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A CHARACTERIZATION OF UNITARITY OF SOME HIGHEST WEIGHT
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HARISH-CHANDRA MODULES

ZHANQIANG BAI AND MARKUS HUNZIKER

ABSTRACT. Let L()\) be a highest weight Harish-Chandra module with highest weight A. When the
associated variety of L(\) is not maximal, that is, not equal to the nilradical of the corresponding
parabolic subalgebra, we prove that the unitarity of L(\) can be determined by a simple condition
on the value of z = (A + p, 8Y), where p is half the sum of positive roots and 3 is the highest root.
In the proof, certain distinguished antichains of positive noncompact roots play a key role.

By using these antichains, we are also able to provide a uniform formula for the Gelfand—Kirillov
dimension of all highest weight Harish-Chandra modules, generalizing our previous result for the
case of unitary highest weight Harish-Chandra modules.
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Let Gg be a connected non-compact simple Lie group with finite center, and let Kg be a maximal
compact subgroup. From the work of Harish-Chandra (see comments in [BHXZ, §3.2]), it follows
that infinite-dimensional highest weight Harish-Chandra modules for Gy exist if and only if (G,
Kpg) is a Hermitian symmetric pair. The problem of determining when a highest weight Harish-
Chandra module is unitarizable has been extensively studied by various authors (see, for example,
the references in [EHW83]). The full classification was independently completed in [EHW83] and
[Jak83], though the classification itself is rather intricate. In this paper, we provide a simple and
uniform characterization of unitarity for Harish-Chandra modules with a given associated variety,
expressed in terms of the highest weight (see Theorem 1.1).
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From now, we assume that (Gr, Kr) is a Hermitian symmetric pair. We denote by K the
complexification of the compact group Kg and by (g, ) the complexified Lie algebras of (Gr, KRr).
Then we have the usual decompositition g = p~ @ €@ p™ of g as a K-representation. Let hh C € be a
Cartan subalgebra. Then b is a Cartan subalgebra of g. Let A and A(¥) denote the root systems of
(g,h) and (& b), respectively. Let AT be the positive system of A, and define A1 (£) = A(f) N AT
and A(pT) = AT\ AT(¢). Let 8 denote the unique maximal noncompact root of A*. Now choose
¢ € h* so that ¢ is orthogonal to A(€) and (¢, 3")=1. Let A € h* be At (£)-dominant integral and
F(X) be the irreducible ¢-module with highest weight A. By letting the nilradical act by zero, we
may consider F'()\) as a module of the parabolic subalgebra q = £ + p*. Then we define:

N(A) =U(g) ®u(q) F(A).
Let L(X) denote the irreducible quotient of N(\), which is a highest weight module of g.
From [EHW83], L()\) is a highest weight Harish-Chandra module if and only if A € At (£), where
AT(8) = {\ €b* | \is AT(¥)-dominant integral}.

Write p for half the sum of positive roots in A™. Then we can write A = \g + 2(, with \g € b*
such that (Mg + p,3)=0, and z = (A + p, ) € R.

The associated variety of a highest weight Harish-Chandra module is known to be the closure of
a single K-orbit in p* (see §3 for more details). Furthermore, the closures of the K-orbits in p™
form a linear chain of varieties

{0}=00cO,C--CO_1CO =p",

where r is the R-rank of Gg, i.e., the dimension of a Cartan subgroup of the group Ggr, which
is also equal to the rank of the symmetric space Gr/Kgr. Therefore, if L(\) is a highest weight
Harish-Chandra module with highest weight A, then there is an integer 0 < k(\) < r such that the

associated variety of L()) is Opy).-
Denote
(11) Rk = (p7ﬂv)+uk = (puﬂv)_kc7

for 0 < k < r. Here ¢ is a real number associated with the Hermitian type Lie group Gg, see
Table 1.

In this paper, we will prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let A € AT (€) and suppose AV(L(\)) = O, with 0 < k <r —1. Then
L()\) is unitarizable if and only if (A + p, 8Y) = 2.

Remark 1.2. Note that when AV(L(\)) = O,, it may happen that there is more than one point
such that L(\) is unitarizable.

In [BH15], we have found a uniform formula for the Gelfand—Kirillov dimensions of unitary
highest weight Harish-Chandra modules. Now we want to generalize our formula to all highest
weight Harish-Chandra modules.

Definition 1.3. For 1 < k <r — 1, define:
Ap ={ac A(p™) | ht(a) =k [c] +1}.

Here [c] denotes the smallest integer n such that n > c.
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Definition 1.4. Let Ao € AT (¥).
(a) If g is of type ADE, for 0 < k < r — 1, define
2k(No) := min{z € Z | 3 a € A, such that (Ao + 2 + p,a¥) > 0}.

(b) If g is of type BC, for 0 < k <r — 1, define

min{z € Z | 3 a € Ay, such that (\g + 2¢ + p,a¥) > 0}, if k is even
Ao) =
(%) min{z € § +Z | 3 o € Ay, such that (Ao + 2¢ + p,a") > 0}, if k is odd.
In the special case when \g = —(p, 8Y)(, we also write z; instead of zx(\g) (This coincides with

our definition of zj in (1.1)).
Our new formula for the Gelfand-Kirillov dimensions of all highest weight Harish-Chandra mod-
ules is as follows.
Theorem (Theorem 6.3). Suppose A = Ao + 2( is a reduction point. Then
(a) If g is of type ADE, then z € Z and
rzr—1, if 2 < zr—1(N\o)
GKdim L(\) = ¢ kzr—1, if z1(Mo) < 2 < zx—1(Xo), where 1 <k <7 —1

0, if z0(MNo) < z € Z.

(b) If g is of type BC, then z € Z or z € %—I—Z and
rzr—1, if 2 < zr—1(A\o)
kzk—1, if z(Xo) < z < zk—2(Xo), where 2 <k <r —1 and

GKdim L(\) = either z € Z and k is even or z € % +7Z and k is odd
20, ile()\o)gze %—FZ
0, if z0(M\o) < z € Z.

2. DISTINGUISHED ANTICHAINS OF POSITIVE NONCOMPACT ROOTS
Note that for any integer 1 < h < ht(3), the set
A(pT)n = {a € A(p™) | ht(a) = h}
is an antichain in A(p™).

Let II denote the set of simple roots in AT,

Lemma 2.1 ([Jak83, Lemma 4.1]). Let a € A(p™), let w1, ..., T be distinct elements of IIN A(E),
and assume that o +m; € A(pT) fori=1,..., k. Then k < 2. Furthermore, if k = 2, then w1 1 7o
and o+ w1 + 7o € A(pT). O

In light of this lemma, the Hasse diagram of A(p™) is an upward planar graph of order dimension
two and hence can be drawn on a two-dimensional orthogonal lattice that has been rotated by a
45-degree angle.
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Example 2.2. Let gr = su(3,2). Then we have

‘ Q3 = €3 — €4

The antichains in A(p™) are given in Appendix.

A subset Y C A(p™) is called a lower-order ideal if, for a € A(p*) and 8 € Y, a < 8 implies
that « € Y.

Definition 2.3. For A € AT (¢), define the diagram of \ as the set
(2.1) Yy = {a S A(p+) ‘ ()\ + p, Oév) S ZSO},

viewed as a subposet of Ay(pT) := Ay N A(pT), where Ay := {a € A | (A+p,aV) € Z} is the
integral root system associated to A.

By [BHXZ, Lem 2.2], the poset Y} is a lower order ideal of A(p™) when ) is integral.

An antichain in a poset is a subset consisting of pairwise noncomparable elements. The width of
a poset is the cardinality of maximal antichain in the poset. Suppose A € AT (€), we use m = m(\)
to denote the width of Y).

By inspection of the Hasse diagram of A(p™), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose Y C A(p™) be a lower order ideal. If m is the width of Y, then there exists
an antichain A CY of length m such that all the roots in A have the same height.

Lemma 2.5. Let A € AT(€). If AV(L(\)) = O with 0 < k <r —1, then (A +p,a) > 0 for some
a € Ag.

Recall that Ay = A(p™)g[e41 is an antichain in A(p™).

Proof. Suppose AV(L()\)) = O with 0 <k <r —1.

When A is simply-laced, by our main theorem in [BHXZ], A is integral and m(\) = k. Assume
that (A4 p,a¥) <0 for all & € Ag. Since Ay is an antichain of length k + 1, it would follow that
m(A) > k + 1. Contradiction.

When A is non-simply-laced and k = 2[ is even, by our main theorem in [BHXZ], X is integral
and 2m(\) = k. Assume that (A + p,a") < 0 for all & € Ay. Since Ay is an antichain of length
[+ 1, it would follow that m(A) > 1+ 1. Then 2m(\) > 214+ 2 =k + 2 > k. Contradiction!

When A is non-simply-laced and k = 2] + 1 is odd, by our main theorem in [BHXZ], A is half-
integral and 2m(\)+1 = k. Assume that (A+p,a") <0 for all &« € Ay. Since Ay is an antichain of
length [+ 1, it would follow that m(\) > [+1. Then 2m(\)+1 > 2{+3 = k+2 > k. Contradiction!
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3. GELFAND—KIRILLOV DIMENSION AND ASSOCIATED VARIETY

In this section, we will recall some preliminaries on Gelfand—Kirillov dimensions and associated
varieties of highest weight modules. See [Vog78, Vog91] for more details.

Let M be a finite generated U(g)-module. Fix a finite dimensional generating space My of M.
Let U,(g) be the standard filtration of U(g). Set M,, = U,(g) - Mp and gr(M) = é gr,, M, where
gr, M = M, /M,_;. Thus gr(M) is a graded module of gr(U(g)) ~ S(g). i

The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of M is defined by

GKdim M — T 108 4im(Un(g) Mo)

n—00 logn

The associated variety of M is defined by
AV(M) :={X e€g" | f(X) =0 for all f€ Anngg(grM)}.

These two definitions are independent of the choice of My, and dim V(M) = GKdim M (e.g.,
[NOTO1]). If My is a-invariant for a subalgebra a C g, then

(3.1) AV(M) C (g/a)*.

When M = L()) is a highest weight Harish-Chandra module, we can choose My to be the finite
dimensional U (£)-module generated by Cy. Then M, is € & pT-invariant. In view of (3.1),

AV(L(X) C (g/(e@p™))" = (p7)" =p",

where the last isomorphism is induced from the Killing form. As shown in [Vog91], the associated
variety AV (M) is also K-invariant. In fact, Yamashita [YamO1] proved that AV (M) must be one
of Oy,.

Lemma 3.1. Let L()\) be a highest weight Harish-Chandra module. Then

AV(L(N)) = O
for some 0 < k() <r.

We have the following table from [EHW83]:

gR r ¢ (p7 5\/)
su(p,n —p) min{p,n —p} 1 n—1
sp(n,R) n 1/2 n

50™(2n) [n/2] 2 2n—3
s50(2,2n — 1) 2 n—3/2 2n -2
50(2,2n — 2) 2 n—2 2n-3

€6(—14) 2 3 11

€7(—25) 3 4 17

TABLE 1. Some constants of Lie groups of Hermitian type



In [BH15], we have found a uniform expression for the GK dimensions and associated varieties
of unitary highest weight Harish-Chandra modules.

Proposition 3.2 ([BH15]). Suppose L(\) is a unitary highest weight Harish-Chandra module with
highest weight \. We denote z = z(\) = (A + p, "), then

rzr—1,  if 2 <z
GKdim L(\) =S k21, ifz=2,=(p,fY) —kc,1 <k <r-—1
0, if z =20 = (p, BY).

Denote k = k(X\) := — OB Then

(1) If k > r — 1, we have GKdim L(\) = rz,_1 = 3 dim(G/K).
(2) If0 <k <r—1, then k is a non-negative integer and
GKdim L(X) = k((p, 87) — (k — 1)¢) = kzp—1 = dim Opy).

The associated variety of L(X) is Opy)-

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM: SIMPLY-LACED CASES
In this section, we assume that A is simply-laced.

For any integer 0 < k < r — 1, Ay is the antichain in A(p*) such that |[Ag] = £+ 1 and
Ar = A(p™)p, with A minimal.

To prove our Theorem 1.1, we need the following useful lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let 7 € AT(€¢). If \g =7 — (1 +p,8Y)C and X\ = X\g + 2, then, for any a € A(p™T)y,
()\—|—,0,0év) :Z_(paﬁv)—i_h_(T’ﬁv_av)'

Proof. Let o € A(p™)y. Since A is simply-laced, (¢,a") =1 and (p,a") = h. Thus,
(A +p,0") = (X0 +2C+p,a”)
= (1,2") = (1 +p, )¢ ) + 2(¢ ) + (p,a¥)
=(r,a") = (1 +p,B) +2+h
=(r,a’ =BY) = (p.B") +2+h
=z~ (p.B)+h— (1.7 —a’).

_ Now we can prove our Theorem 1.1. The idea is very simple. From Lemma 2.5, since AV(L())) =
Ok, we have (A 4 p,a¥) > 0 for some o € Ay = A(pT)gfej41- Then ht(a) = ke + 1. So if
AN+p,8Y)=2=2z, = (p,B") — ke, we will have
A+pa’)=2=(p,B") +h— (.8 —a’)
= (p,BY) —ke—(p, ") + ke +1— (1,5" —a”)
=1—(r,8Y —a’) >0.
This condition is very restrictive. In the following, we will give a case-by-case discussion for this

condition, which will imply the unitarity of L(\).
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4.1. Case ggr = su(p,q). For 0 <k <r—1=min{p,q} — 1,

Ak:A(p )k+1:{6p—k+i_5p+i+l:[07“‘70717”’71707"'70]‘OSZ‘SI{:}’

—— ——

p—k+i—1 k+1 q—i—1
(Here and in the following we write [nq,ne,...] := njay + noag + -+, where ay, ag,... are the
simple roots.)

Fix r=aiw +---+ Ap—1Wp—1 + bq_lwp+1 + e+ blwp+q_1 S A+(E) Then

=T—@P+qg—1+a1+-ap_1+by—1+---+b1)C.
For a = ep_g+i — eptit1,

No+2(+pa")=(z—(p+q—k—2))— (a1 + + ap_jri-1 + bg—i—1 + - + b1).

Now suppose A = \g + 2¢ such that AV(L(A\)) = O with0 < k<r—landz=z, =p+q—k—1.
By Lemma 2.5, (A + p,a) > 0 for some o € Ay. For o = €,_j4; — €p+it1, by Lemma 4.1 we have

A+pa’)=1—(a1 4+ ap pyi1 +bgi-1+---+b1)
and hence (A + p,a") > 0 implies a; = -+ = ap_g4;—1 = 0 and by
that A is of the form

e — bq—i—l = 0. It fOHOWS

> k >1
By [KV78], L(A) is unitary.

4.2. Case gg = 50"(2n). For 1 <k <r—1=[5] -1,

Ak = A(pT)op+1 = {[0,...,0,1,...,1,0,1],
—— Y—
n—2k—2 2k
[0,...,0,1,...,1,2,...,2,1,1] |0<i < k— 1},
—— —\— Y—
n—2k—1+1 2k—2i—1 %
Ao = A(p+)1 = {[0707 -0, 1]}

Fix 7 = ajwy + aswa + -+ + ap_1wn—1 € AT(€). Then, since = [1,2,---,2,1,1],
=7 (T+p,B ) =7—2n—3+a1+2a2+ -+ 2apn_2+ an_1)C.
Suppose AV (L(\)) = Og and z(\) = zg = 2n — 3. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,

1—(a1+2a2—|—'~+2an_2+an_1) >0
and hence a; = ag = --- = a,—1 = 0. It follows that A = 0 (trivial representation).

Now suppose A = Ao+ z( such that AV(L(A\)) = Oy with 1 <k <r—1and z = 2, = 2n— 3 — 2k.
By Lemma 2.5, (A4 p,a") > 0 for some o € Ag. So if n — 2k > 2, by Lemma 4.1 we have

1 — (a1 +2a2+ -+ 2ap_2p—2 + ap_ok—1+- - +an—2+an_1) >0
or

1—(a1+2a9+ -+ 2ap_9k—14i + ap_ok+i + -+ + an—i—2) > 0.

In the first case, a; = ags = --- = a,—1 = 0, and hence A = —2k( (k-th Wallach representation).
7



In the second case, a1 = ag = --- = a,_;_2 = 0. It follows that
A =Ap—ij—1Wn—i—1 T -+ Ap_1Wn—1
— (2k 4+ 2ap—i—1 + -+ 2ap—2 + an—1)C
=0n—ij—1Wn—i—1+ -+ + Qp_1Wp—1
— (2k + 2ap—i—1+ - + 2an—2 + an_1)wn.

So A is of the form

n—i—1 i+1
By [EW04], [EHWS83] or [DES91], L(\) is unitary.

So if n — 2k = 2, by Lemma 4.1 we have
1—(ag+ - +an-1)>0

or
1—(a1+2a9+ -+ 2ap_9k_14i + ap_ok+i + -+ + an—i—2) > 0.
In the first case, ag = --- = ap—1 = 0, and hence A = ajw; + (2 — n — a1)¢ (unitary reduction
point).
In the second case, a1 = ao = -+ = a,_;_o = 0. It follows that

A =Qp—i—1Wn—i—1+ "+ ap_1Wn_1
— 2k +2ap—i—1+ -+ 2ap—2+ ap—1)¢
=0n—ij—1Wn—i—1+ -+ + Qp_1Wp—1
— (2k + 2ap—i—1+ - + 2an—2 + an_1)wp.

So A is of the form

n—i—1 i+1
By [EW04], [EHWS83] or [DES91], L(\) is unitary.

43. Case gr =50(2,2n —2). For0<k<r—-1=2-1=1,
Ag=A(p")1 ={e1 —e2=1[1,0,...,0]},
A =A(pT )1 ={e1—en=10,...,1,0l,e1 +&, =[1,...,1,0,1]}.

Fix 7 = aswa + -+ + ap_1wn_1 + apwp, € AT (E). Then, since 8 =¢1 +e2 =[1,2,---,2,1,1],
M=T—(T+p,B8)=7—2n—3+2a2+ +2a,_2+ an_1+ a,)C.

Suppose AV (L(A)) = Og and 2()\) = 29 = 2n — 3. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,
1—(2as+ - +2ap-2+ap—1+a,) >0
and hence ag = -+ = a, = 0. It follows that A\ = 0 (trivial representation).
Suppose AV(L(A)) = Op and 2(\) = 2z =n — 1. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,
1—(ag+--+ap-1)>0

or

1—(ag+ -+ ap—2+a,) >0.
8



In the first case, we have ag = -+- = a,,—1 = 0. Hence A = a,w, — (n—2+a,)( (unitary reduction
point).

In the second case, we have ag = -+ = a2 = a, = 0. Hence A = ap—1wp—1 — (n — 2+ ap_1)¢
(unitary reduction point).

4.4. Case ggr = ¢5(_14)- By inspection of the Hasse diagram of A(p™),
Ao = A(pT)1 ={[1,0,0,0,0,0},
A= A(ph)y ={[1,0,1,1,1,0],[1,1,1,1,0,0]}.
Fix 7 = agwy + asws + aswy + asws + agws. Then, since § = [1,2,2,3,2,1],
MN=T—(T4+p,B) =7~ (11 + 2as + 2a3 + 3a4 + 2a5 + ag)C.

Suppose AV(L(\)) = Og and z(\) = zg = 11. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,
1-— (2a2+2a3+3a4+2a5+a6) >0

and hence as = a3 = a4 = a5 = ag = 0. It follows that A = 0 (trivial representation).

Suppose AV(L()\)) = O; and z()\) = z; = 8. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,
1—(2a2 + a3z + 2a4 + a5 + ag) > 0 or 1 — (az + az + 2a4 + 2a5 + ag) > 0.

In either case, aa = a3 = a4 = a5 = ag = 0 and hence A = —3( (1st Wallach representation).
4.5. Case ggr = e7(_g5). By inspection of the Hasse diagram of A(p™),

Ao =A(p™)1 = {[0,0,0,0,0,0,1]},

A = A(p+)5 ={[0,0,1,1,1,1,1],[0,1,0,1,1,1,1]},

Ay = A(p+)9 ={[1,1,2,2,1,1,1],[1,1,1,2,2,1,1},[0,1,1,2,2,2, 1] }.
Fix 7 = ajwy + agws + asws + aqwy + asws + agws. Then, since = [2,2,3,4,3,2,1],

Ao =7 — (17 + 2a1 + 2a9 + 3as + 4ayg + 3as + 2a6)C.

Suppose AV(L(\)) = Og and z(\) = zg = 17. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,
1— (2&1 + 2as + 3as + 4a4 + 3as + 2(16) >0

and hence a; = ay = ag = a4 = a5 = ag = 0. It follows that A = 0 (trivial representation).

Suppose AV(L(A)) = Op and z(\) = z; = 13. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,
1 — (2a1 + 2ag + 2a3 + 3ay4 + 2a5 + ag) > 0 or 1 — (2a; + as + 3as + 3aq + 2a5 + ag) > 0.

In either case, a; = ag = a3 = a4 = a5 = ag = 0 and hence A = —4w7 (1st Wallach representation).

Suppose AV(L()\)) = O and z()\) = 2z = 9. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1,
1— (a1 +az + a3 + 2a4 + 2a5 + ag > 0,
1— (a1 + ag + 2a3 + 2a4 + a5 + ag) > 0,
or 1 — (2a1 + ag + 2a3 + 2a4 + a3) > 0.

In the first two cases, a; = a2 = a3 = a4 = a5 = ag = 0 and hence A = —8( (2nd Wallach
representation). In the third case, a1 = as = a3 = a4 = a5 = 0 and A\ = agwg + (—2ag — 8)¢
(unitary reduction point).
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5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM: NON-SIMPLY-LACED CASES
In this section, we assume that A is not simply-laced.

For any integer 0 < k < r — 1, Ay, is the antichain in A(p*) such that |Ay| = [5] + 1 and
Ar = A(p™)p, with A minimal.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 in non-simply-laced cases is similar to the simply-laced cases. We need
Lemma 2.5 and the following useful lemma in the computation.

Lemma 5.1. Let 7 € AT(€¢). If \g =7 — (7 +p,8Y)C and X\ = X\g + 2, then, for any a € A(p™T)y,
A+ p,aY)=2z—(p,B)+ (p, ") — (1,8 — ") when « is a long root,

and
A+ p,a¥)=22—2(p,BY) + (p,a") — (1,28" — o) when « is a short root.

Proof. Let a € A(p™),. Since A is not simply-laced, (¢,a") =1 if « is a long root and (¢,a) = 2
if o is a short root. (p,a) = h. Thus, if « is a long root, we have

(A +pa”) =X+ 2 +p,aY)
= (r,a") = (14 p,8Y)(C,a") + 2(¢, ") + (p, @)
=(ra’)=(t+pB")+ 2+ (p, ")
= (r,a’ =8Y) = (p,8Y) + 2+ (p, )
=z—(p, )+ (p,") = (1,8 = a).

If « is a short root, we have

(Ao + 2¢ + p, )

(r,a”) = (1+p,8Y)(C a”) + 2(¢,a”) + (p,a¥)
(r,0") = 2(7 + p, BY) + 22 + (p, o)

(r,a” = 28Y) = 2(p, 8Y) + 22 + (p, )

22 = 2(p, ) + (p,a") = (1,28Y — ).

(A+p.a”) =

5.1. gr = sp(n,R). For 0<k<r—1=n-—1,

if k= 2m is even, Ay = A(p+)k+1 = {2en—m>En—m—i +En-m4i | 1 <i <m}
={[0,...,0,1,...,1,2,...,2,1] |0 <i<m},
—_——— e e —

n—m—1—1i 2 m—i

ifk=2m+11is Odd, A = A(p+)k+1 = {en—m—l—i + En—m+i | 0<:< m}

—{[0,...,0,1,...,1,2,...,2,1] | 0 < i < m}.
n—m-—2—i 1424 m—1i
Fix 7 = ajwy + aswa + -+ + ap_1wn—1 € AT(€). Then, since = [2,--- ,2,1],

N=T—(T+p,B)=7—(n+a+ax+ -+ ap—2+an_1)C.
10



Now suppose A = Ao + z¢ such that AV(L(\)) = Oy with 1 <k <r—1land z =2, =n— % By
Lemma 2.5, (A + p,a") > 0 for some a € Ay. So if k = 2m is even, by Lemma 5.1 we have

l—(a1+az+- 4 ap-m-1)>0

or
2 - (2&1 + o+ 2an—m-1—i T Gp—m—i + -+ an—l—m+i) > 0.

In the first case, a1 = a2 =+ = ap_m_1 = 0 and hence
1
A= Qp—mWn—m + -+ Qp_1Wnp_1 — (an—m -+ an—l)C - §<

1
=(0,...,0,%,...,%) — =C.
—— —— 2
n—m m
By [EHWS83] or [EW04], L(\) is unitary.
In the second case, a1 =as =+ =ap_m-1—s =0and an_m—; =+ = ap—1—m+; = 0 or at most

one of {an—m—i, " ,an—1-m+i} equals to 1 with the rest queal to 0. Hence

1
A= Qpom—iWn—m—i + -+ QGp_1Wp—1 — (an—m—i + - an—l)C - §C

= (0,...,0,—1, , =15 %) — =C.
N—— 2

>n—m—1 <m-+i

By [EHW83] or [EW04], L()) is unitary.
If Kk =2m + 1 is odd, we have
2—(2a1 4+ 2ap-—m—2—i + @Gp—m—-1—i + -+ ap—1-m+i) >0,
then the arguments are similar to the above case.
52. gr =50(2,2n —1). For 0<k<r—1=2-1=1,
Ag=A(pT)1 ={e1 —e2 =1[1,0,...,0]},
A=A ={a1 =[1,1,...,1]}.

Fix 7 = aswy + -+ + ap_1wn_1 + apwyp € AT(8). Then, since 8 =¢1 + &2 =[1,2,---,2],
M=T—(T+p,B8)=7—2n—2+2a+ -+ 2a,_1+a,)C.

Suppose AV(L(A)) = Og and 2()\) = 29 = 2n — 2. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 5.1,
1—(2a2+ -+ 2ap-1+ay) >0
and hence ag = -+ = a, = 0. It follows that A = 0 (trivial representation).
Suppose AV(L()\)) = Oy and 2(\) = 2z =n — 3. By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 5.1,
2—(2a9+ - +2ap-1+a,) >0
and hence as =---=a, =00ras=---=ap_1=a, —1=0.

In the first case, it follows that A = —(n — 2)( (1st Wallach representation).

In the second case, we have A = w, — (n — )¢ (unitary reduction point).

11



6. A UNIFORM FORMULA FOR THE GELFAND—KIRILLOV DIMENSION

In our previous paper [BH15], we found a uniform formula for the Gelfand—Kirillov dimensions
of all unitary highest weight modules. Now we will give a new formula for the Gelfand—Kirillov
dimensions of all highest weight Harish-Chandra modules.

We recall the definition of z;(\g) in the introduction. Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose g is of type ADE. For z = (A + p,") € Z, we have
zk(Ao) <z <= m(A\) < k.

Proof. 1t is easy to verify (case-by-case) that
mA\) >k+1 & A, C{acAlpT)| (A +p,a") € Z}.

For z € Z, we have
2zt(M\o) < z <= I a € A such that (Mg + 2 + p,a’) >0
= A L{ae AT [ (A +p,a’) <0}
— m(\) <k+1=|Ag
— m(\) <k.

We recall the main theorem in [BHXZ].

Proposition 6.2 ([BHXZ]). Suppose L(\) is a highest weight Harish-Chandra module with highest

weight A and AV (L(A)) = Oyy)- Let m = width(Yyx). Then k(A) is given as follows.
(a) If A is simply laced and X is integral, then k(\) = m.
(b) If A is non-simply laced and X is integral, then
2m, ifm < L
B = { e

, 1
7, if m =5

(¢c) If A is non-simply laced and X is half-integral, then
2m 41, ifm<
k) = { !

NS N3

T, ifm=
(d) In all other cases k(\) =r.

In the following, we give the new formula for the Gelfand-Kirillov dimensions of all highest
weight Harish-Chandra modules.
Theorem 6.3. Suppose A = Ay + z( is a reduction point. Then
(a) If g is of type ADE, then z € Z and
rzr—1, if 2 < zr—1(N\o)
GKdim L(X) = < kzg_1, if 2e(No) < 2 < zi—1(No), where 1 <k <r—1

0, if ZQ()\Q) <zel.
12



(b) If g is of type BC, then z € Z or z € %—FZ and

rze_1, ifz< zr—1(>\0)
kzg—1, if z(Xo) < z < zk—2(Xo), where 2 <k <r —1 and

GKdim L(\) = either z € 7Z and k is even or z € % +Z and k is odd
20, ile(Ao)ng %—FZ
0, if Z(]()\(]) <zeZ.

Proof. In the following, suppose 0 < k < r — 1.
(a) In type ADE, if A = Ao + z( is a reduction point, then z € Z by [EHWS83].
Thus, we have
(M) <z <= JacAy: (N+2(+pa’)>0
= Ay L{ae A(pT) [ (A +p,a’) <0}
= m(\) <k+1=|Ax
<~ m(\) <k.

The formula then follows from our main theorem (in type ADE) in [BHXZ].
(b) In type BC, if A = )¢ + z( is a reduction point, then z € %Z by [EHWS83].
When A\ = A\g + 2( is integral, then z € Z. Thus, when k = 2m is even, we have
(M) <z <= JacAy: (N+2(+pa’)>0

= A L{a e ARpT) | (A +p,a”) <0}

= m(\) <m+1=|Ag

<~ m(\) <m

<~ 2m(\) <2m =k.

When A\ = Mg + z( is half-integral, then z € % + Z. Thus, when k = 2m + 1 is odd, we have
(M) <z <= JacAy: (M+2(+pa’)>0
= A g {a e AE*) | (A +pa’) <0}
= m(\) <m+1=|Ag
<~ m(\) <m
— 2m(\)+1<2m+1=k.

In particular, z;(Ag) < z <= 2m(\) +1 <2m+1=1. When X = \¢ + z( is half-integral, we

also know that L()) is not finite-dimensional. Thus AV(L())) = Oyy) with k(A) = 2m(A) +1 > 1.

The formula then follows from our main theorem (in type BC') in [BHXZ].

The following result was firstly proved in [BH15]. Now we give a new proof.
13



Corollary 6.4. Suppose L(\) is a unitary highest weight Harish-Chandra module with highest
weight \. We denote z = z(\) = (A + p, BY), then

rzr—1, if 2 <z
GKdim L(\) = kzp_1, ifz=2p= (p, ") —ke,1 <k <r—1
0, if 2z =20 = (p, BY).

Proof. First we suppose that L()\) is a unitary highest weight Harish-Chandra module and z =
(A+p,8Y) = 2 for some 0 < k <r—1.

From Yamashita [Yam94] we have AV(L(A)) = Oy for some 0 < k(\) < r. From Theorem 1.1,
we will have z = (A 4 p, ) = z() since L()) is unitarizable. Thus we must have z = z;, = zj(»),
which implies that k(\) = k. So we must have GKdim L(\) = dim O = kzj_1.

Now we suppose that L(\) is a unitary highest weight Harish-Chandra module and z = (A +
p, ") < zr_1. From Yamashita [Yam94] we still have AV(L(X)) = Oy, for some 0 < k(X) <r. If
k(A) <7 —1, by Theorem 1.1 we will have z = (A + p, 8¥) = 2 since L()) is unitarizable. From
our assumption, we will have z = z3() < 2,—1, which implies that

(p,B8Y) —kN)e< (p,B)—(r—1e=r—1<kA\) <r—1
This is a contradiction! So we must have k(\) = r and GKdim L(\) = dim O, = rz,_1. O

Example 6.5. Let gr = su(4,3) and let L(\) be a highest weight Harish-Chandra module with
highest weight A = Ao + z(. Here Ay = (0,0,0,-20,8,6,6), ¢ = (2,2,2,2, -2 -2 1) and
p=1(3,2,1,0,—1,-2,—-3). From [EHWS83], we know the unitary reduction points correspond to
z=3and 4. For 0 < k <r —1=min{p,q} — 1 = 2, we know

A = AP )kr1 = {ep—k+i — Eptit1 = [0,...,0,1,...,1,0,...,0] | 0 < i < k}.
—_——— —— ———
p—k+i—1 k+1 q—i—1
So Ay ={es —e5}, A1 = {e3 —e5,64 — €6}, Aa = {2 — €5,63 — 6,64 — €7}

We write A\g +2¢ 4+ p = (3+ %z,2 + %z, 1+ %z, —20 + %z,? — %z,él — %z,3 — %z). Thus we have
Z(]()\(]) = 28, Zl()\(]) = 7, and Zg()\(]) =4. So

(329, if 2 < z9(A\g) =4

(6.1) GKdim L(A) =  kzp—1, if 25(Ao) < 2 < z-1(Xo), where 1 <k <2
0, if z9(Ao) =28 <z € Z.

12, if 2 < z9(Ng) =4

10, if zo(Ng) =4 <z <z(Ng) =7

6, ifz1(Ao)=7<2z<z9(Ao) =28

0, ifzp(Ag)=28<z€Z.

(6.2) -

{
For this given g, when AV(L(\)) = Oy, with 0 < k < 2, from Theorem 1.1, we have

L()) is unitarizable if and only if (A+p,8Y) =z, =n—-1—-k =6 — k.
So from the above equation (6.2), we have

L()) is unitarizable if and only if (A + p,8Y) = 2 = 25 = 4.
14



Note that z = 3 is a unitary reduction point with AV(L()\)) = Os, which is not included in our
Theorem 1.1.

Example 6.6. Let gr = sp(6,R) and let L(\) be a highest weight Harish-Chandra module with
highest weight A = A\g + z(. Here \g = (—6,—6,—6,—6,—10,—15), ¢ = (1,1,1,1,1,1) and p =
(6,5,4,3,2,1). From [EHWS83], we know the unitary reduction points correspond to z = 2.5,3,3.5
and 4. For 0<k<r—1=n—1=25, we know

it k =2m is even, A}, = A(p+)k+1 = {25n—m,5n—m—i + En—m+i | 1<:< m}
={[0,...,0,1,...,1,2,...,2,1] |0 <i<m},
—_—— S — N —
n—m—1-—1 21 m—1i
if k=2m+1is odd, Ay = AP )rt1 = {en-m-1-i + En-mti | 0 < i <m}
—{[0,...,0,1,...,1,2,...,2,1] |0 < i < m).
—_—— —\— —
n—-m—2—i  1+2i m—1i

So Ag = {2e6}, Ay = {2e5,e4+¢c6}, Ay = {2e4,e5+¢5,e0+¢6}, A1 = {e5+¢6}, Az = {eate5,e3+¢6},
As = {es +e4,69 + 5,61 + €6}

We write \g+2(+p = (2,2—1,2—2,2—3,2—8,z—14). Thus we have zy(A\g) = 15, 22(Xo) =9,
24()\0) = 4, 2’1()\0) = 11.5, 23()\0) = 6.5, 25()\0) =3.5. So

625, if z < z5(A0) =3.5
kzg—1, if zp(Xo) < 2 < zk—2(Xo), where 2 < k <5 and

(6.3) GKdim L(\) = either z € Z and k is even or z € 1 + Z and k is odd
6, if 21(A\g) =115 <2 € 3 +7Z
0, if ZQ()\Q) =15<z€eZ.

(21, if 2 < 25(\g) = 3.5

20, if z5(A\g) = 3.5 < z < 23(\o) = 6.5, where 2 € 3 +Z
18, if z4(Ng) =4 < 2z < 22(A\g) =9, where z € Z

(6.4) =< 15, if z3(Ag) = 6.5 < 2z < 21(N\g) = 11.5, where z € % +Z
11, if 29(Ag) =9 < z < 2z9(Ng) = 15, where z € Z
6, ifzi(No)=115<z2€1+7Z
0, if ZQ()\Q) =15<z€eZ.

For this given \g, when AV(L(\)) = Oy, with 0 < k < 5, from Theorem 1.1, we have

L()) is unitarizable if and only if (A + p, 8Y) = 2 = 2, = 6 — g

So from the above equation (6.4), we have
L()) is unitarizable if and only if (A + p, 8Y) = 2 = 24 = 4,0r z = z5 = 3.5.

Note that z = 3 and z = 2.5 are two unitary reduction points with AV(L()\)) = Og, which are not
included in our Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgments. Z. Bai was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(No. 12171344).
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7. APPENDIX
The diagrams of A(p™).

gr = su(p, q):

B=¢c1—en=01+taz+ - +an_1

€p — €n
P+ 2
p+1

Qp = Ep — Ep+1

For 0 <k <r—1=min{p,q} — 1,

Ak :A(p+)k+1 = {Ep—k+i_5p+i+1 = [07"'70717"'71707"'70] ‘ OSZSk}
—— N e’ N —
p—k+i—1 k+1 q—i—1

gr = 50*(2n):

B=c1+es=ar+2as+ - +20, 2+ a1+ ay

Qp =€Ep—1tE&p

For 1<k<r-1=[3]—-1,

A=A )ops1 ={[0,...,0,1,...,1,0,1],
S——— N———
n—2k—2 2k
[0,...,0,1,...,1,2,...,2,1,1] |0 <i < k — 1},
N—— N——

n—2k—1+i 2k—2i—1 i
AO = A(p+)l = {[07 07 o 707 1]}
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gr = 50(2,2n — 2):

B =¢e1+e3 =01+ 209 4+ 2a3 + 204 + a5 + g

AO = A(p+)1 = {El — &2 = [1707 70]}7
Al =A(p)p1={e1—en=11,...,1,0,e1 + &, =[1,...,1,0,1]}.

IR = ¢p(—14)"
8 = o1 + 209 + 23 + 3oy + 205 + g

AO = A(p+)1 = {[17070707070]}7
=A(p*), ={[1,0,1,1,1,0],[1,1,1,1,0,0]}.

=
|
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OR = €7(—25)"

B = 2a1 4+ 2a9 + 3ag + 4oy + 3as + 20 + a7

A 1=1
=A(p*)s ={
A 9=A{

[0,0,0,0,0,0,1]},
[07 07 17 17 17 17 1]7 [07 17 07 17 17 17 1]}7
[1,1,2,2,1,1,1],[1,1,1,2,2,1,1],[0,1,1,2,2,2,1]}.
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gr = sp(n,R):

B = 2¢e1

For0<k<r—-1=n-1,
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—_——— e e —
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