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A RECURSION FORMULA FOR BRANCHING FROM sln TO sl2

SUBALGEBRAS

KORKEAT KORKEATHIKHUN, BORWORN KHUHIRUN, SONGPON SRIWONGSA∗,
AND KENG WIBOONTON

Abstract. For any representation of a complex simple Lie algebra sln, one
problem of branching rules to sl2-subalgebra is to determine the multiplicity
of each irreducible component. In this paper, we derive a recursion formula of
such multiplicities by restricting a certain tensor representation in two ways,
in which the Pieri’s rule is involved. We also investigate branching rules for
fundamental representations as they are initial conditions of the recursion for-
mula.

1. Introduction

In this paper, the ground field is assumed to be the set of all complex numbers C.
Let g be a simple Lie algebra and V a finite dimensional representation of g. Let h
be a semisimple subalgebra of g. Then V can also be regarded as a h-representation.
This consideration is called the restriction of V to h, denoted by ResghV . If V is an

irreducible representation of g, then ResghV may be decomposed into the direct sum
of irreducible representations of h. One can naturally ask what the multiplicity of
each irreducible component is. An explicit description of these numbers is called a
branching rule or branching law. If V and W are isomorphic as g-representations,
we use the notation V ∼=g W .

The study of branching rules is complicated in general. We may start with a
simple case, g = sln := sln(C), the set of all n×n traceless matrices, together with

its irreducible representation V of finite dimension and Resslns V , the restriction of
V to a subalgebra s isomorphic to sl2, which is known as an sl2-subalgebra.

Denote the irreducible sl2-representation of highest weight i by Fi. Once V is
restricted to s, we have a decomposition

V ∼=s m0F0 ⊕m1F1 ⊕m2F2 ⊕ · · · .

Each mj is called the multiplicity of Fj in the s-representation V . We sometimes
denote this multiplicity by mult(Fj : V ). If there is no confusion, we simply write
mj. Since the mj ’s are multiplicities in the decomposition of the sl2-representation,
we have a well-known description of each mj as the following (see for example in
[5, Corollary 5.2.3]):

(1) mj = dimVj − dimVj+2,
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where each Vj is the weight space of the weight j in the s-representation V . Then,
we also have that the number of irreducible summands of V is equal to

m0 +m1 + · · · = dimV0 + dimV1.

Therefore, the number of irreducible summands of V is equal to the sum of the
multiplicities of the weight 0 and the weight 1. Since V is finite dimensional, the
highest component h := max{j | mj 6= 0} exists. If V is an irreducible represen-
tation of sln with the highest weight λ, it is mentioned in [6, Page 23] that, as
branching to a principal sl2 subalgebra,

h =
∑

positive roots α

λ(Hα),(2)

where Hα is a semisimple element of an sl2-triplet {Xα, Yα, Hα} corresponding to
a positive root α. Analogously, we can define the lowest component ℓ := min{j |
mj 6= 0}. Using these terminologies, we can then write

V ∼=s mℓFℓ ⊕ · · · ⊕mhFh.

One study of Branching algebra is about describing ℓ and its multiplicity. In [10],
an upper bound of ℓ is given, namely ℓ < n. Unlike the highest component h,
it is difficult to determine what ℓ exactly is. It is even harder to determine the
multiplicity of Fj for any j. This is a challenging problem in representation theory.
Many scholars have been trying to find a simple and optimal way to compute those
multiplicities. By providing a concrete and computationally efficient tool, this
work enhances the applicability of branching rules in both theoretical and applied
contexts.

In this work, we propose an alternative way to compute the multiplicities mj ’s
through the following main theorem where the proof is provided in Section 2.

Theorem 1.1. Let s be an sl2-subalgebra of sln. For each dominant integral
weight λ ∈ Λ+, let mj(λ) = mult(Fj : Resslns L(λ)). Then for d ∈ Z≥0 and k =
1, 2, . . . , n− 1,

md(λ + ωk) =
∑

(j,j′)

mj(λ)mj′ (ωk) −
∑

µ∈P (λ,k)−{λ+ωk}

md(µ),

where the first summation ranges over (j, j′) ∈ Z≥0 × Z≥0 such that |j − j′| ≤ d ≤
j + j′ and 2|(j + j′ − d) and whose summands are all zeros but finitely many. In
particular,

m0(λ+ ωk) =

∞
∑

j=0

mj(λ)mj(ωk) −
∑

µ∈P (λ,k)−{λ+ωk}

m0(µ).

Here P (λ, k) is the set of dominant integral weights obtained by adding k boxes
into the Young diagram of λ such that no more than one is in the same row.

As branching rules for fundamental representations are initial conditions of this
formula, we study them in section 3. In section 4, we provide some examples and
a consequence of our recursion formula.
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2. Recursion Formula for Multiplicity of Fd

We mainly follow the notations and conventions of representations of sln from
[2, 4], and we recall them here. Let Eij be the matrix with 1 in the i th row of the
j th column and 0’s everywhere else. Let Hi = Eii and

h = {a1H1 + a2H2 + · · ·+ anHn | a1, . . . , an ∈ C and a1 + a2 + · · ·+ an = 0}.

Then h is the set of all traceless diagonal matrices which is a Cartan subalgebra of
sln. For i = 1, . . . , n, let εi : h → C be a linear functional defined by

εi(
∑

j

ajHj) = ai.

Note that ε1 + · · ·+ εn = 0. For i = 1, . . . , n− 1, let

αi = εi − εi+1,

ωi = ε1 + ε2 + · · ·+ εi.

Then αi’s and ωi’s are simple roots and fundamental weights of sln, respectively.
Let Λ and Λ+ be the weight lattice and the set of all dominant integral weights of
sln which are determined by

Λ = Span
Z
{ω1, ω2, . . . , ωn} and Λ+ = Span

Z≥0
{ω1, ω2, . . . , ωn},

respectively. One can associate each

λ = a1ω1 + a2ω2 + · · ·+ an−1ωn−1 ∈ Λ+(ai ∈ Z≥0)

with the partition (λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λn−1 ≥ 0) where

λ1 = a1 + a2 + · · ·+ an−1

λ2 = a2 + · · ·+ an−1

...

λn−1 = an−1.

In other words, λi equals the coefficient of εi. Define a total order ≺ on Λ+ by
λ ≺ µ if (λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λn−1 ≥ 0) less than (µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ · · · ≥ µn−1 ≥ 0) with
respect to the lexicographic order. For each λ ∈ Λ+, let L(λ) be the irreducible
representation corresponding to λ.

We recall the Pieri’s rule. Let λ ∈ Λ+ and k = 1, 2, . . . , n−1. As representations
of sln,

L(λ)⊗ L(ωk) ∼=
⊕

µ∈P (λ,k)

L(µ)

where P (λ, k) is the set of dominant integral weights obtained by adding k boxes
into the Young diagram of λ such that no more than one is in the same row.

Example 2.1. λ = 2ω2 + ω3 in sl4 has the Young diagram

.
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To determine P (λ, 2), we add 2 boxes filled by × into the Young diagram of λ in
such a way that no more than one is in the same row and the results are in the
Young diagram shape. Then P (λ, 2) consists of the following weights:

×

× = 3ω2 + ω3,

×

×

= ω1 + ω2 + 2ω3,

×

×

= = ω1 + 2ω2,

×

×

= = ω2 + ω3.

The last two Young diagrams are subject to the condition that ε1+ε2+ε3+ε4 = 0.

Proposition 2.2. λ+ ωk ∈ P (λ, k) and λ+ ωk � µ for any µ ∈ P (λ, k).

Proof. Note that λ+ ωk is obtained by adding k boxes into the first k rows of the
Young diagram of λ. Young diagram obtained by adding k boxes in other ways
yields partitions which are lower than λ+ ωk in the lexicographic order. �

Now, we are ready to prove the main theorem, which gives a method to recur-
sively compute the multiplicity of Fd in Resslns L(λ) for any λ ∈ Λ+.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Consider L(λ) ⊗ L(ωk) as an irreducible representation
of sln ⊕ sln. Apply Pieri’s rule when we restrict it to sln so that

Ressln⊕sln
sln

(L(λ)⊗ L(ωk)) ∼=
⊕

µ∈P (λ,k)

L(µ).

Then we restrict it further to the principal subalgebra s:

Ressln⊕sln
s (L(λ) ⊗ L(ωk)) ∼=

⊕

µ∈P (λ,k)

⊕

k

mk(µ)Fk.

The multiplicity of Fd equals
∑

µ∈P (λ,k) md(µ).
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On the other hands, restricting L(λ)⊗ L(ωk) to s⊕ s, we have

Ressln⊕sln
s⊕s (L(λ)⊗ L(ωk)) ∼= Resslns L(λ)⊗ Resslns L(ωk)

∼=





⊕

j

mj(λ)Fj



⊗





⊕

j′

mj′(ωk)Fj′





∼=
⊕

j

⊕

j′

mj(λ)mj′ (ωk)Fj ⊗ Fj′ .

Then we restrict it further to s:

Ressln⊕sln
s L(λ)⊗ L(ωk) ∼=

⊕

j

⊕

j′

j+j′
⊕

k=|j−j′|

mj(λ)mj′ (ωk)Fk.

On the right hand side, we observe that Fd occurs if and only if |j− j′| ≤ d ≤ j+ j′

and 2|(j + j′ − d). Then the multiplicity of Fd equals
∑

(j,j′) mj(λ)mj′ (ωk) where

the summation ranges over (j, j′) ∈ Z≥0 × Z≥0 such that |j − j′| ≤ d ≤ j + j′ and
2|(j + j′ − d). The result follows from Proposition 2.2. �

3. Branching rules of Fundamental sln Representations

In this section, we compute the multiplicity of Resslns L(ωk) as they are the initial
values for the recursion formula in Theorem 1.1. We divide this into two cases:
principal and non-principal sl2 subalgebras.

Recall that any sl2 subalgebra is generated by a triple {H,X, Y } with X nilpo-
tent. By [1, Theorem 3.2.10], there exists a one-to-one correspondence between
SLn-conjugacy classes of sl2 subalgebras of sln and nonzero nilpotent SLn-orbits in
sln. Through Jordan normal forms, there is a one-to-one correspondence between
nilpotent SLn-orbits in sln and partitions of n.

Following the terminologies in [1], a regular element x of g is an element such
that dim gx = rank g where gx is the centralizer of x in g. An element e ∈ g

is regular nilpotent if e is regular and ade is nilpotent. Any element of g that is
conjugate to e is also regular nilpotent. In fact, all regular nilpotent elements are
conjugate and form the principal (regular) orbit in g. A principal sl2-subalgebra is
a subalgebra s of g such that s ∼= sl2 and s contains a regular nilpotent element [8].
In the case g = sln, s is principal if and only if it contains a nilpotent element X
whose Jordan block has only one block of size n.

If X is a nilpotent element of sln whose Jordan blocks have sizes d1 ≥ d2 ≥
· · · ≥ dm ≥ 1, we say that X is nilpotent of type [d1, d2, ..., dm]. For each partition
[d1, d2, ..., dm] of n, let s[d1,d2,...,dm] be the sl2 subalgebra generated by

H[d1,d2,...,dm] =











Hd1

Hd2

. . .

Hdm
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X[d1,d2,...,dm] =











Xd1

Xd2

. . .

Xdm











and

Y[d1,d2,...,dm] =











Yd1

Yd2

. . .

Ydm











where for r ∈ N,

Hr =















r − 1
r − 3

. . .

−(r − 3)
−(r − 1)















,

Xr =





















0 1
0 1

0
. . .

. . . 1
0 1

0





















, Yr =





















0
λ1 0

λ2 0

λ3
. . .

. . . 0
λn−1 0





















and λi = i(n−i) for i = 1, . . . , n−1. Then s[d1,d2,...,dm] corresponds to the nilpotent
SLn-orbits of X[d1,d2,...,dm] and the partition [d1, d2, ..., dm] of n.

For any irreducible sln-representation V , denote the multiset of weights in V
restricting to s (resp. s′) by Λs (resp. Λ′

s). If s and s′ correspond to the same
partition (equivalently, they are SLn-conjugate), then Λs = Λ′

s. Consequently,
when we restrict an irreducible sln-representation to any sl2-subalgebra, it suffices
to restrict to s[d1,d2,...,dm]. Recall that L(ωk) ∼=sln ∧k(Cn) for k = 1, 2, . . . n− 1.

3.1. Principal subalgebras. In this subsection, we let s = s[n] be a principal sl2-
subalgebra generated byH = Hn, X = Xn, Y = Yn. We firstly study the restriction
of L(ω1) ∼=sln Cn to s. Then H is regular, all eigenvalues of adH are even integers,
and H is diagonalizable with n distinct eigenvalues, say λ1, λ2, ..., λn. Indeed, all
eigenvalues of adH are of the form λi − λj . Hence λi’s are all even or all odd. It is
well-known that in decomposing the s-representation Cn, the number of irreducible
summands is the sum of dimensions of 0-weight space and 1-weight space, which is
equal to the sum of multiplicities of eigenvalues 0 and 1 of H acting on Cn. Since
λi are distinct and all even or all odd, a number of irreducible summands is exactly
one. Therefore, Resslns L(ω1) ∼= Fn−1.
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Now, we consider Resslns L(ωk), k = 1, . . . , n− 1. For d, n, k ∈ N, define

Pk(d) := {(a1, . . . , ak) | ai ∈ N, ai > ai+1 and a1 + · · ·+ ak = d},

Pn
k (d) := {(a1, . . . , ak) | ai ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, ai > ai+1 and a1 + · · ·+ ak = d},

and define
pk(d) :=| Pk(d) |, pnk (d) :=| Pn

k (d) | .

Proposition 3.1. For each k = 1, 2, ..., n− 1 and nonnegative integer j,

mult(Fj : Res
sln
s L(ωk)) = pnk

(

kn− j + k

2

)

− pnk

(

kn− j + k

2
− 1

)

.

Proof. Consider Hn acting on ∧k(Cn) with the natural basis

{ei1 ∧ ei2 ∧ · · · ∧ eik | 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < ik ≤ n}.

Let Vj be the weight space of weight j in ∧k(Cn) as a representation of s. It is easy
to check that

{ei1 ∧ ei2 ∧ · · · ∧ eik | 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < ik ≤ n and i1 + · · ·+ ik =
kn− j + k

2
}.

is a basis of Vj . Then

mult(Fj : L(ωk)) = dimVj − dimVj+2 = pnk

(

kn− j + k

2

)

− pnk

(

kn− j + k

2
− 1

)

as desired. �

We already described above that Resslns L(ω1) ∼= Fd where d = n−1. It is known
that Fd

∼=s S
d(C2). Then

L(ωk) ∼=sln ∧k(Cn) ∼=s ∧
k(Fd) ∼=s ∧

k(Sd(C2)).

By [10], the q-binomial coefficient of ∧k(Sd(C2)) and Sk(Sn−k(C2)) are equal:
(

d+ 1

k

)

q

=

(

k + (n− k)

k

)

q

.

Hence

(3) Resslns L(ωk) ∼=s ∧
k(Sd(C2)) ∼=s S

k(Sn−k(C2)).

Therefore, the problem of principal sl2-types in fundamental representations has a
direct relation with plethysms Sk(Sd(C2)).

One can apply [11, I.8] to describe multiplicities in Resslns L(ωk) for k = 2, 3
as follow. Recall that irreducible representation of SLn can be parametrized by
partitions λ with length at most n. Their characters sλ are Schur functions on n
variables. In particular, as a representation of SL2,

s(λ1,λ2)(q, q
−1) =

λ1−λ2
∑

j=0

q2λ2−λ1+2j

which is the same as the character of Fλ1−λ2 . Hence

mult(s(λ1,λ2) : s(k) ◦ s(n−k)) = mult(Fλ1−λ2 : Resslns L(ωk)).

For k = 2, by [11, I.8, 9(a)],

s(2) ◦ s(n−2) =
∑

i even

s(2n−i−4,i).
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Hence, for each integer j ≥ 0,

mult(Fj : Res
sln
s L(ω2)) = mult(s(λ1,λ2) : s(2) ◦ s(n−2)) =

{

1 if λ2 is even,

0 otherwise,

where λ1 = 1
2 (2n+ j − 4) and λ2 = 1

2 (2n− j − 4).
For k = 3, by [11, I.8, 9(b)],

s(3) ◦ s(n−3) =
∑

µ

(⌊

1

6
m(µ)

⌋

+ ε(µ)

)

s(µ),

where it is summed over partition µ = (µ1, µ2, µ3) of 3n− 9 with lengths at most
3,

ε(µ) =

{

1 if m(µ) ≡ µ2 ≡ 0 mod 2, or m(µ) ≡ 3 or 5 mod 6,

0 otherwise,

and m(µ) = min{µ1 − µ2, µ2 − µ3}. Hence, for each integer j ≥ 0,

mult(Fj : Res
sln
s L(ω3)) = mult(s(µ1,µ2) : s(3) ◦ s(n−3)) =

⌊

1

6
m(µ)

⌋

+ ε(µ),

where µ1 = 1
2 (3n+ j − 9) and µ2 = 1

2 (3n− j − 9).

The plethysms Sk(Sd(Cr)) has been extensively studied. For the explicit decom-
position when k = 2, 3 and 4, we refer the reader to [13]. The more recent paper
[7] (and the references therein) also contains the results for k up to 5.

The multiplicities of Fj in Sm(Sd(C2)) can also be described by Cayley-Sylvester
formula (see [14, Theorem 3.3.4] and [12, 3.3.1.4]),

mult(Fj : S
m(Sd(C2)) = π

(

d,m,
1

2
(md− j)

)

− π

(

d,m,
1

2
(md− j)− 1

)

(4)

where π(n, k, d) is the number of partitions of the number d into at most k parts
of size at most n. In particular, by equation (3),

mult(Fj : Res
sln
s L(ωk))(5)

= π

(

n− k, k,
1

2
(k(n− k)− j)

)

− π

(

n− k, k,
1

2
(k(n− k)− j)− 1

)

One has a recurrence relation

π(n, k, d) = π(n− 1, k, d) + π(n, k − 1, d− n).

There is also a generating function of π(n, k, d) (cf. [3, 15]),

Gn(t)Gk(t)

Gn+k(t)
=

∞
∑

d=0

π(n, k, d)td, Gm(t) =

m
∏

i=1

1

1− ti
.

Remark 3.2. It can be checked that there is a bijection from Pn
k (d) to the set of

partitions of the number d−k(k+1)/2 of length at most k and size at most n given
by ai 7→ bi := ai − (k − i+ 1). Hence

pnk (d) = π (n− k, k, d− k(k + 1)/2) .
8



Then

pnk

(

kn− j + k

2

)

= π

(

n− k, k,
kn− j + k

2
−

k(k + 1)

2

)

= π

(

n− k, k,
1

2
(k(n− k)− j)

)

.

3.2. Non-principal subalgebras. Let s be an sl2 subalgebra of type [d1, d2, . . . , dm].

For each k = 1, 2, . . . , n−1, let Λ
[d1,d2,...,dm]
k be the multiset of weights in Resslns L(ωk).

If there is no ambiguity, we simply write Λk. Consider H[d1,d2,...,dm] acting on the

natural basis {ei1 ∧ ei2 ∧ · · · ∧ eik | 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < ik ≤ n} of L(ωk) ∼= ∧k(Cn).
Label the diagonal entries of H[d1,d2,...,dm] as hii for i = 1, . . . , n. Then

Λk = {hi1i1 + hi2i2 + · · ·hikik | 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < ik ≤ n}.

In fact, Resslns L(ωk) is completely described by Λk.

Remark 3.3. Let s be a principal sl2 subalgebra. As representations of s, Cn ∼=
Fd

∼= Sd(C2) where d+ 1 = n. Then

L(ωk) ∼=sln ∧k(Cn) ∼=s ∧
k(Fd) ∼=s ∧

k(Sd(C2)).

By [10], the q-binomial coefficient of ∧k(Sd(C2)) and Sk(Sn−k(C2)) are equal:
(

d+ 1

k

)

q

=

(

k + (n− k)

k

)

q

.

Hence

L(ωk) ∼=s ∧
k(Sd(C2)) ∼=s S

k(Sn−k(C2)).

By the Hermite reciprocity law, Resslns L(ωk) ∼= Resslns L(ωn−k). Since
(

n

i

)

q

6=

(

n

j

)

q

for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,
⌊

n
2

⌋

}, we have Resslns L(ωi) ≇ Resslns L(ωj) for any

distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,
⌊

n
2

⌋

}. This implies that we can consider Resslns L(ωk) for

only k up to
⌊

n−1
2

⌋

.

Remark 3.4. In the view of representation theory of sln. a representation V of
sln and its dual V ∗ are not isomorphic in general. However, a representations of
sl2 are self dual, it immediately follows that

Resslns V ∼= Resslns V ∗

for any sl2 subalgebra s.

According to our knowledge, it is very complicated to explicitly determine Λk or
multiplicities for arbitrary k and partitions. We investigate Resslns L(ωk) for small k
as follows. For k = 1, Λ1 precisely consists of the diagonal entries of H[d1,d2,...,dm].
It immediately follows that

Resslns[d1,d2,...,dm]
L(ω1) ∼= Fd1−1 ⊕ Fd2−1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fdm−1.

The following proposition describes the case k = 2.

9



Proposition 3.5. Let s be an sl2-subalgebra of sln of type [d1, d2, . . . , dm]. Then

Resslns L(ω2) ∼=





⊕

di≥3

Res
sldi
s[di]

L(ω2)



⊕ sF0 ⊕





⊕

i<j

Fdi−1 ⊗ Fdj−1





where s is the number of di such that di = 2.

Proof. For hii, hjj ∈ {ds − 1, ds − 3, ...,−(ds − 3),−(ds − 1)} where ds ≥ 3, the

weights hii + hjj contribute Res
slds
s[ds]

L(ω2). If ds = 2, then hii + hjj = 0 and so it
contributes F0.

For hii ∈ {ds−1, ds−3, ...,−(ds−3),−(ds−1)} and hjj ∈ {dt−1, dt−3, ...,−(dt−
3),−(dt − 1)} where s < t, the weights hii + hjj contribute

Fds−dt
⊕ Fds−dt+2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fds+dt−2

which is isomorphic as s-representations to Fds−1 ⊗ Fdt−1. �

Note that Resslns L(ω2) can be expressed in terms of branching rules to principal
subalgebras which already determined in subsection 3.1. Unfortunately, we are
not able to do so for k ≥ 3 and arbitrary partitions. We believe that to solve
this problem, other techniques should be involved. However, if k and a partition

[d1, d2, . . . dm] are given, one can explicitly determine Λ
[d1,d2,...dm]
k as shown in the

following example.

Example 3.6. Let s be an sl2-subalgebra of sl7 of type [4, 3]. The diagonal entries
of H[4,3] are 3, 1, -1, -3, 2, 0, -2. Then the multiset Λ3 consists of 3, 1, 6, 4, 2, -1,
4, 2, 0, 2, 0, -2, 5, 3, 1, -3, 2, 0, -2, 0, -2, -4, 3, 1, -1, -2, -4, -6, 1, -1, -3, -1, -3, -5, 0.
Then we rearrange these weights as

6 4 2 0 -2 -4 -6
5 3 1 -1 -3 -5

4 2 0 -2 -4
3 1 -1 -3
3 1 -1 -3

2 0 -2
2 0 -2

1 -1
0

where each row represents irreducible representation of sl2 of highest weight equal
to the left most number. Hence,

Ressl7s L(ω3) ∼= F0 ⊕ F1 ⊕ 2F2 ⊕ 2F3 ⊕ F4 ⊕ F5 ⊕ F6.

Previously, we fix a small k and consider arbitrary partitions. On the other hand,
we consider a fixed partition and arbitrary k. In particular, we consider partitions
of the type [r, 1n−r] where 1n−r means there are n − r copies of 1’s, and the type
[r, s]. By convention, L(ω0) means a one dimensional representation.

Proposition 3.7. Let k = 1, 2, ...,
⌊

n
2

⌋

. For any integer r ≥ 1,

Resslns[r,1n−r ]
L(ωk) ∼=

β
⊕

j=k−α

(

n− r

j

)

Resslrs[r]
L(ωk−j)⊕

(

n− r

k

)

F0,
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where α = min{k, r}, β = min{k − 1, n− r} and
(

n−r
k

)

= 0 if n− r < k.

Proof. The diagonal entries of H[r,1n−r] are r − 1, r − 3, . . . ,−(r − 1), 0, 0, . . . , 0

with n − r zeroes. Let λ = a1 + a2 + · · · + ak ∈ Λ
[r,1n−r]
k . If all of ai’s belong

to {0, 0, . . . , 0}, they are all zeroes, which contribute
(

n−r
k

)

F0. On the other hand,
suppose that at least one of ai’s is chosen from r−1, r−3, . . . ,−(r−1). The largest
amount of ai’s in {r− 1, r− 3, . . . ,−(r− 1)} is α and (k−α) ai’s are collected from
{0, 0, . . . , 0}. Also, the least amount of ai in {r− 1, r− 3, . . . ,−(r− 1)} is one and
the rest, (k − 1) ai’s, are collected from {0, 0, . . . , 0}. So the largest amount of ai’s

in {0, 0, . . . , 0} is β. Thus we get

β
⊕

j=k−α

(

n− r

j

)

Resslrs[r]
L(ωk−j) from this case. �

Proposition 3.8. Let k = 1, 2, ...,
⌊

n
2

⌋

. For any integers r ≥ s ≥ 1,

Resslns[r,s]
L(ωk) ∼=

β
⊕

j=0

(

Resslrs[r]
L(ωk−j)⊗ Resslss[s]

L(ωj)
)

,

where β = min{k, s} and we regard Resslss[s]
L(ωs) = F0.

Proof. We prove by considering Λ
[r,s]
k . Let A = {r − 1, r − 3, . . . ,−(r − 1)} and

B = {s − 1, s − 3, . . . ,−(s − 1)}. Each element of Λ
[r,s]
k is coming from choosing

k− j elements from A and j elements from B and sum them. In other words, Λ
[r,s]
k

is a disjoint union of the multiset Bj for j = 0, 1, . . . , β where

Bj = {a1 + · · ·+ ak−j + b1 + · · ·+ bj | ai ∈ A, ai’s distinct, bi ∈ B, bi’s distinct},

and a0 (resp. b0) means no elements from A (resp. B). Note that Bj precisely

consists of weights coming from Resslrs[r]
L(ωk−j)⊗Resslss[s]

L(ωj). This completes the

proof. �

Example 3.9. We compute Ressl7s[4,3]
L(ω3) by using Proposition 3.8 and compare

to the Example 3.6 that the result are the same.

Ressl7s[4,3]
L(ω3) ∼=

(

Ressl4s[4]
L(ω3)⊗ Ressl3s[3]

L(ω0)
)

⊕
(

Ressl4s[4]
L(ω2)⊗ Ressl3s[3]

L(ω1)
)

⊕
(

Ressl4s[4]
L(ω1)⊗ Ressl3s[3]

L(ω2)
)

⊕
(

Ressl4s[4]
L(ω0)⊗ Ressl3s[3]

L(ω3)
)

∼= (F3 ⊗ F0)⊕ ((F0 ⊕ F4)⊗ F2)⊕ (F3 ⊗ F2)⊕ (F0 ⊗ F0)

∼= F3 ⊕ (2F2 ⊕ F4 ⊕ F6)⊕ (F1 ⊕ F3 ⊕ F5)⊕ F0

∼= F0 ⊕ F1 ⊕ 2F2 ⊕ 2F3 ⊕ F4 ⊕ F5 ⊕ F6.

4. Examples

The following examples show how to apply Theorem 1.1 repeatedly to determine
multiplicities.

Example 4.1. Let s be a principal sl2 subalgebra of sl5. For each λ ∈ Λ+, let
mj(λ) = mult(Fj : Res

sln
s L(λ)) and ωi defined as in Section 2. We want to compute

m0(2ω1+ω3). Observe that P (2ω1, 3) = {2ω1+ω3, ω1+ω4} as shown in the figure
below:

11



×

×

×

×

×

×

By Theorem 1.1, we get

m0(2ω1 + ω3) =

∞
∑

j=0

mj(2ω1)mj(ω3)−m0(ω1 + ω4).

So, we need to compute m0(ω1+ω4), md(2ω1), and md(ω3) for d ∈ Z≥0. Note that
P (ω1, 4) = {ω1 + ω4, 0} as the following figure.

×

×

×

×

×

×

×

×

Again, by Theorem 1.1,

m0(ω1 + ω4) =

∞
∑

j=0

mj(ω1)mj(ω4)−m0(0) = m4(ω1)m4(ω4)−m0(0) = 1− 1 = 0

where the second equation follows from Ressl5s L(ω1) ∼= Ressl5s L(ω4) ∼= F4. For
d ∈ Z≥0,

md(2ω1) =
∑

(j,j′)

mj(ω1)mj′ (ω1)−
∑

µ∈P (ω1,1)−{2ω1}

md(µ)

=
∑

(j,j′)

mj(ω1)mj′ (ω1)−md(ω2).

Observe that the summand mj(ω1)mj′(ω1) = 1 if and only if j = j′ = 4. Since

Λ
[5]
2 = {6, 4, 2, 0, 2, 0,−2,−2,−4,−6}, Ressl5s L(ω2) ∼= F2 ⊕ F6. Then

md(2ω1) =

{

1 if d = 0, 4 or 8,

0 otherwise.

Since Λ
[5]
3 = {6, 4, 2, 0, 2, 0,−2,−2,−4,−6}, Ressl5s L(ω3) ∼= F2 ⊕ F6. Hence

m0(2ω1 + ω3) =

∞
∑

j=0

mj(2ω1)mj(ω3)−m0(ω1 + ω4) = 0.

Example 4.2. Retain all notations in Example 4.1 except that we consider the
multiplicity m1(2ω1+ω3) in the branching rule of L(2ω1+ω3) to an sl2 subalgebra
s of type [3, 2]. We still need to compute m1(ω1 + ω4), md(2ω1), and md(ω3) for
d ∈ Z≥0. It is obvious that

Ressl5s L(ω1) ∼= Ressl5s L(ω4) ∼= F1 ⊕ F2.

Since Λ
[3,2]
1 = Λ

[3,2]
4 = {2, 0, 3, 1,−2, 1,−1,−1,−3, 0},

Ressl5s L(ω2) ∼= Ressl5s L(ω3) ∼= F0 ⊕ F1 ⊕ F2 ⊕ F3.
12



By Theorem 1.1, we get

m1(ω1 + ω4) =
∑

j,j′

mj(ω1)mj(ω4)−m1(0)

= m1(ω1)m2(ω4) +m2(ω1)m1(ω4)−m1(0)

= 1 + 1− 0n

= 2.

Next, we consider

md(2ω1) =
∑

(j,j′)

mj(ω1)mj′(ω1)−md(ω2)

for each d. Then

m0(2ω1) = m1(ω1)m1(ω1) +m2(ω1)m2(ω1)−m0(ω2) = 2− 1 = 1

m1(2ω1) = m1(ω1)m2(ω1) +m2(ω1)m1(ω1)−m1(ω2) = 2− 1 = 1

m2(2ω1) = m1(ω1)m1(ω1) +m2(ω1)m2(ω1)−m2(ω2) = 2− 1 = 1

m3(2ω1) = m1(ω1)m2(ω1) +m2(ω1)m1(ω1)−m3(ω2) = 2− 1 = 1

m4(2ω1) = m2(ω1)m2(ω1)−m4(ω2) = 1− 0 = 1

md(2ω1) = 0 for d ≥ 5.

Hence

m1(2ω1 + ω3) = m0(2ω1)m1(ω3) +m1(2ω1)m0(ω3) +m1(2ω1)m2(ω3)

+m2(2ω1)m1(ω3) +m2(2ω1)m3(ω3) +m3(2ω1)m2(ω3)

+m4(2ω1)m3(ω3)−m1(ω1 + ω4)

= 7− 2 = 5.
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