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K-TYPE MULTIPLICITIES IN DEGENERATE PRINCIPAL SERIES
VIA HOWE DUALITY

MARK COLARUSSO, WILLIAM Q. ERICKSON, ANDREW FROHMADER, AND JEB F. WILLENBRING

ABSTRACT. Let K be one of the complex classical groups O, GLy, or Spy;,. Let M C K be the
block diagonal embedding Ok, X - -+ X Og,. or GLg, X - - X GLg, or Spyy, X - -+ X Spyy, , respectively.
By using Howe duality and seesaw reciprocity as a unified conceptual framework, we prove a formula
for the branching multiplicities from K to M which is expressed as a sum of generalized Littlewood—
Richardson coefficients, valid within a certain stable range. By viewing K as the complexification
of the maximal compact subgroup Kg of the real group Gk = GL(k,R), GL(k,C), or GL(k,H),
respectively, one can interpret our branching multiplicities as Kr-type multiplicities in degenerate
principal series representations of Gr. Upon specializing to the minimal M, where k1 = --- =
k- = 1, we establish a fully general tableau-theoretic interpretation of the branching multiplicities,
corresponding to the Kr-type multiplicities in the principal series.

1. INTRODUCTION

Motivation from real groups. The principal series plays a fundamental role in the representation
theory of real groups. Casselman [3] established that every irreducible admissible representation of
a real reductive group Ggr can be realized as a submodule of some principal series representation
of Gr. (See also [5, Cor. 1.18].) Principal series representations arise via induction from a finite-
dimensional irreducible representation of a minimal parabolic subgroup Pg. More generally, if Pg
is not necessarily minimal, then the parabolically induced representations are said to be degenerate
principal series representations. These representations are infinite-dimensional. A key technique in
infinite-dimensional representation theory is to decompose admissible representations of Gg under
restriction to the action of a maximal compact subgroup Kg. This allows for the possibility of
a combinatorial description of the structure of the representation by determining a formula for
the multiplicities of the irreducible representations of Kg (called Kr-types) in the decomposition.
Although the main result in this paper is a finite-dimensional branching rule from Kr down to
a certain subgroup Mg, this rule can be viewed as a Kgr-type multiplicity formula for degenerate
principal series of Gg.

In more detail, let Gr be a real reductive group with maximal compact subgroup Kr. Let Pr be
a (not necessarily minimal) parabolic subgroup of Gg. Let p be an irreducible finite-dimensional
representation of Pr on which its nilradical acts trivially. By inducing p from Pr to Gr, in the
sense of [39, §1.5], we obtain a degenerate principal series representation of Gr, whose underlying
Harish-Chandra module we denote by P(u):

P () := the underlying Harish-Chandra module of Indgnf .

From our perspective, the goal is to understand the Kg-structure of P(u). To this end, let Mg
denote the intersection of Kr with the reductive Levi factor of Pr. In the context of this paper,
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we may suppose that g remains irreducible upon restriction from Pg to Mg. As representations of
KR7

(1.1) P(p) = Indyf p,

where the right-hand side denotes algebraic induction from Mg to Kr. Now we wish to describe
the multiplicity of a given Kg-type, say A, inside P(u). By applying Frobenius reciprocity to (1.1),
we compute this multiplicity as

dim Hom, (A, P(pt)) = dim Hom, (A, Ind 7 pa)
= dim HomMR(u,ReSﬁﬂ; ) = bf‘“

where bz denotes the multiplicity of the Mg-type p inside the Kg-type A. In this way, the problem
of determining Kg-type multiplicities in degenerate principal series is equivalent to the restriction
problem (for finite-dimensional representations) from Kg to Mg. In the case where Py is a minimal
parabolic, the numbers bz are the Kg-type multiplicities in the principal series representation

induced from p. The branching multiplicities bf‘L are the focus of this paper.

Overview of results. Recall that the finite-dimensional real associative division algebras are the
real numbers R, the complex numbers C, and the quaternions H. In this paper, we let Gg be
one of the real groups GL(k,R), GL(k,C), or GL(k,H). We choose Kg to be the subgroup of Gr
preserving the norm induced by conjugation on R, C, or H, respectively. We take the subgroup
Mg C Kg to be the block-diagonally embedded direct sum of lower-rank groups of the same Lie
type as Kg; thus each possible My is given by a choice of positive integers k1, ..., k, summing to k.
We let K and M denote the complexifications of K and Mg. Concrete details are given below:

Gr Kr Mg K M
GL(k,R) | O(k) | O(ky) x ---xO(ky) | Op | Op, x -+ x O,
GL(k,C) | U(k) | U(ky) x ---x U(ky) | GLg | GLg, X -+ x GLy,
GL(k,H) | Sp(k) | Sp(k1) x -+ x Sp(kr) | Spay | SPag, X =+ X Spag,

Note that the groups K are the complex classical groups (orthogonal, general linear, and sym-
plectic). For each of these groups K, the finite-dimensional irreducible complex representations U A
(with rational matrix coefficients) are indexed by a certain set of partitions A, or pairs A = (AT, A7)
of partitions for K = GLg. For M, then, the finite-dimensional irreducible rational represen-
tations WH are labeled by r-tuples g = (u1,..., ) of partitions, or (when K = GLj) by pairs
p = (u*, u") of such r-tuples. As described above, our main interest in this paper is the restriction
problem from Ky to Mg, or equivalently from K to M. That is, our main results are combinatorial
formulas for the branching multiplicities

(1.2)

9

(1.3) by, := dim Homp (W#, Resy;U™).

The Littlewood—Richardson coefficients are ubiquitous in algebraic combinatorics [10,17]; given
partitions A, u, v, the Littlewood—Richardson coefficient cf;u gives the coefficient of the Schur func-
tion sy in the product s,s,. One can generalize these coefficients for products of arbitrarily many
Schur functions, so that, for example, C/)lv gives the coefficient of s in the product s, - - -5, 5,, - - 5,.
Recall that a partition is said to have even rows (resp., columns) if every row (resp., column) in its
Young diagram has even length. Our first main result is the following formula (see Theorem 3.1) for
the branching multiplicity b;\L expressed as a sum of generalized Littlewood—Richardson coefficients.



Theorem 1.1 (Stable branching rule from K to M). Let bl); denote the branching multiplicity (1.3)
from K to M. Let ky,...,k- be positive integers summing to k. If X\ and p lie within a certain
stable range (to be specified below) depending on min;{k;}, then we have the following:

(a) Branching from K = Oy, to M = Oy, x --- x O, , we have
A A
by = Z Cur
174
where v ranges over all (r — 1)-tuples of partitions with even rows.

(b) Branching from K = GLy to M = GLg, X --- x GLg,, we have
A AT AT
b = Z Cutv Cp-v
v

where v ranges over all (r — 1)-tuples of partitions.

(c) Branching from K = Spyy to M = Spgy, X --- X Spyy, , we have
A A
b = 2
174
where v ranges over all (r — 1)-tuples of partitions with even columns.

The specific “stable range” mentioned above can be found in the full statement of Theorem 3.1
below. Essentially, the stable range is an upper bound on the number of parts allowed in the
partition A and in each of the partitions in p, and this upper bound depends on the smallest of the
parameters k; given in (1.2). In other words, for fixed A and p, the formulas in the theorem above
are valid as long as all the factors in M have sufficiently high rank.

As our second main result, we obtain a fully general and more concrete multiplicity formula, by
restricting our attention to the special case where M is the minimal direct sum embedding, that
is, where k; = --- =k, = 1. (This corresponds to the special case mentioned above where Py is a
minimal parabolic subgroup, meaning that our branching rule gives the Kr-type multiplicities in
the principal series.) In this special case where M is minimal, we use the letter § rather than p to
parametrize representations of M, to emphasize that 4 is a vector of integers (in particular, certain
“differences” §;) rather than of partitions. Specifically, we realize the multiplicity bg as the number
of tableaux in a certain set 7 (K)j3. These “K-tableaux” are defined in Definition 4.1 and in (4.2).
Roughly speaking, the parameter k£ determines the maximum entry in these semistandard tableaux,
the partition A determines the shape of the tableaux, and the integer k-tuple § determines their
weight, which encodes the frequencies of the entries. Our Theorem 4.2 takes the following form:

Theorem 1.2 (Branching rule from K to the minimal M). Let K and M be as given in (1.2),
where M is given by the parameters k1 = --- =k, = 1. Then we have

by = #T(K)3,
where T(K)j3 is the set of K-tableauz with shape A and weight &, to be defined in (4.2).

In the corollaries in Section 5, we record explicit formulas for bg in the special cases where A is
given by one-row or one-column shapes.



Unified approach via Howe duality. The contribution of this paper consists of not only the
two main results highlighted above, but also the philosophy that unites all of the proofs. In
particular, we approach the problem via Howe duality, whereby each of our three compact groups
K is paired with a real noncompact group Gg. (See details in Theorem 2.3.) In each of the three
Howe duality settings, we have a multiplicity-free decomposition of a certain space under the joint
action of K and the complexified Lie algebra g’; in this decomposition, the K-modules are finite-
dimensional, while the g’-modules are infinite-dimensional. By using seesaw reciprocity in each
Howe duality setting, we are able to obtain the desired (finite-dimensional) branching multiplicities
from K to M, by instead finding the (infinite-dimensional) branching multiplicities from (g’)®"
to g’. Although it may seem surprising that the infinite-dimensional branching rule is the easier
one, we are able to exploit the well-known ¥-structure of the g’-modules in question. Despite this
uniform approach, each classical group K presents a different complication which we address in the
proofs: Oy is disconnected, GLj has rational representations which are not polynomial, and Spy
has a branching rule down to Spy(;,_;) which is not multiplicity-free.

Through the lens of Howe duality, this paper also serves as a retrospective look at the following
restriction problems: from O down to Oi_; x Oy, from GL; down to GLj_1 x GL1, and from Spy,
down to Spy(j_y) X Spy. The corresponding branching rules were written down some time ago, in
various degrees of explicitness, by King [22, equations (4.8), (4.14-15)] and Proctor [32, Props. 10.1
and 10.3]; see also [20,25,27,40]. In the course of proving Theorem 4.2, we obtain these branching
rules in a uniform manner as a consequence of Howe duality. In this respect, our paper is similar in
spirit to [18], which likewise used Howe duality as a unifying framework for (stable) branching rules
for classical groups. The present paper is also a natural sequel to our previous work [4], where we
used this approach to express tensor multiplicities for classical groups via contingency tables. In
general, similar restriction problems can also be approached (at least for connected groups) using
the theory of crystal graphs [1] or Littelmann path algebras [28,29].

We point out that our “K-tableaux” in Theorem 4.2 are a synthesis of the orthogonal [23],
rational [21,37], and symplectic [31, p. 30] tableaux introduced by King, El Sharkaway, Stembridge,
and Proctor. Several authors subsequently created variations of orthogonal tableaux, such as those
of King-Welsh [24], Koike-Terada [25], Proctor [32], and Sundaram [38]. Also closely related to
our Kg-type multiplicity formulas is the recent preprint [9] by the third author, which uses yet
another set of orthogonal tableaux (from the literature on crystal bases) to give a combinatorial
formula for graded multiplicity in the Kostant—Rallis setting for the symmetric pair (GL,, O,).

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Nolan Wallach for his helpful comments that im-
proved the clarity and precision of the introduction.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Vectors of partitions. Throughout the paper, we write N to denote the set of nonnegative
integers. A partition is a weakly decreasing finite sequence of positive integers (parts). It is typical
to identify a partition \ with its Young diagram, obtained by arranging boxes in left-justified rows
such that the row lengths from top to bottom are given by the parts of A. In this way, one speaks
of the “rows” or “columns” of A by viewing it as a Young diagram. We write /(\) to denote the
length of A, which is also the number of rows in its Young diagram. We say that A has even rows
(resp., columns) if all rows (resp., columns) contain an even number of boxes. We write 0 to denote
the empty partition. We write p C A if the Young diagram of p is contained in that of A, where
both Young diagrams are aligned with respect to their upper-left corners.



We use boldface Greek letters to denote vectors of partitions p;:

(2.1) = (i, i),

We note that this use of subscripts is somewhat nonstandard, since in the literature one often sees
w; denoting the ¢th component of a partition p. In this paper, the notation p; never refers to the
ith part of a partition p; indeed, we will have no need to reference individual parts at all.

In the case of the group GLj, we will need to generalize partitions by allowing nonpositive parts.
We will fix the total number of parts to be k. Any such generalized partition u can be expressed
uniquely as an ordered pair g = (u*, ), where ut and p~ are true partitions: in particular, u*
consists of the positive parts of u, and p~ is the partition obtained by negating and reversing the
negative parts of pu. For example, if u = (6,3,3,2,0,0,—1, -3, —5), then we have u* = (6,3, 3,2)
and p~ = (5,3,1). Because the total number of parts is a fixed value k, there is no ambiguity in
recovering the original y from the pair (u*, 7). In this context of generalized partitions, we will
write

o= (1, ) = ((NT?NI)?”’?(N??N?));

pto= (),

Bo= s iy )

Irreducible finite-dimensional representations of classical groups. Let M, , denote the
space of complex p X ¢ matrices, and let M,, := M,, ,. The complex classical groups consist of the
general linear, orthogonal, and symplectic groups, defined as follows:

GLy == {g € My, : det g # 0},
Op:={9€GLy:g" =g'},
Spoy = {g € GLoy : gl Jg= J},

where J = [_OI 6] and I is the k£ x k identity matrix. Note that these groups are precisely the
complexifications K arising in our motivating setting (1.2). For each classical group K, let K
denote the set of equivalence classes of finite-dimensional irreducible complex representations of K
with rational matrix coefficients. It is well known that the elements of & can be labeled by certain
partitions A (or pairs thereof) as given below. Throughout the paper, we write U to denote a
model for the irreducible representation of K labeled by A € K. When treating a particular group
K, we follow [18] in denoting the irreducible representations U* as follows:

~

K K Irrep. U*
(2.2) O | {) : first two columns of A contain < k boxes} | £}

GLr | {AN=(T, A7) LT +2(\7) < k} B

Spar | {A: L(N) < K} Vi

If K = GLj; or Spy, then U? is the irreducible representation of K with highest weight A\ (in
standard coordinates). For K = Oy, which is not connected, the situation is more subtle; see [12,
pp. 438-9] or [11, §19.5] for a detailed construction of the representations E,?

Definition 2.1. Let A € Gk Its associated partition X\ € Gk is the partition obtained from A by
changing the length of its first column from £(\) to k — £(\).



Note that taking the associated partition twice recovers the original partition A\. The motivation
behind Definition 2.1 is the fact [11, Ex. 19.23] that

(2.3) E) ~ B} ® dety,
where det;. denotes the one-dimensional determinant representation of Oy.

Littlewood—Richardson coefficients. If U and V are representations of a group H, then we
define

[U:V]:=dimHomg (U, V).
Note that in general [U : V] may be an infinite cardinal, but if U and V are finite-dimensional,
then [U : V] is a nonnegative integer. Moreover, if U is irreducible and V' is completely reducible
as an H-representation, then [U : V] is the multiplicity of U in the isotypic decomposition of V.

Let A, u,v be partitions with length at most n. For all m > n, it is a standard fact that
[Fr:Fi®FY] = [F):Fh®FY]. (See [30, §1.9].) Thus, without ambiguity one can define
¢, = [Fy : Fi @ FY]. Equivalently, we have F}} @ Fy = @, c), F.,, where we use the shorthand
cU = U%¢. The numbers cf‘w are known as the Littlewood—Richardson coefficients, and play a
central role in algebraic combinatorics and classical representation theory [17].

Recall that a semistandard tableau of shape X is the Young diagram of A in which the boxes
are filled with entries from some totally ordered alphabet, say {1,...,k}, such that the entries in
each row are weakly increasing, and those in each column are strictly increasing. The content of
a tableau T is the k-tuple whose ith component is the number of occurrences of the entry ¢ in 7.
The word of T is the sequence obtained by reading the entries of 1" from right to left in each row,

taking the rows from top to bottom. We write |T'| to denote the number of boxes in 7'

The Littlewood—Richardson coefficients carry the following well-known combinatorial interpre-
tation. If A and p are partitions such that g C A, then we write A\/u to denote the skew diagram
consisting of the boxes in A which are not in . One can then speak of semistandard skew tableaux
of shape A\/u. We write |A\/u| to denote the number of boxes in the skew diagram \/u. A semi-
standard skew tableau T is called a Littlewood—Richardson (LR) tableau if in the word of T' the
number of occurrences of ¢ + 1 never exceeds the number of occurrences of i for each 1 < ¢ < k. We
have the following Littlewood—Richardson rule [10, Prop. 3, p. 64]:

(2.4) cf‘w = #{LR tableaux with shape A/u and content v}.

In this paper, we will encounter (2.4) only in special cases where v has length at most 2. For this
reason, we record the following definition of (horizontal) strips and double strips.

Definition 2.2. A skew diagram is said to be a strip if it contains at most one box in each column.
A skew diagram is said to be a double strip if it contains at most two boxes in each column.

The following special case of (2.4), where v = (m) for some m € N, is known as the Pieri rule:

1, A/pis a strip and |\/p| =m
2.5 Sy =14 ’
(2:5) “u(m) {0 otherwise.

Similarly, in the special case where v = (¢,m), the LR tableaux in (2.4) contain only the entries 1
and 2, and therefore contain at most two boxes in each column. Consequently,

(2.6) if c/’)(&m) # 0, then \/p is a double strip and |[A/u| = £ + m.

As an example, let A = (6,5,3,1), p = (5,2,1), and v = (4,3). We observe that A/u is a double
strip containing 7 boxes, and therefore by (2.6) it is possible that cf;u is nonzero. In fact, by (2.4),



cf;u is the number of LR tableaux of shape \/u whose entries consist of four 1’s and three 2’s. There
are three such tableaux:

7] 1] 1]

2 2

JHE

(2] (2] (1]
Therefore cf‘w = 3. The words of the tableaux above are 1111222, 1211212, and 1211221, respec-
tively.

—_
—_

By considering more than two tensor factors, one arrives at a natural generalization of the
classical Littlewood—Richardson coefficients: in particular, given a partition A, and a vector of
partitions p as in (2.1), where £(\) < n and each ¢(u;) < n, we define the generalized Littlewood—
Richardson coefficient

A A r
o) = [Fn .F#M@---@F#]
Given another vector v = (v1,...,vs) with each £(v;) < n, we will also write

(2‘7) Ci\w = [Fyi\3F#1®"'®F#T'®F;{1®‘”®Fr’:s]
Howe duality. In this subsection, we recall the three dual pair settings in which the irreducible
representations of the classical groups K arise. For complete details, we refer the reader to Howe’s
paper [15], as well as the analytic perspective taken by Kashiwara—Vergne [19].

We summarize the Howe duality data in the table in Theorem 2.3 below. In each setting, the
classical group K acts naturally on a space X, which is a direct sum of copies of the defining
representation of K, and of its contragredient representation in the case where K = GLj. For the
sake of concreteness, we realize X as a space of matrices. As usual, the action of K on X yields an
action on the space C[X] of polynomial functions on X.

Let D(X) denote the Weyl algebra of polynomial-coefficient differential operators on X, and let
D(X)X denote the subalgebra of K-invariant operators. For each classical group K, there is a
finite generating set of the associative algebra D(X)¥ which spans a Lie subalgebra g’ of D(X)X.
Thus, there exists a surjective homomorphism w : U(g') — D(X)¥, and we can view C[X] as
a module for the Lie algebra g’ via this homomorphism. Similarly, if U is a finite-dimensional
irreducible representation of K with rational matrix coefficients, then D(X)® and hence g’ acts on
the multiplicity space

U = Homg (U, C[X]) = (UM)* @ C[X])K.
Explicitly, the action of an invariant differential operator D € D(X)X on U is given by D- O ui®

fi) = 3, uf ® (Df;). Further, the algebra D(X)X acts irreducibly on the multiplicity space U*,
and hence g’ does as well.

One can say more about the Lie algebra g’ described above. In fact, g’ is the complexified Lie
algebra of a real reductive Lie group Gf, with maximal compact subgroup Kp, such that G/ K}, is
a Hermitian symmetric space. Let ¥ denote the complexified Lie algebra of K%, and let K’ denote
the complexification of K. Roughly speaking, a (g, K')-module is a complex vector space carrying
representations of both g’ and K’ such that K’ acts locally finitely and the actions of g’ and K’
are compatible; see [34, Def. 3.2.3] for details. In each Howe duality setting described above, the
¥-action integrates to a K’-action and hence U* can be viewed as a (g, K’)-module. Further, U
is a highest weight g’-module, which follows from work of Harish-Chandra [13,14] since G /Kp, is
Hermitian symmetric.



Theorem 2.3 (Howe duality [15], [19]). Assume one of the three settings in the following table:

, A K-action on f € C[X], where g € K
K X Gr (a",%) K'-action on f € C[X], where ¢’ € K’
Ok Mk,n Sp(QR,R) (5p2n7 g[n) (g : f)(A) = f(g_lA)
(¢ F)(A) = f(Ag)
GLk Mk,p @ Mk,q U(p> q) (g[p—i-(p g[p @ g[q) (g ' f)(A7 B) = f(g_1A7 (g_l)TB)
((d1,95) - [)(A, B) = f(Agy, Bgs)
Spak Mo n SO*(2n) (s02,, gl,,) (g-/)(A) = flg~'4)
(¢ F)(A) = f(Ag)

We have the following multiplicity-free decomposition of C[X] as a K x (g, K')-module:

(2.8) Clx|=PHur e,
AEX

where X = {\ € K : U # 0} and the irreducible modules U and U are given in the following
table:

K (¢, ¢) xCK |U*| U
£(AT) <p, =

GLy | (gl,4 400, ® gl,) () < g R | F),

SPok (502, gl,,) (N <n | Vg, | Va,

Furthermore, there is an injective map A — & from X to the set of dominant integral weights for ¢,
such that as a (g, K')-module, U™ is isomorphic to the simple g'-module with highest weight &.

In order to describe the structure of the modules U* in (2.8), we recall some standard facts
from the theory of Hermitian symmetric pairs (g/,¥'); see the exposition in [6, §2.1]. There exists
a distinguished element z in the center of ¥ such that ad z acts on g’ with eigenvalues 0 and =+1.
This yields a triangular decomposition g’ = p_ ¥ @/, where p!, = {z € ¢’ : [z,2] = £z}. In
the dual pair settings listed in Theorem 2.3, where g’ arises as the complexified Lie algebra of G7,,
the realizations of ¢/, ¢, and p/, are given in Table 1 below. We write SM,, (resp., AM,,) to denote
the space of symmetric (resp., skew-symmetric) n X n complex matrices. For details of the explicit
realizations of the real groups Gf, we refer the reader to Chapter 1 of [12].



K g’ o ¢ oy Clp’.] as ¥-module
{[25]:} {[55]}) {186} N
Ok | sps, A=-DT, al, SM,, P Fy
B=5 (in
=0T even Tows
GLy | glyiy no conditions gl, © gl, M, 4 @ F o F/
(v)<min{p.q}
Spo | 502, A=-DT, al, AM,, P E:
B =—-BT, (N<n,
C=-07 even columns

TABLE 1. Details in the Howe duality settings of Theorem 2.3

The subalgebra q' = ¥ @ p/_ is a maximal parabolic subalgebra of g, with Levi subalgebra ¢’ and
abelian nilradical p/,. Let ¢ be a dominant integral weight for ¢, and let L% be the finite-dimensional
simple ¥-module with highest weight ¢&. Then L¢ is also a module for ', with p/, acting by zero.
We define the generalized Verma module

]\7f = U(g') ®U(q’) Lf.
Since p’_ is abelian, and since p’_ == (p, )* as ¥'-modules, we can identify U(p’_) with S(p’_) = C[p’_].
By the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem, we thus obtain
N¢=Clp] @ L*

as a ¥-module. It turns out that inside a certain stable range (given in the following lemma),
the g’-modules U are generalized Verma modules N¢ (where A + ¢ is the map described in
Theorem 2.3).

Lemma 2.4 (¥-structure in stable range). In the stable range given in the table below, we have
the following ¥ -module structure of U>, up to a central shift:

K (¢, ¥) Stable range | U* as ¢-module

Ok | (sPons0ly) k>2n—1 | E3, =C[SM,]® F)

GLi | (9lprgr 0L, @0l) | kE>p+q—1| F} =CM,]®F ®F)

Spar | (5020, 0l,) k>n—1 Vs = C[AM,] ® F)

Proof. The stable range in each setting is given in [18, p. 1609]; see Remark 2.5 below. The ¢-
decompositions of C[p’,] are given in [12], in Theorem 5.6.7 and Corollaries 5.7.4 and 5.7.6; see

also the treatment in [7, Thm. 3.1], originally due to Schmid [33]. The &-decompositions of U are
given in [18, Thm. 3.2]. O

Remark 2.5. Experts will observe that the stable range given in Lemma 2.4 extends slightly
farther than the stable range given in [18, p. 1609]. Specifically, the stable range in Lemma 2.4



allows k to be one less than the minimum & given in [18]. Although not obvious a priori, one can
verify by examining the resolutions for U* constructed in [8] that U? is a free Clp/ ]-module in the
extended stable range given in our Lemma 2.4. One can also verify this extended stable range using
results of Schwarz [35] on cofree representations: for Oy see items 1 and 4 in Table 2, for GLy, see
item 2 in Table la, and for Spy, see items 1 and 1’ in Table 3 of [35].

The special case k = 1 is especially important in this paper. In the following lemma, since all
partitions have length at most 1, we identify each partition ¢ (or pair thereof) with a single integer.
In particular, we identify a length-1 partition (a) with the positive integer a. The empty partition
is identified with the integer 0. For GLj, we identify the pair ((a),0) with the positive integer a,
and the pair (0, (b)) with the negative integer —b.

Lemma 2.6. In the case k = 1, with § € IA(, we have the following decompositions of U® as
¥'-modules:

K (¢, ¥) seK U? as ¥-module

O1 | (sPgn»0ly) se{0,1} | B3, =P rm™

meN:
m=J mod 2

GLy | (gl, g 00, @gl) | 6€Z =P Fm e Fm

meN:
m+96>0

Spy | (s02n,91,) JeN Vg, @ Flm8m)
meN

Proof. Recall [12, Cor. 5.6.8] the following multiplicity-free decomposition of C[M,, .| as a represen-
tation of GL, x GL,, acting via ((g,h) - f)(A) = f(g7 Ah):
(2.9) CM,, | =P Fy & FY.

¢(v)<min{p.q}

(a) Taking p =1 and ¢ = n in (2.9), we have

CMya) = @ F™ o F™
meN

as a representation of GL; x GL,,. The action by GL,, differentiates to the action by ¢ = gl,, in the

Howe duality setting for K = O; (see the first table in Theorem 2.3). Upon restricting from GL;

to O1, each one-dimensional representation Fl(m) is equivalent to E%m mod2) " We therefore obtain

the following decomposition of C[M; ;] under the action of O; x gl,:

C[Ml,n] o~ @ Eim mod 2) ® Fr(Lm)

meN
~PEc| H FE™
5={0,1} meN:

m=4 mod 2

where the direct sum in parentheses gives the ¥-module structure of Egn
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(b) Applying (2.9) twice, we have
CMyp ® My 4] = CM, ] @ C[M,¢]

~ <@ e Fﬁ) ® <@ ™ e Fq(m>>

leN meN
S ZEEN (A2 F™) @ (R0 o Fem)

as a representation of (GL; x GL;) x (GL, x GL,). The action by GL,, x GL, differentiates to the
action by ¢ = gl, @gl, in the Howe duality setting for K = GL; (see the first table in Theorem 2.3).
Upon restricting from GL; x GL; to the diagonal subgroup {(g,¢g7') : ¢ € GL;} = GL4, each one-
dimensional representation Fl(e) & Fl(m) is equivalent to Fl(é_m). (Note that we choose the diagonal
embedding (g, g~!) due to the action of GL; on M; , & M; , given in Theorem 2.3: for general k we
have g - (A, B) = (gA, (¢~')T B), and since k = 1 the transpose has no effect.) We therefore obtain
the following decomposition of C[M ;, ® My 4] under the action of GL; x (g, ® gl,):

M, @My = @ F e (RO o F)

¢,meN
=Pre| O 5o
SEL meN:

m+46>0

where the direct sum in parentheses gives the ¥-module structure of Fvgq.
(c) Taking p =2 and ¢ = n in (2.9), we have

£meN:
>m

as a representation of GLy x GL,. The action by GL,, differentiates to the action by ¢ = gl in

the Howe duality setting for K = Sp, (see the first table in Theorem 2.3). Upon restricting from

GL2 to Spy, = SLg, each representation Fz(g’m) is equivalent to V2(£_m). We therefore obtain the

following decomposition of C[Ms ;] under the action of Spy x gl,,:

C[M2,n] ~ @ V2(Z—m) Q FT(LZ,m)

>m

~ EB v ® (EB F£m+5,m)>

SeN meN

)

where the direct sum in parentheses gives the ¢-module structure of ‘725”. O]

Remark 2.7. In the case K = Oy in Lemma 2.6, the representation C[X| = C[M; ,,| = Clxy, ..., xy]
is the underlying Harish-Chandra module of thg oscillator representation of the metaplectic group,
i.e., the double-cover of G’ = Sp(2n,R). For K = {0,1}, the empty partition 0 labels the trivial
representation 1 := EY of Oq, while 1 labels the sign representation sgn = E}. It follows from
Theorem 2.3 that C[zq,...,z,] decomposes into two components under the action of O X §p,,,:

Clz1, ... ,xp] = (1 ® E‘gn) @ (sgn® E'an) .

11



These two components consist of the polynomials of even and odd degree, respectively.

Direct sum embeddings. Let kq,...,k, be positive integers summing to k. Inside each classical
group K, one can naturally embed a direct sum M of smaller classical groups (of the same type)
as a subgroup, via block diagonal matrices; see the table (1.2). In each case, upon restricting from
K to M, the matrix space X decomposes into a direct sum of vertically stacked blocks as follows:

M X (C[X]

(2.10) [Ii=1 O, @Di—1 Mk, n &1 C[My, ]
ngl GLkz @7{:1(1\41@@ @ Mki,‘]) ®7in:1 C[Mki,p @ Mki#}]
H;;:l Sp2kz @;ﬂ:l M2ki,” ®7Z'n:l C[Mzkun]

In the action of M on C[X] in (2.10), each Oy, (resp., GLy, or Spy ) acts on the tensor factor
C[Mg, »] (resp., C[My, , &My, 4] or C[Mag, ,]) exactly as in Theorem 2.3, and acts trivially on every
other tensor factor. Therefore, by replacing k by k; (in the table in Theorem 2.3) for each tensor

factor in (2.10), we have the following multiplicity-free decomposition of C[X] as a module for
M x (g")®":

(2.11) clxl= P <®U“i>®<®ﬁ“i>
=1 ’

p=(p1 s ): =1
Hi€Y;

W e

where Y; denotes the set > in Theorem 2.3 upon replacing k£ by k;. Whereas we used the letter U
to denote an irreducible representation of K (decorated with a tilde to denote the corresponding
infinite-dimensional g’-module), we use W to denote an irreducible representation of the subgroup
M (decorated with a tilde to denote the corresponding infinite-dimensional (g')®"-module).

Seesaw reciprocity. Compare the two multiplicity-free decompositions of C[X] given in (2.8)
and (2.11):

ClX] = @ Ut @ U as a module for K x g
AEX
C[X] = EB WH @ WH as a module for M x (g')®".
[ xl-L--XET-

Following Kudla [26], we say that K x g’ and M x (g')®" form a seesaw pair on the space C[X],
which we display as

K x ¢
(2.12) U N
M x (g)%

Because the K- and M-actions are the complexifications of actions by compact groups Kr and Mg,
both actions on the left-hand side of the seesaw pair (2.12) are completely reducible, so the actions
of the Lie algebras on the right-hand side are completely reducible as well (see [15,16]). The term
“seesaw” describes the reciprocity of branching multiplicities

(2.13) b = [W“ : UA] - [ﬁA : W“]

Thus, the restriction problem (for finite-dimensional modules) from K to M is equivalent to a
restriction problem (for infinite-dimensional modules) from (g')®" to g¢'.

12



3. STABLE BRANCHING RULE FROM K TO M

Our main result in this section, namely Theorem 3.1, is a detailed statement of Theorem 1.1.
In it, we express the branching multiplicity bﬁ = [WH : U* as a sum of generalized Littlewood—
Richardson coefficients. This rule is valid as long as the parameters A and p lie inside a certain
stable range, given explicitly in Theorem 3.1 below. Roughly speaking, the maximum valid length of
A and of each u; depends on the smallest parameter k;. The stability assumption allows us to prove
the following theorem using nothing more than seesaw reciprocity along with the ¢'-decompositions
from Lemma 2.4.

Theorem 3.1 (cf. Theorem 1.1). Let M C K be a direct sum embedding in a classical group,
as in (1.2), where ky,...,k, are positive integers summing to k. Let bf‘L = [WH : U] denote the

branching multiplicity from K to M. Recall the generalized Littlewood—Richardson coefficients c;\w
defined in (2.7).

(a) Stable branching rule from K = Oy to M = O, X --- X O, :

Let n be a positive integer such that n < (1 + min;{k;}). Let A be a partition such that
L(N) <n. Let p= (p,-.., 1) be a vector of partitions, such that each ¢(u;) < n. Then we

have
A A
bh =D G
v
where v = (v1,...,Vr—1) is a vector in which each partition vj has even rows, with £(v;) < n.

(b) Stable branching rule from K = GLj to M = GLj, X --- x GL,:

Let p and q be positive integers such that p+ q¢ < 1+ min;{k;}. Let A\ = (AT, A7) be such
that ((AT) <p and (A7) < q. Let p= (p1,...,pr) = (i, 17 )s- -+, (5, 7)) be such that
each €(u;) < p and €(u; ) < q. Then we have

A At AT
b = Z Cutv Cuvo
174
where the sum ranges over all vectors v = (v1,...,v,—1) such that each ¢(v;) < min{p, ¢}.

(c) Stable branching rule from K = Spy, to M = Spgy, X --- X Spyy,

Let n be a positive integer such that n < 1+ min;{k;}. Let A be a partition with {(\) < n.
Let p = (p1, ..., 1) be a vector of partitions, such that each €(p;) < n. Then we have

A A
by = E Cpuws
174

where v = (vi,...,vp—1) is a vector in which each partition v; has even columns, with
l(vj) < n.

Proof.

(a) By seesaw reciprocity (2.13), we have

(3.1) by, =

T
oA . Lk
E2n : ®E2;L
=1

where the modules on the right-hand side are for g’ = sp,,,. The assumption on n implies that each
of the parameters k;, as well as k, are in the stable range (see the table in Lemma 2.4). Further,

)
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the assumptions on ¢(A\) and ¢(u;) guarantee that the desired representations occur in the Howe
duality setting of Theorem 2.3. It follows from Lemma 2.4 that as ¢ = gl,,-modules,

EN >~ C[SM,] @ F*,  1<i<r,
E3, = C[SM,] ® F).

Substituting these into (3.1), we have

T

(3.2) by, = |C[SM,] © F : (X) C[SM,,] @ F
i=1

By Table 1, the ¥-module )._, C[SM,] ® F}" becomes

r—1 r
Q) CSM,] | @ C[SM,] @ Q) Fl
j=1 i=1

r—1 r
= ® @ F | ® C[SM,] ® ®F,’j’ each v; with even rows, and £(v;) < n
j=1 vj 1=1
= @(C[SMn] QF1®.- - @FF'®- - @ F" ! summing over all v = (v1,...,vp_1)
174
=~ P cisM,) e P Fr by (2.7)
v g

=D P (€M ® E]).
Yy v

Upon substituting this into (3.2), it is clear that bﬁ =) . C/)lw where the sum ranges over those

vectors v satisfying the conditions stated in the theorem. This completes the proof of part (a).

(b) The argument is the same as in part (a), mutatis mutandis. In this case, by seesaw reci-
procity (2.13) we have

(3.3) by, =

T
oA . Tk
vaq : ® vaq
=1

The assumptions on p and ¢ imply that each of the parameters k;, as well as k, are in the stable
range (see the table in Lemma 2.4). Further, the assumptions on £(A*) and £(;;°) guarantee that
the desired representations occur in the Howe duality setting of Theorem 2.3. It follows from
Lemma 2.4 that as ¢ = gl, x gl -modules,

~ + _
Fzéffzg(c[Mp,q](@F;i ®F5i, 1<i<m,
T ~ + —
F 2 CM, 0 F) ®F)

Substituting these expressions into (3.3), we obtain

(3.4) by, =

_ " + -
C[M,q] ® (FpA+ ®F) ) Q) CM,, 4] @ (Flﬁ‘i ® Fy' >
i=1
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+ p—
By Table 1, the ¢-module ®;_; C[M,, 4] ® (F;’ ® Fy ) becomes

r—1 " + -
Q) CM, 4] | ® CM,q] ® <® Fy @ Fy )

j=1 i=1
r—1

%® @FVJ@JFVJ ® C[M,,4] <®F“Z ®F“Z > where each ¢(v;) < min{p, ¢}
J=1 vy

1

r—1 r—1 T T _
B RE «QRF| | @CM, @ <®Fﬁ> ® <®Fg‘ >
j=1 j=1 i=1 i=1

v

1%

r r—1 r o or—1
Bem,le ([ QA «cRF | o |QF o FY
v =1 7j=1 =1 7=1

1%

G?(C[Mpvq]@) 6?67;11 (F17+) ® @CZ;V (Féf)
gl v

~ - + -
= @ @C;ﬁu pnv ( [Mpv‘I]@)Fl;y ®F¢? >
('y A7)
Upon substituting this into (3.4), it is clear that b/); => . Cfl . f‘; ,» Where v satisfies the conditions

stated in the theorem. This completes the proof of part (b).

(c) The proof is identical to part (a), this time using the K = Sp,;, case in Theorem 2.3,
Lemma 2.4, and Table 1. O

4. BRANCHING RULE FROM K TO THE MINIMAL M

The main result in this section, namely Theorem 4.2, is a detailed statement of Theorem 1.2.
This result is a tableau-theoretic branching rule from K to its minimal direct sum embedding M.
Unlike Theorem 3.1, this branching rule is fully general, valid for all irreducible finite-dimensional
rational representations of K and M.

Throughout this section, M is given by the special case in (1.2) where k; = --- =k, = 1. The
irreducible representations W of M are labeled by the following k-tuples 8:

K |M seM
Or | (O1)* |6€e{o,1}F
GLy | (GL))* | 6 € ZF
Spay. | (Spp)* | 6 € NF

(4.1)

We now use & rather than u, since the integers §; will be viewed as differences between frequencies
of entries in certain tableaux. Let SSYT(k) denote the set of semistandard tableaux whose entries
are taken from the ordered alphabet 1 < --- < k. Likewise, let SSYT(1,1,...,k, k) denote the set
of semistandard tableaux whose entries are taken from the ordered alphabet 1 <1 < --- < k < k.

15



Definition 4.1 (K-tableaux and their weights).
(a) A tableau T' € SSYT(k) is an Og-tableau if, for all 1 <i <k, we have
#{boxes in first two columns of 7" with entry < i} <.
We define wt(T') to be the vector (wy,...,wg) € M= {0, 1}* such that
w; = #{boxes in T with entry ¢} mod 2.

(b) A pair (T, T7) € SSYT(k) x SSYT(k) is a GLg-tableau if, for all 1 < i < k, we have
#{boxes in first column of TT or T~ with entry < i} <.
We define wt(TF,T7) to be the vector (wy,...,wg) € M = ZF such that
w; = #{boxes in T with entry i} — #{boxes in T~ with entry i}.

(c) A tableau T € SSYT(1,1,...,k, k) is an Spyy-tableau if, for all 1 < i < k, we have
#{boxes in first column of T with entry <7} <.
Moreover, we say that T is an Spy-ballot tableau if, as one reads the word of 7', the number
of 7’s never exceeds the number of i’s, for each 1 < i < k.
If T'is an Spyj-ballot tableau, then we define wt(7') to be the vector (wy, ..., wg) € M = Nk
such that
w; = #{boxes in T with entry i} — #{boxes in T" with entry 7}.

Note that Definition 4.1 can be restated as follows: T is a K-tableau if and only if, upon
restricting 7" to those entries < i (ignoring the overlines for Spy;,), the resulting shape lies in the

set O; or (/}i, or gl\)%. We observe that an Spy-ballot tableau cannot contain any entries 7 in its
first row, and therefore cannot contain the entry 1 at all.

For \ € K and 6 € M , we define the following sets of K-tableaux refined by their shape and
weight:

T (O)3 = {Op-tableaux T of shape A, such that wt(T) = &},
(4.2)  T(GLy)j == {GLj-tableaux (TF,T7) of shape (AT, A7), such that wt(T",T7) = 4},
T (Spar)a = {Spys-ballot tableaux T of shape A, such that wt(T") = 8}.

—

Theorem 4.2 (cf. Theorem 1.2). Let M C K as in (4.1). Let A € K and § = (01,...,0) € M.
Let by == [W? : U] denote the branching multiplicity from K to M. We have

by = #T(K)j.
Before proving Theorem 4.2, we present the following examples.

Example 4.3. Let K = Os, and let A = (2,2) and § = 0. By Theorem 4.2 and (4.2), the

branching multiplicity bém) equals the number of Os-tableaux of shape (2,2) and weight 0. Each

such semistandard tableau T is filled with entries from {1,...,5}, such that there are no more than
1 entries less than or equal to ¢ in the first two columns, and every entry occurs an even number of
times. There are five such tableaux:

b?”z#T@@?”:#{

212 [2]2] [3]3] [3]3 44}_5
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This agrees with the example in Section 4.2 of [9], upon setting ¢ = 1 in that example.

Example 4.4. Let K = GL4, and let A = (2,1,—-2,—-2) and § = (2,—1,—2,0). Then we have
At = (2,1) and A\~ = (2,2). By Theorem 4.2, the branching multiplicity bg equals the number
of GLy-tableaux of shape ((2,1), (2,2)) and weight (2,—1,—2,0). There is exactly one such GL4-

tableau:
(2,1,-2,-2) (2,1,-2,—-2) 11111213 B
b(2,—1,—2,0) - #T(GL4)(27_17_270) = # { ( 4 ‘ 374 =1.

— 9

Since M = GLj x - - - x GLq is the standard torus in GLg, the numbers bg give the weight multiplic-
ities in the rational representation F; ,;\ In this way, the numbers bg generalize the Kostka numbers
K, which count the number of semistandard tableau of shape A and content j, and which give the
dimension of the u-weight space in a polynomial representation F,g‘ The tableau pairs in T(GLk)g
can also be viewed as a generalization of Gelfand—Zeitlin tableaux [12, Cor. 8.1.7], for rational
(rather than polynomial) representations of GLj. See also the character-theoretic approach to
rational GLg-tableaux taken by Stembridge [37].

Example 4.5. Let K = Spg, and let A = (2,2) and § = 0. By Theorem 4.2 and (4.2), the
branching multiplicity bg2’2) equals the number of Spg-ballot tableaux of shape (2,2) and weight 0.
Each such semistandard tableau T is filled with entries from {1,1,2,2,3, 3}, satisfies the condition

in Definition (4.1)(c), and has an equal number of i’s and 7’s for each 1 <1 < 3. There are three

such tableaux:
212 213 313
2% = 4T (Spe)s” = # { 5 = } — 3.

o]
O]
wl
(98]

Lemma 4.6. Let \ € Gk, let 1 € (A)k_l, and let 6 € 61 = {0,1}. Let X € Gk, € 6k_1, and
0 € O1 be the associated partitions, in the sense of Definition 2.1. We have the following:

A )
(D) Y0y = Yz
(2) M is a strip such that |\/u| = dmod?2 if and only if N/Ti is a strip such that |\/Ji| = dmod2.

Proof. To prove (1), observe that upon restricting the determinant representation of O to the
subgroup Ox_1 x Oy, we have det; =~ dety_; ®det;. Thus, starting from (2.3) and then restricting
from Oy, to Op_1 x O1, we have

E,; >~ E) ® dety,
= @ bius Bl ® B} | @ (dety,_y © det,)
S @b(w Bl | ®det;_1)® (Ef ® detl)
= @b(ué Bl @B

—@b 5 Eh L © EY.
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To prove (2), suppose that A/u is a strip such that |\/u| = 0 mod 2. Then £(\) — ¢(u) is either
0 or 1. Since £(\) — £(@) = (k —£(\)) — (k —1—€(u)) = 1 — (£(A) — £(p)), we have that £(\) — £(f)
is also either 0 or 1, and has the opposite parity as £(A) — ¢(u). Since associated partitions differ
only in their first column, it follows that A/ is also a strip, and that |\/fi| has the opposite parity
as |\/pl, so that |[A\/fi| = §mod 2. Since A +— X is an involution, the same argument also proves the

converse. O

Proof of Theorem 4.2.

(a) Suppose K = Of. We begin by finding a branching rule from Oy to Og_; x O3. The proof
then proceeds by iterating this branching rule to obtain the branching rule from K to M. For this,
let A € Oy with ¢(X) < k/2. We apply the Howe duality setting of Theorem 2.3 with n = |k/2].

Let px—1 € O_1 and §; € O1 = {0,1}. By seesaw reciprocity (2.13), we have

- S, ™ Tl — 0k
(4.3) oo = | ErE @ B ;E,ﬂ = [E;n By @ By |
Note that if £(ug—1) > n, then E}*7" and thus EX*' do not occur in this Howe duality setting. It
follows from (4.3) and from the complete reducibility in seesaw reciprocity (2.12) that bi\ﬂk—l 5) = 0
for such pp_q1. Therefore we may assume that ¢(ug_1) < k/2. It then follows from the table in

Lemma 2.4 that we are in the stable range for both O and Og_;. Therefore, by Lemmas 2.4
and 2.6, we have the following isomorphisms of ¢ = gl,,-modules:

E} ~C[SM,] ® F,
E4:1 = C[SM,,] @ Fi*,

B3 = (P F™.

meN:
m=J; mod 2

Using these to rewrite (4.3), we obtain

(4.4) )= |CISM,] @ F;) : C[SM,] @ Fi* ' @ @D F{™

meN:
m=d mod 2

By the Pieri rule (2.5), the #-module on the right-hand side of the colon in (4.4) becomes
DM, © (F o Fm)

meN:
m=d mod 2

~ PcisM,] < &y F,“;)

A
b(#k71,5k

meN: :
m=6;, mod 2 v/ k-1 strip,
v/ pe—1l=m
(4.5) =~ P cisM,] @ F).
prs

v/t —1 strip,
|7/ 1k —1|=0) mod 2

(We use the term strip in the sense of Definition 2.2.) Define the following weight function on skew
diagrams, which takes values in O; = {0, 1}:

(4.6) wt(y/p) = |v/p[ mod 2.
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(We write this “wt” in Roman type to distinguish it from the M-valued function wt in Def-
inition 4.1.) Substituting (4.5) into (4.4), we obtain the following branching rule from Oy to
Ok—l X 01:

(47) A {1, A/ pg—1 is a strip such that wt(A/pug—1) = O,

b —
(kk—1,0%) 0 otherwise.

Although we initially assumed that ¢(\) < k/2, Lemma 4.6 implies that the rule (4.7) is valid for
all A € O, since £(\) > k/2 implies that /() < k/2. We thereby recover the following result of
King [22, (4.14)] and Proctor [32, Prop. 10.1]:

(4.8) B = P ( P Efe Efk)
6k€{071} ,u,k,1€6k,1: .
A/ k-1 strip,
wt(A/pk—1)=0k
Starting with A = g, we rewrite (4.8) to obtain a branching rule from O; to O;_1 x Oy, for each
i=kk—-1,...,2:

(4.9) Bl P ( P B e Efi)
5;€{0,1} /Ji71€6i71: .
Wi/ pi—1 strip,
wt(pi/ti—1)=0;
Iterating (4.9) to decompose EZ“ i fori =k, k—1,...,2, we obtain the following decomposition as
a representation of M = (Oq)F:

12

k

(4.10) B @ <#Mg ®Efi)

6e{0,1}k =1 ,

where
JAS 6i7

./\/lg =< chains (0=po C 1 € Cpup—1 Cpup=2A): pi/ i1 1s a strip,

and wt(p;/pi—1) = 9;
foralll1 <i<k

To complete the proof, we construct the following bijection between ./\/lg and T(Ok)g. In one
direction, let p € M3. To construct a tableau T' € T(Oy)3, start with the subtableau 7} of
shape py filled with the entry 1; note that since p; € 61, this subtableau 77 is either empty or
contains a single box, and is (trivially) semistandard. We construct the successive subtableaux
T, C --- C T = T in the same way: to construct 7T;, fill every box in the skew diagram p;/p;—1
with the entry ¢, and append to T;_1, thereby forming a new subtableau T; of shape u;. Note that
T; remains semistandard, since p;/p;—1 is a strip and therefore each column contains at most one
entry i. Moreover, T; is an O;-tableau since T;_1 is an O;_1-tableau and u; € (A)Z Finally, we have
wt(T;) = (01,...,0;) because

#{boxes in T; with entry i} mod 2 = |p;/pi—1| mod 2 = wt(u;/pi—1) = 0;.

Since pp = A, this process results in an Op-tableau T, = T € ’T(Ok)g. Conversely, in the other
direction, let T € T(Ok)g. To construct a chain pu € ./\/lg, let u; be the shape of the subtableau of
T; whose entries are < i, for all 1 <17 < k. We leave it to the reader to check that these maps are
mutually inverse. We thus have #M? = #T(Ok)g‘, and the result follows from (4.10).
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(b) Suppose K = GLk As in part (a) above, we begin by ﬁndlng a branching rule from GLj to

GLi_1 x GLy. Let A € GLk, and let ur_1 € GLk 1. Let §, € GL1 Z. We now apply the Howe
duality setting of Theorem 2.3, with p = ¢(A") and ¢ = ¢(A\™). By seesaw reciprocity (2.13), we
have

(4.11) Bhrin = LT @ F G RY| = By s By @

Since p + g = (A1) + £(\7) < k, it follows from the table in Lemma 2.4 that we are in the stable
range for both GL; and GLj_1. It then follows from Lemmas 2.4 and Lemma 2.6 that we have the
following isomorphisms of £ = gl, © gl ,-modules:

F)\ ~ (C[ ] F)\+ ®F)\ ’
B = CMy 0 By @
F5k N@Fm+5k ®F( m)
meN:

By Theorem 2.3, Eﬁfﬂ}’l # 0 if and only if £(u; ,) < p and £(u;,_,) < g. Using the decompositions
above to rewrite the right-hand side of (4.11), we obtain

p— + -
(4.12) bf‘uk7176k) = (C[Mpg] & F;jﬁ ® Fq)\ : (C[Mp,q] & F;kq ® F(l]u‘kfl ® @Flngré’“) ® Fq(m)
meN:

Using the Pieri rule (2.5), the #-module on the right-hand side of the colon in (4.12) can be rewritten

as
@C pq < Mk 1 ®F(m+6k)> ® <Fuk 1 ®F(m)>
meN:
m+6k20
~ + -
(4.13) ~Pcm,, e < P 5 ) ® < P F )
meN: -y+- N7 .
m+9,20 v+ /uf_, strip, Y~ /g, strip,
v/t l=mady v~y |=m

Upon rearranging the direct sums, we rewrite (4.13) as
(4.14) P, o F" e F .

'Y:
~E /| strips,
Yty =1y gy 1=

In general, for v = (y",77) and u = (u*, ™), we write o C 7 to express that u* C v and
pu~ C 7. Define the following weight function on pairs v/u = (y*/ut,v~/u~) of strips, taking
values in éil =7

wt(y/p) =y /et = e
Substituting (4.14) into (4.12), we obtain the following branching rule from GLj to GLx_1 x GL1:
B B {1, )\i/,uf_l are strips and wt(\/pug_1) = Ok,

(m-106) = )0 otherwise.
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This yields the following decomposition of F,i‘:

(4.15) 3= ( b F'e ka)
O EZL .

Hkﬂééikﬂi
AT /u§71 strips,
wt(A/pk—1)=0k

Starting with A = py, and iterating (4.15) to decompose F!" for i = k,k —1,...,2, we obtain the
following decomposition of F, ,i‘ as a representation of M = (GLj)*:

(4.16) R={P <#M5®F5>

67k

9

where
i € (/}ii,

+/ + .
./\/lg =< chains (0 =0 Cpy C - Cpp_1 Cpp=A): Hi /p;-, are strips,
and wt(p;/pi—1) = 9
foralll1 <i<k

There is a natural bijection ./\/lg — T(GLk)g, given in a similar way as the proof of part (a)
above. We therefore have #M3 = #7 (GLy)3, and the result follows from (4.16).

(c) Suppose K = Spyy,. Asin parts (a (a) and (b) above, we begin by finding a branching rule from
Spok t0 Spy(k—1) X Spa. Let A € Sp%, and let p € Sp2(k 1)- Let 0 € Sp2 N. We now apply the
Howe duality setting of Theorem 2.3 with n = k. By seesaw reciprocity (2.13), we have

o oyt Y7k — 179,

Since n = k, it follows from the table in Lemma 2.4 that we are in the stable range for both Spy,
and Spy(;_1)- It then follows from Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6 that we have the following isomorphisms of
¥ = gl,,-modules:

Vs, = C[AM,] ® F),

V2k 1 N(C[AM ] F#k717
T & @ Frn
meN

Using these to rewrite (4.17), we obtain

A _
(4.18) b(ukqﬁk) -

C[AM,] ® F? : C[AM,]| ® Fi* ' ® @ F£m+6k7m)]
meN

)

where the ¥-module on the right-hand side of the colon can be rewritten as

P ciam,] (Ffj’“*l ® FT(Lka,m))

meN
(4.19) = @ ClAM,] ®@Cuk 1,(m+6g,m F
meN
The Littlewood—Richardson rule (2.4) states that
(4.20) C/ﬁik717(m+6k,m) = # {LR tableaux of shape ~/ux_1 and content (m + o, m)} .
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By (2.6) this coefficient is nonzero only if «v/ux_1 is a double strip, in the sense of Definition 2.2.
If S is an LR tableau with content (¢,m), then define the following weight function with values in

Spy =N
(4.21) wt(S) == £ —m.

Equivalently, wt(S) equals the number of 1’s in S minus the number of 2’s in S. For v/u a double
strip and ¢ € N, define the following collection of LR tableaux:

(4.22) Sg/” = {LR tableaux S : S is filled with 1’s and 2’s, S has shape v/u, and wt(S) = 0}.
Using (4.20)—(4.22), we rewrite (4.19) as

(4:23) P #s3/" (ClAM,) © EY).

~:
v/pk—1 dbl. strip

Substituting (4.23) into (4.18), we obtain the following branching rule from Spy;, to Spy,_1y X Spy:
/\/u
b(:u‘k 176k #S - 1

This gives the following decomposition of VZk:

w21) Vi = @( @ v a)®v;k>)

O EN Uk—lesz(k—l)-
A pg—1 dbl. strip

(This is a more explicit version of the formula due to King [22, equation (4.15)] and Proctor [32,
Prop. 10.3].) Starting with A\ = py, and iterating (4.24) to decompose V" for i = k,k —1,...,2,
we obtain the following decomposition as a representation of M = (Sp)*:

k
(4.25) Vi = P (#Mé@@)

SNk i=1

where Mé is the following set consisting of k-tuples of LR tableaux:

there exists a chain (0= po C 1 C -+ C pup—1 C ux = A)
such that p; € gf)zi,

i/ i—1 is a double strip,

and S; € Sp/M forall 1 < i < k

(4.26) M3 =< (S1,...,5):

To complete the proof, we construct a bijection ./\/lg — T(SPQk)L);\ in the same way as in parts
(a) and (b) above. In one direction, let (Si,...,S;) € M3, and let p be the chain such that
each p;/p;—1 is the shape of S;. To construct a tableau 7' € T (Spy)3, start with the subtableau
Ty = S1. Note that because uy € §I\)2 and S € 8”1 !, this subtableau T} is a single row consisting of
exactly 01 boxes, all containing the entry 1. Therefore we have T} € ’T(Sp2)g11, where necessarily

= (d1). We construct the successive subtableaux T C --- C Ty, =T in the same way, as follows.
Suppose we have constructed T; € T(Spy(;— 1))(51 PR Spy(i—1)-ballot tableau of shape p;—1

and weight (d1,...,0;—1). To construct T; from T;_1, take S;, replace the entries 1 and 2 with ¢ and
7, respectively, and append to T;_1. Note that T; belongs to T(szi)‘(‘ 6i1 5); in particular, it is an

Spy;-ballot tableau because p; € szz, i—1 1S an Spy(;_p)-ballot tableau, and because S; is an LR
tableau. We have wt(T;) = (01, ...,0;) because

#{boxes in T; with entry i} — #{boxes in T; with entry 7}
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= #{boxes in S; with entry 1} — #{boxes in S; with entry 2} = wt(S;) = ¢;,

where the second equality follows from (4.21), and the third equality follows from the definitions of
85:/“1'*1 and M3 in (4.22) and (4.26). Since uy, = A, this process results in a tableau T' € T (Spyy)3-
Conversely, in the other direction, let T' € ’T(Spgk)f;‘. To construct a tuple (Sy,...,S%) € Mf;‘, let S;
consist of the boxes in T with entries i or 7; then replace each ¢ and 7 by 1 and 2, respectively. Because
T € T(Spay)3, it follows that each S; € Sgi/”i’l, and therefore (51, ..., S) € Mj3. We leave it to

the reader to check that these maps are mutually inverse. We thus have # M3 = #T(Sp%)g‘, and
the result follows from (4.25). O

5. SPECIAL CASES OF THE BRANCHING RULE

As an application of Theorem 4.2, we can easily determine the multiplicities bg‘ in the special
case where A (or each of AT and A7, in the case where K = GLy) is a single row or a single column.
We use the shorthand (1%) := (1,...,1), where 1 is repeated a times. To express the branching

rules below, for § = (01,...,0x) € ]\/4\, we define

k
8= > 16,
=1

which is a nonnegative integer by (4.1).

We first recall the notion of a multiset. A multiset is a collection of elements in which the
elements are allowed to occur multiple times. For example, [1,1,2] and [1,2,2,2] are distinct
multisets that are formed from the same finite set {1,2}. The number of times a given element
occurs in a multiset is referred to as the multiplicity of the element. The cardinality of the multiset
is the sum of the multiplicities of its elements, so that |[1,1,2]| = 3 and |[1, 2,2, 2]| = 4. We will use
the following notation for multisets constructed from a finite subset A = {aq,...,ar}. We denote
the multiset formed from A where the element a; has multiplicity m; > 0 by {a]"*, a3, ..., a;"*}.

The cardinality of such a multiset is then Zle m;. It is well known [36, p. 26] that the number of
multisets of cardinality n that can be constructed with elements taken from a finite set of cardinality
k is given by

o ()= =030)

We point out that in the following corollary, part (a) gives the branching rule for the spherical

harmonics, since the irreducible representation E,(Ca) is realized by the space of homogeneous O-
spherical harmonic polynomials of degree a in Clz1, ..., zx]. Moreover, part (b) includes the weight
multiplicity formula for the nontrivial component of the adjoint representation of GLj, which
corresponds to the special case b=c = 1.

Corollary 5.1 (A or A* has one row). Let § € M.
(a) Let K = Oy, with a € N. We have

LI
b(a)_

@ = k-2

0 otherwise.

>, a—|d] € 2N,
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(b) Let K = GLy, with b,c € N and a := b+ c. We have

a—|4|
et k-2 i
b((sb707-~-70,—0) —_ < k—9 >7 ¢ Ez:l ’

0 otherwise.

(c¢) Let K = Spyy,, with a € N. We have

1, a=|d]
b(a) _ ) ’
o-1;

otherwise.

Proof.

(a) By Theorem 4.2, b((;a) = #T(Ok)(;), where T(Ok)(;) is the set of Og-tableaux of shape (a)
such that w; = §; mod 2, where w; denotes the number of occurrences of the entry ¢. Note that
a = Zle wj, so that a — || is a nonnegative even integer. We construct a bijection between
T(Ok)ga) and the collection of all multisets of cardinality (a — |d])/2 that can be formed from the
set {2,...,k}. In one direction, let T € T(Ok)(&a). By Definition 4.1, we have w; < 1. Since
= T(Ok)ga), wy = 1 if and only if 6; = 1; for i € {2,...,k}, w; is even if ; = 0 and wj is odd if
6 = 1. (See (4.2).) Associate to T the multiset Az = {22, 3% ... K%}, where £; = w;/2 if §; = 0
and ¢; = (w;—1)/2if ; = 1. Note that A7 is a multiset of cardinality Zf:z ¢; = (a—|d|)/2 consisting
of elements taken from the set {2,...,k}. Conversely, given a multiset {2™2,3™3 .. . k™ } with
each m; > 0 and with Zsz m; = (a — |0|)/2, we can construct a tableau T € T(Ok)((;a) by filling
boxes from left to right with the numbers 1,...,k in weakly increasing order as follows. If §; = 1,
then start the tableau with the entry 1, and if 4; = 0, then do not start with a 1. Next, for each
i=2,...,k, fill 2m;+6; many boxes with the entry 7. In this way, we produce a one-row Og-tableau
T with exactly |d] + 2 Zsz m; = a many boxes, such that wt(T') = d mod 2. We leave it to the
reader to check that these maps are mutually inverse. The result then follows from (5.1).

(b) By Theorem 4.2, we have bgb,o,...,o,—c) = #T(GLk)g(b)’(c)), where T(GLk)g(b)’(C)) is the set of
GLj-tableaux (T, T7) of shape ((b), (¢)) such that w;” — w;” = §;, where w;" denotes the number
of occurrences of the entry i in 7+. Note that b — ¢ = Zle d;. We construct a bijection between
T(GLk)g(b)’(C)) and the collection of all multisets of cardinality (b + ¢ — |d])/2 that can be formed
from the set {2,...,k}. In one direction, let T' = (T,T7) € T(GLk)g(b)’(C)). By Definition 4.1, at
least one of wf and w; equals 0. Further, since T' € T(GLk)((;(b)’(c)), we have wf =4 if §1 > 0,
and w] = —dp if §; < 0. (See (4.2).) Associate to T the multiset Az = {2/ 3% ... k%}, where
l; = min{w;,w; } = (w;" +w; —|&])/2. Note that Ar is a multiset of cardinality Zf:z l; =
(b+ ¢ —|d])/2 consisting of elements taken from the set {2,...,k}. Conversely, given a multiset
{2m=2 3ms .. k"™ } with each m; > 0 and with Z?:z m; = (b+c—1d])/2, we can construct a pair
(T, T7) € T(GLk)t(;(b)’(c)) by filling boxes as follows. Fill the first |0;| many boxes with the entry
1 in the tableau 7%8") where sgn(d;) is the sign of d; (omit this step if §; = 0). Next, for each
i=2,...,k, fill m; many boxes with the entry ¢ in both T and T~ ; then fill |§;| many boxes with
the entry i in the tableau 758"(%) (or omit this step if §; = 0). In this way we produce a GLj-tableau
(T+,T~) of weight 8, where T and T~ have one row each, with a total of |6 +2 3% _m; = b+ ¢
many boxes, such that [T+ — |T7| = S-F | 6; = b—¢. Tt follows that (T, 7~) has shape ((b), (¢)).
We leave it to the reader to check that these maps are mutually inverse. The result then follows
from (5.1).
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(c¢) By Theorem 4.2, the multiplicity bga) is the number of Spy;-ballot tableaux of shape (a), in
which each §; equals the difference between the number of entries i and 7 (in that order). But because
we consider only Spys-ballot tableaux (see Definition 4.1), and because each 6; > 0 (by (4.1)), a
one-row tableau cannot contain any barred entries z. Therefore the weight § determines a unique
valid filling of a one-row Spy-ballot tableau if and only if |d| equals the number of boxes in the
tableau (and otherwise no filling is possible). O

In the proof of parts (b) and (c) of the following corollary, we make use of ballot sequences, which
we define as follows. Let S be a finite set {s1,..., sy} of positive integers such that s; < -+ < sy,
and let x and y be nonnegative integers such that z +y = ¢. An (z,y)-ballot sequence over S is a
sequence (81, ...,s¢) where exactly y many terms are marked with a star, such that as the sequence
is read from left to right, the number of marked terms never exceeds the number of unmarked
terms. For example, if S = {2,4,5,7,9}, then (2,4*,5,7,9*) is a (3, 2)-ballot sequence over S. Note
that (2,4*,5%,7,9) is not a ballot sequence, because within the first three terms, two are marked.
We observe that the number of (z,y)-ballot sequences over S equals the number of Dyck paths
from (0,0) to (z,y), which is well known [2, equation (2.12)] to be given by the ballot number

x—y+1<x+y+1>

5.2
(5:2) r+y+1 Y

Corollary 5.2 () or A* has one column). Let § € M.
(a) If K = Oy, with 0 < a < k, then we have

) {1, a=1d],

0 otherwise.

(b) If K = GLg, with b,c € N such that a .= b+ ¢ < k, then we have

E—a+1 <k—’5‘+1
p(1" 0071 _ ) o]+ 1

0 otherwise.

a—|é| >7 IS {_17071}k and b_C:Zle 0i,
2

(¢) If K = Spyy,, with 0 < a < k, then we have

k—a+1 (k—]5\+1

U — k-8 +1

>, 8 € {0,1}* and a — |8] € 2N,
(4]

a—|d]
2

0 otherwise.

Proof.

(a) By Theorem 4.2, bfsla) = #T(Ok)((sla), where T(Ok)(;a) is the set of Og-tableaux of shape (1%)
such that each entry i appears an even (resp., odd) number of times if §; = 0 (resp., 1). Since the
shape (1%) is a single column, each entry appears at most once. Therefore, the weight § determines
a unique filling if and only if a = |§], and otherwise no filling is possible.

(b) By Theorem 4.2, bgla) = #T(GLk)‘(slb,O,...,O,—r), where T(GLk)t(slb’O""’o’_lc) is the set of GLy-
tableaux (TF,T~) of shape ((1°), (1°)) such that the number of i’s in 7+ minus the number of 4’s
in T~ equals §;. Since each of 7T and T~ is semistandard with a single column, no entry occurs
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(1 07 © 7_1

more than once in each. Therefore, for 7(GLy) # @ we require that § € {—1,0,1}*. Tt

follows that b — ¢ = Zle ;. Let

(5.3) Z(8) ={i: 9 =0},
so that
(5.4) #2(8) =k —|4].

We construct a bijection between 7 (GLy )(1 00719 and the collection of (%%—\5\7 G_Tw)—ballot
sequences over Z(4), where a = b+ c.

In one direction, let T'= (T",T7) € T(GLg ) (%0019 Agsociate to T the increasing sequence
Br consisting of the elements of Z(d), where each term i € Z(d) is marked with a star if and

only if the entry i occurs in both 7 and T~. We claim that Br is a (2’9%—\5\7 a_2|5|)-ballot
sequence. We first show that Bp has the specified number of marked and unmarked terms. Indeed,
if i ¢ Z(8), then it follows from definitions that the entry i occurs in T or T~ but not in both.
The number of such indices i is clearly |6]. Since |[TF| + |T7| = b+ ¢ = a, it follows that the

number of marked terms in Br is © ‘5‘ . By (5.4), the number of unmarked terms in By is therefore

#7(0) — G_Tw =k—|0|— a—2\5\ = 2kt o 1 It remains to show that By is indeed a ballot sequence.
Let (Br)<i denote the set of terms in By which are at most 4, and let (Br)%; denote the set of
marked terms in B which are at most i. Note that

(5.5) #{pos. integers < i not in Z(d)} + #(Br)<i = 1.
By construction, since T" is a GLg-tableau,

#{boxes in T or T~ with entry < i} = #{pos. integers < not in Z(8)} + 2 #(Br)%;
(5.6) <.

It follows from (5.5) that 2 - #(Br)%, < #(Br)<; for all 1 < i < k, and therefore By is a ballot
sequence. ;

2k—a—|9| a—\é\)
2 r 2

Conversely, given a ( -ballot sequence B over Z(d), we can construct a tableau in

T(GLk)glb’O"”’O’_lc) as follows. Starting with ¢ = 1 and proceeding to ¢ = k, construct a tableau
T = (T+,T7) from the Young diagrams for (1°) and (1¢), respectively, according to the following
rules. If §; = +1, then place the entry 4 in the next empty box of . If §; = —1, then place the
entry 7 in the next empty box of 7. If ¢* is a marked term in B, then place ¢ in the next empty
box of both T and T'~. If i satisfies none of these conditions, then proceed to i + 1. Since B is a
ballot sequence, 2-#(B)%, < (B)<; for all 1 <i < k, and it follows from definitions that (5.5) holds
when By is replaced by B. Replacing By with B in (5.6), we then see that T is a GLj-tableau.
The fact that wt(T) = § is clear from the construction of 7. We leave it to the reader to check
that these maps are mutually inverse. The result then follows from (5.2).

(c) By Theorem 4.2, b #T(szk) 1) , where T(Sp%)( ") is the set of Spyy-ballot tableaux of
shape (1?) such that the number of 7’s minus the number of 7’s equals §;. Since any such tableau is

semistandard with a single column, no entry occurs more than once. Therefore, for ’T(szk) ;é 1%}
we require that § € {0,1}*. Let Z(8) be as defined in (5.3). We construct a bijection between

T(Sp%)(;a) and the collection of (%%_'5' a_w) ballot sequences over Z(9).

The proof proceeds analogously to the proof of part (b). In this case, i* is marked in By if and
only if both ¢ and 7 occur in T'. Since T is an Spy,-tableau, the analogue of (5.6) in this case yields
that By is a ballot sequence. Conversely, starting with a ballot sequence B, we construct a tableau
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T as in the proof of part (b); we place an ¢ in T for each i ¢ Z(d), and we place an ¢ and 7 (in
that order) for each term i* marked in B. Since B is a ballot sequence, it follows that 7" is an

Spyi-tableau such that wt(7") = é, using the analogue of (5.6) again. O
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