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IDENTITIES FOR POINCARE POLYNOMIALS
VIA KOSTANT CASCADES

JORGEN ELLEGAARD ANDERSEN, JENS CARSTEN JANTZEN, AND DU PEI

ABSTRACT. We propose and prove an identity relating the Poincaré polyno-
mials of stabilizer subgroups of the affine Weyl group and of the corresponding
stabilizer subgroups of the Weyl group.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let ® be a finite indecomposable root system and W be its Weyl group. Recall
that the affine Weyl group Waf is the semidirect product of W and the root lattice
Z®. It acts on R® as a reflection group with (closed) alcoves as fundamental
domains. Denote by 2 the alcove contained in the dominant Weyl chamber such
that 0 € 2.

For A € 2, we consider the Poincaré polynomials of both its stabiliser Wy in W

P(Wy) = Y #®

weWy

and its stabiliser W3 in Waff

Pwify = Y @),

wGWj\‘ff

where [ is the length function. Now W), is a parabolic subgroup of W/{‘E, so Py (t) di-
vides P§f(t), and we will establish a decomposition of the quotient P (W) /P(W))
in terms of stabilisers.

For this purpose, define W) ¢ := Staby, (§) in Wy, where £ € Z® is in the root
lattice. Then

P(Wx/Wxe) := P(Wx)/P(Wxe)
is again a polynomial. We then define an integral function on Z® given by
le == deg (P(W™)/P(We)) .

Here W¢ is the stabilizer of £ in W, while W;H is obtained by adding to W the
affine reflection with respect to the hyperplane (x, 51) = 1, with 81 being the largest
short root.

Further, let K be the Kostant cascade of orthogonal roots for ® defined in [Kol,
which is a collection of positive roots with a partial ordering “<” that we recall in
Section 5l Then we have that

Date: October 15, 2018.

Supported in part by the center of excellence grant “Center for Quantum Geometry of Moduli
Space” from the Danish National Research Foundation (DNRF95), by the Walter Burke Institute
for Theoretical Physics, and by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office of High
Energy Physics, under Award Number DE-SC0011632.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05615v1

2 JORGEN ELLEGAARD ANDERSEN, JENS CARSTEN JANTZEN, AND DU PEI

Theorem 1. The Poincaré polynomial of W;ﬁ factorizes as follows,

1) P(W3T/Wa) = 14+ 3¢ P (Wa/Wag,)
s

where the summation is over all dominant

(2) =34,

<8
with B € K such that ({3,£3) = 2(£a, A).

The formula in Theorem [1 has its origin in the study of the quantization of the
moduli stack of parabolic Higgs bundles associated with P! with two marked points,
which we briefly explain now.

Let My be the moduli stack of G-Higgs bundles on a Riemann surface ¥, and L
be the determinant line bundle over Mpy. The Verlinde formula for Higgs bundles,
motivated by quantum physics in [GPL(GPYY] and proved in [AGP] and [HL], gives
the graded dimension of H°(My, L¥)

dimy HO(Mp, L¥F) =~ dim HY (Mg, LF)t".
n=0
Here, we have used the lift of the C*-action on My to the space of holomorphic
sections on L to decompose H°(Mpg, L¥), with HY (Mg, L¥) being a subspace where
C* acts by the n-th tensor power of the defining action of C* on C.

The Verlinde formula for Higgs bundles extends to the case of parabolic Higgs
bundles and naturally defines a one parameter (denoted ¢) family of 2d TQFT as
established in [AGP]. Such a one parameter family of TQFT is uniquely determined
by a one parameter family of commutative Frobenius algebras, whose underlying
family of finite dimensional vector space V; = V is independent of ¢ and has a
basis given by the integrable weights of G at level k. The associated one parameter
family of bilinear forms

BY . v®2 ¢
is determined by applying the TQFT functor to P! with two marked points. Given
two integrable weights A\; and A2, one can consider the matrix element Bg\?Az’ and
Theorem [ in the present paper was used in [AGP] to prove the following elegant
formula
Bg\?)\z = 5>‘1>‘3P (W)E\lfl) :

More precisely, B/(\tl) A, 18 given by an index over the moduli stack of G-bundles on

P! and can be computed by summing over the Shatz strata, labeled by elements
in the co-root lattice of G (see Section 5 of [AGP] for details). The main theorem
of this paper ensures that contributions from different Shatz strata can be nicely
summed togetherﬂ

Furthermore, this interpretation of the main result of this paper also hints at
several possible ways to generalize our main theorem. For example, as the Poincaré
polynomial P (W) arises as the normalization factor for the Hall-Littlewood poly-
nomials, it is natural to consider replacing P (W) with the normalization factor
for other types of orthogonal polynomials associated with root systems.

INotice that ® in this paper is in fact the coroot lattice of G, which results in our convention
for W;H, the inner product (-,-) and K.
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Our factorization formula also has the following geometric interpretation. Denote
the maximal compact subgroup of G as K, whose maximal torus is denoted as T
with Cartan subalgebra t. Given an element A in the Weyl alcove in t, we can
define two subgroups of K. The first, K, is the stabilizer of A, while the second,
K}, is the stabilizer of exp(\) € K. Then their Weyl groups will be Wy and W
respectively. On the other hand, using the following fibration of (generalized) flag
varieties,

K\/T — K\)T — K\/K},
we can relate their cohomology groups using the Serre spectral sequence. As all
their cohomology groups are in even degrees, all differentials in the spectral sequence
vanish, and we have

H*(K,\/T) = H"(K)\/T) ® H*(K}/K)).
This gives a factorization of Poincaré polynomials of these flag varieties. As
P(K5/T) = P(Wx)
and
P(K}/T) = P (W3"),
we get the following formula for the Poincaré polynomial of the partial flag variety
K{/Kx,
P(K}/Ky) = P (W) /P(W)).
Therefore, the main theorem of the present paper gives an explicit expression for
this Poincaré polynomial.

The proof of the main theorem stretches over Section [2 to Section [[1 A very
preliminary remark about Theorem [Ilis that if A is not on the affine wall of 2, then
(@D is trivially satisfied, since the left-hand side is 1 and so is the right-hand side,
where the sum is over the empty set.

In Section 2] we present proofs of elementary identities between Gaussian poly-
nomials, which we use in the following Section [3to obtain equation (23]), which is a
preliminary version of formula (Il) from Theorem [I above in the special case where
A is the minuscule fundamental weight associated to a simple root, and the range
of the sum on the left-hand side of () is not yet understood to be given as stated
in Theorem[] but is simply given in Table 2 for the different types of root systems
and the exponents of ¢ are not yet determined.

In Section @] we establish that formula (28] can be rewritten to formula (28],
which refers to the affine stabilisers as opposed to the full Weyl group in case of
@38)), thus bringing it one step closer to (). A remark following the proof of Lemma
establishes that the right-hand side of ([Il) can be identified for any A on the affine
wall with the corresponding right-hand side of (23] for some minuscule fundamental
weight associated to a simple root of some other root system. There remains now
to prove that the exponents of ¢ is given as in () or equivalently as in ([34) and of
course also that the summation range and each coefficient is correct. As is stated
in Lemma [7, by inspecting through Table 3, one sees that the exponents which
are involved in (28) are indeed given by (B4]) for the case of minuscule fundamental
weights. That the coefficient from (Il) works is the content of Proposition[@ But it
still leaves the determination of the summation range.

In order to determine a suitable summation range, SectionBlrecalls fundamentals
about the Kostant cascade of an indecomposable root system and the following
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section introduces the set (Z6) of dominant weights which constitute the summation
range in (). Proposition and the following five lemmas establishes various
properties which are needed in the next section.

Section[fbegins with Lemma[I8 which establishes that for the minuscule weights
associated to simple roots, the summation range given in Table 2 is indeed given
by the set (@6]). The following two lemmas provide further properties of the set
(dl), which allow us to prove the main theorem in its reformulated version of
Theorem 21]in Section [l This is now done by inspection, where we use the result
of Section M to map the problem for general A to a problem concerning the minuscule
fundamental weight associated to a simple root of some other root system and then
identify the sum on the right hand of (Il) with the corresponding sum for this
minuscule fundamental weight. This is done by matching up the summation range,
the exponents of ¢ and their corresponding coefficients.

2. GAUSSIAN POLYNOMIALS

We work with polynomials over Z in one variable ¢. For any integers n > r >0
consider the Gaussian polynomial

[n} R G Y I S PP )
=)t =1) (1)
One has [g] =1= [Z] and for n > 0
n n—1 n—1
3 2)-[7]
@ A= e ]
where the first summand on the right is to be interpreted as 0 if » = n and the
second one as 0 if r = 0.

A classical result (see e.g. Example 3 on page 26 in [M]) says: If u is another
variable, then

(4) nl—[llﬂz Ztrr 1)/2 {”} r
=0

This can be proved by induction on n by using (2.
If we plug in tu for u in @) and use r + 1 r (r —1) = 37 (r + 1), then we get

(5) ﬁ(l—i—tl u) = Zn: fr(r+1)/2 [ﬂ .
=1 r=0

Claim 2. If0 <m <n, then

®) e B0

Proof: We start with {@]) for m + n:

r

m+n m+n m—1 m+n
Z gr(r=1)/2 [ } I H 1+t w) H 1+t w)
r=0 " =0 l=m

m—1 n—1

(T+thu) T+t t™)
0 =0

l
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_ <2tr(r1)/2 [T] ur) <:z;) ys(s=1)/2 [Z] tmsus> '

A comparison of the coeflicient of uP on both sides yields

g [ 20] = 5 e [7)[7],

P Byt rlls

in particular for p = m (using m < n)
LRI S e N I A
m g m—s|Lls
A simple calculation shows that (™, %) + (3) + ms — () = s*>. Now the claim

2 2
follows from [m"is] = [?}

Claim 3. Let n be a positive integer. Set
ev __ r(r—1)/2 [T odd __ r(r—1)/2 [T
S’ = Z t [r}’ Su = Z t [r}
0<r<n,reven 1<r<n,rodd

Then
n—1

(7) Sev =59t =T+
=1

Proof: Note that [l evaluated at u = 1 yields

n—1
Sev 4 §edd =2 [T(1+14,
1

where the 2 arises from the factor 1+ for I = 0 in ). Similarly we get at u = —1
in (@) that

n—1
Sev— syt =T[a-¢)=o.
=0

The claim follows immediately from this.

3. POINCARE POLYNOMIALS

Let @ be a finite root system. We denote by A a basis for ® and by W its Weyl
group. We shall below use the same numbering as in the tables in [B] for simple
roots («;), simple reflections (s; = s4,) and fundamental weights (w;) of a finite
indecomposable root system.

The Poincaré polynomial of a finite Coxeter group such as W will be denoted by
PW) =3 cw t'™), and we write P(X,,) = P(W) if the root system has type X,,.
The degree of P(W) is the maximal length in W, equal to the number of positive
roots in ®. One has in general
(8) P(V) =

=1

gritl 1
t—1
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where my,ma, ..., m, are the exponents of the root system. One gets explicitly for
the classical types

.|
t—1
1=1
|
(10) P(B,)=P(Cy,) = PR n>1
=1
and

tn—1 T 121
= >
(1) roy=or =g n22

1=

where we use the convention that By = C; = A; and D3 = A3z and Dy = Ay x Ay,
It will be convenient to set P(Ag) = P(Cp) =1 and even P(A_1) = 1.

We shall need also
E-DE-HE-HE -1 -1 ("> - 1)

and
- - - -2 -1) " -1) (" -1)
(t—1)7 '

Note: If the root system is a direct sum of several root systems, then its Poincaré
polynomial is the product of the Poincaré polynomials of its summands.

If I is a subset of A, then we denote by W; the subgroup of W generated by
all s; with a; € I. The set &; = ® N Z I is a root subsystem of ® with basis I
and Weyl group W;. We set P(W/W;) = P(W)/P(Wr). This quotient is in fact a
polynomial, equal to ), t*(w) where we sum over minimal length representatives
for the cosets of W in W. The degree of P(W/W;) is equal to the number of
positive roots in ® not in ®;.

Assume now that & is indecomposable. We are now going to exhibit some
explicit expressions for P(W/Wr) in case I = A\ {a} where the simple root « has
the property that the corresponding fundamental weight is minuscule.

We start in type A,. Here any fundamental weight is minuscule. If & = «; with
1 <4 < n, then the remaining simple roots span a root system of type A;_1 x A, _;.
We get then (as is well-known)

P(4,) _ I GESE
P(Ain) - P(An—i) (1= 1) [Tma(? = 1) TT;2 " (09 - 1)
[Tty (= 1)
[T (" = 1)
n—i—l}

7

13  P(E) ="

(14)

(15) - |

Note that this also works for ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 0 thanks to our convention. For i = 1

we get more explicitly
P(A,) -1

P(A,_)  t—1
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Since
gt 1.,
t—1 t—1
we get thus
P(A4,) P(A,—1)
16 — =14t =, n>1.
16) P(An1) P(dn )
On the other hand, we get from Claim Pl for 0 <m <n
(17) P(Aernfl) _ Z t52 P(Amfl) ) P(Anfl) .
P(Am—l) P(An—l) P(As—l)P(Am—s—l)P(AS—I)P(An—s—l)

s=0
(For m =1 we get ([IG]) back.)

In type B, our only choice is & = «;,,. Then the remaining simple roots span a
root system of type A,_1. We get then

P(B,)  [I.@-1) "
ity ) vl § (GRS

i=1
Now (&) and @) yield

P(B, C\ s P(A,—
(18) P(/(ln)l) - ; 5(s+1)/2 P(Asl)(. P(anl)’ n>2.

In type C), our only choice is @« = a;. Then the remaining simple roots span a
root system of type C,,—_1. We get then

P(Cn) [, = 1) 2 —1

= — = 5 n Z 1.
PCut) (=D IS @ -1 =1

Since

2n _q P t2(n71) -1 N t2n71

t—1 t—1
we get thus
P(Cn) P(Cn—l) 2n—1

19 — =14t == " n>2.
(19) P(Co1) P(Cos)

In type D,, there are three choices for a. We take first & = «7; here the remaining
simple roots span a root system of type D,,_1. We get then

P(Dn) @)  ren 2eboy
P(anl) To(t-1) (tnt-1) TIPS 221y T (=) (tni-1)
_ (=141
- =1 n > 3.
Since
(" -1+ 1) (" =D D) | aey
t—1 + P +
we get thus
P(D, P(D,_ -
(20) (Dn) :1+t(71)+t2(n o) n> 4

P(Dp-1) P(Dn-2)
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If we take @ = a1 or @ = v, in type D, then the remaining simple roots
span a root system of type A,_1. We get then

P(Dn) _ ("= DTS -0 _Frei=1 )
PlA)  @-DIlLe-1n dw-1 U
Therefore Claim [B] says
P(D,) _ P(A,-1)

21 — t’I"(T 1)/2

( ) P(An_l) 0<r<;‘even P(Ar_l) ' P(An—r—l)
_ P(Anfl)

— ts(25 1) , n > 4.
Z P(Ays_1) - P(Ap_2s-1) -

0<2s<n

In type Eg we can take a = a1 or @ = ag. In both cases the remaining simple
roots span a root system of type Ds. In type E; only a = a7 is possible; in this
case the remaining simple roots span a root system of type Eg. The corresponding
quotients are

PEs) -2 -1) -1 +t*+1)

P(Ds)  (t-1)(@t—-1) (t—1)
and PE;) (-1 -1)¢®—-1) @+ -1 +1)
P(Es)  G-D@E-DE-1) -1 |
A little calculation shows now that
P(Es) _ P(Ds) P(Ds)
22 P(Ds) P T P
and
(23) ]]jg;; =1+ (t+t1) —géﬁg +17,

Here is a table listing the possible pairs (®, ) together with the type of A\ {«a}
and the degree of P(W/W7).

D a type A\ {a} degree
An a Aj,1 X Anfj j(n +1-— j)
B, o An_q n(n+1)/2
Cn (651 Cn—l 2n—1
Dn (5] Dn,1 2 (n — 1)
D, an_1, an A, 1 n(n—1)/2
E6 a1, Qg D5 16

E7 (674 E6 27

Table 1

We can give the equations (I6) — (23]) a uniform appearance. For any dominant
(not necessarily integral) element A in the real span R® of the roots set

(24) Ay={a€A|sar=A}={acA|(\a")=0}.

Then the stabiliser W of A in W is equal to Wa,. We have, for example, A, =
A\ {a} for any o € A. So the denominators on the left hand sides of our equations
are just P(W,).
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Note that the summands for s = 0 in (I7), @), and @I)) are equal to 1. The
denominators on the right hand side of our equations can be interpreted as Poincaré
polynomials of intersections W ¢ = W, N W for suitable £. We get thus with
the above notations

(25) PW/Wa,) =1+ > t€ P(We, /Wa, )
EeM

where the /¢ are suitable positive integers and the set M is given by Table 2 below
(where we skip two cases that are symmetric to some we include).

d «a M
A, o Ws + Wnt1-s, 1 < s <min(j,n—j+1)
B, o, ws, 1 < s < n, 2w,
Cn (651 w9, 2w1
Dn a1 w2, 2@1
D, ay, if n even: ways, 1 < s <n/2, 2w,

if nodd: wos, 1 <s<(n—1)/2, wp_1+ wn
Es «ag wa, w1 + We
E7 (6744 Wi, We, QW7

Table 2

Note that these elements are not uniquely determined by (25). We shall see that
there is a general recipe that produces exactly the set M above and also find a
general expression for the exponents /.

4. STABILISERS IN THE AFFINE WEYL GROUP

Assume from now on that ® is indecomposable. We consider here the affine Weyl
group W of the root system as the group generated by W and all translations by
roots (not by coroots). Denote the largest short root in ® by 5;. (Our convention
is that all roots are short if all roots have the same length.) Set so = sg,1 € W3
equal to the affine reflection with respect to the hyperplane (z,3)) = 1. Now W
is a Coxeter group with Coxeter generators

S — L5, |ae AYU{so}.

Set ap = —f1. The extended Dynkin diagram of ® has vertices corresponding to
AU {ap} and is constructed after the usual rules. In particular, the vertex corre-
sponding to «ayg is linked to some o € A if and only if (g, @) < 0 — equivalently: if
and only if (81, @) > 0 — and the type of the link is determined by the fact that «g
is short. The vertices in AU{ag} are in bijection with the elements in S*f, and the
Coxeter graph of the Coxeter system (W2 §2f) is the Coxeter graph associated
to the extended Dynkin diagram.

The fundamental alcove

(26) A={peRP|0< (u,a)) for all i, 1 <i<mn,and (u, 5)) <1}

is a fundamental domain for W%, For any p € 2 the stabiliser W;jﬂ of p in Waft
is generated by all s € S with sy = p.
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Any proper subset K of AU{«g} is the Dynkin diagram of a finite root system.
We denote its Weyl group by Wx and identify it with the subgroup of Waf gener-
ated by all s, with « € K N A together with sg in case ap € K. (For K C A this
is compatible with our earlier definition.)

The statement above on stabilisers in W2 for elements in 2 implies with the
notation from (24

(27) AeAand (N, BY) =1 = Wi =Wa, (a0

Lemma 4. Let a € A be a simple root such that w, is a minuscule fundamental
weight. Then there exists an automorphism of the extended Dynkin diagram that
interchanges o and «ag. If we remove a from the extended diagram, then the re-
mainder (A \ {a}) U{ag} is isomorphic to A, and we get the extended diagram of
the remainder by adding {a}.

Proof: By inspection and well-known.

Recall that a fundamental weight @, is minuscule if and only if 1 = (w4, 3Y).
So we have w, € 2 and can apply (27) to it.

Corollary 5. Let a € A be a simple root such that w,, is a minuscule fundamental
weight. Then W;fi is isomorphic to W as a Coxeter group.

Proof: Since A, = A\ {a} we get from (3.2) that W2T = WA\ (a})Ufac}. AD
automorphism as in the lemma maps (A \ {a}) U {ao} onto A. Therefore W2 is
isomorphic to Wa = W as a Coxeter group.

Remark: We get here in particular that P(W2T) = P(W). So we can rewrite (25)
as

£eEM

Our goal is to generalise this formula so that we can replace w, by any A € 2
satisfying (A, 3Y) = 1.

For any dominant A as in (206]) denote by J(A) C Ay the subset such that
(29) J(A) U{ap} = the connected component of Ay U {ap} containing «p.
Set I(A) = Ax\ J(N).

For example, we have J(w,) = A\ {a} and I(w,) = 0 for any o € A with w,
minuscule as (A \ {a}) U{ap} is connected (isomorphic to A). On the other hand,
we get J(A) = 0 if and only if o ¢ Ay for all @ € A with (81,a") > 0. This means

in particular J(f;) =0 and I(81) = Ag,.
For any dominant A as above we get a direct product decomposition

(30) Wi =W;0) X Wiy

since A is the disjoint union of J(A) and I(A), and since no root in J(A) is linked
to a root in I(A) by definition of J(\).

If A # 0, then Ay U {ap} and J(X) U {ap} are proper subsets of the extended
Dynkin diagram and define finite parabolic subgroups Wa,uao1 and Wiutae}
of W, We get similarly to (30) that

(31) Wa,u{ao} = Wiyu{aor X Wro-
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A comparison of B0) and (3II) implies for the Poincaré polynomials
(32) P(Wa,utao}/Wa) = PWionugaer/Waon)-

The following lemma applies to any set of the form J(A) U{ag} where A\ # 0.

Lemma 6. Let K be a connected proper subset of the extended Dynkin diagram
AU {ao} such that oy € K. Then ag corresponds to a minuscule fundamental
weight of the root system with Dynkin diagram K.

Proof: The claim is obvious if K has type A, for some r since here all fundamental
weights are minuscule. This takes care of ® of type A,, where any possible K has
type A.

So assume that ® is not of A-type. Then «y is an end-vertex of the extended
Dynkin diagram AU{ap}, hence also of K. Furthermore ag corresponds to a short
root. Now in the classical cases (BCD-types) any short simple root located at an
end of the Dynkin diagram corresponds to a minuscule fundamental weight.

So we are left with the possibility that K has exceptional type. If K has type
Es, Fy, or Go, then K can occur as a subdiagram in A U {«p} only if A has the
same type as K, and it has to be the subdiagram A in AU {ap}. But we assume
that ap € K. So these cases cannot occur.

Let us now suppose that K has type Eg. Then ® has to have type F, with
n > 6. Then «g has distance (in an obvious sense) at least 2 from the branching
point in A U {agp}, hence also at least distance 2 from the branching point in K.
Therefore o corresponds to one of the two minuscule fundamental weights.

The argument is similar for K of type E7. Now @ has to have type E, with
n > 7. Then ag has distance at least 3 from the branching point in AU{ag}, hence
also at least distance 3 from the branching point in K. Therefore the end-vertex
«p corresponds to the minuscule fundamental weight.

Remark: Consider A # 0 as above. The lemma says that there exists an in-
decomposable finite root system ® with basis A’ and root o/ € A’ correspond-
ing to a minuscule fundamental weight such that the pair of Dynkin diagrams
(J(N) U{ao}, J(N)) is isomorphic to the pair of Dynkin diagrams (A", A"\ {/}). It
then follows that P(W;\yutao}/Wir)) = P(War/Wan (ary) is one of the left hand
sides considered in (25). If we assume in addition that A € 2 with (A, 58)) = 1,
then we have by (29) and ([B2]) that

(33) P(WET/Wy) = P(War /Wan{ar})-
The question is then whether we can also relate the right hand side in (25]) to A.

With a view to this goal we first want to give a general formula for the expo-
nents f¢ in ([25). We set for any dominant & # 0

(34) le = deg P(Wy(6)01a0t/ Wae))s

which obviously agrees with our definition of /¢ in the introduction. Note that we
can apply the considerations above also to &, hence have an isomorphism of pairs
of Dynkin diagrams of the form (J(§) U{ap}, J(§)) = (A’, A"\ {’}) and get then
le = deg P(War/Wan(ar}); the latter degree can then be read off Table 1. The
following table gives a list of these types and the corresponding ¢¢ for certain £ that
will turn out to play a role later on.
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type ® 3 type J(§)  type J(§) U{ao} be
any b1 0 Ay 1
A, wit+wngi-i, 1 <i<n/2 A1 x A Agi i2
B, 2w, A1 B, nin+1)/2
Ch wai, 1 <1< n/2 Agiq Ds; Z(2’L — 1)
Cn 2w1 Cn—l Cn 2n—1
D, woi, 1 <1< (n — 1)/2 Ao Do; 1(22 — 1)
D, 2w,_1 or 2w, A1 D, nin—1)/2
Dot Wom + Wam+1 Azt Do, m(2m — 1)
n 2@1 Dn,1 Dn 2(7’),—1)
FEs w1 + wg Dy Dy 8
E7 We D5 Dﬁ 10
E7 2’@'7 Eﬁ E7 27
Eg w1 D7 Dg 14
F4 w1 Cg C4 7
Table 3

Lemma 7. Let o € A be a simple root such that w, is a minuscule fundamental
weight. Then the exponents l¢ in [28) coincide with the exponents defined by (34)).
We have o ¢ J(§) for all € € M.

Proof: Each £ from Table 2 occurs also in Table 3. One can then easily compare
the data in Table 3 with the exponents in ([I6) — 23)). (Note that £, occurs in
different guises in Table 2.)

One checks that o ¢ J(&) by inspection.

Let A € 2 with (A, 8)) = 1. In our intended generalisation of (28] to A, the right
hand side is supposed to involve terms of the form P(W/Wy ¢). We shall have to
relate Wy ¢ to J(A).

Lemma 8. Let A € A with (A\,B8)) = 1. Let £ € R®, & # 0, be dominant. If
I(X) C Ag, then P(Wx/Wxe) = P(WJ()\)/WJ()\)QAg)-
Proof: The assumption I(\) C A¢ implies

AxNA=(JA)UIAN))NAg = (J(A) NAg) UIN).

Since Wy ¢ = W) N W¢ is the parabolic subgroup of W generated by the s, with
a € AyNAg we get as for (B0) that Wy ¢ = Wiana, X Wi(x). A comparison with
(B0) then yields the claim.

Proposition 9. Let A € 2L with (A, 8)) = 1. There exists a finite set M of non-zero
dominant weights such that

(35) PWRE /W) =1+ > the P(Wa/Whe).
£eM
Proof: Because of [27)), (32), and Lemma [§] we actually want to find M with
(36) I(\) C A for all £ € M
such that
(37) P(Winugaot/Way) =1+ Y % P(W;00/Wioonae)-

£eM
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Consider J(A)U{ap} as the Dynkin diagram of a finite root system and take its
extended Dynkin diagram. It contains an additional vertex /. Set A’ = J(A\)U{a'}
and regard A’ as the basis of a finite root system ®'. By Lemmal6l o’ corresponds to
a minuscule fundamental weight of ®’, so we can apply (25) to ' and o’. Lemmaldl
implies that we have an isomorphism of pairs of Dynkin diagrams

(J(N) U{ao}, J(N)) — (A", A"\ {d'}).

Therefore we can rewrite ([25) as

(38) PWinugao/Way) =14 Yt PW)/Winar,)

cremM’
where M’ is now a set of dominant weights for ®" and where A, is defined as
in (24)), just working in ® instead of ®. We now need the following lemma.

Lemma 10. There exists a finite set M of non-zero dominant weights together
with a bijection M — M, € — &', such that

(39) I(N\) CAg, J(&) C J(N), and JA) NA = J(A\)NAL
for all £ € M.

Let us postpone the proof of the lemma and show that (1) holds for any M
satisfying this lemma.

To begin with, the third condition in (B9) says that the Poincaré polynomials
on the right hand side of (38]) are the same as those on the right hand side of (37).
Thanks to the first condition in ([B9) they are also the same as in ([B3]).

So it is left to check that ¢ = £ for all £ € M which means

(40) deg P(Wi(e)ufao}/Wirte)) = deg PWrenugaet/ Wanen)-
Here J'(¢') ¢ A’ = J(A) U{d'} is defined analogously so that J'(£') U {ao} is the
connected component of A%, U {ag} containing ag. (Note that ag is by Lemma [
also the extra vertex in the extended Dynkin diagram of @’.)

Lemma [7 says that o’ ¢ J'(¢'), hence J'(§') C J(A\). So what we really want is
that

(41) J(€) =T(¢)
which then implies Q). Since
J(E)CALNJTN) =A:nNJ(N\) CAg

thanks to ([B9), the connected subset J'(§) U{ao} is contained in Ag U{ao}, hence
in its connected component J(§) U {ap}. Tt follows that J'(&') C J(&).

Similarly

J(E) CAenJN) =ALNJI(N) C A

implies by the same arguments J(§) C J'(¢).

So the proposition follows as soon as we have proved the lemma.
Proof of Lemmalll: Any £ € R® can be written as £ = ZWEA(g”YV) w,, and we
can choose the coordinates (£,vV) arbitrarily. Now given £ € M’ we want the
corresponding £ € M to satisfy

w_ [0 if y e I(N),
(42) (& )—{ () if,;ye J(N).

This makes sure that the first and the third condition in ([B9) are satisfied.
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It remains to define all (£,vY) with v ¢ Ay, i.e., with (A,v") # 0, such that also
the second condition in ([B9) holds. Here we require:

(43) If vy € A\ A, is linked to an element in J'(¢') U {ag}, then (£,7Y) > 0.

Let us show that ([@3]) implies J(¢) C J(A). Consider v € J(€). The connect-
edness of J(§) U{ap} implies that there exists a sequence v = v9,7v1,...,% = Qg
with v; € J(§) and (74,7%,) <0 forall i < r.

If r =1, then (§,7Y) = 0 — since v € J(§) — and [@3) imply v € Ay, hence
v € J(A) by the definition of J(\).

We now use induction on r. So we may assume that v; € J(A) for all ¢ with
0 < i< r. We get then from [@2) that (£',7,) = (£,7;”) = 0 whenever 0 < i < r,
hence v; € Af,. And since {71,72,...,a0} is connected, we get even 7; € J'({'), in
particular v; € J'(¢). Now (£,7Y) = 0 and @3) imply v € Ay, hence v € J()\) by
the definition of J(\).

Remark: Tt is clear that M is not uniquely determined by the conditions in (B3]
since they only involve Ag — which then determines J(§) — and not the precise
values of the (£,7Y) with v ¢ A¢. We shall exhibit later on a natural choice for M
with nice properties.

Ezamples: (1) In each case M’ contains the largest short root 8 of ®’. Let us show
that we can take the largest short root 81 of ® as the corresponding element in M.
We have observed above that J(81) = 0. Any root v € I(\) satisfies (ag,vY) = 0,
hence v € Ag,. So there is no problem with the first two conditions in (39]).

Next, Ag, consists exactly of the simple roots not linked to aq in the extended
Dynkin diagram, hence J(A) N Ag, of those simple roots not linked to g in the
extended Dynkin diagram and belonging to J(\).

The same applies to J(A) ﬁAb; since A"U{ap} = J(A\)U{ap, '} is the extended
Dynkin diagram for ®’. So also the third condition in ([B9) holds.

(2) Consider ® of type Fy with J(\) = {az, as, as}. This actually implies A\ =
and I(A\) = (. In the extended Dynkin diagram ay is linked to ay. This shows that
J(A) U {ap} has type C4. In the extended Dynkin diagram of J(A) U {ap} the
extra vertex o/ is linked to ay. The pair (A, A’ \ {a'}) has type (Cy,C3). If we
denote by ) and @, the simple roots and the fundamental weights for @, then
we have in standard numbering A’ = {a} = ¢/, o, = a4, o = a3, o} = as} and
by Table 2 M’ = {w), 2w!}. Here wh = B in the notation from above; so we
can take 81 = wy as the corresponding element in M. Consider next £’ = 2 wj.
Here (2] says that we shall take (£, ) = 0 for all ¢ > 2. Since oy ¢ Ay and
J' (&) = {az, a3, a4}, we should require (§,ay) > 0 according to (@3]). The most
natural choice is therefore £ = w;. So we end with M = {wy, w1}.

5. THE KOSTANT CASCADE

We keep the assumptions on &, A, and W with indecomposable ®. In case all
roots have the same length, we call all roots short. We normalise the W—invariant
scalar product on the real span R® of ® such that (a, «) = 2 for all short roots «.
Then any A in the integral span Z® (the root lattice) of ® satisfies (A, A) € 2Z, and
(A, A) = 2 if and only if X is a short root.

Our normalisation implies that (8Y, ) = (3, A) for all short roots 3, but (3Y,\) =
%([3, A) or (BY,\) = %([3, A) if B is a long root and @ of BCF-type or of type Ga.
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We now introduce the Kostant cascade IC of @, actually a variation of the usual
one. We start with the largest short root which we denote by 8;. Remove all simple
roots a with (81, ) # 0 from A. Decompose the remaining simple roots (regarded
as subsets of the Dynkin diagram) into connected components Ay, A},... Denote
by B2, 05, ... the largest short root in the root subsystem ® N ZA;, ® N ZA], ...
Remove from A; all a with (82,a) # 0, remove from A} all o with (85, a) # 0,
and so on. Decompose the remaining simple roots into connected components
Ag, AL, ... Set 83,05, ... equal to the largest short root in ® N ZA,, ®NZAL, ...
respectively. Continue like this until there are no short simple roots left. Now the
Kostant cascade K is defined as the set of all the largest short roots encountered
in this process:

’C:{ﬂlvﬂQa/Bé?"'7B3’/BLI)>7"'}'

The construction implies that the elements in K are pairwise orthogonal.

Our definition here differs in the case of two root lengths from the usual one
where one always takes the largest root. It follows that {8Y | 8 € K} is basically
the usual Kostant cascade for the dual root system ®V. (There are differences in
types G2 and C,, with n odd, where o,/ occurs in the usual Kostant cascade for ®V,
while we here ignore «, because it is long.)

Recall that the support of a linear combination of simple roots is defined as

supp (imial) ={a;|m;#0}.

i=1
Recall also the usual order relation < on the real span of the roots where A < p if
and only if 4 — A= >""" | mya; with all m; € Z, m; > 0.
For any § € K set
A (B) = supp f.
Note that A (8) is then also the connected subset of A from the construction of
the Kostant cascade such that S is the largest short root in ® N ZA (8). Note
that (8,a) > 0 for all & € A(fB) since the largest short root is dominant. In
the construction of the Kostant cascade one can therefore replace the condition

(B,a) # 0 by (8,a) > 0.

We call an element 8 € K a predecessor of an element 8/ € K if A(8') is a
connected component of

AB)\{aeAB)](B,a)>0}.
One has then A () € A(B) and 5 < B. (The largest short root in ® NZ A (5)
is larger than the largest short root in the proper subsystem ® NZ A (8').) Each
element in I not equal to 81 has a unique predecessor.

We define a partial ordering < on K such that 8 < A’ if and only if 3 = 3 or
there exists a chain 8 = 81,33, ... 3() = 3’ in K such that each V), 1 <i < s,
is the predecessor of 0t The discussion above and the construction of the
Kostant cascade show for all 8, 8" € K that
(44) BIP = p<B = A@B)CAP).

For any 8 € K the set of all 3/ € K with 8’ < 3 is totally ordered and has the form
B =p0 <@ <...580-D <80 =g
such that each 39, 1 <i < r, is the predecessor of B+,
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For our main goal we shall be interested in the supports of the difference g, — 8
for 8 € K. One can check case-by-case for all § # (1 that supp (81 — §) has two
connected components in type A and is connected in the other types. We prefer
to give a general argument and a version that works in all cases. For this we look
at (our version of) the extended Dynkin diagram of ®. Denote by ®*T the affine
root system with Dynkin diagram A U {ap}. In the simply laced case this is the
root system of the usual untwisted affine algebra. In the other cases we look at the
types that Kac denotes by Dl(i)l, Ag?ll, EéQ), or Df’), see [Kal, §4.8, Tables Aff2
and Aff3.

When working with ®* then ag is no longer the negative of the largest short
root (B in ®. It is now part of a basis for R®*T = R ag @R ®. The basic imaginary
root § in ®*F is given by § = ag + S1.

The bilinear form (, ) extends to a positive semidefinite bilinear form on R®f
such that (ag,ag) = 2 and (6, ) = 0 for all 4 € RO,

The short real roots in ®*% are characterised as the elements «y in the root lattice
Z (AU {ap}) with (y,7) = 2. For any such root « also 6 — v is a short real root
in ® as (§—~,5—~v) = (7,v) = 2 and since § — again belongs to the root lattice.
This applies in particular to all short roots in ®.

Lemma 11. Let § € ® be a short root. Then
(a) supp (81— B)U{ap} is a connected subset of the extended Dynkin diagram, and

(b) for each o € A with (8,a) > 0 also supp (81 — B) U {ao} U {a} is connected.

Proof: (a) Since 6 — 3 is a short real root in ®*, as observed above, its support in
AU {ap} is connected. The claim follows since 6 — 8 = ap + (81 — ) has support
supp (81 — B) U {ao}.

(b) The reflection s, associated to o maps 8 to a short root of the form s, 5 =
B — ma with m a positive integer. Then 51 — so 8 = (1 — B) + m« satisfies

supp (81 — sa B) = supp (81 — ) U {a}. Now apply (a).

6. DOMINANT WEIGHTS ASSOCIATED TO THE KOSTANT CASCADE

We are going to construct certain dominant weights that will play a crucial role
in our main theorem. For any £ € K set

(45) G=>0.

BB
We are interested in those {g that are dominant and shall determine
(46) E={¢&| B €K, & dominant }

case-by-case. Note that {3, = 81 € = since the largest short root is dominant.
Also observe that Joseph [J] constructs for each 8 € K a dominant weight in
B+ 545 NB'. One can check that this element coincides with g if and only if
&3 is dominant.

We shall at the same time determine for each {3 € =

(47) supp* & = supp (b1 — B) = | J supp (81 — ).
528
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In order to check the second equal sign, note that 8’ < S implies 8 < ', hence
81— B < B1 — B and thus supp (51 — ') C supp (81 — B). Note also: If m is the
number of f’ € K with 8’ < 3, then

(48) (ép,88) =2m and supp” &g = supp (m 1 — &g).

We have clearly supp* {g = () for 5 = (; in all cases.
A detailed case-by-case description of X and Z can be found in Appendix [Al

Proposition 12. Let 8 € K. Then &g is dominant if and only if supp (B1—0) # A.
If so, then J(&g) = supp (61 — B).

This could be proved by inspecting all cases in Appendix [Al We prefer to give a
general proof that minimises case-by-case arguments. We shall proceed via a series
of lemmas. Only the first one requires case-by-case consideration.

Lemma 13. Let § € K such that 51 is the predecessor of 5. If a € A with
(8,) > 0, then « ¢ supp (81 — B).

Proof : Since (8,«) > 0 implies that « occurs in the support of 3, the claim is
obvious if a occurs with coefficient 1 in $;. This is always the case in types A and B.
In types C and D this works for o an endpoint of the Dynkin diagram. The only
other a in types C' and D is @ = ay where one gets supp (81 — 8) = {a1, a2, as}.
For the exceptional types look at the lists in Appendix [Al

Lemma 14. Let 3,8 € K such that 3’ is the predecessor of . Then we have

(B+5,aY)=0 foralla € A(B)\ A(B).

Proof: (cf. Lemma 2.7 in [J]) Recall that A (/) is a connected component of
AYB)={veAB)](8.)=0}.

Soif € A(B')\ A (B) satisfies (8',a") = 0, then a belongs to another connected

component, which then implies that « is orthogonal to all roots in A (8), hence

(B,aV)=0and (B+3,a") =0.

So suppose that (8',a¥) # 0. Since B’ is dominant in ® N ZA (8'), we get
then (8,a") > 0, and since 3 is short, (8’,a¥) = 1. (We could a priori have
(8',aY) =2 and B/ = «. But then A (8’) = {a}, and B’ cannot have a successor.)
We have to prove that (8,a") = —(8,a") = —1.

Suppose first that A (8’) is not of type A, with n > 2. Then « is uniquely
determined and A (8) is a connected component of A (53’) \ {a}. Since 5 belongs
to ®NZA(F) and since 3’ is the only dominant short root in this subsystem,
there exists v € A (8') with (8,7Y) < 0. We have clearly v ¢ A (), and « cannot
belong to one of the other components of A (8') \ {a} since the other components
are orthogonal to A (). It follows that ¥ = «. And since S is short, we get
(B,a") = —1 as desired.

For A (') of type A,, we need n > 3 in order for a successor to exist. Here
there are two simple roots o, o € A (f') with (8',a¥) =1 = (8',«") and we have
B =p —a—« which easily yields (3,a") = -1 = (8,a'").

Lemma 15. Let 5 € K.
(a) If & is dominant, then {5 =3 e A (5)(B, ") wa.

(b) If £ is dominant, then £z is dominant for all B’ € KC with 5’ < 6.
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(c) Let B’ € K be the predecessor of B. If &/ is dominant, then &g is dominant if
and only if (B,aY) =0 for all « € A\ A ().

Proof: We use induction on 8; — 8. If 8 = (4, then (a) is clear since A(f;) = A
while (b) and (c) are empty.

So suppose that § # 51. Let 8’ € K be the predecessor of 8. Any a € A () is
not only orthogonal to ', but also to all elements in K constructed earlier. This
implies

((gr,0¥)=0 and  (&,0Y) = (& + B,aY) = (B,a") > 0.

If « € A\ A(B), then a ¢ supp 3, hence (8, ") < 0 and

(s, ) = (& — B,a”) > (5,0

This shows that £ is dominant if £z is so. The more general claim in (b) follows
by induction.

Suppose now conversely that £z is dominant. Since (£5,a") > 0 for all « €
A (B), we see that £g is dominant if and only if (£5,a") > 0 for all @« € A\ A (B).

IfaeA(B)\A(B), then we have ({5, ") = (8,a"), hence

(£s,0") = (§g + B,0”) = (8" + B,a") =0

thanks to Lemma [T4]

Recall that X = Y A (A, ") @wq for any A. If o € A\ A ('), then (a) applied
inductively to £z yields (£3, ) = 0, hence

(&, ") = (&g + B,0") = (B,a") <0,

where the final inequality follows from the fact that o ¢ supp 8. It follows that &g
is dominant if and only if this inequality is an equality for each «. Therefore (c)
holds.

Now (a) follows from the results above on all ({3, o).

Remark: Note that the condition in (c) is equivalent to
{aeAf(Ba) <0} ={acA(B)[(F,a)>0}.

Lemma 16. Let 3,3 € K such that 3’ is the predecessor of B. Suppose that
& = &p is dominant and that J(&') = supp (61 — B).

(a) We have either A (3) C J(&') or A(B) C I(¢).
(b) If A(B) C I(&'), then & is dominant.
(c) If A(B) C J(&'), then &g is not dominant.

Proof: (a) We have Ag = J(&') UI(£), hence
AB) =A@ NT(E)U{a}) UA(B)NIE)).

Since A () is connected, one of the two intersections on the right hand side has to
be empty.
(b) Suppose that A (8) C I(£'). Let v € A\ A(8’). We have v € supp (61 — ') by
the construction of the Kostant cascade, hence v € J(£') by our assumption.

We want to show (a,y) = 0 for all & € A (), since then also (8,v) = 0, and
Lemma [T5](c) implies that £z is dominant.
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Suppose by contradiction that there exists o € A (8) with (a,y) # 0. Then
{a,~} is a connected subset of Ags U{a} and has a non-trivial intersection with
the connected component J(¢') U {ap}, hence is contained in J(¢') U {ap}. This
yields a € J(£') in contradiction with a € A (8) C I(¢’).

(c) Suppose that A (B8) C J(£'). We want to show that there exist v € A\ A ()
and @ € A () with (a,7) < 0. If so, then also (8, ) < 0, hence &g is not dominant
by Lemma [T5c).

Start with an arbitrary o € A (). Since A (8) C J(¢') and since J(£') U{ap} is
connected, there exists a sequence o' = ag, o, ..., o = o with (a(i) , a(”l)) <
0 for all i < 7 and with o? € J(¢) for all i > 0. By changing «, we may
assume that o™= ¢ A (B). Note that (ap, ")) < 0 implies (81, a(!)) > 0, hence
aM) ¢ A(B). So we have r > 1, hence o™ # ag and o™V € J(&') \ A (B).
Now (¢,a"™1) = 0 and (a""V, (M) < 0 imply: If o""1 € A(B'), then a"~1
belongs to the connected component A (3) of A°(8’) contradicting o™= ¢ A (B).
It follows that v € A\ A (f), so we can take v = a7~ 1),

Lemma 17. Let 5 € K.

(a) If &g is dominant, then « ¢ supp (81 — B) for all « € A(B) with (8,a) > 0; we
have then J(£g) = supp (61 — 5).

(b) If £z is not dominant, then supp (81 — B) = A.

Proof: (a) We use induction on 81 — 3. The case § = (31 is trivial. So assume
that 8 # (1 and that £ is dominant. Denote the predecessor of 8 by 3. Then
&g is dominant by Lemma [I5Ib); we may assume by induction that J({g) =
supp (61 — ).

Now Lemma [I6] implies A () C I(£p/), hence A (B) Nsupp (b1 — 5') = A(B) N
J(&p) = 0. Tt follows that A (8) Nsupp (81 — B) = A(B) Nsupp (8’ — B) and that
supp (1 — ') C A¢, by Lemma [I5](a).

We now apply Lemma [I4] to the root system ® N Z A (5’). It follows that all
a € A(B) with (8, «) > 0 do not belong to supp (5 — 8). It follows that supp (8’ —
B) C Ag,, hence supp (1 — 8) C Ag,. Since supp (81 — 8) U {ao} is connected by
Lemmal[ITa), we get supp (61— B)U{ao} C J(§)U{w}, i.e., supp (81 —5) C J(&p).

We want to prove equality. Suppose that we have a root o € J(£3)\supp (51— 5).
Since A\ A (8) C supp (81 — B), we get a € A(B). We have then (81,a) = 0 as
ae€A(B)and (B,a) =0as a € J(€z), hence (81 —B,a) =0. As o ¢ supp (61 — 8)
this implies (o/, ) = 0 for all o € supp (81 — 5).

As J(€8)U{aw} is connected and contains c, there is a sequence y1 = &, Y2, . .., Yr—1,
vr = ap with ; € J(&g) for all i < r and (7, v541) < Oforalli < r. As (B1,7r—1) =
— (@, vr—1) > 0, we cannot have v,._1 € A (), hence ~,_1 € supp (1 — B).

Let ¢ > 1 be minimal for +; € supp (81 — 8). Then v;—1 € J(§3) \ supp (61 — B)
implies as above (v;_1,v;) = 0 contradicting our choice of the sequence. So there
is no « as above.

(b) Let 8 € K be the smallest element with 5’ < 8 such that s is not dominant.
Since 81 = &g, is dominant, we have 8 # (1, so ' has a predecessor §”. Then &g~
is dominant by the minimality of 8. Thanks to (a) we can now apply Lemma

and get A (8') C J(€pr) = supp (81 — "), hence
A(B) c A(B) Csupp (81 — B") C supp (81 — B).
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Since any « € A\ A (f) clearly belongs to supp (51 — ).
Remark: Comparing both parts of the lemma we see
& dominant <= supp (61 — 5) # A.
Together with the first part of the lemma this shows that we have proved Proposi-
tion
7. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM
We start with another look at the minuscule case.

Lemma 18. Let o € A such that w, is minuscule. We have then for any f € K
that

(49) a€A(B) < a¢supp (B —B).

The set M from Table 2 for « is equal to the set of all g with a € A ().

Proof: Recall that a fundamental weight w, is minuscule if and only if 1 =
(@Wa, BY) = (@a, B1). The condition (w,,3y) = 1 implies that a occurs with
coefficient 1 when we write $; as a linear combination of the simple roots. This

fact yields the equivalence in (@9]). The claim on the set from Table 2 follows by
inspection.

Remark: The lemma implies that all £ with o € A(8) are dominant.
Fix now A € 2 with (), 3)) = 1. Let us write

n
A= E T, TW;.
=1

So we have r; > 0 for all ¢ and Ay ={a; |1 <i<n,r =0}. Since 8 < ; for all
Bek, weget0<(8,A) < (f1,\) =1and
(B,A\) =1 < r; =0 for all ; € supp(B1 — 8) <= supp (B1 — B) C Aj.
Set now
EN) :={£e€Z|supp” € C Ay}
If A = w, is a minuscule fundamental weight, then A, = A\{a}, so supp* & C A,

is equivalent to a ¢ supp* . Therefore Lemma [[§ shows that Z(cw,) is the set M
from Table 2.

Lemma 19. We have
EN)={¢€E[(H)=2(N}

Proof: Suppose § = &g with f € K. Set m equal to the number of §’ € K with
B < 8. We have then (£,£) = 2m and

EN=>_ B N<m
B3B8
with equality if and only if supp (81 — 8') C Ay for all 5/ < 8, hence by {7) if and
only if supp* £ C A,.

Lemma 20. If§{ € E()), then J(§) C J(X) and I(\) C Ag.
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Proof: We have J(§) U {ap} = supp*{ U {ap} € Ax U {ap}. Since the left hand
side is connected, it is contained in the connected component J(X) U {ap} of the
right hand side containing ag. This implies J(§) C J(A).

Consider now o € Ay with o ¢ Ag, hence (§,a) > 0. We have to show that
a e J(N). Let 8 € K with £ = £a, hence with J(§) = supp (81 — 8) by Lemma [I7
We have then (8, @) = (3, @) > 0 by Lemmal[I5[a). We get in particular o € A (8),
so Lemma [TTib) shows that

supp (81 — B) U {ao} U {a} = J(§) U{ao} U{a}
is connected. As it is a subset of Ay U{ag}, it is already contained in J(A\) U {ao}.
This yields a € J(A).
We are now ready to prove our main theorem, slightly reformulated in a more
compact form as below:

Theorem 21 (reformulated). We have

(50) PWET/Wy) =1+ Y % P(Wy/Whe).
£EE(N)

Proof: If X is a minuscule fundamental weight, then the claim follows from Lemma[I8
In general, we have to show that we can take M = E()) in Proposition @ Recall
the construction there. We consider the extended Dynkin diagram associated to
J(A) U{ap}, constructed by adding a vertex o’. We consider the root system &’
with Dynkin diagram A’ = J(A) U {a’}. Set M’ equal to the set of weights for &’
associated to ®" and o in Table 2. By Lemmal[l0lit now suffices to find a bijection
E\) = M, € ¢, satisfying (33). Note that the first two conditions in (33)
hold thanks to Lemma So we only have to check that J(A) N Ag = J(A) N AL,
or, equivalently, that J(A) \ Ag = J(A\) \ AL.

We proceed case-by-case looking at the distinct possibilities for the type of the
pair (J(A) U{ao}, J(A)), equal to the type of one of the pairs (&', A"\ {a'}). We
shall denote the simple roots in A’ and the corresponding fundamental weights by
o) and w] respectively, using standard numbering.

Type (Akt1,Ax): This possibility corresponds to the subcase j = 1 of the type-A
case in Table 1. (It includes the case J(A) = 0 for kK = 0.) In this case the largest
short root 3’ of @' is the only element of M’. The largest short root 3; = &; belongs
to (any!) Z(\) and the pair (81, ]) satisfies (89) according to the first example
following Proposition

So we only have to show that f$; is the only element in =(\). If £ € Z()), then
the connected subset J(&§) U {ap} is contained in J(A) U {ap}. Since ap is an end-
vertex of J(A) U{ap}, the pair (J(&) U{ao}, J(§)) has to have type (As41,As) for
some s < k. However Table 3 over all elements in Z shows that £ = (7 is the only
element in = where this type occurs.

Type (Ajikt1,Aj X Ax) with & > j > 0: Since J(X) is not connected, this
possibility can occur only for ® of type A, for some n. We may assume up to
symmetry that

J()‘) = {a17a27 cey QG O 1~y e e 7an—luan}
and get

A ={d| =a1,0p =« o =aj,d =d,d =« o =an}
= 1 — &1, Qg = &2, ..., Gy — G, Gy — &, Q090 = Gntl—ky---5 Gk — QAng-
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We get now from Table 2 and from a look at all supp* £ that
M = {wz/-+w;+k+2_i [1<i<j4+1} and ZEN) ={witwnr1-i |1 <i<j+1}.

Then we have a bijection given by &; := @; + wnt1-i = & = @ + @) 4o ; and
it has the right property since

J()‘) \ A& = {aia an-i—l—i} = {a;, a;+k+2—i } = J()\) \ AI:

ifi <j+1 Fori=j+1< k+1both sets are equal to {a,+1—;}, and for
i =7+ 1=Fk+ 1 both sets are empty.

Type (Bki1,Ax) with & > 0: This possibility can occur only for ® of type B,
withn > k+1, and we get J(A\) = {a1,az,...,ar}. We may assume that k <n—1
since otherwise A is the minuscule fundamental weight w,,. A look at all supp* ¢
shows that Z(\) = {w; |1 <i<k+1}. Weget A'={a) =a1,0p =an,...,qa} =
o,y = o'} and now Table 2 yields M’ = {w] |1 <i < k}U{2w ;}. Now
the obvious bijection with w; — wj for i < k and wy41 — 2wj, works.

Type (Dyxi1,Ak) with & > 3: This possibility can occur only for ® of type C,,
or D, with n > k + 1, and we get J(A\) = {a1,a2,...,a;} (up to symmetry in
type D). Let us assume k < n — 2 in case ® has type D,, so to exclude the case
that A is the minuscule fundamental weight w,. A look at all supp* £ shows that
E(A) ={wa | 1<i<(k+1)/2} where we have to replace w,_1 in type D,, by
Wn—1+ @n-

We have A" = {a}] = a1,ay = ag,...,a) = ap,a;, ., = o'} (Note that o is
linked to aj—1 in the diagram.) We get from Table 2 that M’ = {w}), | 1 <i <
(k +1)/2} where we have to replace w;, by @), + @}, for k even, and wj_, by
2w, for k odd. Now the map twy; — w); with the obvious modification works.

Types (Ciki1,Cx) and (Dyxi1,Dy): Here M’ has order 2 and contains besides
B1 = @} the element 2 w}]. We have here of = o, hence A'Qw1 = J(A). So we have
to show that also Z()\) consists of two elements: 81 = & corresponding to 31, and
another one, say &, that has to satisfy J(\) C Ae.

Except for @ of type Ciy1 or Dy41 with A a minuscule fundamental weight,
there are four possibilities for ®:

: o ®@ has type Fy with J(\) = {as, as, a4},

: o ® has type Fg with J(\) = {ag, a3, aq, a5},

: o ® has type F; with J(A) = {aq, ag, a3, ag, a5},

: o ® has type Fg with J(\) = {aq, a3, ag, a5, ag, a7, ag}.

In each case a look at all supp* ¢ shows that Z(\) = {£, &} with & = w1 /w1 +
we/we/ w1, hence with J(A) C Ag,.

Types (Eg,Ds) and (E7,Eg): One checks that these possibilities occur only for
® of type Eg or Fr respectively with A a minuscule fundamental weight. So we do
not have to work.

APPENDIX A. TABLES FOR K AND =

Below we usually write & = &g,, &, = €p;, and so on.
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Type A,: Here we have
K={fi=¢ei—entoi=ai+ap1+ - F+an1-i|1<i<(n+2)/2}.
The set is totally ordered: We have 81 < f2 < -+ < By, where m = [n/2], and get
E={&=p+Po+ -+ 0 =wi+Tnr1-i}
(For n odd this means &(,,41)/2 = 2 w<n+1)/2.) The support is given by

supp” &; = {a17a27---704i—1704n+2—i7-~-7an—17an}-
Type By, n > 2: Here we have
K={fi=ei=a;+aip1+ - +a,|1<i<n}
The set is totally ordered: We have 81 < 2 < -+ < B, and get
S {G=fitfat+Bil1<i<n}, @:{

w; if 1 <i<n,
2w, if 1 =n.

The support is given by
supp”&; = {ar, g, ..., i1}

Type C,, n > 3: Here K is the union of
{Bi=cezic1+ezi=ic1+ 202+ +2ap_ 1+, [1<i<n/2}
and
{Bi=e2i3—erioa=an 3|2<i<(n+2)/2}.

We have 81 < B2 <+ < fBm withm = [n/2] and ; < i, foralli, 1 <i <n/2.
We get

E={&=h+le+ +hi=wu|l<i<n/2}U{{ =P+ Py =2w}.
The support is given by (for i > 1)

supp* & ={ i, a0, ., 0,1 } and supp* &, = { o, a3, ..., ap }.

Type Dy, n > 4: Here K is the union of

n—2 . .

. T s <n-—

(Bi = eor1ten | 1<i<n/2}, Bi = azi—1+2) je2i 0 tan—1 +an %f2z._n 1
fo if 20 = n,

and
{Bi =623 —€22=a9-3|2<i<(n+1)/2}
and, if n = 2m is even,
By =€n_1—&En = Qpn_1.
We have 81 < B2 < --- < B with m = [n/2] and 3; < Bj,, for all 4, 1 < i <
[(n —1)/2] and for even n = 2m also B;,—1 < Bi,. Now E is the union of

{&=B1+B2+-+pi|1<i<n/2}, §i=q Wn-1twn, f2i=n-—1,
2w, if 2 = n,

together with
=P+ Py =2w
and for even n = 2m also

ro=PB1+ Lo+t Bt + By =21
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The support is given by (for i > 1)

supp* & = { a1, a9,...,a9i-1 } and supp* &5 = { @, a3, ..., }

and (in case n = 2m is even) supp* &, = { a1, Qa, ..., Qn_2,ap }.

In the exceptional cases we are going to list only those 8 € K where supp (81 — )
is not the full set of all simple roots. The other ones are not of interest for our
applications; one can also check that the corresponding £z are not dominant, cf.
also Lemma [[7(b) . The remaining 8 € K are linearly ordered under <.

Type Eg: Besides 1 = a1 +2a2 +2a3+3 a4+ 2a5 + ag = we = & we have
B2 = a1 + a3+ aq + as + ag = w1 + wg — wo with corresponding element in =
given by & = (1 + B2 = w1 + wg. We get

supp” &o = { a2, a3, a4, a5 }.

Type E7: Besides 81 =2a1+2as+3as+4as+3a5+2a6 +ar = wp =& we
have By = as+as+2as4+2a5+2ag+ a7 = wg—w; and B3 = ay = 2w7—wg. The
corresponding elements in = are & = 1 + B2 = wg and &3 = [ + [2 + B3 = 2 wr.
We get

supp” &2 = { a1, a2, a3, 04, 05 §, supp” &3 = { a1, a2, a3, 04, a5, a6 }

Type Eg: Besides 1 =2a1+3as+4as+6as+d5as+4as+3ar+2as =wsg =&
we have 8y = 2 a1 +2 as+3 as+4 ay+3 as+2 ag+ar = w; —wsg. The corresponding
element in = is & = 1 + B2 = wy. We get

supp” &2 = { a2, a3, a4, a5, a6, 7, 08 }.

Type F4: Besides 51 = a1 +2as +3as +2a4 = wy = & we have B =
a1 + as + ag = w1 — wy. The corresponding element in = is & = B + B2 = ws.
We get

supp* & = { a9, a3, a4 }.

Type Gz: Here only 81 = 21 + as = wy = & occurs.

If we compare these lists with Table 3 above, then we will see that the weights
in that table are just the elements in = for a given type. And a comparison with
the results on supp* ¢ yields:

Lemma 22. We have that J(§) = supp*€ for each £ € E.

APPENDIX B. ALTERNATIVE PROOF FOR THE MAIN THEOREM

First, we are going to look in more detail at the set of all 8 € K with supp (81 —
B) C I for some proper subset I of A. The results will be applied to I = J(}\).

Lemma 23. Let I C A be a proper subset. Let 8 € K with supp (51 — 8) C I.
Then each 8 € K with 8 < B also satisfies supp (61 — ') C I. There exists at
most one root 3" € K with B as predecessor and supp (81 — 8") C I.



IDENTITIES FOR POINCARE POLYNOMIALS VIA KOSTANT CASCADES 25

Proof: For the first claim, recall that supp (81 — 8') C supp (81 — 8) for 5’ < 3, see
right after (@T).

If 3”7 € K has 3 as predecessor, then there exists a connected component .J
of A(B) N Ag with A(8”) = suppB” = J. If supp (61 — 8”) C I, then we get
A\ J Csupp (B —B") C L.

If also v € K has 3 as predecessor, then A(y) N J = () by the construction of K.
It follows that J C supp (81 — 7). If now also supp (81 — ) C I, then we would get
A =JU(A\J) CI— a contradiction since we assume I to be proper. So 8" is
unique (if it exists).

Remark: This shows that the roots 5 € K with supp (81 — 8) C I form a complete
interval 51 < B2 < -+ % B in K with respect to <.

Lemma 24. Let I C A be a proper subset, let o € A\ I.
(a) If B € ® is a root with § < 1 and supp (61—0) C I, then (8, a) > (B1,a) > 0.

(b) Suppose that 5 € K with supp (81 — ) C I. If a is not linked to any element
of IU{a}, then (§p, ) = 0. If av is linked to some element of supp (81 — B) U{ao},
then (€3, a) > 0.

Proof: (a) Since «a ¢ supp (81 — 8) and since 51 — f3 is a linear combination of the
simple roots with non-negative coefficients, we have (81 — 3, «) < 0. This implies
the claim since (81 is dominant.

(b) Note that o ¢ I, hence a ¢ supp (61 — /), implies & € supp (. Since &g is
dominant by Lemma [IT7 we get thus (¢g,a) = (5, «).

If « is not linked to any v € I U{ag}, then we have on the one hand (ag, o) = 0,
hence (81, @) = 0. On the other hand we get (,a) = 0 for all v € supp (81 —3) C I.
It follows that (81 — 3, ) = 0, hence also 0 = (8, ) = (&3, ).

Suppose now that « is linked to some to some v € supp (81 — 8) U{ao}. In case
v = ap we get (ag,7) < 0, hence (81, ) > 0. Now (a) yields 0 < (8, a) = (3, ).

If v € supp (81 — B), then (v,a) < 0 implies (81 — 8,a) < 0, hence (3,a) > 0
by (a).

Set-up. Consider the following situation: We have two indecomposable finite root
systems ®; and P, with bases A; and Ay. Denote by S; resp. 8] the largest short
root and use it to construct the affine root system ®3 resp. ®3. Write ag resp. af
for the extra basis element for ®3 resp. ®3%, and § = ap + 1 and &' = af) + B for
the basic imaginary roots.

Let now I; C A; be proper subsets for i = 1,2 such that I; U{ap} and Io U{a}}
are connected. Suppose that we have a bijection

frLUf{agy = Lu{ay} with f(ap) = &
that induces an isomorphism of Dynkin diagrams. Extend f to a linear isomorphism

R(1 U{ao}) — R(I2 U {af}). The assumption involving the Dynkin diagram
implies for the corresponding simple reflections

Sty f(B) = f(saB)  forall o, €l U{ao}.

Since ®; = Wil for any proper subset I of the basis of one of the @?H, this shows
that f maps ®r,u(a,} bijectively onto ®r,(q;3- That assumption implies also
that (f(A), f(p)) = (A, u) first for all A, p € I; U {ap} and then for all A\, u €
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R (I, U {ap}). (Start with the fact that (ao,a0) = 2 = (ag, ) and use the
connectedness of Iy U {agp}.)

In order to simplify notation, let us now identify I; U {ap} and Ir U {aj} via f.
So we write I = I; = I and «f, = ap. We regard R(I U {ao}) as a subspace both
of R @3 and of R ®3™. The root subsystem ®r.(,,} generated by I U{ao} is the
same in @3 and in ®3.

Set ¥; equal to the set of all short roots § € ®; with supp (81 — 8) C I, set ¥y
equal to the set of all short roots 8 € ®o with supp (8] — 8) C I. Note that ¥,
and Wy consist of positive roots since (e.g.) supp(8; — 8) = A; for any negative
root 8 € ®.

Lemma 25. There exists a bijection 7: ¥, — WUy such that
Br—B =B —1(8) (1)

for all B € Uy. We have (7(8), ) = (B, ) for all @« € IU{ag} and (7(8),7(8)) =
(ﬂvﬂl) fOT a‘ll Bvﬂl S \Ill-

Proof: Let B8 € Uy. Write 81 — 8 = n € ZI. We observed before Lemma [[] that
~v:= 6 — B is a short real root in @?ﬁ. We have v = ag + 8] — B = ag + 7, hence
Y € Prufay)- S0 7y is also a short real root in @5, Therefore 6’ — + is another short
real root in ®3T. Define then 7 by 7(8) = ¢’ —v = 8’ —n. We see that 7(3) € @,
and that (1) holds. And (1) implies supp (8" — 7(8)) = supp (51 — 5) C I, hence
that T(ﬁ) € U,

We get for all € Uy and a € TU {ap}

(ﬁva) = _(6 - Bvo‘) = _(5/ - T(ﬁ)va) = (7(6)70‘)
and for all 3,5 € ¥,
(8,8")= (6= B,0 =)= (8" =7(B),0" = 7(8")) = (r(B), 7(8")).

Since the set-up is symmetric in A; and Ay we get similarly a map 7: Wy — Uy
with 8] —y = 8 — 7/(v) for all v € ¥5. Then 7 and 7’ are clearly inverse to each
other, hence bijections.

Let us denote the Kostant cascade in ®; by IC;, i = 1, 2.

Proposition 26. The bijection T maps the set of all 5 € K1 with supp (1 —8) C I
onto the set of all v € Ky twith supp (8] — ) C 1.

Proof: Let 8 € K1 with supp (81 — 8) C I. We want to show that 7(8) € Ko. We
use induction on the number of elements 5’ in the Kostant cascade with 8’ < 3.
The induction starts since 7(81) = 31 belongs to Ks.

Suppose now that 8 # ;. Then 3 has a predecessor 3 that by Lemma 23]
satisfies the same assumptions. Write v = 7(8) and 7' = 7(8’). We may assume
by induction that v’ belongs to KCs.

Set n=p1—Bandn’ =1 —pF'. Now 3 > [ implies ' <0, hence v’ = ] —n' >
B} —n =+. This implies in particular that S := suppy C S’ := supp~’.

Since 7’ belongs to the Kostant cascade, it is the largest short root with sup-
port S’ and thus satisfies (7', ) > 0 for all @ € S, hence also for all @« € S. On
the other hand, we have (', 8) = 0 since these roots are two distinct members of a
Kostant cascade. Now Lemma [25] implies (7/,7) = 0. Write v = }_ g mqa with
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integers my > 0. Then 0 = (7v',7) = > ,cgMa(?’; @) implies by the observation
above that (7/,a) =0 for all @ € S. We get thus

S8 N(Az)y. (2)
Since supp (8] — ) = supp n C I, Lemma 24](a) implies
(v,a) > (B1,a) >0 forall € Ay\ L. (3)
We claim next that
a € Ay with (v,a) <0 = (v/,a) > 0. (4)

To start with (v, ) < 0 implies & € I by (3), hence (8,a) < 0 by Lemma25 Since
&p is dominant, Lemma [I5] (applied to A;) shows that o € supp(8’). We get now
from Lemma [I4 and Lemma

(7/7a) = (6/70‘) = _(ﬁva) >0

as claimed.

Let us show next that S is a connected component of S’ N (Ag)+s. If not, then
there exist @ € (S'N(A2)4)\ S and o/ € S with (o, ¢’) < 0. This implies (v, a) < 0,
hence (7', ) > 0 by (4), contradicting o € (Ag),.

We claim now that + is the largest short root in ®g, or, equivalently, that
(7,a) > 0 for all o € S. But this follows from (4) since S C (Agz)4.

Now 7" € Ky implies v € Ko by the construction of the Kostant cascade; fur-
thermore 7 is the predecessor of .

We have thus shown that 7(K; N ¥1) C K2NWy. Since our set-up is symmetric in
®; and @5 and since 7! is defined symmetrically, we get now equality: 7(K1N¥;) =
Ko N Wy,

Remark: Recall that the roots 8 € K1 with supp (81 — 8) C I form a complete
interval 1 < B2 < -+ < B in Ky with respect to <. The proof shows more
precisely that 7(81) < 7(82) < -+ < 7(B,) is the complete interval of all roots
v € Ko with supp (8] —v) C 1.

Now we return to the set-up of Proposition [@l There we had fixed A € 2 with
(A, BY) = 1. We consider there a root system @’ with basis A’ = J(A) U{a’}. The
construction there shows that the assumptions of the set-up above before Lemma 23]
are satisfied with ®; = ® and &5 = &’ and I = J()).

Since o’ corresponds to a minuscule fundamental weight for the root system @,
it occurs with coefficient 1 in 8. So we have by Lemma[I8 for any 8’ in the Kostant
cascade for @’ that

o’ € supp 8 <= supp (B — ') C J(N).

Denote by ] < B85 < --- < [ the elements in the Kostant cascade for @’
containing o/ in its support. In particular, 8] is the largest short root in ®’. Set
& = >_1_, B; for each j. So the elements &} are dominant and form the set M’ in
the proof of Proposition

Set B; = 77 1(B!) for all i. Proposition 28] tells us that 31 < B2 < --+ < 3, the
elements S in the Kostant cascade for ® with supp (81 — 8) C J(A\). Let us write
& =&p, for 1 <4 <r. We have then

=) ={&[1<i<r).
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Lemma 27. We can take M = Z(X) in Lemma [IQ with the bijection M — M’
given by & — &}.

Proof: We have J(&) C J(A\) and I(A\) C Ag, for all ¢ thanks to Lemma 20 So it
remains to check for all ¢ that

JN) N Ag = J(A) N Ag,
i.e., that for all a € J(\)
(&i,0) =0 < (§,a) =0.
But we have even stronger
(&i,0) = (€, ) for all a € J(A)
as Lemma 25 yields (35, a) = (8}, @) for all j.

Now we are ready to give another proof of the main theorem:
Proof of Theorem [t If A is a minuscule fundamental weight, then the claim
follows from Lemma [I8 In general, combine Lemma 27 and Proposition
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