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JOIN OPERATION FOR THE BRUHAT ORDER AND VERMA MODULES

HANKYUNG KO, VOLODYMYR MAZORCHUK AND RAFAEL MRDEN

ABSTRACT. We observe that the join operation for the Bruhat order on a Weyl group agrees with the intersections
of Verma modules in type A. The statement is not true in other types, and we propose a conjectural statement of a
weaker correspondence. Namely, we introduce distinguished subsets of the Weyl group on which the join operation
conjecturally agrees with the intersections of Verma modules. We also relate our conjecture with a statement
about the socles of the cokernels of inclusions between Verma modules. The latter determines the first Ext spaces
between a simple module and a Verma module. We give a conjectural complete description of such socles, which
we verify in a number of cases. Along the way, we determine the poset structure of the join-irreducible elements in
Weyl groups and obtain closed formulae for certain families of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.

1. INTRODUCTION
Let g be a finite dimensional complex semisimple Lie algebra with a fixed triangular decomposition
g=ntohon.

Let W be the associated Weyl group, which we view as a Coxeter system (W, .S). Consider the associated BGG
category O and its principal block Oy (the indecomposable summand of O containing the trivial g-module). The
Verma modules in O are indexed by the Weyl group elements. For w € W, we denote by A,, the Verma module
of heighst weight w.0 = wp — p, where p is the half of the sum of all positive roots. The set W has a poset
structure with respect to the Bruhat order <. By a result of Bernstein, Gelfand and Gelfand, see [Di, Chapter 7],
for w,x € W, the following assertions are equivalent:

e there is a (necessarily unique up to scalar and injective) non-zero homomorphism from A,, to A,.
o w > .

This allows us to unambiguously write A,, C A, provided that w > z. In particular, we can view each A, as a
canonical submodule of the dominant Verma module A.. In other words, we have an isomorphism of posets as
follows:

(W.<) = ({Au C A, | we W}, 2). (1)
Being a poset, W has the join operation
vi2W WH{‘does not exist'},

where 2" denotes the power set of W. The main purpose of the current paper is to understand the module-theoretic
interpretation of this structure on the right hand side of (Il). The obvious candidate is the intersection:

Question A. Given U C W, do we have w = \/ U if and only if ﬂ Ay =A,7
xeU

Using the results of [KMM], we observe that the answer to Question [Al is always positive in type A (see Corol-
lary £12). A similar observation is made in [Ko].
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Theorem B. Suppose g = sl,,. Then for any U C W, we have \/ U = w € W if and only if ﬂ Ay, =Ay,.
zeU

In general, the answer to Question [Al can be negative (see Example [5.42] in type Fjg). In this paper, we explore a
number of other special cases and examples which suggest that full understanding of Question [Alis very likely to be
highly non-trivial. Our main idea for relating the join operation on W and the intersection of Verma submodules is
to restrict \V from 2V to certain subsets consisting of join-irreducible elements, which we introduce now.

An element w € W is called join-irreducible if there is no ‘join expression’

w:\/U

with w &€ U. We denote by JI the set of join-irreducible elements in W. Then every element w € W has a
distinguished join expression, as the join of join-irreducibles, given by the subset JM(w) C JI defined as follows.
First, recall that s € S is a left (resp., right) descent of z € W if sx < x (resp., s < z). Consider the set

JI(w) = {z € JI | x < w and each left (resp., right) decent of z is a left (resp., right) descent of w}.

Now we let
JM(w) = max JI(w) = the set of Bruhat maximal elements in JI(w).

Then IM(w) is, in fact, a join expression of w, that is, we have (see Lemma [34))

w = \/JM(w).

What we conjecture to hold, in all types, is that each Verma module has an expression given by JM(w).

Conjecture C. For each w € W, we have
Ay= () A

zeIM(w)

When W is dissective (see Subsection 2.4, Conjecture [ answers Question [Al completely and positively (see
Corollary [A11T]), and, in fact, this is how we prove Theorem [Blin type A.

In our proof of Conjecture[Cin type A, the following property plays a crucial role and provides a connection to the
results in [KMM]. Recall that, by definition and (), for each € JM(w), we have a canonical map

Pp  Ae/Ay = Ac/A,.

Definition D. An element w € W s said to have the socle-sum property if

(i) each 1, restricts to
¢r 1 50C Ae /Ay — s0C A/ Ay;

(ii) we have () kerg, =0;
zeIM(w)

(i) the maps ¢, where x € IM(w), are surjective.

The properties ([l) and (i) make precise the statement that ‘soc A./A,, contains the sum of soc A./A, taken over
all z € IM(w) inside A.’. The properties ([l) and () together say that ‘soc A./A,, is contained in the sum of
socA./A,'. Often, and always in type A, this sum is direct. In such a case, the socle-sum property is equivalent
to a simpler condition

soc A /A, = @ soc A /A,

zeIJM(w)
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The main result of [KMM] can be interpreted as the socle-sum property in type A. The socle-sum property does
not hold in general as we show in Remark [5.25]in type B and in Example 5.50] in type F'. However, one direction
of the socle-sum property is true in general.

Theorem E. For each w € W, the properties ([l) and (i) hold. In other words, the socle of A./A,, is contained
in the sum of soc A, /A, taken over all x € IM(w).

Motivated by the socle-sum property, we determine the socles of A./A,, for x € JI, in almost all cases (we know
the answer but do not have complete proofs in the remaining cases). We also establish the socle-sum property for
many special cases and examples. In order to obtain a description of the socles, we explicitly give a set of generating
relations for the poset of join-irreducible elements with fixed descent sets, for each W. There we encounter several
interesting examples which illustrate the complexity of the combinatorics and representation theory outside type A.
In exceptional types, this relies heavily on computer assisted computations.

Determining soc A, /A, for w € W, is an important problem independently of Question [Al or Conjecture [Cl As
pointed out in [KMM], it has interesting applications to understanding various homological invariants of category
O. In particular, knowing soc A./A,, would completely determine the dimension of the extension spaces

Ext' (L., Ay) = Ext!(Vy, Ly).

We use the notation
SJM(w) = {z € IM(w) | the left (resp., right) descent of z is s (resp., t)},
forw € W and s,t € S. Note that we have IM(w) = H sJM(w) by LemmaBdl Let wy € W be the longest
s,tes

element in (W, S) and let J be the two-sided Kazhdan-Lusztig cell containing the elements w(.S and consider the
decomposition

J = H SH = H {ue J| the left (resp., right) descent of z is S'\ s (resp., S\ t)}

s,tesS s,teS
into the Kazhdan-Lusztig H-cells (see Subsection [22)). Then Theorem [E] together with Propositions 23] and

and [Mal Theorem 32], gives the following statement.
Theorem F. Let w € W.
(a) Ifx ¢ J[[{wo}, then Ext'(L,, A,) = 0.
(b) If z = wy, then dim Ext' (L., Ay) equals the rank of the minimal parabolic subgroup containing wow.
(c) If x €5H', then
dim Ext' (L, Ay) < [soc Ag/Ay 1 Ly] < |oJMy| (2)
where b = \/$JM,. In particular, Ext'(Ly, Ay) = 0 if JJM,; = 0.
For information on Theorem [El@) depending on the type of (W, S), see SubsectionBl The number [soc A./A, : L]

is bounded

e by 1 in type AB (see [KMM,| Corollary 2] for type A where both inequalities in () are, in fact, the
equalities),

e by 2 in type DF,

e 3,4, and 6 in types Eg, E7 and Ejg, respectively.
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Each of these bounds is achieved by dim Ext*(L.,A,,), for some z,w € W. The number |(JM;| can be larger,
e.g., up to 21 in type Ejg, although we include it to give a purely combinatorial bound.

The paper is organized as follows: the next section contains all necessary preliminaries. Section [3] studies the join
operation for Bruhat orders and then Section[4] discusses the module-theoretic interpretation of the join operation for
Verma modules. Section [B] contains a case-by-case combinatorial analysis of the posets of join irreducible elements
for all types and, in particular, determines the socles of A./A,. Here we also provide figures illustrating the poset
structure of join irreducible elements and closed formulae for some families of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials in type
BD. We finish the paper with Appendix which provides tables of some families of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials in
types E; and Fg.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Hecke algebra and Kazhdan-Lusztig basis. Let (W,S) be a finite Coxeter system. We denote by < the
Bruhat order on W, and by £ : W — Z the associated length function. As usual, the identity element in W is
denoted by e and the longest one by wy.

The Hecke algebra H (W, S) associated to (W, S) is the Z[v, v~ !]-algebra generated by H, for s € S, which satisfy
the (Coxeter) braid relations and the quadratic relation
(Hy +v)(H, —v™) =0,

for all s € S. Given a reduced expression w = st---u of w € W, we let H, = H;H;--- H,. The element H,,
is, in fact, independent of the choice of the reduced expression, and {H., }wew is a (Z[v,v~1]-)basis of H(W,S)
called the standard basis. Now consider the (Z-algebra-)involution

L H(W,S) — H(W,S)
uniquely determined by 7 = v~! and H, = H;!. Then there is a unique element H  in H(W,S) such that
H,=H, and

H,=Hy,+ Z Dy, wHy, (3)
yeWw
for some py ., € vZ[v]. The elements H,,, where w € W, form a basis of H(W, S) called the Kazhdan-Lusztig

(KL) basis. Given z,y € W, the coefficient of v in pg, + Py is denoted by p(z,y) = u(y,x), defining the
(Kazhdan-Lusztig) u-function. If s € S, then H, = Hy + v, and

(v+v™H)H, L8y <,
HH, = 4
TV N Hey, + Y play)H, sy>y. )
sx<z,x<y
Another basic fact is that p, ., = v/(“0)==)  For more details about KL basis, we refer to [KL, So]. Note that

we are using the normalization of the Hecke algebra as in [Sa].

2.2. The small and penultimate KL cells. We call an element s € S a left descent of y if sy < y and a left
ascent of y is sy > y. Right descent and right ascent are defined similarly. We denote by LD(y) and RD(y),
respectively, the sets of left and right descents of y, and by LA(y) and RA(y), respectively, the sets of left and right
ascents of y. An element w € W is called bigrassmanian if it has a unique left and a unique right descent.

We consider the Kazhdan-Lusztig left, right, and two-sided orders on W, denoted, respectively, by <;, <g, <j,
and the associated equivalence relations ~p, ~g, and ~j. The corresponding equivalence classes in W are called
left, right, and two-sided cells. We have an explicit description of the two smallest two-sided cells with respect to
the two-sided order. The first one is Jy = {e}. The next one Ji, the so-called small two-sided cell, it consists
of all elements in W having a unique reduced expression. The left and the right cells in J; are both indexed by
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S: for each s € S, the elements in J; with the right (resp., left) descent set {s} form a left (resp., right) cell in
N

The p-functions is easy on J1, see [KMMZ, [KM]J:

Proposition 2.1. Let z,y € J1. Then p(x,y) # 0 if and only if x,y are adjacent in the Bruhat graph, in which
case p(z,y) = 1.

Multiplication by wq induces an involution on the set of two-sided cells, under which the small cell J; corresponds
to the penultimate two-sided cell denoted by 7. That is, J = woJ1 = J1wp.

The left and the right cells in J have unique ascents, so we index them by S. For example, £*, for s € S, is the
left cell that has the right ascent set {s} (and hence the right descent set S\ {s}). Similalry, 'R, for t € S, is
the right cell that has the left ascent set {t}. We index the intersections of left and right cells (called H-cells) by
S x S. An H-cell in J is thus written as 'H® = £5N 'R, and y € "H* satisfies RA(y) = {s} and LA(y) = {t}.
In (Weyl) types A, D and E, all H-cells in 7 are singletons. The latter property fails in types B, F' and G.

Proposition 2.2. Let z,y € J. Then u(x,y) # 0 if and only if x,y are adjacent in the Bruhat graph, in which
case pi(z,y) = 1.

Proof. By the Kazhdan-Lusztig inversion formula, see [KL, Section 3], (or, equivalently, by Koszul duality, see
[BGS]), we have u(z,y) = u(woz =, woy~1). Now, the claim follows from Proposition 211 O

2.3. Kazhdan-Lusztig combinatorics, descent sets, and Verma modules. The statements in this subsection
are proved in type A in [KMM) Subsection 2.2]. The general case has exactly the same proof.

Proposition 2.3. Let z,y,z € W be such that x > y and L, is in the socle of Ay/A,. Then z € J.

By Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture (proved in [BeBé, BK|, [EW]), the multiplicities of the graded composition factors
in A, isomorphic to each L., for z € J, are determined by the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials as

Z[Ay : LZ<_d>]Ud = DPy,z (5)
d

where p, . is defined in [B). Since each Verma module A, is canonically a submodule of A., we restrict our
attention to the case y = e.

We denote by a: W — Zx>( Lusztig's a-function, see [Lu]. The value a(w) does not change when w varies over a
two-sided cell J'. We write a(J’) = a(w), for w € J'. By definition, the value a(w), for w € J’, describes the
minimal possible degree shift d, for which there exists u € J’ such that A, has L,(—d) as a simple subquotient.
The minimal shift is achieved exactly when w is a Duflo element (called distinguished involution in [Lul Section 1]).
It follows that

Pew € Z{v® | a(w) < a < l(w)}, (6)
where the first equality holds if and only if w is a Duflo element. Moreover, all exponents appearing in p; , are of
the same parity. Every Duflo element is an involution, and hence belongs to a diagonal H-cell.

Proposition 2.4. Letx € W ands € S.
(i) If sz < z, then the socle of A./A, contains some L, such that sy > y.

(if) If xs < z, then the socle of A./A, contains some L, such that ys > y.
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Corollary 2.5. Let w € W be such that the socle of A./A,, is simple. Then w is bigrassmannian.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that x € W and y € *H!, for s,t € S, be such that L, is in the socle of A./A,. Then
s € LD(x) andt € RD(x).

The following statement is implicit in [KMM], but we provide a proof.

Lemma 2.7. Let z,y € W, with x < y, and suppose that the socle of A./A, contains a graded component X (of
A.) isomorphic to Ly, (d), forw € H'. If there exist z € W with x < z <y, such that s ¢ LD(z) ort & RD(z)
(equivalently, if x < sy or x < yt), then soc A./A, does not contain X .

Proof. Consider the quotients maps A./A, —» A /A, —» A./A,. Since s € LD(z), by Proposition the
socle of A./A, does not contain any L,,(d). So X is not in the socle of A./A, and thus is not in the socle of
A/, either. O

2.4. Join-irreducible elements and dissectors. Let (P, <) be a partially ordered set, and let \VV denote the join
operation (i.e., supremum) in P. Of course, not every subset of P needs to have a join. An element € P is called
Join-irreducible if x #\/Y for any Y C P\ {z}. Equivalently (see [LS, Lemme 2.3]), there exists y € P such that
2 is minimal in P\ {z € P: z < y}. Note that the smallest element e in P (if exists) is not join-irreducible, since
then, by convention, we have \/ & = e.

Denote by JI the set of all join-irreducible elements in P. This set forms a base of P in the sense of [GK|
Page 284]. In more detail, denote by P(JI) the poset of all subsets of JI ordered by inclusion. The map
P — PJI), w— {z € JI: 2 < w} is an isomorphism of posets onto the image, and, moreover, any subset of P
with this property must contain JI.

For w € P, denote

JM'(w) := the set of maximal elements in {z € JI: x < w}.
Lemma 2.8 (|GK| Page 284] or [Re, Proposition 9]). For any w € P, we have w = \/ JM'(w).

An element x € P is called a dissector if P can be written as a disjoint union P = {z: z > z} [[{z: z < y}, for
some y € P (such y is called a codissector associated to x).

Lemma 2.9 ([Rel Proposition 12]). Every dissector is join-irreducible.

The poset P is called dissective (one also says that it admits “clivage”, see [GK]) if every join-irreducible element
is also a dissector.

Proposition 2.10. Suppose P is dissective, and fix w € P. Then JM'(w) is the unique minimal set of join-
irreducible elements with the property that w = \/ JM'(w).

Proof. Assume w = \/Y for Y C JI. We will prove that JM'(w) C Y. Suppose z € JM'(w) \ Y, and let y be
the codissector associated to the dissector x. Since, for z € Y, we cannot have z > x, we must have z < y. Also,
since w > x, we cannot have w < y. This contradicts w = \/ Y. O
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3. JOIN OPERATION ON BRUHAT ORDERS

In this section we collect and prove some properties of the join operation on a Coxeter group (W, S), partially
ordered with respect to the strong Bruhat order <.

Lemma 3.1 ([GK| Theorems 2.5, 3.4, 4.6, and Table I]). Every join-irreducible element in W is bigrassmanian.
For finite Coxeter groups, the converse is true if and only if (W, S) is of type A, Bs or of rank 2.

Lemma 3.2 ([LS] and [GK], Table I]). A finite Coxeter group W is dissective if and only if it is of type A, B, H
or of rank 2.

Given w € W, we can find z,...,y € JI such that w = x V --- vV y. We call this a join expression of w. One way
to find a join expression is to consider JM'(w). We can find a potentially smaller join expression by restricting the
descent sets. More precisely, for T, U C S, denote

Wy :={z € W: LD(z) C T, RD(z) C U}.

This is a poset with the order induced from the Bruhat order on . Note that Wy is the set of Bruhat minimal
representatives of the two sided cosets W;\W/Wy;, where Wi, W are the parabolic subgroups of W generated

by T=S \ T and U=2S8 \ U,Nrespectively. We would like to point out that our notation Wy is different from,

in particular, the notation “WY used in [Re]. Also note that, for s,t € S, the set (3 Wy \ {e} is exactly the set
of all bigrassmannians with left descent s and right descent . We will simplify the notation in such a case and
write

sBGt = {S}W{t} \ {6}
For fixed simple reflections s,t € .S, we let

JI = JIN ;BGy,
the (po)set of all join-irreducible elements with fixed descents.
For w € W, define
JM(w) := the set of Bruhat maximal elements in {z € JIN (1p(uw)Wrp(w)) : @ < w}.

Lemma 3.3. Let X C Wy and w € W such that w is a minimal upper bound of X in W. Then w € v Wy.
Consequently, the following diagram commutes:

H W —~— W ][{ ‘does not exist’}
U U
H Wy —> +Wy [[{ ‘does not exist’}
Proof. Suppose s € LD(w) \ T. Then sw < w and sz > z, for all x € X. From w > x and the lifting property

of Coxeter groups, it follows that sw > z, for all x € X, which is in contradiction with the minimality of w. This
shows LD(w) C T. An analogous argument applies for the right descents of w. O

By Lemma B3] the join operation for the poset (W, <) can be computed in the subposets (;BGy¢, <). It is worth
noting that, according to [Rel Proposition 32] (see also [GK| Corollary 2.8]), an element x € ;W; is join-irreducible
(resp. a dissector) in W if and only if it is join-irreducible (resp. a dissector) in the poset V.
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Lemma 3.4. For any w € W, we have w = \/ IM(w).

Proof. According to [Re, Proposition 27 and Proposition 31], the join-irreducible elements in the poset 7 Wy (with
T = LD(w) and U = RD(w)) are exactly JIN rWy. From Lemma [Z8 we have that w = \/ JM(w), where the
join is taken inside the poset 7Wy. From Lemma 33 we see that the same equality also holds in the poset W. [

Lemma 3.5. Given w € W, if IM/(w) C IM(w) then IM'(w) = JM(w).

Proof. Take x € JM(w) and assume that z ¢ JM/'(w). Then there is y € JI such that z < y < w. Without loss
of generality we can take y to be maximal with this property. This gives y € JM'(w). But then y € JM(w) which
contradicts € JM(w). This proves JM'(w) = IM(w). O

Corollary 3.6. If W is dissective, then IM'(w) = IM(w), for all w € W.

Proof. This follows from Proposition Lemma 34 and Lemma

Alternatively, this also follows from the essential set description of JM'(w) from [KMM]| Subsection 4.3] (originally
introduced in [Fu]) for type A, and [An, Theorem 2.2] for type B. O

Example 3.7. Corollary[3.@is not true in non-dissective Weyl groups. For example, in type D4 with the following la-
ot

12
beling of simple roots: o:—>0—o , takew = 0710%7210710". Then we have JM(w) = {0710%7210~, 107210%},
but JIM/(w) = JM(w) U {1070 1}.
2 3 4

1
In type Fy, with the following labeling of simple roots: o——o0=—=0—-0, take w = 3423123432. In this case, we
have JM (w) = {34231234, 32341232}, but JM'(w) = JM(w) U {3234323}.

Remark 3.8. Note that w = \/ JM(w) is the unique minimal join expression of w in the dissective types (see
Proposition Lemma 32 and Corollary B6]). This is not true in general. The smallest type where one can
find a counterexample is D4. In this type, we have a unique counterexample, namely w = 1070721. It has
JM(w) = JM’(w) = {10721,10721,1070~1}. None of the latter three elements is a dissector. However, w can
be written as the join of any two of them. In particular, w is a bigrassmannian which is not join-irreducible. We
give the Bruhat graph of 1BG1, which contains all the above mentioned elements:

1

T

10+21 10721 1070~1

1070721

|

1072101710721

In Subsection below, we show that these three elements correspond to three distinct simple submodules of
the isotypic subquotient 2L,(—9) in A., and the sum of any two is necessarily the entire 2L,(—9). This is the
place (unique in type D4) where the polynomial p. ., with € J, has a coefficient bigger than one. Namely,
z=071072107210"12 € 'H' and p. , = v'* + 207 + 0.
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Example 3.9. The smallest W where JM(w) € JM'(w), for some w, is of type Dg. We denote the simple roots
ot

12 3 4
by o- and take w = 10721073210%4321073210%12. Then we have

IM(w) = {4321070712, 10721073210143210™, 10-21073210743210", 1072101072132},
IM(w) = {4321070+12, 10+21073210743210~, 10-21073210-43210*, 10~210+3210~210+321},
while JM(w) N JM’'(w) contains only 3 elements.

Put
JMH(U}) = {.I' S JMI(U}) | x € LD(w)WRD(w)} (7)

and note that JM" (w) = JM(w) N JM/(w). We do not know if w = \/ IM"(w) holds in general. In type Dg
(and all types of rank smaller than 6) we do have w = \/ IM" (w).

4. JOIN OPERATION AND VERMA MODULES

4.1. Intersection conjecture. Our main conjecture is that the join expression w = \/ JM(w) gives rise to a join
expression for the Verma module A,,.

Conjecture 4.1. Forw € W, we have

Aw = ﬂ Ama (8)

zeIJM(w)

where the intersection is taken inside (the ungraded module) A..

Each Verma module A,, is uniquely determined by the socle of A./A,,. By Proposition2.3] each simple subquotient
of the latter socle is isomorphic to a shift of L,, for some uw € J. Thus, if each L,(d) (for u € J and d € Z) is
multiplicity-free in A., then [8]) is equivalent to

(A=) : Luid)] = min [As(~4(@)) : Lu(d)] 9)

for all w € J and d € Z. This reduces the module-theoretic Conjecture [.I]to Kazhdan-Lusztig combinatorics. The
multiplicity-free assumption holds in types A and B. In type A, Conjecture [&1] follows from the results of [KMM],
see Corollary 5 In type B, we checked (@) for small ranks on a computer.

In the next subsections, we discuss another approach to Conjecture [£1]

4.2. Socle-sum property and the intersection conjecture. The following proposition explains a relation between
the intersection of Verma modules and and the socles of the corresponding quotients.

Proposition 4.2. Let w € W and U C W. Assume that the following holds:

o x <w, forany x € U,

e the natural surjection A./A,, — A./A, restricts to a surjection ¢, : soc Ae/A,, — socA./A,, for any
xzeU;

o ) ker(¢s) = 0.

zecU

Then (] Ay = Ay
zelU
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Proof. That A,, C ﬂ A, follows directly from the first assumption. For the opposite inclusion, consider the
zeU
quotient map m : A, = A./A,,. We claim that the kernel of 7 contains ﬂ A, =: M. Suppose not. Then (M)

zeU
intersects the socle of A./A,,, and, by our assumptions, there exist € U such that ¢, (7(M)Nsoc A./A,) # 0.

But this contradicts M C A,. Therefore, the map = factors through A./M —» A./A,, which implies that
M C A,. O

Note that the converse of Proposition is not true. For example, if z <y = w, then A, N A, = A,,. However,
the map soc A, /A, — soc A./A; is often not surjective.

Proposition £.2] and Conjecture [.T] motivate Definition Dl

Corollary 4.3. If all w € W has the socle-sum property, then Conjecture[d1] is true for (W, S).

Proof. This follows from Proposition [£.2 0
The result in [KMM] readily proves the socle-sum property and Conjecture [A1] in type A.

Theorem 4.4. Let (W, S) be of type A. Then every w € W has the socle-sum property.

Proof. Since the bigrassmanians are exactly the join-irreducibles in type A, the statement follows from the main
theorem in [KMM]. O

Corollary 4.5. Conjecture[4.1] is true in type A.
Proof. This follows from Corollary 3] and Theorem .41 O

Note that it is crucial to take the intersection over JM(w) in Definition as we see in the following easy
example.

Example 4.6. We have w = wVz, for any < w. In this case, soc A./A, does not contribute to soc A./A,,. For
example, if w = st for s,t € S then soc A./A,, is of the form L., (up to shift) with w € SH' (see Proposition 23]
and Proposition 2.6). Writing st = st V s we see that soc A./Ag, which is of the form L, for x € SH® (see
Proposition 23 and Proposition 226l), is not contained in soc A./A,,.

In contrast, Conjecture [A. 1] seems to be less sensitive to the choice of a join expression. Here is a comparison with
the situation in Example [£.6

Example 4.7. We have w = w V z, for any < w. In this case, we have A, = A, N A, since Ay, D Ay,

The following proposition also suggests that (8] may not require the join expression to be given by JM.

Proposition 4.8. If (| A, = A, thenw =\/U.
zeU

Proof. Suppose ﬂ Az =Ay,. Then we have z < w, foreach z € U. If z € W is such that z < z, for all z € U,
zeU
then A, D A,, forallx € U, so A, = ﬂ A, D A,. The latter implies w < z which proves the claim. O
xelU
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This motivates the main question of the paper (Question [A).

Question 4.9. Given U C W, do we have w = \/ U if and only if ﬂ A =A,7
xeU

Note that the join \/ U does not exist in general, in which case ﬂ A, is not isomorphic to a Verma module by

xelU
Proposition [£.8] Therefore, for such U C W, the answer to Question [£.0]is positive.

Under a combinatorial condition on the Bruhat order, the socle-sum property guarantees that the answer to Ques-
tion is positive.

Proposition 4.10. Let (W, S) be dissective and suppose Conjecture 41| holds for W. Then the answer to Ques-
tion is positive, for any U C W.

Proof. The “if" claim follows from Proposition [£.8 To prove the “only if" part, let U C W and VU = w.

Consider the equality
VoV eV o= (10)

yeU zeIM(y) z€IJM(w)

Since W is dissective, by Proposition 210 and Corollary B.6] the expression on the right hand side of (0] is a
subexpression of the left hand side. Therefore, for any y € U and each z € JM(y), either z € JM(w) or = < z,
for some z € JM(w). Therefore, we have

N N Am_ N A (11)

yeU zeIM(y z€IJM(w)

Now the validity of Conjecture [41] reduces (1] to m Ay = Ay. O
yeU

Corollary 4.11. Let (W,S) be dissective and suppose all w € W have the socle-sum property. Then the answer
to Question is always positive.

Proof. This follows from Corollary [£3] and Proposition [£100 O

Corollary 4.12. Let (W,S) be of type A. Then, for any U C W, we have \/U = w € W if and only if

() A = A

zeU

Proof. This follows from Theorem [£.4] Lemma and Proposition O

As we will see later in Example[5.42] in the situation when W is not dissective, the answer to Question [£9] can be
negative, for some U C W. Therefore, we ask a more precise question:

Question 4.13. Given w € W, which U C W satisfying w = \/ U have the property ﬂ Ay, =A,7
zeU
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4.3. Another interpretation of Question Let Sub be the poset of all submodules of A, where the poset
structure is given by inclusion. Then we have an embedding of posets

A (W, <) — (Sub, C)°P (12)

given by w— A, C A.. In (Sub, D) = (Sub, C)°P, arbitrary joins exist, since joins are given by intersections. If a
join of some elements in the image A(W, <) lies in A(W, <) again, then the join exists already in (W, <). While
the above statement is true for any poset inclusion, the converse, that is, whether joins are mapped to joins under
the inclusion, is not true in general.

Let C'Sub be the subposet of Sub consisting of the submodules of A, with simple head. The join operation on
(Sub, D) restricts to that in (C'Sub, D), that is, the meet in Sub restricts to C'Sub, in the following sense.

Proposition 4.14. For P C CSub, the meet \ P exists if and only if ﬂ M has simple head, in which case we

MeP
have /\P: ﬂ M.
MeP

Proof. The "if" statement is clear. Conversely, if the head of ﬂ M is not simple, then there are two incomparable

MeP
submodules X,Y C ﬂ M with simple heads, none of which is properly contained in any other submodule of
MeP
[ M with simple head. If the meet exists, then it satisfies (| M 2 /\ P 2 X,Y, contradicting the maximality
MeP MeP
of X, Y. O

Corollary 4.15. The answer to Question is positive, for every U C W, if and only if the join operation on
CSub®P restricts to the join operation on W,

Proof. Consider the following diagram where the downward map Sub®® — C'Sub°? | [{'does not exist'} is given by
M w— M, if M € CSub, and M — 'does not exist’, otherwise. The map below the latter is given similarly.

[ Suber Al Sub°P
U X
[1CSub® —~ C'Sub°P [[{‘does not exist’}
U A

[Tw Al W I]{'does not exist'}

Conjecture says that the big square commutes. Proposition .14 says that the upper square commutes. It
follows that Conjecture is equivalent to the lower square being commutative, which is our claim. O

Intuitively, the poset C'Sub is isomorphic to the poset of simple subquotients of A, where the partial order is given
by (some kind of) generation. Let us make this statement more general and precise. For M € O, consider the set
of subquotients of M given by

SQM)={(X,Y)|Y Crad X C M},
where one thinks of (X,Y") as the subquotient X/Y of M. Then SQ(M) is a poset with the partial order

(X,Y)<(Z, V)<= XCZandY CV,
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which should be thought of as the induced map X/Y — Z/V. (Here we are not considering all subquotients, for
example, we only consider ‘quotients of submodules’ and not ‘submodules of quotients’. The zero subquotients
are also not included in SQ(M). But the above definition suffices for our purpose and allows us to avoid lengthy
discussions.) The poset of simple subquotients of M is the subposet SSQ(M) in SQ(M) consisting of the pairs
(X,Y) such that hd X is simple and Y = rad X (so that X/Y is simple). Then C'Sub(M) (the submodules of M
with simple head) is isomorphic to SSQ(M), the isomorphism being given by X — (X,rad X).

Note that in SSQ(M) we have (X,Y) < (Z,V) if and only if X C Z, since the second condition Y C V is
automatic. We thus see that the partial order on SSQ(M) is alternatively given by (X,Y") < (Z,V) if and only if
there is a composition series of the form 0 C --- C X C --- C Z, which is the most natural partial order that can
be given to the simple subquotients of M.

Taking M = A, and relating to the poset (W, <), we have the diagram of posets

(W, <) < (CSub, 2) 2% (55Q,2) 5 (2, <), (13)

where the first map is induced from ([I2) (where (C'Sub, D) denotes the opposite poset of C'Sub and similarly for
SS5Q) and the last map takes the minimal degree of a (not necessarily graded) simple subquotient in the graded
module A.. The composition in ([I3]) gives the length function on (W, 5).

The discussion above proves the following reformulation of Corollary £.15

Corollary 4.16. The answer to Question[4.9 is positive, for every U C W, if and only if the join operation on SSQ
restricts to the join operation on W, i.e., if and only if the following diagram commutes.

[155Q°° — = §SQ°P [{ ‘does not exist’}

U 4
[Iw Al W 1]{ ‘does not exist}

We note that Corollary [£16] is non-trivial. Indeed, it follows from Corollary and Example below that the
join operation on SS5Q or C'Sub does not restrict to the join expression on W in type E.

4.4. Half socle-sum property via combinatorics. Here we give a criterion for the socle-sum property to hold
in one direction. Type by type analysis in the next section will prove that the criterion is always satisfied, hence
establishing Theorem [El

Lemma 4.17. Let s,t € S and m := ) .5, De,u(1). Suppose there exists a chain
1 << T

in sBG;. Then every composition factor of A, isomorphic to L, with u €° H' is contained in the sum of
soc A /A, taken over all y € (JI,.

By ‘X is contained in the sum of socles of A./A,," we mean the following: Given a maximal isotypic subquotient
X = cL,{(d) in A., let M be the submodule of A, generated by X, so that hd M = X. Then there are some
y; € sJI; so that A, C rad M and the kernels of the induced maps ¢; : X < soc(A./rad M) — soc(Ac/Ay,)
have trivial intersection in X.

It is more convenient to formulate the dual statement. Let K, be the kernel of the canonical surjection V., — V,,
so that a statement about soc A, /A, is dual to a statement about hd K,. Let Y be a graded isotypic component
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in V. corresponding to an element in H(a,b) and N C V. be the submodule generated by Y. Then the statement
in the previous paragraph is equivalent to

P, TN

being surjective. Here y runs over all elements in ,JI, for which the map K, < V., restrictston; : K, — N.

Proof. By Proposition 23] and Proposition the numbers

Z [Ae/Ari : Lu]

uesH?

strictly increase along 21 < -+ < x,,,, and moreover, each component of the form L, with u €5 H' in A,, ,/A,,
belongs to soc A, /A, under A,, | /Ay, < Ae/A,,. Thus the length of the sum of soc Ay /A, , -+ ,s0c A /A,

strictly increases with 4. In particular, the sum of soc A./Ag,, - ,s0c A. /A, has length at least m. But, by
Proposition and (B)), the length is at most m. The claim follows. O

Proposition 4.18. Suppose that, for each s,t € S, every composition factor of /A, isomorphic to L,,, withu € SH?,
is contained in the sum of soc A, /A, taken overy € (JI,. Then, for each w € W, we have

ﬂ ker{soc A./A, 24 soc Ac/Ay} =0,
yeIM(w)

where the maps ¢, are induced by A, C A,,. In other words, the socle of A./A,, is contained in the sum of
soc A, /A, taken over x € IM(w).

Proof. Suppose not. Then we have a simple socle component X C socA./A,, such that ¢,(X) = 0, for all
y € JM(w). By Proposition [Z3] it is isomorphic to (some shift of) L, € J. Let a and b be the left and right
ascents of z, respectively, i.e., z € “H°. Then the assumption provides y; € ,JI, such that the sum of soc A./A,,
contains X . By replacing y; < w by y; € JIM(w) with y; <y}, we get a contradiction. O

Proposition 4.19. Suppose, for each s,t € S, there exists a chain in ;BGy of length Z Pew(l). Then, for
u€sH?
each w € W, we have
ﬂ ker{soc A¢/Ay, 1, soc Ac/A,} =0,
yeIM(w)

where the maps ¢, are induced by A, C A,,. In other words, the socle of A./A,, is contained in the sum of
soc A, /A, takenover x € IM(w).

Proof. This follows from Lemma [£17 and Proposition [A.18] O

The proof of Corollary £19is also easier to make precise in the dual setting. The dual statement of Lemma [£.17]
gives that ©,, Ky, —» M, for some y; € ,JI, where M is the submodule of K, generated by a head component
isomorphic to Ly, for z € H(a,b). Then, taking y; € IM(w) with y; > y;, we factor the above surjective map as

By, Ky, = Dy Ky 2 M. This implies that 7 is surjective, as desired.



JOIN OPERATION FOR THE BRUHAT ORDER AND VERMA MODULES 15

4.5. Socle-sum property and JM". Recall the set JM" (w), for w € W, defined in (7]). One could ask whether
JM" (w) might be a better join expression than JM(w) for the socle-sum property. However, Example [5.50] gives
an example of w € W with JM(w) 2 JM”(w) such that

socA. /A, = Z socA. /A, C Z socAc/A,.
zeJM' (w) z€JM(w)

Also, Remark [5.25] shows that the socle-sum property does not hold, in general, if we replace JM by JM” either.
In fact, Remark [5.28] shows that there is no join expression such that the socle-sum property always holds, since it
provides a non-join-irreducible element f € W such that

socAg /Ay = L(d) & L' (d")

while there is no z € W with soc A./A, = L(d). We also do not know whether JM" provides a join expression,
i.e., whether \/ JM" (w) = w is true in general.

5. JOIN-IRREDUCIBLES AND VERMA MODULES

The goal of this section is to explicitly describe soc A./A,, for y € JI C W, by closely studying combinatorial
aspects of (W, S). Our first ingredient is the Kazhdan-Lusztig combinatorics. We explicitly compute p.,, for
y € J, which determines the multiplicities of the composition subquotients of A, of the form L,(d). The second
ingredient is the Bruhat order on W. We determine the subposet (JI; C W, for each s,t € S, and match them
with the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.

We collect some general lemmas in Subsection [5.1] and proceed to Weyl type analysis in the following subsec-
tions.

5.1. Strategies.

5.1.1. Useful equations in KL polynomials.

Lemma 5.1. Lety € J, 2 € W and s € S be such that z < sz and z # y, sy. Then we have
vl pay, sy < y;

Pszy = § Pz,sy + E Pzity =V Pzy, SY > Y.
tes
ty~ry
ty<y

Proof. In Equation (@] we take the coefficients next to H, on both sides. Note that all = appearing in the sum
there satisfy « ~1 y, by the definition of the order <; and the penultimate cell 7. Proposition 22 finishes the
proof. O

We record separately the case z = e.

Lemma 5.2. Supposey € J and s € S are such that sy > y. Then we have

U Pey +Dsy = Pesy + ) Pey- (14)
ueS
uy~Ly
uy<y

Moreover, if y € “H7 with i # j, then both sides of ([I4)) are equal to (v +v™') - pe .
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5.1.2. Socle-killing combinatorics. By Lemma 2.7} the following combinatorial property plays an important role in
determining socles.

Definition 5.3. A relation x < y, with y € ;J1;, is called socle-killing if either x < sy or x < yt holds. A chain
o <21 < -+ < Ty in (J1; is called socle-killing if the pair x; < x;41 is socle-killing, for eachi=0,1,...,m—1.

To bound the degrees in which the socle of A./A, can appear, we start with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Letx,y € W.

(i) If x <y, then max.deg. A./A, < max.deg. A./A,. If moreover max. deg. A./A, = max.deg. A./A,,
then the maximal degree component of A./A, is contained in the maximal degree component of A./A,,.

(i) If y is join-irreducible, and the relation x < y is socle-killing, then we have

max. deg. A /A, < max. deg. A /A,.

(iif) If all the composition factors of soc Ao /A, appear in A. /A, then z < y.

Proof. The first two claims follow directly from the definitions. To prove the last claim, assume that z £ y. Then
the composition factor L, that comes from the top of A, appears in A./A;. So, the image of A, in A./A, has
a non-trivial intersection with the socle of A./A;. This is a contradiction to our assumption. O

Let us introduce some auxiliary notation. For a fixed penultimate H-cell *H!, write

Pst -= Z Pe,w = CO'UdO + Clvd1 +-+ Crvdr- (15)
weSH?

Here ¢; = ¢;(s,t) # 0 and, furthermore, d; = d;(s,t) € N form a strictly increasing sequence. In particular, the
number r + 1 = r(s,t) + 1 is the number of homogeneous terms in ps;. For y € (JI;, define skal(y) (here “skal”
stands for socle killing above length) to be the maximal length of all socle-killing chains in (JI; ending at y, i.e., the
maximal m such that there exists a socle-killing chain yo < ... < y,, = y with y; € (JI,. Similarly, define skbl(y)
(socle killing below length) to be the maximal length of the socle-killing chains in (JI, starting from y.

Lemma 5.5. Let y € ;JI;. Then we have

dskal(y) < max. deg. SOC Ae/Ay < d(r—skbl(y))'
Proof. This follows from Lemma [5.4] 0

The minimal degree is not bounded by socle-killing chains on the nose but can be determined inductively by the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let y € JI; and suppose that the sum of soc A./A,, taken over all x € (JI; such that x < y is
socle-killing, contains all subquotients in A, isomorphic to L., {—d;) with w € *H! and i < m. Then we have

dy < min. deg.soc A /A,

Proof. This follows from Proposition and Lemma 271 O
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In particular, if ¢; =1, for all ¢ < skal(y), then we have
dgiat(y) < min. deg.soc A, /A, < max.deg.soc Ac/Ay < dir_sbi(y))
where the first inequality comes from Lemma and the last one from Lemma If, moreover, y belongs to a

socle-killing chain of length r, i.e., if skal(y) + skbl(y) = r, then soc A./A, is homogeneous.

5.2. Type A. In type A, the join-irreducibles in (W, S) are exactly the bigrassmannians in (W, S), see Lemma 31l
The relevant Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials are computed in [KMM, Proposition 12] and a complete description of
the socles of the cokernels of inclusions of Verma modules is given in [KMM].

5.3. Type B. Let (W, S) be of type B, 1. We use the following labeling of S:

0 1 2 n

We have /(wp) = (n+ 1)%. The element wy is central, and the multiplication by wy gives rise to a natural bijection
between the H-cells in the small two-sided cell and the H-cells in the penultimate two-sided cell 7, which preserves
diagonal H-cells. Denote by s;; € W the product i - - - j of simple reflections along the unique shortest path starting

in ¢ and ending in j in the Dynkin diagram. Put also
tij ==8i0-0-80; =4(i —1)---101---(j — 1)j, ifi£0orj#0,
too := 010,
Wij = Sij - Wo,

(16)

Uij = tij - wWo-.

The H-cell “H7 is equal to the two element set {u;;,w;;}, if both i,j # 0 or i = j = 0, and to the singleton
{uij = wij}, otherwise. We present the Bruhat graph of the penultimate cell 7 in Figure[Il There, the cell "I
is the gray square placed in the i-th row and j-th column. The left cell £7 consists of all gray squares in the j-th
column, and the right cell “R consists of all gray squares in the i-th row.

5.3.1. Some Kazhdan-Lusztig computation in type B. Note that u,,, € "H" is the maximal element in the parabolic
subgroup generated by I = {0,1,--- ,n — 1} C S. From this, we have

a(J) = a(unn) = U tuny) = L(wo) —2n — 1 = n?.

Proposition 5.7. Lety €“H7 C J. Ifi =n or j = n, then p.,, = v'W).

Proof. The equality pe ., = v™” follows from the fact that Unn IS the maximal element in a parabolic subgroup.
Moreover, we have pe.,, ,, = v !, because of the formulae £(u,_1,) = n® + 1 and a(uy,_1.,) = n?, Equa-
tion (@) and the parity condition. From Lemma we get a recursion (v + v )pey = Pea + Pec, for any
consecutive a — b — ¢ in the chain

Unn = Un—1m — <. = Uop —> Win —> Wap —> .. = Wpp
(see Figure[T]).
By a two-step induction, we get the claim of the proposition in the case j = n. In the case i = n, the claim follows
by recalling that (L")f1 ="R, and that pe . = Pe -1 O
Proposition 5.8. Let y €“H7 C J be such that (i,j) # (0,0). Then we have
Dey = o'W 4t W72 oy W24 pere d(y) := min(n — i,n — j). (17)
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Ugo I
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FIGURE 1. Bruhat graph of the penultimate two-sided cell in type B, 11.

Proof. The case d(y) = 0 is considered in Proposition 5.7] which gives us the basis of the induction.

Take y € “H7 with d := d(y) € {1,...,n — 1}, and assume that the assertion of the proposition is true for all
y' € J, for which d(y’) < d. Assume that i = n —d and j < n — d (the opposite case will follow by symmetry).
Note that ¢/ := (i + 1) -y € “T'HJ (see Equation ([6) and Figure [[). Applying Lemma 5.2 to ¢ (observe that
i+1+#37), we get

— DPe,y d= 2;
VA V) pey =
( ) p Y {pe,y _|_ pe’yu, d Z 27

for y" := (i +2) -y’ € “F>HI. Applying the inductive assumption to p.,  and p.,~, we get that p., has the
desired form. O

We now consider the remaining cases, namely the two-sided cell °H°, which has the following two elements:
woo = 0wg and ugo = 010 wg (note that here the symbols 0 and 1 denote the simple reflections corresponding to
the respective verticies of the Dynkin diagram).

Proposition 5.9. We have

Pewon + Peruoy = ,Uf(wo)—l + ,Uf(wo)—3 4t ,Uf(wo)—Zn—l' (18)
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More specifically, if n + 1 is odd, then wqg is the Duflo element in °H° and we have

— vE(wg)fl + vE(wg)75 RS vE(wg)72n71

Pe,w

pe,;(:: ptwo)=3 4 g lwo)=T o 4 gf(wo)=2n+1, (19)
ifn + 1 is even, then uq is the Duflo element in®H° and we have

Dewoy = pf(wo)—1 + pf(wo)=5 4ot ptwo)—2n+1 (20)

Py = v (0073 g (wo)=T 4 4 f(wo)=2n—1

Proof. Applying LemmaB.2to y = u19 and sy = woo (see also Equation (I6]) and Figure [I]), we get the equation

(U + Uﬁl) “Deyuro = Pewoo T Peuoo + Peyugg-

Plugging in pe.y,, and pe u,, from Proposition 5.8l we obtain ([I8]).

l(wo)—2n—1

Note that 2 € J is a Duflo element if and only if p. , contains the term v , SO it remains to prove

Formulae ([I9) and (20]).

Applying Lemma 5.2 to ¥ = woo, s = 0, and, respectively, to y = ugg, s = 0, we get:

VU Pewn + PO.woy = ,Uf(wo) + vé(wo)—Z + vé(wo)—ll N vé(wo)—2n7 (21)
U+ Perngy + Pouoy = ptwo)=2 4 lwo)—4 4 4 b(wo)—2n (22)

From (B) and the fact that A;(—1) C A., it follows that, for s € S, € W, the polynomial p. , — v - ps 5 has
non-negative coefficients. In particular, we have

ps,z(l) < pe,z(l)- (23)

Assume that n = 2k, the other case being similar and therefore omitted. By evaluating v = 1 in (2I]) and (22)),
and using [23)), it follows that pe wy, (1) > &k + 1, and that pe ., (1) > k. Combining this with (I8]), we see that
Peywoo (1) = k + 1, and that pe 4, (1) = k. Going back to ([22]), we see that pg 4, (1) = k. So the polynomial
Deuge — U * PO,uge» With non-negative coefficients, vanishes at v = 1. It follows that pe uo, = V- Po,uge- T his makes

[@2)) into

(U + U_l) Deugy = vé(WO)—Q + vé(wt))—‘l et Uf(wo)—‘lk7

which, in turn, gives ([9). O

We visualize the results in Figure 2 by depicting each simple subquotient L., (—k) of A, w € “H7, as (i, ], k) € Z3.
If |“H,3| = 1 or if w is the shorter one of the two elements there, we denote this point by o; otherwise we denote it
by x. Note that both o and x can appear at the same coordinate. The bottom of the picture consists of the points
that come from the elements w;; = 7 - wq, for i € S, and the top of the picture comes from the Duflo elements.

Remark 5.10. The number of graded composition factors in A, isomorphic to L., for w € J, adds up to
2

the octahedral number w. If we depict L., (—Fk), for i,j > 0, as a point with the coordinates

(n+1—i,n+1—j, k), we indeed get a “combinatorial” octahedron inscribed in the cuboid [0, n] x [0, n] x [n?, n?+2n].

We present it in Figure 3] for small ranks.
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(3,0,12)Q

(2,2,8) (0,0, 15)

(3,3,15)
(0,0,16)

(0, 4,20)

(4,4,24)

Fi1GURE 2. Composition factors of A, from the penultimate cell, for n = 1,2, 3, 4.

5.3.2. Join-irreducibles in type B. Join-irreducible elements in W of type B are explicitly determined in [GK| Section
4], and, in a different way, in [Anl, Section 2]. We describe these and determine the Bruhat order on each JI;. By
symmetry, we only consider the case i < j.
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(0,0,9)

(3,3,15)

FIGURE 3. The octahedron for n = 1,2, 3.

The reduced expressions appearing here are rather lengthy. So, we also present elements in W as signed per-
mutations and provide the corresponding pictures. Recall that a signed permutation is a permutation w of

(—n—1,-n,...,=1,0,1,...,n,n 4+ 1) with the property that w(—k) = —w(k). We identify such w with the
sequence (w(1),w(2),...,w(n)), which uniquely determines w. We write k instead of —k (only in this subsec-
tion).

For example, when n = 2, i.e., in type B3, we have s = (1,2,3), s1 = (2, 1,3), sos1 = (2,1,3) and s180 = (2,1, 3)
depicted, respectively, as follows:

3210123 32710123 321012 3 321012 3 .

i 1 i

We read this picture from top to bottom and read a reduced expression from left to right.

Proposition 5.11. Let 0 < j < n. Then the set ¢J1; consists of the elements

0' .
by =br =500 510 - Sk—1,0" Sk1* Sk41,2 " --- " Sktj—1,5, 1<k<n+1-7, (24)
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with by, having the following picture:

o kAL Kty ... kHL

Bl
=l
o
"

B OkH ... kb kL g

W R Ak AL J - T 0 1 o 5 g+l gtk bkl

There is no cancellation in the above product, i.e. one obtains a reduced expressions for by, by concatenating the
reduced expressions for the factors. Moreover, as a subposet of (W, <), oJ1; is a chain

{bl <by<...< bn+1_j}. (25)

Proof. The first part follows directly from [GK| Theorem 4.6]. The Bruhat relations in (25]) follow from the reduced
expressions obtained from (24]). O

Proposition 5.12. Let 1 <1¢ < j < n. Then the set ;J1; consists of the following three types of elements:

o (type O4) for 1 <k <min{i,n+1—j}:

(/B ._
b = bok = Siji—k41 * Sit1,i—k+2 - Sktj—1,5,
with the picture
W e kLR .. L 7 ... —kflik ... T 0 1 ik i—k+1l ... 5 il ... jHkjtk+l ... n
o kHL bk 0 AL Tt akHlek 0 T 0 1t diki—ktl ot § 0 g+l gtk gkl

o (type Op) fori <k <n+1-j:

i .
bo = bok = 8i0 * Si41,0 " - Sk=1,0 " Sk,1 " Sk+1,2 " -+ - * Sk4j—1,5>
with the picture

R T N T R~ N ST 0 | A % ST “S o s S o I /& o SR

3
1
t
1

© gtk gkl

vy

Tyt
=+l

THe—3+L
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o (type X)forl1<k<n+1-j:
b;’yk =bx k=i - tit1,i o titke1,i * Sithitl * Sitht1,i42 -« Sjth—1,5
with the picture

.. kL 4k ... ekl otk ... oL 7 ... T i il ... itk ikl ... Gk GHREL ... g

N
)
=}
—
N

B

3|

NI
|
=}
-
N

GG gL kg T

There are no cancellations in the above products, i.e. one obtains reduced expressions for b i and by j by
concatenating the reduced expressions for the factors. Moreover, the partial order on ;JI; is generated by the
following relations (see Figure[5):

bo.k < bo kt1, 1<k<n—j, (26)
by k < bx k+1, 1<k<n-—j (27)
bok < by k, 1<k<n+4+1-yj, (28)
by k < bo kti, 1<k<n+1-j—i. (29)

Proof. The fact that ;JI; consists of the elements as above follows from [GK| Theorem 4.6]. The reduced expres-
sions we choose to give agrees with the expressions used in [GK]. The case [ = 0 in [GK] Theorem 4.6] is our type
Oa;ly =0o0rl =cisourtype X (fori = jori # j), and ¢ = m + [ is our type Op. The Bruhat relations
[8l), ([27) and (28)) follow directly from the reduced expressions given above. For the relation (29), we see from
the reduced expressions above that it is enough to prove it in the case i = j, which follows easily from e.g. [BjBr|
Theorem 8.1.8].

To prove that (26])-(29) are generating relations in ;JI;, it is enough to observe that b, i £ by k—1, since bo
involves the simple reflection (j + k& — 1) in its reduced expressions while by k—1 does not, and, moreover, that
by i L bo i for k' < k + i, by comparing the number of occurrences of sg in their reduced expressions. O

Corollary 5.13. Leti,j € S. Then

L] = ZP (1) = n+1—max{i,j}, 1=0orj=0;
Y ye oY 2(n +1—max{i,j}), otherwise. '

Proof. Follows from comparing Propositions E.11] and .12 with Propositions 5.8 and 5.9 O

We will need also to use some information on ;BG,. However, neither a complete enumeration of ;BG; \ ;JI;
nor determination of the corresponding poset structure is needed. The following proposition is enough for our
purposes.

Proposition 5.14. Let 1 <1i < j <n. The elements
B = bk VY ), € BGy\ L

O)
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are well-defined, for each 1 < k < n —j, and
JM( 117) = {bi{k+l7bi§<j,k}' (30)
Moreover, we have
K <% s (31)

foreach1 <k<n-—j.

Proof. Fix i,j and 1 < k < n — j. We define the elements f = f,ij as follows. Take the reduced expression for

b1 given in Proposition 512 Note that the k-th factor is si4x—1,i—1, both for k < i and i < k. Let f be given

by the expression obtained from the reduced expression of bijk-kl by replacing the first k factors of the form s, ;

by tm,i—1. The result is an expression of the form used in Section 4 in [GK]. In particular, it is reduced and the
element belongs to ;BG ;. More explicitly, we have

f=tiim1 tit1,i=1 -+ bith—1,i—1 " Sidth,i * Sith+1,i+1 " - - Sj+k,j-

To show that f = bi{kﬂ \% bZXJk we use [GK| Proposition 4.5], which states that any f € BG; is written as

f=f-V fy, whenever f > f f €,BG, are such that

(i) f and f_ have the same number of sy appearing in their reduced expressions (note that the number is
independent of reduced expressions);

(i) £y f+ € Wi \ Wi—1, for some m < n, where W,, C W is the parabolic subgroup generated by
{s0,--sm} CS.

By construction, the pair f_ = bixj g and fi = bf)ijrl satisfies the conditions, with the numbers k and m = j + k,
and establishes the first claim. Dissectivity, Proposition [2.10] and Corollary 3.8 give (30]).

The relation (3I)) follows from the given reduced expressions since the two are comparable factor by factor. O
Lemma 5.15. The Bruhat relations in (28), (28), (214) and (28), as well as ([B1]), are socle-killing.

Proof. This is a routine check of all the cases, e.g., using the given reduced expressions. O
Proposition 5.16. For any 0 < i,j < n, there exists a chain of length Zyei"m De,y(1) in ;BG;.

Proof. When i =0 or j = 0, the elements in ;JI; form a chain, as shown in Proposition 511l This chain is of the
desired length.

When ¢ # 0 # 4, then Proposition [5.12] and Proposition [5.14] provide the chain

boi <bx1 < fi <bxza<fo< < fumax{ij} < Ox,n—maxf{ij}+1 (32)
which has the desired length by Corollary 513 O

Corollary 5.17. Let w € W. The socle of A./A,, is contained in the sum of soc A, /A, taken over x € IM(w).

Proof. This follows from Proposition and Proposition O



JOIN OPERATION FOR THE BRUHAT ORDER AND VERMA MODULES 25

5.3.3. The join-irreducible socles in type B. Recall from Subsection 5.31] the structure of the penultimate cell
J.
Proposition 5.18. For by, € ¢JIy, where 1 <k <n+ 1, we have

Lo (—(ugo) + 2(n — k)), k =n (mod 2);
soc Ag /Ay, =
Lo (—l(woo) +2(n+1—k)), kZn (mod2).

Proof. From Proposition B.11] and Lemma we know that ¢JI is a socle-killing chain. By Proposition 2.3
and Proposition the socles corresponding to the elements by are direct sums of shifts of L,,, and Ly,.
Proposition B.9] gives the degrees in A, in which these composition factors appear. The claim now follows from
Lemma 27l Lemma and the pigeonhole principle. O

Proposition 5.19. For1 < j <n and by € ¢JI;, where1l <k <n+1—j, we have
soc Ac /Ay, = Ly, (—L(ugs) +2(n+1—j — k)).

Proof. Analogous to the proof of Proposition [5.18 O

To determine the case 1 <7 < j < n, we need some further computation of KL polynomials. The following lemma,
which is derivable from Lemma [5.1] directly, determines all Dz,y, for x € W and y € J inductively. Note that the
induction also works when we restrict toy € L C J.
Lemma 5.20. Let z € W and s € S be such that zs > s.
(i) Fori>0 and y; ; € “H?, we have
_ Uﬁlpz,yi,ju IfS 75 S]7 33
Pzsyi; = s T (33)
—UPzy;; T Pzyijpr T Pzyij1 T Oys jsjwoPzwgy 1T S = 8.
Here, by convention, u; j = w; —j;, if j <0, and y; j =0, if j > n. Note that oy, ;. s; wo = Oy ; wi-
(i) For yo,; € “HI, we have
v_lpz,wo’]‘7 IfS # Sj;
Pzswo,; = . (34)
_’Upz,wo’j +pz,woﬁj+1 +pz,woﬂj.s]- + 5l,jpz,uo,07 if s = S5

and

» _ vilpz,uo,m if s ?A 505 (35)
oo _’Upz.,ug,o +pz,uo,1; if s = 50-

Lemma 5.21. For0 <i < j <n and0 < j, we have:

Pssyuy = pH(wo)=2G+1) 4 ) l(wo)=2(+2) 4 ... 4 f(wo)=2n (36)
sy wn; = pHwo) =20 =it 1) g lwo)=2(i=i42) . 4 f(wo)=2(n+1=d) _ 2(i=1) () f(wo) =2 4 Dou iy )s (37)
Dtijui; = v “Psijuijs (38)
Dtijowi; = Psijoui;- (39)

Proof. Follows from Lemma [5.20] by various inductions. 0
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Corollary 5.22. For0 <i<j<n and0 < j, we have
[Ae/AbX,l ZLuij]:O and [Ae/AbX,l :Lw. ]:1,

ij
and, moreover, the composition factor L., appearing in A./Ay, , is in the minimal degree among the composition
factors La,; in Ae.

Proof. Comparing Proposition 521l with Proposition 5.8 gives the claim. O

Proposition 5.23. Let1 < i< j<n. Foreachl <k <n+1—j, and for the corresponding join-irreducible
elements b, 1, and by . in ;J1;, we have

Ly, (—l(uij) +2(n+1—j —k)), bo 1 is of type Oa;
soc A /Ay, , = (40)
(Luy; @ Loy, )(—€(uij) +2(n+1 =35 —k)), boy is of type Op;
and
SOCAe/AbX’k %’Lk<—€(wij)+2(n+1—j—k)) (41)
for either Ly, = Ly, or L, = Ly,;.

Remark 5.24. For k = 1 and k > n+1—1i — j, we have Ly = L,,,; by Corollary 5.22] and for degree reasons.
We conjecture that Ly = L,,,; is the case for all k, but to prove this in general, a computation of KL polynomials
similar to LemmaB.21] e.g., using Lemma seems required.

Remark 5.25. In the proof, we also prove
socAe /A, = Li(l(uij) +2(n+1—j —k)) & Lpg(—L(wij) +2(n+1— 5 —k)) (42)

with L) = Ly, if Ly_; & Ly,,, and Lj, & L., if Ly_; = Ly,;, where f} is from Proposition 514, Thus the
socle-sum property does not holds for fj, when k > i.

Proof. We use Proposition [5.8 and Lemma 2.7] throughout the proof without referring to it.

Consider the chain ([32) which we rename z1 < - -+ < x2,_2;42. Since the total multiplicity of composition factors
in A, isomorphic to shifts of L, with y € “H/ agrees with 2n — 2j + 2 by Proposition 5.13] we have

[Ae/Ay,, i Ly) + [Ac/As,, : Ly =m,

for each 1 < m < 2n — 2j 4 2 (see the proof of Proposition A.17]), where v = u;; and w = w;;. Here we use
that both subquotients L,, and L., of A, are graded multiplicity free. By Proposition [5.15] for each even number
m, the relation z,,—1 < x,, is socle-killing. Thus, by Lemma [27] the socle of A./A,. is simple, for each even
number m. That is, each soc A, /Ay, , is simple. Now ,Corollary 5.22] gives (41l), for & = 1. Since by x < bx k41
is socle-killing, Lemma B.4|[) establishes (41]) for all &.

Similarly, each subquotient A, _,/A,  contain exactly two penultimate composition factors (i.e., composition
factors isomorphic, up to shift, either to L,, or to L,,). By the socle-killing relations and Lemma[Z7] this subquotient
must contain the maximal degree penultimate component in A./A, . Also, the socle-killing property shows that
each soc A./Ay, has length at most two. By (41]) and degree comparison, we conclude that

soc Ao /Ay, = L'(—d) & L(—l(w) +2(n+1—j — k)) = L'(—d) ®soc Ac /Ay, . (43)

Here L and L’ are just notation for the simple subquotients in the socle. Then ([BQ) and Proposition 517 implies
that the component L'(—d) is contained in soc A, /Ay, ;.

We prove, by inductiononl=n+1—j—k=1,--- ;n—j, that
max deg(soc Ac /Ay, , ;) = £(u) —2(1 = 1). (44)
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Note that Lemma gives the “>" inequality in Formula (44]). Let [ = 1. We claim that the “<" inequality in
Formula ([@4]) follows from the following facts:

e that there is at most one (graded) penultimate composition factor of A, in each degree > ¢(u) —2(I — 1),

e that such composition factors are the socle of Ae/AbX for some k' > n+2—1i— j, by (£,

N

e that, for each &' > n + 2 — i — j such that b, x4+1 > by i, the latter is socle-killing by Proposition
Indeed, let [ > 1, then the socle-killing relation bs 41 < bo k42 and induction provide the desired bound.

From Formula (@4]), we obtain Formula (@0), for type O 4, immediately. For type Op, the (non-socle-killing) relation
bo ks > bx k—i, Formula (Il), and Lemma 54 (), together with Formula (@4]), imply Formula (@0]).

Finally, Formula (#4]) and the second equality in Formula (43)) implies d = ¢(u) —2(n+1—j — k) in Formula (#3).
Now, the socle-killing relation by j—; < bx i shows that L’ 2 Ly, as claimed in Remark 525 O

5.4. Type D. We assume (W, S) is of type D,, 2. We use the following labeling of S:

ot

Since J is strongly regular, i.e., all H-cells inside 7 are singletons, we denote the unique element in I as Wi -
These elements can be described as follows. Denote by~ the identity on S, if n is even, and the unique automorphism
of the Dynkin diagram that swaps 0 «» 07, if n is odd. For simple reflections i, j, denote by s;; € W the product
i---j of simple reflections along the unique shortest path starting in ¢ and ending in j in the Dynkin diagram.
Then

Wij = 837 Wo-

The Bruhat graph of 7, for n even, is given on Figure 4l The Bruhat graph of 7, for n odd, is obtained from
Figure [ by reversing all the arrows that start from or end in one of the following elements: wy-g-, wo-g+, Wo+g-,
wo+o+. Both for even and odd n, the rows are right cells, and the columns are left cells.

5.4.1. Some Kazhdan-Lusztig computation in type D. Since the Coxeter number for D, 42 is h = 2n + 2, we have
l(wo) = (n+2)h/2 = (n+2)(n+1) = n?+3n+ 2. We do not know any reference for an explicit formula for the
value of the a-function on 7, so we will compute this value below. We start with the following estimate.

Lemma 5.26. We have a(J) > £(wp) — 2n — 1.

Proof. Consider I = {0=,0%,1,---n—1} C S. We have {(w;) = (n+1)2n/2 = n?+n = £(wp) —2n—2. We want
to prove that wy is notin J. If it were, then it would have to be in "H"™. But "™ has only one element wy,, = n-wy,
whose length is ¢(wg) — 1, a contradiction. Now, w; <y J implies a(w;) = (wy) = L(wo) — 2n — 2 < a(J),
proving the claim. O

We will simplify the notation and use p;; := pe w,;, for i, € S. The following is the base case of the inductive
computation of the p, ,, for y € J.

Proposition 5.27. For y = w;g+, wip-, Wo+;, O wo-;, where i > 1, we have

Pey = 0" W) L W2 4y ) =20, (45)
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Wo-0- Wo-o+ Wo-1 Wo-2 Wo-3 Wo—n

Wo+o Wo+o w0+}) Wo+2 Wo+3 tee Wo+n

7

wi0- W10+ w11 w12 w13 s W1in
\_A—//

Wa0- Wa0+ W21 w22 w23 cee Wan,
\—A_/

W30- W30+ w31 w32 w33 cee W3n,

R . |

I

Wno- Wno+ Wn1 Wn2 Wn3 e Wnn

FIGURE 4. Bruhat graph of the penultimate two-sided cell in type D, 12 with n even.

Proof. Applying Lemma B2 to w;o+ — w;_1 o+, for, respectively, i = 2,3,...,n (see also Figure M), we get a
series of equalities:

(V4071 P+ =DPic1,0+ + Pit1,0+ 1=2,3,...,n—1,

_ (46)
(W4 v)  puo+ = Pn—1,0+-

Suppose that v™ is the smallest monomial that appears in p,o+, and note that m < £(w,g+) = £(wp) —n — 1. By
induction, it is easy to see, using (@6)), that p;p+ must contain v~ "1 as a monomial. Since w;y+ is not a Duflo
element, we have m —n+1 > a(J) > f(wo) —2n — 1 (see Lemma [5.26]). This gives us m = ¢(wy) —n — 1, and
therefore p,,o+ = v/(¥not). The statement of the proposition, for 4 = w;g+, now follows from (@8] by a two-step
induction.

The statement for the remaining elements follows from the symmetry of the Dynkin diagram, and from the fact
that Dij = Pjis for Z,j IS O

From the proof of Proposition 5.27] we also get:
Corollary 5.28. We have a(J) = f(wp) —2n — 1 =n? +n + 1.

Proposition 5.29. For1 <i < j <n and y = w;;, we have

Pij = Dji = W) + Ué(y)—2_|_ RS Uf(y)—z(n—j)_’_
4t =20 g l(y) =202 4 l(y) —2(n—j+d)

Note that higher multiplicities appear in ([&Z)) if and only if i + j < n. These multiplicities are at most 2.



JOIN OPERATION FOR THE BRUHAT ORDER AND VERMA MODULES 29

Proof. We apply Lemma 5.2 to wy+,; — w1, to get

(v+v7Y) por; = pij.
Proposition 5.27 applied to py+; above proves our claim (7)) for i = 1. Applying again Lemmab.2to wy; — wa;
and j > 2, we get
(v+v7Y)  p1j = paj + po+j + Po-j-
Here we apply Proposition 5.27] and ([47]) for ¢ = 1, which proves (@7 for i = 2. For ¢ > 2 we apply Lemma[E.2]to
wi—1,; — w;; and j > i to get
(v+v7Y) pim1j = Pij + Pi-2,

where the induction hypothesis establishes ([@7]). The proof is complete. 0

Finally, we treat the remaining four cases where i, j € {07,07}. The result depends on the parity of the rank.

Proposition 5.30. For n even, we have

p0+0+ — pO*O* — ve(u}o)fl + ,Ue(u)o)f5 + - + vE(wg)72n71, (48)

Poto- = Po-o+ = ,Ué(’w())—3 + vé(’wo)—? + . + ,Uf(wo)—2n+1. (49)
For n odd, we have

p0+0+ — pO*O* — ve(u}())fzs + ,Ue(u)o)77 + - + vE(wg)72n71, (50)

Poto- = Po-o+ = ,Ué(’u)())—l + ,Ué(’w())—5 + . + ,UZ(IU())—27Z+1. (51)

Proof. The equalities pg+o+ = pg-o- and pg+o- = Pg—o+ follow from the symmetry of the Dynkin diagram.

Assume first that n is even. Applying Lemma to wo—g+ — wyg+ yields (v +v71) - po-o+ = pro+ (see Figure
[@), where the right hand side is known from Proposition 52271 This gives (9]

Applying Lemma to wigr — Wworo+ yields (v +v71) - pro+ = Poto+ + Pao+ + Po-o+ (see Figure ). Now we
use Proposition 5271 and (49)) to get (@8)).

Assume now that 7 is odd. We apply Lemma 5.2 to wg+o- — wo = 0% wg+o—, which gives (v +v71) - poro- =
v*(wo) 49, . From this, one easily gets (5I)).

Finally, we apply Lemma B2 to w;g+ — wg— o+, which gives (v +v71) - pigr = Po—o+ + Paot+ + Poto+. From this,
one easily gets (B0)). O

5.4.2. Join-irreducibles in type D. Consider the type B and type D Weyl groups W (By,+1) and W (D,,12) with
Dynkin diagrams as in Subsection [£.33] and Subsection 5411 Define a map

¢: W(Bnt1) = W(Dns2)
by 0 — 070~ = 070" and i — i for 1 < i < n. Since 0707107071 = 1070~10"0~, this defines a group
homomorphism.
We denote by JI the join-irreducibles in W (D, 2), by JI? the join-irreducibles in W (B,,;1). From the braids
of the elements in JI? given in Subsection [5.3.2] we see that no element in JIZ has a reduced expression that

contains consecutive simple reflections 0101, and so, in particular, no two reduced expressions of an element in JI?
are related by the type B braid relation 0101 = 1010. Therefore, we have two well-defined maps

¢F: JIP = W(Dpyo)



30 H. KO, V. MAZORCHUK AND R. MRDEN

which are given by taking a reduced expression and replacing every other appearance of ‘0’ by 0" and 0~ alter-
natingly. The result is an expression of an element in W (D,,;2). We let ¢ (w) has 0T at the first (leftmost)
appearance of 0 in a reduced expression of w, and ¢~ (w) has 0~. For example,

#(0102103210) = 070~ 10707210707 321070,
#(0102103210) = 0710721073210,
$~(0102103210) = 0~ 107210732107

Note that ¢ and ¢~ differ by the automorphism of the Dynkin diagram which swaps 0 <+ 0~ and preserves the
other simple roots.

Proposition 5.31. For j € S, define the following elements in W (D,,2):

O = gEY),  1<k<n+1-j

(i) Then we have finite sets
0r g = {70 < dd 0 <20 <.}, (52)
0 dTy = {d3 0 <d) 0 <dl0<. ..}, (53)

where the last elements above are d° © and d.9, depending on the parity of n.
(ii) For j > 1, we have

oI = {dV7 < dl < dST << d0 Y (54)
(iii) Analogous statements hold for o- JI;.

Proof. Note that by applying ¢* to the reduced expressions of elements bgj described in Proposition 5.11] we get
exactly the reduced expressions of the elements from [GK| Theorem 5.7], from which the rest follows easily. O

Proposition 5.32. Let 1 <i < j <n. The set ;J1; consists of the following three types of elements:
o (type O4y) for 1 <k <min{i,n+1—j}:
di{k =do = ¢(b?k> = ¢+(b2k) =¢" (b?k)v
o (type Op) fori<k<n+1-j:
diﬁk =di = ¢i(bi{k),
o (type X)for1<k<n+1-j:
di = dw = 97 ))-

Moreover, the partial order on ;J1; is generated by the following relations (see Figure[5):

dofy < do k+1, 1<k <min{i —1,n—j}, (55)
do,i < d+iv1, ifi <n—j, (56)
A <dipr1, dep <dxpe1, i <k<n-—j (57)
Ay 1 < dx k+1, 1<k<n—j, (58)
dok < dx ks 1<k <min{i,n+1-j}, (59)
dir <dx i i <k<n+4+1-j, (60)
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dy ke < dt htit1, 1<k<n-—j—i (61)

Proof. The fact that ;JI; consists of the elements as above follows from [GK| Theorem 5.7], as well as the fact that
applying the maps ¢ and ¢+ to the reduced expression of the corresponding element, we get a reduced expression.
The Bruhat relations (B5)—(G0) follow directly the construction of the elements. For the relation (&Il), we see from
the reduced expressions above that it is enough to prove it in the case i = j, which follows from e.g. [BjBr,
Theorem 8.2.8].

To prove that (BB)—(&I]) are essentially all relations in ;JI;, it is enough to observe the following:

o doj £ dy -1, forl <k <min{i,n+1—j}, since the former one involves the simple reflection (j+k—1)
in its reduced expressions while the latter does not,

o dyj Ldy 1, fori <k <n+1-—j, for the same reason as above,

o dyj £ dy jti, for 1 <k <n+1—j—1i, which can be checked using [BjBr, Theorem 8.2.8]. O
Lemma 5.33. The Bruhat relations in (52)-(%4) and (53)-(60) are socle-killing.
Proof. This is a routine check of all the cases. ]

We note that the formulation of Lemma [5.33 lists all the relations from Poposition [£.32] except (€&1]).

As in type B, it helps to consider some of ;BG; in addition to ;JI;:

Proposition 5.34. Let 1 <1i < j. Then the elements
glicj = (b( ;?) € W(Dn+2)
belongs to ;BG; and we have in W(Dy_2)
d/gk < glicj < d/ixj.,kJrl'

Proof. The left and right descents of ¢( ;j) are {i} and {j}, respectively, by construction of ¢. The second claim
follows from b7 , < f;7 < b, in W(B,1) since the map ¢ preserves the order relations. a

Lemma 5.35. Let 1 < i < j. The relation gfgj < dixj,k-i-l is socle-killing.
Proof. This follows from the fact that f = f,ij < b7 1 = b is socle-killing. In fact, the former implies either

X, k+
f<sibor f <bs;. If f<s;b, then

g = 0() < olsib) = o(s0)0() = sid ..

and the second case is similar. O

Corollary 5.36. Leti,j € S. Then

|JI|: peﬂvij(l)a Z'ZOi orj:()i;
o p€7wij(1)+cij7 1<4,5 <m;

where ¢;; = max{0,n+1—j —i}.
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do,l

n+1—j7—1

b><,n+17j

FIGURE 5. The Bruhat graph of ;JI; in types B,4+1 (left) and D, 42 (right), for 1 <i<j<n
and ¢ < n — j, with solid arrows socle-killing. In the right-hand side diagram, all but the first two
arrows from (B9]) are omitted, as well as all but the last four from ([@0). The case i > n — j is
similar, but without type Op elements (i.e., no dashed arrows).

Proof. The claim follows from comparing Proposition 5.31] and (.32 with Proposition £.27] £.30, and £.291 Note
that ¢;; is equal to the one half of the number of type Op elements, and also to the number of monomials in p;;

with coefficient 2.

Proposition 5.37. For any i,j € S, there exists a chain of length p. .,;(1) in ;BG;.

Proof. When i = 0% orj = 0%, the elements in iJI; form a chain, as shown in Proposition (5.37] of the desired

length.
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Otherwise, Proposition [5.32] and Proposition 5.34] provides the chain

do,l < d><,1 << d><,2 <ge<---< In—max{i,j} < dx,nfmax{i,j}Jrl (62)
which has the desired length by Corollary [5.36 O

Corollary 5.38. Let w € W. The socle of A./A,, is contained in the sum of soc A./A, taken over x € IM(w).
Proof. This follows from Proposition [5.37] and Proposition [£.19] O
5.4.3. The join-irreducible socles.

Proposition 5.39. Leti = 0% and j € S. Then, for dj € 4+ JI;, we have

soc A /Ay, = i (—0(wo) +1+2(n + _ ) j 0%
Lwij<—€(wij)+2(n+1—] —k)>, j>1.

Proof. Since ;JI; is a chain with socle-killing relations by Proposition 531l and Lemma [5.:33] and since |, JI;| =
pi; (1) by Proposition[5.301and Propostion[5.27], the claim follows from Lemma[2Z7]and the pigeonhole principle. O

Proposition 5.40. Fix 1 <i < j <n. Ford € ;JI;, the socle of A./Aq is isomorphic to some shift of L,,,,. To
be more precise,
(i) for 1 <k <min{i,n+1— j}, we have
soc Ae/Aq, , = Ly, (—l(wij) +2(n+1—j +i—k)),

(i) fori < k < n+1—j, the socles soc Ac/Aq, ,, socAc/Aq_, and socAc/Ag, ,_, are three distinct
simple summands of the isotypic component 2L, (—{(w;;) +2(n+1—j+i—k)) in A,

(i) forn+1—j—i<k<n+1-—j, we have
socAe/Aqg, = Ly, (—l(wij) +2(n+1 -7 —k)).

Proof. Using Lemma [5.] and induction one obtains the type D analogue of Lemma [5.21] which shows that the
penultimate simple multiplicity of maximal degree in A./Ag, | equals 1. This implies (i) for dx 1. This allows us
to follow the steps in the proof of Proposition (.23

We use Proposition and Lemma [27] throughout the proof without referring to it and we set w = w;;.

Consider the chain ([62)) which we rename x1 < -+ < Zg,-2j+2. Since the total multiplicity of penultimate
composition factors (i.e., composition factors isomorphic, up to shift, to L,,) in A, agrees with 2n — 2j + 2 by
Proposition we have
[Ac/A,,, : Ly =m,

for each 1 <m < 2n — 25 + 2 (see the proof of Proposition [£.17]). By Proposition [5.35] for each even number m,
the relation z,,—1 < x,, is socle-killing, and thus by Lemma 2.7] the socle of A./A,, , for each even number m, is
simple, that is, each soc A./Ag, , are simple. As proved in the first paragraph, we have soc A./Ag, | as stated in
the formulation, and, in particular, it is in the desired degree. Since dx < dx k41 is socle-killing, Lemma [
shows that, for all k, the socles soc A./Ag, , are as in () and in (Gi).

We prove, by inductiononl=n+1—j—k=1,--- ,n—j, that
max deg(soc Ac/Ag, ) = l(w) — 20 —2(1 - 1) (63)
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1 1342 13 134 1345 13456
l |
13452431 13456245342 1345243 134524 13456245 1345624534132456
134562453413 1345624534 134562453413245
13456245341324

FIGURE 6. The posets 1JI;, for j =1,2,...,6, in type Es.

Note that Lemma [5.5] gives “>" in ([€3). Let I = 1. Then “<” in (&3] follows from by combining the following
facts:

e that there is at most one (graded) penultimate composition factor of A, in each grade > ¢(w)—2i—2(1—1),

e that each such composition factor is the socle of A./Ay, ,,, for some k' > n +2 —i — j, by the previous

paragraph,

'
K

o that di y41 > dx i, if true, is socle-killing (see Proposition 5.33)), for each k' > n +2 —i — j.
Now let [ > 1. Then the socle-killing relation d+ x+1 < d+ k42 and induction provides the desired bound.
The socle-killing relation d+ ;—1 < d4 ; and Lemma upgrades (&3)) to
deg(socAc/Aq, ;) = L(w) —2i —2(1 = 1).

This implies ({l) immediately. For (i), it remains to observe that either of soc A /A, , having the maximal possible
multiplicity, namely 2, with respect to the composition factor L,, in the maximal degeree contradicts that d; ; and
d_ j, are Bruhat incomparable. This proves the claims for d+ ;. and do .

The proposition is proved. O

5.5. Type Es. Before we discuss type E in general, it is useful to first look at type Fs in detail. Let (W,S) of
type FEs. We denote the simple reflections by

Since J is strongly regular, i.e., all H-cells inside J are singletons, we denote the unique element “H7 as w;;. These
elements can be given as follows. Denote by ~ the unique non-trivial automorphism of the Dynkin diagram. For
simple reflections i, j, denote by s;; € W the product ¢---j of simple reflections along the unique shortest path
starting in % and ending in j in the Dynkin diagram. Then we have w;; = s;5 - wo.

The Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials pe ., for w € J, are collected in Table[ll We put p. ,, in the position (4, j) of the
table, where i is the left, and j the right ascent for w. The computation was performed in SageMath v.9.0.

The posets 1JI;, for j =1,2,...,6, are given in Figure [6] with all the relations socle-killing.

In Figure [7l and Figure B we present all the remaining ;JI;, up to symmetries, with the non socle-killing arrows
dashed. Moreover, to the right of each element 2 € ;JI; in the diagrams, we assign a symbol of the form c¢L{—d),
which means the following:
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HE 2 3

1 3! + 025 32 + 28 32 + 30 + 26

2 || p32 + v28 30 + 3l + 029 + 020 33 + 3l + 029 + v27

3 || v32 + 30 + 26 33 + 3! + 029 + 027 33 + 2031 + v29 + 027 + 025

41| v*° + 0%+ 0% 40 | 0P 0% 4+ 2070 4 0% 1020 | 03 4 2077 4 2070 + 2078 4 0%

51 v34 + 30 + 028 33 + 3l + 029 + 027 30 + 33 + 3t + 2029 + 027

6 || v3° + 029 32 + 28 34 + 30 + 28

| 4 5 6

1 33 + 3l + 029 + 027 v34 + 30 + 028 30 + 029
2| v34 + v32 + 2030 + 28 + 26 33 + 31 + v29 + 027 v32 + 28
3 || v* 4 20%% + 20%0 4 2078 4 0?0 0¥ 4+ 0% 403 4207 + 07T | 03 %0 0%
4 || v3° + 233 + 331 + 329 + 2,27 + 020 | 34 + 232 + 2930 + 2028 + 026 | 33 + 3t + 029 + 027
5 || v* 4 20%% + 20%0 4 20%8 4 0?0 A A S N S i N N
6 || v33 + 3l + 029 + v27 v32 + 30 + 026 3l + 020

TABLE 1. Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials pe 4, for w € J, in Es.

e the maximal degree component of A./A, is isomorphic to L., (—d) (calculated by computer),

o [A.: Ly, (—d)] = c (see Table[]).

Proposition 5.41. For each x € JI \ {24563451342}, the socle of A./A; is simple, and hence equal to the
maximal degree component of A./A,. For x = 24563451342, we have

SOCA /Ay 2 Ly, (—31)  or 80 As/Ay = Luyyy(—31) & Ly, (—29). (64)

Proof. Comparing the diagrams in Figure [f] with the corresponding Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials in Table [Il one
immediately gets the socles of A./A,, for all z in Figure @l

For 2JI2, we have the same argument for all elements except for x = 24563451342 which is hit by a non-socle-killing
relation from 245342. We thus have the two possibilities as stated.

In 9JI3, the only possibility for a non-simple socle is

Ae/D2456345243 = Lupyy (—31) © Luyy, (—29).

But in such a case, Lemma [5.4] would imply that there is an arrow (dashed) between the two middle elements in
oJI3, a contradiction.

The claim for oJ1, follows from the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials. Note that, in this case, the three non-comparable
elements in the same degree have isomorphic socles, and that any two of the three socles generate the full isotypic
component 2L,,,, (—30) in A..

In 3JI3, the element 345243 has simple socle again because of Lemma 5.4l The biggest element there has simple
socle because it is hit by two socle-killing arrows, and the socles corresponding to the sources of the two arrows
generate the full isotypic component 2L,,,,(—31) in A.. Similar arguments apply to 3JIs.
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2 L(—25) 243 L(-27) 24 L(—26)
245342 L(—29) 2453413 L{—29) 24534 L(—28)
|
|
A
24563451342 L(—31) 2456345243 L(—31) 245341324 245634524 2456345134 2L(—30)
245341324565432451342  L(—35) 24563413245432413  L(—33) 245634132454324 L(—32)
24534132456543245134 L(—34)
3 L(—25) 345 L(-27)
3413 L(-27) 3413245 3456245 34561345 2L(—29)
- e

345243 L(—29) 3413245643245 e L(-31)
L
. s
34561345243 34562453413 3413245432413 2L(—31) 34562453413245 L(-33)
~ -
3413245643245432413 L(-33) 3456245341324562453413245 L{-35)

34 L(—26)

345134 34524 341324 2L(—28)
N -

345624534 34132454324 2L(—30)

g N
3413245643245134 3456245341324 34132456432454324 2L(-32)

34132456453413245341324 L(—34)

FIGURE 7. The posets oJ15, 2JI3 and 2J14 in the first row, 3JI3 and 3JI5 in the second row,
and 3J14 in the third row, in type Fj.

Let us consider now 3JI4. For x = 345624534, the quotient A./A, contains the composition factor L., (—28)
with multiplicity one, as one can check by a Kazhdan-Lusztig computation. This composition factor must be the
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4 L(-25)
/

24 4534 2L(—27)

43245134A\ 45624534 45341324 45634524 456345134 432454324 3L(—29)

4324561345211 _ f5624534\1?124 432456132:5134 \Z 634132454324 453413245341324 432456432454324 3L(—31)

4534132456543245134 453413\225634132454324 \43\2256453413245341324 2L(—33)

45624534132456453413245341324 L{-35)

FIGURE 8. The poset 4J1, in type Eg.

one coming from the socle of 2’ = 34524. Since the arrow 2’ — x is socle-killing, this composition factor is not in
the socle of A./A,, and therefore A./A, has simple socle. An analogous argument applies to 3456245341324.

Finally, consider now 4JI,. One can check that the socles are simple for all the elements in degrees 25, 27, and
29 by the same arguments as above. In degree 31, the first two elements from the left, as well as the first two
elements from the right contain L,,,, (—29) with multiplicity 2, and therefore it is enough to observe that each is
hit by at least two solid arrows.

Consider now x = 43245643245134 in degree 31. There are four socle-killing relations 2’ < z for 2’ in degree 29
and it is enough to show that the sum of A./A,,, where we name these four elements x1, z2, 23, x4 from the left,
is the isotypic component 3L(—29). Suppose not. Then the sum is a subquotient X = 2L(—29) in 3L(—29).
However, computation shows that the joins y = x1 Vx5 and z = 77 V4 exists and that y # 2. By Proposition[£.19]
the socles of A./A, and A./A, are contained in X. At the same time, by x; < y and z; < z, these socle strictly
contain soc A. /A, . It follows that soc A. /A, = X =socA./A, which contradicts y # z.

Analogous arguments cover the rest of the elements in 4JI,. O

Example 5.42. Let b € W be the join of the six elements in Figure [8 whose socle is contained in 3L(—29)
(computations confirm that this join exists). Computation also shows that JM(b) consists exactly of these six
elements, while we also have b = x V y where x,y € JM(b) are the two length 9 elements among these six. Since
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socAe /A, = L(—29), for each z € IM(b), by Proposition 5.41] we have
[Az(=(x)) N Ay(=L(y)) : L(=29)] = 1,
while a Kazhdan-Lusztig computation shows
[Ap(=£(b)) : L(=29)] = 0.

It follows that Ay (—¢(z)) N A (—L(y)) # Ap(—£(D)), which provides an example where the answer to Question
is negative.

5.6. Type E. Let (W,S) be of type E. The polynomials p. ,, for w € J, in types E7 and Ejg are listed in
Appendix (see Subsection for Eg).

Computer computations confirm the following fact:

Proposition 5.43. For any i,j € S, there exists a chain of length p. ., (1) in ;BGj.

As a consequence of Proposition [543 we have:

Corollary 5.44. Let w € W. The socle of A./A,, is contained in the sum of soc A./A, taken over x € IM(w).
Proof. Proposition 5.43] and Proposition proves the claim. 0
Conjecture 5.45. For each x € JI, the socle of A./A, is simple.

Remark 5.46. Conjecture [5.45 is verified in a majority of cases in types E; and Fg by the bounds from Subsec-
tion [5.1] and various computer computations. Completely proving Conjecture [5.45] however, seems to require new
ideas, as already seen in (&4).

If Conjecture 548 is true, all soc A./A,, for z € JI, are determined by Kazhdan-Lusztig computations and follow
a pattern similar to the one described in Subsection B.H for type Fg. For example, consider the case of a ‘large’
iJ1;, for example, 4J14 in type Eg. Recall our notation (c,) for the coefficients of KL polynomials, see ([I5), (e.g.,
we have (1,2,3,4,5,6,6,6,6,6,5,4,3,2,1) in type Es at 4JI,). Then, for each degree r, the isotypic component
¢ L{d,) contains % distinct simple subquotients which are the socles of % elements in ;JI;. It would

. . (c+1)e
be nice to explain why the number =5

appears.
Remark 5.47. It is interesting to point out that, in the simply laced types, the maximal number appearing as a
coefficient of the KL polynomial between e and a penultimate element coincides with the maximal coefficient of a
root. For non-simply laced types this fails.

1 2 3 4
5.7. Type Fy. Assume that (W, S) is of type Fy. We denote the simple reflections by o——c——=0—-o0 . We let

“HI = {u;j, w;;}, where either u;; = w;; or u;; is strictly shorter than w;;.

The Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials pe ., for w € J are collected in Table[2l We put pe ,, in the position (Z,5) of the
table, where i is the left, and j the right ascent for w. The computations was performed in SageMath v.9.0.

Figure @ lists all ;JI;, up to symmetries, where the dashed arrows denote non-socle killing relations.

A Kazhdan-Lusztig computation determines the maximal degree components of A./A,. Using this information,
we calculate the socles of A./A,.
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HE 2 3 i
19 13 20 18 14
v+ Ll s 21 19 17 15 20 16
1 23 17 22 18 16 v T v o vt
v+ v v+ vt +v
20 18 14 21 19 17 15 13
vV 4+ v+ v+ 207+ v+
9 ’s s » ”s " o . . 022 4 2020 4 218 4 9916 4 14 | 421 4 19 4 17 4 )15
Vi 4+ v+ v 4+vt+ou7 + 20+

020 4 18 14
022 1 18 4 416
o191 413
023 4 17

21 + 2,019 +1)17 +’l)15 +,013

22 20 18 16 14| Y

Ve 4+ 2070 + 20° + 20° 4w -
023 121 4 19 4 91T 4 15

v

v

3 ,U21 _|_1)19 +U17 +’U15

20 +1}18 +7_)14

20 , 16
4T+ 22 4 18 4 16

1}21 +U19 +1}17 +,Ul5

TABLE 2. Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials pe ., for w € J, in Fj.

Proposition 5.48. Table[3 gives the socles of A./A,. In Table[d,we denote a simple subquotient by its parameter
y, instead of L,. If a socle component is not a (graded) isotypic component in A., but a simple submodule in an
isotypic component of multiplicity 2, we write y in gray.)

| rzeJl | soc A /A, |
2 UQ2<—13>
232 w22<—15>
| xedI soc A /A, | 2312 (22 ® waz){—15)
1 u11{—13) 234232 Uga(—17)
12321 w11<—17> 2312312 II‘-_>2<717>
12342321 u11(—19) & wy1(—17) 2342312 (ug2 @ wo2)(—17)
123423123412321 wi1(—23) 2341232 (uge @ 1w22)(—17)
12 u19(—14) 2312341232 U2 (—19)
1232 wi2(—16) 2342312312 U2 (—19)
1234232 u12(—18) 23123432312 (125 @® waa)(—19)
12342312 (u12 © wi2)(—18) 2342312341232 W (—21)
12342312312 u12(—20) 2342312342312312 | (ug2 ® waz)(—21)
12342312341232 wi(—22) 23123432312342312312 waa(—23)
123 U13<—15> 23 UQ3<—14>
123423 u13(—17) 23423 o3 (—16)
123423123 u13(—19) 23123 o3 (—16)
1234231234123 u13(=21) 23423123 ug3(—18)
1234 u14(—16) 231234123 o3 (—18)
1234231234 u14(—20) 231234323 Ug3(—18)
234231234123 a3 (—20)
231234323123 ua3(—20)
231234323123423123 u23(—22)

TABLE 3. The socle of A./A, for z from Figure[d

Proof. Note that soc A./A, always contains the maximal degree component of A./A,, but, other than that, all
other summands, if any, must be of strictly higher degree. Using the diagrams in Figure [0 the Kazhdan-Lusztig
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1 12 123 1234
12321 1232 123423 1234231234
I
* |
Y
12342321 1234232 — —= 12342312 123423123
123423123412321 12342312312 1234231234123
12342312341232
2 23
232 - — — — =2312 23123 23423
234232 - > 2341232 2342312 2312312 231234123 23423123 231234323
[
I I
| g %g \ \ //\/ \ /
Y Y Al
2342312312 2312341232 23123432312 234231234123 231234323123
2342312341232 — > 2342312342312312 231234323123423123
23123432312342312312

FIGURE 9. The Bruhat graph of ;JI; in type Fy, for (i,5) = (1,1), (1,2), (1,3), (1,4), (2,2)
and (2, 3), with the non socle-killing arrows dashed.

computation of the maximal degree components, and the property of socle-killing relations (Lemma [27]), we can
verify Table [3 except maybe in the following three cases, each of which has two possibilities:

socC Ae/A12342321 = Lu11 <—19> or Luu <—19> &) qu <—17>, (65)
soc Ae/A234232 = Lu22 <—17> or Lu22 <—17> D Lu22 <—15>, (66)
SOC Ae/A2342312341232 = Lu22 <—21> or LU22 <—21> ) Lw22 <—19> (67)

For (&6]) and (7)), one can check by calculating the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials that the hypothetical summand
above the maximal degree does not appear in the corresponding A./A,, and therefore cannot appear in the socle.

Now we consider ([B]). For z = 12342321, we claim that L., (—17) does appear in A./A,. Assume that it does
not appear in the socle. Then L,,,,(—17) must extend to L,,, (—19) inside A., which implies that the projective
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cover P,,, of L,,, must contain L,,,(—21) as a composition factor. However, this is not the case, as one can
check by Kazhdan-Lusztig computations. The claim follows. O

Corollary 5.49. Let w € W. The socle of A./A,, is contained in the sum of soc A./A, taken over x € IM(w).

Proof. The socles of A./A, for z € JI determined in Proposition [5.48] satisfy the assumption of Proposition [A.18]
thus the claim follows from Proposition [£.18 O

Example 5.50. Let
x = 32341232,y = 234231234, z = 2312312, w = 23423123432.

We have z,y, 2 € JI and w € W are such that IM(w) = {z,y,2}, IM"(w) = {z,y} and w =2zVyVz =2z Vy.
We claim

S0C A /Ay =s0c A /A, @ soc A /A, C soc A /Ay +s0cAg /Ay +socAc/A,. (68)

In particular, the socle-sum property does not hold for w.

To prove the claim, we need to consider the elements 2/, y’ € 2JI given by
' = 2341232, o = 2342312

which satisfy 2/ < = and 3/ < y, necessarily socle-killing, and 2’ V¢ > z. The sum of socles of A./A, and
Ac/Ay thus contains soc A, /A, while it is not contained in soc A./A,,. On the other hand, by Corollary 5.49]
the socle of A./A,, is contained in soc A./A, & soc A /Ay & socA. /A, (the sum is direct since z,y,z € JI
with distinct descents). We conclude that soc A./A,, C socA./A, & socA./A,, but a strict inclusion would
imply w = x or w = y which is not true. This proves Formula (&8]).

1 2
5.8. Type G. Assume that (W, S) is of type G2. We denote the simple reflections by &— .

The KL polynomials are trivial (see Table []) and the submodule structure of the dominant Verma module is well-
known. For z # e, wo, we have soc A./A,; = Ly (;)(—£(x)) where o is the diagram automorphism swapping the
two elements in .S, and the socle-sum property and Conjecture [£.1] hold, for all w € W.

TABLE 4. Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials p. ., for w € J in Ga.
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6. APPENDIX: KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG POLYNOMIALS FOR E7 AND Fjg

In the tables below we list the Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials p. ., for w € J, for the exceptional types E7 and Ej.
We put pe ,, in the position (7, ) of the table, where i is the left, and j the right ascent for w. The computations
for E7 were performed in SageMath v.9.0. For Eg, some additional tricks were necessary.
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I 2
6.1. Type E7. We denote the simple reflections by ° 0 < ° 0 °. See Table [l for the re-
sults.
BE 2 3 4
1| 062 4 056 4 52 4 26 09 1 55 4 53 4 9 DO 05T 55 153 4B g AT | 60 | 58 4 36 4 95 4 52 |
050 4 48
9 || 099 1+ 055 4 053 1 9 092 1 P8 56 4 51 b B2 1 | 60 | 58 4 56 4 0p5d 4 152 1 | 461 459 4 9057 4 9y55 4 053 4
050 4 46 W50 4 48 2051 4 49 4 47
3 || v 0BT 409 403 St AT | 0 B8 B0 4 295 452 | 62 400 458 12950 4 254 | 461 4205942057 43050 43053+
90 18 2092 4 950 4 18 4 16 20°1 + 2049 4 47
4 || 690 £ B8 6 4 25 4 452 1 | 481 1059 12057 42055 4 2053 & | 61 12059 1920574 30551 3053 1 | 162424004 3455 1 46 44yt
050 4 48 2091 + 19 47 20°1 4 2049 4+ 047 4052 4 3050 4 2048 4 46
5 || %9+ 027 4055 453 Pl 4019 | 960 4458 £ 2956 4954 4 2052 4 | 0042058 £ 256 42054420524 | 6142059 43057 4+-3050 43053 +
90 18 2050 4 48 30°1 + 2049 4 47
6 || 058 4 056 4 052 4 450 059 4057 1055 1053 Bl 49 | B9 1 9057 4 55 1 B3 4 9451 1 | 001 9458 1 9336 1 954 4 94,52
019 2050 4 418
7| v°7 + 05t v58 4 Pt 4 50 v98 090 4 52 4 %0 059 4 0PT 4095 453 BT %9

5

6

7

,U59+,U57+,U55 +,U53+,U51 +,U49

USS +U56 +U52 +U50

/057 + /051

090 458 42950 454 4 2052 4
220 + 48

U59+’U57+U55+U53+U51 +U49

,U58 + ,U54 + ,U50

05042058 42956 12054 120524
250 | 448

0% 42057 4 9% 4953 4 2051 4

U49

,U58 + ,U56 + ,U52 + ,U50

v 4205943057+ 3050+ 3073 4
3,051 + 2,U49 + ,U47

0042098 42956 12054+ 20524
2050 4+ 448

’U59+U57+U55+U53+’U51+’U49

’U62 +U60+2U58 +2’U56+3’U54+
21)52 + 2/050 +/U48 +U4G

UGl +U‘59+U57+2U55+2’U53+
U51 + U49 + U47

/UGO +UGG +UG4 +/052 + U48

05 409 4957 42055 42053 4
Ol 4 00 4?7

002 080 4450 4 2054 4452 4
v 4 10

,U61 + ,U55 + ,U53 + ,U47

,UGO + ,U56 + ,U54 + ,U52 + ,U48

UGl +U55 +U53 +U47

/062 + /054 + /046

TABLE 5. Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials p. ,, for w € J in Ex.

6.2. Type Eg. We did not manage to get the polynomials directly from the computer, due to the complexity of
the Weyl group, and the length of the elements from 7, so we use a different approach here. Denote the simple
reflections by

The element wy is central, and we have ¢(wg) = 120. According to [GP) Table C.6], we have a(J) = 91. Since J
is strongly regular, i.e., all H-cells inside [J are singletons, we denote the unique elementHJ as wi;. These elements
can be given explicitly as w;; = s;5 - wo, where s;; € W denotes the product i - - - j of simple reflections along the
unique shortest path starting in ¢ and ending in j in the Dynkin diagram. The Bruhat graph of J is given on Figure
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FIGURE 10. Bruhat graph of the penultimate two-sided cell in type Es.

The rows are right cells, and the columns are left cells. We will simplify the notation and use p;; := pe w,; for
1,j €8.

Proposition 6.1. The polynomials p;; are given in Table[@
Proof. By applying Lemma[5.2lto non-diagonal elements of 7, one can see that all p;;'s can be reconstructed from

p1s (similarly to the proofs from Subsection E.41), see Figure [0l In fact, it is convenient to use the computer to
calculate each p;; from pis. So it is enough to prove that pig = v113 4 107 4 4103 497,

Using Lemma along the vertical arrows in the last column in Figure 10, we can get

Wt —140vt40 6

= . 69
P78 pr—" D18, (69)
pss = (00 — 1+v7%) - ps. (70)
Applying again Lemma [5.2] to wss — wp, we get
V- Pss + Pswss = V00 + Prs. (71)

From (&) and the fact that Ag(—1) C A, it follows that pss — v - pg wgs has non-negative coefficients. From (&9]),
([Q) and ([72)) we get

016_’_”14_010_@8_@64-1)2—!—1. _ 121 72
v6(v2 4 1) et "

P88 — U - P8 wss —

Recall that wgg is a Duflo element, so the lowest degree monomial appearing in pgg is v&7) = 491, and moreover,
it appears with coefficient 1. Therefore, from ([{0)) we see that we can write

pis = ’0113 + alvlll 109 107 105

+ apv' + a3 + 440" 4 a5 + agv' + a7v? + 0”7, a; > 0.
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From (72) we see that p1s must be divisible by v? + 1, and therefore

a1 —as +as — a4+ a5 — ag + ay = 2.

Write also
P18 — 105 4 b1v103 + b2U101 + bgvgg + b4v97 + b5v95 + b6v93 + U91,
v8(v2 +1)
where
a1 =1+ by,
ai:bi,1+bi, i:2,3,...,6,
a7 = bg + 1.

45

(74)

By multiplying (73] with the numerator in ([72]), and from the non-negativity of the coefficients in ([72]), we get the

following conditions on b;'s:

by 4+ by —1>0 by —bs —by—bs+2>0
—bi+b3+b,—1>0 by +by —bs —bs —bg >0
by —by byt bs—1>0 by + b3 —bs —bg—1>0
—by — by —b3+bs+bs >0 bs+bys—bg—1>0
—by—bg—by+bs+2>0 by +b5—12>0.

Under ([74)), these conditions translate to the following conditions on a;'s:

a3 >1 as+2 > a3+ as
as > ax az +12>as+az
as > az + 1 ag > ag + 1

ae +1>a1+as aq4 2 ar

a1+ a7 > as+ay as > 1.

The fact the latter set of conditions implies a3 = a5 = 1 and a1 = a2 = a4 = ag = a7 = 0 is left as an exercise.

This finishes the proof.

O
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e

2

3

4

1

’Ung-'r’U“s+U109+’U107+’0103+
v101+097+v91

1]116_,’_@,112+U1]O+,U108+,U106+
,UlO4 +’U102+7JIOO+7J98+7JQ4

’U118+7J114+’U112+17HO+2’U108+
v106+v104+2u102+v100+098+
U96+’U92

Y117 {115 | 113 4 9111 | 9,109 |
20107 4 29105 4 94103 | 99101 1
20% + 097 4+ 0% + 0%

v116+’0112+U110+’U108+’U106+
1)1(]4+1)102+'U100+’l}98+’1194

1)119+U115 +7.’113+’L)111+2L'109+
1}107+2’11105 +’U103+21)1(]1 +7199+
097+095+091

’Ull7+0115+7.’113+2’0111+2’U109+
2,U107 + 2,[)105 + 2,[)103 + 2147101 +
20% + 097 4 0% 4 0%

vl18+vl16—}—21}“4—}—211”2-&-31)110-&-
31)108 + 301{)6 + 301()4 + 30102 +
3,0100 + 2’[198 + 21)90 + ,UQ4 + ,UQZ

118 4 114 | 112 110 4 9,108 |
106 4 104 | 0,102 1,100 4 98 |
090 4 992

W17 4115 113 4 9111 4 9109
99107 § 94,105 | 9,103 4 9,101 |
2090 4+ 097 + 0% + 9%

V119 4117 115 4 29113 4 2py 111
30109 4 30107 4 0,105 4 3,103 |
30101 19499 4 94,97 4 1,95 1 1,93 1 91

V18 4 29116 4 9y lld 4 3p112 4
4p110 4 4108 | g)106 4 4,104
40102 4 4y100 1 3998 1 296 4 2994 4
92

v

’U117+U115+’U113+2’U111+2’L]109+
2107 + 2105 + 29103 + 2101 +
209 4+ 097 4 0% 4 0%

Y118 116 9,114 | 91124 3,110 4
30108 | 3,106 | 3,104 | 3,102 4
30100 4 2998 4 2996 4 94 4 92

,U118 + 27]116 + 21,114 + 3U112 +
4U110+4U108 +4,U106 +4,U104+
4’0102+41}100+3’U98+2’U96+2’U94+
92

v

119 | 9117 4 34,115 4 4118 4
5ulll 4 6109 4 6107 4 6105 4
60103 460101 1599 44097 4 395 4
2093 4 91

[$2

Y116 114 4 112 | 9,110 | 108 4
20106 | 9/104 | 1102 4 9,100 4 ;08 4
096 4 94

117115 9118 9111 4 9,109 4
30107 4 29105 4 39103 4 24101 4
2099 4+ 2097 4 9% 4 %

M7 4 oplls 4 9113 4 g1l
30199 4 30107 4 49105 4 39103
30100 4 3099 + 2097 4 2095 93

V118 | 9116 4 gy,114 | g112 4
4110 4 59108 4 5106 4 5,104 4

50102 4 49100 4 4998 4 396 42094
92
v

U115+’U113+’U1“+’l}109+’U107+
2’1)105+U1(]3+1/101+’U99+’U97+’l’95

116 4 114 9,112 4 1,110 4 9,108 4
2106 4 9,104 | 9,102 | 100 4
2098 99 4 9

116 +27jll4 + 2112 +2,0110 +
27)108+3’U106 +3,U1[)/1 +2U1(]2 +
2’[}100+2U98+2’U96+l’94

,U117 + 2U“5 + 3,[)113 + 3v111 +
3U1(]9 + 4,01()7 + 4,0105 + 4,1)1()3 +
3v101 4 3099 + 3097 + 2095 + 0%

U114+7}112+7,’108+U“)6+11104+
’0102+U98+U96

,U115+,U113+,0111 +U1(]9+1}107+
2U105+’U103+’U101+’b‘99+1)97+’b‘95

Ulls+27}113+U111+7}109+2’U1[)7+

20105 1 9y103 | (101 | 199 4 9,07 4
’1}95

,U116 + 2,0114 +2’U112 + 2U11{) +
2U108+3@106+37}104+21)102+
2U1(]0+2U98+2U96+,U94

vllS +U107 +U103 +’UO7

1}114+’U110+7]106+U104+7}100+1796

Ull4+’l}112+’U108+’l/‘106+’b’104+
’U102+7J98+7J96

7/,115+1}113+Ulll +’l)109+’b‘107+
2v105+v103+v101+,U99+,U97+,U95

)

6

7

8

’Uuﬁ+’L}114+UHQ+2’UHO+’U108+
2’[}106+2’L}104+U102+2U100+’U98+
,096 + ,094

U115+U113+U111 +U109+’b‘107+
2’[)105+’U103+7J101+’U99+’U97+’U95

’Uu4+’l}112+’U108+’U106+’0104+
’U102+’098+U96

7-]113 +’U107 + ,U103 +,U97

W17 1115 10y 113 1 0111 1 9109
30107 4 20105 4 3108 4 9100 1
209 4 2097 4+ 9 4 993

Q116 4 114 4 9112 4 110 4 9,108 ¢
9p106 | 9,104 4 9,102 | 100 |
2098 4 96 4 994

’U115+U113+’U111+’U109+’l)107+
21}105+1}103+0101+1)99+7197+1)95

’Ul14+’U110+0106+U104+’U100+’U96

v117 +2’U115 +20113+3,U111 +
3’U109+3’Ul[)7+41}105 +3U1(]3 +
31}101+31’99+21197+27}95+’U93

UllG +2U“4+2’U112 +2U110 +
9108 4 3,106 4 3,104 | 9,102
2U100+2’098+2’U96+’U94

U115+2’L‘113+’U111+’U109+2'UIO7+
271105+2U103+U101 +U99 +2’I}97+
,U95

1)114+0112+0108+U106+Ulo4+
2)1[)2+’I}98+’U96

qu + 27}11(5 + 3,U114 +41]112 +
47]110+5’U108 +5’U106 +5’U104+

50102 4 4p100 4 4998 4 3996 4 2994 1
92
v

7 4 20115 4 3118 31
30109 | 4107 4 4,105 | 4103 |
30101 4 3099 4 3097 4 2095 4+ 093

Ullb‘ +2’UM4 + 2“112 +2U11(] +
217108 +3’U106 +3’U104 +2’U102 +
2U100+2U98+2’U96+1794

,U115+,0113+,0111 +U1(]9+1}1(]7+
2U105+’U103+’U101+’b‘99+1)97+’b‘95

(S

V119 117 4 9y, 115 3,118 3,111 4
40199 4 4107 4 4105 4 49103

40101 13099 4 3097 209 493 4
91
v

Y118 116 9,114 91124 3,110
30108 4 39106 4 39104 4 34102 4
30100 4 2998 4 2996 94 4 92

V1174115 4 113 9,111 1 9,100 4
20107 4 29105 | 99103 1 9101 1
2099 4 97 4 95 4 4,93

,Ull(i+v112+U1]0+,U108+,U106+
,UlO4 +’U102+’U100+’U98+7jg4

1)118+1)116+21)1l4+211112+31)110+
30108 4 3y106 4 3p104 4 3102 4
3,U1()0 + 21)98 + 2,1]96 + ,1}94 + ,1192

Y119 4 117 4 115 | 118 L 9 111 |
30109 4 29107 1 2105 4 94103 4
Fyl01 4 999 4 4,97 4 1,95 4 93 91

P18 116 (112 4 9,110 4 9,108
9106 4 104 4 9,102 4 9,100 1, 98
v 4 092

1{,117+vlll +1)1(]9+1)1(]7+1)103+
,Ul[)l +1}99 +1}93

W17 115 4 1184 9,111 | 9,100 4
20107 4 94105 | 9,103 | 9,101
2099 4 97 4 95 4 93

’U118+’U116+U112+2’U110+2’U108+
1}106 +Ul(]4+2’17102+2’l)100+7)98+
,US)4 +’U92

,Ull.()+,U117+,L,111+2,U109+,01(]7+
. 9 0°
,Ul(]d + 2v101 + ,U.)Q + ,U.)d + UQ]

g
’Ul18+’UHOJr’UlOS+'Ul(]2+’b'10“+'u')2

’0116+U112+’U110+’U108+’U106+
’U104+7J102+7J100+’U98 +’U94

1}117+1}111 +L’109+U107+’b‘103+
vl{)l +7j99+7j93

U118+’U110+’U108+’U102+’U100+1}92

,U119 +,U109 +v101 +,U91

TABLE 6. Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials p. ., for w € J in Es.
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