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Abstract

In this article, we classify the homomorphisms between scalar gen-
eralized Verma modules of gl(n,C). In fact such homomorphisms are
compositions of elementary homomorphisms.

§ 0. Introduction

An induced module of a complex reductive Lie algebra from a one-dimensional
representation of a parabolic subalgebra is called a scalar generalized Verma
module. In this article, we give a classification of homomorphisms between
scalar generalized Verma modules of gl(n, C).

In [21], Verma constructed homomorphisms between Verma modules of a
complex reductive Lie algebra associated with root reflections. Bernstein, I.
M. Gelfand, and S. I. Gelfand proved that all the nontrivial homomorphisms
between Verma modules are compositions of homomorphisms constructed by
Verma. ([1])

Later, Lepowsky studied generalized Verma modules. In particular, Lep-
owsky ([T1]) constructed a class of homomorphisms between scalar general-
ized Verma modules associated to the parabolic subalgebras which are the
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complexifications of the minimal parabolic subalgebras of real reductive Lie
algebras. They correspond to reflections with respect to the restricted roots.

In [16], elementary homomorphisms (see Proposition 2.3.1 below) between
scalar generalized Verma modules are introduced. They can be regarded as a
generalization of homomorphisms introduced by Verma and Lepowsky. The
main theorem of this article is as follows.

Theorem (Theorem 2.3.2)  Non-zero homomorphisms between scalar
generalized Verma modules of gl(n, C) are compositions of elementary homo-
morphisms.

This result confirms Conjecture A in [17] for gl(n,C).

The main ingredient of our proof of the theorem is the translation prin-
ciple in mediocre regions studied by Vogan, Kobayashi, and Trapa ([9], [20],
[22], [23], [24]). A key result is non-existence of certain homomorphisms. We
assume existence of such homomorphisms. Then, applying translation func-
tors, we obtain homomorphisms at very degenerated parameter, of which we
easily see the non-existence. We also use a result of Borho-Jantzen ([3] 5.10)
in order to show that a non-zero homomorphism exists between scalar gener-
alized Verma modules only if their parameters are in the same W (©)-orbit.
(See Lemma 2.4.1 below.)

§ 1. Notations and Preliminaries

1.1 General notations

In this article, we use the following notations and conventions.

As usual we denote the complex number field, the real number field, the
ring of (rational) integers, and the set of non-negative integers by C, R, Z, and
N respectively. We denote by () the empty set. For any (non-commutative)
C-algebra R, “R-module” means “left R-module”, and sometimes we denote
by 0 (resp. 1) the trivial R-module {0} (resp. C). We denote by Anng(M)
the annihilator of M in R. Often, we identify a (small) category and the
set of its objects. Hereafter “dim” means the dimension as a complex vector
space, and “®” (resp. Hom) means the tensor product over C (resp. the
space of C-linear mappings), unless we specify otherwise. For a complex
vector space V', we denote by V* the dual vector space. For a,b € C, “a < b”
means that a,b € R and a < b. We denote by A — B the set theoretical
difference. cardA means the cardinality of a set A. We denote by 0, ; the



Kronecker delta. Namely,

1 (if i = j)
W o={ 0 i)

Let g be a Lie algebra and let v be a subalgebra of ¢q. For a g-module V|

we denote by V|, the restriction to v. For a Lie algebra q, we denote by U(q)
its universal enveloping algebra.

1.2 Notations on gl(n,C)

In this article, we fix a positive integer n, which is greater than 1. We
put g = gl(n,C). Let h be the Cartan subalgebra of g consisting of the
diagonal matrices and let b be the Borel subalgebra of g consisting of the
upper triangular matrices. We denote by A the root system with respect to
(g,h). We choose positive root system A™ corresponding to b. Let W be the
Weyl group of the pair (g, ). We denote by s, the refection with respect to
a € A. Let (, ) be a non-degenerate invariant bilinear form on g defined as
follows.
(X,Y)=trXY (X,Y €g).

This bilinear form induces a W-invarinant non-degenerate bilinear form on
h* in a usual way. We also denote it by the same symbol ( , ).

For 1 < 4,7 < n, we denote by E; ; the matrix element for (7, j). Namely,
E; ; is the n x n matrix whose p, g-entry is 6, ;04 ;. So, {E;; | 1 <i,j < n}isa
basis of g as a C-vector space. For a € A, we denote by g, the corresponding
root space. So, we have g.,_., = CE;; for all 1 < 4,7 < n such that i # j.
For 1 <i < n, we put H; = E;;. Then, {H,,...,H,} is a basis of h. We
denote by ey, ..., e, the dual basis of h* corresponding to a basis Hq, ...., H,.
Then, ey, ..., e, form an orthonormal basis with respect to ( , ) and we see
that

AT ={e;—e; |1 <i<j<ni#j}

We put o, = ¢; —e;11 (1 < i <n). We see that the basis of A with respect
to AT is IT = {aq, ..., a1 }. We identify the Weyl group W with the n-th
symmetric group &, via oe; = e, (1 <7< n).

1.3 Notations on parabolic subalgebras

We fix © C Il and write II-© = {a;,,...,q;,_, }, where 1 <y < -+ < i1 <
n —1. We put ig = 0 and ¢, = n. For 1 < j <k, we put n; = i;_1 — 4, SO
that we have n =n; + - - - + ny.



Let (©) be the set of the elements of A which are written by linear
combinations of elements of © over Z. Put ag = {H € h | Va € © «(H) =
0} o = b+ > co) 8ar Mo = D pen+ (o) Bar Po = lo + ne. Then po is
a parabolic subalgebra of g which contains b. Conversely, for an arbitrary
parabolic subalgebra p O b, there exists some © C II such that p = pe.
lo (resp. pe) consists of the diagonal (resp. upper-triangular) block n x n
matrices with respect to a composition n = ny + - - - + ng. So, we see

We denote by Wg the Weyl group for (lg,h). We is identified with a
subgroup of W generated by {s, | € ©}. We denote by wg the longest
element of Wg. Using the invariant non-degenerate bilinear form ( , ), we
regard ag* as a subspace of h*.

Put pe = 3(p — wep).

Define

PET={\eh |VacO (\aY)e{l,2..}}
PST={ ebh"|VacO ()\a)=1}

We easily have

P&t ={pe+pulpeag}.

For p € b* such that u+ p € P§T, we denote by og(u) the irreducible
finite-dimensional lg-representation whose highest weight is u. Let Fg(u) be
the representation space of og(u). We define a left action of ng on Fg(u)
by X -v =0 for all X € ng and v € Eg(u). So, we regard Fo(u) as a
U(pe)-module.

For € P§T, we define a generalized Verma module ([13]) as follows.

Mo () = U(9) @upe) Lol —p).

We see that dim Eg(u — p) = 1 if and only if u € °PET. If p € °PE™, we
call Mg(p) a scalar generalized Verma module ([2]).
For1 <i <k, weput n] =ny+---+n; and put n§ = 0. For A\,..., A\, € C,

we put
kK ny

iy M =D ) (0 — s+ Dens

j=1 s=1

Then, we have °P&™ = {[A1, ..., \i] | A1, .o; Ak € C}



1.4 Notations on infinitesimal characters

Finally, we fix notations for infinitesimal characters. We denote by Z(g) the
center of U(g). We denote by x, the image of A\ € h* under the Harish-
Chandra isomorphism from W\h* to Hom(Z(g),C). It is well-known that
Z(g) acts on M(X) by x» : Z(g) — C for all A € h*. We denote by Z, the
kernel of x, in Z(g). Let M be a U(g)-module and A € h*. We say that M
has an infinitesimal character X if Z(g) acts on M by x,. We say that M has
an generalized infinitesimal character A if there exists some positive integer
N such that (p — xa(p))Nv =0 for all p € Z(g) and v € M. We denote by
M, the full subcategory of the category of the U(g)-modules consisting of
the U(g)-modules with generalized infinitesimal character A.

For example, a generalized Verma module Mg(u) has an infinitesimal
character pu.

A U(g)-modules M is called Z(g)-finite, if the annihilator Anny g (M)
of M in Z(g) is finite-codimensional in Z(g). We denote by My the full
subcategory of the category of the U(g)-modules consisting of Z(g)-finite
U(g)-modules. We have a direct sum decomposition of the category.

Mz = P M.

AeW\b*

We denote by Py : Mz — M, the projection functor with respect to the
above direct sum decomposition. P, is obviously an exact functor.

§ 2. Formulation of the main result

We retain the notation of §1. In particular, © is a proper subset of II.

2.1 Formulation of the problem

In [12], Lepowsky proved that any non-zero homomorphisms between scalar
generalized Verma modules is injective and unique up to a scalar multipli-
cation. For u,v € °P&*, we write Mg(u) € Meg(v) if there is a non-zero
homomorphism of Mg(u) to Meg(v).

The classification problem of homomorphisms between generalized Verma
modules is reduced to the following problem.

Problem 1 Let p,v € °P§*. When is Mo () € Me(v) ?

The main result gives a solution to the above problem. In order to de-
scribe it, we explain some notions.



2.2  Weyl group for pg

The material in this subsection is more or less a special case of the results in
[14] and [6].
We put
W(©)={weW|wb =06}

For 1 < p < ¢ < k such that n, = n,, we define 0,, € W(=&,,) as follows.

'L.q—l + (j - Z.p—l) if Z.p—l < j < 'L.p
<

Opa(d) = tp1+ (G —ig1) ifdg1 <j <y
7 otherwise.
For A1, .. \x € C, we have
P q

Tpal Moo Akl = (AL, ooy Ags ooy Aps oo M.

We easily see 0, € W(0O). Moreover, we see that W (©) is generated by
opq (I<p<qg<kandn,=n,). Weput I, ={j € Z|n; =r,1<j<k}
and Y = {r e Z|r > 1,1, # 0}. For r € T, we denote by W(©), the
subgroup of W(©) generated by {o,, | p,q¢ € I,,p < q}. We easily see
wW(®),=6 and

cardi,

(#) we)=][we).

reY

In other words, W(©) can be identified as follows.
(9) W(©)=Z{oe€6;|n.,u=n (1<i<k)}

For w € W(©), we denote by w the corresponding element in &;. For
example, 0, , is the transposition exchanging p and ¢q. We also see:

w[)\l, ceey )\k] = [)\@—1(1), ceey )\w—l(k)].

2.3 The main result

Since the homomorphisms between scalar generalized Verma modules asso-
ciated with maximal parabolic subalgebras of gl(n,C) are classified by Boe
([2]), the following result follows from [16] Theorem 5.1.2.

Proposition 2.3.1. Let \j,...,; \x € C and 1 < p < q < k be such that
n, = ng and A\, — Ay € N. Then, we have

M®<0p,q[)‘17 )\k]) g M@(P\h )\kD



The embedding of a scalar generalized Verma module in the above propo-
sition is called an elementary homomorphism ([16], [17]).
The goal of this article is to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.3.2. Non-zero homomorphisms between scalar generalized Verma
modules of gl(n,C) are compositions of elementary homomorphisms.

The above theorem confirms Conjecture A in [17] for gi(n, C).

As we explained in [I7] 2.2, Soergel’s result ([19] Theorem 11 also see [7]
13.13) implies that the above theorem is reduced to the following integral
weight case.

Theorem 2.3.3. Let py,......x € Z and vy, ...y € Z. Then, any non-zero
homomorphism of Me([v1,...vg]) to Me([u1,-.-1tx]) is a composition of ele-
mentary homomorphisms.

Remark. In fact, the argument of our proof also works for non-integral
weights. So, the above-mentioned reduction is not essential for us. However,
without the reduction, the proof requires more complicated notations.

2.4 Reformulation in terms of a Bruhat ordering

First, we show the following result.

Lemma 2.4.1. Let pu,v € °PEY and we assume that Me(v) C Mg(u). Then,
there exists some x € W(O) such that xv = p.

Proof. We put I} = Anngyg)(Me(r)) and I, = Anny g (Me(v)). I and I,
are primitive ideals. (See [§] 15.6 Korollar.) We see that Mg(v) C Mg(u)
implies I; C I5. Since the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of Mg(u) and Mg (p)
are same, we have I} = I from [4] 3.6.Korollar. Then, we obtain the the
lemma from [3] 5.10 Korollar. O

Let A1, ..., A € Z. We call [Aq, ..., A\g] ©-antidominant, if A\, < A, for all
1 < p < ¢ < k such that n, = n,.

We easily see the following result.

Lemma 2.4.2. For any ..., ux € Z, there is a unique O-antidominant
[A1, ..., Ak which is W(O)-conjugate to [y, ..., pug].

We fix a ©-antidominant A = [\, ..., \g] € °P&T. We introduce a Bruhat
ordering on W(O)A = {wX | w € W(O)} as follows. First, for p =
(1, o pig), v = (1, .., € W(O)A, we write v T p, if there exist 1 < p <
q < k such that n, = n,, v = o, 4u, and A\, — A\, € N. For p,v € W(O)A,



we write v <g p, if there exists some finite sequence 7, ..., 7, € W(©)\ such

that vt T2 T+ T 1 e
As in the case of Verma modules (cf. [1]), we can rephrase Theorem 2.3.3
as follows.

Theorem 2.4.3. Let A1, ..., \y € Z be such that A = [\, ..., A| is ©-antidominant.
Let pu,v € W(©)A. Then the following (a),(b) are equivalent.

(a) Mo(v) C Mo(n).

(b) v<eo p.

We immediately see that (b) implies (a) from Proposition 2.3.1. So, we
have only to show that (a) implies (b).

8§ 3. Proof of the main result

3.1 Tableau description of the Bruhat orderings

We fix Ay, ..., \x € Z such that A = [\, ..., A¢] is ©-antidominant.
For p = [y, ..., ] € W(T)X and r € T | we write

n;
By = Y (A —s+ Dens s

jelr s=1

Then, we immediately see pp = )" v fi(r).

Using the identification () in 2.2, we write an element of W(0©) as
(wy)rer, where w, € W(O),. Then, we easily see wu = Y . wrpi() for
all p € W(T)A. Hence, wA ~ (w,A¢))rer gives

(1) W(©) = [ W(O)Ap-

reY

For p¢y, ey € W(O), Ay, we write vy T, pu( if there exists some p,q € I,
such that p < ¢, 0p 4, and ju, — 1y € N. The Bruhat ordering <, on W (0), A
is the partial order generated by T,. So, we see that the following (A) holds.

(A) v <e p if and only if v,y <, py for all r € T.

Next, we explain a tableau description of (W(0©),A¢y, <) in [18]. (It
seems that the idea of the description goes back to [5].) We fix r € T
and A1, ..., \x € Z be such that A = [\, ..., \x] be ©-antidominant. We put
M, = card{\; | i € I.}. Let my,...,mn,. € Z be such that {m <n < --- <
i} = (i€ L),



For p € W(©)X and 1 < i < M,, we put
Tl = {j € LI | ;= mi}-

We put N} = cardT},,[)] for 1 <i < M,. We immediately see cardT,[u] =
N!. We define t’ [ ] for 1 <i < M and 1 < j < N! as follows.

{thoalul < - <t nelul } = T [l

Lemma 3.1.1. ([18] Theorem 5A)
We fix A1, ..., \e € Z such that X = [\, ..., \g] is ©-antidominant. For
pu,v € W(O)X and r € Y, the following (1) and (2) are equivalent.

(1) vy v piry-
(2) tir),j[y] > tl('rm[,u] foralll1 <i< M, and1<j <N

Remark. We remark that the positive roots in [18] are the negative roots
in our setting. This affects the statement of the above lemma.
Using the tableau description, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1.2. Let Ay, ...\, € Z be such that A = [\q, ..., \] is ©-antidominant.
Let x,y € W(0©) and we write v = [v1, ..., Ug] = TA\, b = [p1, ..., px) = yA. We
assume that v Le . Then there exists some ¢ € Z and 1 < s < k satisfying
the following (1) and (2).

(1) vs = ¢ > is.

(2) card{i | 1 < i < s,n; =ng,v; = ct=card{i | 1 <i<s,n; =ng pu =
c}.

Proof. From the above definitions, we see that there exists some r € I,. such
that vy <, pp). From Lemma 3.1.1, there exist some 1 < ¢ < M, and
1 < j < N! such that tér),j[l/] < tl('r)d.[,u]. We choose 1 < a < M, and
1 < b < M! such that the following (A),(B), and (C) hold.

(A) t?r),b[lj] < t/gf’),b[/“’b:l

(B) t{,y;[V] = t{, (1] for all a < i < M, and 1 < j < Ny
(C) t4 vl =t ;[p] for all 1 < j <b.



We put s =t ylv] and ¢ = n,. From the definition, we have vy > ¢. From
the definition, we also see:

{i|1<i<s,n=nsv=>ct= {t((lr)d[l/] |1 <7 <b}.
From (A) and (C) above, we have
{11 <i<s,n=mngpu =ch={t};ln1<j<b}

Hence, we have (2).
From (A) and (C), we also have

a

o1l Sty o1 V] < tl V] = 8 <20 4l

a

Since there is no j € T(,[p] such that tf,), ,[u] < j < 1{,,[n], we have
s & T, [p]. This means that p; <1, = c. So, we have (1). O

Lemma 3.1.3. Let A\, ...\, € Z be such that A = [\, ..., \g] is O-antidominant.
Let xz,y € W(O) and we write v = [v1,...,vk] = xA\, 0 = [p1, ..., ] = y\ €
W(O). We assume that v Lo p. We choose ¢ € Z and 1 < s < k as in
Lemma 3.1.2 and define [i1, ..., iy and vy, ..., Uy as follows.

(¢ if ng > ng

_ Je—=1 ifny<ny

Hi= c ifn; =ng and pi; > ¢
lc—1 ifn,=ngand p; <c
(¢ if ng > ng

_ Je—=1 ifn;<mng

Vi c ifn; =ns and v; > ¢
lc—1 ifn,=nsandy; <c

Then we have
(1) [Dh ) Dk] = xy_l[ﬂ17 ) lak]

(2) Mo ([P, .. i) £ Mo ([, -, [ix])-

Proof. [0y, ..., x| = xy iy, ..., ix] easily follows from [vy, ..., vx] = 2y~ 1, ..., pia]
and the definition.

10



We prove (2). We assume Mg([r1, ..., 7]) € Mo([fi1, ..., fix]) and deduce
a contradiction. We easily see that there are some non-negative integers
ly, .0, such that [y, ..., k] — [P1, .oy k] = E?;ll l;i(e; — e;y1). Since we have

[ﬂlv nak] - [Dlv X Dk] - Z ((,uz - Di) Zen,"‘_l'i'j) )

i=1 j=1
we see
k n; n
3 (< . >z) S b
i=1 j=1 i=1

Here, we put ¢y = ¢, = 0. From Lemma 3.1.2, we have

Ms—1 s—1
b =D (=) = mi(l =) =0
i=1 i=1
Hence, we have
e”;—lJFl = gn:_ﬁrl - en;‘_l = s — Vs = (C - 1) —c=—1.
It contradicts the non-negativity of £,+ 1. O

3.2 Translations in a mediocre region

The material in this subsection is found more or less in [9], [20], [22], [23],
[24]. (Our usage of “a mediocre region” is not necessarily “the mediocre
range for pe” in [20] Definition 3.4, but it is the mediocre range for some
parabolic subalgebra with a Levi part [g.)

For 1 <i <k, we put f; = 272:1 nr 4+ For A1, ..., Ap € C, we easily see

[)\17 ey )‘k] + fl = [)\17 ey )\i—la >‘Z + 17 )‘i—i—l) ey )\k]

For 1 <i< kand 1 <r < ny;, we also put as follows.

T
Fir) =D e i
j=1

T

L(T) - Z Cnj—j+1-

j=1

So,we see fi = f;(n;) = f;(n;). We also put £:(0) = £.(0) = 0.

—1

11



We denote by 0, (resp. OJ¥)) the natural representation(resp. the dual
of natural representation) of gl(m, C) and denote by A"0J,, (resp. A"%)) its
r-th wedge product representation. Since lg = gl(n,C) @ - - - @ gl(ng, C), we
may regard an external tensor product A™ [, K- - -MA™[], as an [g-module.
The following result is well-known.

Lemma 3.2.1. For 1 <r < n, we have

N2 @ AMD, K- RA™O,,
ri4-Frp=r

Nl @ AnOp, K- RA,
ri+-+r=r

Hence, we easily see the following result.

Lemma 3.2.2. For 1 < r < n, A"O, |y, has a filtration of pe-submodules
such that the set of its successive quotients is

{/\mDnl&._.&/\ﬁchk‘7»1+...+7*k:7*’0<7’i<ni (1<Z<l€)}

Here, we regard AU, X --- X A™0], as a pg-module on which ng acts
trivially. Similarly, N"O |, has a filtration of pe-submodules such that the
set of its successive quotients is

{/\”DZI&'“&/\”DZ,C\7’1+"'+7’k:7’,0<7’¢<nz (1<i<k)}.

From an infinitesimal version of Mackey tensor product theorem, for A €
P&™, we have

M@()‘) ® /\an = U(g) ®U(P(—)) (EQ()‘) ® /\TDn|P@)'

Hence, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.2.3. Let A\ € °P{". Then, Mg(\) ® A"0),, has a filtration of
g-submodules such that the set of its successive quotients is

{Mo(A+ fi(ri) + -4 frlre)) [ ri4+ - +rm=r,0<r <n; (1<i<k)}

Similarly, Mo(X) @ A" has a filtration of g-submodules such that the set
of its successive quotients is

{Me(\—f (r1) == f, () [ 1+ +me=r0<r <m (1<i<k)}

12



For 1 < iy,ig,...,is < k and A € °Pg", we define translation functors

T;‘in:I fir . M)\ — M)‘:tZ::l fim as fOHOWS.

T (M) = Pagsy g, (M @ A2,

T (M) = Pacss g, (M @ A=),
The following result is easy.

Lemma 3.2.4. Let A € °P&T and w € W(©). Then, we have T/\Aizizlf” -

WAL fao(ir)
T\ )

For A € b* and g € Z, we put ||[\;g|| = card{i | 1 <i < n,(\e) =g}
Obviously, for w € W, we have

(1) s gl = s gl
For Ay, ..., \x € Z, we put
O([A, s Mel;g)={i|1<i<k, N >g>)\—n;+ 1}
From the definition, we easily see
I[A1, -y Akl; gl] = card®([Aq, ..., Ak]; 9)-

We also put

We have the following result.

Lemma 3.2.5. Let Ay, ..., \y € Z and let g € Z. We put X = [Ay, ..., \]. We
fix S CW(A;g). We assume that the following condition (a) holds.

(a) min{\;, —n; +1|ie€ S} >max{\; —n; +1]jec P\ g)— S}
Then, we have
A=>jes [i ~
Ty == (Mo (M) = Mo <>\ - ij) :
jes

Here, if ®(X\;g9) — S =0, we regard (a) as an empty condition.

13



Proof. Weputr=}_._gn;. From Lemma 3.2.3, we see that T:fzjes /i (Mgo(N))
has a filtration of g-submodules such that the set of its successive quotients

SQ = {M@ <A = gzim))
HwEW[A Zk;f (r:) —w<A ijﬂ}

jeSs

k

Y ri=r0<r <ni(1<i<k),
=1

So, clearly, we have Mg ()\ — D jes fj) € SQ.

On the other hand, we assume that Mg ()\ - Eleil(n)) € SQ. Put
¢ = cardS. From (), we have

A=Y firg

JjeSs

=X gl - =[x 9l —

—ZL(T)Q

Hence, there exist integers 1 < hy < -+ < hy < k such that r,, = g—\p,, +np,
(1<i<O). FA=F, [(ri) # XA =3 e fj, there exists some 1 < s <k
such that hy € ®(\;g) —S. Since g = \; for i € S, the condition (a) can be
rephrased as follows.

max{n; | i € S} <min{g—\; +n; | j€ ®(\;g9) — S}

Hence, we have

Hence, we obtain a contradiction. O
Similarly, we also have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.6. Let A\y,..,\y € Z and let g € Z. We put A = [\, ..., \g]. We
fix S CY(A;g). We assume that the following condition (b) holds.

(b) max{); | i € S} <min{)\; | j € ®()\;g) — S}.
Then, we have
A j J ~
T;Z]esf (Me()\)) >~ Mg <)\ + Zf}) .
j€S

Here, if ®(X\;g9) — S =0, we regard (b) as an empty condition.

14



3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.4.3

As we remarked in the last paragraph of 2.4, we have only to show that (a)
in 2.4.3 implies (b) in 2.4.3. So, we let Ay, ..., \x € Z be such that [A1, ..., A
is ©-antidominant. Let z,y € W(O). Put v = [v, ..., ] = [y, ..., ] and
o= [i1, s ] = y[A1, ..., M), and w = xy=t € W(O). We denote by w the
element in &, corresponding to w via (b) in 2.2.

We assume that Mg([v1, ..., ]) C Me([p1, ..., p]) and v Lo p and de-
duce a contradiction.

From Lemma 3.1.2, there exists some ¢ € Z and 1 < s < k satisfy-
ing the conditions (1) and (2) in the statement of Lemma 3.1.2. We de-
fine [fi,..., i) and [y, ..., %] as in the statement of Lemma 3.1.3. Since
the translation functors are exact, they map injective homomorphisms to
injective homomorphisms. The idea of the proof is, applying translation
functors several times, to derive “Mg([t1, ..., 7)) € Meo([fi1, ..., fix])” from
“Mo([v1, ..., vk]) € Me([pi1, ., pix))”. We divide this procedure into several
steps.

Step 1 For d > 0, we define i® = [\", .., ﬁ,(gd)] and 0@ = [\ ﬁ,gd)]
as follows.

() c+d ifpu,=>c+d
o i if i <c+d

(d) c+d v, z2c+d
v = )
! v ifv, <c+d

We easily see @ = wi@. Obviously, we have U(0(@; c+d) = &(0@; c+
d) and V(1 ¥D;c+d) = ®(a'D; c + d).
Hence, for all d > 0, we have

o — Z £ =y,
FEV(p(D;etd)

Therefore, from Lemma 3.2.5, we have
~(d—1) - ~ (d—
Thw (Mo (")) = Me (V).
Similarly, we have

o (Mo (09)) = Me (7).

From Lemma 3.2.4, we have

H(d-1) a(d—1)
i _ il _
Tﬁ(d) = Twmd)
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If d is sufficiently large, clearly we have i =y and D@ = v. Since trans-
lation functors are exact, we have

Mo (79) € Mo (2

from Mg (v) C Mg (p) -
Step 2 We define i = [ji1, ..., fig] and U = [y, ..., U] as follows.

(¢ if u; > c and n; > n,
i =< c—1 if p; > cand n; < nyg,
i if u; < c

(

c if v; > cand n; > ng
vi=<c—1 ify;>candn;, <n,.
| Vi if y; <c
Weput S7 ={i |1 <i<k,u =cn; <ng}. Then, we easily see S; = {i €

V(a5 c) | n; < ng} and i=n"— Zzesl fi- From Lemma 3.2.5, we have

T, (Mo (1)) = Mo ().

Similarly, we have

TZo) (Mo (7)) = Mg (9) .
Since wit = v, Lemma 3.2.4 implies
T,i:(m - T;U;(O) - Taﬁw)-
Since translation functors are exact, we have
Me (V) € Me (R)

from Mg (1//\(0)) C Mg ([I(O)) .
Step 3 We define an integer b as follows.

D Lo max{n; | 1 <i< k}+1 if there is some 1 < i < k such that n; > ng,
Cc— Ny otherwise. '
For d > 0, we define i@ = [i? ..., ﬁ,id)] and 7@ = [V Dlid)] as follows.
c if u; > cand n; > n,
@ Jec—1 if u; > cand n; < ny
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c if v; > c and n; > ng
~(d) c—1 if v; > ¢ and n; < ny
v; ifb—d+n;—1<y;<c
b—d+n,—1 fyy<b—d+n; —1.

Obviously, we have 7% = wp®, (7D b—d) = ®(¥D;b—d), and ¥(z@;b—
4) = B(ED; b — d).
Hence, for all d > 0, we have

T S T T

JEY (D ;b—d)
Therefore, from Lemma 3.2.6, we have
(d—1) ~ ~ ~(d—
TB(d) (Me (”(d))) = Mo (”(d 1)) :
Similarly, we have
) ~ ~ ~(d—
T (Me (1)) = Me (7).
From Lemma 3.2.4, we have

~(d—1) ~(d—1) ~(d—1)
m _ wp v
Tiw = Typw =T

If d is sufficiently large, clearly we have (¥ = i and 7Y = 7. Since trans-
lation functors are exact, we have

Me (77) € Me (1)

from Mg (V) C Mo (11) -

Step 4 We skip this step if there is no 1 < i < k such that n, < n,.
So, we assume ng < max{n; | 1 < i < k}. Let b be as in Step 3. Namely,

b=c—max{n; | 1 <i<k}+1 For0<d< max{nl|1<z<k:} ns—1=
- (d) v (d)

¢ —ng — b, we define il = [ugd),..,ﬁ,(g ] and 79 = [Y) ..., 7] as follows.
(¢ if u; = c and n; > n,
c—1 if u; > cand n; < ng

ﬁl(-d): Lbi ifc—ng+n;—1—-d<u; <c
c ifu;<c—ng+n;—1l—dand n; >2ns+d+1
\c—ns+n,~—1—d ifu<c—ng+n;—1—dand n;, <ns+d+1,
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( .
c if v; > ¢ and n; > ny
>

c—1 if v; > ¢ and n; < ng
Vi(d): v; ifc—ns+n;—1—-d<vy;<c
c fyy<ec—ns+ni—1l—dandn;, >2n,+d+1

\c—ns—i—ni—l—d ifry<c—ng+n,—1—dandn; <n,+d+1,

We put Sp(d) ={i |1 <i<kpu<c—ns+n —1—dn <ns+d+1}.
Then, we easily see Sy(d) = {i € ¥ (i D;c—n, —d) | c > nﬁd)} and

A =@y S

i€S2(d)
for 1 < d < ¢—ng — b. From the definition of 19, we see
O(jiD:c—ny —d) = So(d) = {j | 1 <j < ke =i mi > ng+d + 1),
For any ¢ € S3(d), we have
c—ng—d+n;—1<c
So, we can apply Lemma 3.2.6 and we have
Thy (Mo (")) = Mo (V).
Similarly, we have
To (Mo (7)) = Me (4.
From Lemma 3.2.4, we have

- (d—1) ~(d—1) ©(d—1)
[ _ wit o 14
Tp(d) = Twp(d) = Lp@

We have file=ms=b) = 71(0) and ple—ns=b) = (0,
Since translation functors are exact, we have

Mg (,j(O)) C Mo (ﬁ(O))

from Mg (17(0)) C Mg (ﬁ(o)) )

Step 5
For 0 < d < n, — 1, we define 5@ = [@!? .., ﬂ,gd)] and 7@ = [p\V D,(Cd)]
as follows.
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( .
c if n; > ng

c if n, =n, and p; > c
c—1 if n, =ns and p; < c
—ff”: c—1 if d<n; <ng
c—1 ifn;, <dand p; > ¢
Lk ifn, <dandc+n; —2—-d< ; <c
\c+ni—2—d ifn, <dand c+n; —2—d > u,,
(¢ if n; > ng
c ifn;=n,and v; > ¢
c—1 if n, =n, and v; < ¢
DZ-(d): c—1 ifd <n; <ng
c—1 ifn; <dand y; > ¢
v; ifn,<dandc+n;—2—d<y;<c

<
\c+n,~—2—d ifn,<dand c+n; —2—d > v;.

Weput S3(d) ={i|1<i<k,pu<c+n;—2—dn; <d}.
Then, we easily see S3(d) = {i € ¥ (i ¥D;c—1—d) | n; < d} and

A =@y S

i€S5(d)
for 1 <d < ng;— 1. From the definition of ﬂ(d), we see
O ;¢ — 1 —d) — Ss(d) =
Gl1<j<ke—1=a"n>d+10{j|1<j<kec=pa"n>n}.
For any i € S3(d), we have
c+n;—2—d<c—1.

So, we can apply Lemma 3.2.6 and we have

ald=1)

Tiw (Mo (B')) = Me (5'7).

Similarly, we have
Tho (Mo (/7)) = Me (#7).
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From Lemma 3.2.4, we have

(d—1) (d—1) (d—1)
i _ i _
T =Typw =T

We assume that n, < max{n; | 1 <i < k}. Then, we have g~V = ()
and 7(™~Y = p() Since translation functors are exact, we have

Mo (,7(0)) C Mg (,L_L(O))

from Mg (“( )) C Mg (ﬁ( ))
Next, we assume there is no 1 < ¢ < k such that ny < n;. In this case, we
have u(”s D = 7 and ps—1 = 1/(0 . Since translation functors are exact,

we also have
Mo (17(0)) C Mg ([L(O))

from Mg (17(0)) C Mg (ﬁ(o)) )
Let iz and 7 be as in the statement of Lemma 3.1.3. Since we immediately
see i = i and 7 = 0¥ anyway we have

Me (v) € Me (R) -
On the other hand, we have

Me (v) £ Me (1)

from Lemma 3.1.3. Therefore, we deduce a contradiction, as we desired.
Q.E.D.

3.4 An example

In order to illustrate the above proof of Theorem 2.4.3, we consider the follow-
ing example. Let g = gl(14,C). We put k£ = 6 and (nq, ng, ng, ng, ns,ng) =
(4,1,2,1,2,4). We consider the corresponding © = IT — {ay, as, a7, ag, ago}-
We also put

p=1[4,3,-1,-4,2,-2), v=[-2,-4,2,3,—1,4].

Applying the arguments in §3, we check that Mg (v) € Mg (n). We see that
c¢=2and s =3 (cf. Lemma 3.1.2). So, ny = 2. We have
i=121,1,1,2,2, 7=[21,211,2]

) Y ) Y )

and Mg (7) € Meg(f1) (cf. Lemma 3.1.3).
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We assume Mg (v) C Mg(u) and derive an impossible inclusion Mg (v) C

Me ().
(Stepl) In this step, we make the entries greater than ¢ = 2 into 2.

—([4],3,-1,-4,2,-2), v = @ = [-2,-4,2,3,—1,[4]),
= . . ] W= _2 —4,2 E _17]7
/l( . [2727 _17 _4727 _2]7 I;(O) = [ 2 47272’ 1’2]’

(Step2) For 1 < i < 6 such that n; < 2, if the i-th entry is 2, we replace
that by 1.

/1(0) = [277 _17 _47 27 _2]7 I;(O) = [_27 _47 277 _17 2]
i=1[21,-1,-4,2-2], D =[-2 -4,2,1,-1,2].

In the remaining three steps, we take care of entries less than 2.
(Step3) We remark that 4 = max{n; | 1 < i < 6}. In this step, if the
1-th entry is smaller than ¢ — 4 4+ n;, we make that into ¢ — 4 + n,.

o= ﬁ(4> =[2,1,—1,—4, 2,, =" =[]-2]-4,2,1,-1,2]
/7(3 2,1, _]- - 2 - [nvazala_]-)z]a
;7@ 2,1,-1,[=3]2,[0], #® = [[0][-3]2.1,-1,2],
it = 2,1,-,-,2. v =[[1],[-2]2,1,[-1] 2],

ZZ(O) = [271707_17272]7 V(O) = [27 _1’2’170’2]'

(Step4) In this step, we perform the following two procedures.

>

e [f the i-th entry is smaller than ¢ and n; > n, , we make that into c.

e [f the i-th entry is smaller than ¢ — n; +n, and n; < ng , we make that
into ¢ — n; + ns.

:u(): 2717@- :D(l):[Q”Q’l’@’Q]’
A9 =12,1,1,0,2,2], ¥ =[2,0,2,1,1,2].

(Step5) In this step, if the i-th entry is smaller than ¢ — 1 and n; < ng,
we make that into ¢ — 1.

i@ =p® =12,1,1[0] 2,2, ¥ =0 =12[0]2,1,1,2],
p=p"%=10211122, v=v"=1[2,1,2,1,1,2].

So, we have an impossible inclusion Mg (v) C Me(f).
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