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SCATTERED REPRESENTATIONS OF COMPLEX CLASSICAL LIE
GROUPS

CHAO-PING DONG AND KAYUE DANIEL WONG

ABSTRACT. As a continuation of [DW], this paper studies scattered representations of
SO(2n 4+ 1,C), Sp(2n,C) and SO(2n,C). We describe the Zhelobenko parameters of
these representations, count their cardinality, and determine their spin-lowest K-types.
We also disprove a conjecture raised in 2015 asserting that the unitary dual can be
obtained via parabolic induction from irreducible unitary representations with non-zero
Dirac cohomology.

1. INTRODUCTION

Although many results quoted in this paper hold in a much wider setting, for convenience,
we set G as a complex connected classical Lie group. Fix a Cartan involution 8 of G such
that its fixed points form a maximal compact subgroup K of G. Then on the Lie algebra
level, we have the Cartan decomposition

go = & + Po.

The subscripts will be dropped to stand for the complexified Lie algebras

In the late 1990s, Vogan introduced the notion of Dirac cohomology [V], see (). As a
new invariant for admissible (g, K')-modules, Dirac cohomology has profound implications
in various areas of representation theory and beyond.

One of the applications of Dirac cohomology is to gain a better understanding of unitary
representations. More explicitly, it is known by [VZ] that all unitary (g, K)-modules with
non-zero (g, K') cohomology are Aq(\) modules. Moreover, in [J], it was shown that these
modules characterize all unitary modules with real, integral, and strongly regular infinites-
imal characters. On the other hand, it is shown in [HKP] that the set of unitary modules
with non-zero Dirac cohomology G4 strictly contains all unitary modules with non-zero
(g, K) cohomology. Therefore, by understanding éd, one can have a better understanding
of the unitary dual G.

The paper reduced the study of G? to a finite set called scattered representations
@SC, see Definition 2] for the precise meaning. Let us recall some of the recent progress
in the study of G5 in the case when G is a complex simple Lie group:

Date: December 14, 2020.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 22E46.
Key words and phrases. complex classical Lie groups, Dirac cohomology, Littlewood-Richardson rule,
scattered representation, unipotent representation.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.07806v2

2 CHAO-PING DONG AND KAYUE DANIEL WONG

e When G = SL(n,C), [DW] gives a complete study of G, thus of G¥ as well.

e When G is exceptional of type Ga, Fy and Eg, then [DD] and [D2] described the
Zhelobenko parameters of all scattered representations. One can then use atlas
[At] to verify that these modules satisfy Conjecture 1.1 of [BPI].

In this manuscript, we study scattered representations of G other than type A. Our
main results include Corollary answering [DD| Conjecture C] for G in the affirmative,
Corollary on the number of scattered representations, and Theorem [3.1] giving the form
of spin-lowest K-types introduced in [D1] (see Section [[.2]). At the end of the introduction,
we will prove Conjecture 5.6 (ii)-(iv) of [DD]. In Section [ we will disprove Conjecture
13.3 of [H], which asserts that any irreducible unitary representation can be parabolically
induced from an irreducible unitary representation with non-zero Dirac cohomology. As
we shall see, this conjecture captures some special feature of type A, which does not hold
in general.

There is a couple of reasons why we are interested in studying G for these groups even
though G is already known. Firstly, when 7 € G%, spin lowest K-types are precisely the
K-types contributing to the Dirac cohomology of 7 (see Section below). The main
result of [BDW] gives the Dirac cohomology of all = € G for all complex classical groups,
yet their spin lowest K-types are unknown. Therefore, it would still be advantageous to
investigate the spin lowest K-types of G*¢ even though G¢ is known in such cases.

Secondly, the recent research announcement [BP2] suggests that Dirac cohomology could
be used to construct interesting automorphic forms. The techniques involved in the study
of G*¢ in this manuscript should be applicable to (some) real reductive groups.

1.1. Preliminaries. Let H be a Cartan subgroup of G. Let by be the Lie algebra of H.
Fix a positive root system Ag of A(go,ho), and let p be half the sum of all positive roots
in Ag.

We denote by (-,-) the Killing form on gg. This form is negative definite on ¢ and
positive definite on pg. Moreover, €, and pg are orthogonal to each other under (-,-). We
shall denote by || - || the norm corresponding to the Killing form. Let Z;, 1 <i < m, be an

orthonormal basis of pg with respect to the norm || - ||. The Dirac operator
m
D:=)Y"7Z®Z
i=1

introduced by Parthasarathy [P1] lives in U(g) ® C(p), the tensor product of the universal
enveloping algebra of g and the Clifford algebra of p. Denote by Ad : K — SO(po) the
adjoint map, and p : Spin(pg) — SO(pg) the double covering map. Let K be the spin
double covering group of K. That is,

K = {(k,s) € K x Spin(po) | Ad(k) = p(s)}.
Let S be a spin module of C(p), and let 7 be an admissible (g, K)-module. Then D acts
on 7 ® S, and the Dirac cohomology of m [V] is defined as

(1) Hp(m) :=ker D/(ker D NimD).
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Since the Dirac operator D is independent of the choice of the orthonormal basis {Z;}1*,

it is evident that as a K-module, the Dirac cohomology Hp(m) is an invariant of .
Now let us come to the representations of G. Let H = T'A be the Cartan decomposition
of H, with hy = tg + ag. We make the following identifications:

(2) h=boxho, t={(v,—x):w€ho}=ho, a={(x,2):z€ho}=ho.
Take an arbitrary pair (A, Ar) € b x b such that n := A, — Ag is integral. Define

(3) {n} :==w'n
as the unique dominant weight to which 7 is conjugate under the action of the Weyl group

w' € W = W(go,ho). Write v := A\ + Ag. We can view 7 as a weight of T and v a
character of A. Put

I(Az, AR) :=Ind%(C, ® C, & triv) g fnite,

where B D H is the Borel subgroup of G determined by Ag. Then the K-type with highest
weight {n}, denoted by V{Ig}, occurs exactly once in I'(Ar, Ag). Let J(Ar, Ag) be the unique
irreducible subquotient of I(Ar, Ag) containing V{Ig} By [Zh], every irreducible admissible
(g, K)-module has the form J(Ar, Ag). Indeed, J(AL, Ar) has infinitesimal character equal
to the W(g,h) =W x W orbit of (Ar, Ar), and lowest K-type V{I)fL_)\R} (note that under
the identification t 2 by above, the compact Weyl group W (¢, t) is isomorphic to W). We
will refer to the pair (Ar, Ar) as the Zhelobenko parameter for the module J(Ar, AR).

For J(AL, ARr) to live in éd, it should admit a nondegenerate Hermitian form in the first
place. Moreover, it should satisfy the Vogan conjecture proved by Huang and Pandzi¢
[HP1]. Then one deduces that, as carried out on page 5 of [BP1], J(Ar, Ag) must have the
form

4) J(A,—sA), 2\ is dominant integral regular and s € W is an involution.

1.2. Spin-lowest K-type. From now on, let @ = J(A,—s\A) be an irreducible unitary

(g, K)-module as in ({@). To achieve the classification of G, the first-named author intro-
duced the notion of spin-lowest K-type [D1]: Given an arbitrary K-type V5K , its spin norm
is defined as

(5) [16]lspin == ({6 — p} + £l
(here we use notation () for {§ — p}). Then a K-type VX occurring in 7 is called a spin-
lowest K -type of 7 if it attains the minimum spin norm among all the K-types showing up
in .

Using the definition of spin norm, Parthasarathy’s Dirac operator inequality [P2] can be
rephrased as:
(6) [6]lspin > [I2X\]|  for all V¥ appearing in 7.
Moreover, one can deduce from [HP2, Theorem 3.5.3] that 7 € G4 if and only if

(7) {n—p}+p=2A
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for some K-type VK appearing in 7. In other words, m € G4 if and only if its spin lowest
K-types make (@) an equality. Moreover, in such cases, the Dirac cohomology of 7 consists
only of certain copies of the K-module V2 \_,- Put in a different way, if 7 € Gd then the
spin-lowest K-types of 7 are exactly the K- types contributing to its Dirac cohomology (see
Proposition 3.3 of [D1] for more details).

1.3. The classification of G?. Let us recall the classification of G¢ in [BDW].

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a connected complex classical Lie group, and m = J(\,—s\) be
an irreducible (g, K)-module as in @). Then m € G if and only if it has the form

l
7 = Ind¥ <® Cy, ® 7T(9> ,

i=1
where
e L is the Levi subgroup with L = Hé:l GL(a;) x G', with G' being the same type as
G of smaller rank (we also allow G' = G, or G’ to be absent in L);

o C,, is a unitary character of GL(a;); and
e o 18 equal to one of the following unipotent representations of G':

13 . 2%Llq9 . .n
Type B : T(gk11,2n) 1=J<%’§’ 21 o >, k>n>0
5539y 5 s PR
1,2,...,n -0
Mion] 1= , n
[2n] 1,2,...,n
Type C: 1 3 -1
_J 57 57 ceey 2 >0
T2n—1,1] (=™ 3 -1 | "
2 02 ) 2
0,....n—1
g i=J [ 777 , n>0
- [2n] <O,...,n—1>
€ :
P (R A N _—
- , n>
2n,2k=1,1] * 0,...,n—1, EL k-1

where J <f\\;> == J(AL, ARr) in the above expressions, and the subscripts of above

representations give the column sizes of the Young diagram of the nilpotent orbit
Ocy.

Remark 1.2. (a) We use the notation Ind¥ (71 to denote the (real) parabolic induction
Indi(wL ® triv) for any choice of the unipotent radical N. The induced representations
are indeed isomorphic for different choices of N.

(b) In Type D of the above theorem, we excluded the unipotent representations oy 1.1] =

_ 1
J < 8’ Y Z_ i’ _2l> which appear in [BP1]. In fact, w11 = Indf(C(l) ® Ton)),
P ) 2
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where L is the Levi subgroup L = GL(1) x SO(2n).

(c) Note that Conjecture 5.6 (ii)-(iv) of [DD] follows directly from Theorem [L1. More
precisely, any spherical, non-trivial representation in Theorem L1 must be a unipotent

representation o with Zhelobenko parameters J <§> This includes exactly the following

representations:
k—n
Type B: mpopq1,2n) for k > n >0, with 2\ = (2k - 1,2k —3,...,2n+1,2n,...,2,1). In
terms of fundamental weights, 2) is equal to

a k4+n—a—1

2,...,2,1,...,1,2
9 P ) 77]

where a := max{k —n — 1,0}.
Type C: The spherical metaplectic (or minimal) representation T2n—1,1] for n even, with
2 =(2n—1,2n—3,...,1). In terms of fundamental weights, 2 is equal to

n—2r

Type D: Tigpap—1,1) withn > 2r > 1, with 2A = 2n —2,2n —4,...,4r,4r —1,...,1,0). In
terms of fundamental weights, 2\ is equal to

a n+2r—a

°,...,2,1,... .1,

where a := max{n — 2r — 1,0}.

2. SCATTERED REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, we investigate which representations in Theorem [[I] are scattered.
Firstly, we recall the definition of scattered representations.

Definition 2.1. Let m = J(\, —s)\) € G Then 7 is a scattered representation of G
if all the simple reflections of W occur in any reduced expression of s. In such a case, we
write that m € G%€.

By Theorem A of [DD], G5 is a finite set. Moreover, the set G4 can be completely
recovered from the scattered representations of [L, L], where L runs over the Levi factors
of all the f-stable parabolic subgroups of G. R

As in the case of GL(n,C) in [DW], we use chains to study the representations in G*°.

Definition 2.2. The chains of each classical type is defined as follows:
(i) Type A: Let T >t be positive integers of the same parity, define
T T2 t+2 ¢ >

AT7tZ:{T,T—2,...,t+2,t}AZ: (_2 t22 :]?‘_2 2I
2 2 2

N[+
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(i1) Type B: Let k > n > 0 be integers, define

33212
Biokt1,0n) = {2k — 1,2k = 3,2n + 1,2n,2n — 1,..., 1}p = <%’§’ T2l >
; Fi90-s o5 L2,
(iii) Type C: Let n be a positive integer, define
1,...,n\
C[2n} = {271,271—2,...,2}0 = <1,...,’I’L> H

1 e
Cion—11]:={2n—1,2n—3,... 1}¢c := <(_21)’n 2%_1)
(iv) Type D: Let n > 0 be an integer, define
0,...,n—1
Dign) :=1{2n —2,2n —4,...,0}p = <0,...,n— 1> ;

Also, let n > k > 1 be integers, define
D[2n,2k—1,1] = {271 — 2, 2n — 4, . ,2]€, 2k — 1, ey 1, O}D

. 1 2k—1

I CURRT R R
T . O 2k—1
07---7”7/_1, %,...,T

If the subscript of a chain is omitted, we assume that the chain is of Type A.

Using Theorem [[T] and the definition above, all J(A\, —s\) € G4 have Zhelobenko pa-
rameters of the form

l l
()\, —S/\) =X» or U ATmti or U *ATi,ti U Xp,
i=1 i=1
where X = B, C or D, and the coordinates of all chains constitute 2\. In particular, the
coordinates of the union of chains must be distinct.
In order to show which (A, —s\) gives rise to scattered representations, we extend the
definition of interlaced chains in [DW] as follows:

Definition 2.3. (a) Two chains X1 = {M,...,m}x, Xo = {N,...,n}tx, where X =
A,B,C or D, are linked if the entries of X1 and X5 are disjoint, and either one
of the following holds:

e M >N >m; or
e N>M>n; or
® {Xl} XQ} = {C[2n}7-’4(1,1)}'
(b) We say a union of chains U X; is interlaced if for alli # j in I, there exist indices
el
i =10,01,...,0 = J in I such that X;,_, and X;, are linked for all1 <1 < k. (By
convention, we also consider the single chain X to be interlaced).

Among all T € G4 given in [BDW], the following theorem allows us to pick out those
appearing in G*¢.
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Theorem 2.4. Take any w € G? as described in Theorem [T Then r is scattered if and
only if the chains in its Zhelobenko parameters U§:1 A, 1, U Xo are interlaced.

Proof. There must be a chain Xp of Type X, or else the reduced expressions of s € W do
not contain the short/long root in Type B/C, or one of the roots at the fork in Type D.
The fact that they are all interlaced follows directly from the arguments in [DW]. O

Now let us give two applications of Theorem 241

2.1. The spin-lowest K-type is unitarily small. The notion of unitarily small K-types
was introduced by Salamanca-Riba and Vogan [SV] in their uniform conjecture about the
unitary dual of real reductive Lie groups. In our setting, a K-type VMK is unitarily small if
and only if its highest weight p lies in the convex hull generated by the points {wp | w € W}.

Corollary 2.5. The spin-lowest K -type of any scattered representation is unitarily small.

Proof. Note that by our construction of interlaced chains, the adjacent coordinates of 2
differ by at most one. The corollary therefore follows directly from Lemma 3.4 of [DW]. O

2.2. Number of scattered representations. Now let us count the number of scattered
representations as in Section 3 of [DW].

Corollary 2.6. Let b,,c,,d, be the number of scattered representations of Type B, C', D

of rank n respectively. Then we have the following recursive formulas:
o Type B: by =2,

{2bn —1 ifnis even
bn+1 =

, , forn > 2.
2b,, if n is odd

e Type C: co =3,
Cnt+1 = 2¢,  forn > 2.
o Type D:ds =2,dy =5,

2d, — 1 if nis even
dn+1 =

, , forn > 4.
2d,, if n is odd

In particular, the number of scattered representations of Type Cy, is given by ¢, = 3 - 272
for all n > 2.

Proof. Firstly, we list the scattered representations for each type of small rank:
Type Ba: {3 1}5, {2 1} 5.
Type Bs: {6 3 1}p, {2} U{3 1}, {32 1}5.
Type Ca: {3 1}c, {2}c U {1}, {4 2}c.
Type C3: {53 1}¢, {2} U{3 1}¢, {1} U{4 2}¢, {3 1} U {2}, {6 4 2}¢, {3} U {4 2}¢.
Type D3: {42 0}p, {1} U{2 0}p.
Type Dy: {642 0}p, {3} U{420}p, {1}U{420}p, {31} U{20}p, {3210}p.
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This verifies the corollary for small ranks. For the recursive formula, we can apply an
analog of Algorithm 3.6 of [DW] to construct new scattered representations of Type X,,4+1
(X = B,C, D) from those of Type X,, (see the example below). Then the result follows. [

Example 2.7. We begin with the recursion of Type C, which is exactly the same as that
in [DW]: For example, the cq4 = 12 scattered representations of Type Cy are obtained from
the c3 = 6 scattered representations of Type C3 by:

{53 1}c — {753 1}¢, {4} u{5 3 1}¢
{2 U {3 1}¢ — {23 U {5 3 1}c, {42} U{3 1}c
{13 U{4 2}c = (33 U{1} U {4 2}c, {1}U{642}c
{31} U{2}¢ — {5 31} U{2}¢, {31} u{42}¢

{6 4 2}¢ — {864 2}c, {5} U {642}
{3tu{42}c — {53} U{4 2}c, {31 U{6 4 2}c.

As for special orthogonal groups, Algorithm 3.6 of [DW] applies as in the case of symplectic
groups with the following exceptions:

e In Type Boy, we only have
{2n2n—-1 ... 21}p—={2n+12n2n—-1 ... 2 1}p.

Namely, there is no {2n+22n2n—1 ... 2 1}p.
e In Type Doy, we only have

2n—12n-2 ... 10}p—>{22m—12n—2 ... 10}p.
Namely, there is no {2n+12n—12n—-2 ... 1 0}p.

In both cases, the latter parameter does not give a unipotent representation in Theorem
[Z1 This explains the discrepancy between the even and odd b, and d, in the formulas of
Corollary [2.4.

3. SPIN LOWEST K-TYPE

We now investigate the spin lowest K-type of all the scattered representations, which
must be of the form

(8) Indf (r2) = Indf] o7 (0 e <® Cy, ® wo> e G*,

according to Theorem [[LIl Here each C,, has Zhelobenko parameter A; := Ar,;,. By
switching the order of the Levi factors if necessary, we assume that T; +t; > T} 4 ¢; for all
1 < j.

By induction in stages, consider

GL a;
(9) 74 = Indf} g(;@ C,.).
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The spin lowest K-type of w4 is equal to V(/(;lu...;@z)’ where (61;...;6;) is given in Section 2
of [DW] (our choice of ordering in the previous paragraph guarantees that it is a dominant
weight). Also, the spin lowest K-type of mp is given in Sections 5.4 — 5.6 of [BP1]. More
precisely, it is equal to V(f(g l, where

(10)
(k+n—-1%k+n-3)2...(k—n+1)20"") if O=[2k+1,2n] in Type B
(0™) if O = [2n] in Type C

0o = ¢ (nton—1) ifO=[2n—-1,1] in Type C
(0™) if O = [2n] in Type D
(n+k—D'n+k—2)"...(n—k)o"F) if O = [2n,2k —1,1] in Type D

p1 P2
where (n}',nb? ...) is the shorthand of (71, ..., n1, N2, ..., n2,...). In all cases, we sepa-
rate the non-zero and zero coordinates of o by writing o = (o +;0,...,0).

Theorem 3.1. Let 7 € G be of the form of (). Then the spin lowest K-type of 7 is
obtained as follows:
(i) Take V(gu...;é)l) and V(fg as given in (8.
(ii) For each 1 < i <1, construct u; from 60; by the following:

o If A; is linked with Xo», we have two possibilities:

— Suppose A; and Xp are linked by
Ai = {A1, R Aq—pa Aq—p—l—la ceey Aq}
{X1, ... . Xy, Xpy1, oo, Xp} = Xo,

take v; == (p,p — 1,...,1), and p; is obtained from 0; by adding v; on the p
coordinates (...,(A1+ Ag)/2,..., (A1 + Ag)/2,...) of b;.

P
— Suppose A; and Xo are linked by

A; = (A1, ..., Ay}
(X1, ... X, Xpy1, ..., X, }=Xo

{1} L
492 ), take v; := (p,p—1,...,p—q+1)
and pi; is obtained from 6; by adding v; on 0; = ((A1 + Aq)/2,..., (A1 + Ay)/2).

q

(this includes the case (2n .

o If A; is not linked with Xo, take u; = 6;.

(iii) Suppose A;,,- -+ Aj; are the chains that are linked to Xo such that iy < iy < --- <ij.
Let po = (0o,+;vij5-- -5 viy;0,...,0).

Then the spin lowest K-type of  is given by VHK, where p = ({1, ..., 1 po).
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Example 3.2. Consider the scattered representation

IdG ;i xarayxar@xsoar (Cas,s,15,15) ® Cg) © C(s,5) ® T1s,2))
with Zhelobenko parameter:

{18 16 14 12} 8y {6 4}
{13 119 7 5 3 2 1}

By our ordering of A;, we label the chains corresponding to GL(4), GL(1) and GL(2)
by Ay, Ay and As, respectively By [DW], the spin lowest K-type of GL part is equal to
its lowest K -type, which is V(g1 02105) = V(‘{‘S 15,15,15:8:5,5) and the unipotent representation
Ts,2) has spin lowest K-type V(7700 0,0,0,0)° Then A1, A2 and As are all linked to Xo,
with vy = (1) on the GL(4) coordinates, vo = (3) on the GL(1) coordinates, and vs = (5,4)
on the GL(2) coordinates. So = (16,15,15,15;11;10,9;7,7,5,4,3,1,0,0).

_(753333111111111
Note that {:u_p} - (57575757575757575757575757575) and hence

29 19 31

5 5y 5) = (18,16,14,13,12,11,9,8,7,6,5,4,3,2,1) = 2

{n=py+p={p—p}+(+

satisfies ().

Example 3.3. Let G = Sp(6,C), then the siz scattered representations in Example [2.7]
along with their spin lowest K-types are given by

Parameters | Scattered Representations | LKT | Spin LKT
{53 1}c T[5,1] (1,0,0) | (3,0,0)
{6 4 2}¢ T[6] (0,0,0) | (0,0,0)

{1} U{4 2}c IndgL(l)xSp( ) Cy ®ma) | (1,000 (3,2,0)

{2tu{3 1}c IndGL( 1)xSp(4) ((C( 2) ® 3, 1}) (2,0,0) (3,2,1)

{3} U{4 2}c IndGL(l)xSp( 1 (Cy @) | (3,0,0) | (4,1,0)

{3 1} U {2}0 IndGL( 2)x Sp(2) (C(2’2) & 7T[2}) (2,2,0) (3, 2,1)

For instance, the scattered representation with parameter {2} U {3 1}c has 61 = (2) and
0o = (2,0). Here vy = (1), so p=(24+1;2,0+1) =(3,2,1)

In order to prove Theorem B.1] it suffices to show that VuK appears in m, and that u

satisfies (). Indeed, by the main result of [BDW], then VuK would be the unique spin-
lowest K-type in 7w appearing with multiplicity one. The rest of the manuscript is devoted
to proving these two results.

Proposition 3.4. Let w be a scattered representation of the form given in (8). Then
[7|K : VMK] > 0.

Proof. Note that we have an inclusion of M N K-types

Videon B Vs C (ma B 70) | mnk,
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where
M =GL()_a;) x G
i
is a maximal Levi subgroup of G containing the maximal compact torus T' < K, and 74
is as defined in (). Therefore we have the inclusion of K-types

IdGnk (Vg oy ® Vig ) € nddnx ((ra B 7o) k) = 7k,

where () = M N can be chosen as the parabolic subgroup such that the roots of n are all
contained in AZS. So to prove the proposition, it suffices to check that

[IndgﬂK(‘/(?l;...;Gl) X ‘/912 ) : VMK] > 0.
This follows immediately from (1), Lemmas 3.5 and [3.91 O

We put
W' ={weW]| (wp,a’) >0, YVa € A}, }.

For induced representations, we have a Blattner-type formula

(11)
[IndgﬁK(‘/(?l;...;Gl)lg%o ) : VMK] = Z Z(_l)z[(‘/(ghﬂl)‘z%]; )®Sm(nme) : Hl(um& VMK)L
meN ¢
where
i K MNK
(12) HnneVE) = b vk,

{weW’|l(w)=i}

The Lie algebra cohomology formula (I2)) is due to Kostant [K]. The formula (III) can be
seen by looking at the Weyl character formula of the restricted representation VMK | MK
(c.f. [B], Section 2.7). An analogous formula in the setting of cohomological induction is
given in Theorem 5.64 of [KnV]. We note that for complex Lie groups, parabolic induction

and cohomological induction are essentially the same.
We now study right hand side of (III) for all ¢ > 0.

Lemma 3.5. There exists a non-negative integer k such that
(Vg op BV ) @ SEmne) : Ho(nne, VX >0
Proof. By (I2)), it is obvious that Ho(n N, VMK) = VMM”K. So it suffices to show
(V. op B Vi) @ S(an ) : VMNE] > 0,

By our choice of the parabolic subgroup Q@ = M N in Proposition 3.4, we have the following
decomposition of nN € as M N K-modules:

Type B, D: nnt= (V(?,o,...,o) X V(fo,...,o)) ® (V(?,LO,...,O) X V(o,...,o))

(13) A / A K’
Type C: nNt= <V(1,0,...,0) X V(l,O,...,O)) ©® <V(2,0,...,0) X V(o,...,()))
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Thus S¥(n N €) contains a copy of Sk(V(f,o,...p) X ‘/([1{,67...,0)) = SF(CXi% K C*) for each
classical type with z = 2 - rank(G’) for Type C, D, and x = 2 - rank(G’) + 1 for Type B.
Note that the GL(Y; a;) x GL(x)-module S*(C2=: % K C®) contains a copy of

A U(=) —

Vit 000 B Vi 0.0 MMEMZH.Z%ZOMMk—E:M
7

with multiplicity one. Suppose j < min{}, a;,rank(G’)}. By restricting the U(z)-module

V([lil(f.).,kj,o,...,o) to K’, it must have a copy of T/(ﬁ,7___7kj’07___70) with multiplicity one.

For any v € R"™, let |v| be the sum of the coordinates of v. By taking k = [v;, |+ - -+ vy |
with each v;, being given by Theorem [B.I we conclude that S¥(n N €) contains a copy of
VA = VE

i

(V’ij7"'7l/i1707"'70) 7“'71/711707'“70)'

On the GL(}, a;) factor, we will show in Lemma [B.7] that
A A 1A
(14) [‘/(91;...;91) ® ‘/(Vij,...,uil,o,...,O) : ‘/(,u,l;...;ul)] > 1.
On the G’ factor, by using Section 2.1 of [HTW], we have that
! ! K/
(15) [‘/9(9 ® ‘/(Ijij,...,ljil ,0,...,0) : Vuo] 2 1

Indeed, the number of non-zero entries of uo = (0o +;vi;;-.-5 v4y;0,...,0) is upper
bounded by rank(G’). Thus Sections 2.1.2 and 2.1.3 of [HTW] apply, and give the fol-
lowing lower bound for the left hand side of (IHl):

One sees that this Littlewood-Richardson coefficient equals one, and (IH]) follows.
To summarize, we have

(Vg op BVis ) @ SFmne) : HO(n e, V)]

4 K A K’ . MNK
Z[(V(Gu...;f)z) X Vbo ) ® (‘/(Vij,...,yil,o,...,O) X ‘/Euij,...,uil 7O,...,O)) . V,u ]
A K’ K’ . MNK
Z[V(MU---?M) X (Vgo ® V(Vij7---71/i1 70,...,0)) : Vu ]
A K' .y MNK) _
2[V(m;---;m) MV Vi =1

where the second inequality uses (I4]), while the third inequality uses (I3]). Hence the result
follows. O

Remark 3.6. From (I3) and the proof of the above lemma, one can also check that any
V,;? X Vﬁg/ appearing in S™(n N ) must have |y1| > |v2| for all m > 0.

Lemma 3.7. In the setting of Lemma (30, the inequality (I4]) holds.

Proof. By the Littlewood-Richardson Rule as stated on page 420 of [GW], it suffices to find
one L-R skew tableau of shape (u1;...;u1)/(61;...;6;) and weight (v;;,...,7;,0,...,0) in
the sense of Definition 9.3.17 of [GW].
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Construct the Ferrers diagram (u1;...;u;)/(01;...;6;). Counting from top to bottom,
its row sizes are equal to (vi,, Uiy, - - -, Vi, ).

We now fill each partition v;, in (p1;...;0)/(015...56;) for each 1 < ¢t < j as fol-
lows: Let T be the semi-standard Young tableau whose shape is given by the partition
(1/,-]., ...y Viy, Viy ), and the entries of the k-th row of T" are all equal to k. Take a sequence
of sub-tableaux of T'

TlCTQC"'CTj:T
such that T} has the same shape as (v;,, V4, ..., v;,) for all 1 <t < j. We now look at the
skew-tableau T;/T;—1 (where Tj is the empty tableau). By construction, the column sizes
of Ty /T;—1 are the same as those of v;,.

Fill the k-th row of the partition v, in (p1;...501)/(61;...;0;) by the k-th entries on the
columns of T;/T;—1 counting from the top in ascending order. Due to the construction in
Theorem B.1] this will give us a semi-standard skew tableau of shape (p1;...;511)/(015...56;)
and weight (v;;,...,7;,0,...,0) (see Definition 9.3.16 of [GW]), which is a reverse lattice
word by Definition 9.3.17 of [GW]. Therefore, it is a desired L-R skew tableaux and the
proof is complete. O

Example 3.8. Let us come back to Example 3.3, where | =3 and
(15 po; us) = (16,15,15,15;11;10,9),  (61;62;63) = (15,15,15,15;8; 5, 5).

Recall that v;y, = (1), v, = (3), viy = (5,4). So the skew Ferrers diagram (u1; po; ps)/(01; 02; 63)
looks like:

[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]/il |
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [
LI S S S S ° ® | Vi | Viy | Vig
® o @ |0 0 | V. | V| Vig| Vi | Vi
oo oo 0 |y |V, |V, | Vs
To fill in the entries of the above diagram, consider
1[1]1]1]1]
B 111 2(2[2]2 o
T = Cc Ty = l - 3133 =T5="T,
£
where the highlighted blocks are Ty/Ty—1 fort = 1,2. This leads us to the following tableau:
e | o |0 O o | o [ ] [ ] |0 | o [ ] [ ] o | o 1 |
e | o |0 O o | o [ ] [ ] |0 | o [ ] [ ] o | o
e | o |0 O o | o [ ] [ ] |0 | o [ ] [ ] o | o
e | o |0 O o | o [ ] [ ] |0 | o [ ] [ ] o | o
oo o oo 000 1[1]2
ololeofefle|1 1223
oleoleofe|e 2334
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Note that the row word of T' is 2334112231121, which is a reverse lattice word. Thus T is
an L-R skew tableau of shape (u1;ua;us)/(01;02;60s) and weight (5,4,3,1,0,0,0,0). Now
the Littlewood-Richardson Rule guarantees that

A A A
[‘/(15,15,15,15;8;5,5) ® V(5,4,3,1,0,0,0) : ‘/(16,15,15,15;11;10,9)] > 1
Lemma 3.9. For all i >0 and m > 0, we have
(16) (Vo R Ve ) ® S™ (N ) : H(nNE V)] =0.

Proof. Let 64 := (01;...;6;). By Remark B.6] the M N K-types appearing on the left hand
side of (I6) must be of the form
Visin BVig s Il 2 Il,

where 71 and 72 consist solely of non-negative integers. We claim that for all ¢ > 0, if
H'(nNg, VMK) consist of M N K-types of the form

Vivio B Vi1,
where d1, dy consists only of non-negative integers, then |d;| < |d2].
Indeed, recall from the construction of p in Theorem [B.1] that
¢=y_; a r::rajﬁ((G’)
p=_C Osa+w ; bo+ws ), lw1| = |wal.

If w € W is so that w(u + p) = (51;P2) is regular on AJLF, B1, P2 are obtained by the
following:

(a) Take any sub-collection of ¢ entries inside p + p, and assign either 4+ or — to each
coordinate;

(b) [y is obtained by rearranging the ¢ coordinates chosen in (a) in descending order;

(c) For the remaining r entries of u + p, rearrange in descending order and get [3.

It is obvious that if w(u+ p) — p = (51; B2) — p contributes to any multiplicities in (I0), the
entries of 81 must be all positive, i.e., we always assign + in Step (a) above. So we focus
on w € W consisting of transpositions only, which implies that |w(u + p) — p| = ||
Therefore, if w is not the identity, then the sum of the first ¢ coordinates of w(u+ p) —p
must be strictly less than that of 44wy, and the sum of the last r coordinates of w(u+p)—p
must be strictly greater than that of 4 ws. This proves our claim, and the lemma follows
immediately. O

The proof of Theorem Bl ends with:
Proposition 3.10. Equation () holds for VMK, e, {u—pr=2\—np.

Proof. In our construction of VuK =yK the coordinates of Type A chains u; are

(b15-5p11510)
determined in exactly the same way as in Algorithm 2.2 of [DW] (this is true also when it

is linked to X»). Hence the proof in [DW] applies to all u; appearing in p.
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We now focus on studying the coordinates corresponding to 8» — pe. For convenience,
we reorder A; (if necessary) such that

(17)
q2 qk
{ A ) (A} e A )}
(X1, e, Xp, oorer e e e s Xe—zi1, - X dx = Xo.
p Z

In particular, we only study the last r = rank(G’) coordinates of {u — p} and 2\ — p in our
calculations thereafter.

Let Ap be such that 2)\p is equal to the coordinates of X». Since V}f; " is the spin lowest
K-type of mo by Sections 5.4 — 5.6 of [BP1], we have

(18) 200 — pr = {9(9 - pr}7
where pi := (hg,...,h1) is half sum of the positive roots in the Dynkin diagram of Lie
type X; (X = B,C, D).

Let

A := (the last r coordinates of 2\ — p) — (2A0 — py),

© := (the last r coordinates of {u — p}) — {00 — pr}.
If A = O, then we can conclude that 2A — p = { — p} by ([I8), and the proposition follows.

We consider A first. The entries of 2\ are given by (7). Subtracting it by p, one has

dk

A

------ { ,*—hz+3, *—hz+1}
{+Xe—zo1—hzya, Xo—z—hzio, Xo_zy1—hz,—, X, —hi}x.
Z

2N —p=

Meanwhile,
200 —pr ={X1 —hp,- \ Xoz 1 —hz42, Xoz —hzy1, Xp—z41 —hz, -, Xp —h1}x.
Therefore, we have

(19) A= ((vg;...;v130,...,0)%0,...,0),
r—2 Z

where v; are determined in Theorem B.I for 1 < i < k, and p? is the transpose of the
partition p by switching the rows of p into columns. In other words, if p = («a1,...,q—7),
then

pt = (517'-'7ﬁ7‘—Z)7 where ﬁlz#{J | Qj ZZ} VZZl
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On the other hand, note that 0 < s := number of coordinates of 0p y < Z <r, and
{00 — pr}
— (00,430, -, 0) — (hrs- 1)}
={(0o+— (hr,...;hy—s11);(0,...,0) = (hy—g, ..., hz—541);(0,...,0) = (hz—s,...,h1))}
s r—2 Z—s
= (hr—ss-shz—si;hz—s, .. his {00+ — (hey - oo s 11) })-
r—7 z

Note that the coordinates of {#o + — (h1,...,hs)} are all equal to either 3 or 0 by direct
calculation on 0o . given by (I0), or by looking at Equations (20), (22) and (24) of [BDW].
Hence the expression in the last equality above is dominant.

Meanwhile, recall pn = (0o 1;vk;...;11;0,...,0). So the last r coordinates of {u — p}
are equal to:

{Whie 3130, ,0) = (Ao Bt 1) Vi B e s 13 {00, = (s o))

r—272 Z
Writing ¢ := (hy—s, ..., hz_st1), the difference of the above equations gives
(20) ©=0l—-{(v;...;v1;0,...,0) = £};0,...,0).

By comparing (I9) and (20)), the proposition follows if one can show that
0—{(vg;...;v150,...,0) = £} = (vg;...;v150,...,0)

as elements of N™ := N"~Z_ or equivalently

(21) {0 —(vg;...;v150,...,0)} =€ — (vg;...;v130,...,0)

The coordinates of ¢ in (2] can be translated by any fixed integer as long as the coor-
dinates inside the braces on the left remain non-negative. In particular, we can prove (2I])
holds by replacing ¢ with py,.

For simplicity, we only prove ([2I]) in Type C' with ¢ = p,, = (m,...,2,1). We claim
that for all partitions p = (p1,...,pm) such that p; < m and all positive entries of p are
distinct (for example, p = (v;...;v1;0,...,0)),

(22) {t—p}=t—p
Example 3.11. Let { = p1g and p = (10,7,5,4,1). Then we have
{{-p}={10-10,9-7,8—-5,7—4,6—1,5,4,3,2,1} = (5,5,4,3,3,3,2,2,1,0)
(—p'= (10,9,8,7,6,5,4,3,2,1) — (5,4,4,4,3,2,2,1,1,1) = (5,5,4,3,3,3,2,2,1,0).
Therefore, (22)) holds.

We now give a proof of (22)). By hypothesis, ¢/p defines a skew partition, whose row
and column sizes give the sizes of {¢ — p} and £ — p’ respectively. So we need to show that
¢/p have the same row and column sizes.
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Mark the (i, j)-block of ¢/p by (m +2) — (i + j), so that the leftmost entry of each row
of £/p gives the size of the row, and the topmost entry of each column of ¢/p gives the size
of the column. For instance, in the setting of Example [B.11] we have

oooooo|
ele|e 2|1
e 321

3121

211

1

—INNfw e | e[| e

HINW e~ o000

HINW e~ Cleo|o| 0|0

‘}—‘[\'}OJ»&OT.....

so that its nonzero row and column sizes are {{—p} = {2,3,3,5,5,4,3,2,1} (counting from
top to bottom) and ¢ —p’ = (5,5,4,3,3,3,2,2,1) (counting from left to right) respectively.

We identify the entries of {¢ — p} with that of £ — p' as follows:

(1) If the leftmost block of a row of ¢/p is also the topmost block of a column of ¢/p, then
we have a natural identification between the entries of {¢ — p} and £ — p! corresponding to
this block.

For instance, the blocks satisfying this property in Example B.11] are circled below:

ooo@l|
e [ B®2]1
Bl 2|1

2 |1

1

HINNWw e | e|e( e

HINW s~ o0 0|0

ol (T e|e|e|e

NN G RIRIRIRIE

with {{ — p} = {®7@7@7@7@74737271}7 {—p'= (@7@74737@7@727@71)'

(ii) Consider the unidentified entries of {¢ — p} in (i). They correspond to the entries in
the leftmost block of a row in ¢/p but not the topmost block of any column. Since p is
a strictly decreasing partition, these blocks must occur at the first column of ¢/p. More
precisely, if p = (p1 > -++ > p > pry1 = 0...py = 0), then the entry of (¢ + 1,1)-block
of £/p is m — t, and the blocks below it cannot be the topmost block of a column. These
blocks take the entries:

(23) {m—t—1,...,2,1}

(in our example, m = 10, t = 5 and hence m —t — 1 = 4).
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(iii) On the other hand, we study the unidentified entries of ¢ — p’ in (i). They are the
entries at the topmost block of a column but not the leftmost block of any row. Namely,
suppose the entries of the i*"-row of /—p are v;, v;—1, ..., 1, then the blocks corresponding
tov; —1,v;—2, ..., v;_1 are the topmost blocks of some columns that are not the leftmost
blocks of row 1.

For instance, by looking the fifth row of the skew tableau in (i), the entries on this row
are (D), 4, 3, 2, 1, and the blocks with entries 4 and 3 contribute to the unidentified entries
in ¢ — pt.

Collecting all such entries on each row of ¢/p, we have

41
(24) U{Ui —1Lvi =2, v 1) = {verr — Livggr —2,...,2, 1}
i—1

Note that the entry v, appears at the (¢ + 1,1)-block, so v441 =m —t as in (ii).

Consequently, (23) and (24]) are equal, and we have established an identification between
the entries of {¢ — p} and ¢ — p'. Therefore (22)) holds, and the result follows. O

4. ON A CONJECTURE OF HUANG
Let us investigate Conjecture 13.3 of [H] raised by Huang in 2015.

Conjecture 4.1. ([H]) A wunitary representation either has nonzero Dirac cohomology
or is induced from a unitary representation with nonzero Dirac cohomology by parabolic
induction.

Example 4.2. Let G be Sp(6,C). Fiz a positive root system Ag so that it has simple roots
{e1 —e2,e9—e3,2e3}. Consider the spherical irreducible unitary representation J(\, X) with
A= (%, %, %) This is the metaplectic representation Teyen described in Section 5.5 of [BP1].
As computed there, Hp(Teyen) = 0.

We claim that Teven cannot be parabolically induced from any unitary representation with

non-zero Dirac cohomology. Indeed, if there exists such a representation, say 7y, then
Tleven — Indg (ﬂ.L)’

Since the infinitesimal character 2XA = (5,3,1) of Teven s dominant, integral and regular
for AL, one would conclude from Theorem 2.4 of [BP1] that Hp(Teyen) # 0, contradiction.
Thus the claim holds, and Teyen violates Conjecture [4{.1].

More generally, there are other unipotent representations in G = Sp(2n,C) wviolating
the conjecture. Consider the spherical special unipotent representation mo 1 corresponding
to a nonzero, cuspidal special nilpotent orbit O C g. For example, one can take O =
[Amy,4dma, ..., 4my] with integers my > mg > --- > my > 0. Then Hp(mp,1) = 0, since
hY = 2X\ in Equation (@) is singular (here hY is the semisimple element of a Jacobson-
Morozov triple of the Lusztig-Spaltenstein dual OV C g¥). On the other hand, To1 cannot
be parabolically induced from any representations given in Theorem [I1 tensored with a
unitary character of Type A, or else its associated variety (O in this case) would be a
non-cuspidal nilpotent orbit. O
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