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ASSOCITATED VARIETIES AND MINIMAL HIGHEST WEIGHT
MODULES

ZHANQIANG BAI, JIA-JUN MA, WEI XIAO AND XUN XIE

ABSTRACT. For a complex simple Lie algebra g, it is well-known that the asso-
ciated variety of a highest weight module L(X) of g is the union of some orbital
varieties associated with the nilpotent orbit Oapny, r(x) whose closure is the as-
sociated variety of Ann L(\). But in general, it is a very difficult problem to de-
termine the associated variety of a highest weight module. The highest weight
modules with minimal Gelfand-Kirillov dimension (or Oann 1,(x) = Omin is the
unique minimal nilpotent orbit of g) play important roles in the study of rep-
resentations of Lie groups and Lie algebras. Joseph found some necessary and
sufficient condition for weak quantization (if there is a U(g)-module whose as-
sociated variety is the given orbital variety) of these minimal orbital varieties,
and he also classified those minimal highest weight modules whose annihilator
ideals are completely prime. In this paper, we will give a classification of mini-
mal highest weight modules with their annihilator ideals being not necessarily
completely prime for all complex simple Lie algebras. We also describe the
associated varieties of these modules. By comparing with Joseph’s work, we
have found all minimal highest weight modules which can weakly quantize a
given minimal orbital variety (in the sense of Joseph).

Key Words: Highest weight module, associated variety, orbital variety,
Kazhdan-Lusztig cell, Gelfand-Kirillov dimension.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra. For every finitely generated U(g)-module
M, Bernstein [Ber71] constructed a variety V(M) in g*, which is called the associ-
ated variety of M and whose dimension is equal to the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
of M. Let L(\) be the simple highest weight g-module with highest weight A — p,
where p is half the sum of all the positive roots. For an element w of the Weyl group
W, we put L,, := L(—wp). Tanisaki [Tan88] showed that there exist examples with
reducible associated varieties in type B and C. For a long time, people believed
that V(L,,) is irreducible for type A, see [BB85, Mel93]. However, counterexamples
of type A were found by Williamson [Will5] in 2014. The structure of V(L,,) or
V(L())) is still mysterious.

For any simple complex Lie algebra g, there is a unique non-zero nilpotent or-
bit O, of minimal dimension. From Wang [Wan99], we know that dim O,,;, =
2(p, BY), where 3 is the highest root. From [Jos85] and [BB85], the associated va-
riety of the annihilator ideal of any highest weight module with minimal Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension (p, 3") will equal to the closure of the minimal orbit O,,,. In
this paper, we simply call these modules minimal highest weight modules. Similarly
the Harish-Chandra modules with minimal GK dimension will be called minimal
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Harish-Chandra modules. They play an important role in the study of represen-
tations of Lie groups and Lie algebras. For example, Joseph [Jos98] used some
minimal highest weight modules (the annihilator ideals of these module are com-
pletely prime) to study quantization problems of minimal orbital varieties. Mathieu
[Mat00] used some minimal highest weight modules in the classification of weight
modules for type A and C. Meng [Menl1] found that some unitary minimal high-
est weight modules satisfy a family of quadratic relations when he reconstructed
the various Kepler-type problems in the unified language of Euclidean Jordan al-
gebras. Hilgert-Kobayashi-Mollers [HKM14] constructed some unitary minimal
highest weight modules whose annihilator ideals are completely prime. Tamori
[Tam] classified irreducible minimal Harish-Chandra modules whose annihilator
ideals are completely prime for type A. Some more examples can be found in
[BBL97, GS05, Li00, Sun08]. These previous studies on minimal highest weight
modules focused on modules whose annihilator ideals are completely prime. In this
article, we will give a complete classification of minimal highest weight modules for
all complex simple Lie algebras. From Bernstein-Gelfand [BG80], problems about
Harish-Chandra modules can often be transformed into problems about highest
weight modules. So the classification of minimal Harish-Chandra modules will be
given in our next paper. As Kobayashi [Kob11] said that small representations of
a group=large symmetries in a representation space, we think that these minimal
highest weight modules will continue to play important role in representation theory
of Lie groups and Lie algebras.

Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra with adjoint group G. Let B C G be a
Borel subgroup and let n C g be the nilpotent radical of the Lie algebra of B. Fix a
triangular decomposition g = n®h@n such that b is a Cartan subalgebra. Let ® be
the root system of (g, ) with the positive system ®* and simple system A. Denote
by W the Weyl group of ®. Let wy be the longest element of W. For a nilpotent
orbit O, each irreducible component of O Nn is called an orbital variety by Joseph
[Jos98]. When O = O,,in, each irreducible component of O Nn is called a minimal
orbital variety. An orbital variety is called weakly quantizable by Joseph if it is
the associated variety of a highest weight module. Joseph [Jos98] classified those
minimal highest weight modules whose annihilator ideals are completely prime.
Such ideals are called Joseph ideals, which are unique when g is not of type A. For
type A, there is a one parameter family of such ideals. See [Jos76] for more details.
Savin noticed that there is a gap in the proof of in [Jos76, Lemma 8.8]. Then Gan
and Savin [GS04] provided a simple proof of the uniqueness of the Joseph ideal.

The first purpose of this paper is to determine the highest weights of minimal
highest weight modules for all complex simple Lie algebras, with their annihilator
ideals being not necessarily completely prime. Our method is based on the algo-
rithms of Gelfand-Kirillov dimensions for highest weight modules found by Bai-Xie
[BX19] and Bai-Xiao-Xie [BXX]. Our results in type A and C' imply that the
minimal highest weight modules appeared in Mathieu [Mat00] exhaust all minimal
highest weight modules. The modules in Sun [Sun08] also exhaust all minimal
highest weight modules in type C, and all of them are Harish-Chandra modules.
We also note that Tamori [Tam] classified the minimal irreducible Harish-Chandra
modules of type A and some of them are minimal highest weight modules whose
annihilator ideals are completely prime. So there is some overlap with our results
in type A.



MINIMAL HIGHEST WEIGHT MODULES 3

The second purpose of this paper is to determine the associated varieties of these
minimal highest weight modules. In our paper, we use ~p, ~r, ~rr to denote
the equivalence relations of Kazhdan-Lusztig cells, see [KL79] or §2.3. We denote
I, = Ann(L,,) and from [BB82] and [Jos85], we have V(I,,) := V(U(g/I,) = Ou,
where O, is a special nilpotent orbit (in the sense of Lusztig [Lus79]). There is a
one-to-one correspondence between two-sided cells and special nilpotent orbits. We
know that two primitive ideals I, = I, if and only if z ~, y, and V(I;) = V(1)
if and only if x ~pr y. So in general there are many left cells in a given two-sided
cell. Joseph ideal is unique when g is not of type A. It only corresponds to one left
cell in the two-sided cell corresponding to the minimal nilpotent orbit (when it is
special). In this paper, our minimal highest weight modules may have annihilator
ideals equal to other primitive ideals corresponding to the other left cells.

Let us introduce more notation. For A € h*, define

(I)P\] = {OZ cd | </\,av> S Z}

Wiy :={weW |w\—\ecZb}.
Then @y is a root system with Weyl group Wp;. For any A € h*, there exists a
unique shortest element wy € Wy such that py = w;l)\ is anti-dominant. Thus
wy is a minimal length coset representative of Wi, /Wy, where J = {a € Ay, |
(p, ¥y = 0}.

For A\ € b*, put

(1.1) Iyn={acA|{\a")€Zsp}.

Then we have the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 4.2). Let A € h*. If L(\) is a minimal highest weight
module, then
vieon = | Be
aeA\Ix
Moreover, Iy contains all the simple short roots.

By using Tanisaki’s result [Tan88, Conjecture 3.4] on highest weight modules,
we will have the following.

Proposition 1.2. Suppose g is of classical type. Let w,y € W, then w ~g y if
and only if V(L) = V(Ly).

For different type Lie algebra g, a minimal highest weight module L(A) may be
integral or nonintegral.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 5.1). Let A € b* be integral. Then L(X) is minimal if and
only if there exist y1,v2+++ ,Ym € A (m > 1) such that
(1) X is regular or semiregular (i.e., there is the unique positive root v € ®+
such that (A\,vY) =0).
(2) Sy, - SyaSy, A is dominant.
(3) For any k < m, ~y is the unique simple root with (s, , ---s4, A7) < 0.
If X is semiregular, the equality holds if and only if k = m.

Moreover, an integral module L(X\) can be minimal when ® is of type A, D or E.

Corollary 1.4 (Corollary 5.5). Let ® be irreducible and X € h*. Suppose L(N) is
integral and minimal. Then V(L(N)) = V(L(wy)) = Beq, if and only if wy ~g
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Sa;Wo for some 1 < ¢ < n. Moreover, an integral module can be minimal when ®
is of type A, D or E.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 6.1). Let ® be irreducible and X\ € b*. Then L(X) is
nonintegral minimal if and only if X is dominant regular and ®(y) is given in Table
2. In this case, GKdim L(\) = |®] — |<I>[Jg\]|. Moreover, a nonintegral module can
be minimal when ® is of type A, B, C, F or G.

For classical types, the characterization of minimal highest weight modules and
the associated varieties of these modules are explicitly given in Theorem 7.2, The-
orem 7.4, Theorem 7.6 and Theorem 7.8.

Organizations. This paper is organized as follows. In §2, we give some nec-
essary preliminaries. In §3, we recall the algorithms of computing GK dimensions
in [BXX] and some properties of a-functions. In §4, we determine the associated
varieties of all the minimal highest weight modules. In §5, we give some charac-
terizations for integral minimal highest weight modules. In §6, we give some char-
acterizations for nonintegral minimal highest weight modules. In §7, we give some
more explicit characterizations of minimal highest weight modules for all classical
Lie algebras.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra with adjoint group G. Write g =n@&hen
such that b is a Cartan subalgebra and b = b @ n is a Borel subalgebra of g. Here
n is the nilradical of b and n is its dual space in g relative the Killing form. Let B
be the Borel subgroup of G corresponding to b. Let ® be the root system of (g, b)
with the positive system ®T and simple system A determined by b. Denote by W
the Weyl group of ®. Let wg be the longest element of W.

Note that any subset I C ® generates a subsystem ®; C & with corresponding
Weyl group W; C W. Let w; be the longest element of W;. When I C A, let p;
be the standard parabolic subalgebra corresponding to I with Levi decomposition
pr =l & uy. We will frequently drop the subscript if there is no confusion.

For A\ € b*, denote by L()A) the simple highest weight g-module with highest
weight A — p, where p is the half sum of positive roots. Then L()A) admits an
central character xx : Z(g) — C such that z-v = xx(2)v for any z € Z(g) and
v € L(\), where Z(g) is the center of the universal enveloping algebra U(g) of g. In
particular, x» = X, if and only if A = wp for some w € W. Thus the set of central
characters can be parameterized by

@z{ueh*

where (—, —) is a bilinear form on h* induced from the Killing form on g (e.g.,
[HumO8, §0.2]). We say L(A) has infinitesimal character v when x = x, for some
v eD. Put L, := L(—wp) for w € W. They form all the simple highest weight
modules with infinitesimal character p.

We say A € b* is regular if (\,aV) # 0 for all & € ®, otherwise A is called
singular. We say X is dominant (resp. anti-dominant) if (\, ") & Z.q (resp. Z=o)
for all & € ®. Thus any v € D is dominant.

Re(v,a") > 0 and whenever Re(v, o) = 0,
then Im(v,a¥) > 0, for all « € A ’
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2.1. GK dimensions and associated varieties. Let M be a finite generated
U(g)-module M. Choose a finite dimensional generating subspace My of M. Let
{Un(9)}n>0 be the standard filtration of U(g). Write M,, = U, (g) - Mo. Set

gr(M) = Per, M,
n=0

where gr, M = M,,/M,,_1. Then gr(M) is a graded module of gr(U(g)) ~ S(g).
Definition 2.1. The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of M is defined by

GKdim M — T Lo dim(Un (g)Mo)

n— o0 logn

The associated variety of M is defined by
V(M) :={X €g"|p(X) =0 for all p € Anngy)(grM)}.
In particular, we have (see e.g., [NOTO01])
(2.1) dim V(M) = GKdim M.

Since we can identify g* with g via the Killing form on g, V(M) can also be viewed
as a subvariety of g.
One can also define the associated variety for a two-sided ideal of U(g).

Definition 2.2. Let I be a two-sided ideal in U(g). Then gr(U(g)/I) ~ S(g)/grl
is a graded S(g)-module with annihilator grl. The associated variety of I is

V() :=V({U(g)/I)={X €g¢" | p(X)=0for all p € grl}.
For a highest weight module M, we have (see [Jos78, Cor. 2.8])

(2.2) dim V(Ann(M)) = 2dim V (M).
If My is a-invariant for a subalgebra a of g, then (see [Vog78, (1.5)(b)])
(2.3) V(M) CV(Ann(M)) N (g/a)*.

In particular, if M can be generated by a finite dimensional b-invariant space, then
V(M) C (n)* ~ n, where the last isomorphism is induced from the Killing form.

Lemma 2.3. For every A € h*, the associated variety V(Ann(L()\))) is the closure
O of a nilpotent orbit O.

This result can be found in [Jos85, 3.10] or [CM93, Theorem 10.2.2]. Suppose
that O C g is a nilpotent G-orbit with closure O [CM93]. Each irreducible compo-
nent of ONn is called an orbital variety, which can be written as V(w) := B(nNwn)
for some w € W [Tan88].

The following result is known as Spaltenstein-Steinberg equality [Jos84, 3.1].

Lemma 2.4. Let O be an orbital variety of a nilpotent orbit O. Then dimQ =
Ldim 0.
2

The next result is due to Joseph [Jos84, 4.7] and Borho-Brylinski [BB85].

Lemma 2.5. Let A € h*. Then V(L(N)) is a union of some orbital varieties
contained in O Nn, where O = V(Ann(L()))). Moreover, V(w) C V(L.,).
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2.2. Minimal orbits and minimal modules. There is a unique nonzero nilpo-
tent orbit O, of minimal dimension for any simple Lie algebra g [CM93]. Then

each irreducible component of O,,;, Nn is called a minimal orbital variety by Joseph
[Jos98].

Definition 2.6. We call a simple U(g)-module M minimal if
(2.4) V(Ann(M)) = Opin.

Remark 2.7. In [GS05], a Harish-Chandra module M is called minimal if Ann(M)
is the Joseph ideal, which also satisfies (2.4). In our Definition 2.6, the annihilator
ideal Ann(M) is not necessarily completely prime.

The following result is an easy consequence of Lemma 2.5.

Lemma 2.8. If L()\) is a minimal highest weight module, then V (L(\)) is a union
of some minimal orbital varieties.

An orbital variety is called weakly quantizable [Jos98] if it is the associated variety
of a highest weight module. By Joseph [Jos98, §4.12], the following proposition
holds.

Proposition 2.9. Let O be a minimal orbital variety. Then
(1) O = Beq = V(sawo) for some long simple root o € A;
(2) O is weakly quantizable except when Q = Be,, for 2 <i < n —2 in type
B, (n >4).

We will see that minimal modules always exist for any fixed simple Lie algebra g.
Hence, according to (2.1), (2.2) and Lemma 2.3, the minimal highest weight modules
can be characterized as those L(\) with the minimal (nonzero) GK dimension,
which is equal to § dim Owin = (p, 8Y) by [Wan99], where 8 € ®7 is the highest root
(e.g., [Hum?78, §13.4]). The strategy for finding them is simple: we investigate the
highest weight modules with minimal possible GK dimension when an infinitesimal
character is fixed. The following notation is useful.

Definition 2.10. Fix v € ©. We say L(\) is v-minimal if x» = x, and L()\)
has minimal possible nonzero GK dimension among all the simple highest weight
modules with infinitesimal character v.

Obviously, a minimal highest weight module is always v-minimal for some v € ©,
but not vice versa. The values of the minimal and p-minimal GK dimension for
each type are given in Table 1, see [Vog81, Lus84, BXX].

A, B, Cn D, FEs E; Eg Fy G-
min of GKdimL(\) | n  2n—2 n 2n—3 11 17 29 8 3
min of GKdim L,, n 2n—1 2n—-1 2n-3 11 17 29 11 5

TABLE 1. Minimal (nonzero) GK dimensions

Minimal highest weight modules could be integral or nonintegral. For the integral
case, we need another small orbit O4, which is called minimal special since it
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is minimal among all non-trivial special nilpotent orbits (see [CM93, §6.3] for a
definition of special orbit). From Humphreys [Hum16], we have dim Oy = 2h —2 =
2(p, BY), where h is the Coxeter number and S5 is the unique highest short root.
Thus Os = O,nin when @ is simply-laced.

Definition 2.11. We call a simple U(g)-module M special minimal if
(2.5) V(Ann(M)) = Os.

Since O; is the unique nilpotent orbit with dimension 2(p, 8Y), a module M is
special minimal if and only if

1
(2.6) GKdim M = B dim O = (p, 8Y).

A well-known result is that L,, is p-minimal if and only if it is special minimal (see
Table 1). We will present a characterization of integral special minimal highest
weight modules in section 5.

3. ALGORITHM FOR GK DIMENSIONS

In this section, we will describe the algorithm obtained in [BX19, BXX] for GK
dimension of highest weight modules. For A € h*, define
(I)p\] L= {a ed | ()\,av> S Z}
Wiy :={weW |w\—\ecZb}.
Then @) is a root system with Weyl group Wp,;. Let Apy be the simple system
of ®y. For any A € h*, there exists a unique shortest element wy € Wy such
that u = wxl)\ is anti-dominant. Thus Wiy = W[, and w) is a minimal length

coset representative of Wy,1/Wy, where J = {a € A, | (4, ") = 0}. More results
about integral subsystem can be found in [Hum08], [BXX, §5.3] and [XZ22, §4.1]

Proposition 3.1 ([BX19, Prop. 3.8]). Let A € h*. Then
GKdimL()\) = |(I)+| — a[)\] (’u})\),
where ajy) is the a-function on the sub Weyl group Wiy.

Here the map a : W — N is known as Lusztig’s a-function [Lus03]. We will
explain more about it in the following.

Now we consider the a-functions appeared in Proposition 3.1. A good reference
is [Lus03]. Recall that the Weyl group W of g is a Coxeter group generated by
S = {sa | @ € A}. Let ¢(—) be the length function on W. The Hecke algebra H
over A := Z[v,v™ ] is generated by T,,, w € W with relations

TwTw = Ty if L(ww') = 0(w) + L(w'),
and (Ts + v~ 1)(Ts —v) = 0 for any s € S.
The unique elements C,, such that
O_w: ws Cw=T,y mod Hcg
is known as the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis of H, where ": H — H is the bar involution
such that ¢ =¢~%, T, = T, ', and Heo = @ ey A<oTw with Ao =07 1Z[v71].
If Cy occurs in the expansion of hCy, (resp. C,h) with respect to the KL-basis

for some h € H, then we write y «—, w (resp. y g w). Extend <, (resp. < g)
to a preorder <, (resp. <g) on W. For z,w € W, write x <pr w if there exists
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T = wg, w1, ,w, = w such that for every 0 < ¢ < n we have either w; <p w;q1
or w; <p w;4+1. Let ~p, ~g, ~r be the equivalence relations associated with <p,
<g, <rg (for example, x ~1, w if and only if z <y w and w <y, ). The equivalence
classes on W for <p, <pg, <pg are called left cells, right cells and two-sided cells
respectively. The following result is straightforward.

Lemma 3.2. Let x,y,z € W. If z = zy and {(z) = {(y) + {(x), then z <p y and
z<px.

Obviously {1} (resp. {wo}) is the largest (smallest) two sided-cell of W. Let C
be the set of elements w € W\{1} such that w has a unique reduced expression.
Denote Cwy := {wwo | w € C}.

Lemma 3.3. Let w € W, then
(1) The sets C and Cwq are two-sided cells of W.
(2) If w# 1, wo, then x <ppw <pry for any © € Cwy and y € C.

Proof. (1) is an easy consequence of [Lus83, Prop. 3.8] and [KL79, Remark 3.3].
(2) Since w # 1, there exists s € S such that ¢(sw) < ¢(w). Lemma 3.2 implies
that w <g s. Thus w <pry in view of s € S C C and (1). Similarly, we can show
that ¢ <prp w. O

Write C.Cy = >, cw hay,-C with hy . € A. Then a: W — N is defined by
a(z) = max{deghy . | x,y € W} for z € W.
The following lemma is an easy consequence of Lusztig’s results [Lus03, §14.2].

Lemma 3.4. Let z,w € W. Then
(1) a(w) = a(w™1).
(2) If £ <pr w, then a(z) > a(w). Hence a(x) = a(w) whenever x ~pp w.
(3) If wy is the longest element of the parabolic subgroup of W generated by
simply reflections of I C A, then a(wy) is equal to the length ¢(wr) of wr.
(4) If W is a direct product of Coxeter subgroups Wi and Wa, then

a(w) = a(w1) + a(ws)
for w = (w1, ws) € Wy x Wy = W.
Lemma 3.5. Letw € W. If w & CUCwo U {1,wp}, then
a(l)=0<1=a(C) < a(w) < a(Cwg) < a(wy) = £(wy) = |®T|.

Proof. In view of [Lus03, Prop. 13.7, 13.8], we get a(1) = 0 < a(C) and a(Cwy) <
l(wo) = a(wp). Lemma 3.4 implies a(C) = a(s) = 1 for any s € S, while Lemma
3.3 yields a(C) < a(w) < a(Cwyp). If a(C) = a(w), we obtain w € C by [Lus03, §14.2
P11] and [BV83, Corollary 2.15], a contradiction. We can get a similar contradiction
when a(w) = a(Cwy). U

Remark 3.6. From Lemma 3.5, an integral module M is special minimal if and
only if

1
(3.1) GKdim M = 3 dim O; = (p, BY) = |@T| — a(weC).
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4. ASSOCIATED VARIETIES OF HIGHEST WEIGHT MODULES

In this section, we determine the associated varieties of all the minimal highest
weight modules (Theorem 4.2). We will also recall the relation between associated
varieties and cells.

4.1. Associated varieties of minimal highest weight modules. Recall that
any subset I C A generates a subsystem ®; C & with corresponding parabolic
subalgebra p =@ u D b of g.

We say A € h* is ®] -dominant if and only if (\,a") € Zs for all @ € I. Let 1
be the nilpotent subalgebra opposite to u. Then n =u® n; and p = n; & b where
ny :=n N[ The following result is a generalization of [Jos84, Lem. 6.1].

Proposition 4.1. Let g be a simple complex Lie algebra and X\ € h*. Then X is
@ -dominant if and only if V(L(X)) C u.

Proof. Denote by F()) the simple Fmodule with highest weight A — p. Then F())
is finite dimensional if and only if A is @f—dominant.

First assume that A is @;r—dominant. Since F(A) can be viewed as a p-module
with trivial u-action, we obtain a surjective homomorphism

0 :U(g) @upy F(A) = L(A).
Then L(A) is generated by ¢(F'(X\)) ~ F()), which is p-invariant. Thus (2.3) implies
V(L) € (a/p)° =~ (8)° ~ u.

Next assume that V(L(A\)) C u. Let v be a nonzero highest weight vector
of M = L()\). We claim that U(fi;) - v is finite-dimensional. If this does hold,
then F(\) C U(ns)-v™ is finite-dimensional and A is ®}-dominant. Now we prove
the claim. Start with My = Cv™, which is a 1-dimensional b-invariant generating
space of M. Tt gives a b-invariant filtration M,, = U,(g) - My = Up(n) - M.
This implies that V(M) C (g/b)* ~ n in view of (2.3). Since the subvariety
u ~ (4)* C n is defined by the ideal n;S(n), the condition V(M) C u yields that
the ny-action on grM is nilpotent. In other words, there is a positive integer j with
Uj(nr) - M; € My for all i € N. Fix o € I. When ¢ = 0, one has

(4.1) e vt =u-ot

for a uw € Uj_1(n). If u # 0, the weight of u must be of the form 51 + -+ + S for
ak <j—1, where —3; € ®*. Taking the weights of both vectors in (4.1), we get
Jjoa=—(B1+---+B) fora k < j—1. This can not hold for simple root o € I. We

obtain ¢’ , - vt = 0. Hence U(ny)v" is finite-dimensional. O

Recall that I = {a € A | (\,a") € Zso} in (1.1). Obviously A is @}&-dominant.
Theorem 4.2. Let A\ € h*. If L(\) is a minimal highest weight module, then

V(L) = |J Bea

a€A\Ty
Moreover, Iy contains all the simple short roots.
Proof. Set I = I,. By Lemma 2.8 and Proposition 2.9, we can write V(L()\)) =
Uaer Beq for a subset T C A which contains no short root. Since ) is @}r—dominant,
Proposition 4.1 yields e, € uy for a € T. This forces T C A\I. On the other hand,
with eq € ua\7 for a € T, one has V/(L(A)) € ua\p. Thus X is @X\T—dominant by
Proposition 4.1. We obtain A\T C I. Hence T'= A\I. O
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4.2. Right cells and associated varieties. Denote I,, = Ann(L,,). By Borho-
Brylinski [BB82] and Joseph [Jos85], we know that V(I,) = V(U(g)/I,) is the
closure of a single special (in the sense of Lusztig [Lus79]) nilpotent orbit. From
[KL79] and [BV83], there is a bijection between special nilpotent orbits of g and
two-sided cells of the Weyl group W, see also [Tan88]. The special orbits are listed
in Collingwood-McGovern [CM93]. For a nilpotent orbit O, denote by Irr(O Nn)
the set of irreducible components in O N n.

The following result was conjectured by Tanisaki [Tan88, Conj.3.4]. The case of
type A was proved by Borho-Brylinski [BB85], while the case of the other classical
types was proved by McGovern [McG00].

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that g is classical. Let € be the two-sided cell corresponding
to a special nilpotent orbit O. Denote by €r the set of right cells contained in €.
Then there exists a bijection from €r to Irr(O Nn) (w — Yy,) and an ordering <
on Irr(O N n) such that V(Ly) = Yy U Yy, where Yy, is a union of some orbital
varieties Y in Irr(O Nn) with Y < Y,,.

Remark 4.4. In Tanisaki’s original conjecture [Tan88, Conj.3.4], g is not neces-
sarily classical, where the cases of type Eg and G2 were proved by himself. For
the case of type Fjy, Tanisaki showed that the conjecture is true for nine special
nilpotent orbits among all the eleven ones. The cases of type FEr, Eg, Fy are still
unknown.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose g is of classical type. Let w,y € W, then w ~g y if
and only if V(Ly) = V(Ly).

Proof. Ifw ~g y, we get V(L,,) = V(Ly) by [Jos84, Lem. 6.6] and [BB85, Cor. 6.3].
Now assume that V(L) = V(Ly). In view of [BB82, Cor. 4.11] and [CM93, Thm.
10.2.2], V(I,) = V(1) is the closure of a nilpotent orbit O. Let % be the two-sided
cell corresponding to O in the Springer correspondence. With V(L,,) = V(L,),
Theorem 4.3 yields Y,, U Yw =Y, U Yy. This forces Y,, = Y,. Hence w ~g y.

([

Remark 4.6. The proposition holds for all the simple Lie algebras once Tanisaki’s
original conjecture [Tan88, Conj. 3.4] is proved completely.

From [BBM89, Lem. 5.2], we know that the associated variety of a simple
g-module is invariant under the corresponding translation functor. Recall that
V(w) := B(nNwn) is the orbital variety for w € W. Combined with Lemma 2.5
and [BX19, Cor. 3.3], we have the following result.

Proposition 4.7. Let A € h* be an integral weight. Then
V(L(A) = V(Luw,) 2 V(wy).
Theorem 4.8. Suppose that g is classical. Let \,u € bh* be integral. Then
V(L(X)) = V(L(w)) if and only if wx ~r wy.
5. INTEGRAL MINIMAL HIGHEST WEIGHT MODULES

Recall that an integral minimal highest weight module must be special minimal.
In this section, we will prove the following result about special minimal highest
weight modules.
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Theorem 5.1. Let A € b* be integral. Then L(X) is special minimal if and only if
there exist y1,%2 -+ ,Ym € A (m > 1) such that

(1) X is regular or semiregular.
(2) Sy, - SyaSy, A is dominant.
(3) For any k < m, 7 is the unique simple root with (s, , -+ sy A7y ) < 0.
If X\ is semiregular, the equality holds if and only if k = m.
In this case, GKdim L(\) = |®T| — a(woC) = (p, BY). Moreover, a special minimal
module is minimal when ® is of type A, D or E.

Here we say an integral weight A € b* is semiregular if there is the unique positive
root v € &1 such that (\,7") = 0.

Example 5.2. Let & = Eg and A = p — 2aq = (—1,2,3,4,5,-3,-3,3) (here we
adopt the notation in [Hum?78]). Then (A, o) = —3 and (\,«)) > 0 for ¢ # 1.
Moreover, $o, A = p + 1 is dominant and semiregular (since (p + aq,ay) = 0). By
Theorem 5.1, L()) is special minimal with GKdim L()\) = (p, 3Y) = 11. In view of
Table 1 and Theorem 4.2, it is also minimal with associated variety Be,,. This is
compatible with [BXX, Exam. 7.2].

Firstly we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Let v € ® and A € Wv be integral. If v is not reqular, then the
following conditions are equivalent:

(1) GKdim L()\) = |®1| — a(wowy);

(2) wy ~p wowy in W;

(3) L(\) is v-minimal.

Moreover, L(\) is special minimal if and only if |J| =1, i.e., X is semiregular.

Proof. Since p = wov is anti-dominant, the set J = {a € A | (u,a") =0} # 0 and
thus wy # 1 when v is not regular.

Recall that wy is a shortest representative in W/W. There exists z € W such
that xwywy; = wy and £(z) + £(wy) + £(wy) = €(wp). In view of Lemma 3.2, one
has wowy <j, wy since zwy = wowy and £(x) + L(wy) = L(wowy) = L(wy) — L(wy).
It follows from Lemma 3.4(2) that a(wowy) > a(wy). Combined with Proposition
3.1 and Lemma 3.5, one has

GKdim L(\) = |®T| — a(wy) > |@T| — a(wows) > 0.

By [Lus03, §14.2 P9], the equality holds if and only if wy ~p wowy or L(A) is
v-minimal.

For the second statement, Lemma 3.5 implies that a(wpwy) is maximal if and
only if wy € C, which means w; has a unique reduced expression. This happens
only when |J| = 1. In this case, GKdim L(\) = |®T] — a(woC) and thus L()) is
special minimal. (I

The proof of Theorem 5.1. It suffices to prove the first statement since the
second and the third one are easy consequence of Table 1 and (3.1).

First assume that L(\) is special minimal. Recall that w) is the shortest element
in W with w{l/\ anti-dominant. Set w := wowgl. Thus it is the longest element
such that v := wA is dominant. Proposition 5.3 implies that A is either regular or
semiregular. Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.5 yield GKdim L(\) = |®"| — a(woC)
and w;l € woC. Therefore w = wow;1 € C has a unique reduced expression, which
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we denoted by w = s, -+ 84,84, (m > 1). If X is semiregular, then (v,a") = 0 for
some « € A. This forces v, = « since w is longest. Then (2) and (3) follows easily.

Conversely, set w = s,,, -+ 54,5, and ¥ = wA € D. Then (3) means w has
the unique reduced expression, i.e., w € C. If X is regular, we obtain w{l = wow
and GKdim L()\) = |®1| — a(woC) is special minimal, in view of Proposition 3.1
and Lemma 3.5. Now suppose that A is semiregular and J = {«}. Then (3) yields
o = Ym. Hence w{l = wow and the remaining argument is similar to the regular
case. (]

The above proof also implies the following useful result.

Proposition 5.4. Let A € b* be integral. Then L(\) is special minimal if and only
if wow)fl # 1 and has the unique reduced expression, i.e., wow;1 ecC.

From Theorem 4.2, Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 5.4, we have the following.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose L()\) is integral and minimal. Then V(L(X)) = V(L(w)y)) =
Beo, = V(sa,wo) if and only if wy ~g Sq,wo for some 1 < i < n. Moreover, an
integral module can be minimal when ® is of type A, D or E.

6. NONINTEGRAL MINIMAL HIGHEST WEIGHT MODULES

Recall that any A € h* gives an integral subsystem @[ with simple system
Apy and Weyl group Wy, In this section, we prove the following result about
nonintegral minimal modules.

Theorem 6.1. Let ® be irreducible and A € h*. Then L(X) is nonintegral minimal
if and only if A is dominant regular and ®[y) is given in Table 2. In this case,
GKdim L(\) = |97 — |<I)[J;]|. Moreover, a nonintegral minimal module is minimal
when ® is of type A, B, C, F or G.

P A, B, C, D, FEs E; FEyg Fy Go
@\ | Ant BixXBp1 Dn Dyp1 Ds Eg A xEr Cyp A

TABLE 2. Maximal nonintegral systems

Here we say a highest weight module M is nonintegral minimal if GKdim M is
minimal among all nonintegral highest weight modules.

Example 6.2. Let & = F; with A = {e2 — e3,65 — £4,¢€4, %(51 —eg9 —e3 —€4)}
(see e.g., §6.1). Choose A = (4,1, %, %) It is easy to verify that @[y is a subsystem
with simple roots {e3 — €4, €4, %(51 — €9 — €3 — €4),€2}. Therefore @[5 ~ Cy and
A is dominant. By Theorem 6.1, L()\) is nonintegral minimal with GKdim L(\) =
|®F| — |Ppy| = 24 — 16 = 8. It is minimal with associated variety Be., ., in view
of Table 1 and Theorem 4.2.

Now we recall some definitions and properties about closed subsystem and max-
imal subsystem. Most results can be found in [Kan01, §12].

Let ® be an irreducible root system. We adopt the notation in [Hum78] and write
A = {ai,a9, -+ ,a,}, where roots and weights are realized as vectors of vector
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spaces with orthonormal basis €;. In particular, the simple roots for ® = A,,, B,,, C,,
and D,, are chosen to be a; =¢1—€9, g =3 —€3, -+, Apn_1 = Ep_1 — En With one
more root ;, = €p,—Ep41, En, 26, and £,_1+&, respectively. The simple roots of Fg
are {%(51 +egs—(ea+---+er)),e1+€2,60—€1,63—E2,84—E3,E5—E4,E6—E5,E7—E6 |
while the first 6 (resp. 7) simple roots generate Eg (resp. E7). The simple roots for
Fy and G are {e3 —e3,63 — 4,64, 3(61 —€2—e3—€4)} and {e1 —e2, —2e1 +e2+€3}
respectively.

Denote @V = {3V | 8 € ®}. It is a root system, which is called the dual system
of ®. One always has ®VY = ®. If ® is simply-laced, then ®" = ®. In the non
simply-laced cases, we have BY = C,,, F, ~ F, and Gy ~ Go, although the root
lengths might be different.

Definition 6.3. We say a subsystem ® C ® is closed if and only if a + 3 € @’
whenever o, 8 € ® and a + § € ©.

Example 6.4. Let ® = By = {+£(e1 + €2),+(e1 — €2), e, £eo}, then & =
{+£e1, £e2} =~ Ay x A; form a subsystem, which is not closed.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Definition 6.3.
Lemma 6.5. Let A € h*. Then @E/)\] is a closed subsystem of ®V.

Let ag be the highest root of ® and write

n
g = E hiOéi.
i=1

Theorem 6.6 (Borel-de Siebenthal). Let ® be irreducible. Then the mazimal
proper closed subsystem of ® (up to the action of W) are those with simple systems
(1) {al,ag, ce ,di, ce ,Oén} with hl = 1,'
(2) {—ap,a1,-+ ,&;, -+ ,an} with h; = p being prime;
where ag = Y. hiay is the highest oot of ®.

Proposition 6.7. Let ® be irreducible and A € h* be nonintegral. Then |®py)| is
mazimal when the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) If ® = A, then Apy ~ {e1 —€2,62 — €3, -+ ,€n—1 — €n};
(2) If ® = By, then Ay ~ {—€1,60 —€3,63 — €4, ,En—1 — En,En};
(3) If ® = Cy, then Apy ~ {—(e1 +€2),62 —€3,63 — €4, ,En—1 — En};
(4) If ® = D,,, then Ay ~ {e2 —€3,63 — €4, ,En1 — En,En—1 + En};
(5) If ® = Eg, then Ay ~ {e1 +e2,62 —€1,63 — €2, ,65 — €4}
(6) If ® = Ex, then Apyy ~ {an,e1 +e2,60 —€1,--+ ,65 — €4}
(7) If ® = Eg, then Apy ~ {—(e7 +€6), 1,61 + €2, ,€6 — €5 };
( ) If(I) = F4, then AP\] ~ {—81,83 — &4, &4, %(51 — &9 — &3 — 84)}

(9) If(I) = GQ, then A[)\] ~ {82 + £3,81 — 82}
The corresponding ®[y) are given in Table 2.

Proof. The argument is easy. We only consider ® = B,, with
A = {a17a27' o 7an} = {51 — €2, ,En—-1 _€n7‘€n}

as a demonstration. In this case ®V ~ (), with simple roots {a1, -, an_1,2ay}.
The highest root is ag = 2¢1 = 201 + -+ 4+ 2a,-1 + (2a,). By Lemma 6.5,
(I)E/A] is a proper closed subsystem of C,,. If (I)E/A] is maximal, its simple system
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should isomorphic to {a1,a9, - ,an_1} or {—ap, 1, -+, &4, , Qp_1,20,} for
1 < i < n by Theorem 6.6. It follows that (I)E/A] is isomorphic to A,,_1 or C; x Cp_;
for 1 <i < n. Hence |®[y| is maximal if and only if @y ~ CY x C}/_; ~ By x B4
and Ay ~ {—€1,62 —€3,63 — €4, ,En—1 — En,En}- O

Proof of Theorem 6.1. By Proposition 3.1, one has GKdim L()\) = |®T| —
apy(wy). Lemma 3.5 implies that ajyj(wx) achieves its maximal value |<I>[J;}| if and
only if wy is longest in W)y}, which means X is dominant regular. At last, we apply
Proposition 6.7 and get Table 2. Combined with Table 1, we can easily find that
nonintegral minimal module is minimal if ® is of type A, B, C, F or G. O
From the above arguments and the proof in Proposition 5.3, we have the follow-

ing.
Corollary 6.8. Let wyy) be the longest element in Wiy, Let v € D and A € Wv.
Let § be the unique dominant weight in Wi\ A. If v is singular or nonintegral, then
the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) L(N) is v-minimal;

(2) GKdim L(/\) = GKdim L((S) = |‘I)+| - a[)\] ('LU[)\]U)J);

(3) Wx ~L WAWT m Wm.

Note that when X is regular, we will have J =0 and w; = 1.

7. MINIMAL HIGHEST WEIGHT MODULES OF CLASSICAL TYPES

In order to verify whether a highest weight module is minimal, we apply The-
orem 5.1 for types A, D, E and Theorem 6.1 for types A, B, C, F, G. These
criteria are quite practical. In this section, we intend to investigate more explicit
characterization of minimal highest weight modules based on these criteria in the
case of classical Lie algebras.

We continue to follow the notation in [Hum78|. Note that for & = A,,_1, B, C,,
and D,,, a weight A\ € h* will be identified with a sequence A = (A1, ,\,) € C*
such that A = Y"1 | \ie;.

Definition 7.1. Following Mathieu [Mat00], a sequence x = (1,22, , &y, ) € C™
is said to be ordered if all differences x; — x;41 are positive integers.

7.1. Type A,.

Theorem 7.2. Let g = sl(n + 1,C). The simple module L(X) is minimal if and
only if the length of the longest ordered subsequence of X\ is n. In this case, let t be
the smallest integer such that (A1, - - - 5 VI , An+t1) is ordered. Then
(1) If X is not integral, then V(L(X)) = Beq, , UBeq,, where eqy = €q,,, = 0;
(2) If A is integral, then V(L(\)) = Beq, , when A\i—1 < Ay and V(L(X\)) =
Be,, when A\s < Aey1.

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the first assertion since results about associated vari-
eties are evident consequences of Theorem 4.2.

If A is nonintegral, the first statement follows from Theorem 6.1. Indeed, the
module L(A) is minimal if and only if \ is regular dominant and ®y) ~ A, 1, which
is equivalent to the required ordered subsequence.

Now suppose that A is integral. Set w = wow)fl. It is the longest element such
that wA is dominant. In this case, Proposition 5.4 shows that L(\) is minimal if
and only if w € C. Recall that o; =¢; — ;41 for 1 < j < n.
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If (A1, -- ,):t, -+« Ant1) is ordered and A is not, then (A;—1 —At) (At — Apy1) < 0.
If Ay > A1, there exists m > 1 such that \i—y—1 > At > My (st Ao = F00).
Evidently

()‘17 e 7)\t—m—17 )\t7 )\t—m7 e 7)‘t—17 )‘t-‘rlu e 7)‘77,-{-1) = Sat,m e Satfl)\

is dominant and w = sq,_,, -+ Sa,_, € C. If Ay < A\¢41, the argument is similar.
Conversely, if L(\) is minimal, by Proposition 5.4, we can assume that w € C.
Since w # 1 has the unique reduced expression, there exist i,m > 1 such that

W= Sojym-1 " "Saip15a; O Say_pyr " " Sai_1 S

Since the arguments are similar, we only consider the former case, for which
WA = (A1, N1, Ay Xims Ay it 15+ Ang1)

is dominant and thus A;—1 > Aiy1. It follows from Theorem 5.1(3) that (A, o)) =
Aj — Njp1 € Zso for j # i If Aim1 > Aiy1, then A is ordered by removing A;. If
Ai—1 = Ait1, then (sq, A, ) ;) = 0. Theorem 5.1(3) yields v, = Qigm—1 = i1, a
contradiction.

O

Remark 7.3. We set s; = 5o, for 1 < ¢ < n and sp4y1 = 1. Let A0 = (% +

k —2 k —2 k k i 0
’nT_Fn_-l-l""’_nT_F n__n) and \* —Si+181‘+2~-~5n+1/\ for

ntl’ 2 T n+l
<i<mn Letu = (%_#—1’”7_2_#-1"” ,—"7_2—#_1,—"7_2—#_1) and
¢ = 8;8ix1-+-s,u for 1 < i < nm. The above Theorem 7.2 implies that L(\?)
1 <i<n)and L(p) (1 <i < n) are both minimal and the integer ¢ = i + 1
for L(\") and ¢t = i for L(p*). This recovers the result in [Jos98, §4.5]. Suppose
L(wp) is minimal, from Joseph [Jos98], we also have that Ann(L(wpu)) is completely
prime if and only if the infinitesimal character y = A\° with k +1 € C\ N and
w € {sit18i42  Snp1 | 1 <i<n}orpu=p’and w € {s;si41--5, | 1 <i < n}
(equivalently w ~r, s,,).

—

oER s

<
L

7.2. Type B,.

Theorem 7.4. Let g = s0(2n + 1,C). The simple module L(\) is minimal if and
only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) There is 1 <t <n such that (A1, ,\,) is ordered after \; is removed;
(2) 2X; € Zso for 1 <i < n, while 2)\; and 2); (i # t) have different parity.

In this case, V(L()\)) = Beq, , UBeqy, fort <n and V(L(\)) = Be,,, , fort=n.

Proof. By Theorem 5.1 and 6.1, L(\) is minimal if and only if A is nonintegral
dominant regular and @[ ~ By x By, 1. This yields (1) and (2). The last assertion
follows from Theorem 4.2. O

Remark 7.5. We set s; = sq, for 1 <i <mnand sp=1. Let \' = (I,n—3,n—
%,~-~ ,%) and \' = (n — %, ,n— 21'271,1,77,— %, ,%) for2 <i<n-1.
The above Theorem 7.4 implies that L(\?) are minimal and V(L(\')) = Bea,,
V(L(A\")) = Bea, _, and V(L(\")) = Be,,_, UBe,, for 2 <i < n—1. This recovers
the result of Joseph [Jos98, §4.8]. Suppose L(wp) is minimal, from Joseph [Jos98§],
we also have that Ann(L(wp)) is completely prime if and only if the infinitesimal
character 4 = M and w € Dy = {w € W | wa > 0 for any @ > 0 and (A, o) >
0} = {Si715i72 11 | 1 S ) S n}
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7.3. Type C,.

Theorem 7.6. Let g = sp(n,C). The simple module L(\) is minimal if and only
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) X is not integral and \; € % +7Z for all1 < i <mnj;

(2) (M1, s An—1,]An]) is ordered.

In this case, V(L(X\)) = Beg,, -
Proof. This follows easily from Theorem 6.1 and 4.2. O

Remark 7.7. When g = sp(n, C), Britten-Lemire [BL99] described those highest
weight modules with uniformly bounded weight spaces, while Sun [Sun08] classified
the minimal lowest (equivalently, highest) weight Harish-Chandra (g, K)-modules.
As a consequence of their work, we know that a highest weight module of type C
has uniformly bounded weight spaces if and only if it is minimal.

Let \' = (n+ $,n— 4, ,%) and \2 = (n + %,n—%,i,—%) The above
Theorem 7.6 implies that L(A*) are minimal and V(L(\")) = Be,, . This recovers
the result of Joseph [Jos98, §4.14]. Suppose L(wp) is minimal, from Joseph [Jos98§],
we also have that Ann(L(wp)) is completely prime if and only if the infinitesimal

character g = A! and w =1 or s,, .
7.4. Type D,.

Theorem 7.8. Let & = D,, and X € b*. Then L()\) is minimal if and only if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(1) X is integral and contains at most one 0-entry;
(2) There is the unique 1 < k < n such that (\, o)) <O0;
(3) If 1 <k <n-—2, then (A1, -~ A Ant, [An]) is ordered for 1 =k or
E+1 and N > —|\l;
(4) Ifk =n—1, then \,_o > |/\n—1| Or Ap_3 > —Ap > — A1 > |/\n—2|;
(5) Ifk =n, then A\p_o > |)\n—1| OT A3 > Ay > — A1 > |/\n—2|~
In this case, V(L()\)) = Beg, -

Proof. Set w = wowgl. Then w is the longest element such that wA is dominant.
By Theorem 5.1, 6.1 and Proposition 5.4, L(\) is minimal if and only if A is

integral and w € C. Let m > 1 be the length of w. We list all the elements in C.
(a) W = Say_ iy " Say, With & <n —2;

b) W= Say 1 Sa, Withk <n—2and m <n—Fk;

C) W= Sa, 15, > " Sap With k <n —2and m=n—k;

d) W= Sa, 5, 5" Sa, With k <n—2and m=n—k;

€) W= Sa, , " San_sSan_, With k =n —1;

f) w = sa, San_sSa,_, with k =n —1;

g) W=58q4,_, " Sa,_s5a, With k =n;

h) w = S, _,Sa,_55q, With k =n;
This makes a case-by-case proof possible. For example, assume that (1), (2) and

(3) are true with [ = k in (3). Then (2) and (3) yield A\g41 > A > —|Ay| and

AL > > A1 > App1 > > Apm1 > |\l
If A < |\n| with A, <0, then
(7.1) SanSam_s " SapA = (A1, Aee1, Mot 1y s Ane1, —Any, —Ak)



MINIMAL HIGHEST WEIGHT MODULES 17

is dominant. It is evident that w = sq, Sa,_, - Sa,- This gives the case (d), while
A < |An| with A, > 0 corresponds to (c¢). Similarly, if \,—1 > A\p > |[\,] or
Metm = Ak > Agpmt1 for some m < n —k — 1, we arrive at (b).

Conversely, if L(\) is minimal and (d) holds, then (1), (2) are true and w is
dominant, in view of Theorem 5.1. With (7.1), we get Ag—1 > Apy1, —An > — Mg
and —A, > A (by Theorem 5.1(3), the equality holds only when A is semiregular).
Since (A, ;) > 0 for i # k, the sequence (A1,---, A, - An_1,|An|) is ordered for
I =k and A\y > A\, = —|A\p|, which implies (3).

The arguments for other cases which we omit are similar.

Remark 7.9. We set s; = s, for 1 <i < n and sg = 1. Let Al = (IL,n—2,n—
3,--,2,1,0)and A = 5;,_18;_2---SoAL = (n—2,n—3,--- ,n—i,1,n—i—1,---,1,0)
for2 <i<n—2 A"1 =35, ) \""2=(nm-2n-3,--,3,21,0,1) and \" =
spA"2 = (n—2,n—3,---,3,2,1,0,—1). The above Theorem 7.8 implies that
L(\?) is minimal and the integer k = i for L(\?). This recovers the result of Joseph
[Jos98, Table 3]. Suppose L(wy) is minimal, from Joseph [Jos98], we also have that
Ann(L(wu)) is completely prime if and only if the infinitesimal character y = \!
and w € {s;_18i—2-+-80 |1 <i<n—2}U{sp—18n—3" " S0, nSn—3" " S0}

O
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