way, <wf,w;§?> =0 for all j,n and for ¢ # m and <wf,wf”> = <v£,v;‘"> for

all 7,7, n,s.
In a similar way we prove that <v wh > =0 and <wf,v:;1"> =0 for all 7, j,m,n.
The above consderations and Proposition 3.1 imply that for any j and m, the spaces f/] and f/n*; pair

either trivially or non-degenerately. Furthermore, for each j there exists m such that f/j and f/,;; pair
non-degenerately and {v]}, {v;™} (resp., {w!}, {w}™}) is a pair of dual bases.

The following proposition now holds.

Proposition 3.2. Let g be any classical locally finite Lie algebra and M be a tensor g-module.

(i) Letg =sl(V,Vi). Then any embedding sl(V', V) C g can be extended to an embedding gl(V',V/) C
gl(V, Vi) of general tensor type. Furthermore, the socle filtration of M over sI(V', V) is the same
as the socle filtration of M considered as a gl(V,Vi)-module over gl(V',V]).

(i1) Let g 2 sl(00). Then any embedding sl(V', V) C g can be extended to an embedding gl(V',V]) C g
of general tensor type. Furthermore, socilr()v,1V¥)M soc( ()V’ V’)M

Proof. Part (i): We fix decompositions of the sl(V, V)-modules V and V, such that for each j there exists
a unique m with the property that V and V* pair non-degenerately. These exist due to the discussion
above. Let ¢ denote the embedding sl(V’ V*’) C g. Then

PU;® V) = vl @ v+ i @V —wy @yt = - w @ w
p(v; @ v — vy @ v)) =v] @ v —vy @ -+ v @V — vl @ v+
w! @wl* —w! @w + -+ w @uw —wl @ w*
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for all i # s. We can naturally extend ¢ to an embedding ¢ : gl(V’, V) — ¢l(V, V,) by setting

pv1 @) = 0] @ v+ VT @ —wi @it — - —w) @y
Next, let M be as above. From [PSt] we know that the set of tensor gl(V, V,.)-modules coincides with the
set of tensor sl(V, V,)-modules. Then M is both a tensor gl(V, Vi)-module and tensor sl(V, V;)-module.

We will use the notation Mg (resp., Mg) to mark that we consider M as a gl(V,V,) (resp., sl(V, V%))
module. Then, on the one hand, we have the chain of embeddings

siV', V) c sl(V, V,) C gl(V, V4).
This chain yields the following equality for every r:

Socg()vgv,;)Msl = SOCS()VI,V;)Mgl- (8)

On the other hand, we have the chain of embeddings
sV, V]) c gl(V',V)) C gl(V. V4),
which yields the equality
Socif()V/7V¥)Mgl = socg()v,yv*,)Mgl. (9)
From (8) and (9) the statement follows.
The proof of part (ii) is analogous to the proof of part (i). O

As a result of Proposition 3.2 we can exclude from our considerations below all cases of embeddings which
involve sl(oo), since they are equivalent to the respective cases which involve gl(co).

Proposition 3.3. Let g’ C g be an embedding of general tensor type. Then there exist intermediate
subalgebras g1 and go of the same type as g such that g’ C g2 C g1 C g and the following hold.
(1) The embedding g1 C g has the properties:
socg, V=V @ N, V/socy, V = Ny,
socg, Vi = Vi @ Ney,s Vi /socg, Vi = Ny,
where
No, = {v € Ny| (v, N;) =0} and N, = {w € N| (Ng,w) = 0}.
(2) The embedding g2 C g1 has the properties:
Vi = Vo @ N, Vi & Vo, @ Ne,,

where Ng, and N¢, are such that No = Ngy & Ny, and N. = No, & Ng,.
(3) The embedding ¢’ C g2 has the properties:

Vo2 kV' @IV, Vo IV @ kV].

Proof. We take decompositions of socg'V and socg V. as in Proposition 3.1. Set

Vo= Vi Vi, Vo = V7 @@ Vi
Then Proposition 3.1 yields that V5 and Vs, pair non-degenerately. If g 22 gl(oo) we put go = Vo ® Va..
Similarly, if g £ sp(co) then go = S2V, and if g 2 so(co) then gy = A V.

Next, let A and C' be as above. Let A; = {z]}icz,, consist of those elements in A which pair trivially
with all elements in C', and analogously let C7 = {¢,}ic 1., consist of the elements in C' which pair trivially
with all vectors in A. Let Ay = A\ Ay and C2 = C'\ C; and denote their elements respectively with 2.
and t! and their index sets with I, and I.,. Now set

Vi = Vo @ span{z;'}ier,, , Vie = Vo, @ span{t] }ier,, -

Then V; and Vj, pair non-degenerately and if g = gl(co) we put g1 = Vi ® Vi.. We proceed analogously
in the other cases.

The Lie algebras g, and go satisfy the required properties. (I

We now state the main theorem for embeddings of general tensor type.
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Theorem 3.4. Let g’ C g be an embedding of general tensor type. Let M = VP4t for g = gl(c0),
M =V for g=sp(c0), and M = VP for g = so(c0). Let g1 and gy be intermediate subalgebras of the
same type as g, such that the chain g’ C go C g1 C g satisfies the conditions of Proposition 3.3. Then,
for any N C M,

socy "N~ P socy (soeg " (socy TV N)).
l+m+n=r
Motivated by Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 3.4 we give the following definition.
Definition 3.1. Let ¢', g be a pair of classical locally finite Lie algebras.
(i) An embedding g’ C g is said to be of type I if g’ = g and
socg V2V @ N, V/socgV = Ny,
socg' Vi 2 V] @ N, V. /socg Vi = Ny,

where N, and N, pair trivially.
(il) An embedding ¢’ C g is said to be of type I if ¢ = g and

V2V @N,, V. 2V ®N,.
(iii) An embedding ¢’ C g is said to be of type III if
VgV olV,, V. 21V @ kV),.
Before proving Theorem 3.4 we need some preparational work. More precisely, in the following paragraphs
we describe the socle filtrations over g’ of the g-modules V{p"J} 17452 , and VPl when we have embeddings

of type I, II, TIT. When g’ C g is of type I or II, to simplify notatlons we will consider that V/ C V' and
V! C V, and we will not make use of the notations V; V , introduced in (7).

Let first g’ C g be an embedding of type I. We have the following short exact sequence of g’-modules

0>V @&N, v LN, o0 (10)
For each index 1 < i < p we define
L;: Vor V®i—1 ®Nb®v®p—i7
Li=d®id®---®id® fRId® - ®id,

where f appears at the i-th position in the tensor product. In what follows, without further reference
we will use the standard isomorphism V® ! @ N, @ V®~i =~ V9~ @ N, and consider L; : VO —
Ver-l o N,

Similarly, for each collection of indices 1 < i1 < i < -+ < i < p we define

Ly, VO = VOPk @ NOK
Ly, ik—1d®"'®1d®f®ld®"'®id®f®id"'®id,

where the map f appears at positions i; through i; in the tensor product. When k = 0, we set Ly = id.

In a similar way, when g’, g 2 gl(oo) we take also the short exact sequence

O—>V;69Nci>V*ﬁ>Nd—>0
and define
M, VBT 5 VP g N?k,
M, 5 =d® - de®gRIAd® - - ®id®gRid®---®id,
where the map g appears at positions i; through ix in the tensor product. When k£ = 0, we set My = id.

Next, let M = Vip.a} (respectively, 17428 V[p]). Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type I. Then
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(i) if g = gl(c0)

My — _
S0Cg M = ﬂ ker(Lil »»»»» ing ® MJl »»»»» Jng \M> ﬂ (ker Lll »»»»» iny © MJl ----- an) N M;
nitnz=r ni+ne=r
i< iy i< ey
J1< iy 1<y

(i) if g = sp(00),so(c0)
SOC;t)M = ﬂ ker(Lil ..... . \M) = ﬂ (ker Li1 _____ ir) N M.

i<y i< <y
Proof. Part (i): Denote
(r) — o ‘ ,
Sp,q - kerLZl;annl ® M]l;nw]ng .
ni+ne=r
i1 <<y
J1< < g

Then S,(,,T; Y consists of all elements u € VE®9 such that each monomial in the expression of u contains
at most n; entries outside of socy'V and at most no entries outside of socy Vi for some ny +ng = 7.

In particular, 55 = (socg V)®P ® (socg V,)®9. To show that SY) = socg)V{p*q} we need to check two
properties:

(a) for any u € (Sézﬂ) NV irah)\ (Séf;l) NVAPat) there exists g € U(g’) (where U(g’) is the universal
enveloping algebra of g') such that g - u € (Séf;l) N Vipaly\ (S,()Tg NV irahy;
(b) the quotient (S5 N VPa}) /() N VIPal) is semisimple for any r.
Proof of (b): Notice that
1 q) ® ® )
Sé,g Ayira — (V' & N)® @ (V! & N.)®) N yipat
Since N, and N, pair trivially, this implies that

p q
stanvent = @@ () (1) ver o net o vk, (1)
k=0 =0

which is a semisimple g’-module.
Next, for any fixed n; and ng and sequences i1 < - -+ < i, and j; < -+ < jn,

L ® M;, . L ®Wma) N[;@m ® Né@”z ® Y ®@—ni,g-n2)
Moreover, if ny + ny = r for some r then

Li17~~~,inl ® Mj17~~~,jn2 (S(TJrl)) C N}?@nl ® Nd®n2 ® S(l)

p,q p—ni,q—n2’

i17~~~;i711 ~~;j712

Hence,

Lis,cing @ My oy (STFD N VIR € NE™ @ NE™ @ (1) Ny ip=mamnaly

q p—ni,q—n2
Thus for any r we have a well-defined injective homomorphism of g’-modules

@D Lo i @M, ., ST AV 50 Ay

‘n1+n2.:7"
11 <-<lny
j1<"'<jn2
@ NeM g NOn2 (S(l) N V{P*m,q*nz})
b d p—ni,q—n2 :
‘n1+n2.:7"
11 <-<lny
j1<"'<jn2

This proves (b).
Proof of (a): As before we take bases of V' and V, of the form
{{vitier U{zitier, U{aitier, ), Hoi Yier U {tiYier, U{yitier, }-

2 oo N . 1
We take also u € Séf; ) V{Pa} and we write it as u = > imq @i @ uf, where each u; is a monomial in

V@ and each u} is a monomial in V,29. Then we take g; = vy, @ vyt such that vy satisfies: <’U;€1 ) # 0
/%

for at least one y; that enters the monomial u7; <v;€1 , V] > = 0 for all v}* in uj; and v} does not appear in
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any u;. Similarly, Ul’f satisfies: <xj, vﬁ‘> # 0 for at least one z; that enters the monomial u;; <v3, ’Ul/T> =0
for all v in uy; and vj* does not appear in any u;. Then
g1 (u1 ®uy) € (Sg;‘l) nvipahy\ (SZ()Z; iy,

After defining inductively g1, ...gi—1, if (gi—1 0+ 0g1) - u; ® uf is not in the desired space, we define g;
in the same way as we defined g;. Finally we set ¢ = gy o+ 0 g1 and then g - u satisfies (a).

The proof of part (ii) is analogous (and actually simpler). O

Remark. Notice that if ¢ = 0 then (11) can be rewritten as

p
1) ~ P\ \rok 18 (p—k)
5D <k>N ey

which is semisimple without any conditions on the pairing between N, and N.. Thus, for the gl(co)-
modules V®P and V®¢ Proposition 3.5 holds even without the requirement that N, and N, pair trivially.
Corollary 3.6. If g’,g = gl(c0) then

SOCE;H)V{WZ} =( Z (socér,LlJrl)V@p) ® (socgfﬁl)V*@q)) nvivat,

ni+no=r
Proof. Notice that

ﬂ ker(Li1,~~~7in1 ® Mj1;~~~7jn2) = Z ( m ker Li17~~~;inl+l) ® ( ﬂ Mj1;~~~7jn2+1)'

ni+ne=r+1 nit+ne=r i1 <-<ip,41 J1<-<Jng+1
11 <o <lny
1< <Jng

This proves the statement. O

Next, let g’ C g be an embedding of type II. Then N, and N, have the same dimension and there is a

non-degenerate bilinear pairing between them, which is the restriction of the bilinear pairing between V'

and Vi. Let {z;}ier, and {¢;}icr, be a pair of dual bases for N, and N.. We define a new bilinear form:
(), :VxVe=C

such that (z;,t;), = d;; and for all other pairs of basis elements from V' x V, the bilinear form is trivial.

If g = gl(c0), for any pair of indices I = (i,7) with ¢ € {1,2,...,p} and j € {1,2,...,q}, we define the

contraction

®; - VoW _ V®(1ﬂ*17q*1)7

U1®"'®Up®u>1k®"'®uz’—><Ui,u;>tul®"'®ﬁi®"'®up®u>1k®"'®UA;®"'®U:;
for any u; € V, u} € V. Similarly, for any collection of pairwise disjoint index pairs Iy, ..., I, respectively

from the sets {1,2,...,p} and {1,2,...,q}, we define the r-fold contraction

L0 S v®ewPa _, yy®((p-rg-r)

)

in the obvious way.
If g = sp(c0), s0(c0), for any pair of indices I = (4,5) with i < 57 € {1,2,...,p} we define the contraction

Dy VP 5 YO,

U1®"'®Up’—><Ui7uj>tul®"'®di®"'®ﬁj®"'®up

for u; € V. In a similar way we define the r-fold contraction ®;,  j : V& — y@@E=2r),

.....

Next, let M = V{P:a} (repsectively, VP, V[Pl) and let the restriction of ®;, 7 to M be denoted by
1, again. Then we have the following proposition.

.....

Proposition 3.7. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type II. Then

SOCS;)M — ﬂ ker®y, 1.
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Proof. We prove it for the case g’ = g = gl(c0). For the other two cases the proof is analogous. Denote
similarly as before S’,(,Q =y, ker®y, 1. Then,

.....

p q
1) ~ YAWR k,l —k,q—1
=@ () (1) v oo a2
where for any k, 1

N = (Yker ®1) N (NJF @ NE').

This proves that 51(7713 is a semisimple g’-module. Then for each disjoint collection of index pairs I3, ..., I,
r ¢
(I)h, IT(S( +1)) < S;D )rq re

In this way the following is a well-defined and injective homomoprhism of g’-modules

@ q),l,, L SO /500 EB s”r,qr (13)

,,,,,,,,,,

Here {I1,..., I} denotes the set of index pairs I, ..., I, without con31dering their order. Then from (13)
the semisimplicity of the consecutive quotients follows.

To show that this filtration is indeed the socle filtration of V{74t we take u € SZ(,T;_Q) \S,()T;_l). Then
without loss of generality, u = uy + - - - + us for some s such that

Ul =2, @ @2, QUL Oty @Dty —
’U;C®Zi2 @ ® 2, ®U11®U;: Rty @ @by, —
2iy @U@ 23y @ -+ @ 24y QUL @iy QU ®liy ® - @y — o —
Zi, @ ® 2, QUL Quil @ty ® - @t QUL + uia
where v}, vj* is as before a pair of dual basis elements from V' ® V/, uy; € VAP=r=ba=r=1} " and

Uiy € SPT—H). The elements uo, ..., u, have a similar form. Notice that if v} appears at most m times
in any monomial in the expression of uy;, then it appears at most m + 1 times in any monomial in wu;.
Hence, for j =1,...,m + 1, if we take

o 1%
g] - U'i]‘ ®Uk

/

such that for all j, v;, € V' does not appear in the expression of u and pairs trivially with all entries

in u11, then (g1 00 gm+1)(u1) € SPT—H) \S;()Tg. We can do the same procedure for ug, ..., us and this
completes the proof. O

Next, let g’ C g be an embedding of type III. Let
V:I71EB---EBVkEBVk+1€B---EBVk+l,
V.=Ve--oWeVi, e oWy,

be decompositions of V' and Vi as in Proposition 3.1 with their respective bases. Then

®(Pp,q) — @ ‘7i1®...®f/ip®f/j’;®...®f/j’;,

il;nwip

j1;~~~7jq
where i1, .. ip, jl, o Je=1,0 k41 are not necessarily distinct indices. Notice that each Vil Q- ®
Vi, @V ®---® V* is 1somorphlc to V'®®".4") for some p’ and ¢’ with p’ +¢' = p + q.

Let Jl, ..., Js be a collection of disjoint index pairs (i, ]), where ¢ ;é j=1,...p+q. We want to define
_____ J. on V@(®49) guch that on each subspace V“ X - V ® V* e ® V-*;, fIJJl J. is the
contraction with respect to the bilinear form on V'’ x V.

.....

We proceed in the following way. We define a bilinear form (-,-), : (V @ Vi) x (V @ V,) — C by setting
<vz'817v;82>d:5ij7 < *537w >d_ >

S S *S *S (14)
<vi1’wj3>d:5ij’ < % 1>d_5”
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forall s1,80 =1,...,kand all s3,s4 = 1,...,[. In addition, all other pairings of basis elements are trivial.
Let Jy,...,Js be as above. Let

o, Vo) _ yer—sq—s")
J1yeeese s

be the contraction with respect to the bilinear form (-,-),, where s’ + s” = 2s. In the case g = sp(oco) or
g = so(oo) the above can be rewritten as

/ . QP R(p—2s
g, L VP Y B(P=28)

It is not difficult to prove that ®'; ~ ; is a g’-module homomorphism. Notice that &

‘71'1 R--® f/ip ® f/ﬁ R--® f/jz either as the usual contraction with respect to the bilinear form on V' x V/
or as the zero map.

J. acts on

.....

Next, let m;, ..,
jl ----- jq
Then we set

i, denote the projection of Ve@9 onto the subspace f/l-l R ® ‘7ip ® f/ﬂ R ® VJ’Z

Now the following proposition holds.
Proposition 3.8. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type III. Then
socg:)V‘@(p’q) = ﬂ ker é]17...)JT.
Jiyeendr
Proof. Property (3) of socle filtration implies
socf;)V®(p"J) = @ socg:)f/il Q- Q@

il;nwip

Moreover, from Theorem 2.2 in [PSt] it follows that

OV ...V, @V Q- - QV* = N ' . o )
SOCg/ ‘/11 & ® ‘/zp ® ‘/jl ® ® ‘/jq = ker (I)Jl I, Vil®"'®vip®vj*l®'”®‘/j2'
Ji,edr

.....

Then,

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. We fix bases of V' and Vj as in Proposition 3.1. We take the short exact sequences:
0= kV' @IV @ Nay & Nay >V 5N, — 0,
0= 1V @kV! & Ne, & Ney > Ve 5Ny =0

and define the homomorphisms L;, . ;, and M;, ;. —asin the settings for embeddings of type I. For
g = sp(00), s0(00) we always take ny = 0. Recall that if M = V {74} then

ing yirat NP™M @ N$™ @ yi{p—n1,g—n2}

.....

and similarly for the other cases.
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Next, we define a pairing (-,-), on V' x Vj as in the settings for embeddings of type II. More precisely, we
set

<Zivtj>t = <Zi’tj> = 5ij
if z; € Ng, and t; € N.,. Moreover, we take all other couples of basis elements from V' x Vi to pair
trivially. Then we define the contraction maps ®;, ;. : M — M’ with respect to the pairing (-, ),.
Here M’ = Vip—ma—m} for M = V{P:4} and similarly for the other cases. If m = 0 we set &g = id. It is

not difficult to see that for any choice of m and of disjoint index pairs I,..., I, the maps ®, . ;. are
homomorphisms of ge-modules and hence also of g’-modules.

Similarly, we define ®; ~ ; : M — M" to be the contraction with respect to the bilinear form (:,-),
defined by (14) and such that all other basis elements from (V @& V) x (V @ V;) pair trivially. As in the
settings for Proposition 3.8 we set

M=V, 00V, 0V eV,

Note that the map 7y,

J1s---30q
define
T /
Q... J — @ (I)Jl Jp © Tir,ips
i1yeeny ip J1s-esdq
J1seees Jq

which again is just a linear map. If [ = 0 we set ® = id.

Note that we defined the maps i),]l ,,,,,, g, and @y, 1. for M being equal to V{p*q}, V<p>, and VPl To
simplify notations, when we have modules of the form Nb®"1 ® NC‘?M ® M we will denote the maps
id®id®®y, ... 5 and id ®id ® @7, .. 1, again respectively by ®;, .. j and &7, . 1,..

m

Now, for any r > 0 we define

sOM) = () kerdy,

If g = sp(c0),s0(00) the above can be rewritten as

SO(M) = ﬂ ker®;, 5 0®5 1. 0L .

Iy, oln*

l+m+n=r
i1,eenyin
Iy,..., m
Ji,endi

For shortness, we write S instead of S")(M) when M is clear from the context.

Now the following three properties hold:

(1) S is a g’-submodule of M for every r (see Lemma 3.9);
(2) for any u € S+2)\ S+ there exists g € U(g') such that g(u) € ST\ S (see Lemma 3.10);
(3) S+ /8" is a semisimple g’-module and

S(T+1)/8(T) ~ @ so—c;l/-‘r )(S()_C(m+1)(s()_c(n+1)M))
l+m+n=r
(see Lemma 3.13).

Furthermore, if N is a submodule of M, then Lemma 3.13 yields

(ST AN/ NNy = @ socet (socgr Y (socg TV N).
l+m+n=r
Thus the statement of the theorem follows. O

Below we give proofs of the key lemmas used in the proof of Theorem 3.4.

Lemma 3.9. Let ¢ C g2 C g1 C g, M, and S be as in Theorem 3.4. Then S) is a g -submodule of
M for every r.
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Proof. Let u € S("). Suppose that there exists g € g’ such that ¢g-u ¢ S"). In other words, there exist
integers [, m,n,n1,ny with [+m-+n = r and n; +ny = n and index sets 41, ..., %nys J1s- -+ Ings 15+ -5 Im,
and Jq,...,J; such that

,,,,, 10 (Liy iy ® My, . j,)(g ) # 0. (15)

We set u' = @1, . 1,, 0 (Liy,. i, ® My, ... j,,)(u). Since L,
homomorphisms, (15) implies that u’ # 0. Furthermore, ®;,  j,(u') = 0, whereas ® 7, ;,(g-u’) # 0.
This can only happen if an element x; or y; appears in a monomial in v’ in one of the positions specified
by Ji,...,J;. Let without loss of generality J; = (1,2) and let ' have the form

u/:$i®u/2®ulg®"'®ulsl®UJ/1*®"'®U/;;+UJN, (16)

/
cing cing ®Mj1,...,jn2 and ®r, . 1, are g’-module

where up,...,u;, € V and uf*,... ul € Vi If g = gl(oo) then 1 = p—ny —m, s = ¢ —nz — m.
Otherwise, s1 =p —n — 2m, s3 = 0. Then, ®;,, 5 (u”) =0 and

g-u=(g-7)Rub®@ - @ul, QUF @ QUL + 1 Du

"

_’_g.u//_

)

Moreover, ®, ., (z; @ u”) = 0. Assume at first that ®;, (g -u") = 0 as well. Then
Dy (g-u') = 7 ((g- ;) ® us) oi)(]é vvvvvv 7 l/(ug @ Quy, Qui ®---u) #0.
Here, if J; = (4,7) then J5 = (i — 2,j — 2) and similarly for J3, ..., J].
Therefore, ® s, . 7, (u') # 0. The last inequality and (16) imply that there exists an index i,, 41 such that
Dy s 0®r 1,0 (L, imyving 11 @ My g, ) (w) # 0.
This is a contradiction with u € S).

_____ 7,(g-u") # 0 we can replace v’ in the above discussion with u”, which has a strictly smaller
number of monomials that u’. Thus in finitely many steps we will reach a contradiction with the choice
of u, and this proves the statement. ([

Lemma 3.10. Let g’ C go C g1 C g, M, and S be as in Theorem 3.4. Then for anyu € ST +2)\ S+
there exists g € U(g') such that g -u € ST\ S,

Proof. We order the triples of numbers (n, m, [) lexicographically. Let u € S+2)\ S+1) and let (n,m, 1)
with [ +m 4+ n = r + 1 be the largest triple for which there exist index sets i1,...,%n,, J1,---Jna;
I,...,I,, and Jy,...,J; such that

1 oneerding ) () 7 0-

Suppose first that n > 0. Then at least one monomial in v has an entry z; or y;. Without loss of
generality we may assume that z; appears in u. Then we take g € g’ of the form

.....

g9 = p(vi®vy),
where ¢ denotes as before the embedding g’ — g. We choose ¢ and j such that v;® and w;* do not
appear in u for any s, at least one of them pairs non-degenerately with x;, and they pair trivially with
all basis elements from V5 which appear in u. Furthermore, v; and wj do not appear in u for any s and
pair trivially with all basis elements from V5, which appear in u. Then

g 0Cry gy 0 (Liyin, ® My, 5, ) (g u) =0

and there exist indices 47,...,4; _; such that

gy © Pryt © (Lay iy © My g, ) (g 1) # 0.

Now suppose that there exists another triple (n’, m’,l’) with I’ +m’+n’ = r+ 1 for which there are index
sets i}, ... ,i;l,l, Jhsee- ,j;,z, I,....,I,, and Ji,...,J], such that

ytm/

(@]
Tendt, © Pr

77777

But then there exists an index 4;,  ; such that

NN IACR

’
JEREE Iz
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which contradicts with the choice of u. Hence, g-u € ST\ §()

Now, suppose that n = 0. This means that u € socglM and w consists only of elements from V; and V..
Notice that, when restricted to socg, M, both maps P gy, and @7, 7 are g’-module homomorphisms.

Therefore, in this case the statement of the lemma reduces to the following claim. Let [ +m = r+1, and
Li,..., I, and Jy,...,J; be such that

Dy, 0Pr, 1, (u) # 0.

Then there exists g € U(g’) such that ®, 1,,(g-u) =0 and i),]{

for some I, ...

...........

and Ji,...,J}, with ' +m/ =r.

»»»»»»»»
) m/a

To prove this claim we consider two cases.

_____ 1, (u) # 0 with [ > 1. Then we can apply Lemma 3.11 to the element
Im( ) This yields an element g € U(g’) and disjoint index pairs Ji, ..., J/_; such that

......

.....

.....

d

Lemma 3.11. Let u € socg, M be such that i)(]l ,,,,,, j,(u) # 0 for some | and some Jy,...,J;. Then
there exists g € U(g') such that @,

T (g u) #0.

7,(g - u) = 0 and there exists a collection Ji,...,J/_; such that

,,,,,,

Proof. Let u = wuj + --- + u; where without loss of generality
Uy :U/1®u/1/zu/1®zi1 ®- - ® 2z, ®tj, ®...®tjs2,

where u} contains only elements from V5 and Va.. Then either ‘i)h ,,,,,, J(u1) = 0 or i)Jl_,___le (u1) =
1) Ju.o0,(u)) ® uf. The statement for P Jr.....0, (1)) follows from Proposition 3.8. O

Lemma 3.12. Let u € socg, M be such that ®r,
Then there exists g € U(g') such that @y,

Il,u.u,

_____ 1, (w) # 0 for some m > 0 and some I1,..., I,,.
1,,(g-u) =0 and Q1 71(g -u) # 0 for some collection

.....

m—1-

Proof. The proof is analogous to the second part of the proof of Proposition 3.7. Let u be as in the
statement of the lemma. Then u = uj + - - - + up and without loss of generality we can fix I, ..., I, such
that w; has the form
U1 =%z4, ®212®®21m®u/1®t11®t12® ®t7fm
Vi @2, @ @2, QUL VT @ty @ B by, = —
Zi; @ 2iy @ - @ 2;,, OV} Quj Qtyy, @by, ® - @ ty, QU™ +uf,

Tm
for some j € I and some n = 1,...,k. Moreover, @y, . 1 (uf)=0. The elements ug, ..., u; have similar
form. Notice that if the basis vectors v and wi*, s = 1,...,k, appear in total at most ¢ times in any
monomial in u} then they appear at most ¢ + 1 times in any monomial in v} ® 2, ® --- ® 2;,, ® Uy ®
vt ®@t, @@t . Let us take g; € g’ of the form

g9i = p(v;@u}"),

where ¢ denotes again the embedding g’ C g. Then, if Vi Vi, and w;’, ... ,wft*ﬂ, s=1,...,k,
are vectors that do not appear at all in the expression of u, then (g;, o--- o g;,,)(u1) has the desired
properties. We proceed in the same way with ug, ..., u; to prove the statement. O

Lemma 3.13. Let ¢ C g2 C g1 C g, M, and S be as in Theorem 3.4. Then STtV /S s q
semisimple g’'-module and

Sr+1) /g(r) @ socéj )(soc(m“)(socg"*l)M))
l+m+n=r
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Furthermore, if N is a submodule of M then

(SCTAN)/(SO NNy 2 P socl ™ (sock T (socg T N)).
l+m+n=r

Proof. Let S(+t1:m+LI+1) denote the g’-submodule of M of elements v with the following properties:

(1) ve socng)M;
(2) mp(v) € SOCSTH)(WS?H)M), where 7, : socng)M — WQ?H)M;

(3) om0 mn(v) € soc;l,ﬂ)(so_cgzlﬂ)(so_cé?H)M)), where

Tomm = o™ (soedt ™ M) — soclr ™ (soel ) M).

Notice that S +1m +1n'+1) — gntlmtLi+1) if and only if (n/,m/,1') < (n,m,l) in the lexicographic
order. Thus, we obtain a filtration on M

0c LY - g11,2) ~ .~ g(LLLa) ~ g(1,2,1) ~ ... ~ g(1,L21,La2) ~
8(21171) c---C S(L17L27L3)

3

where L; is the Loewy length of M as a gi;-module and the other L’s denote the Loewy lengths of
the respective modules. Next, we take a coarser filtration in which only elements S +1m+1I+1) with
I +m +n = r appear and we intersect this filtration with S +1):

0cC S(l,l,rJrl) N S(rJrl) c S(1,2,T) N S(TJrl) C...C S(l,rJrl,l) N S(rJrl) C
S(2ler) Al S(T+l) cC---C 5(2,”'71) Al S(T+l) cC---C S(T+171)1) M S(T+l)_

We build now the corresponding filtration on the quotient S +1) /().
0c (SEL g+ 4 gy /g ... (§Ur+Lb n g+l 4 gy /() (17)

For any [, m, and n, we define the following maps:

ni+n2=n i1<"'<’in1

J1<<Jny
/
K = @ (bllv ;17717
{I1,..., I}
" T
Kl = @ (I)Jhm;Jl'
{J1,.., 1}

Then Ky = K = K{ = id. Moreover, K,, and K|, are g’-module homomorphisms for any n, whereas
K" for 1 > 0 is just a linear map.

Proposition 3.5 implies that Kn(socng)M) = WS?H)M. Furthermore, Propositions 3.7 and 3.8 imply
the following g’-module isomorphism

Kl// o K;n o Kn(S(nJrl,erl,lJrl)) o s()_cél/+l)(S()_CgT+l)(SO_CSIH_I)M))-
Thus, in what follows for n + m + 1 = r we can consider K|’ o K/, o K, as a map
K} o K}, 0 K, : SCHLm LD 0 g0+ soel (soelm ) (soclt Y ).
To prove that S+1 / S is a semisimple g’-module we proceed by induction on the elements of the
filtration (17). First, Proposition 3.8 implies that
K/ o Ko Ko : (ST 0 g0+ 4 g00) /80— 556 (s0cq, (socg, M)

is an isomorphism of g’-modules. Hence (S5m0 0 S+ 4 §(1)/§(") is semisimple.
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Next, suppose that S +1m'+LI+1) A g(r+1) 4 §(r)) /§(7) j5 semisimple for some n/ +m’ +1’ = r and that
(S(n/+1,m/+l,l/+1) N S(T-l-l) + S(r))/st(r) o

soct, 1 (soegy” ) (soel! M), (18)

1" +m// +n// =r

(0 1) < (0 1)

Let (n,m, 1) be the immediate successor of (n’,m’,1’) in the lexicographic order of triples of integers with
sum equal to 7. We prove next that (S+1m+LIHD A §r+1) 4 §(1) /G(") js semisimple.

Take an element u € (S+1m+Li+1) n gr+1) 4 (M) /S of the form u = uy + - + us + ST, Let
without loss of generality

U=y @ Qx, Uy @y Q- @y, +uy,
where nq + ne = n and uf has less than n elements x; and y;. Furthermore,

+ ugw) ,

n

Uy =25, @Rz, QU Qty, @@

Sm

where ugw) has less that m terms of the form z; ® t;. Let the elements us,...,us have a similar form.
Then for any g € g’ either g-u = 0 or g - u ¢ S/ FLm+LU+1) A gr+1) 4 §(r))/G(")  Let U denote the

submodule of (S mFLIFD A §r+1) 4 §(1) /G(") generated by all such elements u. Then
(S(n+l,m+1,l+l) ngr+1) + S(r))/s(r) _ (S(n'+1,m/+1,l'+l) N g+ + S(r))/sr(r) o U. (19)

Moreover, we claim that
K'oK! oK, : (S(n+1,m+1,z+1) A S+ 4 S(r))/s(r) N SO_CS,H)(SO_CSTH)(SO_CSIH)M)) (20)
is a well-defined surjective homomorphism of g’-modules with kernel (S +1.m/+LU+1) A G(r+1) 4 §(r)) /G(r),

It is clear that the above map is well-defined. Moreover, it is a g’-module homomorphism since K’
is a g’-module homomorphism when restricted to K’ o K,((S*+bm+Li+1))  To prove surjectivity we
notice that for every u # 0 from the right-hand side in (20) there exists v € S(+Lm+LI+1) guch that
K[/ oK}, o K,(v) =u and

o v e soc" ™M\ soc M,
o mu(v) € socf) (soeg VM) \ soc” (soeg; TV M),
(m+1)

o T (v) € socl TV (socyy T (socy, TV M) \ socl)) (socgr Y (socyr T M)).

But then v € SO +Lm+LIHD A §(+1) | This proves surjectivity.

The last step is to compute the kernel of the map K| o K, o K,, from (20). Suppose first that m # 0.
Then the immediate predecessor of (n,m,l) in the lexicographic order is (n,m — 1,1+ 1). Thus we need
to prove that

ker K| o K/ o K,, = (S(H1mi+2) q g(r+1) 4 g(n)y /g, (21)

Clearly, ker K" o K/, o K,, D (S(1lml42) o §(r+1) 1 gy /5" To prove the opposite inclusion, let
[v] € ker K} o K/, o K,,. Suppose first that K, (v) = 0. Then for some m; and [y, v € SmitLh+l)
S+l ¢ gntlmi+2) n gr+1) - Next, let v be such that K, (v) # 0 and K/, (K,(v)) = 0. But then
v € SHLmi+2) g+ | Rinally, if K (K, (v)) # 0, it follows that v € S(). This proves (21).

Now, suppose that m = 0 and n # 0. Then the immediate predecessor of (n,0,1) is (n — 1,1 + 1,0).
Moreover, (S(1+21 0 §r+1) 1 (1)) /(") C ker K|’ o K} o K,,. And vice versa, if [v] € ker K|’ 0 K} 0 K,
is such that K, (v) = 0 then v € S(wmiFLh+l) A §r+1) ¢ g(nl+2.1) A Gr+1) Hence,

ker K| o K}y o K,, = (S™!1*20) 0 §r+1) 4 g1y /g(r),
Thus, we proved (20). Moreover, (18), (19), and (20) imply
(S(n+1,m+1,z+1) A S+ 4 S(r))/S(r) ~ @ SO_CS,/-H)(S()_CST/+1)(S()_CS?/+1)M))'

n'4+m'+U=r
(n/;m/ 1) <(n,m,l)
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This holds for every element in the filtration (17), so in particular "1 /S(") is semisimple and

Sr+1) /g(r) o @ socé,ﬂ)(ﬁ(mﬂ)(socgfﬂ)M)).
n+m-tl=r

Note that if N C M is any submodule of M, then we can interesect the above filtrations with N and
obtain

(STt A N) /(ST N N) = @ WS,JF )(soc(er )(soc("H)N)).
l+m+n=r
O

Theorem 3.4 shows that we can reduce the branching problem for embeddings of general tensor type to
branching problems for embeddings of types I, I, and III. In the next section we will explicitly compute
the branching laws for embeddings of gl(oco) C gl(co) of types I, II, and IIT and for any simple tensor
gl(co)-module V) ,,.

4. BRANCHING LAWS FOR EMBEDDINGS OF gl(co) INTO gl(c0)

4.1. Embeddings of type I. Let g', g = gl(co) and let g’ C g satisfy the conditions
socg V2V &N,  V/socgV =N,
socg Vi 2 V] ® N,, V./socg' Vi = N,

So far we make no assumptions about the pairing between N, and N.. First we extend the definition of
the Gelfand-Tsetlin multiplicity m’f\ﬁg to the case k = co. More precisely, we define

(22)

o 1 k
my, = klg{)lo my o

In other words,

0 if m’}\ﬁg =0 for all &,
my, =9 1 o= le mA =1 for all k,
oo if m’j\)a > 1 for at least one k.

Furthermore, for convenience we set m{ _ = 0 for A # o and m$ , = 1. We will refer to the values m§ _
for k € Z>o U {oo} as the extended Gelfand-Tsetlin multiplicities.

We start with determining the socle filtration of any simple tensor g-module V) o C V®P. Before stating
the general result we need two lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let g’ C g satisfy (22) with a =0. Then for any Vxo C VEP we have
socg Va0 = Vio,
—(r+1 ~
SOCg/ )V)\70 = @ ml;\)\/V)(/7o,
N =[A =

where mY_,, are the extended Gelfand-Tsetlin multiplicities.

Proof. Proposition 3.5 and the remark after it imply that
soc, TIVEr 2 (B N @ (V@ NP (23)
iy <o <ldge
Thus in the case a = 0 it follows from (23) and Theorem 2.1 in [PSt] that

— (r+1 ~ p r —T A~
SOC;,+ )V@P = (T> Nl? ® (V/)®;D = @ C)\/V)(/10

[N |=p—r
for some multiplicities ¢y. Moreover, property (1) of socle filtrations implies that WEJH)V,\,Q -
so_cg,H)V‘gp, hence
—(r+1 ~
socf; Wi 2 @ AV (24)

[N|=p—r
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for some unknown ¢},. Thus, we only need to compute the multiplicity with which each V)f,70 enters
the decomposition of V) o. Note that on distinct layers of the socle filtration non-isomorphic simple
constituents VY, , appear.

Let {v}}icz., and {v}*}icz., be as before a pair of dual bases in V' and V;, and let {&}icz.,, {& Viczos
be a pair of dual bases in V' and V,. For each n, put V,, = span{¢y,...,&,} and V,* = span{¢7,..., &}
The pairing between V' and Vi, restricts to a non-degenerate pairing between V,, and V. Therefore we
can define the Lie algebra g, = V,, ® V7. Furthermore, we set b, = hgN g, and b,, = by N g,. It is
clear that g, = gl(n) and that b, (respectively, b,) is a Cartan (respectively, Borel) subalgebra of g,.
Moreover, if we set V(') = Vi o N V&P then for n > p, Vo is a highest weight g,-module with highest
weight (A, 0) with respect to by,.

/%

Now we apply the same procedure to g’. We define V! = span{vy,...,v,,} and V,* = span{vf*,...,v

rn
We set g, = Vi, @ V5, by, = by Ngy,, b, = by Mgy, and V' = VY N V;®P. In this way we obtain a
commutative diagram of inclusions

/

9 g5 e gy, e g
gml gmz ce gmk ce g

in which all horizontal arrows are standard inclusions. Then for large k each embedding g, — gm, is
diagonal, i.e. in our case

Vi, 2V, @& NJ,

where Nj is some finite-dimensional trivial gi-module. Moreover, if we set ny = dim N}, = codimy,, V}
then b = codimy V' = limy_, o, ng. Thus, when b is finite we obtain that for large k all vertical embeddings
in the above diagram are of signature (1,0,b). In the case b = oo, for large k all vertical embeddings are
of signature (1,0, ng) with limy_, o, ng = co.

Let us consider first the case when b is finite. Then for large k we can use the Gelfand-Tsetlin rule for
the embedding g}, — gy, and the module V'if = Vi 0 N V,$? to obtain the decomposition

Vie = @mg,xvﬂio' (25)
>\/

Then (24) and (25) imply
(soc™ V4 0) N V,f?f/(soc(r)V,\ 0) N V2P o @ m/\ )\,V)\, 0
[N |=p—r
and passing to the direct limit we obtain the statement.
Next, let b = co. Then from the Gelfand-Tsetlin rule we obtain
(soc" DV, o) N V2P [ (soc MVa0N V2P o @ mik vy ¥ 09
[N |=p—r
and passing to the direct limit we obtain the statement. ([

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢’ C g satisfy (22) withb = 0. Then any Vy o C VP is a completely reducible g'-module
and

Vao = @ m3 x Va0
)\/
where mY, , are again the extended Gelfand-Tsetlin multiplicities.

Proof. When b = 0 the map f from (10) is just the zero homomorphism, hence Proposition 3.5 implies
that V) ¢ is completely reducible. Therefore, we only need to compute the multiplicity of each V)(',o in
the expression of V) ¢, and this is done in the same way as in Lemma 4.1. (I

Now we can state the branching rule for V) o for arbitrary values of a and b.
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Theorem 4.3. Let g’ C g be an embeddmg which satisfies (22). Then for any Vi o C V&P

SOC / V)\ 0 = @ @ mi)\umguﬁx‘/}(/’o
NN =N =7

Proof. Let {vi} and {v/*} be as before a pair of dual bases in V’ and V/. Let
V = span{w;}icr, U{zi}ticr, U{vi}icr
Vi = span{ fi}ier,ur, U {0 ier,
where x; and z; are as in Proposition 3.1 and f; is a collective notation for y; and ¢;. We divide the f;’s

into two groups: those which pair non-degenerately with {z;};c;, we denote by f/, and the remaining
ones we denote by f!. Next we define the subspaces

V" = span{; }icr, U {v }icr,
V," = span{f;'} U{v{" }icr.

Then V" and V pair non-degenerately and we set g’ = V" ® V'. The embedding g” C g satisfies the
conditions of Lemma 4.2, hence

V)\70 = @ mi)\// V)(5/707 (26)
)\//
where by VY, ; we denote the simple tensor g”-modules.

To see now how V) o decomposes over g’ it is enough to see how each V};, , decomposes over g’. The
embedding g’ C g” satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.1, hence

SOC(7+1)V)<5/ 0= = @ mg\//)\/ V)C,O' (27)
[V |=[A]=r
Then (26) and (27) imply the statement of the theorem. O

An analogous statement holds for submodules of V2%, Here is the result.

Theorem 4.4. Let g’ C g be an embedding which satisfies (22). Then for any Vo, C V29

c
SOC @ @ my"#//m‘u// ,LL’VO w'e

o = =

Now we are ready to state the theorem for any simple Vj ,,.

Theorem 4.5. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type I, i.e. which satisfies (22) and such that N, and N,
pair trivially. Then for any simple g-module Vy ,, C yipa

SOCét"rl)V)\”u = ( Z (SOC;7}1+1)V)\70) (SOCEMH)VO,#)) AVira

ni+no=r

( + )V)\ @ @ @ mi)\//ml;\//)k/mz7u//mfb//)u/V>:/7M/.
niHne=r X @ |\ |= |)\//
/1= \—nz

Moreover,

Proof. Note that
(> (soci IVER) @ (soch2TIVEN) O (Voo © Vo) =

ni+na=r

Z ((soc( )VAO) (socé,2+1)V07#)).

ni1+ns=r

Therefore, Corollary 3.6 and the relation V3 , = VP4 0 (V) o ® Vg ,,) from [PSt] imply
soc(r+1)V>\ w= (soc(rﬂ)V{p N %W
(> Goc ™M) @ (soc<,2“>v W) NV

ni+no=r
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which proves the first part of the statement. To compute the layers of the socle filtration we notice the
following. If {A,, } and {B,,} are families of modules over a ring or an algebra such that A,, C A,,+1
for all n; and B,,, C Bp,+1 for all na, then

Z Anl ® Bn2)/( Z Anl ® Bn2 %J @ Anl/Anl 1® Bn2/Bn2 1

ni+nz=r ni+ng=r—1 ni+nz=r

: 1 1
In our case, if we set A,, = socé7l+ )VA and B, = socgffr )

(D (socl ™ Vi) @ (soch ™V, /(30 (socl TV 0) ® (sock TV ) 22

Vo, We obtain

ni+ng=r ni+ngs=r—1
P (Focy Vi) @ (5ol Vo))
ni+no=r (28)

@ @ @ m§7A// ml))\//7)\/mz7u//mz//7M/V)(/)0 ® Vo/vﬂ/7
n1+na=r A 1 [N |=|\"|—n1
' |=1u" | =n2

where the second isomorphism is a corollary of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4.
For shortness, let us denote

S5 Z (soc( it )V 0)® (soc( et )V )

ni+no=r

Then (28) and Theorem 2.3 from [PSt] imply
SOCg (S)\ ,U,/S; Hl @ @ @ mg:y)\// ml;\//y)\/mzyu//m#// #/V)\/ /.

n1+"2 7‘)\” ’U.” I)\ I ‘)\// _nl
I |=[p" =

o

Clearly, so_cét—H)VA,# C socg/(Siu/S;;}). To prove the opposite inclusion let [u] € SQ#/S;;}
[u] # 0. Let without loss of generality u = c)(u1) ® ¢, (u2), where ¢y, ¢, denote the Young symmetrizers
corresponding to the partitions A, i (see (4.2) in [FH]) and

Ul =T @ T4, @uy, uz=yj & @ Y, ® U
such that n; +ny = r and v} € V/®P—m1) y) ¢ v/ ®la—ne),
V/Aip=nia=nz} Then

Let g € U(g’) be such that ¢ - (u} ® uh) €
g-[u] € (S}, NVIPd 4+ g 1y/§r- L
Therefore,
socg (S5 ,/S0) € (S5, NVIPD 4 §1-1y /gl s sae Dy

Thus, soc( Dy, = socg (S5 /S;_#l) This proves the statement. O

4.2. Embeddings of type II. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type II, i.e. such that
VV'®N, V.=2V/®N.,.

By definition (see [PSt]), for any partitions A\ and p with |A\| = p and |u| = ¢ we have V , = VP30
(Va0 ® Vo,u). Below we determine the socle filtrations of V) o ® Vy, , and of V{4t and then use property
(2) of socle filtrations to obtain the socle filtration for Vy ,.

Proposition 4.6. Let ¢’ C g be an embedding of type II. Then

(i) every Vo C V®P and every Vo, C VE s completely reducible over g’ and
Vao = @mi,x‘d',m Vou = @ My Vo
Y o
(ii) for Vo ® Vo, we have

—(r+1) ~ a c Aou /
SOCg/ V)\70 ® ‘/0,;1. = @ @ @ m>\7)\/mu)ulC)\//7,YC#//1,YV>\//7M//.
A N =N = Y

"y, 1
[e"|=|p'[—r
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Proof. Part (i). Since V is semisimple over g’, then so is V®? and similarly for V21, Therefore, every
Vao C V& and every Vp,, C V29 is semisimple as well. To obtain the exact multiplicities, we proceed
as in the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Part (ii). From part (i) we have
V)\70 (24 V()”u = @ mg‘\)\/mz)ul‘/}(/’o (24 VO/7M/.

X

Hence, property (3) of socle filtrations implies
socg:)(V,\o @ Vo,u) = @ m‘/{)\,mfb)wsocg)(‘/)f,)o & Vg )

N
Then, using Theorem 2.3 in [PSt], we obtain the desired formula. O
Proposition 4.7. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type II. Then for a € Z>oU {0} and a >p+q— 2,

p—r q—71
soe DY ) = EB EB@( )( )N{k 1 @ yrip-r—ka-r-1}

,,,,, I,} k=0 1=0

where Nik’l} s as in the proof of Proposition 3.7.

Proof. Equation (13) from the proof of Proposition 3.7 implies that

@ Sp, ITISO_Cét-‘_l)V{p’q}% @ socg/V{pfr’qf’”}
{11)'“7]7‘} {11,...,IT}

is an injective homomorphism of g’-modules. Now we will show that if a > p + g — 2, then for each r the
above homomoprhism is also surjective. Without loss of generality fix the following collection of index
pairs 1 = (1, —r+1),...,I, = (r,q). Let v be an indecomposable element of socg/V{p_T’q_T}. By
indecomposable here we mean that v cannot be decomposed as a sum v = v’ +v” such that all monomials
in v’ and v” belong to v and each of v’ and v is also an element of socy VIP~™9="} Then v contains at
most p+ g — 2r entries with distinct indices from the pair of dual bases {z;}, {t;}. Let i1, ...,4, be indices
from I, such that neither z;, nor t;, for k =1,...,r enters the expression of v. These exist thanks to
the condition a > p+¢—2. In addltlon let vy, and v)* be a pair of dual elements respectively from V'
and V/ which do not enter the expression of v. Then the vector

U=2; Q- Rz, QUL - R, —up
where
U =0, R 2, @R 2, QURV, Rty @ b, +
2, QUL @21, @ @z, @V, @V @by, @+ @t + -+
2, @Rz, QU RV, ®--Qt;, , Qup

belongs to soc(, Dy Arat and

This proves surjectivity. Then the statement follows from equation (12) in the proof of Proposition
3.7. O

In order to obtain an exact expression for the layers of the socle filtraiton of V174} also in the cases when
a < p+q—2 we will use another approach. This approach covers all cases in which a is finite. Therefore,
in what follows, we fix a € Z>¢. As is done in [PSt], for any index pair I = (i,j) as above we define the
inclusion

e Nip—l,q—l} N N?(P,q)
given by

u1®-~-®up,1®u’{®-~-®u;,1'—>Z---uifl®2k®ui+1®"'®u;—1®tk®u;+1®---v
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where u; is an arbitrary element in N, and u] is an arbitrary element in N.. Similarly, for any disjoint

collection of index pairs Iy,..., I, where r = 1,...,min (p, ), we define the inclusion
(111)”.7]7‘ : Nii”*r,qfr} N Ng@(p,q)

as the sum of the r-fold insertions of all possible ordered collections of r terms of the form z; ®t;, including
collections with repeating terms. Then, following [PSt], we denote

(NP = 3" im®g
{11)"')IT}

Furthermore, we set (N, ){]C B = NIt s stated in [PSt] that for all @ we have the direct sum
decomposition

Nf?(”m _ Ni”’Q} ® (Na)i{p,q} @D (Na)l{p@}7
where [ = min (p, q).
Proposition 4.8. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type II such that a = dim N, € Z>o. Then

soc Dy ) = @@()() NI @ yro—ka-i},

k=0 1=0

can be written as u = uy + uo, where

Proof. Note that every element u € ﬂh _____ Lo, Ker®r 1,
poq
P\ (4 {k,1} Hp—k,q—1}
me@@(k) (l)uva)r oV ,
k=0 1=0
Ug € ﬂ ker@h,,,,JT.
I, I,
Thus the statement follows from Proposition 3.7. O

Next, we check that Proposition 4.7 and Proposition 4.8 give the same formulas for finite dimension a
with @ > p+ g — 2. For r = 0 this is obvious, so we prove it for » > 1. Note that for k£ or [ smaller than

r we have (N, ){k 1 = 0 and so the formula in Proposition 4.8 can be rewritten as

(r+1) 4} ~ ™ (T k+r,l+r —k—r,qg—l—1
o0y Ve @ EB <k + r) (l + r) (); Py,
k: :

Hence, we have to show that

(k: i T) (l z T) (N,) (bt} — @ (p ; T) (q ; T) Nk, (29)

{I,. I}
where i € {i,...,p} and j € {1,...,q}. Having in mind that the set of all such collections of r disjoint
index pairs I1,..., I, has (f) (Z)r! elements, we can further rewrite (29) as
(Na)ik-i-r,l-‘rr} _ @ Nik’l}, (30)
(J1,edi}
where the sum runs over all collections of disjoint index pairs Jp,...,J, with i € {1,...,k + r} and

jeA{l,...,l+r}. Formula (30) holds when

which is true precisely when a > k4 [. And since k+1 <p+ q— 2 < a for all » > 1, this completes the
proof.

Propositions 4.7 and 4.8 imply that in order to determine the layers of the socle filtration of V74} we need
to determine the dimensions of the trivial g’-modules N(;{p 2 for all a € Z>o U {oo}, and the dimensions
of the modules (N,)¥*% for a € Zso. Notice that Ni”% has the same dimension as the gl(a)-module
VP In particular, if a = oo, then Va?? is just the gl(co)-module V{P4}| which is obviously infinite
dimensional. Similarly, (N, )"} has the same dimension as the gl(a)-module (V, )} (see [PSt] for the
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notation). Thus, it is enough to determine the dimensions of the modules Va{p Y and (Va),{mp 4 for any
finite a.

Schur-Weyl duality (see, e.g. [FH]) yields

VR = (B Ve @V, @ (Hy @ Hy). (31)

[A=p
[ul=q

Here, Hy (resp., H,) denotes the irreducible representation of the symmetric group &, (resp., S,)
corresponding to the partition A (vesp., u). Vi, denotes as before the irreducible gl(a)-module with
highest weight (A, 0).

Furthermore, we have that

A,
V)?,O ®‘/Oa;u = @ C)\/M V)\/ ’y
Ay

where

CN T @c/\’v Cu oy (32)

for a > p+ q (see e.g. [K], [HTW]). For a < p + g, 6)\}{;, can be obtained from (32) by the modification
rules in [K]. Then

Va®(p7q) ~ @ 53\;7#"/)?',;/ ® (Hx ® Hy).

[M=p A .p

lul=q
It is stated in [PSt] that yEFPD = (Va)({Jp’q} & (V, ){p Te...q (Va, ){p ‘Y Furthermore, if ®¢ ;. denotes
the r-fold contraction with respect to the bilinear pairing on V, x V,;* then

M kerf p,, =) e (o e o @)
Iy,..., IT+1

forr=0,...,1l.
Next, we prove that each (Va),{np’q} consists of simple modules Vi with [A\| = p—r and |u[ = ¢ — 1.

On the one hand, (31) implies that a simple module V' with [A] = p —r and |u| = ¢ — r cannot
be realized as a submodule of V2" 147"~ Hence, Vi, <Ny, ker &¢ . On the other

hand, each contraction ®¢,  ; : Va®(p Dy Va®(p ) g surjective, and hence at least one copy of the

.....

module Vy'  inside V8w belongs to the image of ®f ;. But all copies of V!  inside VEPD are

yeensdrg R )

isomorphic, hence every V' L inside Va®(p ) belongs to the image of a contraction ®7, ;. This implies
that V! , & (), ker®¢ ;. Therefore,
sH 1yeeoydr 1yeeeydr

Dt = B P Ve, ® (Hae Hy).

[Al=p |\ |=p—r
[ul=q | |=g—r

Finally, if we denote K\ ") = dim(V,)? then

1 A, . . .
Kz(:qu ) = g g ch‘H, dlmV)fl,W dim H) dim H,.
[M=p |N|=p—r
|ul=q |p |=q—7

In particular, for all a € Z>o U {0}

K0 = 3 dim V, dim Hy dim H,.

E >

P
q

The following theorem now follows from Propositions 4.6, 4.7, and 4.8 and property (2) of socle filtrations.
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Theorem 4.9. Let g’ C g be an embedding of type II, and let Vs, C Vira}t  Then

p—T q—
T DD B D TV
k=0 1=0 |X'|=p—Fk [X'|=|\"|—-r
I |=q—1 [0 |=|p|—r

where, for a € Z>g

A _ : a c N ' p q (r+1) . .
T>\/7M/)>\//)H,, = mln( E mAy)\,m##/cAny,yc#uy,y, k+r I+r Kk-i—r,l-i—’r dim H)\” dim H#”)’
v

and for a € Z>o U {oo} witha >p+q—2

A, : \ ! P\(q\(P—T\(q—T 1) ;. .
T)\/,‘LZL/,X”,;,L” = mln( Zm§7)\/mz1#/0)\//7,},cﬁ//7,¥, 'I"! <7") (T‘) ( k > < l >K/g,l dlm H}\// dlm H#“)'

v

The above discussion leads to the following combinatorial identity, which connects the dimensions of
certain simple representations of the symmetric group with Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.

Proposition 4.10. For any two partitions N and p' with |N| =p—r, |¢/| = g — r for some integers
p,q,7 the following holds:

P\ (4 . . _ Ao . .
(r) (T)r!dlmHN dim H,» = Z ch’ﬁcu’w dim H) dim H,,.

MM=p
|ul=q

Proof. For a > p+ q — 2 the following map is an isomorphism:

P o V- pH v
{Il;n.,Ir} {117.“)IT}

This proves the statement. (|

4.3. Embeddings of type III. In this section we consider embeddings g’ C g of type III, i.e. for which
VRV eIV, V.2V ekV,.

First we derive the branching rule for diagonal embeddings gl(n) C gl(kn + In) of signature (k,1,0). We
decompose the embedding gl(n) C gl(kn + In) in the following standard way:

gl(n) C gl(n) ® gl(n) 2 gl(n) ® gl(n) C gl(kn) & gl(in) C gl(kn + In), (33)
where the isomorphism gl(n) @ gl(n) = gl(n) ® gl(n) is given by
(Av B) = (Av _BT)

for any A, B € gl(n). The other maps in (33) are the obvious ones. Recall from Proposition 2.4 from
Section 2.2 that for diagonal embeddings gl(n) C gl(kn) the following branching rule holds:

kn ~ (Asm) (\,u") n
Vihygin) = +@ X Ciar. BV BV DB BV (B o) VAT (34)
1B
By 5B
Ny
, N o/ . .
where the coefficients C(Bl’f) BB D) and Dgﬁfﬁ.?,ﬁﬁ)(ﬂf,...,ﬁg) are as in Section 2.2.
Thus, the decomposition (33), formulas 2.1.1 and 2.2.1 from [HTW], and equation (34) yield
(k+0)n ~ (A ) (vt D(U+;07)
AB Lgi(n) T @ (), (6,6 >C<a1 o) @y o) (o e ) (e ey) (35)
(67,67) Camta! (Nu') n
C(ﬁj ..... )BT s )D(g1 ..... BHY(BL s )d(tT+ =)=y VA
where the sum is over all partitionsy",y=, 67,67, af ,....af , a7, . a0 07, B, B BB

T, N,
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Theorem 4.11. Consider an embedding ¢' C g of type III. Then for each Vy , C Ve

P q
—(r+1) ~ Ayt
SR BD D AV
m=0n=0  |N|=m+n—r
|/ |=p+g—m—n—r
where
Apo (Asm) (vt (e%07)
A)\/nu,_ZC(V+177)7(5+157)C(0¢1+ ..... an) ey, o) (af o) (al veay)
(6%,67) (=77 dA oK)
(B o oBIY BT osB ) (BT BB By (o0 ) (7o)

Proof. Property (3) of socle filtrations implies

p q
socl Ve = (@ () ( 4 ) (Z) =) (otp=m) g0 (D 8 g —m—n) (36)

m=0 n=0

Then from (36) and from Theorem 2.2 in [PSt] we obtain

p q
—(r+1) ~ A, /
SOCy/ Vau = @ @ @ aN,MVMM’
m=0n=0 |)\/‘:m+n7'r‘
|/ |=p+g—m—n—r

for some multiplicities ai}” W Since on the different layers of the socle filtration non-isomorphic modules

appear we can compute the multiplicities ai}fb i the following way. We take bases of V/, V!,V and
Vi as in the settings before Proposition 3.1. Then we construct exhaustions of g’ and g to obtain a
commutative diagram of embeddings in which all vertical arrows have signature (k,[,0). Thus from (35)
we obtain the values of the multiplicities. ([

For all other cases of embeddings the derivation of the branching laws follows the same ideas as for the
pair ¢, g = gl(co). Therefore, we do not give here the explicit computations and list only the end results
in the Appendix.
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5. APPENDIX

Embeddings of type I

gl(V", V) C gl(V, Vi) socl V= (Y socl TV @socl TN, nv P
ni+na=r
socg V= V' @ N, V/socgV = Ny,
SOCg/V:.< =~y s N07 ‘/'*/SOCQ/V* = Nd,
1

<Na7NC> =0 S C(g/+ )V @ @ m)\ >\//m)\// )\/mu H//m " /V)\/

mana = | =[3) -
S =l I—nz

(see Section 4.1 for the notations)

sp(V') C sp(V) soc(,H)V< A = socél(v,)v, VaoNV®

socg V= V' @ N, V/socg'V = Ny,

r+1 ~ a
<Na, Na> =0 SOCE‘/ )‘/<>\> = @ @ m>\7)\//ml>7\//’>\/‘/</)\/>
NN | =N =7

so(V") C so(V) socgﬂ)v[ N = SOC;I(V’)V’)VA 0NV

socg'V =2 V'@ N,, V/socyV = Ny,
r+1 ~ a
<NaaNa> =0 SOC( )‘/[ A = @ @ m)\,k//ml;\//,k/‘/[/)\/]
NN =M =

Embeddings of type II

p—r g—r
dv v cavv sl =B B D T e
k=0 1=0 |\ |=p—k |\"|=|\ |-
|u' =g |u" |=|p |
V=V'®N, where for a € Z>
V.x2V/® N,
Tk — mi a c A
N Nt = mln(z mA,k/mM7M/C>\//,,YCM//,,Y,

Y
p q (r+1) . .
<k + r) (l + r) Ky i e dim Hy)

and for a € Z>¢ U {oo} witha >p+¢q—2

A p i a c N
T/\’,N’J\”,u” = min( E S A 0 Corr y Courr oy

v
”(p) (q) (p i T) (q ! ) Kot dion Hy dim H).
r r

K(T“) Z Z cX ,dim VY dim Hy dim H),, for a € Z>g

[Al=p |\ |=p—r
[ul=q |y |=g—r

KZ()lq) Z dim Vi, dim Hy dim H,,, for a € Z>q U {oo}

(see Section 4.2 for the notations)




28

ELITZA HRISTOVA

Embeddings of type II

sp(V') Csp(V)

VV'®N,

d—2r

soey vy = @ P D Vi

s=0 |X|=d—s |N'|=|\|—2r

where for a € 2Z>¢

. a 4 d r+1) 1.
s = () KD dim 1
v

and for a € 2Z>¢ U {oo} with a > 2d — 2

/ d\ (d\ (d—2r
A - a A 1) 3;
Ty v = min{ E M3 x Chrr 2y T (7’) (r) ( . >K§ dim Hy» }.

¥
K((iTJrl) Z Z & dim Vi dim Hy, for a € 2Z>g
IN=d |\ |=d—2r
KV = 3" dim Vg, dim Hy, for a € 2250 L {00}
IX=d
V<‘f\> denotes the simple sp(a)-module with highest weight A

H) is the simple &,-module corresponding to A

& is defined by VX0 ep(a) @ A/VX (HTW], [K])

so(V’) C so(V)

VV'®N,

d—2r

D B D Bt

s=0 |X|=d—s |\’|=|N|-2r

where for a € Zx>¢

d KD
T)\/ A= mln{; m)\ )\/C)\//Q,y, (S + 2’f‘> s+2r dlm H)\”}
and for a € Z>o U {oo} with a > 2d — 2

/ d\ (d\ (d—2r
A o a A 1) 3:
Ty s = min{ E MY A Crrroeys T (r) (7’) ( . >K§ ) dim Hyn }.

Bt
K;Hl) Z Z & dim Vi dim Hy, for a € Zxg
[Al=d |N|=d—2r
K((il) = Z dim V{}, dim Hy, for a € Z>o L {oo}
[Al=d
V(i) denotes the simple so(a)-module with highest weight A

H) is the simple &,-module corresponding to A

& is defined by Vo = &V, (HTW], [K])
)\/
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Embeddings of type III

gl(V', V) Cel(V, Vi)

VEEV @IV
V. 2V & kV!

p q
—(r+1 A
SOC;T,‘ )V)‘al" = @ @ @ A H V)\/ Iy
m=0n=0  |N|=m+n—r
| |=p+g—m—n—r

where

PR (Am) () (eT,07)
A = DG 55 Clat Lot yar e Pt et ot e
(67,67) (rt77) (N1

BT 1B (BT B (ﬂf,...,ﬂr)(ﬁf,...,ﬁf) (eF,07),(r7,7)

(see Section 2.2 for the notations)

sp(V') Csp(V)

V=gV

—(r+1 ~
socé,+ )V<,\>: @ C’QV{M,

[N |=d—2r
where
A A
Cy = E Am, By for k> 2
HLseees ke s A
A A — 9.
cy = E a,, l,bl“,, for k = 2;
oV N
A . A a1 Q3 Qg —2
A/'Lla“wﬂk - z : aalaltl aazallz o 'a/ak72al’4k72al"k71al"k7
A1y, —2
A _ 2 : ay fet op—2 A
Buhm,uk - bm,uzbal,ua bak mukflbak 2;Hk
A1y, X —2

Z chv(%)T’

A A
by = Z CaBConChy

B,y
— (r+1
so(V’") C so(V) soc;, )V[,\] = @ 3 s
[N |=d—2r
VEV' where
A A
CN - Z Alth s Bltl YOS for k> 2
ks A
c3 = E al’\t l,bf;,j, for k = 2;
oV N
A _ § A a k-3 Qg2
Al’fl-,---nuk - aa1-,#1aa2-,u2 t 'aak—2aﬂk—2a#k—laﬂk’
A1y, —2
A _ § : ay et O —2 A
Blth Bk le;szalalta' bak 'ivﬂk—lbak 2,k
A1y, X —2

A _E :
pv Cuvcv%’

A A
by = § : CaBConChy
By

29
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Embeddings of type III

sp(V') C gl(V, Vi)

VeV, 2EV/

s0Cq Vi, =

D AV

|o|=p+q—2r
where for k =1

A o A
APH =) CQpanr s
a,B,y
and for k > 2
Ap 7u) (N,u") o N w
As Z Z, et ) oy ar) (ot et (ay . ) CaBCa(2)) T Cp(26)T
al’ ’O‘;r A
[ o @ 5 v
(see Section 2.2 for the notations)
so(V') Cgl(V, Vi) |socgVa, = @ BV,
|o|=p+q—2r
VeV, kv where for k=1
A o A /)
Byt = Z Caﬁca(%)clﬁ(za)v
a, B,y
and for k > 2
W) _ (A1) (X-,#l) o N Nl
BU Z /Z/ Cv(ozir ..... az)(al ..... a;)D(al ey ) (@ ,,.,,a;)co‘ﬁco‘(?}’)cﬁ(?‘;)
ay, ,(y,j Al
[ PN o,By
1 'k
d
1
(V' V) csp(V) |socy, ™V =P P AN Vi
m=0 |N|=m—r
|u' |=d—m—r
VekV okV, where for k=1
AA/’N/ = Zcz/7M/C$725,
v,6
and for k > 2
T (A1,p1) (Nu')
A = g: o Zﬂ Rim WSCW ,,,,, B BT B >D</51 vvvvv BB By
V0ALML BB
BT By
d
r 1
gl(V'. V) cso(V) |socy ™ Vg = P BV Vi
m=0 |N|=m—r
|u' |[=d—m—r
VekV okV] where for k=1
BQ’M = Zcz’,u’c')y\-,(%)“
v,6
and for k > 2
(A1,p1) (\,u")
B, /_M;# " ZB . w(25) C(;ﬁ ..... BHYBr s )D(ﬁ1 B (BT eaBT)
ARV ISR NN

By 5By
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Embeddings of type III

so(V') C sp(V) WEJH)V(M%’ @ A’\/V[IN]?

I\ |=d—2r
V = 2kV! where for k =1
A AN A
A=Y A asta slainehi,
V50,1501
o, fB3,0,T
and for k > 2
A (A1,p1) (A2,p2) X e e
A= D RO 5137 Y DB 37 a2

(see Section 2.2 for the notations)

sp(V") C so(V) WE;H)V[A]% @ A)‘,V{M,

[N |=d—2r
V = 2kV! where for k =1
A = Z Czl,mC’);-,(25)Tcg7ﬂcg\:2dcg,l(27)T’
V50,1501
o, fB,0,T
and for &k > 2

A vy A (A1,m1) (A2,pm2) DD P72t
Ay = ZCkhmC%(26)Tc(ﬁl+,...,5,j)(ﬁ;.,...,5k VP57 s o) CarBCar20Cp (27T
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