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DIFFERENTIAL SYMMETRY BREAKING OPERATORS FROM A LINE

BUNDLE TO A VECTOR BUNDLE OVER REAL PROJECTIVE SPACES

TOSHIHISA KUBO

Dedicated to Professor Toshiyuki Kobayashi, whose incredible insight always leads us to a whole new world in

mathematics

Abstract. In this paper we classify and construct differential symmetry breaking operators D

from a line bundle over the real projective space RP
n to a vector bundle over RP

n−1. We further
determine the factorization identities of D and the branching laws of the corresponding generalized
Verma modules of sl(n+1,C). By utilizing the factorization identities, the SL(n,R)-representations
realized on the image Im(D) are also investigated.
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1. Introduction

Intertwining operators are some of the fundamental objects in representation theory. For in-

stance, Knapp–Stein operators play a key role in the representation theory of real reductive groups.

In this paper, we consider the classification and construction of certain intertwining differential op-

erators called differential symmetry breaking operators. In order to describe the main problems of

this paper, we start the introduction with the definition of such intertwining operators.
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1.1. Differential symmetry breaking operators and main problems. Let X be a smooth

manifold and Y a smooth submanifold of X. Take G′ ⊂ G to be a pair of Lie groups that act

transitively on Y and X, respectively. Suppose that V → X and W → Y are G- and G′-equivariant

vector bundles over X and Y with fibers V and W , respectively. Then a continuous linear operator

A : C∞(X,V) → C∞(Y,W) between the spaces of smooth sections is called a symmetry breaking

operator if A is G′-intertwining [18]. Hereafter, we shall often abbreviate it as an SBO.

Suppose that there exists an inclusion ι : Y →֒ X. In this case, although the base manifolds

X and Y are different, one can define a differential operator D : C∞(X,V) → C∞(Y,W) with

respect to the inclusion ι (see [15] for the details). We call the differential operator D a differential

symmetry breaking operator if D is also an SBO (cf. [12, 13, 15, 17]). The systematic study of

SBOs A and differential SBOs D have been initiated by T. Kobayashi with his collaborators (cf.

[12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19]).

There are three main problems in this paper. To describe them in a general framework, let

G be a real reductive Lie group and G′ ⊂ G a reductive subgroup of G. Let P = MAN+ and

P ′ = M ′A′N ′
+ be Langlands decompositions of P and P ′, respectively, with M ′A′ ⊂ MA and

N ′
+ ⊂ N+. We denote by Irr(M)fin and Irr(M ′)fin the sets of equivalence classes of finite-dimensional

irreducible representations of M and M ′, respectively. Likewise, we write Irr(A) and Irr(A′) for

the sets of characters of A and A′, respectively. Then, for the outer tensor products ξ ⊠ λ ⊠ triv

of (ξ, λ) ∈ Irr(M)fin × Irr(A) and ̟ ⊠ ν ⊠ triv of (̟, ν) ∈ Irr(M ′)fin × Irr(A′) with the trivial

representations triv of N+ and N ′
+, we put

I(ξ, λ) = IndGP (ξ ⊠ λ⊠ triv) and J(̟, ν) = IndG
′

P ′(̟ ⊠ ν ⊠ triv)

for (unnormalized) parabolically induced representations of G and G′, respectively. We denote by

DiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)) the space of all differential SBOs D : I(ξ, λ) → J(̟, ν).

1.2. Classification and construction of D. The first problem concerns the classification and

construction of differential SBOs D. More precisely, we consider the following problem.

Problem A (Classification and construction of D). Do the following.

(A1) Classify (ξ, λ,̟, ν) such that

DiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)) 6= {0}.

(A2) Determine

dimDiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)).

(A3) Construct generators

D ∈ DiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)).

1.3. Factorization identity of D. The second problem concerns a decomposition formula of D.

Observe that the compositionAJ◦A
′ of a (not necessarily differential) SBO A′ : I(ξ1, λ1) → J(̟1, ν1)

with a G′-intertwining operator AJ : J(̟1, ν1) → J(̟2, ν2) is an SBO

AJ ◦ A1 : I(ξ1, λ1) → J(̟2, ν2).
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In a diagram we have

I(ξ1, λ1)

AJ◦A1
%%❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

A1
// J(̟1, ν1)

AJ

��

�

J(̟2, ν2)

(1.1)

Likewise, the composition A2 ◦ AI of a G-intertwining operator AI : I(̟1, ν1) → I(̟2, ν2) with an

SBO A2 : I(ξ2, λ2) → J(̟2, ν2) is also an SBO

A2 ◦ AI : I(ξ1, λ) → J(̟2, ν2),

that is,

I(ξ1, λ1)

AI

��

A2◦AI

%%❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑

I(ξ2, λ2)
A2

//

�

J(̟2, ν2)

For a given SBO A : I(ξ1, λ1) → J(̟2, ν2), we call the identities

A = AJ ◦ A1 = A2 ◦ AI

the factorization identities of A. We remark that such an identity is also known as a functional

identity or a functional equation in the literature. The diagram (1.3) below illustrates the identities.

I(ξ1, λ1)

AI

��

A

%%❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑

A1
// J(̟1, ν1)

AJ

��

�

I(ξ2, λ2)
A2

//

�

J(̟2, ν2)

In this paper we consider the factorization identities for differential SBOs D.

Problem B (Factorization identities of D). Compute the factorization identities

D = DJ ◦ D1 = D2 ◦ DI (1.2)

of a differential SBO D ∈ DiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)).

For prior works on the factorization identities, see, for instance, Fischmann–Juhl–Somberg

[2], Juhl [10], Kobayashi–Kubo–Pevzner [14], Kobayashi–Pevzner [16], and Kobayashi–Ørsted–

Somberg–Souček [17], for differential SBOs D. For (not necessarily differential) SBOs A, see, for

instance, Hader [5] and Kobayashi–Speh [18, 19]. We remark that although (1.2) expresses D in

two ways, namely, D = DJ ◦D1 and D = D2 ◦DI , it seems more natural for D (or A) to satisfy only

one of the identities. We consider the “double factorization identities” D = DJ ◦ D1 = D2 ◦ DI in

this paper.

1.4. G′-representations on Im(D). As an SBO A : I(ξ, λ) → J(̟, ν) is G′-intertwining, the im-

age Im(A) is naturally a G′-subrepresentation of J(̟, ν). In fact, in the fundamental work of

Kobayashi–Speh [18, 19] over SBOs A for the pair (G,G′) = (O(n + 1, 1), O(n, 1)), they classified
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the G′-representations on Im(A) among many other things. In this paper, we also aim to determine

the G′-representations on Im(D) for differential SBOs D.

Problem C (G′-representations on Im(D)). Determine the G′-representations realized on the image

Im(D) of D ∈ DiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)).

Suppose that D satisfies a factorization identity D = DJ ◦ D1 as in (1.1). Then Im(D1) and

Ker(DJ ) are both G′-subrepresentations of J(ξ1, ν1), that is,

Ker(DJ)
⋂

I(ξ1, λ1)

D

%%❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑
❑❑

❑❑

D1
// J(̟1, ν1)

DJ

��

�

⊃ Im(D1)

J(̟2, ν2)

In this paper we also investigate a relationship between Im(D1) and Ker(DJ) as well as Im(D1|Ker(DI ))

and Ker(DJ). This is somewhat analogous to the work [5] of Hader for his study of the Heisenberg

wave operator in sprit.

1.5. SL vs GL. The aim of this paper is to answer Problems A, B, and C for differential SBOs

D ∈ DiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)) for the case (G/P,G′/P ′) ≃ (RPn,RPn−1), the real projective spaces

of dimension n and n − 1, respectively, with ξ ∈ Irr(M)fin for dim ξ = 1. We allow the inducing

representation ̟ for J(̟, ν) to be any ̟ ∈ Irr(M ′)fin. For the purpose, there are at least two

choices on (G,G′), namely, (G,G′) = (SL(n+ 1,R), SL(n,R)) or (GL(n+ 1,R), GL(n,R)). In this

paper, we consider both cases for Problems A and B. Only the SL-case is considered for Problem

C. We utilize our results on SL(n,R)-intertwining differential operators D to consider Problem C

for the SL-case.

For Problem A, there is a significant difference between theGL-case and SL-case for n = 2. In the

GL-case, it turned out that the space DiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)) of differential SBOs for ξ with dim ξ =

1 is multiplicity-free for all n ≥ 2. In contrast, the dimension could be dimDiffG′(I(ξ, λ), J(̟, ν)) =

2 in the SL-case for n = 2. This difference arises because there are more parameters in the GL-case

than the SL-case. For the details of the results, see Theorems 4.12 and 4.13 for the SL-case and

Theorems 10.3 for the GL-case.

1.6. Classification of SBOs A between line bundles over RPn and RPn−1. All symmetry

breaking operators A : I(triv, λ) → J(triv, ν) including non-local operators for (G,G′) = (GL(n +

1,R), GL(n,R)) with ξ = triv and ̟ = triv, the trivial representations of M and M ′, respectively,

are already classified by a work of Frahm–Weiske [4]. Nevertheless, there is a certain gap between

their classification and ours. According to their classification, all differential SBOs D : I(triv, λ) →

J(triv, ν) between line bundles are given by normal derivatives for all n ≥ 2. However, in our

classification, there is a family of differential SBOs D(m,ℓ) : I(triv, λ) → J(triv, ν) for n = 2 that

are not normal derivatives. We shall discuss the details in Remark 10.16.
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In addition to the classification, we also wonder if their comments at the end of Section 1.3 of [4]

on Knapp–Stein operators (standard intertwining operators) are not precise. The authors of the

cited paper briefly commented that there do not exist non-trivial Knapp–Stein operators for the

parabolically induced representations for P ′ ⊂ G′. Nevertheless, if n = 2, then G′ = GL(2,R) and

P ′ is a minimal parabolic subgroup of G′. Thus, non-trivial Knapp–Stein operators for P ′ ⊂ G′

do exist. In fact, the differential SBOs D(m,ℓ) : I(triv, λ) → J(triv, ν) for n = 2 mentioned above

satisfy a factorization identity with a normal derivative and the residue operator of a Knapp–Stein

operator.

1.7. F-method. The main machinery for us to classify all differential SBOs D on Problem A is

the F-method (cf. [2, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]). Via the so-called algebraic Fourier transform of

generalized Verma modules, this method allows one to classify and construct differential SBOs D

simultaneously, by solving a certain system of partial differential equations. For the recent study

of the F-method, see, for instance, [3, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25] and the references therein.

1.8. Branching law of generalized Verma modlues. Via the duality between differential SBOs

and (g′, P ′)-homomorphisms between generalized Verma modules (Theorem 2.3), the classification

of differential SBOs is closely related to the branching law of a generalized Verma module Mg
p (λ)

of g. The character identity in the Grothendieck group of the BGG category Op′ for a parabolic

subalgebra p′ = l′ ⊕ n′+ yields the branching law of Mg
p (λ) for generic parameter λ. The branching

law for singular λ requires some information of the structures of Mg
p (λ) such as the classification

of n′+-invariant subspaces of M
g
p (λ). See, for instance, [11, 17] for the study of the branching laws

of generalized Verma modules.

In this paper, in addition to the three main problems, we also discuss the branching laws of

generalized Verma modules in consideration. For singular parameters, the results from the F-

method play a key role. We further present the branching law of the image of g′-homomorphisms

as well. These are accomplished in Theorems 9.22 and 9.27. Via the aforementioned duality, the

resulting branching laws support our classification of differential SBOs,

1.9. Organization of the paper. Now we describe the rest of the paper. There are ten sections

including the introduction. The aim of Section 2 is to give a quick overview of the F-method in a

general framework. At the end of the section, a recipe of the F-method will be presented, which

plays a central role for the classification and construction of differential SBOs D in this paper. In

Section 3, we then specialize the framework to the case (G,G′) = (SL(n + 1,R), SL(n,R)) with

maximal parabolic subgroups P ⊂ G and P ′ ⊂ G′ such that G/P ≃ RPn and G′/P ′ ≃ RPn−1.

Some necessary notation is introduced in this section.

The objective of Section 4 is to summarize the main results on the classification and construction

of differential SBOs D (Problem A). Via the duality theorem (Theorem 2.3), we also discuss (g′, P ′)-

and g′-homomorphisms Φ between certain generalized Verma modules. The proofs of the theorems

in Section 4 are discussed in Sections 5 and 6. As mentioned above, for the SL-case, the multiplicity-

two phenomenon appears for n = 2. Thus, we separate the proofs into two cases, namely, the cases
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for n ≥ 3 and n = 2. Section 5 deals with the former case. We handle the latter case in Section 6.

In both cases, we follow the recipe of the F-method.

Section 7 is devoted to the factorization identities of differential SBOs D constructed in Section

4. We first give such identities for (g′, P ′)-homomorphisms Φ. We then convert them to ones

for differential SBOs D via the duality theorem. Factorization identities of D are obtained in

Theorem 7.16. Some relevant results on intertwining differential operators and (g, P )- and (g′, P ′)-

homomorphisms are also recalled from [20] in this section.

The G′-representations on Im(D) are determined in Section 8 for D that satisfies the factorization

identities (Problem C). In this section we make use of some results from [20] to determine the G′-

representations. These are achieved in Section 8.2.

The aim of Section 9 is to discuss the branching laws of generalized Verma modules in consider-

ation. In this section, we first recall from [11] a character identity of a generalized Verma module

in a general framework to give branching laws in the Grothendieck group of the BGG category

Op′ . We then apply the character identity to the case (g, g′) = (sl(n+1,C), sl(n,C)) with maximal

parabolic subalgebras p ⊂ g and p′ ⊂ g′ considered above. After discussing the decomposition of

formal characters, we give actual branching laws by utilizing the results from the F-method. In

this section, we also discucss the branching law of the image of a g′-homomorphism from a gen-

eralized Verma module for g′ to the one for g. This supports the aforementioned multiplicity-two

phenomenon of SL(n,R)-differential SBOs D for n = 2. The explicit branching laws are given in

Theorems 9.22 and 9.27.

The last section, namely, Section 10, is for theGL-counterpart of the results of Problems A and B.

In this section we give the classification of GL(n,R)-differential SBOs D as well as their factorization

identities. In principle, the GL(n,R)-operators D are the same as the SL(n,R)-operators; what one

wishes to do is to classify the appropriate parameters. The main results are obtained in Theorems

10.3 and 10.7.

2. Preliminaries: the F-method

The aim of this section is to recall the so-called the F-method. In particular, we present a recipe

of the F-method in Section 2.7. In Sections 5 and 6, we shall follow the recipe to classify and

construct differential symmetry breaking operators in concern. For the details of the F-method,

consult, for instance, [15] and [20]. In this section we mainly take the expositions from [20].

2.1. Notation. Let G be a real reductive Lie group and P = MAN+ a Langlands decomposition

of a parabolic subgroup P of G. We denote by g(R) and p(R) = m(R) ⊕ a(R) ⊕ n+(R) the Lie

algebras of G and P =MAN+, respectively.

For a real Lie algebra y(R), we write y and U(y) for its complexification and the universal

enveloping algebra of y, respectively. For instance, g, p,m, a, and n+ are the complexifications of

g(R), p(R),m(R), a(R), and n+(R), respectively.

For λ ∈ a∗ ≃ HomR(a(R),C), we denote by Cλ the one-dimensional representation of A defined

by a 7→ aλ := eλ(log a). For a finite-dimensional irreducible representation (ξ, V ) of M and λ ∈ a∗,

we denote by ξλ the outer tensor representation ξ ⊠ Cλ on V , namely, ξλ : ma 7→ aλσ(m). By
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letting N+ act trivially, we regard ξλ as a representation of P . Let V := G ×P V → G/P be

the G-equivariant vector bundle over the real flag variety G/P associated with the representation

(ξλ, V ) of P . We identify the Fréchet space C∞(G/P,V) of smooth sections with

C∞(G,V )P := {f ∈ C∞(G,V ) : f(gp) = ξ−1
λ (p)f(g) for any p ∈ P},

the space of P -invariant smooth functions on G. Then, via the left regular representation L of G

on C∞(G), we realize the parabolically induced representation π(ξ,λ) = IndGP (ξλ) on C
∞(G/P,V).

We denote by R the right regular representation of G on C∞(G).

Let G′ be a reductive subgroup of G and P ′ =M ′A′N ′
+ a parabolic subgroup of G′ with P ′ ⊂ P ,

M ′A′ ⊂ MA, and N ′
+ ⊂ N ′

−, so that there is an inclusion G′/P ′ →֒ G/P of the real flag variety

G′/P ′ into G/P .

As for G/P , for a finite-dimensional irreducible representation (̟ν ,W ) of M ′A′, we define an

induced representation π′(̟,ν) = IndG
′

P ′(̟ν) on the space C∞(G′/P ′,W) of smooth sections for a

G′-equivariant vector bundle W := G′ ×P ′ W → G′/P ′.

Via the inclusion G′/P ′ →֒ G/P , one can define differential operators D : C∞(G/P,V) →

C∞(G′/P ′,W) although G′/P ′ andG/P are different manifolds (see, for instance, [15, Def. 2.1]). As

C∞(G/P,V) is a G-representation and G′ ⊂ G, the space C∞(G/P,V) is also a G′-representation.

We then write DiffG′(V,W) for the space of differential symmetry breaking operators (G′-intertwining

differential operators) D : C∞(G/P,V) → C∞(G′/P ′,W).

Let g(R) = n−(R) ⊕ m(R) ⊕ a(R) ⊕ n+(R) be the Gelfand–Naimark decomposition of g(R), and

write N− = exp(n−(R)). We identify N− with the open Bruhat cell N−P of G/P via the embedding

ι : N− →֒ G/P , n̄ 7→ n̄P . Via the restriction of the vector bundle V → G/P to the open Bruhat

cell N−
ι
→֒ G/P , we regard C∞(G/P,V) as a subspace of C∞(N−)⊗ V .

Likewise, let g′(R) = n′−(R) ⊕ m′(R) ⊕ a′(R) ⊕ n′+(R) be a Gelfand–Naimark decomposition of

g′(R), and write N ′
− = exp(n′−(R)). As for C

∞(G/P,V), we regard C∞(G′/P ′,W) as a subspace of

C∞(N ′
−)⊗W .

We often view differential symmetry breaking operators D : C∞(G/P,V) → C∞(G′/P ′,W) as

differential operators D̃ : C∞(N−) ⊗ V → C∞(N ′
−) ⊗W such that the restriction D̃|C∞(G/P,V) to

C∞(G/P,V) is a map D̃|C∞(G/P,V) : C
∞(G/P,V) → C∞(G′/P ′,W) (see (2.1) below).

C∞(N−)⊗ V
D̃

// C∞(N ′
−)⊗W

C∞(G/P,V)
D=D̃|C∞(G/P,V)

//
?�

ι∗

OO

C∞(G′/P ′,W)
?�

ι∗

OO

(2.1)

In particular, we often regard DiffG′(V,W) as

DiffG′(V,W) ⊂ DiffC(C
∞(N−)⊗ V,C∞(N ′

−)⊗W ). (2.2)

2.2. Duality theorem. For a finite-dimensional irreducible representation (ξλ, V ) ofMA, we write

V ∨ = HomC(V,C) and ((ξλ)
∨, V ∨) for the contragredient representation of (ξλ, V ). By letting n+

act on V ∨ trivially, we regard the infinitesimal representation dξ∨⊠C−λ of (ξλ)
∨ as a p-module. For
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a finite-dimensional irreducible representation (̟ν ,W ) of M ′A′, a p′-module d̟∨ ⊠C−ν is defined

similarly. We write

Mg
p (V

∨) = U(g)⊗U(p) V
∨ and Mg′

p′ (W
∨) = U(g′)⊗U(p′) W

∨

for generalized Verma modules for (g, p) and (g′, p′) induced from dξ∨ ⊠ C−λ and d̟∨ ⊠ C−ν,

respectively. Via the diagonal action of P on Mg
p (V

∨), we regard Mp(V
∨) as a (g, P )-module.

Likewise, we regard Mg′

p′ (W
∨) as a (g′, P ′)-module.

The following theorem is often called the duality theorem. For the proof, see, for instance, [15].

Theorem 2.3 (duality theorem). There is a natural linear isomorphism

DH→D : HomP ′(W∨,Mg
p (V

∨))
∼

−→ DiffG′(V,W). (2.4)

Equivalently,

DH→D : Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (W
∨),Mg

p (V
∨))

∼
−→ DiffG′(V,W). (2.5)

Here, for ϕ ∈ HomP ′(W∨,Mg
p (V

∨)) and F ∈ C∞(G/P,V) ≃ C∞(G,V )P , the element DH→D(ϕ)F ∈

C∞(G′/P ′,W) ≃ C∞(G′,W )P
′
is given by

〈DH→D(ϕ)F,w
∨〉 =

∑

j

〈dR(uj)F, v
∨
j 〉 for w∨ ∈W∨, (2.6)

where ϕ(w∨) =
∑

j uj ⊗ v∨j ∈Mg
p (V

∨).

2.3. Algebraic Fourier transform ·̂ of Weyl algebras. Let U be a complex finite-dimensional

vector space with dimCU = n. Fix a basis u1, . . . , un of U and let (z1, . . . , zn) denote the coordinates

of U with respect to the basis. Then the algebra

C[U ; z, ∂
∂z ] := C[z1, . . . , zn,

∂
∂z1
, . . . , ∂

∂zn
]

with relations zizj = zjzi,
∂
∂zi

∂
∂zj

= ∂
∂zj

∂
∂zi

, and ∂
∂zj
zi = δi,j + zi

∂
∂zj

is called the Weyl algebra of U ,

where δi,j is the Kronecker delta. Similarly, let (ζ1, . . . , ζn) denote the coordinates of the dual space

U∨ of U with respect to the dual basis of u1, . . . , un. We write C[U∨; ζ, ∂
∂ζ ] for the Weyl algebra of

U∨. Then the map determined by

∂̂

∂zi
:= −ζi, ẑi :=

∂

∂ζi
(2.7)

gives a Weyl algebra isomorphism

·̂ : C[U ; z, ∂
∂z ]

∼
−→ C[U∨; ζ, ∂

∂ζ ], T 7→ T̂ . (2.8)

The map (2.8) is called the algebraic Fourier transform of Weyl algebras ([15, Def. 3.1]). We remark

that the minus sign for “−ζi” in (2.8) is put in such a way that the resulting map ·̂ is indeed a

Weyl algebra homomorphism.

2.4. Fourier transformed representation ̂dπ(σ,λ)∗ . For a representation η of G, we denote by

dη the infinitesimal representation of g(R). For instance, dL and dR denote the infinitesimal

representations g(R) of the left and right regular representations of G on C∞(G). As usual, we
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naturally extend representations of g(R) to ones for its universal enveloping algebra U(g) of its

complexification g. The same convention is applied for closed subgroups of G.

For g ∈ N−MAN+, we write

g = p−(g)p0(g)p+(g),

where p±(g) ∈ N± and p0(g) ∈MA. Similarly, for Y ∈ g = n− ⊕ l⊕ n+ with l = m⊕ a, we write

Y = Yn− + Yl + Yn+,

where Yn± ∈ n± and Yl ∈ l.

For 2ρ ≡ 2ρ(n+) = Trace(ad|n+) ∈ a∗, we denote by C2ρ the one-dimensional representation of P

defined by p 7→ χ2ρ(p) = |det(Ad(p) : n+ → n+)|. For the contragredient representation ((ξλ)
∨, V ∨)

of (ξλ, V ), we put σ∗λ := σ∨ ⊠ C2ρ−λ. As for ξλ, we regard σ∗λ as a representation of P . Define

the induced representation π(σ,λ)∗ = IndGP (σ
∗
λ) on the space C∞(G/P,V∗) of smooth sections for

the vector bundle V∗ = G ×P (V ∨ ⊗ C2ρ) associated with σ∗λ, which is isomorphic to the tensor

bundle of the dual vector bundle V∨ = G ×P V
∨ and the bundle of densities over G/P . Then the

integration on G/P gives a G-invariant non-degenerate bilinear form IndGP (ξλ)× IndGP (σ
∗
λ) → C for

IndGP (ξλ) and IndGP (σ
∗
λ).

As for C∞(G/P,V), the space C∞(G/P,V∗) can be regarded as a subspace of C∞(N−) ⊗ V ∨.

Then the infinitesimal representation dπ(σ,λ)∗(X) on C∞(N−)⊗ V ∨ for X ∈ g is given by

dπ(σ,λ)∗(X)f(n̄) = dξ∗λ((Ad(n̄
−1)X)l)f(n̄)−

(
dR((Ad(·−1)X)n−)f

)
(n̄). (2.9)

(For the details, see, for instance, [20, Sect. 2].) Via the exponential map exp: n−(R) ≃ N−, one

can regard dπ(σ,λ)∗(X) as a representation on C∞(n−(R)) ⊗ V ∨. It then follows from (2.9) that

dπ(σ,λ)∗ gives a Lie algebra homomorphism

dπ(σ,λ)∗ : g −→ C[n−(R);x,
∂
∂x ]⊗ End(V ∨),

where (x1, . . . , xn) are coordinates of n−(R) with n = dim n−(R). We extend the coordinate func-

tions x1, . . . , xn for n−(R) holomorphically to the ones z1, . . . , zn for n−. Thus we have

dπ(σ,λ)∗ : g −→ C[n−; z,
∂
∂z ]⊗ End(V ∨).

Now we fix a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form κ on n+ and n−. Via κ, we identify n+

with the dual space n∨− of n−. Then the algebraic Fourier transform ·̂ of Weyl algebras (2.8)

gives a Weyl algebra isomorphism

·̂ : C[n−; z,
∂
∂z ]

∼
−→ C[n+; ζ,

∂
∂ζ ].

In particular, it gives a Lie algebra homomorphism

̂dπ(σ,λ)∗ : g −→ C[n+; ζ,
∂
∂ζ ]⊗ End(V ∨). (2.10)

Now we define a map

Fc : Mp(V
∨) −→ Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨, u⊗ v∨ 7−→ d̂π(σ,λ)∗(u)(1 ⊗ v∨). (2.11)

Theorem 2.12 ([15, Sect. 3.4]). The map Fc is a (g, P )-module isomorphism.
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We call the (g, P )-module isomorphism Fc in (2.11) the algebraic Fourier transform of the gen-

eralized Verma module Mp(V
∨).

2.5. The F-method. Observe that the algebraic Fourier transform Fc in (2.11) gives an M ′A′-

representation isomorphism

Mg
p (V

∨)n
′
+

∼
−→ (Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨)

̂dπ(σ,λ)∗(n
′
+), (2.13)

which induces a linear isomorphism

HomM ′A′(W∨,Mg
p (V

∨)n
′
+)

∼
−→ HomM ′A′

(
W∨, (Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨)

̂dπ(σ,λ)∗(n
′
+)
)
. (2.14)

Here M ′A′ acts on Pol(n+) via the action

Ad#(l) : p(X) 7→ p(Ad(l−1)X) for l ∈M ′A′. (2.15)

Now we set

Sol(n+;V,W ) := HomM ′A′(W∨, (Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨)
̂dπ(σ,λ)∗(n

′
+)). (2.16)

Via the identification HomM ′A′(W∨,Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨) ≃
(
(Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨)⊗W

)M ′A′

, we have

Sol(n+;V,W )

= {ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨,Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨) : ψ satisfies the system (2.18) of PDEs below.} (2.17)

( ̂dπ(σ,λ)∗(C)⊗ idW )ψ = 0 for all C ∈ n′+. (2.18)

We refer to the system (2.18) of PDEs as the F-system. Since

HomP ′(W∨,Mg
p (V

∨)) = HomM ′A′(W∨,Mg
p (V

∨)n
′
+),

the isomorphism (2.14) together with (2.16) shows the following.

Theorem 2.19 (F-method, [15, Thm. 4.1]). There exists a linear isomorphism

Fc ⊗ idW : HomP ′(W∨,Mg
p (V

∨))
∼

−→ Sol(n+;V,W ).

Equivalently, we have

Fc ⊗ idW : Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (W
∨),Mg

p (V
∨))

∼
−→ Sol(n+;V,W ).

2.6. The case of abelian nilradical n+. Now suppose that the nilpotent radical n+ is abelian.

In this case differential symmetry breaking operators D ∈ DiffG′(V,W) have constant coefficients.

(See, for instance, [20, Sect. 2].) Thus, as in (2.2), one may view DiffG′(V,W) as

DiffG′(V,W) ⊂ C[n−;
∂

∂z
]⊗HomC(V,W ).

Since n+ is regarded as the dual space of n−, one can define the symbol map

symb: C[n−;
∂

∂z
] −→ C[n+; ζ],

∂

∂zi
7→ ζi.

Theorem 2.20 shows a beautiful relationship between the F-method and the symbol map.
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Theorem 2.20 ([15, Cor. 4.3]). Suppose that the nilpotent radical n+ is abelian. Then the symbol

map symb gives a linear isomorphism

symb−1 : Sol(n+;V,W )
∼
−→ DiffG′(V,W).

Further, the diagram (2.21) below commutes:

Sol(n+;V,W )

∼

Rest ◦ symb−1

##
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋
❋

	

Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (W
∨),Mg

p (V
∨))

∼

DH→D

//

∼

Fc⊗idW

88♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣♣

DiffG′(V,W),

(2.21)

where Rest denotes the restriction map from C∞(G/P,W) to C∞(G′/P ′,W) with respect to the

inclusion G′/P ′ →֒ G/P .

2.7. A recipe of the F-method for abelian nilradical n+. By (2.17) and Theorem 2.20, one

can classify and construct D ∈ DiffG′(V,W) and Φ ∈ Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (W
∨),Mg

p (V
∨)) by computing

ψ ∈ Sol(n+;V,W ) as follows.

Step 1 Compute dπ(σ,λ)∗(C) and ̂dπ(σ,λ)∗(C) for C ∈ n′+.

Step 2 Classify and construct ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨,Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨).

Step 3 Solve the F-system (2.18) for ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨,Pol(n+)⊗ V ∨).

Step 4 For ψ ∈ Sol(n+;V,W ) obtained in Step 3, do the following.

Step 4a Apply symb−1 to ψ ∈ Sol(n+;V,W ) to obtain D ∈ DiffG′(V,W).

Step 4b Apply F−1
c ⊗ idW to ψ ∈ Sol(n+;V,W ) to obtain Φ ∈ Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (W
∨),Mg

p (V
∨)).

3. Specialization to (SL(n + 1,R), SL(n,R);P,P ′)

In this section we specialize the general framework described in Section 2 to the case (G,G′) =

(SL(n+ 1,R), SL(n,R)) with real flag varieties G/P ≃ RPn and G′/P ′ ≃ RPn−1. Throughout this

section we assume n ≥ 2, unless otherwise specified.

3.1. Notation. Let G = SL(n+1,R) with Lie algebra g(R) = sl(n+1,R) for n ≥ 2. Let G′ denote

the closed subgroup of G such that

G′ =

{(
g′

1

)
: g′ ∈ SL(n,R)

}
≃ SL(n,R)

with Lie algebra

g′(R) =

{(
X ′

0

)
: X ′ ∈ sl(n,R)

}
≃ sl(n,R). (3.1)

We put

N+
j := E1,j+1, N−

j := Ej+1,1 for j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
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and

H0 :=
1

n+ 1
(nE1,1 −

n+1∑

r=2

Er,r) =
1

n+ 1
diag(n,−1,−1, . . . ,−1,−1), (3.2)

H ′
0 :=

1

n
((n − 1)E1,1 −

n∑

r=2

Er,r) =
1

n
diag(n− 1,−1,−1, . . . ,−1, 0), (3.3)

where Ei,j denote the matrix units. We normalize H0 and H ′
0 as H̃0 :=

n+1
n H0 and H̃ ′

0 :=
n

n−1H
′
0,

namely,

H̃0 =
1

n
(nE1,1 −

n+1∑

r=2

Er,r) =
1

n
diag(n,−1,−1, . . . ,−1,−1), (3.4)

H̃ ′
0 =

1

n− 1
((n− 1)E1,1 −

n∑

r=2

Er,r) =
1

n− 1
diag(n− 1,−1,−1, . . . ,−1, 0). (3.5)

Let

n±(R) = Ker(ad(H0)∓ id) = Ker(ad(H̃0)∓
n+1
n id), (3.6)

n′±(R) = Ker(ad(H ′
0)|g′(R) ∓ id) = Ker(ad(H̃ ′

0)|g′(R) ∓
n

n−1 id).

Then we have

n±(R) = spanR{N
±
1 , . . . , N

±
n−1, N

±
n } and n±(R) = spanR{N

±
1 , . . . , N

±
n−1}.

For X,Y ∈ g(R), let Tr(X,Y ) = Trace(XY ) denote the trace form of g(R). Then N+
i and N−

j

satisfy Tr(N+
i , N

−
j ) = δi,j. In what follows, we identify the duals n−(R)

∨ of n−(R) and n′−(R)
∨ of

n′−(R) with n−(R)
∨ ≃ n+(R) and n′−(R)

∨ ≃ n′+(R) via the trace form Tr(·, ·).

Let a(R) = RH̃0 and a′(R) = RH̃ ′
0. We also put

m(R) :=

{(
0

X

)
: X ∈ sl(n,R)

}
≃ sl(n,R),

m′(R) :=







0

X ′

0


 : X ′ ∈ sl(n− 1,R)



 ≃ sl(n− 1,R).

Here sl(1,R) is regarded as sl(1,R) = {0}. We remark that although g′(R) ≃ m(R) ≃ sl(n,R), these

are different subalgebras of g(R).

We have m(R)⊕a(R) = Ker(ad(H0)) and m′(R)⊕a′(R) = Ker(ad(H ′
0)|g′(R)). The decompositions

g(R) = n−(R)⊕m(R)⊕a(R)⊕n+(R) and g′(R) = n′−(R)⊕m′(R)⊕a′(R)⊕n′+(R) are Gelfand–Naimark

decompositions of g(R) and g′(R), resepectively. The subalgebras p(R) := m(R)⊕ a(R)⊕ n+(R) and

p′(R) := m′(R) ⊕ a′(R) ⊕ n′+(R) are maximal parabolic subalgebras of g(R) and g′(R), respectively.

It is remarked that n±(R) and n′±(R) are abelian.

Let P be the normalizer NG(p(R)) of p(R) in G and P ′ the normalizer NG′(p′(R)) of p′(R) in

G′. We write P = MAN+ and P ′ = M ′A′N ′
+ for the Langlands decompositions of P and P ′

corresponding to p(R) = m(R) ⊕ a(R) ⊕ n+(R) and p′(R) = m′(R) ⊕ a′(R) ⊕ n′+(R), respectively.
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Then we have

A = exp(a(R)) = exp(RH̃0), N+ = exp(n+(R)),

A′ = exp(a′(R)) = exp(RH̃ ′
0), N ′

+ = exp(n′+(R)).

The groups M and M ′ are given by

M =

{(
det(g)−1

g

)
: g ∈ SL±(n,R)

}
≃ SL±(n,R),

M ′ =







det(g′)−1

g′

1


 : g′ ∈ SL±(n− 1,R)



 ≃ SL±(n− 1,R).

Here SL±(1,R) is regarded as SL±(1,R) = {±1}. As M and M ′ are not connected, let M0 and M ′
0

denote the identity components of M and M0. Then M0 ≃ SL(n,R) and M ′
0 ≃ SL(n− 1,R). For

γ = diag(−1, 1, . . . ,−1, 1) ∈M ′
0 ⊂M0,

we have

M/M0 = {[In+1], [γ]} ≃ Z/2Z and M ′/M ′
0 = {[In+1]

′, [γ]′} ≃ Z/2Z,

where In+1 denotes the (n+ 1)× (n+ 1) identity matrix and [g] = gM0 and [g]′ = gM ′
0.

Remark 3.7. We have P ′ ⊂ P , M ′A′ ⊂ MA, M ′ ⊂ M , N ′
± ⊂ N±, but A

′ 6⊂ A. Indeed, each

element

a′ = diag(t, t
−1
n−1 , . . . , t

−1
n−1 , 1) ∈ A′

can be decomposed as a′ = a′Ma
′
A with a′M ∈M and a′A ∈ A, where

a′M = diag(1, t
−1

n(n−1) , . . . , t
−1

n(n−1) , t
1
n ) ∈M,

a′A = diag(t, t
−1
n , . . . , t

−1
n , t

−1
n ) ∈ A.

For a closed subgroup J of G, we denote by Irr(J) and Irr(J)fin the sets of equivalence classes of

irreducible representations of J and finite-dimensional irreducible representations of J , respectively.

For λ, ν ∈ C, we define one-dimensional representations Cλ = (χλ,C) of A = exp(RH̃0) and

Cν = ((χ′)ν ,C) of A′ = exp(RH̃ ′
0) by

χλ : exp(tH̃0) 7−→ exp(λt) and (χ′)ν : exp(tH̃ ′
0) 7−→ exp(νt). (3.8)

Then Irr(A) and Irr(A′) are given by

Irr(A) = {Cλ : λ ∈ C} ≃ C and Irr(A′) = {Cν : ν ∈ C} ≃ C.

For α ∈ {±}, a one-dimensional representation Cα of M is defined by
(
det(g)−1

g

)
7−→ sgnα(det(g)),

where

sgnα(det(g)) :=

{
1 if α = +,

sgn(det(g)) if α = −.
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Then Irr(M)fin = Irr(SL±(n,R))fin and Irr(M ′)fin = Irr(SL±(n− 1,R))fin are given by

Irr(M)fin = {Cα ⊗ ξ : (α, ξ) ∈ {±} × Irr(SL(n,R))fin},

Irr(M ′)fin = {Cβ ⊗̟ : (β,̟) ∈ {±} × Irr(SL(n − 1,R))fin}.

Since Irr(P )fin ≃ Irr(M)fin × Irr(A), the set Irr(P )fin can be parametrized by

Irr(P )fin ≃ {±} × Irr(SL(n,R))fin × C.

Similarly, we have

Irr(P ′)fin ≃ {±} × Irr(SL(n− 1,R))fin × C.

In particular, for n = 2, we have

Irr(P ′)fin ≃ {±} × {triv} × C. (3.9)

For (α, ξ, λ) ∈ {±}× Irr(SL(n,R))fin ×C and (β,̟, ν) ∈ {±}× Irr(SL(n− 1,R))fin ×C, we write

I(ξ, λ)α = IndGP ((Cα ⊗ ξ)⊠ Cλ) and J(̟, ν)β = IndG
′

P ′ ((Cβ ⊗̟)⊠ Cν) (3.10)

for unnormalized parabolically induced representations of G and of G′, respectively. For instance,

the unitary axis of J(triv, ν)β is Re(ν) = n
2 , where triv denotes the trivial representation of SL(n−

1,R). (For the fact, see, for instance, [8, p. 298]. We remark that our complex parameter ν and

their α in [8] are related as ν = −α.)

For the representation spaces V and W of (α, ξ, λ) ∈ Irr(P )fin and of (β,̟, ν) ∈ Irr(P ′)fin,

respectively, we write

Mg
p (ξ, λ)

α = U(g)⊗U(p) V and Mg′

p′ (̟, ν)
β = U(g′)⊗U(p′) W. (3.11)

In the next section we classify and construct differential symmetry breaking operators

D ∈ DiffG′(I(triv, λ)α, J(̟, ν)β)

and (g′, P ′)-homomorphisms

Φ ∈ Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (̟, ν)
α,Mg

p (triv, λ)
β).

4. Differential symmetry breaking operators D and (g′, P ′)-homomorphisms Φ

The objective of this section is to state the main results of the classification and construction

of differential symmetry breaking operators D ∈ DiffG′(I(triv, λ)α, J(̟, ν)β) as well as (g′, P ′)-

homomorphism Φ ∈ Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (̟, ν)
α,Mg

p (triv, λ)
β). These are achieved in Theorems 4.12 and

4.13 for D and Theorems 4.19 and 4.20 for Φ. In addition, we also present the classification of

g′-homomorphisms between generalized Verma modules in Section 4.3.

The proofs will be discussed in detail in Sections 5 and 6 in accordance with the recipe of the

F-method. In this section we assume n ≥ 2, unless otherwise specified.

For α ∈ {±} ≡ {±1} and k ∈ Z≥0, we mean α+ k ∈ {±} by

α+ k =

{
+ if α = (−1)k,

− if α = (−1)k+1.
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4.1. Differential symmetry breaking operators D. We start with the classification and con-

struction results of differential symmetry breaking operators D. For n ≥ 2, we define subsets

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,j ⊂ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n − 1,R))fin × C

2

for j = 1, 2 such that

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,1 := {(α,α +m; triv;λ, λ+m) : α ∈ {±}, λ ∈ C, and m ∈ Z≥0}, (4.1)

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 := {(α,α +m+ ℓ; polyℓn−1; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ

n−1) : α ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}. (4.2)

Here polyℓn−1 denotes the irreducible representation of SL(n − 1,R) on the space Polℓ(Cn−1) of

polynomial functions on Cn−1 of homogeneous degree ℓ. We regard polyℓ1 as polyℓ1 = triv for all

ℓ ∈ Z≥0. Thus, if n = 2, then Λ
(3,2)
SL,j for j = 1, 2 are given by

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1 = {(α,α +m; triv;λ, λ+m) : α ∈ {±}, λ ∈ C, and m ∈ Z≥0}, (4.3)

Λ
(3,2)
SL,2 = {(α,α +m+ ℓ; triv; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ) : α ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}. (4.4)

For n = 2, we further put

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+ := {(α,α +m; triv; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ) : α ∈ {±},m ∈ Z≥0, and ℓ ∈ 2(1 + Z≥0)}. (4.5)

We have

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+ ⊂ Λ

(3,2)
SL,1 ∩ Λ

(3,2)
SL,2.

We set

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL := Λ

(n+1,n)
SL,1 ∪ Λ

(n+1,n)
SL,2 . (4.6)

We consider the cases n ≥ 3 and n = 2, separately.

Theorem 4.7. Let n ≥ 3. The following three conditions on (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n −

1,R))fin × C2 are equivalent.

(i) DiffG′

(
I(triv, λ)α, J(̟, ν)β) 6= {0}.

(ii) dimDiffG′

(
I(triv, λ)α, J(̟, ν)β) = 1.

(iii) (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL .

Theorem 4.8. Let n = 2. The following three conditions on (α, β;λ, ν) ∈ {±}2×C2 are equivalent.

(i) DiffG′

(
I(triv, λ)α, J(triv, ν)β

)
6= {0}.

(ii) dimDiffG′

(
I(triv, λ)α, J(triv, ν)β

)
∈ {1, 2}.

(iii) (α, β; triv;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL .

The dimension is two if and only if (α, β; triv;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL,+.

We next consider the explicit formula of D ∈ DiffG′(I(triv, λ)α, J(̟, ν)β). We write

Polk(Cn−1) = C
k[y1, . . . , yn−1].

In what follows, we identify Rn−1 as a subspace of Rn with

R
n−1 ≃ {(x1, . . . , xn−1, 0) : xj ∈ R}. (4.9)
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Then, as in (2.2), we understand D ∈ DiffG′(I(triv, λ)α, J(̟, ν)β) for (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL as a

map

D : C∞(Rn) −→ C∞(Rn−1)⊗ C
k[y1, . . . , yn−1]

via the diffeomorphisms

R
n ∼
−→ N−, (x1, . . . , xn−1, xn) 7→ exp(x1X1 + · · ·+ xn−1Xn−1 + xnXn), (4.10)

R
n−1 ∼

−→ N ′
−, (x1, . . . , xn−1, 0) 7→ exp(x1X1 + · · ·+ xn−1Xn−1).

For ℓ ∈ Z≥0, we put

Ξ′
ℓ := {(ℓ1, . . . , ℓn−1) ∈ (Z≥0)

n−1 :
n−1∑

j=1

ℓj = ℓ}.

For l = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓn−1) ∈ Ξ′
ℓ, we write

ỹl =
1

ℓ1! · · · ℓn−1!
· yℓ11 · · · y

ℓn−1

n−1 ,

∂ℓ

∂xl
=

∂ℓ

∂xℓ11 · · · ∂x
ℓn−1

n−1

.

Let Restxn=0 : C
∞(Rn) → C∞(Rn−1) be the restriction operator from Rn to Rn−1 via the inclusion

Rn−1 →֒ Rn in (4.9). Namely, for f(x′, xn) ∈ C∞(Rn) with x′ = (x1, . . . , xn−1), we have

(Restxn=0f)(x
′) = f(x′, 0).

For m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0, we define D(m,ℓ) ∈ DiffC(C
∞(Rn), C∞(Rn−1)⊗ Cm+ℓ[y1, . . . , yn−1]) by

D(m,ℓ) := Restxn=0 ◦
∂m

∂xmn

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

∂ℓ

∂xl
⊗ ỹl. (4.11)

In particular, we have

D(m,0) = Restxn=0 ◦
∂m

∂xmn
.

Theorem 4.12. Let n ≥ 3. Then we have

DiffG′

(
I(triv;λ)α, J(̟; ν)β

)
=





CD(m,0) if (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,1 ,

CD(m,ℓ) if (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 ,

{0} otherwise.

Theorem 4.13. Let n = 2. Then we have

DiffG′

(
I(triv;λ)α, J(triv; ν)β

)
=





CD(m,0) if (α, β; trivλ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL,1\Λ

(3,2)
SL,+,

CD(m,ℓ) if (α, β; trivλ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL,2\Λ

(3,2)
SL,+,

CD(m+2ℓ,0) ⊕ CD(m,ℓ) if (α, β; triv;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL,+,

{0} otherwise.
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4.2. (g′, P ′)-homomorphisms. We next consider (g′, P ′)-homomorphisms Φ. For n ≥ 2, define

Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),j ⊂ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n − 1,R))fin × C2 for j = 1, 2 such that

Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),1 := {(α,α +m; triv; s, s−m) : α ∈ {±}, s ∈ C, and m ∈ Z≥0}, (4.14)

Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),2 := {(α,α +m+ ℓ; symℓ

n−1; (m+ ℓ)− 1,−(1 + ℓ
n−1)) : α ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}, (4.15)

where symk
n−1 denotes the irreducible representation on Sk(Cn−1) of SL(n − 1,R). As for polyk1,

we regard symk
1 as symk

1 = triv for all k ∈ Z≥0. Thus, Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),j for j = 1, 2 are given by

Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),1 = {(α,α +m; triv; s, s−m) : α ∈ {±}, s ∈ C and m ∈ Z≥0},

Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),2 = {(α,α +m+ ℓ; triv; (m+ ℓ)− 1,−(1 + ℓ)) : α ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}

Further, we put

Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),+ := {(α,α +m; triv; (m+ ℓ)− 1,−(1 + ℓ) : α ∈ {±},m ∈ Z≥0, and ℓ ∈ 2(1 + Z≥0)}.

Clearly,

Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),+ ⊂ Λ

(3,2)
(g′,P ′),1 ∩ Λ

(3,2)
(g′,P ′),2.

We set

Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′) := Λ

(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),1 ∪ Λ

(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),2.

As in Section 4.1, we consider the cases n ≥ 3 and n = 2, separately.

Theorem 4.16. Let n ≥ 3. The following three conditions on (α, β;σ; s, r) ∈ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n −

1,C))fin × C2 are equivalent.

(i) Homg′,P ′

(
Mg′

p′ (σ, r)
β ,Mg

p (triv, s)
α
)
6= {0}.

(ii) dimHomg′,P ′

(
Mg′

p′ (σ, r)
β ,Mg

p (triv, s)
α
)
= 1.

(iii) (α, β;σ; s, r) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′) .

Theorem 4.17. Let n = 2. The following three conditions on (α, β; s, r) ∈ {±}2×C2 are equivalent.

(i) Homg′,P ′

(
Mg′

p′ (triv, r)
β,Mg

p (triv, s)
α
)
6= {0}.

(ii) dimHomg′,P ′

(
Mg′

p′ (triv, r)
β,Mg

p (triv, s)
α
)
∈ {1, 2}.

(iii) (α, β; triv; s, r) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′).

The dimension is two if and only if (α, β; triv; s, r) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),+.

To give the explicit formulas of Φ ∈ Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (σ, r)
β ,Mg

p (triv, s)
α), we write

Sk(Cn−1) = C
k[e1, . . . , en−1],

where ej are the standard basis elements of Cn−1.

For l = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓn−1) ∈ Ξ′
ℓ, we write

el = eℓ11 · · · e
ℓn−1

n−1 ∈ Sℓ(Cn−1),

N−
l

= (N−
1 )ℓ1 · · · (N−

n−1)
ℓn−1 ∈ Sℓ(n−).
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Observe that we have

C
ℓ[y1, . . . , yn−1] = Polℓ(Cn−1) ≃ Sℓ((Cn−1)∨) ≃ Sℓ(Cn−1)∨.

We then define yj ∈ (Cn−1)∨ in such a way that yi(ej) = δi,j , which gives ỹl(el′) = δl,l′ for l, l
′ ∈ Ξ′

ℓ.

For m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0, we define Φ(m,ℓ) ∈ HomC(S
ℓ(Cn−1), Sm+ℓ(n−)) by means of

Φ(m,ℓ) := (N−
n )m

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

N−
l
⊗ (el)

∨ = (N−
n )m

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

N−
l
⊗ ỹl. (4.18)

In particular, we have

Φ(m,0) = (N−
n )m.

Since Mp(triv, s)
α ≃ S(n−) as linear spaces, we have

Φ(m,ℓ) ∈ HomC(S
ℓ(Cn−1),Mg

p (triv, s)
α).

Further, the following hold.

Theorem 4.19. Let n ≥ 3. We have

Homg′,P ′

(
Mg′

p′ (σ, r)
β ,Mg

p (triv, s)
α
)
=





CΦ(m,0) if (σ; s, r) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),1,

CΦ(m,ℓ) if (σ; s, r) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),2,

{0} otherwise.

Theorem 4.20. For n = 2, we have

Homg′,P ′

(
Mg′

p′ (triv, r)
β ,Mg

p (triv, s)
α
)
=





CΦ(m,0) if (triv; s, r) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),1\Λ

(3,2)
(g′,P ′),+,

CΦ(m,ℓ) if (triv; s, r) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),2\Λ

(3,2)
(g′,P ′),+,

CΦ(m+2ℓ,0) ⊕ CΦ(m,ℓ) if (triv; s, r) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
(g′,P ′),+,

{0} otherwise.

Here, by abuse of notation, we regard Φ(m,ℓ) as a map

Φ(m,ℓ) ∈ Homg′,P ′

(
Mg′

p′ (σ, r)
β ,Mg

p (triv, s)
α
)

defined by

Φ(m,ℓ)(u⊗ w) := uΦ(m,ℓ)(w) for u ∈ U(g) and w ∈ Sℓ(Cn−1). (4.21)

4.3. Classification of g′-homomorphisms. Finally, we consider g′-homomorphisms. For n ≥ 2,

we define Λ
(n+1,n)
g′,j ⊂ Irr(sl(n− 1,C))fin × C2 for j = 1, 2 such that

Λ
(n+1,n)
g′,1 := {(triv; s, s−m) : s ∈ C and m ∈ Z≥0},

Λ
(n+1,n)
g′,2 := {(symℓ

n−1; (m+ ℓ)− 1,−(1 + ℓ
n−1)) : ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}.

For n = 2, we further put

Λ
(3,2)
g′,+ := {(triv; (m+ ℓ)− 1,−(1 + ℓ)) : m ∈ Z≥0 and ℓ ∈ 1 + Z≥0}.

We have

Λ
(3,2)
g′,+ ⊂ Λ

(3,2)
g′,2 ⊂ Λ

(3,2)
g′,1 ,



19

where

Λ
(3,2)
g′,1 = {(triv; s, s−m) : s ∈ C and m ∈ Z≥0},

Λ
(3,2)
g′,2 = {(triv; (m+ ℓ)− 1,−(1 + ℓ)) : ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}.

As in (3.11), for (η, s) ∈ Irr(sl(n,C))fin×C and (σ, r) ∈ Irr(sl(n−1,C))fin×C, we define generalized

Verma modules Mg
p (η, s) and M

g
p (σ, r) as a g-module and g′-module, respectively.

Theorem 4.22. For n ≥ 3, we have

Homg′
(
Mg′

p′ (σ, r),M
g
p (triv, s)

)
=





CΦ(m,0) if (σ; s, r) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
g′,1 ,

CΦ(m,ℓ) if (σ; s, r) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
g′,2 ,

{0} otherwise.

Theorem 4.23. For n = 2, we have

Homg′
(
Mg′

p′ (triv, r),M
g
p (triv, s)

)
=





CΦ(m,0) if (triv; s, r) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
g′,1 \Λ

(3,2)
g′,+ ,

CΦ(m+2ℓ,0) ⊕ CΦ(m,ℓ) if (triv; s, r) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
g′,+ ,

{0} otherwise.

Remark 4.24. Let n ≥ 2. Since the generalized Verma module Mg′

p′ (triv, s −m) is of scalar type,

the g′-homomorphisms ϕ(m,0) : M
g′

p′ (triv, s−m) →Mg
p (triv, s) are all injective (cf. [9, Prop. 9.11]).

Theorems 4.22 and 4.23 then imply that we have

∞⊕

m=0

Mg′

p′ (triv, s −m) →֒Mg
p (triv, s). (4.25)

In Section 9, we shall show that Mg
p (triv, s)|g′ is in fact isomorphic to

⊕∞
m=0M

g′

p′ (triv, s −m) for

all s ∈ C as g′-modules (see Theorem 9.22). Further, we shall also discuss the multiplicity-two

phenomenon for n = 2 from a viewpoint of branching laws (see Remark 9.37).

5. Proofs for the classification and construction of D and Φ: Case n ≥ 3

In the present and next sections, we follow the recipe of the F-method in Section 2.7 to prove

the theorems in Section 4. Since the arguments are slightly different between the cases n ≥ 3 and

n = 2, we consider the two cases, separately.

In this section we deal with the case n ≥ 3, that is, we show Theorems 4.7, 4.12, 4.16, 4.19, and

4.22. The case n = 2 is considered separately in Section 6.

5.1. Step 1: Compute dπ(σ,λ)∗(C) and ̂dπ(σ,λ)∗(C) for C ∈ n′+. For ξ = α ⊗ triv and λ ≡ χλ,

we simply write

dπλ∗ = dπ(α⊗triv,χλ)∗

with λ∗ = 2ρ(n+)− λdχ.

The operators dπ(σ,λ)∗(N
+
j ) and ̂dπ(σ,λ)∗(N

+
j ) are already computed in [20, Sect. 5] for N+

j ∈ n+.

We thus simply recall those formulas from the cited paper in this subsection. We remark that the

formulas are not only for N+
j ∈ n′+ but also for N+

j ∈ n+ (full nilpotent radical).
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We write

Pol(n+) = C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn],

where (ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn) is the dual coordinates to (x1, . . . , xn−1, xn) of n(R) given in (4.10). Let

Ex =
∑n

j=1 xj
∂

∂xj
and Eζ =

∑n
j=1 ζj

∂
∂ζj

denote the Euler homogeneity operator for x and ζ,

respectively. For j ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1, n}, we write ϑj = ζj
∂
∂ζj

for the Euler operator for ζj such that

Eζ =
∑n

j=1 ϑj .

Proposition 5.1 ([20, Props. 5.1 and 5.4]). For j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1, n}, we have

dπλ∗(N+
j ) = xj{(n− λ) + Ex},

−ζj d̂πλ∗(N+
j ) = ϑj(λ− 1 + Eζ). (5.2)

Observe that Eζ |Polk(n+) is simply given by Eζ |Polk(n+) = k · id. Then, for j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, we

have

−ζj d̂πλ∗(N+
j )|Polk(n+) = (λ− 1 + k)ϑj . (5.3)

5.2. Step 2: Classify and construct ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨,Pol(n+)⊗V
∨). For (̟,W ) ∈ Irr(M0)fin,

we write

Wβ = Cβ ⊗W

for the representation space of (β,̟) ∈ Irr(M)fin. We also write

Pol(n+)α = Pol(n+)⊗ Cα. (5.4)

Then, in this step, we wish to classify and construct

ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨
β ⊠ C−ν ,Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ).

We start by observing the M ′A′-decomposition Pol(n+)|M ′A′ = C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]|M ′A′ . To do

so, the following lemma is useful.

Lemma 5.5. The following hold.

(1) (M ′,Ad#,C
m[ζn]) ≃ (SL±(n − 1,R), sgnm ⊗ triv,C).

(2) (M ′,Ad#,C
ℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1]) ≃ (SL±(n− 1,R), sgnℓ ⊗ symℓ

n−1, S
ℓ(Cn−1)).

(3) A′ acts on Cm[ζn] by a character (χ′)−m.

(4) A′ acts on Cℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1] by a character (χ′)−
n

n−1
ℓ
.

Here χ′ is the character of A′ defined in (3.8).

Proof. A direct computation. �

It follows from Lemma 5.5 that C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]|M ′A′ decomposes irreducibly as

C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]|M ′A′ =
⊕

m,ℓ∈Z≥0

C
m[ζn]C

ℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1]

≃
⊕

m,ℓ∈Z≥0

(sgnm+ℓ ⊗ symℓ
n−1)⊠ (−(m+ n

n−1ℓ)), (5.6)
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where −(m+ n
n−1ℓ) indicates the weight of the character of A′. Therefore, we have

(
Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ

)
|M ′A′ ≃

⊕

m,ℓ∈Z≥0

(sgnα+m+ℓ ⊗ symℓ
n−1)⊠ (−(λ+m+ n

n−1ℓ)).

We remark that the M ′A′-representations appeared in (5.6) are all inequivalent.

Put

Λ
(n+1,n)
M ′A′ := {(α,α +m+ ℓ; polyℓn−1;λ, λ+m+ n

n−1ℓ) : λ ∈ C and m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0}. (5.7)

Proposition 5.8. The following conditions on (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ {±}× Irr(SL(n− 1,R))fin ×C2 are

equivalent.

(i) HomM ′A′(W∨
β ⊗ C−ν ,Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ) 6= {0}.

(ii) dimHomM ′A′(W∨
β ⊗ C−ν ,Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ) = 1.

(iii) (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
M ′A′ .

Proof. Since (symk
n−1, S

k(Cn−1))∨ ≃ (polykn−1,Pol
k(Cn−1)), the assertions simply follow from the

preceding arguments. �

Now, for l = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓn−1) ∈ Ξ′
ℓ, we write

ζl = ζℓ11 · · · ζ
ℓn−1

n−1 ∈ C
ℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1].

We then define ψ(m,ℓ) ∈ HomC(S
ℓ(Cn−1),Cm[ζn]C

ℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1]) by

ψ(m,ℓ) = ζmn
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

ζl ⊗ ỹl, (5.9)

where ỹl ∈ Polk(Cn−1) ≃ Sk(Cn−1)∨ are regarded as the dual basis of el ∈ Sk(Cn−1).

Proposition 5.10. We have

HomM ′A′(W∨
β ⊠ C−ν,Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ) =

{
Cψ(m,ℓ) if (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ

(n+1,n)
M ′A′ ,

{0} otherwise.

Proof. As ψ(m,ℓ) maps ψ(m,ℓ) : el 7→ ζmn ζl, it satisfies the desired M ′A′-equivariance. Thus, we have

ψ(m,ℓ) ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨
β ⊠C−ν,Pol(n+)α⊗C−λ). Now the multiplicity-one property from Proposition

5.8 concludes the assertion. �

5.3. Step 3: Solve the F-system for ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨,Pol(n+) ⊗ V ∨). For (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈

{±}2 × Irr(SL(n− 1,R))fin × C2, we put

Sol(n+; trivα,λ,̟β,ν)

:= {ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(W∨
β ⊠ C−ν ,Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ) : ψ solves the F-system (5.11) below.}.

(d̂πλ∗(N+
j )⊗ idW )ψ = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}. (5.11)

Since

Sol(n+; trivα,λ,̟β,ν) ⊂ HomM ′A′(W∨
β ⊠ C−ν ,Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ),
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it follows from Proposition 5.8 that if Sol(n+; trivα,λ,̟β,ν) 6= {0}, then (α, β;̟;λ, ν) is of the form

(α, β;̟;λ, ν) = (α,α +m+ ℓ; polyℓn−1;λ, λ+m+ n
n−1ℓ) (5.12)

for some m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0. Further, by Proposition 5.10, it suffices to solve the PDE

(d̂πλ∗(N+
j )⊗ idW )ψ(m,ℓ) = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1},

which is equivalent to solving

(−ζj d̂πλ∗(N+
j )⊗ idW )ψ(m,ℓ) = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}. (5.13)

Recall from (4.1) and (4.2) that we have

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,1 = {(α,α +m; triv;λ, λ+m) : α ∈ {±}, λ ∈ C, and m ∈ Z≥0},

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 = {(α,α +m+ ℓ; polyℓn−1; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ

n−1) : α ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}.

Theorem 5.14. Let n ≥ 3. We have

Sol(n+; trivα,λ,̟β,ν) =





Cψ(m,0) if (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,1 ,

Cψ(m,ℓ) if (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 ,

{0} otherwise.

Proof. We wish to solve (5.13). Recall from (5.3) that −ζj d̂πλ∗(N+
j )|Polk(n+) is given by

−ζj d̂πλ∗(N+
j )|Polk(n+) = (λ− 1 + k)ϑj .

Since

ψ(m,ℓ) =
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

ζmn ζl ⊗ ỹl ∈ Polm+ℓ(n+)⊗ Polℓ(Cn−1),

the left-hand side of (5.13) amounts to

(−ζj d̂πλ∗(N+
j )⊗ idW )ψ(m,ℓ) =

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

−ζj d̂πλ∗(N+
j )(ζmn ζl)⊗ ỹl

=
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

(λ− 1 +m+ ℓ)ϑj(ζ
m
n ζl)⊗ ỹl

= ζmn
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

(λ− 1 +m+ ℓ)ϑj(ζl)⊗ ỹl.

Thus, one wishes to solve

(λ− 1 +m+ ℓ)ϑj(ζl) = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} and l ∈ Ξ′
ℓ. (5.15)

We have (λ − 1 +m + ℓ)ϑj(ζl) = (λ − 1 +m + ℓ)ℓjζl. Thus, (5.15) holds if and only if ℓ = 0 or

λ = 1−(m+ℓ). Now the theorem follows from (5.12) with the observation that Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,1 = Λ

(n+1,n)
M ′A′

for ℓ = 0 and Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 = Λ

(n+1,n)
M ′A′ for λ = 1− (m+ ℓ).

�
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5.4. Step 4: Apply symb−1 and F−1
c ⊗ idW to the solution ψ ∈ Sol(n+;V,W ). Observe that

D(m,ℓ) in (4.11) and Φ(m,ℓ) in (4.18) are given by

D(m,ℓ) = Restxn=0 ◦
∂m

∂xmn

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

∂ℓ

∂xl
⊗ ỹl

= Restxn=0 ◦
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

symb−1(ζmn ζl)⊗ ỹl

= Restxn=0 ◦ symb−1(ψ(m,ℓ))

and

Φ(m,ℓ) = (N−
n )m

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

N−
l
⊗ ỹl =

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

F−1
c (ζmn ζl)⊗ ỹl = (F−1

c ⊗ idW )(ψ(m,ℓ)).

Now we are ready to prove Theorems 4.7, 4.12, 4.16, and 4.19.

Proof of Theorems 4.7, 4.12, 4.16, and 4.19. By Theorem 2.20, we have

DiffG′(I(triv, λ)α, I(̟, ν)β) = symb−1(Sol(n+; trivα,λ,̟β,ν)),

Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (̟
∨,−ν)α,Mg

p (triv,−λ)
β) = (F−1

c ⊗ idW )(Sol(n+; trivα,λ,̟β,ν)).

Since (polyℓn−1)
∨ ≃ symℓ

n−1, the proposed assertions follow from Theorem 5.14. �

We end this section by discussing the proof of Theorem 4.22.

Proof of Theorem 4.22. Let P ′
0 = M ′

0A
′N ′

+ be a Langlands decomposition of the identity com-

ponent of the parabolic subgroup P ′ = M ′A′N ′
+. For (̟;λ, ν) ∈ Irr(SL(n − 1,R))fin × C2, we

let

Sol(n+; trivλ,̟ν)0 = {ψ ∈ HomM ′
0A

′(W∨
⊠ C−ν,Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ) : ψ solves the F-system (5.13).}.

As P ′
0 is connected, we have

Homg′,P ′
0

(
Mg′

p′ (σ, r),M
g
p (triv, s)

)
= Homg′

(
Mg′

p′ (σ, r),M
g
p (triv, s)

)
,

which yields a linear isomorphism

F−1
c ⊗ idW : Homg′(M

g′

p′ (̟
∨,−ν),Mg

p (triv,−λ))
∼

−→ Sol(n+; trivλ,̟ν)0. (5.16)

Now Theorem 4.22 follows from the same arguments in Section 5.1–5.4. �

For later convenience, we state the classification of Sol(n+; trivλ,̟ν)0. Put

◦

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,1 := {(triv;λ, λ+m) : λ ∈ C and m ∈ Z≥0},

◦

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 := {(polyℓn−1; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ

n−1) : m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0}.

Proposition 5.17. We have

Sol(n+; trivλ,̟ν)0 =





Cψ(m,0) if (̟;λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,1 ,

Cψ(m,ℓ) if (̟;λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 ,

{0} otherwise.

Proof. Since the arguments are identical to Theorem 5.14, we omit the proof. �
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6. Proofs for the classification and construction of D and Φ: Case n = 2

The aim of this section is to prove the theorems in Section 4 for the case n = 2, namely, Theorems

4.8, 4.13, 4.17, 4.20, and 4.23. Throughout this section we assume n = 2; in particular, we have

(G,G′) = (SL(3,R), SL(2,R)) and Pol(n+) = C[ζ1, ζ2].

Observe that since G′ = SL(2,R), the M ′-part of the parabolic subgroup P ′ =M ′A′N ′
+ of G′ is

given by M ′ ≃ Z/2Z; thus,

Irr(P ′)fin ≃ {±} × {triv} × C.

So, the space of solutions to the F-system in concern is

Sol(n+; trivα,λ, trivβ,ν) = {ψ ∈ HomM ′A′(Cβ ⊠ C−ν ,Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ) : ψ solves (6.1) below.}.

d̂πλ∗(N+
1 )ψ = 0. (6.1)

In the present case, as opposed to the case of n ≥ 3, the space HomM ′A′(Cβ ⊠ C−ν) of M ′A′-

homomorphisms ψ could have higher multiplicity. Thus, to simplify the exposition, we first follow

the recipe of the F-method for P ′
0 = M0A

′N ′
+ = A′N ′

+. We shall consider the parity condition

coming from M ′ in the end.

As in the previous section, we put

Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0 := {ψ ∈ HomA′(C−ν ,Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ) : ψ solves (6.1).}.

Then we shall proceed with the following steps.

Step 1 Classify and construct ψ ∈ HomA′(C−ν ,Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ).

Step 2 Solve (6.1) for ψ ∈ HomA′(C−ν ,Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ).

Step 3 Consider the parity condition on ψ ∈ Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0.

Step 4 Apply symb−1 and F−1
c ⊗ idW to the solution ψ ∈ Sol(n+; trivα,λ, trivβ,ν).

As the identity component P ′
0 is considered, our arguments naturally include the proof of Theo-

rem 4.23 as in the end of the previous section.

6.1. Step 1: Classify and construct ψ ∈ HomA′(C−ν ,Pol(n+) ⊗ C−λ). It follows from Lemma

5.5 that we have

C
m[ζ2]C

ℓ[ζ1] ≃ −(m+ 2ℓ), (6.2)

where −(m+ 2ℓ) indicates the weight of the character of A′.

Proposition 6.3. The following conditions on (λ, ν) ∈ C2 are equivalent.

(i) HomA′(C−ν ,Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ) 6= {0}.

(ii) ν − λ ∈ Z≥0.

Proof. By (6.2), the decomposition C[ζ1, ζ2]|A′ is given as

C[ζ1, ζ2]|A′ =
⊕

k∈Z≥0

⊕

m+2ℓ=k

C
m[ζ2]C

ℓ[ζ1] ≃
⊕

k∈Z≥0

⊕

m+2ℓ=k

(−k).
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Therefore,
(
Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ

)
|A′ ≃

⊕

k∈Z≥0

⊕

m+2ℓ=k

−(λ+ k),

which shows the proposed assertion. �

As in (5.9), we write

ψ(m,ℓ) = ζm2 ζ
ℓ
1 ∈ C

m+ℓ[ζ1, ζ2].

Then,

HomA′(C−(λ+k),Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ) = spanC{ψ(m,ℓ) : m+ 2ℓ = k} (6.4)

= spanC{ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ) : ℓ = 0, . . . , [k2 ]}. (6.5)

In particular, we have

dimHomA′(C−(λ+k),Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ) = [k2 ] + 1.

6.2. Step 2: Solve (6.1) for ψ ∈ HomA′(C−ν ,Pol(n+)⊗C−λ). The aim of this step is to determine

Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0, that is, we wish to solve

d̂πλ∗(N+
1 )ψ = 0,

which is equivalent to solving

−ζ1d̂πλ∗(N+
1 )ψ = 0.

We put

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1 := {(λ, λ+m) : λ ∈ C and m ∈ Z≥0},

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,2 := {(1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ) : m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0},

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+ := {(1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ) : m ∈ Z≥0 and ℓ ∈ 1 + Z≥0}.

We have
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+ ⊂

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,2 ⊂

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1.

Proposition 6.6. Let n = 2. We have

Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0 =





Cψ(m,0) if (λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1 \

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+,

Cψ(m+2ℓ,0) ⊕ Cψ(m,ℓ) if (λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+,

{0} otherwise.

Proof. As Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0 ⊂ HomA′(C−ν ,Pol(n+)⊗C−λ), it follows from Proposition 6.3 that

if Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0 6= {0}, then ν − λ ∈ Z≥0.

Let ν − λ = k ∈ Z≥0. It then follows from (6.4) that ψ ∈ HomA′(C−(λ+k),Pol(n+) ⊗ C−λ) is of

the form

ψ =
∑

m+2ℓ=k

cℓ ψ(m,ℓ) =

[k/2]∑

ℓ=0

cℓ ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ)
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for some cℓ ∈ C. Since ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ) ∈ Ck−ℓ[ζ1, ζ2], by (5.3), we have

−ζ1d̂πλ∗(N+
1 )ψ =

[k/2]∑

ℓ=0

cℓ (−ζ1d̂πλ∗(N+
1 )ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ))

=

[k/2]∑

ℓ=0

cℓ (λ− 1 + k − ℓ)ϑ1(ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ))

=

[k/2]∑

ℓ=0

cℓ ℓ(λ− 1 + k − ℓ)ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ).

As the degrees of ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ) are all different, the polynomials ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ) are linearly independent.

Therefore, −ζ1d̂πλ∗(N+
1 )ψ = 0 if and only if

cℓ ℓ(λ− 1 + k − ℓ) = 0 for all ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , [k2 ]},

which is further equivalent to the following conditions:

(I) cℓ = 0 for ℓ 6= 0, or

(II) λ = 1− (k − ℓ0) for some ℓ0 and cj = 0 for j 6= 0, ℓ0.

First, suppose that Case (I) holds. If ℓ = 0, then k = m+ 2 · 0 = m. Therefore,

ψ =

[k/2]∑

ℓ=0

cℓ ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ) = c0 ψ(k,0) = c0 ψ(m,0).

Since λ ∈ C can be any complex number, we have

ψ(m,0) ∈ HomA′(C−(λ+m),Pol(n+)⊗ C−λ) for all λ ∈ C.

Since m = k ∈ Z≥0 is arbitrary, this shows that if (λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1, then

Cψ(m,0) ⊂ Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0.

Next, suppose that Case (II) holds. Write m0 = k − 2ℓ0. Then,

ψ =

[k/2]∑

ℓ=0

cℓ ψ(k−2ℓ,ℓ) = c0 ψ(k,0) + cℓ0 ψ(k−2ℓ0,ℓ0) = c0 ψ(m0+2ℓ0,0) + cℓ0 ψ(m0,ℓ0).

Since λ = 1− (k − ℓ0) = 1− (m0 + ℓ0) and λ+ k = 1 + ℓ0, we have

ψ(m0+2ℓ0,0), ψ(m0,ℓ0) ∈ HomA′(C−(1+ℓ0),Pol(n+)⊗ C−(1−(m0+ℓ0))).

As for Case (I), since k = m0 + ℓ0 is arbitrary, this shows that if (λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,2, then

Cψ(m0+2ℓ0,0) ⊕ Cψ(m0,ℓ0) ⊂ Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0.

Since
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+ ⊂

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,2 ⊂

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1, it follows from the arguments on (I) and (II) that

dimSol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0 =





1 if (λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1 \

◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+,

2 if (λ, ν) ∈
◦

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+,

0 otherwise.
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This concludes the proposition. �

6.3. Step 3: Consider the parity condition on ψ ∈ Sol(n+; trivλ, trivν)0. Recall from (4.1),

(4.2), and (4.5) that we have

Λ
(3,2)
SL,1 = {(α,α +m; triv;λ, λ+m) : α ∈ {±}, λ ∈ C, and m ∈ Z≥0},

Λ
(3,2)
SL,2 = {(α,α +m+ ℓ; triv; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ) : α ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0},

Λ
(3,2)
SL,+ = {(α,α +m; triv; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ) : α ∈ {±},m ∈ Z≥0, and ℓ ∈ 2(1 + Z≥0)}.

Proposition 6.7. We have

Sol(n+; trivα,λ, trivβ,ν) =





Cψ(m,0) if (λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL,1 \ Λ

(3,2)
SL,+,

Cψ(m,ℓ) if (λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL,2 \ Λ

(3,2)
SL,+,

Cψ(m+2ℓ,0) ⊕ Cψ(m,ℓ) if (λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(3,2)
SL,+,

{0} otherwise.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 5.5 that M acts on Cψ(m,0) and Cψ(m,ℓ) by sgnm and sgnm+ℓ,

respectively. Then the proposition follows from Proposition 6.6 and a direct observation on the

parity condition on ℓ. �

6.4. Step 4: Apply symb−1 and F−1
c ⊗ idW to the solution ψ ∈ Sol(n+; trivα,λ, trivβ,ν). Now

we finish the proof of the theorems in concern.

Proof of Theorems 4.8, 4.13, 4.17, 4.20, and 4.23. As in Section 5.4, we apply symb−1 and F−1
c to

the polynomial solutions ψ in Proposition 6.7 to obtain Theorems 4.8, 4.13, 4.17, and 4.20. The

application of F−1
c to ψ in Proposition 6.6 concludes Theorem 4.23. This ends the proof. �

7. Factorization identities of D(m,ℓ) and Φ(m,ℓ)

The aim of this section is to show the factorization identities of differential symmetry breaking

operators D(m,ℓ) and (g′, P ′)-homomorphisms Φ(m,ℓ). Such factorization identities are obtained in

Theorem 7.11 for Φ(m,ℓ) and Theorem 7.16 for D(m,ℓ). Throughout this section we assume n ≥ 2,

unless otherwise stated.

7.1. G-intertwining differential operators Dk and (g, P )-homomorphisms ϕk. As prelimi-

naries, we first recall from [20] the classification of G-intertwining differential operators

D ∈ DiffG(I(triv, λ)
α, I(ξ, τ)γ)

and (g, P )-homomorphisms

ϕ ∈ Homg,P (M
g
p (τ, u)

γ ,Mg
p (triv, s)

α).

We define Λn+1
SL ⊂ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n,R))fin × C2 by means of

Λn+1
SL := {(α,α + k; polykn; 1− k, 1 + k

n : α ∈ {±} and k ∈ Z≥0}.
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For k ∈ Z≥0, we set

Ξk := {(k1, . . . , kn−1, kn) ∈ (Z≥0)
n :

n∑

j=1

kj = k}

and define Dk ∈ DiffC(C
∞(Rn), C∞(Rn)⊗ Ck[y1, . . . , yn−1, yn]) such that

Dk :=
∑

k∈Ξk

∂k

∂xk
⊗ ỹk. (7.1)

For k = 0, we understand D0 as the identity operator D0 = id.

Theorem 7.2 ([20]). For (α, γ; ξ;λ, τ) ∈ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n,R))× C2, we have

DiffG(I(triv, λ)
α, I(ξ, τ)γ) =





Cid if (γ, ξ, τ) = (α, triv, λ),

CDk if (α, γ; ξ;λ, τ) ∈ Λn+1
SL ,

{0} otherwise.

For (g, P )-homomorphisms ϕ, we first define Λn+1
(g,P ) ⊂ {±}2 × Irr(sl(n,C))fin × C2 by

Λn+1
(g,P ) := {(α,α + k; symk

n; k − 1,−(1 + k
n) : α ∈ {±} and k ∈ Z≥0}. (7.3)

We define ϕk ∈ HomC(S
k(Cn−1), Sk(n−)) by means of

ϕk :=
∑

k∈Ξk

N−
k
⊗ (ek)

∨ =
∑

k∈Ξk

N−
k
⊗ ỹk. (7.4)

Theorem 7.5. For (α, γ; τ ; s, u) ∈ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n,R))fin × C2, we have

Homg,P (M
g
p (τ, u)

γ ,Mg
p (triv, s)

α) =





Cid if (γ, τ, u) = (α, triv, s),

Cϕk if (α, γ, τ ; s, u) ∈ Λn+1
(g,P ),

{0} otherwise.

As for Φ(m,ℓ) in (4.21), we regard ϕk as a map

ϕk ∈ Homg,P (M
g
p (τ, u)

γ ,Mg
p (triv, s)

α)

defined by

ϕk(u⊗ w) := uϕk(w) for u ∈ U(g) and w ∈ Sk(Cn−1). (7.6)

In what follows, we write Dk and D′
k for G- and G′-intertwining differential operators, respec-

tively. The same convention is employed for (g, P )-homomorphism ϕk and (g′, P ′)-homomorphism

ϕ′
k.

7.2. Factorization identities for Φ(m,ℓ). We first consider the factorization identities of (g′, P ′)-

homomorphisms Φ(m,ℓ). It is clear from (4.18) and (7.4) that, the (g′, P ′)-homomorphism Φ(m,ℓ)

can be factored as

Φ(m,ℓ) = Φ(m,0) ◦ ϕ
′
ℓ.
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In other words, the following diagram commutes.

Mg′

p′ (triv, ℓ− 1)α+m

�

Φ(m,0)
// Mg

p (triv, (m+ ℓ)− 1)α

Mg′

p′ (sym
ℓ
n−1,−(1 + ℓ

n−1))
α+m+ℓ

ϕ′
ℓ

OO

Φ(m,ℓ)

44❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

The aim of this subsection is to give another factorization identity of Φ(m,ℓ), that is, we wish to

complete the lower left corner of the following diagram:

Mg′

p′ (triv, ℓ− 1)α+m

�

Φ(m,0)
// Mg

p (triv, (m+ ℓ)− 1)α

Mg′

p′ (sym
ℓ
n−1,−(1 + ℓ

n−1))
α+m+ℓ

ϕ′
ℓ

OO

//

Φ(m,ℓ)

44❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤

some generalized Verma module

OO

�

For this purpose, we introduce some notation. For l = (ℓ1, . . . , ℓn−1) ∈ Ξ′
ℓ and m ∈ Z≥0, we

write

e(m,l) = emn el = emn e
ℓ1
1 · · · e

ℓn−1

n−1 .

Also, we write

C[e′] = C[e1, . . . , en−1] and C[e′, en] = C[e1, . . . , en−1, en].

Then, for m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0, we define

Emb(m,ℓ) ∈ HomC(C
ℓ[e′],Cm+ℓ[e′, en])

by means of

Emb(m,ℓ) :=
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

(el)
∨ ⊗ e(m,l) =

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

ỹl ⊗ e(m,l). (7.7)

Let (triv ⊗ symk
n, S

k(Cn)) be a finite-dimensional irreducible representation of M defined by
(
det(g)−1

g

)
· (ek11 · · · e

kn−1

n−1 e
kn
n ) = g · (ek11 · · · e

kn−1

n−1 e
kn
n )

for ek11 · · · e
kn−1

n−1 e
kn
n ∈ Ck[e′, en] = Sk(Cn). In particular, M ′ acts on Ck[en] trivially.

Proposition 7.8. We have

HomM ′(Cℓ[e′],Cm+ℓ[e′, en]) = CEmb(m,ℓ).

Proof. By definition, we have

Emb(m,ℓ) :
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

al el 7−→
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

al e(m,l) = emn
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

al el.

Thus Im(Emb(m,ℓ)) = Cm[en]C
ℓ[e′]. Since M ′ acts on Ck[en] trivially, this shows that Emb(m,ℓ)

respects theM ′-action. Now the proposition follows from the fact that Cm[en]C
ℓ[e′] has multiplicity-

one in Cm+ℓ[e′, en]. �
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We put

µ′ := 1 + ℓ
n−1 and µ := 1 + m+ℓ

n .

For α ∈ {±}, we write

C
ℓ[e′]α = C

ℓ[e′]⊗ Cα and C
ℓ[e′, en]α = C

ℓ[e′, en]⊗ Cα

for the parity condition of M ′-representations.

Proposition 7.9. We have

HomM ′A′(Cℓ[e′]α ⊠ C−µ′ ,Cm+ℓ[e′, en]α ⊠ C−µ) = CEmb(m,ℓ).

Proof. By Proposition 7.8, it suffices to show

Emb(m,ℓ) ∈ HomM ′A′(Cℓ[e′]α ⊠ C−µ′ ,Cm+ℓ[e′, en]α ⊠ C−µ).

As Im(Emb(m,ℓ)) = Cm[en]C
ℓ[e′] and Emb(m,ℓ) respects the M

′-action, it is further enough to show

C
ℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ′ ≃ C

m[en]C
ℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ

as A′-modules.

First we consider the action of A′ on Cℓ[e′] ⊠ C−µ′ . Since Cℓ[e′] ⊠ C−µ′ is an M ′A′-module by

definition, it is clear that A′ acts on Cℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ′ by a character with weight −µ′.

Next, observe that the action of M ′A′ on Cm[en]C
ℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ comes from the restriction of that

of MA on Cm+ℓ[e′, en] ⊠ C−µ. Further, recall from Remark 3.7 that a′ can be decomposed as

a′ = a′Ma
′
A with a′M ∈M and a′A ∈ A. Here, for

a′ = diag(t, t
−1
n−1 , . . . , t

−1
n−1 , 1) ∈ A′,

we have

a′M = diag(1, t
−1

n(n−1) , . . . , t
−1

n(n−1) , t
1
n ) ∈M,

a′A = diag(t, t
−1
n , . . . , t

−1
n , t

−1
n ) ∈ A.

Thus, for emn p(e
′)⊗ 1−µ′ ∈ Cm[en]C

ℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ, we have

a′ · (emn p(e
′)⊗ 1−µ) = (a′M · emn )(a′M · p(e′))⊗ (a′A · 1−µ)

= t
m
n · t

−ℓ
n(n−1) · t−(1+

m+ℓ
n )(emn p(e

′)⊗ 1−µ)

= t
−(1+

ℓ
n−1 )(emn p(e

′)⊗ 1−µ).

We note that the following transformation laws are used from line two to line three:

a′M · emn = t
m
n emn , a′M · p(e′) = t

m
n p(e′), a′A · 1−µ = t−(1+

m+ℓ
n )

1−µ.

Therefore, A′ acts on Cm[en]C
ℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ also by a character with weight −µ′ = −(1 + ℓ

n−1). Now

the proposition follows. �

Now we define

Ẽmb(m,ℓ) ∈ HomM ′A′(Cℓ[e′]α ⊠ C−µ′ ,U(n−)⊗ C
m+ℓ[e′, en]α ⊠ C−µ)
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as a map

Ẽmb(m,ℓ) : p(e
′)⊗ 1µ′ 7−→ 1⊗ Emb(m,ℓ)(p(e

′))⊗ 1µ.

We inflate the MA-representation Cm+ℓ[e′, en]α ⊠ C−µ to a P -representation by letting N+ act

trivially. Similarly, we inflate the M ′A′-representation Cℓ[e′]α⊠C−µ′ to a P ′-representation. Then,

as P ′ ⊂ P , we have

Ẽmb(m,ℓ) ∈ HomP ′(Cℓ[e′]α ⊠ C−µ′ , (Mg
p (sym

m+ℓ
n ,−µ)α)n

′
+).

Equivalently, by applying to Ẽmb(m,ℓ) the same convention as (4.21) and (7.6), we have

Ẽmb(m,ℓ) ∈ Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (sym
ℓ
n−1,−µ

′)α,Mg
p (sym

m+ℓ
n ,−µ)α).

As a consequence, we obtain the following.

Proposition 7.10. We have

Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (sym
ℓ
n−1,−µ

′)α,Mg
p (sym

m+ℓ
n ,−µ)α) = CẼmb(m,ℓ).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 7.9 and the preceding arguments. �

Now we are ready to show another factorization identity of Φ(m,ℓ).

Theorem 7.11. Let n ≥ 2. For (α, β;σ; s, r) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
(g′,P ′),2, the (g′, P ′)-homomorphism Φ(m,ℓ) can be

factored as follows:

Φ(m,ℓ) = Φ(m,0) ◦ ϕ
′
ℓ = ϕm+ℓ ◦ Ẽmb(m,ℓ). (7.12)

Equivalently, the following diagram commutes.

Mg′

p′ (triv, ℓ− 1)α+m

�

Φ(m,0)
// Mg

p (triv, (m+ ℓ)− 1)α

Mg′

p′ (sym
ℓ
n−1,−(1 + ℓ

n−1))
α+m+ℓ

ϕ′
ℓ

OO

Ẽmb(m,ℓ)

//

Φ(m,ℓ)

44❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤❤

Mg
p (sym

m+ℓ
n ,−(1 + m+ℓ

n ))α+m+ℓ

ϕm+ℓ

OO

� (7.13)

Proof. Since any element inMg′

p′ (sym
ℓ
n−1,−(1+ ℓ

n−1))
α+m+ℓ is of the form

∑
l∈Ξ′

ℓ
ul⊗el for ul ∈ U(g)

and el ∈ Sℓ(Cn−1), it suffices to show the identities (7.12) for ul ⊗ el for l ∈ Ξ′
ℓ.

Recall from (4.18) that Φ(m,ℓ) is given by

Φ(m,ℓ) = (N−
n )m

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

N−
l
⊗ (el)

∨ = (N−
n )m

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

N−
l
⊗ ỹl.

Then, by (4.21), we have

Φ(m,ℓ)(ul ⊗ el) = ulΦ(m,ℓ)(el) = ul(N
−
n )mN−

l
.
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On the other hand, by (7.4) and (7.6), the element (Φ(m,0) ◦ ϕ
′
ℓ)(ul ⊗ el) is given by

(Φ(m,0) ◦ ϕ
′
ℓ)(ul ⊗ el) = ul(Φ(m,0) ◦ ϕ

′
ℓ)(el)

= ulΦ(m,0)(N
−
l
)

= ul(N
−
n )mN−

l
.

Finally, we have

(ϕm+ℓ ◦ Ẽmb(m,ℓ))(ul ⊗ el) = ul(ϕm+ℓ ◦ Ẽmb(m,ℓ))(el)

= ulϕm+ℓ(1⊗ emn el)

= ul(N
−
n )mN−

l
.

This completes the proof. �

Remark 7.14. In Section 9, we shall discuss the commutative diagram (7.13) from an aspect of the

branching laws of generalized Verma modules (see Remark 9.37).

7.3. Factorization identities for D(m,ℓ). Now we consider the factorization identities of the

differential symmetry breaking operator D(m,ℓ). Recall that ỹl ⊗ e(m,l) may be identified with

ỹl ⊗ e(m,l) = ỹl ⊗ (ỹ(m,l))
∨ ∈ HomC(C

m+ℓ[y′, yn],C
ℓ[y′]), (7.15)

where ỹ(m,l) = ymn ỹl. Also, recall that, by the duality theorem (Theorem 2.3), we have

Homg′,P ′(Mg′

p′ (sym
ℓ
n−1,−µ

′)α,Mg
p (sym

m+ℓ
n ,−µ)α)

∼
−→

DH→D

DiffG′(I(polym+ℓ
n , µ)α, J(polyℓn−1, µ

′)α).

Write

P̃roj(m,ℓ) = DH→D(Ẽmb(m,ℓ)).

Via the identification (7.15), we have

P̃roj(m,ℓ) = Restxn=0 ◦
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

id⊗ ỹl ⊗ e(m,l).

That is, for F (x′, xn) ∈ C∞(Rn)⊗ Cℓ[y′] with

F (x′, xn) =
∑

k∈Ξm+ℓ

fk(x
′, xn)⊗ ỹk

=

m+ℓ∑

r=0

∑

r∈Ξ′
r

f(m+ℓ−r,r)(x
′, xn)⊗ ỹ(m+ℓ−r,r),

we have

(P̃roj(m,ℓ)F )(x
′) =

∑

l∈Ξℓ

f(m,l)(x
′, 0)⊗ ỹl.

The following is the differential-operator counterpart of Theorem 7.11.

Theorem 7.16. Let n ≥ 2. For (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 , the differential symmetry breaking

operator D(m,ℓ) can be factored as follows:

D(m,ℓ) = D′
ℓ ◦ D(m,0) = P̃roj(m,ℓ) ◦ Dm+ℓ.
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Equivalently, the following diagram commutes.

I(triv, 1− (m+ ℓ))α

Dm+ℓ

��

D(m,ℓ)

**❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯

D(m,0)
// J(triv, 1− ℓ)α+m

D′
ℓ

��

�

I(polym+ℓ
n , 1 + m+ℓ

n )α+m+ℓ

P̃roj(m,ℓ)

//

�

J(polyℓn−1, 1 +
ℓ

n−1)
α+m+ℓ

(7.17)

Proof. This simply follows from Theorem 7.11 and the duality theorem. �

Remark 7.18. The commutative diagram (7.17) implies that we have

D(m,0)|Ker(Dm+ℓ) : Ker(Dm+ℓ) −→ Ker(D′
ℓ).

In Proposition 8.9 below, we shall show that we have Im(D(m,0)|Ker(Dm+ℓ)) = Ker(D′
ℓ).

8. The SL(n,R)-representations on the image Im(D)

The aim of this section is to determine the SL(n,R)-representations on the image Im(D) of the

differential symmetry breaking operators D = D(m,0),D(m,ℓ) in the commutative diagram (7.17) for

(α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 , where

Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 = {(α,α +m+ ℓ; polyℓn−1; 1− (m+ ℓ), 1 + ℓ

n−1) : α ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0}.

These are achieved in Section 8.2.

To make the argument simpler, we only consider the case m, ℓ ∈ 1 + Z≥0. In this section we

assume n ≥ 3, unless otherwise specified.

8.1. Preliminaries on I(triv, λ)α and J(triv, ν)β. We first recall from [20] necessary facts on the

induced representations I(triv, λ)α of G = SL(n+ 1,R) and J(triv, ν)β of G′ = SL(n,R).

Fact 8.1 (cf. [8, 21, 26]). Let n ≥ 3. For β ∈ {±} ≡ {±1} and λ ∈ C, the induced representation

J(triv, ν)β enjoys the following.

(1) The induced representation J(triv, ν)β is irreducible except the following two cases.

(A) λ ∈ −Z≥0 and β = (−1)λ.

(B) λ ∈ n+ Z≥0 and β = (−1)λ+n.

(2) For Case (A) with λ = −m, there exists a finite-dimensional irreducible subrepresentation

FG′(−m)β ⊂ J(triv,−m)β such that J(triv,−m)β/FG′(−m)β is irreducible and infinite-

dimensional.

(3) For Case (B) with λ = n + m, there exists a non-unitary infinite-dimensional irreducible

subrepresentation TG′(n+m)β ⊂ J(triv, n+m)β such that J(triv, n+m)β/TG′(n+m)β is

irreducible and finite-dimensional.
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(4) For m ∈ Z≥0, we have the non-split exact sequences of Fréchet G′-modules:

{0} −→ FG′(−m)β −→ J(triv,−m)β −→ TG′(n+m)β −→ {0},

{0} −→ TG′(n +m)β −→ J(triv, n+m)β −→ FG′(−m)β −→ {0}.

Theorem 8.2 ([20]). Let n ≥ 3, For β ∈ {±} ≡ {±1} and k ∈ Z≥0, the kernel Ker(D′
k) and image

Im(D′
k) of G

′-intertwining differential operator

D′
k : J(triv, 1− k)β −→ J(polykn−1, 1 +

k
n−1)

β+k

are given as follows.

(1) k = 0 : We have

Ker(D′
0)

β = {0} and Im(D′
0)

β = J(triv, 1)β ,

(2) k ∈ 1 + Z≥0 : We have

Ker(D′
k)

β =

{
FG′(1− k)β if β = (−1)1−k,

{0} otherwise,

Im(D′
k)

β ≃

{
TG′(n+ k − 1)β if β = (−1)1−k,

J(triv, 1− k)β otherwise.

Since the parity β indicates the K ′-type structure of FG′(−k)β and TG′(n + k)β, which are

irrelevant in the current context, we simply omit β in this paper so that we denote them simply by

FG′(−k) and TG′(n+ k). Likewise, in what follows, we write Ker(D′
k) and Im(D′

k).

Fact 8.1 and Theorem 8.2 hold also for the induced representation I(triv, λ)α of G = SL(n+1,R).

As for J(triv, ν)β , we denote by FG(−k) and TG(n+1+k) for the composition factors of I(triv, λ)α.

To end this subsection, we compute the submodule FG(1− k) of I(triv, λ)α in the N -picture of

I(triv, λ)α, that is, the realization of I(triv, λ)α as I(triv, λ)α ⊂ C∞(N−) ≃ C∞(Rn).

Let p = l ⊕ n+ with l = m ⊕ a and n− denote the complexifications of the parabolic subalgebra

p(R) = m(R)⊕ a(R)⊕ n+(R) and opposite nilpotent radical n−(R), respectively, so that

g = n− ⊕ p = n− ⊕ l⊕ n+.

Let dπλ be the infinitesimal representation of g = n− ⊕ l ⊕ n+ on I(triv, λ)α in the N -picture.

Then, as in (2.9), for f ∈ I(triv, λ)α ⊂ C∞(N−) ≃ C∞(Rn), we have

dπλ(X)f(n̄) = λdχ((Ad(n̄−1)X)l)f(n̄)−
(
dR((Ad(·−1)X)n−)f

)
(n̄). (8.3)

Here dχ denotes the differential of the character χ defined in (3.8). For the details of (8.3), see, for

instance, [20, Sect. 2.2].

The following lemma is used to compute FG(1− k).

Lemma 8.4. Let dπλ be the infinitesimal representation of g = n− ⊕ l ⊕ n+ on I(triv, λ)α in the

N -picture. Via the diffeomorphism (4.10), the following hold.

(1) For N+
j ∈ n+ with j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have

dπλ(N
+
j ) = xj(λ+ Ex),
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where Ex is the Euler homogeneity operator for x. In particular,

dπλ(N
+
j )|Ca[x1,...,xn] = (λ+ a)xj .

(2) For N−
j ∈ n− with j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have

dπλ(N
−
j ) = −dR(N−

j ) = −
∂

∂xj
,

where dR(N−
j ) denotes the infinitesimal right translation of N−

j on C∞(Rn).

(3) For Z ∈ l, we have

dπλ(Z)|Ca[x1,...,xn] ⊂ C
a[x1, . . . , xn].

Proof. Since each case can be shown similarly by computing (8.3), we only demonstrate a proof of

Case (3) here, provided that Case (2) is proven.

Take Z ∈ l. Then, for n̄ = exp(
∑n

j=1 xjN
−
j ), we have

Ad(n̄−1)Z = exp(ad(

n∑

j=1

xjN
−
j )Z) = Z −

n∑

j=1

xj[N
−
j , Z].

Since Z ∈ l and
∑n

j=1 xj[N
−
j , Z] ∈ n−, the value of λdχ((Ad(n̄−1)Z)l) is given by

λdχ((Ad(n̄−1)Z)l) = λdχ(Z) ∈ C.

Next, observe that , as [N−
j , Z] ∈ n−, the bracket [N−

j , Z] is of the form

[N−
j , Z] =

n∑

r=1

arjN
−
r for some arj ∈ C.

Therefore,

−dR((Ad(n̄−1)Z)n−) = −
n∑

j=1

xjdR([N
−
j , Z])

= −

n∑

j,r=1

arjxjdR(N
−
r )

=

n∑

j,r=1

arjxj
∂

∂xr
.

We note that the formula for Case (2) is used from line two to line three. Thus, we have

dR((Ad(n̄−1)Z)n−)|Ca[x1,...,xn] ⊂ C
a[x1, . . . , xn].

Since dπλ(Z) = λdχ((Ad(n̄−1)Z)l)− dR((Ad(n̄−1)Z)n−), this completes the proof. �

Proposition 8.5. Let k ∈ 1 + Z≥0. In the N -picture that I(triv, 1 − k)α ⊂ C∞(Rn), we have

FG(1− k) =
k−1⊕

a=0

C
a[x1, . . . , xn].
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Proof. Since FG(1− k) is a finite-dimensional irreducible representation of G, there exists a lowest

weight vector f0(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ FG(1− k). As being a lowest weight vector, we have

dπλ(N
−
j )f0(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

By Lemma 8.4 (2), this is equivalent to

∂

∂xj
f0(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

which shows that f0 is a constant function.

Now observe that, by Lemma 8.4 (1), we have

dπ1−k(N
+
j )|Ca[x1,...,xn] = (1− k + a)xj.

Thus, the space U(n+)f0 ⊂ FG(1− k) is given by

U(n+)f0 =

k−1⊕

a=0

C
a[x1, . . . , xn].

It follows from Lemma 8.4 that
⊕k−1

a=0 Ca[x1, . . . , xn] is a non-zero g-submodule of FG(1 − k).

Now the irreducibility condition on FG(1− k) concludes the proposition. �

8.2. The image Im(D). We now determine the SL(n,R)-representations on the image Im(D) of

D = D(m,0),D(m,ℓ). Throughout this subsection we assume that (α, β;̟;λ, ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
SL,2 ; in partic-

ular, the following commutative diagram holds.

I(triv, 1− (m+ ℓ))α

Dm+ℓ

��

D(m,ℓ)

**❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯❯

❯❯
❯

D(m,0)
// J(triv, 1− ℓ)α+m

D′
ℓ

��

�

I(polym+ℓ
n , 1 + m+ℓ

n )α+m+ℓ

P̃roj(m,ℓ)

//

�

J(polyℓn−1, 1 +
ℓ

n−1)
α+m+ℓ

Proposition 8.6. We have

Im(D(m,0)) = J(triv, 1 − ℓ)α+m.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that J(triv, 1 − ℓ)α+m is reducible. By Fact 8.1, the

only possibilities of Im(D(m,0)) are {0}, FG′(1 − ℓ), or J(triv, 1 − ℓ)α+m. It follows from Theorem

8.2 that FG′(1− ℓ) = Ker(D′
ℓ). Therefore, if Im(D(m,0)) ∈ {{0}, FG′ (1− ℓ)}, then

D(m,ℓ) = D′
ℓ ◦ D(m,0) ≡ 0,

which contradicts the fact that D(m,ℓ) 6≡ 0. Hence, Im(D(m,0)) = J(triv, 1− ℓ)α+m. �

Proposition 8.7. The following holds.

(1) Suppose α = (−1)m. Then we have

Im(D(m,ℓ)) =

{
TG′(n+ ℓ− 1) if ℓ ∈ 1 + 2Z≥0,

J(triv, 1− ℓ) if ℓ ∈ 2(1 + Z≥0).
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(2) Suppose α = (−1)m+1. Then we have

Im(D(m,ℓ)) =

{
J(triv, 1− ℓ) if ℓ ∈ 1 + 2Z≥0,

TG′(n+ ℓ+ 1) if ℓ ∈ 2(1 + Z≥0).

Proof. Since D(m,ℓ) = D′
ℓ ◦ D(m,0), it follows from Proposition 8.6 that Im(D(m,ℓ)) = Im(D′

ℓ). Now

the proposition follows from Theorem 8.2. �

8.3. The image Im(D|FG(1−(m+ℓ))). We next consider the image Im(D|FG(1−(m+ℓ))) of the re-

stricted operator D|FG(1−(m+ℓ)).

Proposition 8.8. Suppose that I(triv, 1− (m+ ℓ))α is reducible. Then we have

Im(D(m,ℓ)|FG(1−(m+ℓ))) = {0}.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 8.2 that FG(1− (m+ ℓ)) = Ker(Dm+ℓ). Therefore,

D(m,ℓ)|FG(1−(m+ℓ)) = (P̃roj(m,ℓ) ◦ Dm+ℓ)|Ker(Dm+ℓ) ≡ 0.

�

Suppose that I(triv, 1−(m+ℓ))α is reducible. Then Fact 8.1 shows that α satisfies the condition

α = (−1)1−(m+ℓ), which is equivalent to α · (−1)m = (−1)1−ℓ. By Fact 8.1, this implies that

J(triv, 1− ℓ)α+m is also reducible; in particular, in this case, we have Ker(D′
ℓ) = FG′(1− ℓ). This

observation is used in the proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 8.9. Suppose that I(triv, 1− (m+ ℓ))α is reducible. Then we have

Im(D(m,0)|FG(1−(m+ℓ))) = FG′(1− ℓ)α+m.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 7.16 that D(m,ℓ) = D′
ℓ ◦ D(m,0). Thus, by Proposition 8.8, we have

(D′
ℓ ◦ D(m,0))|FG(1−(m+ℓ)) = D(m,ℓ)|FG(1−(m+ℓ)) ≡ 0,

which implies that

Im(D(m,0)|FG(1−(m+ℓ))) ⊂ Ker(D′
ℓ) = FG′(1− ℓ).

The irreducibility of FG′(1− ℓ) forces that Im(D(m,0)|FG(1−(m+ℓ))) = {0} or FG′(1− ℓ).

It follows from Proposition 8.5 that FG(1− (m+ ℓ)) is given by

FG(1− (m+ ℓ)) =

(m+ℓ)−1⊕

a=0

C
a[x1, . . . , xn].

In particular, we have xmn ∈ FG(1 − (m+ ℓ)). As D(m,0) = Restxn=0 ◦
∂m

∂xm
n
, the function D(m,0)x

m
n

is given by

D(m,0)x
m
n = m! 6= 0.

Thus, Im(D(m,0)|FG(1−(m+ℓ))) 6= {0}. Consequently, we have

Im(D(m,0)|FG(1−(m+ℓ))) = FG′(1− ℓ).

�
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9. Branching laws of generalized Verma modules

The aim of this section is to discuss the branching law Mg
p (triv, s)|g′ of a generalized Verma

module Mg
p (triv, s) of scalar-type. In addition, we also consider the branching law of the image

Im(ϕp+1) of the g-homomorphism

ϕp+1 : M
g
p (sym

p+1
n ,−(1 + p+1

n )) →Mg
p (triv, p) (9.1)

for p ∈ Z≥0, where ϕp+1 is defined as in (7.4). The branching laws are achieved in Theorems 9.22

and 9.27. In this section we assume n ≥ 2, unless otherwise specified.

9.1. Kobayashi’s character identity. To compute the branching law of a generalized Verma

module, the decomposition of the formal character is helpful. A key tool for the decomposition is

Kobayashi’s character identity [11]. We then start this section by recalling from [11] the character

formula in a general framework.

Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra. Choose a Cartan subalgebra h and write ∆ ≡ ∆(g, h)

for the set of roots of g with respect to h. Fix a positive system ∆+ and denote by b the Borel

subalgebra of g associated with ∆+, namely, b = h ⊕ u+ with u+ =
⊕

α∈∆+ gα. Here gα is the

root space for α ∈ ∆+. Let O denote the BGG category of g-modules whose objects are finitely

generated g-modules that are h-semisimple and locally u+-finite.

Let p ⊃ b be a standard parabolic subalgebra of g. Write p = l⊕ n+ for the Levi decomposition

of p with h ⊂ l. We put ∆+(l) := {α ∈ ∆+ : gα ⊂ l}. We denote by Op the parabolic BGG

category, which is a full subcategory of O whose objects are l-semisimple and locally n+-finite.

Let 〈·, ·〉 denote the inner product on h∗ induced from a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form

of g. For α ∈ ∆, we write α∨ = 2α/〈α,α〉. Then we put

Λ+(l) := {λ ∈ h∗ : 〈λ, α∨〉 ∈ Z≥0 for all α ∈ ∆+(l)}.

For λ ∈ Λ+(l), we denote by Fλ the finite-dimensional simple g-module with highest weight λ.

By letting n+ act trivially, we regard Fλ as a p-module. We then define the generalized Verma

module Mg
p (λ) with highest weight λ by

Mg
p (λ) = U(g)⊗U(p) Fλ.

Let g′ be a reductive subalgebra of g and take a hyperbolic element H ∈ g′ ⊂ g. As H being

hyperbolic, the eigenvalues of ad(H) on g are all real. We then define the subalgebras

n−(H), l(H), and n+(H)

as the sum of the eigenspaces of negative, zero, and positive eiganvalue of ad(H), respectively, so

that we have g = n−(H)⊕ l(H)⊕ n+(H).

Now suppose that p ⊂ g is a g′-compatible parabolic subalgebra determined by a hyperbolic

element H ∈ g′, namely, p = p(H) := l(H) ⊕ n+(H). The g′-compatibility of p implies that

p′ := p ∩ g′ is a parabolic subalgebra of g′ with Levi decomposition

p′ = l′ ⊕ n′+ := (l(H) ∩ g′)⊕ (n+(H) ∩ g′).
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We choose a Cartan subalgebra h′ ⊂ g′ in such a way that H ∈ h′ and that it extends to a Cartan

subalgebra h of g. Then we have h ⊂ l(H) and h′ ⊂ g′. Hereafter, we simply write l = l(H) and

n± = n±(H).

Given a finite-dimensional vector space V , we write S(V ) =
⊕∞

k=0 S
k(V ) for the symmetric

tensor algebra of V . For finite-dimensional simple g- and g′-modules Fλ and F ′
δ with highest

weights λ ∈ Λ+(l) and δ ∈ Λ+(l′), respectively, we set

m(δ;λ) := dimHoml′(F
′
δ, Fλ|l′ ⊗ S(n−/n− ∩ g′)).

Let [Mg
p (λ)] and [Mg′

p′ (δ)] denote the formal characters of Mg
p (λ) and M

g′

p′ (δ), respectively.

Theorem 9.2 ([11]). Suppose that p = l ⊕ n+ is a g′-compatible parabolic subalgebra of g. Then,

for λ ∈ Λ+(l), the following hold.

(1) m(δ;λ) <∞ for all δ ∈ Λ+(l′).

(2) In the Grothendieck group of Op′ , we have

[Mg′

p′ (λ)|g′ ] ≃
⊕

δ∈supp(λ)

m(δ;λ)[Mg′

p′ (δ)], (9.3)

where supp(λ) = {δ ∈ Λ+(l′) : m(δ;λ) 6= 0}.

In what follows, we resume the notation and normalizations specified in Section 3. So, we have

g = sl(n + 1,C) and g′ ≃ sl(n,C) realized as in (3.1). We remark that the maximal parabolic

subalgebra p ⊂ g in consideration is not g′-compatible, as the defining hyperbolic element H0 ∈ h

in (3.2) is not in g′. However, as p′ = p ∩ g′ with l′ = l ∩ g′ and n′+ = n+ ∩ g′, a careful observation

on the proof of Theorem 9.2 shows that the character identity (9.3) holds also in our case. In the

next subsection, we apply the character identity (9.3) to show the branching law [Mg
p (triv, s)|g′ ] of

the formal character of a generalized Verma module Mg
p (triv, s).

9.2. Branching law of [Mg
p (s)|g′ ]. For brevity, we simply write

Mg
p (s) =Mg

p (triv, s) and Mg′

p′ (r) =Mg′

p′ (triv, r).

Theorem 9.4. Let n ≥ 2. For s ∈ C, the following isomorphism holds in the Grothendieck group

of Op′ :

[Mg
p (s)|g′ ] ≃

⊕

m∈Z≥0

[Mg′

p′ (s −m)]. (9.5)

Proof. Observe that we have n−/n− ∩ g′ ≃ CN−
n . It thus follows from Lemma 5.5 that we have

Sm(n−/n− ∩ g′) ≃ C−m as a′-modules. Then the decomposition (Cs ⊗ S(n−/n− ∩ g′))|l′ is given as

(Cs ⊗ S(n−/n− ∩ g′))|l′ =
⊕

m∈Z≥0

(Cs ⊗ Sm(n−/n− ∩ g′))|a′

≃
⊕

m∈Z≥0

(Cs−m).

Now the character identity (9.3) concludes (9.5). �
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Corollary 9.6. For s ∈ C\Z≥0, we have

Mg
p (s)|g′ ≃

⊕

m∈Z≥0

Mg′

p′ (s−m). (9.7)

Proof. By the classification of the reducibility points of generalized Verma modules of scalar type

(cf. [1, 6, 7]), if s ∈ C\Z≥0, then Mg′

p′ (s − m) is a simple g′-module for all m ∈ Z≥0. Now the

proposed assertion follows from Theorem 9.4. �

In Section 9.4 below, we shall show that the isomorphism (9.7) indeed holds for any s ∈ C by

making use of the classification of the n′+-invariant subspaces of M
g
p (s).

9.3. Branching law of [Im(ϕp+1)|g′ ]. Now we consider the branching law of the formal character

of the image Im(ϕp+1) of the g-homomorphism ϕp+1 in (7.4).

We first recall from [20] the classification of g-homomorphisms between generalized Verma mod-

ules in consideration. Define Λn+1
g ⊂ Irr(sl(n,C))fin × C2 such that

Λn+1
g := {(symk

n; k − 1,−(1 + k
n)) : k ∈ Z≥0}.

Theorem 9.8 ([20]). We have

Homg(M
g
p (τ, u),M

g
p (triv, s)) =





Cid if (τ, u) = (triv, s),

Cϕk if (τ ; s, u) ∈ Λn+1
g ,

{0} otherwise.

Now, let s = p ∈ Z≥0. By (7.4), the image Im(ϕp+1) ⊂Mg
p (p) =Mg

p (triv, p) is given by

Im(ϕp+1) = U(g)
(
C
p+1[N−

1 , . . . , N
−
n ]⊗ Cp

)
.

Then, as g-modules, we have

Mg
p (p)/Im(ϕp+1) ≃ Sp(Cn+1),

where Sp(Cn+1) indicates the simple g-module (symp
n+1, S

p(Cn+1)). So, Im(ϕp+1) is a unique

maximal submodule of Mg
p (p). The formal character [Mg

p (p)] then satisfies

[Mg
p (p)] ≃ [Im(ϕp+1)] + [Sp(Cn+1)]. (9.9)

As in Section 7, we write ϕ′
k for g′-homomorphisms between generalized Verma modules of g′.

Then, for p−m ∈ Z≥0, we have

[Mg′

p′ (p−m)] ≃ [Im(ϕ′
p−m+1)] + [Sp−m(Cn)]. (9.10)

Now we are ready to show the branching law of Im(ϕp+1) in the Grothendiek group Op′ .

Theorem 9.11. Let n ≥ 2. For p ∈ Z≥0, the following isomorphism holds in the Grothendieck

group of Op′ :

[Im(ϕp+1)|g′ ] ≃

p⊕

d=0

[Im(ϕ′
d+1)]⊕

⊕

j≥1

[Mg′

p′ (−j)]. (9.12)

Further, for n = 2, we have

[Im(ϕp+1)|g′ ] ≃

p⊕

d=0

2 · [Mg′

p′ (−(d+ 2))]⊕ [Mg′

p′ (−1)]⊕
⊕

j≥p+3

[Mg′

p′ (−j)]. (9.13)
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Proof. We first show the isomorphism (9.12). We consider the branching law [Mg
p (p)|g′ ] in two

ways. First, by (9.5), we have

[Mg
p (p)|g′ ] ≃

⊕

m∈Z≥0

[Mg′

p′ (p−m)] (9.14)

=

p⊕

d=0

[Mg′

p′ (d)] ⊕
⊕

j≥1

[Mg′

p′ (−j)]

≃

p⊕

d=0

[Im(ϕ′
d+1)]⊕ [Sp(Cn+1)|g′ ]⊕

⊕

j≥1

[Mg′

p′ (−j)]. (9.15)

We note that the character identity (9.10) for [Mg′

p′ (d)] and the classical branching law Sp(Cn+1)|g′ ≃⊕p
d=0 S

d(Cn) are applied from line two to line three.

On the other hand, by (9.9), the formal character [Mg
p (p)|g′ ] also satisfies

[Mg
p (p)|g′ ] ≃ [Im(ϕp+1)|g′ ]⊕ [Sp(Cn+1)|g′ ]. (9.16)

By comparing (9.15) with (9.16), we obtain

[Im(ϕp+1)|g′ ] ≃

p⊕

d=0

[Im(ϕ′
d+1)]⊕

⊕

j≥1

[Mg′

p′ (−j)].

Now, to show (9.13), let n = 2. In this case, the map ϕ′
d+1 is a g′-homomorphism

ϕ′
d+1 : M

g′

p′ (−(d+ 2)) −→Mg′

p′ (d).

Since Mg′

p′ (−(d + 2)) is of scalar type, ϕ′
d+1 is injective for all d ∈ {0, . . . , p} (cf. [9, Prop. 9.11]).

Thus, the image Im(ϕ′
d+1) is given by Im(ϕ′

d+1) ≃Mg′

p′ (−(d+ 2)), which shows that

p⊕

d=0

[Im(ϕ′
d+1)] ≃

p⊕

d=0

[Mg′

p′ (−(d+ 2))]. (9.17)

On the other hand, we have

⊕

j≥1

[Mg′

p′ (−j)] =

p+2⊕

j=2

[Mg′

p′ (−j)]⊕ [Mg′

p′ (−1)] ⊕
⊕

j≥p+3

[Mg′

p′ (−j)]

=

p⊕

d=0

[Mg′

p′ (−(2 + d))]⊕ [Mg′

p′ (−1)] ⊕
⊕

j≥p+3

[Mg′

p′ (−j)]. (9.18)

Now (9.13) follows from (9.12), (9.17), and (9.18). �

In the next section, we show that the actual branching law Im(ϕp+1)|g′ is indeed given as in

(9.12) and (9.13).

9.4. Branching laws of Mg
p (s)|g′ and Im(ϕp+1)|g′ . Now we show the actual branching laws

of Mg
p (s)|g′ and Im(ϕp+1)|g′ . Our idea is to observe n′+-subspaces of Mg

p (s) and Im(ϕp+1). In

particular, the rest of the arguments is nothing to do with the character identity (9.3).
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It follows from Propositions 5.17 and 6.6 and the algebraic Fourier transform Fc in (2.11) that

C
m[N−

n ]⊗ Cs ⊂Mg
p (s)

n′+ for all m ∈ Z≥0. (9.19)

As a′-modules, we have

C
m[N−

n ]⊗ Cs ≃ Cs−m for all m ∈ Z≥0, (9.20)

which yields an isomorphism

C[N−
1 , . . . , N

−
n−1]C

m[N−
n ]⊗ Cs = U(g′)(Cm[N−

n ]⊗ Cs) ≃Mg′

p′ (s−m). (9.21)

Theorem 9.22. Let n ≥ 2. For any s ∈ C, we have

Mg
p (s)|g′ ≃

⊕

m∈Z≥0

Mg′

p′ (s−m). (9.23)

Proof. By (9.21), we have

Mg
p (s) = U(g)⊗U(p) Cs

= C[N−
1 , . . . , N

−
n−1, N

−
n ]⊗ Cs

=
⊕

m∈Z≥0

C[N−
1 , . . . , N

−
n−1]C

m[N−
n ]⊗ Cs

≃
⊕

m∈Z≥0

Mg′

p′ (s−m).

�

In what follows, we write

C[(N−)′] = C[N−
1 , . . . , N

−
n−1] and C[(N−)′, N−

n ] = C[N−
1 , . . . , N

−
n−1, N

−
n ].

Then, by (7.4), the images Im(ϕp+1) ⊂Mg
p (p) for p ∈ Z≥0 and Im(ϕ′

d+1) ⊂Mg′

p′ (d) for d ∈ Z≥0 are

given by

Im(ϕp+1) = U(g)
(
C
p+1[(N−)′, N−

n ]⊗ Cp

)
, (9.24)

Im(ϕ′
d+1) = U(g′)

(
C
d+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd

)
, (9.25)

where we have

C
p+1[(N−)′, N−

n ]⊗ Cp ⊂Mg
p (p)

n+ and C
d+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd ⊂Mg′

p′ (d)
n′+ . (9.26)

Theorem 9.27. Let n ≥ 2. For p ∈ Z≥0, we have

Im(ϕp+1)|g′ ≃

p⊕

d=0

Im(ϕ′
d+1)⊕

⊕

j≥1

Mg′

p′ (−j). (9.28)

Further, for n = 2, we have

Im(ϕp+1)|g′ ≃

p⊕

d=0

2 ·Mg′

p′ (−(d+ 2)) ⊕Mg′

p′ (−1)⊕
⊕

j≥p+3

Mg′

p′ (−j). (9.29)

Proof. Since (9.29) follows from (9.28) as in Theorem 9.11, it suffices to show (9.28).
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First observe that

C
p+1[(N−)′, N−

n ] =
∑

a+b=p+1

C
b[(N−)′]Ca[N−

n ]⊗ Cp

=

p+1∑

b=0

C
b[(N−)′]Cp+1−b[N−

n ]⊗ Cp

≃

p+1∑

b=0

C
b[(N−)′]⊗ Cb−1

=

p∑

d=0

C
d+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd + (1⊗ C−1). (9.30)

We note that (9.20) is applied from line two to line three. Then, by (9.24) and (9.30), we have

Im(ϕp+1) = U(g)
(
C
p+1[(N−)′, N−

n ]⊗ Cp

)

= C[(N−)′, N−
n ]Cp+1[(N−)′, N−

n ]⊗ Cp

=

p∑

d=0

C[(N−)′, N−
n ]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd + C[(N−)′, N−

n ]⊗ C−1 (9.31)

=: (B) + (A). (9.32)

The second term (A) is given by

(A) = C[(N−)′, N−
n ]⊗ C−1 =

∞⊕

c=0

C[(N−)′]Cc[N−
n ]⊗ C−1

≃

∞⊕

c=0

C[(N−)′]⊗ C−1−c

=
∞⊕

j=1

C[(N−)′]⊗ C−j

=
∞⊕

j=1

Mg′

p′ (−j). (9.33)

We note that (9.20) is applied from line one to line two. Also, by (9.19), we have Cc[N−
n ]⊗ C−1 ⊂

Mg
p (−1)n

′
+ , which verifies the identity from line three to line four.

Next, for (B), we have

(B) =

p∑

d=0

C[(N−)′, N−
n ]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd

=

p∑

d=0

∞∑

c=0

C[(N−)′]Cc[N−
n ]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd

=

p∑

d=0

C[(N−)′]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd +

p∑

d=0

∞∑

c=1

C[(N−)′]Cc[N−
n ]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd

=: (B1) + (B2). (9.34)
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By (9.25) and (9.26), (B1) is given by

(B1) =

p∑

d=0

C[(N−)′]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd =

p⊕

d=0

U(g′)
(
C
d+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd

)

=

p⊕

d=0

Im(ϕ′
d+1). (9.35)

The actual realizations of Mg′

p′ (−j) in (A) and Im(ϕ′
d+1) in (B1) imply that (B1) + (A) =

(B1)⊕ (A). We then claim the following.

Claim 9.36. We have (B2) ⊂ (A)⊕ (B1).

Suppose that Claim 9.36 holds. Then, by (9.32), (9.33), (9.34), and (9.35), we have

Im(ϕp+1) = (B) + (A) = (B1) + (B2) + (A)

= (B1) ⊕ (A)

≃

p⊕

d=0

Im(ϕ′
d+1)⊕

∞⊕

j=1

Mg′

p′ (−j),

which is the desired isomorphism. Thus, in the rest of the proof, we show Clain 9.36.

Write

(C) = C[(N−)′]Cc[N−
n ]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd,

so that (B2) =
∑p

d=0

∑∞
c=1 (C).

First observe that (A), (B), and (C) are given by

(A) = C[(N−)′, N−
n ]⊗ C−1

= C[(N−)′, N−
n ]Cp+1[N−

n ]⊗ Cp,

(B1) =

p∑

d=0

C[(N−)′]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd

=

p+1∑

b=1

C[(N−)′]Cb[(N−)′]Cp+1−b[N−
n ]⊗ Cp,

(C) = C[(N−)′]Cc[N−
n ]Cd+1[(N−)′]⊗ Cd

= C[(N−)′]Cc[N−
n ]Cb[(N−)′]Cp+1−b[N−

n ]⊗ Cp

= C[(N−)′]Cb[(N−)′]Cp+1+c−b[N−
n ]⊗ Cp.

Thus, if c− b ≥ 0, then

(C) = C[(N−)′]Cb[(N−)′]Cp+1+c−b[N−
n ]⊗ Cp

⊂ C[(N−)′, N−
n ]Cp+1[N−

n ]⊗ Cp

= (A).
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If c− b < 0, then −(p+ 1) ≤ c− b ≤ −1. Thus, the number p+ 1 + c− b is of the form

p+ 1 + c− b = p+ 1− b0

for some b0 ∈ {1, . . . , p+ 1}. Therefore,

(C) = C[(N−)′]Cb[(N−)′]Cp+1−b0 [N−
n ]⊗ Cp

⊂

p+1∑

b=1

C[(N−)′]Cb[(N−)′]Cp+1−b[N−
n ]⊗ Cp

= (B1).

As (B2) =
∑p

d=0

∑∞
c=1 (C), this shows the claim. �

Remark 9.37. Here are some remarks on Theorems 9.22 and 9.27.

(1) The inclusion Mg′

p′ (s−m) →֒Mg
p (p) is given by the normal derivative Φ(m,0) as in Theorem

4.22 and 4.23.

(2) By (9.23) and (9.28), we have

Mg
p (p) ⊃
⋃

Mg′

p′ (d)
⋃

Im(ϕp+1) ⊃ Im(ϕ′
d+1)

(9.38)

The square (9.38) corresponds to the commutative diagram (7.13) of the factorization iden-

tity of Φ(m,ℓ).

(3) Let Mj for j = 1, 2 denote the two copies of Mg′

p′ (−(2 + d)) in (9.29) such that M1 =

Im(ϕ′
d+1) ⊂Mg′

p′ (d). Then (9.29) shows that, for n = 2, we have

Mg
p (p) ⊃
⋃

Mg′

p′ (d)⊕M2
⋃

Im(ϕp+1) ⊃ M1 ⊕M2

(9.39)

This corresponds to the multiplicity-two phenomenon in Theorem 4.23. Namely, the inclu-

sions M1 →֒Mg
p (p) and M2 →֒Mg

p (p) are related to g′-homomorphisms Φ(m,ℓ) = Φ(p−d,d+1)

and Φ(m,0) = Φ(p+d+2,0), respectively.

10. Differential symmetry breaking operators D for (GL(n + 1,R), GL(n,R))

The aim of this section is to classify and construct differential symmetry breaking operators D

for the pair (G,G′) = (GL(n+1,R), GL(n,R)) with maximal parabolic subgroups (P,P ′) such that

G/P ≃ RPn and G′/P ′ ≃ RPn−1. We also discuss G-intertwining differential operators D and the

factorization identities of D. Those results are obtained in Theorems 10.3, 10.6, and 10.7. In this

section we assume n ≥ 2, unless otherwise specified.
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10.1. Notation. We start by introducing some notation. Let G = GL(n + 1,R) with Lie algebra

g(R) = gl(n+ 1,R) for n ≥ 2. Let G′ denote the closed subgroup of G defined by

G′ =

{(
g′

1

)
: g′ ∈ GL(n,R)

}
≃ GL(n,R)

with Lie algebra

g′(R) =

{(
X ′

0

)
: X ′ ∈ gl(n,R)

}
≃ gl(n,R).

Let P = StabG(R(1, 0, . . . , 0)
t) and P ′ = G′ ∩ P . Then P and P ′ are parabolic subgroups of

G and G′, respectively, such that G/P ≃ RPn and G′/P ′ ≃ RPn−1. Let M and M ′ denote the

subgroups of P and P ′, respectively, defined by

M :=

{(
ε

g

)
: ε ∈ {±1} and g ∈ SL±(n,R)

}
≃ Z/2Z × SL±(n,R),

M ′ :=







ε

g′

1


 : ε ∈ {±1} and g′ ∈ SL±(n− 1,R)



 ≃ Z/2Z × SL±(n − 1,R).

We write

J0 =
1

n
(
n+1∑

r=2

Er,r) =
1

n
diag(0, 1, 1, . . . , 1, 1),

J ′
0 =

1

n− 1
(

n∑

r=2

Er,r) =
1

n− 1
diag(0, 1, 1, . . . , 1, 0)

and put

A1 := exp(RH̃0), A2 := exp(RJ0),

A′
1 := exp(RH̃ ′

0), A′
2 := exp(RJ ′

0),

where H̃0 and H̃ ′
0 are the diagonal matrices defined in (3.4) and (3.5), respectively. We then define

A and A′ by

A = A1A2 and A′ = A′
1A

′
2.

Let N+ and N ′
+ be the unipotent subgroups defined in Section 3.1. Then P = MAN+ and

P ′ =M ′A′N ′
+ are Langlands decompositions of P and P ′, respectively.

For (λ1, λ2), (ν1, ν2) ∈ C2, we define one-dimensional representations C(λ1,λ2) = (χ(λ1,λ2),C) of

A = exp(RH̃0) exp(RJ0) and C(ν1,ν2) = ((χ′)(ν1,ν2),C) of A′ = exp(RH̃ ′
0) exp(RJ

′
0) by

χ(λ1,λ2) : exp(t1H̃0) exp(t2J0) 7−→ exp(λ1t1) exp(λ2t2),

(χ′)(ν1,ν2) : exp(t1H̃
′
0) exp(t2J

′
0) 7−→ exp(ν1t1) exp(ν2t2).

Then Irr(A) and Irr(A′) are given by

Irr(A) = {C(λ1,λ2) : λj ∈ C} ≃ C
2 and Irr(A′) = {C(ν1,ν2) : νj ∈ C} ≃ C

2.

For (α1, α2) ∈ {±}2, a one-dimensional representation C(α1,α2) of M is defined by
(
ε

g

)
7−→ sgnα1(ε) · sgnα2(det(g)),
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where, for b ∈ R, sgnα(b) is defined by means of

sgnα(b) :=

{
1 if α = +,

sgn(b) if α = −.

Then Irr(M)fin ≃ {±}2 × Irr(SL±(n,R))fin and Irr(M ′)fin ≃ {±}2 × Irr(SL±(n− 1,R))fin are given

as

Irr(M)fin = {Cα1 ⊠ (Cα2 ⊗ ξ) : (α1, α2, ξ) ∈ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n,R))fin},

Irr(M ′)fin = {Cβ1 ⊠ (Cβ2 ⊗̟) : (β1, β2,̟) ∈ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n− 1,R))fin}.

Since Irr(P )fin ≃ Irr(M)fin × Irr(A), the set Irr(P )fin can be parametrized by

Irr(P )fin ≃ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n,R))fin × C
2.

Similarly, we have

Irr(P ′)fin ≃ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n− 1,R))fin × C
2.

For (α, ξ,λ) ∈ {±}2 × Irr(SL(n,R))fin × C2 with α = (α1, α2) and λ = (λ1, λ2), we write

I(ξ;λ)α = IndGP
(
Cα1 ⊠ (Cα2 ⊗ ξ)⊠ C(λ1,λ2)

)

for the (unnormalized) parabolically induced representation of G. Likewise, for (β,̟,ν) ∈ {±}2 ×

Irr(SL(n− 1,R))fin × C2 with β = (β1, β2) and ν = (ν1, ν2), we write

J(̟;ν)β = IndG
′

P ′

(
Cβ1 ⊠ (Cβ2 ⊗̟)⊠ C(ν1,ν2)

)
.

In the next three subsections we shall state the main results of differential symmetry breaking

operators D, G-intertwining differential operators D, and factorization identities. In Section 10.5,

we shall discuss the proofs of the statements.

10.2. Differential symmetry breaking operators D for (GL(n + 1,R), GL(n,R)). For n ≥ 2,

we define

Λ
(n+1,n)
GL,j ⊂ {±}4 × Irr(SL(n − 1,R))fin × C

4

for j = 1, 2 as follows.

Λ
(n+1,n)
GL,1 := {(α;β;̟;λ;ν) : (α,β;̟;λ,ν) satisfies (10.1) below for αj ∈ {±}, λj ∈ C, and m ∈ Z≥0.}

(α;β) = (α1, α2;α1 +m;α2)

̟ = triv (10.1)

(λ;ν) = (λ1, λ2;λ1 +m,λ2)

Λ
(n+1,n)
GL,2 := {(α;β;̟;λ;ν) : (α,β;̟;λ,ν) satisfies (10.2) below for αj ∈ {±} and ℓ,m ∈ Z≥0.}

(α;β) = (α1, α2;α1 + (m+ ℓ);α2)

̟ = polyℓn−1 (10.2)

(λ;ν) = (1− (m+ ℓ), λ2; 1 +
ℓ

n−1 , λ2 −
ℓ

n−1)



48 TOSHIHISA KUBO

Further, we put

Λ
(n+1,n)
GL := Λ

(n+1,n)
GL,1 ∪ Λ

(n+1,n)
GL,2 .

Let D(m,ℓ) ∈ DiffC(C
∞(Rn), C∞(Rn−1)⊗ Cm+ℓ[y1, . . . , yn−1]) be the differential operator defined

in (4.11).

Theorem 10.3. Let n ≥ 2. Then we have

DiffG′

(
I(triv;λ)α, J(̟;ν)β

)
=





CD(m,0) if (α,β;̟;λ,ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
GL,1 ,

CD(m,ℓ) if (α,β;̟;λ,ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
GL,2 ,

{0} otherwise.

Remark 10.4. As opposed to the SL case, the multiplicity-one property holds even for n = 2.

10.3. Intertwining differential operators D for GL(n,R). For n ≥ 2, define

Λn+1
GL ⊂ {±}4 × Irr(SL(n,R))fin × C

4

as follows.

Λn+1
GL := {(α;γ;̟;λ; τ ) : (α,γ;̟;λ, τ ) satisfies (10.5) below for αj ∈ {±}, λ2 ∈ C, and k ∈ Z≥0.}

(α;γ) = (α1, α2;α1 + k;α2)

̟ = polykn

(λ; τ ) = (1− k, λ2; 1 +
k
n , λ2 −

k
n)

(10.5)

Let Dk ∈ DiffC(C
∞(Rn), C∞(Rn)⊗Ck[y1, . . . , yn−1, yn]) be the differential operator defined in (7.1).

Theorem 10.6. Let n ≥ 2. Then we have

DiffG(I(triv;λ)
α, I(̟; τ )γ) =





Cid if (γ, ξ, τ ) = (α, triv,λ),

CDk if (α,γ; ξ;λ, τ ) ∈ Λn+1
GL ,

{0} otherwise.

10.4. Factorization identities of D(m,ℓ). We next state the factorization identities of D(m,ℓ).

Theorem 10.7. Let n ≥ 2. Also, let D′
ℓ, Dk, and P̃roj(m,ℓ) be the same differential operators

considered in Theorem 7.16. Then, for (α,β;̟;λ,ν) ∈ Λ
(n+1,n)
GL,2 , the differential symmetry breaking

operator D(m,ℓ) can be factored as in Theorem 7.16, namely,

D(m,ℓ) = D′
ℓ ◦ D(m,0) = P̃roj(m,ℓ) ◦ Dm+ℓ.

Equivalently, the following diagram commutes.

I(triv; 1− (m+ ℓ), λ2)
(α1,α2)

Dm+ℓ

��

D(m,ℓ)

++❳❳
❳❳❳

❳❳❳
❳❳❳

❳❳❳
❳❳❳

❳❳❳
❳❳❳

❳❳❳
❳❳❳

❳❳

D(m,0)
// J(triv; 1− ℓ, λ2)

(α1+m,α2)

D′
ℓ

��

�

I(polym+ℓ
n ; 1 + m+ℓ

n , λ2 −
m+ℓ
n )(α1+m+ℓ,α2)

P̃roj(m,ℓ)

//

�

J(polyℓn−1; 1 +
ℓ

n−1 , λ2 −
ℓ

n−1)
(α1+m+ℓ,α2)
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10.5. Proofs of Theorems 10.3, 10.6, and 10.7. The proofs of Theorems 10.3 and 10.6 and

Theorem 10.7 are similar to the ones of Theorems 4.12 and 7.16. Thus we only briefly discuss the

proofs of the theorems.

10.5.1. Proof of Theorem 10.3. The proofs of Theorems 10.3 and 10.6 utilize the F-method. As

the unipotent radicals N± for the GL-case are the same as for the SL-case, the system of PDEs to

solve is also essentially the same. The only difference is the M ′A′-decomposition

Pol(n+)|M ′A′ = C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]|M ′A′ .

Thus, in the present subsection and the next, we only focus on Step 2 of the recipe of the F-method.

As for the SL-case, the following observation would play a role.

Lemma 10.8. The following hold.

(1) (M ′,Ad#,C
m[ζn]) ≃ (Z/2Z × SL±(n− 1,R), sgnm ⊠ (triv ⊗ triv),C).

(2) (M ′,Ad#,C
ℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1]) ≃ (Z/2Z × SL±(n − 1,R), sgnℓ ⊠ (triv ⊗ symℓ

n−1), S
ℓ(Cn−1)).

(3) A′
1 acts on Cm[ζn] by a character with weight −m.

(4) A′
1 acts on Cℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1] by a character with weight − n

n−1ℓ.

(4) A′
2 acts on Cm[ζn] trivially.

(5) A′
2 acts on Cℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1] by a character with weight ℓ

n−1 .

Proof. A direct computation. �

It follows from Lemma 10.8 that the decomposition C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]|M ′A′ is given as

C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]|M ′A′ (10.9)

=
⊕

m,ℓ∈Z≥0

C
m[ζn]C

ℓ[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1]

≃
⊕

m,ℓ∈Z≥0

sgnm+ℓ
⊠ (triv ⊗ symℓ

n−1)⊠ (−(m+ n
n−1ℓ),

ℓ
n−1), (10.10)

where (−(m+ n
n−1ℓ),

ℓ
n−1) indicates the weight of the character of A′ = A′

1A
′
2.

As in (5.4), for α = (α1, α2) ∈ {±}2, we write

Pol(n+)α = Pol(n+)⊗ C(α1,α2).

Then, for λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ C2, we have

(
Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ

)
|M ′A′

≃
⊕

m,ℓ∈Z≥0

sgnα1+(m+ℓ)
⊠ (sgnα2 ⊗ symℓ

n−1)⊠ (−(λ1 +m+ n
n−1ℓ),−(λ2 −

ℓ
n−1)). (10.11)

We remark that the representations appeared in (10.11) are all inequivalent even for the case n = 2.

The rest of the arguments are proceeded exactly as in the proof of Theorem 5.14 and Section

5.4. Hence, we omit the details.

10.5.2. Proof of Theorem 10.6. As in the previous section, we only focus on Step 2 of the recipe of

the F-method.
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Lemma 10.12. The following hold.

(1) (M,Ad#,C
k[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]) ≃ (Z/2Z × SL±(n,R), sgnk ⊠ (triv ⊗ symk

n), S
k(Cn)).

(2) A1 acts on Ck[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn] by a character with weight −n+1
n k.

(3) A2 acts on Ck[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn] by a character with weight k
n .

Proof. A direct computation. �

By Lemma 10.12, we have

C[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]|MA =
⊕

k∈Z≥0

C
k[ζ1, . . . , ζn−1, ζn]

≃
⊕

k∈Z≥0

sgnk ⊠ (triv ⊗ symk
n)⊠ (−n+1

n k, kn), (10.13)

which shows that

(
Pol(n+)α ⊗ C−λ

)
|MA ≃

⊕

k∈Z≥0

sgnα1+k
⊠ (sgnα2 ⊗ symk

n)⊠ (−(λ1 +
n+1
n k),−(λ2 −

k
n)). (10.14)

Clearly, each irreducible constituent appeared in (10.14) is inequivalent. The rest of the proof is

essentially the same as [20, Sect. 5] or that of Theorem 5.14. Hence, we omit the details.

10.5.3. Proof of Theorem 10.7. The proof of the factorization identities in Theorem 10.7 is also the

same as that of Theorem 7.16 in principle. The only thing that one needs to check is the the linear

map Emb(m,ℓ) satisfies M
′A′-equivariance also for the GL-case. Thus, in this section, we only show

that the M ′A′-equivariance of Emb(m,ℓ).

Recall from (7.7) that, for m, ℓ ∈ Z≥0, we define

Emb(m,ℓ) ∈ HomC(C
ℓ[e′],Cm+ℓ[e′, en])

as

Emb(m,ℓ) :=
∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

(el)
∨ ⊗ e(m,l) =

∑

l∈Ξ′
ℓ

ỹl ⊗ e(m,l).

For λ2 ∈ C, we put

µ′ := (1 + ℓ
n−1 , λ2 −

ℓ
n−1) and µ := (1 + m+ℓ

n , λ2 −
m+ℓ
n ).

Proposition 10.15. We have

HomM ′A′(Cℓ[e′]α ⊠ C−µ′ ,Cm+ℓ[e′, en]α ⊠ C−µ) = CEmb(m,ℓ).

Proof. As in the proof Proposition 7.9, it suffices to show that Emb(m,ℓ) has the desired A′-

equivariance property. For A′ = A′
1A

′
2, the A′

1-equivariance is already checked in the proof of

Proposition 7.9. Thus, we only consider A′
2-equivariance.

Take

b′ = diag(1, t
1

n−1 , . . . , t
1

n−1 , 1) ∈ A′
2.
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The element b′ can be decomposed as b′ = b′Mb
′
A with b′M ∈M and b′A ∈ A2, where

b′M = diag(1, t
1

n(n−1) , . . . , t
1

n(n−1) , t
−1
n ) ∈M,

b′A = diag(1, t
1
n , . . . , t

1
n , t

1
n ) ∈ A2.

As Cℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ′ is an M ′A′-module by definition, A′
2 acts on Cℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ′ by a character with

weight λ2 −
ℓ

n−1 . Next, observe that the action of M ′A′ on Cm[en]C
ℓ[e′]⊠ C−µ is the restriction of

that of MA on Cm+ℓ[e′, en]⊠ C−µ. Thus, for e
m
n p(e

′)⊗ 1−µ′ , we have

b′ · (emn p(e
′)⊗ 1−µ) = (b′M · emn )(b′M · p(e′))⊗ (b′A · 1−µ)

= t−
m
n · t

ℓ
n(n−1) · tλ2−

m+ℓ
n (emn p(e

′)⊗ 1−µ)

= t
λ2−

ℓ
n−1 (emn p(e

′)⊗ 1−µ).

Therefore, A′
2 acts on Cm[en]C

ℓ[e′] ⊠ C−µ also by a character with weight λ2 − ℓ
n−1 . Now the

proposition follows. �

Since the rest of the arguments is the same as those in Sections 7.2 and 7.3, we omit the details.

Remark 10.16. In the classification of [4], all differential SBOs

D : I(triv,λ)(+,+) → J(triv,ν)(+,+)

are given by normal derivatives. It seems that the differential SBOs D(m,ℓ) in Theorem 10.3 are

missing in their classification for n = 2.

Indeed, let n = 2. Then Theorem 10.3 shows that, for (α1, α2) = (+,+), m ∈ 2Z≥0, and

ℓ ∈ 2(1 + Z≥0), we have

DiffG′(I(triv; 1− (m+ ℓ), λ2)
(+,+), J(triv; 1 + ℓ, λ2 − ℓ)(+,+) = CD(m,ℓ),

where the differential operator

D(m,ℓ) = Restxn=0 ◦
∂m

∂xm2

∂ℓ

∂xℓ1
(10.17)

is not a normal derivative. In fact, since ∂ℓ

∂xℓ
1
is the residue operator of a Knapp–Stein operator,

the formula (10.17) shows that D(m,ℓ) is a composition of a normal derivative ∂m

∂xm
2

and the residue

operator ∂ℓ

∂xℓ
1
of a Knapp–Stein operator.
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