1307.0606v1 [math.RT] 2 Jul 2013

arxXiv

1

Stability of Branching Laws for Highest Weight
Modules

Masatoshi Kitagawa*
Graduate School of Mathematical Sciences, the University of Tokyo,
3-8-1 Komaba Meguro-ku Tokyo 153-8914, Japan

Abstract

We say a representation V' of a group G has stability if its multiplicities
m‘c/;()\) is dependent only on some equivalence class of A for a sufficiently
large parameter A.

In this paper, we prove that the restriction of a holomorphic discrete
series representation with respect to any holomorphic symmetric pairs has
stability. As a corollary, we give a necessary and sufficient condition on
multiplicity-freeness of the branching laws in this setting. This condition
is same as the sufficient condition given by the theory of visible actions.

We prove a general theorem before we show the stability of holomor-
phic discrete series representations. Using the general theorem, we also
show the stability on quasi-affine spherical homogeneous spaces and the
stability of K-type of unitary highest weight modules.

We also show that two branching laws of a holomorphic discrete series
representation coincide if two subgroups are in same e-family.

Introduction

Let G be a simple Lie group of Hermitian type with finite center, # be a Cartan
involution of G. Put K = G?. Suppose g = £ ® p is the Cartan decomposition
determined by 6. Let 7 be an involutive automorphism of G commuting with 6
that fixes any elements of the center of £, and H be the identity component of
the fixed point subgroup G”. The pair (G, H) is called a holomorphic symmetric
pair.

Suppose H is a holomorphic discrete series representation of G. The purpose

of this paper is to describe the behavior of the branching law of H|y. In [10,
Theorem 7.4], it was shown that #|g is decomposed into the direct sum of
holomorphic discrete series representations of H with finite multiplicities. By
this result, we can decompose H|g as

@
Hin~ Y myW,
AEV/—=TI(t7)*

where t7 is a Cartan subalgebra of ¢” and V|’ is a holomorphic discrete series
representation of H with highest weight A\. In [I2, Theorem 18, Theorem 38|

*Email: kitamasa@ms.u-tokyo.ac.jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.0606v1

and [14], T. Kobayashi showed that the multiplicity function mZ ()) is uniformly
bounded with respect to A, and gave the sufficient condition for multiplicity-
freeness of H|g using the theory of visible actions.

The main theorem of this paper says that the sufficient condition on multiplicity-
freeness given by visible actions is also a necessary condition for holomorphic
discrete series representations and holomorphic symmetric pairs. More precisely,
the branching laws have a good property called stability. Our main theorem is
as follows (see Theorem [5.12)).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose a C p~7 is a mazimal abelian subspace that is deter-

mined by a positive root system of (g(ecT, 7). Then, there exists a Ao € /—1(t7)*
such that

mi A+ Ao) = mZE O N 4, o))

for any X € /=1(t")* satisfying mi (\) # 0.

This theorem asserts two things: the multiplicity function m(\) is pe-
riodic for sufficiently large parameter A, and the multiplicities in sufficiently
large parameters can be described by the decomposition of HP+ with respect to
Znm(a). The first phenomenon is called stability.

Stability was appeared in [9, Lemma 3.4] for example. In [24], F. Sato
formulated and generalized it for reductive spherical homogeneous spaces. To
prove Theorem [Tl we generalize Satd’s stability theorem for multiplicity-free
spaces.

We will state the stability theorem for multiplicity-free spaces. Let G be
a connected reductive complex algebraic group. Fix a Borel subgroup B of
G. Let X be an irreducible quasi-projective G-variety satisfying the following
conditions:

(1.1.1) X is a spherical G-variety (i.e. a Borel subgroup of G has an open
dense orbit in X)), and

(1.1.2) the quotient field of C[X] is naturally isomorphic to the rational func-
tion field of X.

Note that we do not assume normality for spherical varieties in this paper. By
definition, there exists a point xy € X such that Bzg is open dense in X. The
details of the following theorem is in Section

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a finitely generated (C[X], G)-module (see Definition
[Z1). Suppose C[X]| has no zero divisors in M :

U Anngix)(m) = 0.
meM\{0}

Then, there exists a reductive subgroup L C Gy, and Ao € AT (C[X]) such that
m§ (A +X0) = M5 oy mr (Al Ba,)

for any A\ € AT (M).



Here, we denote by AT (V') the set of the highest weights of the irreducible
representations with respect to B which appear in the irreducible decomposition
of V, denote by G,, the stabilizer at zg in G, and denote by m(zp) the maximal
ideal of C[X] corresponding to xg. The proof of Satd’s stability theorem is
based on duality settings such as Schur-Weyl duality and Peter-Weyl theorem.
Our proof is based on a simple observation: images of B-eigenvectors by the
evaluation map

evy, : M — M/m(xg) M

are also B, -eigenvectors.
The subgroup L in Theorem can be represented as

L={g9€ Gy, : gBro C Bxo}.

L is the unique subgroup of G that contains B,, as a 'Borel subgroup’ (see
Proposition [£3). The reductivity and other properties of L was studied by
Brion, Luna and Vust in [I]. For some concrete settings, we can determine the
explicit form of L. In the setting of Theorem [[1] L is the complexification of
Zrnm(a).

We apply Theorem to the following three cases:

i) X = G/H and M = Ind$ (W) for a quasi-affine spherical homogeneous
space and a finite dimensional representation W of H.

i) X = AV(H), M =H and G = K¢ for a unitary highest weight module H.

iii) X =p,", M = H/p_"H and G = (H N K)c for a holomorphic discrete
series representation H.

The first case corresponds to Satd’s theorem. These examples are dealt in
Section

As a corollary of Theorem [[L2] we can obtain a necessary and sufficient
condition for multiplicity-freeness of M: M is multiplicity-free as a represen-
tation of G if and only if M/m(zo)M is multiplicity-free as a representation
of L. This result can be considered as an analogue of a propagation theorem
of multiplicity-freeness in the theory of visible actions. The concept of visible
actions first appeared in [I1], and the propagation theorem was proved in [15].
For some spherical G-varieties, it was shown that a compact real form of G acts
on them strongly visibly. (see e.g. [13], [23] and [26])

In Section[@l we treat similarity of branching laws of holomorphic discrete se-
ries representations with respect to two holomorphic symmetric pairs. Let (g, b)
be a holomorphic symmetric pair. Suppose (g, b¢) is an element of the e-family
of (g,h), and (g, h.) is a holomorphic symmetric pair. e-family of a symmet-
ric pair is defined by T. Oshima and J. Sekiguchi in [I8| [19]. For example, if
(g,h) = (sp(n,R),u(n,R)), its e-family is

{(sp(n,R),u(n —4,4)) : 0 < i < n}U{(sp(n,R), gl(n,R))}.

Let H and H. be analytic subgroups of G with their Lie algebra § and h.. We
note that the complexifications of f and b, are conjugate by inner automorphism
of the complexification of g. Our concern is the similarity between two branching



laws of H|pr and H|g, for a holomorphic discrete series representation 7. This is
motivated by the fact that the theta correspondence of infinitesimal characters is
independent of any choices of real forms of a dual pair, which is due to R. Howe
[5], T. Przebinda [2I] and J-S Li [16], and also motivated by Weyl’s unitary
trick. The main theorem in Section [ is as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose H is a holomorphic discrete series representation of G.
Then, for sufficiently large parameter \, we have

mig(A) = mip (N).
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2 Preliminaries: Some algebraic results

In this section, we set up some notations and results of representations of al-
gebraic groups. For a Lie group G, we write its Lie algebra by a German
letter as g := Lie(G), and we write its complexification by a subscript (-)c as
gc :=g®rC.

2.1 G-algebra and (A, G)-module

Let G be a connected reductive complex algebraic group. Fix a Borel subgroup
B of G. Let B =TN be its Levi decomposition, where T is a maximal torus
of G and N is the unipotent radical of B. Let AT = A}, C t* be the set of
dominant integral weights with respect to B. For each A € A", we denote by
VA = Vi, g the irreducible representation of G with highest weight A.

For any algebraic group H, we say a representation V of H over C is a
rational representation if spanc{gv : g € H} is a finite dimensional and algebraic
representation of H for any v € V. This implies that any rational representation
of G is completely reducible. Given a rational representation V of GG, we can
decompose V into the direct sum of irreducible representations:

V=P mf(\Va
AEAT

If the group G is obvious, we write my () :== m{(\). We set
AT(V) = AL(V) = {A e AT :my () # 0}

We say a C-algebra A is G-algebra if A is a rational representation of G and
G acts on A by C-algebra automorphisms.

Definition 2.1. Let A be a G-algebra, and M be an .A-module and rational
representation of G. Then, M is said to be an (A, G)-module if glam) =
(ga)(gm) for any g € G, a € A and m € M. Moreover, we will say that an
(A, G)-module M is finitely generated if M is finitely generated as an A-module.



Let X be a quasi-projective variety over C. We denote by C[X] the ring of
regular functions on X. Suppose G acts on X rationally. The action of G on X
induces a rational representation of G on C[X] as follows:

g-f(x)=f(g~'a) for g € G, f € C[X].

We write AT(X) = AT(C[X]) for short.

2.2 Some finiteness results

We prepare some finiteness results. Let G be a connected reductive algebraic
group over C, and B = T'N be a Borel subgroup of G. The following result is
due to Dz. Hadziev and F. D. Grosshans [2].

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a G-algebra. Then, (AQC|G/N])€ is isomorphic to
AN as a C-algebra. Moreover if A is finitely generated, AV is finitely generated.

Remark 2.3. For the following lemmas, we only define the isomorphism. Since
A is a rational representation of G, p,(g) := ga is well-defined as a element
of A® C[G] for any a € A. The image of ¢ is contained in (A ® C[G])®.
Since pna(g) = gha = @.(gh), taking N-invariant part, we have ¢ : AN —
(A®C[G/N])Y. A map f + f(eN) gives the inverse of ¢. By the definition of
a G-algebra, it is obvious that ¢ is homomorphism of a C-algebra.

Lemma 2.4. Let A be a Noetherian G-algebra, and M be a finitely generated
(A, G)-module. Then, M is also a finitely generated A -module.

Proof. Since A is a Noetherian algebra and M is finitely generated, M is a
Noetherian A-module. Then, AM is finitely generated.

Let {my,ma,---,m,} be a finite generating set of AME. We can assume
{my,ma,...,m.} C MY. Let us show that {my,ma,...,m,} is also a generat-
ing set of M as an A%-module. For any m € M, there exist f1, fo,..., fr € A
such that m = fim; + fomo + -+ frm,. Taking G-invariant part, we have
m= fmy + fFma+ - fSm,., where fiG is the projection to G-invariant part
of f;. This shows {m1,ma,...,m,} generates M as an .A%-module. O

The following lemma is a key result for the proof of Theorem 1l If A is
finitely generated, this result (for arbitrary characteristics) was appeared in [3].

Lemma 2.5. Let A be a Noetherian G-algebra, and M be an (A, G)-module.
Then, MY is isomorphic to (M ® C[G/N])¢ as an AN -module. Here, we con-
sider (M @ C[G/N))¢ as an AN -module via isomorphism AN ~ (A®C[G/N])¢
in Proposition [Z.4. Moreover, if M is a finitely generated A-module, then MY
is also a finitely generated AYN -module.

Proof. Since C[G/N] is finitely generated, A® C[G/N] is a Noetherian algebra
from Hilbert’s basis theorem. Then, the second argument is followed from the
first argument and Lemma 2.4

For the first argument, it is suffices to define the isomorphism between MY
and (M ® C[G/N])¥. Since M is a rational representation of G, ¢,,(g) := gm
is well-defined as a element of M ® C[G] for any m € M. The image of ¢ is
contained in (M ® C[G])%. Since pm(g) = ghm = pm(gh), taking N-invariant
part, we have ¢ : MY — (M ® C[G/N])¢. A map f + f(eN) gives the inverse



of . Then, MY and (M x C[G/N])¢ are isomorphic as vector spaces. By
the definition of the isomorphism between AN and (A ® C[G/N])¢, the vector
space isomorphism MY ~ (M x C[G/N])¢ is also an AN-module isomorphism.
Then, this completes the proof. O

3 Preliminaries: Highest weight modules

Let G be a real reductive Lie group, and K be a maximal compact subgroup
of G. Let g = £ @ p be the Cartan decomposition of g determined by K. Since
K is a compact Lie group, there exists a complexification K¢ of K, and K¢
has a complex reductive algebraic group structure. Moreover, any locally finite
representations of K can be extended to rational representations of Kc¢.

3.1 Associated variety and isotropy representation

Let V be a finitely generated (g, K)-module. Since V is finitely generated, we
can take a K-invariant finite dimensional subspace W C V which generates V.
We put V; :=U;(gc)W and V_; := 0, where {U;(gc)} is the canonical filtration
of the universal enveloping algebra U(gc). Taking the associated graded module,
we have an (S(gc), K¢)-module

gr(V) := @w/w_l.

An affine variety determined by Anngy.)(gr(V')) is called the associated variety
of V, and denoted by AV(V) C g¢. It is well-known that AV(V) is independent
of the choice of W. Since the filtration is Kc-stable, AV(V) is Kc-stable variety
contained in (gc/tc)*. We identify g¢ and gc by some invariant bilinear form
of gc. By this identification, (gc/€c)* corresponds to pc, and AV(V') becomes a
subvariety in the nilpotent cone in pc. It is known that the the number of K¢-
orbits in the nilpotent cone in pc is finite. Then, there exists an open K¢-orbit
in AV(V).

After here, we assume that AV(V) is irreducible for convenience. Let us
define the isotropy representation of V' introduced by D. Vogan [28] (see also
[29]). Let I be the defining ideal of AV(V'). By the Hilbert Nullstellensatz, I™
is contained in Anngg.y(gr(V)) for some positive integer n. Since AV(V) is
irreducible, AV (V) has a unique open dense Kc-orbit O. Fix a point 29 € O.
We denote by m(zp) C S(g) the maximal ideal corresponding to zo. We set

W= W(xy) = @IiV/m(zo)IiV.

=0

W becomes a finite dimensional rational representation of (K¢ )y, , where (K¢)g,
is the isotropy subgroup of K¢ at xg. The representation W is called the isotropy
representation of V. Note that the isotropy representation is dependent on the
filtration of V and the point xg.



3.2 Highest weight modules

Suppose G is a connected non-compact simple Lie group with finite center.
Though the assumption ‘finite center’ is not essential, we assume this for conve-
nience. We assume that (g, £) is a Hermitian symmetric pair (i.e. the center Z ()
of ¢ is one-dimensional). We fix a characteristic element Z € Z(¥c) such that
the eigenvalues of ad(Z) are 0,+1, and we write its eigenspace decomposition
as

gc=p+ Dt Op_,

with the eigenvalues 1,0, —1, respectively.

For an irreducible (g, K)-module V', we will say V is a highest weight module
of G if po-nullvectors VP+ =£ 0. Moreover, if V' is infinitesimally unitary, we will
say V' is a unitary highest weight module.

If H is a highest weight module, HP+ is an irreducible representation of K,
and HP+ generates H as a representation of U (gc). For any highest weight mod-
ule H, we always take HP+ as W in Section B.Il Since the filtration determined
by W = HP+ is stable under p,-action, its associated graded module gr(H)
becomes naturally an (S(p-), Kc)-module. Then, the associated variety of H
is contained in p;. Since the graded module gr(#) is isomorphic to H with a
grading H* := S*(p_)HP+, we do not care about the filtration step when we
consider highest weight modules.

About the annihilators of unitary highest weight modules, A. Joseph showed
the following result in [7]:

Proposition 3.1. Let H be a unitary highest weight module. Then, the annihi-
lator Anng(, y(H) is a prime ideal in S(p_), and Anng,_y(v) = Anng(,_y(H)
for anyv € H.

By this proposition, the isotropy representation of a highest weight module
at xg € AV(H) is simply written as W = H/m(x)H.

Since HP+ generates H, we have a canonical surjective homomorphism as
(g, K)-module:

(3.1.1) U(gc) Duecap,) H — H.

For a finite dimensional representation V' of K, we set

NE(V) == U(gc) Bucecap,) V-

Definition 3.2. Let H be a unitary highest weight module. We will say H is a
holomorphic discrete series representation if the completion of H with respect
to its Hermitian inner product is a discrete series of G.

It is known that if H is a holomorphic discrete series representation, the ho-
momorphism BII) is a (g, K )-module isomorphism. Then, for a holomorphic
discrete series representation H, the associated variety AV(H) is equal to py.

3.3 Strongly orthogonal roots

We will describe some structures of highest weight modules. We take a Cartan
subalgebra t C €. Since g is Hermitian type, t is also a Cartan subalgebra of



g. Let A := A(gc, tc) be the root system determined by tc, and fix a positive
system A% such that AT D A(pi,tc). We write AF := A(fc,tc) N AT and
A} = A(pg4, tc). For each X € t, we set

gr :=gclte; A) == {X € gc: [H,X] = ANH)X for any H € tc}.

Two roots «, 8 are said to be strongly orthogonal if neither of a+ 8 nor a— 3
is a root. We take a maximal set of strongly orthogonal roots {v1,7v2,...,%} C
A(p4, tc) as follows:

i) 71 is the lowest root in A(py, tc),

ii) for ¢ > 1, ; is the lowest root in the roots that are strongly orthogonal to
V15 Y2y -5 Vi1

Fix root vectors {X,,}7_; for the roots {~;}7_;. We set

a:= @R(X% +X—%)a

i=1

to .= @ C[X,,, X5.],
=1

where ™ is a complex conjugate of gc with respect to g. It is known that a
becomes a maximal abelian subspace of p. Then, we have r = R-rank(g).
We introduce some facts to describe the restricted roots of G. For 4, j (1 <

1< j<r), weput

Cij = {7 €AY 19y = <—7j 2%>

C; = {VEAZF:ﬂtoz— (%) ’to}’

Co:={y €Al 19|, =0}.
i + Vi
P :{'yEAf{:’yho <7j27>

Vi
P, = {7 €Al 1|, = (5)

PO = {71’725' "7’77“}'

The following fact is due to Moore. (see e.g. [4, Proposition 4.8 in Chapter
5]).
Proposition 3.3. In the above notation, AT and A} can be decomposed as
follows:

A: = U Cij U U C; | Uy,
1<i<j<r 1<i<r

AF = U P |u U P, | uP.
1<i<j<r 1<i<r



Moreover, the map v — v + v; gives bijections from Cy; to Py, from —Cj; to
Pj;, and from C; to P;.

It is known that Kc-orbits in p4 can be described by strongly orthogonal
roots. Put X; = X, + X, +-- -+ X,,. Weset O, := Ad(K¢)X;, and Op = {0}.

Proposition 3.4. p is decomposed into Kc-orbits as follows:

b+ = H O;.
i=0

Moreover, for any 1 < m < r, the Zariski closure of Oy, is decomposed into
Kc-orbits as follows:

By this proposition, for any highest weight module H there exists an m €
{1,2,---,r} such that AV(H) = O,,. The irreducible decomposition of C[O,,]
as a representation of K¢ is obtained by B. Kostant, L. K. Hua [6] and W.
Schmid [25].

Proposition 3.5. The ring of reqular functions on O,, is decomposed as a
Kc-representation as follows:

C[Om] = @ vV >oimy civi, Kee
c12c222em >0
C1,C2yeuny cm€EZ

Especially, O, is a spherical affine Kc-variety.

3.4 Holomorphic symmetric pairs

Suppose 6 is a Cartan involution of G such that its fixed point subgroup G¢ = K,
and 7 is an involutive automorphism of G commuting with 6. Since 7(¢) =
and 7 is an automorphism, the following two cases are possible:

(3.5.2) T(2)=2Z

(3.5.3) T(Z2)=-Z

We will say (g, g") is a holomorphic symmetric pair if the equation (3.5.2) holds,
otherwise we will say (g, g7) is an anti-holomorphic symmetric pair.

If (g, g7) is a holomorphic symmetric pair, the decomposition gc = p_ D tc D
p+ induces a decomposition of gg:

gc =pL DEC D YT,
since Z € £7. Suppose g" = @?:1 bh; is the direct sum decomposition into
simple or abelian ideals. Then, b; is contained in ¢ if b; is a compact or abelian

Lie algebra, and h; is a Hermitian type Lie algebra if ; is a non-compact Lie
algebra. Moreover, if b; is a Hermitian type Lie algebra, h; has a decomposition:

(3.5.4) (hi)c = (p= N (hi)c) ® (tc N (hi)c) @ (p+ N (hi)e),

and each summand is nonzero. The following two facts about branching laws
of the restriction with respect to holomorphic symmetric pairs are known (see
e.g. [9, 10]).



Proposition 3.6. Let H be a unitary highest weight module of G, and (g,g7)
be a holomorphic symmetric pair. Then, H is g™ -admissible, especially H is
discretely decomposable as (g7, €™ )-module. Moreover, any irreducible compo-
nents of Hl|g- are outer tensor products of highest weight modules and finite
dimenstonal representations.

Proposition 3.7. Let H be a holomorphic discrete series representation of
G, and (g,97) be a holomorphic symmetric pair. Suppose S(p_T) ® HP+ is
decomposed as a (£7)-representation as follows:

S(pZ7) @ HP+ ~ @ m(m)m.
TrEEA"
Then, H|g- is decomposed as
Hlgr =~ € m(m) (N (m)).
TrEEA"

Here, £ denotes the set of equivalent classes of finite dimensional representa-
tions of 7. Each summand is also a holomorphic discrete series representation

Of (GT)O.

Table 1: holomorphic symmetric pairs

[ g | o |
5u(p, Q) 5(u(i,j) +u(p_iaq_j))
su(n,n) 50*(2n)
su(n,n) sp(n, R)
50%(2n) u(i,n —1)
50%(2n) 50%(2i) + s50*(2(n — 1))
50(2,n) 50(2,n — 1) + s0(i)
50(2,2n) u(l,n)
sp(n,R) u(i,n —1)
sp(n,R) sp(4,R) +sp(n —i,R)
€6(—14) 50(10) + s0(2)
€6(—14) 50*(10) + s0(2)
¢6(—14) 50(8,2) + s0(2)
€6(—14) 5u(5 1) +5[( )
e6(—14) 5u( ) +5u(2)
e7(-25) ) +50(2)
€7(—25) 96(—14) +50(2)
¢7(—25) 50(10,2) 4+ sl(2,R)
€7(—25) 50*(12) + 511(2)
¢7(—25) s5u(6,2)

4 Stability theorem

In this section, we will show a general stability theorem.

10



4.1 Stability theorem for general settings

Let X be an irreducible quasi-projective variety over C. We assume the following
two conditions:

(4.0.1) X is a spherical G-variety (i.e. a Borel subgroup of G has an open
dense orbit in X'), and

(4.0.2) the quotient field of C[X] is naturally isomorphic to the rational func-
tion field of X.
The first condition implies that C[X] is multiplicity-free as a representation
of G. Note that the second condition is always true for any irreducible quasi-
affine variety X.

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a finitely generated (C[X], G)-module with no zero
divisors:

(4.1.3) U Anngx)(m) = 0.
meM\{0}

Then, there exists a weight Ao € AT (X) such that
mar (A + Xo) = mar(A+ 1+ Ao)
for any A € AT (M) and p € AT (X).

This theorem says that the multiplicity function mj; is periodic for suffi-
ciently large parameter A\. This property of the multiplicity function is called
stability.

Proof. For the proof of the stability, we will show the uniformly boundedness of
mar(A) for A € A*. Since M is a finitely generated C[X]-module, there exists
a G-invariant finite dimensional subspace F' C M that generates M. Then, the
multiplication map C[X]® F — M (f ® m — fm) is a surjective G-intertwining
operator. For any A € AT (M), we have

mar(A) < mepxjer(A)
= dim Hom¢g(Vy,C[X]| ® F)
= dim Homg (V) ® F*, C[X]).

From [I4] Proposition 5.4.1], the number of the irreducible constituents of V) ®
F* is bounded by dim(F). Then, since C[X] is multiplicity-free, mps(\) is
uniformly bounded by dim(F’). This result will be also proved in the proof of
Theorem

Let us show the stability. Since C[X] has no zero divisors in M, the mul-
tiplication operator (m — fm) is injective for any f € C[X]. Especially, for
p € AT (X) and f € C[X]V(u), f induces an injective linear map

oo MNO) = MY+ p),

where V() denotes the weight space of weight A in T-representation V. Then,
we have

(4.1.4) mM()\) Smly[(A+H)

11



for any p € AT(X).
From Lemma [ZF5 M7 is a finitely generated C[X]¥-module. Then, we can
take a finite subset {\1, A2, ..., A} C AT(M) such that

(4.1.5) AT M) = [ (AT(X) +X).

1<i<r

By the uniformly boundedness of mys, for each \; we can find a A\g; € AT(X)
such that

(4.1.6) m]\/[()\i + )\O,i) = max{mM()\i + /L) T E A+(X)}

We put Ao := X1 + Ao2+ ...+ Aor. Let us show that Ao satisfies the
required condition. Take A € AT (M) and p € AT(X). By [@ILI), there exists
ani € {1,2,...,r} such that A € \; + AT(X). From ({.I4) and (£L8), we have

mM(/\ + /\0) = max{mM(/\i + ,LL) YIRS A+(X>}
=mu(A+ g+ o).

This shows the theorem. O

4.2 Description of multiplicities for large parameters

We describe the multiplicities for sufficiently large parameters by the isotropic
representation. Let G and X be as in the previous section. Take a Borel
subgroup B of G, and write B = T'N as the product of the maximal torus and
the unipotent radical. From the assumption ([L0T]), there exists a point xg € X
such that B-orbit Bxg is open dense in X.

Put P = {9 € G : gBxy C Bxop}. Then, P is a parabolic subgroup of G
contains B. The following proposition is due to M. Brion, D. Luna and T. Vust

.
Proposition 4.2. In the above settings,
1) Py, is a reductive subgroup of G,
i1) Py, contains the derived group of some Levi subgroup of P.

The following proposition says that B, is a 'Borel subgroup’ of P, in some
sense.

Proposition 4.3. P, satisfies the following four conditions:
L-1) Py, C Gy,

L-2) P,, D By,

L-3) B, meets every connected components of Py,

L-4) the identity component of By, is a Borel subgroup of the identity component
of Py, .

Conversely, if a reductive subgroup L of G satisfies the above four conditions
instead of Py,, then we have L = Py, .
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Remark 4.4. If L satisfies the above four condition, its irreducible representa-
tions are parametrized by a subset of characters of B,,. This is because V=0
is one-dimensional for any irreducible representation V' of L. In fact, since we
have the natural injection By,/Ny, < B/N ~ T, we can take a weight vector
v € V20 with respect to By,/Ns,. v generates an irreducible representation
Vo of Ly, where Ly is the identity component of L. Since B,, normalizes Lg, Vo
is L-stable. This shows Vi = V. Then, V"= is one-dimensional.

Proof. For the first argument, put L := P,,. By definition, L-1) and L-2) are
clear. From Proposition [£2] we can take a Levi subgroup Q of P such that
[Q, Q] is contained in L. We have the following commutative diagram.

L/(LNB)——~P/B

(@, Ql/([Q, QN B)

Then, L/(L N B) is isomorphic to P/B. Since P/B ~ (}/Q N B is a connected
projective variety, B, = L N B meets every connected components of L, and
the identity component of B, is a Borel subgroup of the identity component of
L. This implies that L satisfies L-3) and L-4).

For the second argument, suppose L is a reductive subgroup of G that sat-
isfies the conditions. From Remark 4.4 we have

Q

Q
z
I

Q

G]Pro
(4.4.7) = C[G] .

For a reductive subgroup H of G, H can be reconstructed from C[G]? by the
following equation:

H= (1 f7(f(e)).
]

fec|GlH

Here, e is the identity of G. From this fact and (@4.7), we have L = P,,. This
completes the proof. O

We set L = P,,,. We denote by ev,, the natural quotient map M — M, (:=
M/m(z9)M). From the inclusion L C Gy, evy, is L-intertwining operator from
M to M,,. We describe the stable multiplicities by the representation of L on

Theorem 4.5. Let M be a finitely generated (C[X], G)-module with no zero
divisors (see [{.1.3)). We take a weight Ao € AT(X) described in Theorem [{.1]
Then, for any A € AT (M)

m$ O+ Ao) = mb. (s, )-

Here, we identify characters of T and characters of B by letting their values be
1 onN.

Remark 4.6. For any u € A*(X), pu|p,, = 0. Then, A|p,  can also be written
as (A + )\0)|BIU.
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Lemma 4.7. Under the assumption {{.0.1) and ({{.0-3), we have the following

equation:

C[Bxo] = CIX] | = : pr € A(X), £ € CIX]N ()\{0}] .

Proof. This lemma is essentially same as [24] Lemma 2.2]. It is clear that the
left hand side contains the right hand side. We will show the converse inclusion.
We take a function f € C[Bxg]. Define an ideal as

I'={geC[X]:g-bf € C[X] for any b € B}.

Since B acts rationally on C[Bx], spanc{bf : b € B} is finite dimensional. By
the assumption (£0.2), I is a B-invariant nonzero ideal of C[X]. Since B acts
rationally on I, there exists a nonzero B-eigenvector g € I. Then, we have
f € C[X][1/g]. This shows the converse inclusion. O

Lemma 4.8. Let M be a (C[X], G)-module. Suppose C[X] has no zero divisors
in M. Then, we have

N (m@)M) =o.

yEBxo

Proof. If M is finitely generated, this lemma is in [29] Corollary 2.1]. Put
N = Nyepa, (M(y)M). We assume N # 0. Since N is B-invariant subspace,
there exists a nonzero B-eigenvector m € N. By definition, m can be written
as

(488) m = f1m1 + f2m2 e mer (fz S m(mo),mi S M)
Let M’ be a (C[X], G)-submodule of M generated by m,ms, ..., m,. Since M’
is a finitely generated (C[X], G)-module, we have
() (my)M')=0.
yEBxg

From [@RS), m is an element of m(xg)M’. Since m is a B-eigenvector, we
have m € (1, cp,,(Mm(y)M’) and then m = 0. However, this contradicts the
assumption that m is nonzero. Thus, Lemma .8 is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [J.5 Take A € AT(M). From Remark .4l we have
M3t m(aoynr N By ) = dim((M/m(z0) M) (A ,,))

Since ev,, is G.-intertwining operator, the image of MY (X + \g) by evy, is
contained in (M/m(xzo)M)N+0(Xp, ). We denote the restriction of evy, to
MN (X + Xo) by same notation ev,,. Then, it suffices to show that ev,, is
bijection between MY (A + Xg) and (M /m(xo)M)N=o (X|p,, ).

evz,
M—" oM,

| J

MY (A 4 Xo) —% Mo (A, )

14



(injectivity). Suppose m € MM (X + X\g) and ev,,(m) = 0. Since m is B-
eigenvector, m € m(bxo)M for any b € B. Then, we have m € [, . p, m(y)M.
Since (¢ gy, M(y)M = 0 from Lemma[L8] this implies m = 0. This shows ev,,
is injective.

(surjectivity). First, we show the surjectivity for the case that M is a free
C[X]-module. Suppose M ~ C[X] ® W for some finite dimensional rational
representation W of G. In this case, evy, is actually the evaluation map at xg.
Take m € W= (X|p,, ), and for b € B put

p(bwg) = b~ (bm).

Then, ¢ is well-defined as an element of C[Bxg] ® W, and ¢ is B-eigenvector of
weight A + Ag. From Lemma A7 there exists a B-eigenvector f, € C[X] such
that f.p € CX]@W. fupisin (C[X]@ W)Y (A4 Ao+ ). By Theorem [A] the
multiplication operator f,-: (C[X]@ W)V (A+ o) = (C[X]@W)N(A+ Xo + 1)
is bijective. Then, ¢ is in (C[X] ® W)N(X + Ag). Since ¢(z0) = m, evy, is
surjective.

Next, we show the surjectivity for general cases. Since M is finitely generated
as a C[X]-module, there exists a finite dimensional G-subrepresentation W C M
such that the (C[X], G)-homomorphism x : C[X]® W — M defined by the

multiplication is surjective. Then, we have the following commutative diagram:

CIX]®@W —2 s W

.

M ——— M,

Ey)

and all arrows are surjective. Take X[ € A1(X) described in Theorem [A.]
for M = C[X] ® W. By restricting the above diagram to the subspace of B-
eigenvectors of weight A + A}, we have

(CIX]® W)V (A + Ny) —% WN=0 ([, )

n

MY (A + Ny) — 2 M (M|, )-

Since G and L are reductive, the vertical arrows are surjective. From the free
module case, the above horizontal arrow is surjective. Then, evy, : M (X +

Ap) — Mﬁ% (AlB,, ) is also surjective.
Since dim(M™ (X + o)) > dim(MYN (X + \)) by the result of Theorem T}
eveo : MV (X + Xo) — Mﬁ“” (AlB,, ) is also surjective. O

Remark 4.9. The injectivity is true in more general settings. For example,
suppose X is a projective G-variety that has an open dense Borel orbit Bz,
and m : V — X is a G-equivariant algebraic vector bundle over X. Then,
the global sections I'(X, V) and the evaluation map ev,, : I'(X,V) — 7~ 1(x0)
satisfy the injectivity as in the above proof. This implies that the multiplicity
with respect to G can be bounded by the multiplicity with respect to L as in
Theorem See Section for examples.
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We can remove the finiteness of M if we admit that the conclusion becomes
weaker.

Corollary 4.10. Let M be a (C[X],G)-module with no zero divisors. Then,
we have

sup  {m§r(A+ 1)} = miy, (Mg, )-
HEAT(X)

for any A € AT(M).

Proof. Take a weight A € AT(M). By the same proof as the injectivity in
Theorem [4.5], we have

sup  {mf (A +p)} < mir, (AlB.,)-
REAT(X)

For any finitely dimensional L-subrepresentation N C M,,, we can take a
finitely generated (C[X],G)-submodule N such that N/(N Nm(zo)M) D N.
If necessary, we can take N such that m§()\) # 0. Since the canonical map
N/m(zg)N — N/(N N m(xg)M) is surjective, the converse inequality is fol-

lowed from Theorem O
For a rational representation V' of G, we denote by C(V') the supremum of
G
my.

Corollary 4.11. Let M be a (C[X],G)-module with no zero divisors. Then,
the following equation holds:

Cg(M) = CL(MIU)'

Especially, M s multiplicity-free as a representation of G if and only if My, is
multiplicity-free as a representation of L.

Proof. By Theorem 10, Cq (M) < CL(My,) is clear. It suffices to show that
any character A of By, such that m%,()\) # 0 can be extended to an character
X of T such that m§;(X\) # 0. As in the proof of the surjectivity in Theorem
L5 we can assume that M is free C[X]-module of finite rank, C[X] @ W. We
take a character A of B, such that mJLMmO (A) # 0, and take m € W= ().
There exists a character A" of T' such that \'[p, = A. For ¢(bxo) = b= (bm),
we can find f, € C[X]"(u) such that f,p € (C[X]® W)M(N + u). Since
N +w)lB,, = NlB,, =\ X := X + u satisfies the desired conditions. This
completes the proof. O

5 Examples of stability theorems

In this section, we will show some stability theorems for some examples.

5.1 Stability theorem for quasi-affine spherical homoge-
neous spaces

Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group and H be a closed subgroup of
G. We assume that (G, H) is a spherical pair (i.e. there exists a Borel subgroup
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of G such that BH is open dense in (), and assume that G/H is a quasi-affine
variety. Put L:={g€ H :¢gBH C BH}.

For a finite dimensional rational representation W of H, we define the in-
duced representation of W by

Ind% (W) := (C[G] @ W)

Ind% (W) becomes a (C[G]¥,@)-module via the left G-action and the multi-
plication of C[G]¥. Here, the H-invariant part is taken via its right action on
C[G).

The following fact is known as the characterization of quasi-affine homoge-
neous spaces. (see [27, Theorem 3.12))

Proposition 5.1. Let G be a linear algebraic group, and H be a closed subgroup
of G. Then, the following three conditions are equivalent.

i) G/H is quasi-affine.
i) the quotient field of C[G/H] is equal to the rational function field of G/H.

iii) For any H-representation W, there exists a finite dimensional represen-
tation V of G such that W can be embedded in V as a representation of
H.

Applying Theorem 1] and Theorem to X =G/H and M = Indg(W),
we have the following theorem. In the case that H is semisimple, this theorem
is due to F. Satd in [24].

Theorem 5.2. Let W be a finite dimensional rational representation of H.
Then, there exists a weight \g € AT (G/H) such that

Minaew A+ Xo) = myy (Alpm)

for any A € At (Ind$ (W)).

Proof. First, we show that X = G/H and M = Ind$ (W) satisfy the conditions
of Theorem [.J] and Theorem L5 By the assumption that X = G/H is a quasi-
affine G-variety, the quotient field of C[X] coincides with the rational function
field of X. From Proposition 5.1l W can be embedded in a finite dimensional
representation V' of G as a representation of H. The embedding W < V induces
the injection as a (C[G/H], G)-module:

Ind$ (W) — C[G/H] & V.

Since C[G/H] ® V is Noetherian C[G/H]-module, Ind$ (W) is Noetherian, and
then finitely generated. From the inclusion, it is obvious that C[G/H] has no
zero divisors in Ind$ (W). All conditions are verified.

Next, we show that M/m(eH)M ~ W as a representation of L. We can
identify Ind% (W) with the set of global sections T'(G/H,G xz W) of a vec-
tor bundle G xg W — G/H. Since G/H is a quasi-affine variety, the sheaf
constructed from the vector bundle corresponds to the sheaf constructed from
Ind$ (W). This shows that (Ind% (W)).mz ~ W as a representation of Geyy. O
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5.2 Some examples for projective varieties

In this section, we treat flag varieties. Let G be a connected reductive algebraic
group, and P be a parabolic subgroup of G. Take a close subgroup H of G such
that G/ P is a spherical H-variety. Note that if H is a Levi subgroup of G, such
pairs (G, H, P) were classified in [I3] 26].

Fix a Borel subgroup B of H. Since G/P is a spherical H-variety, there
exists a point ¢ € G such that BxP is open dense in G. Put L := {g € H, p :
gBxoP C BxoP}. The same result as Theorem is not true for G/P since
G/P is projective (see Example [1.0]). However, we have the following weaker
theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Let W be a irreducible representation of P. Then, there exists
a character A\g of P such that

Cr(IndF (W @ Cry42)) = CrL(W)

for any character A of P satisfying Indg((c,\) # 0. Here, W is considered as a
representation of L by the inclusion xo~'Lxg C P.

Fix a Levi decomposition P = QN, where N is a unipotent radical of P. Put
P :=[Q,Q]N and A := Q/[Q,Q]. By Proposition I} G/P’ is a quasi-affine
spherical H x A-variety. The action of A on G/P’ is given by

h-gP' =gh™'P’

for h € A and g € G. Note that B x A is a Borel subgroup of H x A. For the
proof of Theorem [5.3] we show the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. We set

L' :={(g,h) € Hx A:(g,h) zoP" = 20P,(g,h) - BxoP C BxoP}.
Then, there exists a homomorphism ¢ : L — A such that
(5.4.1) L'={(g9,¢0(9)) e Lx A: g€ L}.

Proof. First, we define the homomorphism . Take g € L. By definition, we
have gBzoP C BzoP and gzogP = xqP. From gzoP’ C zoP = UjcaxolP’, there
exists a unique element ¢(g) € A such that gzoP’ = zp(g)P’. Tt is obvious that
 is a homomorphism from L to A.

Next, we show that ¢ satisfies the condition. By the definition of L and
L', we have (g,¢(g)) € L’ for any g € L. For the converse inclusion, we take
(g9,h) € L'. Since (g,h) € L', we have groh™' P’ = 20P’ and gBxoP C BxP.
This implies that g € L. Since zoP’ = groh P’ = x9p(g)h~1P’, we have
©(g) = h. This shows the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem [5:3. We apply CorollaryEITto X = G/P’ and M = Ind$, (W).
Here, we replace G in the corollary by H x A, and then L in the corollary is
equal to L’ in the above lemma.

We will determine the action of L’ on M /m(xoP’)M. Note that M /m(xoP’") M
is isomorphic to W as a C-vector space. Take (g,¢(g)) € L'. For f € (C|G] ®
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©(9)f (9™ zop(g))
(9)f(zomo ™ g™ wop(g))
(9)(xo " g zowp(g)) ™" f (o)
Zo 1gﬂﬁof(ﬂﬁo)

((9:¢(9)) - )=o)

¥
¥

Then, the action of L' on M/m(zoqP’)M ~ W coincides with the action of L.
Therefore, we have C (W) = Cr(W).
From Corollary LT1] there exists A’ € AHxA(Indg, (W)) such that

HxA _
(542) mlngg,(w) ()\I) = CL/(W)
We write X' = —)\g + A1, where )\ is a character of P and \; is a character of
B.

Let us show that \g satisfies the desired condition. There exist the following
isomorphisms of representations of H:
Ind% (W)(=Xo) ~ (Ind%, (W) @ Cy,)?

(
(ClGle W)™ ©Cy,)*
=~ (
I

12

12

C[G]®@W ® Cy,)"
ndS(W @ Cy,).

12

Then, we have Cgy (Indg(W ® Cy,)) = Cr(W). Again, from the above isomor-
phisms for W = C, Ind%(C,) is nonzero if and only if there exists a character v
of B such that —\ +v € A}, 4(G/P’). Combining this with Theorem FF] the
proof is completed. O

We introduce an example that Ind% (W) is nonzero and we can not take
Ao = 0.
Example 5.5. Let G = GL(8,C), H = GL(4,C) x GL(4,C). H is block diag-
onal in G. Let P be a maximal parabolic subgroup of G' containing H and all

lower triangular matrices, and B be a Borel subgroup of H containing all upper
triangular matrices in H. We take a point

I J
zo:(o 1)’

where J is a anti-diagonal matrix with any anti-diagonal entries 1. Then, BzyP
is open dense in G. (This is essential same as the case of Hermitian symmetric
spaces.) In this case, L is of the following form:

({6 96 ) oee)

Note that L commutes with xg.

We consider a representation W = S2(A*(C*))/ A*(C*) of H, where the first
factor of GL(4,C) x GL(4, C) acts on W in standard way and the second factor
acts on W trivially. W is a irreducible representation of H with highest weight
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(2,2,0,...,0) in standard coordinates. We extend the representation W to P by
letting the unipotent radical of P act trivially. Then, the induced representation
Ind$ (W) is a irreducible representation of G with highest weight (2,2,0,...,0).
By using Littlewood-Richardson rule, Ind%(W)|g is multiplicity-free, and then
Cr(Ind$(W)) = 1. However, W|, is not multiplicity-free. In fact, we can take
two weight vectors with same weight (1,1,1,1,0,0,0,0) such as

e1 Nex-e3/Neyg, e /Neg-eaN\ey.

Then, we have Cy (IndG(W)) =1 < 2 = C(W).

5.3 Stability theorem for highest weight modules

Here, we will show the stability theorem for unitary highest weight modules.
Let G be a connected simple real Lie group of Hermitian type with finite center.
Fix a positive root system AT and strongly orthogonal roots {v1,72,...,7} as
in Section B.3]

Before we state our theorem, we prepare some lemmas relevant to Kc-orbit
O;. Fix 1 <m <r. We set an, := @7, R(X,, + X5,), tm = DT, C[X,,, X5,
,and L = Zk.(a,,). We will show that L satisfies the conditions L-1) ~ L-4)
in Proposition [£3]

Lemma 5.6. Let B be a Borel subgroup of K¢ determined by the positive system
AF. Then, Ad(B)X,, is open dense in Op,.

Proof. Since Ad(K¢)X,, is open dense in O,y,, it suffices to show that [tc, X,,] =
[6, X,,]. From Proposition B3] we have

0 (m < j)
(G-, Xin] = . for any v € Cjy,
! Iyt (1 <j< m) !

[9-7,Xm] =0 for any v € C; U Cy,

for any 4, (1 <i¢ < j <r). Since —y + v, € P,;; for any v € C;;, there exists a
y" € Cy; such that 4/ ++; = —y + ;. Then, we have [b, X,,] D [b, X,,,], where b
is the opposite Borel subalgebra (or equivalently complex conjugate) of b. This
implies [tc, X.] = [b, Xon)]- O

Lemma 5.7. Let B be the same as the above lemma. Then, Bx,, has the semi-
direct product decomposition: Bx, = (Ic)x,.Nx,,- Here, N is a unipotent
radical of B.

Proof. Bx,, D (Tt)x,, Nx,, is obvious.

For converse inclusion, we take b € Bx, , and write b = tn for ¢t € T¢ and
n € N. By Kostant-Hua-Schmid Theorem (Proposition B.5)), By, is contained
in M-, ker~;. Then, we have t € (-, ker;|7.. Considering the T¢-action on
Xoms Nie; ker v; |z is equal to (T¢)x,,. Therefore, we have t € (T¢)x,, and then
n € Nx,, . This shows the lemma. O

Lemma 5.8. L satisfies the conditions L-1) ~ L-4) in Proposition [{.3
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Proof. By definition, the condition L-1) is clear.
First, we compute the triangular decomposition of [. For any g € L and
1 (1 <i<m), we have

Xy + X—l = Ad(g) (X’Yi + X’Yi)
= Ad(g)(X,,) + Ad(g)(X5,).

Since Ad(g)(X5,) € p+ and Ad(g)(X,,) € p—, g stabilizes X, and X,,. This
imply that

(5.8.3) L =Zk, <é(g% ® gm)

Since the right hand side is stable under ad(tc)-action, so is I. Then, we have

(5.8.4) [=(Nn)& (Ntc) ® (INn).

We will show that the Lie algebra bx,, of Bx,, is a Borel subalgebra of [.
By Proposition B3, for any i,j(1 <i<j<7r)

for any v € C;; U Gy,

[gvaXm] = {
9+, Xim] =0 for any v € Cy.

This implies that by, has the following decomposition:

bx, =tn® P s e P o

’yGCi]‘UC-; v€Co
m<i<j<r

where t- is the orthogonal complement of t,, in tc with respect to the Killing
form. Then, we have bx, = Zo(P]" (g1, ® g—~,)) = [Nb. From (5.87), this
shows the condition L-4).

We can show that L = Zp () Lo by the same proof as [8, Proposition 7.49].
By the equation (5.83), Z(t%) is contained in Zx.(tc) N L C (Tc)x,,- This
shows that (T¢)x,, meets every connected components of L, and so does Bx,,.
Then, we have shown the condition L-3).

By the proof in Lemma BT (T¢)x,, is equal to (-, kerv;|z.. This im-
plies that (T¢)x,, is contained in L. Since By, = (I¢)x,,Nx, and Ny, is
connected, Bx, is contained in L. This completes the proof.

(|

Suppose H be a highest weight module of G. We consider the (g, K )-module
H as a (C[AV(H)], Kc)-module. By Proposition 31 C[AV(H)] has no zero
divisors in . Then, applying Theorem [£1] and to H, we have the following
theorem.
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Theorem 5.9. Let H be a unitary highest weight module of G with the associ-
ated variety Op,. Then, there exists a \g € AT (Op,) = {=Y it ¢ivitc1 > ca >
cee > e > 0,¢ € Z} such that

mi (A + Xo) = mi,. (Alry,,)
for any A € AT (H).

Proof. By Kostant-Hua-Schmid Theorem (Proposition [3.5)), O,, is a spherical
affine Kc-variety, and AT(Op,) = {=>" civiic1 > ca >+ > ¢y > 0,6 €
Z}. Since H is generated by HP' as a C[0,,]-module, H is a finitely generated

(ClOpn], K¢)-module. We have shown that L satisfies the conditions L-1) ~ L-4)
in Lemma (.8 Then, this completes the proof. O

The following corollary is direct consequence of Corollary LTI and Theorem

o983

Corollary 5.10. Let H be a unitary highest weight module of G with the asso-
ciated variety Oy,. Then, we have

Cx(H)=CL(Hx,,).
Moreover, H|k is multiplicity-free if and only if Hx, |1 is multiplicity-free.

Remark 5.11. In the proof of Theorem [5.9and Corollary 510, we did not use
the assumption that H is irreducible. Then, we can apply the theorem in the
assumption that #H is the finite direct sum of unitary highest weight modules
with same associated varieties.

5.4 Stability theorem for holomorphic symmetric pairs

Let G be a connected simple real Lie group of Hermitian type with finite center,
and 7 be an involutive automorphism of G commuting with a Cartan involution
0 of G. We put H = (G7)g, the identity component of the fixed point group
of 7. We assume that (g, h) is a holomorphic symmetric pair. Suppose H is a
holomorphic discrete series representation of G.

Before we state the theorem, we set up some notations. We fix a Cartan
subalgebra t7 of €7, and fix a positive system AT (gZ?, %) such that Alp 7, t%) C
AT (g% t%). Let B = TN be a Borel subgroup of (H N K)¢ corresponding to
the positive system A*(gZ? 7).

We will take strongly orthogonal roots {v1,72,...,7} in A(p}", %) by simi-
lar way in Section[33l However, it may be possible that g™ is not a simple Lie al-
gebra. Suppose g% = D", h;. We set up an lexicographical order on Ag™, )
such that any elements of A+ (gZ?, %) are positive and A*(h;, t%) < A+ (bh;, %)
for any 4,5 (i < j). Here, we write X <Y if x < y forany z € X and y € Y.
Replacing the term 'lowest root’ by 'minimum root’ in the definition of Section
B3] we can take strongly orthogonal roots {v1,v2,...,7} in A(p", 7).

Put a = @;_, R(X,, + X,,) C p~ 7. Then, a is a maximal abelian subspace
of p~7, and r = dimg(a) = R-rank(g"™").

Theorem 5.12. Let H be a holomorphic discrete series representation of G.
We put L = Zgnk (a). Then, there exists a Ao € AT(pL7) such that

mi (A + o) = mip. (Az,,)
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for any X € AT(H). Here, we denote by mil(\) the multiplicity of the unitary
highest weight module with highest weight A\ with respect to p’ @ b.

Proof. By Proposition B, the decomposition of M|y is reduced to the de-
composition of (S(p=") ® HP+)|gnk. There exists a canonical isomorphism as
H N K-representation:

S(p=7) @ HP+ ~ N9 (3P+)
~U(g)YHP+(C H).

This implies that S(p=") ® HP+ is isomorphic to the finite direct sum of some
holomorphic discrete series representations of (G%7) as H N K-representation.

Then, applying Theorem to N9’ (HP+), we prove the theorem. O

Corollary 5.13. Let H be a holomorphic discrete series representation of G.
We put L = Zynk(a). Then, we have Cy(H) = CL(HP+). Moreover, H|y is
multiplicity-free if and only if HP+ |1 is multiplicity-free.

6 Branching laws and e-family

In this section, we discuss the relation between branching laws and e-family.

6.1 Motivation
Our main problem is the following:

Question. Let H,H' be reductive subgroups of a real reductive Lie group G,
and w be an irreducible unitary representation of G. We assume that their
complezifications are conjugate by an inner automorphism (i.e. there exists a
g € Gc such that gHcg™" = H(.). Then, what properties of branching laws of
|y and w| g are preserved?

In simpler terms, it says whether there exists a method analogous to Weyl’s
unitary trick for branching problems.

The following fact about upper bounds of multiplicities is known (see [20,
Theorem 4.3.]).

Fact 6.1. Let g be a complex Lie algebra, and b be a reductive complex Lie
subalgebra in g. Suppose M and N are irreducible representations of gc, and
the action of h on M and N is locally finite and completely decomposable. If
Anng(g.) (M) = Anny(g.) (M), then we have Cy(M) = Cy(N).

We rewrite this fact in terms of our settings.

Fact 6.2. Let H,H' be compact subgroups of a connected real reductive Lie
group G, and 7 be an irreducible unitary representation of G. Suppose Hc, H:
are conjugate by an inner automorphism of Ge. Then, we have Cy (1) = Cly (7).

Thus, the suprema of the multiplicities are preserved if H and H' are com-
pact subgroup of G. This is an answer of the question in a special aspect.
Note that if H, H' are conjugate by an inner automorphism of G, this fact is
trivial.
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On the other hand, if (G, H,H') = (Sp(n,R),U(n), GL(n,R)) and 7 is a
unitary highest weight module of Sp(n,R), 7|gL(nr) has continuous spectra
although 7|y (,) has no continuous spectra. This example implies that discrete
decomposability is not preserved.

Our main result in this section is to show that the branching laws for holo-
morphic discrete series representations with respect to two similar holomorphic
symmetric pairs are similar (see Theorem [6.12)).

At the end, we state an interesting example.

Example 6.3. Let (G, H) be (SO(2p,2q),U(p1) x U(p2) x U(q)) and 7 be a
minimal representation of SO(2p,2q), and (G’, H') be (O*(2(p + ¢)), U(p1) x
U(pz2) x U(q)) and 7’ be a minimal representation of O*(2(p+¢q)) with p; +ps =
p. Then, their complexifications are (O(2(p + ¢),C), GL(p1,C) x GL(p2,C) x
GL(q,C)). The annihilators of 7 and 7’ in U (0(2(p+¢q), C)) are same ideal called
the Joseph ideal 7, although the representations w and 7’ are not equivalent as
gc-modules. Here, we write same notation 7 for Harish-Chandra module of 7.

m(U(g)") = U(g) /)"

In [I7], M. Moriwaki showed that 7|y is multiplicity-free. Then, 7’|y is also
multiplicity-free by Fact [l (we can obtain this by a straightforward computa-
tion using Howe duality).

6.2 e-family

The following definition of e-family is due to T. Oshima and J. Sekiguchi [19].
Let g be a real semisimple Lie algebra, and 7 be an involutive automorphism
commuting with a Cartan involution 6 of g. Take a maximal abelian subspace
aof p77. We put g(a; ) := {X € g: [H,X]| = A(H)X for any H € a} and
Y(a) := {A € a*\{0} : g(a; \) # 0}. By Rossmann (see [22]), ¥(a) becomes a
root system.

We will say a map e : 2(a)U{0} — {1, —1}is a signature of X(a) if e(a+ ) =
e(a)e(B) for any o, 8 € E(a) U {0}. For a signature €, we define an involutive
automorphism 7, of g as follows:

T(X) = e(a)1(X) for X € g(a;a),a € X(a) U{0}.

We set F((g,97)) := {(g,9™) : € is a signature of X(a)}, and call it an e-family
of symmetric pairs. If 7 =0, we call F((g,t)) a t.-family of symmetric pairs.
We have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.4. Let 7 be an involutive automorphism of g. Then, for any
signature € of 3(a),

i) (gc, 9¢) and (gc, 9¢) are conjugate by an inner automorphism of gc,

i) T. commutes with 6,

Z’LZ) (ger,grg,er) c F((ge'r’g'rﬁﬂ'))'
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Proof. 1) is proved in [I8]. We give only the explicit form of the automor-
phism. Let {aj,a2, - ,a,} C 3(a) be the set of simple roots of 3(a), and
{H1,Hs,...,H.} C a be the dual basis of {a1,a9, - ,a,}. Then, the auto-
morphism is given by

exp (Z - e<ai>>ad<Hi>> .

i=1

For the proof of ii), take @ € ¥(a) U {0} and X € g(a; ). Then, we have
07 (X) = Oe()T(X)
= e(a)07(X)
= e(a)T0(X).
Since 0(g(a; ) = g(a; —a), we have
e(a)T0(X) = 1.0(X).
This shows ii).
Since €(0) = 1, we have a C p~7~ 7 C g¥7. Then, iii) is clear. O

Hereafter, we assume that g is a simple real Lie algebra of Hermitian type,
and (g,g7) is a holomorphic symmetric pair (see Section [34]). We rewrite an e-
family in terms of strongly orthogonal roots. Fix t", A* and strongly orthogonal
roots {y1,72,...,%} in p~7 as in Section 5.4 We can take root vectors X, €
o7 (t7; i) such that

71([X717X—%]) =2.

Put a:=@,_, R(X,, + X)) Cp " and == D;_, C[X,,, X,,] C tL.
We define a Cayley transform c by

C:=exp <g Z ad(X,, — X%.)) .

i=1

It is known that c(t]) = ac (see [§]). We set E(t]) = {A € (t7)*\{0} :
gc(t5; A) # 0}. Then, c gives bijections c¢* : ¥(a) — Z(tj)(a — aoc) ,
and ¢ : gc(t]; o) — gc(ac;aoc™t) for any a € X(t]) U {0}.

Proposition 6.5. Let € be a signature such that (g,g7) is a holomorphic sym-
metric pair. Then,

i) TT. commutes with c,
i) T7(X) = (o)X for any o € B({]) and X € gc(t]; ),
iii) e(yioc ) =1 for anyi (1 <i<r).

Proof. We recall that the characteristic element for (g, g?) is 7 and 7, invariant.

Since [Z, X, + X,,] = X, — X, we have

TT€(X%' - XW) = TTG([Z’ X’Yi + X z])
= [Z, 77(X5; + X5)]

= [Za X’Yi + X’n]
=X, — X,
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Then, X, — X, is 77.-invariant. This implies that ¢ commutes with 77.. Thus,
(i) and (ii) are proved. Since X, + X, and X,, — X, are 77.-invariant, X, is
TTe-invariant. By ii), we have ¢(y; o c™1) = 1. O

6.3 Upper bounds and e-family

Let G be a connected simple real Lie group of Hermitian type with finite center,
and 7 be an involutive automorphism of G such that (g,g") is holomorphic
symmetric pair. We fix a maximal abelian subspace a of p~7, and fix a signature
e of X(a) such that (g, g™) is holomorphic symmetric pair. Suppose H and H’
are analytic subgroups with Lie algebra g™ and g™. Applying Theorem B.13] we
have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.6. Let H be a holomorphic discrete series representation of G.
Then, we have Cy(H) = Cy/(H).

Proof. From Theorem [5.12] it suffices to show that ‘L’s for H and H' in Section
Bdlare conjugate under K-action. We take a Cartan subalgebra t™ of £7, positive
system A*(gg}, t¢) and strongly orthogonal roots {v1,72,...,7,} as in Section
B4l We put

J =PRX, +X,,)Cp,

=1
to = PRV-I[X,,, X, ] C 7,
i=1

L:= ZKQH(CL/).

Let us show that L and Zg~pnp (a) is conjugate under K N H-action. Since
a and a’ are maximal abelian subspaces of p~7, there exists a k € K N H such
that Ad(k)a’ = a. Then, We have Ad(k)L = Zgnm(a). By definition of 7.
(e(0) = 1), we have

Ad(k)[ = Z{:T (Cl)
= Zgr,rs (U.)

As we stated in the proof of Lemma [B.8 the connected components of L can
be controlled by Zr-(a’). Here, we denote by T" a maximal torus of K N H
corresponding to t7. Since a is contained in p~"> "7, we have

T(Ad(k)Xy,) = 7e(Ad(k) X5,) = —Ad(k) X5,

This implies that Ad(k)to is contained in £77<. Moreover, since t7 = to@® Z- (),
Ad(k)t" is contained in €77<. Then, Ad(k)T" is contained in K N H N H'.
Therefore, Ad(k)L is contained in Zgnpnp (a). Since converse inclusion is
obvious, we have Ad(k)L = Zxnnnn ().

Replacing 7 by 7., we can show the same argument for H’. This completes
the proof. O
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6.4 ¢-family case

We can describe the similarity of branching laws of H| g and H | more precisely.
In this section, we assume that H is a maximal compact subgroup of G.

We consider the case that 7 = 0, and fix a signature e of ¥(a) such that
(g, %) is a holomorphic symmetric pair. In this case, we write t := t? and
to := t§ since t¥ is a Cartan subalgebra of £. Note that t is contained in €% since
c(t) commutes with ac = c(t). Then, A(t%, tc) N AT is a positive system of
A% tc).

By Proposition B3] the restricted root system X(a) is type BC, or C,.. We
divide strongly orthogonal roots {v1,72,...,7} into two parts I'; and T'y as
follows. If X(a) is type BC,., we put

[yi={7i:e(7/2) = -1},
Ly = {vi:€e(v/2) =1}
If ¥(a) is type C,, we put
Pyi={vice((m +7)/2) =1},
o= {yie((m +7)/2) = -1}
Here, we identify 3(a) and X(t9) by ¢*. If necessary, replacing the positive
system, we can assume
F = ) PR | T b
(6.6.1) 1= %2 )
FQ = {77“14-1)77‘1-1‘2’ ce 7’77"}'

Lemma 6.7. We put

(6.7.2) 7' == Xy, X

Then, we have
AT (6% tc) = {a € Alte, te) s a(Z') = 1},
A te) = {a € Alte te) : o(Z) = 0}
FEspecially, ({?695)+ ={X €tc:[Z,X] =X} is stable under ng-action.
Proof. By the definition of ., we have
AT te) = {a € AT (b, to) : e(aly,) = 1},
A, te) = {o € Alte, te) s ealy,) = 1}

For any a € A(tc,tc), the value «(Z’) is determined by the restriction to to.
Explicit forms of the restrictions of the roots to ty is given by Proposition 3.3t

A+(Ec,fc) = U Ci; U U C; U Cy,

1<i<j<r 1<i<r

Cij = {7 € AT (tc,te) 1 7] = <¥)

Ci = {7 € Af(te,te) 1l = - (l)

Co = {7 € A*(tc, tc) 7l = O}
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From the assumption ([€.6.1]), we have
VT _ 1
2 -1
(-3)-1.
‘\2) 7

Recall that we took X, satisfying 7;([X,,, X,]) = 2. Then, we have

1<i<j<rmorrm<i<j<r)
1<i<ri<j<r)

3

~ %(Z)* 0 I<i<j<morr<i<j<r)
2 )1 <i<rm<j<r) ’
—I(Z’): 0 (m <.i§7’)
2 1 1<i<nr)
This shows the lemma. [l

We show the following key lemma. This lemma can be considered as the
scalar type case of the main theorem.

Lemma 6.8. In the above settings, we have the following equations:

T
Eee(er <) = {Zcﬂiicl >cy 2 cpy 20,6041 2 Criq0 > "'CTZO};

1=1
Af () = A e AL (07%) - (M @) >0 for any a € AT(e%, to)}

Proof. For the first equation, we show that g has at most two non-compact
simple factors determined by I'y and I's. We define two subsets ¥; and Y5 of
Y (a) as follows:

i = i i
Y= {i,y 5 i i,V € Fl} @] {i% S Z(Cl) cy; €y€ (%) = 1} ury.

By definition of T'; and Proposition [0 ¥; is a subroot system of ¥(a), and if
a € X(a) satisfies €(a) = 1, « is an element of either of ¥; or 3a. This implies
that ¥ U Xy is the restricted root system of g?% with respect to a. Since 3
and Yy are irreducible root systems, g??c has at most two non-compact simple
factors. By Kostant-Hua-Schmid Theorem (Proposition [31]), the first equation
is proved.

By Kostant-Hua-Schmid Theorem again, the left hand side of the second
equation is contained in the right hand side. If r; = r, we have nothing to
prove. Then, we assume r1 < 7. We take — Y7 | ¢;7; € Af, (pjreﬁ) such that
(=Y i i ¢ivi,a) >0 forany @ € AT (E(Ee‘ ,tc). Especially, we can choose « such
that o|y, = (Y +1 — ¥, )/2. Then, we have

0< (icmﬁ,a)

i=1
T
_ <_ZC"Y' Yri+1 _77‘1>
- T [y
=1 -
Cpr, — C 1
= (%,%)%-
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Therefore, ¢, > ¢y, +1. This shows the second equation. O
Let H be the analytic subgroup with Lie algebra g.

Theorem 6.9. Let H be a holomorphic discrete series representation of G.
Suppose (HP+)* has the following formal character with respect to t:

ch((HP+)") = @ m(v)e”.

vet*

We put V := {v € vV=1t* : m(v) # 0}. Then, for A € /—1t* such that
A+v,a) >0 for any « € A*(tC,E(EeE) and v €V, we have

mi () = mf (),
Proof. By Proposition BZ, we consider a branching law of S(p~%) @ H"+ | knp.
From the Weyl character formula, we have

DKCh(V)\ﬁK ® (Hp+)*) = DKCh(V)\ﬁK)Ch((’Hp*)*)
= Z sgn(o)e”(/\erK)*pK Zm(y)e”

ceEWgk veVy
(6.9.3) = Z m(v) Z sgn(o)e? Atviex)—px
vey oceWk

Here, we write the Weyl group for (K, T) by Wx, half the sum of the positive
roots by px, and the Weyl denominator for (K, T) by Dk . For the third equality,
we used Wi-invariance of m(v). We have the similar equations for K N H by
replacing Wi by Winpm, and px by pxnm.

We put

Ik(\) = {(r,0) eV x Wk : oA+ v+ pK) — px € AT(p4)},
Ixau(N) == {(v,0) €V X Wknan : 0(A+v + prnn) — prnn € A+(P105)}-

By Lemma [6.7] we have o(pr) — px = 0(prnn) — pxnu for any o € Wing.
Then, we can replace pxng by px in the above definitions. Note that if
(v,01), (v, 02) € L(A), then o1 = 09.

From (€9.3]), we can write the multiplicity by this notation:

mig () = Y sen(o)m(v),
(Vao')EIK ()‘)

mil(\) = > sen(o)m(v).

(VaG')EIKmH()\)

Then, it suffices to show Ix(A) = Ixnmg(A\) if A satisfies the condition.

We assume (A + v,a) > 0 for any a € AT (ec% tc) and v € V. First, we
will show I (A) D Ixknmr (). Take (v,0) € Ixkau(N). By definition, we have
oA+ v+ px) —pr € AT(p3%). From Lemma[B7, A*(¢z%, tc) is stable under
0. Take a lowest root o € A+(£z%, tc) with respect to AT (¥c,tc). Since a
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is a lowest root, 071 (a) — « is a sum of elements of A* (€% tc) with positive
coefficients. Then, we have

(c(A+v+pk) = pr,0) = (c(A+ v+ pk) ) — (pk, @)
= ()\+V+pK,O'_1(CY)) - (pK,CY)
=AM +v,0) + (pr, 0 (a) —a) > 0.

Thus, (A + v + pr) — pk is dominant with respect to AT (¢, tc). By Lemma
68 we have o(A+ v+ pk) — px € AT (p4). This implies the desired inclusion.

Next, we show the converse inclusion. Take (v,0) € I (). Since o(A+v +
pr)—pr € AT(pL), A+ v+ pk is regular for W, especially for Wgny. Then,
there exist a o/ € Wiknp such that o/ (A + v + pk) is strictly dominant with
respect to AT (tc, %), Since AT (¢:%, tc) is Wiy-invariant, o/ (A + v + pg) is
also strictly dominant with respect to AT (fc,tc). Then, we have 0 = ¢’. This
completes the proof. O

Remark 6.10. Note that the irreducibility of A is not used in the above proof.
Then, the assumption that H is a holomorphic discrete series representation can
be replaced by the assumption that A is the finite direct sum of holomorphic
discrete series representations.

6.5 Non-compact case

The aim of this section is to show an analogous theorem of Theorem for
non-compact symmetric pairs. We use the notation in Section
We can apply two types of transformations to the branching law of H|g:

i) the branching law of H|p coincides with the branching law of (U (g?™)H"+)| 0.~
in the sense of Proposition 3.7, and

ii) if H is a maximal compact subgroup of G, the branching law of H|g coin-
cides with the branching law of H|g+ in the sense of Theorem

Then, if we ignore the assumption (6.6.0]) in Theorem [6.9] the branching laws
of H|g and H|pg are reduced to the same branching law as follows.

T i) T T,T ii) T T,T
(6.10.4) (g, 97) — (87, 9""") —— (g7, 0""™)

I
|
|
| e-family (QQT,HTS, 9917—17—6)
I
! /
¥ 0 ) )
(g’ gTe) NG (gGTS’ 997—617—6) s (geTe’ 997—6,7—)

Let us show the existence of a compatible ordering of (t7)* with respect to
the pairs (g7, g?77) and (g7, g?7=7) satisfying (G.6.1)).

Lemma 6.11. In the above settings, there exists an ordering of /—1(%7)* that
satisfies the following conditions:
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i) any elements of A(p ", t%) and A(p ™", t%) are positive,
i) AL(pT) ={NEALL(pI7 ) (N a) >0 for any o € AL )},
i) AL (pT7) ={ANe AL . (p7777) (A, @) >0 for any o € AT (e 7).

Proof. We put a lexicographical order on /—1(t7)* as follows.

Let {s1,%2,...,5,} be the set of the non-compact simple factors of g
We can assume that if s; is of tube type and s; is of non-tube type, then ¢ < j.
We reorder {X1, Xo,...,X,} (see Section [6.2)) such that if X; € 5,,,, X; € s,
and n; < nj, then ¢ < j. We also reorder {71, 72, .., 7} according to the order
of {X1, Xs,..., X, }. Based on this ordering, we take an ordered generating set

of V—1t" as
B .= {Z’_[Xlﬂrl]a_[XQaYQ]a'"a_[XT;YT]aYVlaYVQa"-aYd}-

01,07,

Here, Z is a characteristic element of g, and {Y7,Y2,...,Y;} is a basis of (t7 +
CZ)* Ny/—1t". Bis a generating set of \/—1t" although it may not be a basis.
Then, B induces a lexicographical ordering on v/—1(t7)*.

Let us show that the ordering satisfies the desired conditions. The condition
i) is clear from the definition of B. We take a maximal set of strongly orthogonal
roots {7],74,-..,7.} from AT(p " tf) with respect to the new ordering. By
Proposition B3] we have v/ = 7; for any 1 < ¢ < r. For each non-compact
simple factor of g™, the assumption (6.6.1]) of Lemma[6.7is satisfied. Then, the
condition ii) is proved from Lemma Since the condition iii) can be proved
in the same way as ii), then Lemma is proved. O

By Lemma and the reduction (6I04]), we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.12. Let H be a holomorphic discrete series representation of G.
We put an ordering on /—1t7 as in Lemma [GI1. Suppose (HP+)* has the
following formal character with respect to t":

ch((HP+)*) = @ m(v)e”.

ve(tT)*

We put V := {v € v/—=1(t7)* : m(v) # 0}. Then, for A € /=1(t7)* such that
A+ v,a) >0 for any o € AT (877 {7) and v € V, we have

mit(A) = mi (A).
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Table 2: holomorphic symmetric pairs and e-family

| g | parameter | {g™ : (g,9™) is holomorphic} |
5u(p7Q) iaj {5(u(i—kz,j+k)+u(p—i—|—k:,q—j—k:))}
su(n,n) {s0*(2n)}
su(n,n) {sp(n,R)}
50%(2n) {u(2i,n —24): 0 <2i <n}
$0*(2n) {u2i+1,n—2i—1):0<2i+1<n}
$0%(2n) i {s50%(27) + s0*(2(n — 7))}
50(2,n) i {s0(2,n — i) +s0(i),s0(n —i+2) +s0(2,i—2)}
s0(2,2n) {u(l,n)}
sp(n,R) {u(i,n—14):0<i<n}
sp(n,R) i {sp(i,R) +sp(n —i,R)}
€6(—14) {s0(10) + 50(2),50%(10) + s0(2),50(8,2) + s0(2) }
€6(—14) {su(5,1) + sl(2,R), su(4,2) + su(2)}
e7(—25) {eg(—78) +50(2), e6(—14) +50(2)}
¢7(—25) {s0(10,2) + sl(2,R), s0*(12) + su(2)}
e7(—25) {s5u(6,2)}
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