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ON THE LEFSCHETZ PRINCIPLE FOR GL(n,C) AND GL(m,Qp)

KEI YUEN CHAN AND KAYUE DANIEL WONG

Abstract. We construct an exact functor from the category of Harish-Chandra modules of
GLn(C) to the category of finite-dimensional modules of a graded Hecke algebra of type A. We
show that the functor preserves parabolically induced modules, standard modules, irreducible
modules, unitary modules and Dirac series. We also use the functor to connect a Bernstein-
Zelevinsky type functor for graded Hecke algebra side to the tensor product for GLn(C) side.
Some applications are also discussed.

1. Introduction

The Harish-Chandra Lefschetz principle predicts that the representation theory for real, p-adic

and automorphic ones should be put in equal footing. This principle has been pursed in various

situations. For example, the unitary dual problem has been exemplified by Barbasch in [Ba10], in

which the correspondence between relevant K-types (real side) and relevant W -types (p-adic side)

are established to match up actions of intertwining operators.

Another instance is the work of Ciubotaru-Trapa [CT11, CT12], which builds functorial con-

nections between the categories for some real and p-adic groups, based on some Schur-Weyl type

constructions of Arakawa-Suzuki [AS98] as well as the work of Oda [Od07] and Etingof-Freund-

Ma [EFM09]. This allows one to transfer information between these two categories, including the

unitarity of representations.

The main goal of this paper is to establish a new Schur-Weyl type duality between the category

of Harish-Chandra modules of GLn(C) and the category of modules of graded Hecke algebra of

type A. While the work is inspired by [AS98, Od07, EFM09, CT11, CT12], there are two important

aspects in our work:

• Firstly, the construction for GLn(C) carries other subtleties such as finding a suitable

choice of the Casimir element in constructing Hecke algebra actions and a suitable choice

of a standard representation in defining our functor.

• Secondly, other than the unitary dual problem – which is much known now from the work

of Barbasch [Ba89] for complex case (also see [St67] and [Vo86]) and Tadić [Ta86] for p-adic

case, we also explore other problems of recent interest such as Dirac series [DW20], para-

bolic inductions [LM16] and Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives [Ch22+, Ch22+d] (related to

branching laws).
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We need more notations to explain our constructions and main results. Let HCn be the category

of Harish-Chandra modules of GLn(C). For the p-adic side, the classical result of Borel-Casselman

[Bo76] allows to reduce the study of the Iwahori component of p-adic groups to the module category

of affine Hecke algebras. Lusztig [Lu89] further shows that one can further reduce to study the

module category of their infinitesimal version – graded Hecke algebras. In our context, we need the

graded Hecke algebra of type A, see Definition 2.3. Let Hm be the category of Hm-modules.

Let V be the conjugate standard representation of GLn(C) (see Lemma 3.1). Let K be the

maximal compact subgroup in GLn(C). In Section 3.3, we construct a functor Γn,m : HCn → Hm

whose underlying space takes the form:

Γn,m(X) = HomK(triv, X ⊗ V ⊗m).

Such functor has several nice behaviours:

Theorem 1.1. The functor Γn,m satisfies the following properties:

• (Theorem 5.8) Γn,m preserves parabolic inductions.

• (c.f. Theorem 6.4) Γn,m sends a standard representation to a standard Hm-module or zero;

• (c.f. Theorem 9.4) Γn,m sends an irreducible module to an irreducible Hm-module or zero;

• (Theorem 7.5) Γn,m preserves unitarity.

We refer the reader to the corresponding statements for the precise meaning of the preservations

in Theorem 1.1. We also remark that up to a thickening trick (see Section 9), for any irreducible

Harish-Chandra module X of GLn(C), we can find a unique m such that Γn,m(X) is non-zero (and

so irreducible). This nature is specific to GLn(C), compared to the GLn(R) case in [CT12].

In view of the recent development of parabolic induction on p-adic side (see e.g. [LM16]), one

can transfer those properties using our functor in an effortless way (see Section 12). This avoids at

least some reworking for the parabolic induction in the Harish-Chandra category, not mentioning

techniques in these two categories are different. Indeed, our functor also reveals what the analogue

should be, which is sometimes not completely trivial.

A refinement on the unitary dual is the Dirac series, which carries deeper structure between K-

types and W -types. Combining the classification of the Dirac series in [BP11], [DW20] and [BC14],

we show that up to thickening, Γn,m also exhibits the Lefschetz principle for the Dirac series in

Section 10. This can be regarded as an answer to a question posted in [BCT12, Page 200] for our

setting. Extensions to some non-unitary representations with non-zero Dirac cohomology are also

discussed.

One classical application of the Schur-Weyl duality is to link up the branching problem for

symmetric groups Si to the tensoring problem for gln(C). To pose such analogous linkage in our

context, we need to introduce two more ingredients. Firstly, using a natural subalgebra C[Si] in

Hm, we can define a functor: for an irreducible representation τ of Si,

BZτ : Hn → Hn−i; BZτ (π) = HomSi
(τ, π),
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see Section 8.1 for precise descriptions. Secondly, we define the Schur functor Sτ (V ) = HomSi
(τ, V ⊗i)

as a GLn(C)-representation, which is irreducible and can be computed explicitly from the classical

Schur-Weyl duality. (Here we use the convention that Si acts on V ⊗i by a sign permutation.) This

gives the tensoring functor Tτ : HCn → HCn; X 7→ X ⊗ Sτ (V ). Our main result is to relate these

two functors:

Theorem 1.2. (=Theorem 8.2) Let τ ∈ Irr(Si). For X ∈ HCn, there is a natural isomorphism:

BZτ ◦ Γn,m+i(X) ∼= Γn,m ◦ Tτ (X).

We call BZτ to be a generalized Bernstein-Zelevinsky functor, reflecting our original viewpoint

from p-adic groups in [CS19, Ch22+]. One can then translate recent results in [Ch22+, Ch22+c] to

HCn, see Section 11. It is an interesting problem to extend Theorem 1.2 to constructions of other

classical groups such as [CT11] and [Ca22].

Another problem of our interest is the branching laws, whose Lefschetz principle is also investi-

gated in [Ch23]. However, the branching law is dealt with in the category of Casselman-Wallach

representations and irreducible representations could become non-admissible after restriction. This

makes harder for using the functor Γn,m to study branching law directly. On the other hand, as seen

in this article, results on parabolic inductions and Jacquet functors in [Ch22+b, Ch22+c, Ch22+d]

can be transferred in some form and this opens up possible applications to some branching problems,

see e.g. Remarks 11.5 and 12.4.

1.1. Acknowledgements. This project is supported by Seed Fund Basic Research for New Staff

(Project Code: 2201102282), the HKU startup grant, and the National Natural Science Foundation

of China (grant 12371033).

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some basic notations. We also review the representation theory for

GLn(C) and Hm, which also demonstrates some similarities between their representation theories.

2.1. Complex groups. Let G = GLn(C) be a complex Lie group treated as a real group, with a

maximal compact subgroup K = U(n) consisting of unitary matrices i.e.

U(n) :=
{
E ∈ G : E

t
E = In

}
,

where E is the complex conjugation of E and Et is the transpose of E. Let B be the Borel

subgroup of upper triangular matrices in GLn(C). Let H be the subgroup of diagonal matrices in

GLn(C). Let H = TA be the Cartan decomposition of H so that T ∼= (S1)×n and A ∼= (R×)×n.

Write g0 = gln(C), k0, h0, t0 and a0 as their Lie algebras, and remove the subscripts for their

complexifications. (Those notions for Lie algebras depend on n, but it will be clear from the

context.) The group Sn acts on h0 by permuting the coordinates. We use j to denote the action of√
−1 coming from the complexification (for instance, one has g = {P + jQ | P,Q ∈ g0}).
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Following [Du75] and [Vo81, Section 7.1], we make the following identifications for g and its

subalgebras: Define φL, φR : g0 → g by:

φL(E) :=
1

2
(E − jiE), φR(E) :=

1

2
(E + jiE),(1)

where i is
√
−1In in g0. Then one can easily check there is an isomorphism:

g0 ⊕ g0 ∼= g.(2)

given by (E,E′) 7→ φL(E) + φR(E′). Using the isomorphism, all elements in g will be written as

(E,E′) ∈ g0⊕g0 from now on. In particular, for A,B ∈ k0, A+ jB = φL(A+ iB)+φR(A− iB) ∈ k

corresponds to

(A+ iB,A− iB) = (A+ iB,A+ iB) = (A+ iB,−At − iBt) = (A+ iB,−(A+ iB)t),

since At = −A and Bt = −B. So we have the identifications

(3) k ∼= {(E,−Et) : E ∈ g0}, t ∼= {(H,−H) : H ∈ h0}, a ∼= {(H,H) : H ∈ h0}.

2.2. Representation theory of GLn(C). Recall that HCn is the category of Harish-Chandra

modules (a.k.a. (g,K)-modules) of GLn(C) in the sense of [Vo81, Definiton 0.3.8]. Note that for

any Harish-Chandra module X in HCn, the actions of φL(E) and φL(iE) are differed by the scalar√
−1. The same holds if we replace φL by φR.

Let U(g0⊕g0) be the universal enveloping algebra of g0⊕g0 over C. Using the above discussion,

we can and shall regard X as a U(g0 ⊕ g0)-module determined by the action:

(E1, E2).v = (φL(E1) + φR(E2)).v

for v ∈ X and (E1, E2) ∈ g0 ⊕ g0.

For n1 + n2 = n, let G = GLn1+n2
(C) and let P = Pn1,n2

be the parabolic subgroup containing

matrices of the form (
g1 ∗

g2

)

for gi ∈ GLni
(C) (i = 1, 2). For a Casselman-Wallach representation τ of P , let IndG

P (τ) be the

space of smooth functions from G to τ satisfying: for p ∈ P and k ∈ K,

f(pk) = δ1/2(p)(p · f(k)),

where δ is the modular character of P . For a Harish Chandra module τ of P , by abuse of notations,

we also write IndGP (τ) to be IndG
P (τ̃) for some Frećhet globalization τ̃ of τ .

For Y1 in HCn1
and Y2 in HCn2

, define the real parabolic induction as:

Y1 × Y2 = IndGP (Y1 ⊠ Y2)K−finite,

which is regarded as a representation in HCn1+n2
. It follows from [Knp86, Page 179] that the

product is an associative operation.
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Definition 2.1. For any a, b ∈ C satisfying a− b ∈ Z, χa,b is a GL1(C)-character given by

(4) χa,b(z) = zaz̄b.

Let λL = (λL,1, . . . , λL,n), λR = (λR,1, . . . , λR,n) ∈ h∗0
∼= Cn be such that λL,i − λR,i ∈ Z for all i.

The principal series (representation) X(λL, λR) is defined as:

(5) X(λL, λR) = χλL,1,λR,1
× χλL,2,λR,2

× · · · × χλL,n,λR,n
.

Write µ := λL − λR and ν := λL + λR. Using the identification (3), it can also be written as:

X(λL, λR) = IndG
B(Cµ ⊠ Cν ⊠ 1)K−finite,

where we write B = TAN with N being the subgroup of unipotent upper triangular matrices.

The K-type with extremal weight µ occurs exactly once in X(λL, λR). Let J(λL, λR) be the

unique irreducible subquotient of X(λL, λR) containing this K-type (see [PRV67]).

The principal series plays a more prominent role in the representation theory of complex Lie

groups since it constructs all irreducible Harish-Chandra modules in a nice manner:

Theorem 2.2 ([Zh74]). Retain the above notations. Then the following statements hold:

(a) Every irreducible Harish-Chandra module is of the form J(λL, λR).

(b) Two such modules J(λL, λR) and J(λ′L, λ
′
R) are equivalent if and only if there exists w ∈ Sn

such that wλL = λ′L and wλR = λ′R.

We say X(λL, λR) is a standard module if Re(ν) = Re(λL + λR) is dominant i.e.

Re(λL,1 + λR,1) ≥ . . . ≥ Re(λL,n + λR,n).

It is well-known (see e.g. [Du75, Théorème I.4.2], [Knp86, Theorem 8.54]) that if X(λL, λR) is

standard, then it has a unique maximal proper submodule, so that J(λL, λR) appears as a unique

quotient of X(λL, λR). The notion of standard representations is more convenient (than principal

series) when later we have to compare with the modules of graded Hecke algebras (defined in next

section).

2.3. Graded Hecke algebras.

Definition 2.3. The graded Hecke algebra Hm of type A is the associative unital algebra over C

with generators y1, . . . , ym and s1, . . . , sm−1 such that

• yiyj = yjyi for any i, j;

• s2i = 1 for all i;

• sisj = sjsi for |i− j| > 1;

• sisi+1si = si+1sisi+1;

• siyi − yi+1si = 1;

• siyj − yjsi = 0 if j 6= i, i+ 1.
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Let Sm be the symmetric group permuting m elements. Note that s1, . . . , sm−1 generate the

group algebra C[Sm]. Thus, for w ∈ Sm, we also regard as an element in Hm via the natural

embedding from C[Sm] to Hm.

There is a natural embedding of Hm1
⊗ Hm2

to Hm1+m2
via the maps: for i = 1, . . . ,m1 and

j = 1, . . . ,m2,

yi ⊗ 1 7→ yi, 1⊗ yj 7→ ym1+j ,

for i = 1, . . . ,m1 − 1 and j = 1, . . . ,m2 − 1,

si ⊗ 1 7→ si, 1⊗ sj 7→ sm1+j .

For Hm1
-module π1 and Hm2

-module π2, we write

π1 × π2 := Hm1+m2
⊗Hm1

⊗Hm2
(π1 ⊠ π2).

The associativity of this product follows from the associativity of tensor products and that standard

fact that the tensoring A⊗A is the identity functor for any algebra with an unit.

2.4. Representation theory of Hm. The classification for irreducible Hm-modules is known for

long time, see e.g. [Ze80, Ro86]. Let Hm be the category of finite-dimensional Hm-modules.

A segment is of the form [a, b] for some a, b ∈ C with b−a ≥ 0. We shall consider a segment [a, b]

to be a set {a, . . . , b}. A multisegment is a multiset of non-empty segments. As our convenience,

set [a, a− 1] = ∅, and a segment can be an empty set and a multisegment can also be an empty set.

Two segments ∆1 and ∆2 are said to be linked if ∆1 ∪∆2 is still a segment, and ∆1 6⊂ ∆2 and

∆2 6⊂ ∆1. For two segments ∆1 = [a1, b1],∆2 = [a2, b2], we write ∆1 < ∆2 if ∆1 and ∆2 are linked

and a1 < a2.

For c ∈ C, define χc to be a character on H1 = C[y] such that ψc(y) = c. For each segment

∆ = [a, b], define St(∆) to be the unique simple quotient of

ψa × ψa+1 × . . .× ψb

Moreover, St(∆) is one-dimensional and is the sign representation as a Sn-representation. A stan-

dard property on parabolic inductions is that: if ∆1 and ∆2 are not linked, then

(6) St(∆1)× St(∆2) ∼= St(∆2)× St(∆1).

For a multisegment m = {∆1, . . . ,∆k}, we label the segments such that

(7) ∆1 6< . . . 6< ∆k.

Then, let

λ(m) := St(∆1)× . . .× St(∆k).

This is called a standard module, and the unique simple quotient of λ(m) is denoted by St(m).

It follows from (6) that λ(m) is independent of a choice of an order of segments in m. In particular,

for writing each segment in m as ∆i = [ai, bi], we can choose an ordering satisfying (7) by fixing:

Re(a1) ≥ Re(a2) ≥ . . . ≥ Re(an).
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Standard modules construct all irreducible Hm-modules in the following sense:

Theorem 2.4. [Ze80]

(1) For any irreducible Hm-module π, there is a multisegment m such that π ∼= St(m).

(2) For two multisegments m1,m2, if St(m1) ∼= St(m2), then m1 = m2.

Remark 2.5. One may notice there is an alternate way to define irreducible Hm-modules in [Ro85]

by using a uniqueness of some Sm-types. This supplements a parallel story (i.e. Lefschetz principle)

to using K-types in defining irreducible Harish-Chandra modules in Definition 2.1.

3. Arakawa-Suzuki type functors

3.1. ‘Standard’ representations. The definition of our Arakawa-Suzuki type functor requires a

choice of a ‘standard representation’ V of GLn(C). For reasons that become obvious later in this

paper (see Section 5.2 below), we make the following choice of the standard representation:

Lemma 3.1. Let V ∼= Cn be the conjugate standard representation of GLn(C) i.e. g ∈ GLn(C)

acting on V by the matrix multiplication of g. Then V = J(ρ, e1 + ρ), where ρ is half the sum of

positive roots in the root system determined by H and B, and {ei}1≤i≤n is the standard basis of

Cn.

Proof. Let ξ : g → gl(V ) be the (complexified) derivative of the conjugate standard representation,

that is, for all X,Y ∈ g0, ξ(X + jY ) := X + iY ∈ gl(V ). Under the isomorphism g0 ⊕ g0 ∼= g given

in (2), one has

ξ(P, 0) =
1

2
ξ(P − jiP ) =

1

2
(P − i(−iP )) = 0

ξ(0, Q) =
1

2
ξ(Q+ jiQ) =

1

2
(Q+ i(−iQ)) = Q

So V is trivial (with infinitesimal character ρ) on the first copy of g0, and is the standard represen-

tation (with infinitesimal character e1 + ρ) on the second copy of g0. �

3.2. Casimir element. Let Eij ∈ g0 be the n × n matrix with 1 on the (i, j)-entry and 0 on the

other entries. For 0 ≤ k < l ≤ m, define the Casimir element:

Ωkl :=
∑

1≤i,j≤n

1⊗k ⊗ Eij ⊗ 1⊗l−k−1 ⊗ Eji ⊗ 1m−l ∈ U(g0)
⊗(m+1).

Here 1 is the unit in U(g0).

Note that {Eji} is a dual basis for {Eij} under the pairing:

(E,E′) 7→ tr(EE′t)

and so for any g ∈ GLn(C), Ωkl is invariant under the adjoint action of GLn(C):

Ad(g)(Ωkl) :=
∑

1≤i,j≤n

1⊗k ⊗ gEijg
−1 ⊗ 1⊗(l−k−1)gEjig

−1 ⊗ 1⊗(m−l) = Ωkl.(8)
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3.3. Arakawa-Suzuki realization of Hm.

Theorem 3.2. [AS98] There is an injective algebra (over C) homomorphism Θ : Hm −→ U(g0)
⊗(m+1)

defined by: {
Θ(si) := −Ωi,i+1, 1 ≤ i < m;

Θ(yl) :=
∑

0≤x<l Ωx,l +
n
2 (1

⊗(m+1)), 1 ≤ l ≤ m.

We shall write ΘHm
for Θ if we have to specify the underlying graded Hecke algebra.

Recall that V is defined in Lemma 3.1. Let X be in HCn. Define the algebra homomorphism

Λ : U(g0)
⊗(m+1) → End(X ⊗ V ⊗m) determined by:

Λ(1⊗k ⊗ E ⊗ 1⊗(m−k)).(x ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm) = x⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ (0, E).vk ⊗ . . .⊗ vn,(9)

where (0, E) is the corresponding complexified Lie algebra action on V . (When k = 0, the copy

(0, E) acts on x.)

Definition 3.3. (c.f. [AS98, CT12]) Let X be in HCn, and V be the conjugate standard represen-

tation as in Lemma 3.1. We define the Arakawa-Suzuki type functor:

Γn,m : HCn −→ Hm

to be the exact covariant functor given by

(10) Γn,m(X) := HomK(triv, X ⊗ V ⊗m).

where the Hm-action on Γn,m(X) is given by the map

Λ ◦Θ : Hm → EndC(X ⊗ V ⊗m).

We remark that it follows from (8) that the action of Hm in Definition 3.3 is well-defined i.e.

(Λ ◦Θ(h))(Γn,m(X)) ⊂ Γn,m(X) for any h ∈ Hm.

3.4. Another formulation. Define V̄ to be the contragredient of the standard representation of

GLn(C). Then one can check as in Lemma 3.1 that V̄ = J(−en + ρ, ρ).

We define ζ : g0 ⊕ g0 → g0 ⊕ g0 by:

ζ(E,E′) = (−E′,−E).

This comes from the anti-involution g 7→ ḡ−t and induces an auto-equivalence of categories on HCn,

still denoted by ζ. Define ζ̄ : h0 ⊕ h0 → h0 ⊕ h0 by ζ̄(λL, λR) = (−λR,−λL) so that

ζ(J(λL, λR)) = J(ζ̄(λL, λR)).

We also note that ζ(V ) = V̄ .

Define

Λ̄ : U(g0)
⊗(m+1) → EndC(X ⊗ V̄ ⊗m)

given by

Λ̄(1⊗k ⊗ E ⊗ 1⊗(m−k))(x ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm) = x⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ (E, 0) · vk ⊗ . . .⊗ vn.
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and define the dual functor Γ̄n,m : HCn → Hm given by

Γ̄n,m(X) = HomK(triv, X ⊗ V̄ ⊗m)

with the action of Hm given by Λ̄ ◦Θ. As a result, we have:

Γ̄n,m ◦ ζ ∼= Γn,m.

3.5. Other Arakawa-Suzuki type functor involving the Bernstein-Gelfand functor. We

discuss another way to define a Arakawa-Suzuki type functor for HCn. We first recall a functor due

to Bernstein-Gelfand [BG80] connecting to the BGG category On for gln(C). To facilitate the setup

in [BG80], we shall identify, HCn with the category HCb
n of Harish-Chandra U(g0)-bimodules i.e.

the category of (U(g0), U(g0))-modules with a local k-finiteness condition (in the sense of [BG80,

Section 5.1]). See [BG80, Appendix II] for more details on such identification. We shall now define

another functor from some subcategory of HCb
n to Hm.

Let χ ∈ h∗0 be a dominant character. Then χ determines the central character χ∗ : Z(g0) → C

given by χ∗(z) := (χ− ρ)(pr(z)), where pr : U(g0) → U(h0) by setting other PBW monomials zero.

Let HCR,χ
n be the subcategory of HCb

n such that all X ∈ HCR,χ
n is annihilated by φR(ker(χ∗)). For

instance, for any ξ ∈ h∗0 with ξ − χ to be integral, all composition factors of the principal series

representation X(ξ, χ) are in HCR,χ
n .

Define the functor Tχ : HCR,χ
n → On by

Tχ(X) := X ⊗U(g0) M(χ),

where M(χ) is the Verma module with highest weight χ− ρ. We also denote by Fχ′ the Arakawa-

Suzuki functor in [AS98]. Then we can obtain a functor Fχ′ ◦ Tχ from HCR,χ
n to Hm. It is an

interesting problem to compare Fχ′ ◦Tχ with Γ̄n,m, which goes beyond our study in this article. On

the other hand, our functor is defined in HCn and is applicable for some wider potential applications

(see Section 12.2).

4. Computations on the actions of Hm on induced modules

We shall compute some actions of Hn on Γn,m(X) for some parabolically induced modules, which

will be used to prove Theorem 5.7 in the next section.

4.1. Some identifications. We identify some spaces, which will be useful in defining some gen-

erators for Hm under Γn,m (see Section 4.3). For a parabolic subgroup P of GLn(C) containing B

and a Harish-Chandra module τ of P ,

• IndGP (τ)⊗V ⊗m ∼= IndGP (τ⊗V ⊗m), as GLn(C)-representations, via the map: for f ∈ IndGP (τ),

f ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm
Φ7→ (g 7→ f(g)⊗ g · v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ g · vm).

This is a bijection, see for example [Tr06, Theorem 44.1].
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• (IndGP (τ))
K ∼= τKP , where KP = K ∩ P . The natural map is given by the restriction and

the inverse map is given by: for v ∈ τKP , define f ∈ IndGP τ as:

f(pk) = p · v.

It is straightforward to check that last map is well-defined.

4.2. Computation via differentiations. We use notations in the previous section. For E ∈ g0

and f ∈ IndG
P (τ), define:

(E.f)(g) =
d

ds
f(g · exp(sE))

∣∣∣∣
s=0

,

and ((jE).f)(g) =
√
−1((E.f)(g)). (Here exp is the usual exponential map.)

Again we identify g0 ⊕ g0 with g and so for (E,E′) ∈ g0 ⊕ g0, we mean:

((E,E′).f)(g) = (φL(E).f)(g) + (φR(E′).f)(g).

We shall frequently use these formulas in our computations in Sections 4.4 to 4.7.

4.3. Cyclic subspace. Let τ be a Harish-Chandra module of GLn1
(C)×GLn2

(C). Let n = n1+n2

and m = m1 +m2. Note that τ ⊗ V ⊗m contains a subspace spanned by vectors of the form:

x⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm1
⊗ vm1+1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm1+m2

for x ∈ τ , v1, . . . , vm1
∈ Cn1 ⊂ Cn ∼= V and vm1+1, . . . , vm1+m2

∈ Cn2 ⊂ Cn ∼= V . Here, the first

inclusion by sending Cn1 to the first n1-coordinates and the second inclusion by sending Cn2 to the

last n2-coordinates of V .

We shall denote such subspace by W ′(τ, n1, n2,m1,m2). Let P = Pn1,n2
. Let W(τ, n1, n2,m1,m2)

be the subspace of IndGP (τ ⊗ V ⊗(m1+m2)) containing all functions satisfying the properties:

(1) F (1) ∈ W ′(τ, n1, n2,m1,m2); and

(2) F (k) = F (1) for all k ∈ U(n).

Note that (1) and (2) above also imply that F (1) ∈ (τ ⊗ V ⊗m)U(n1)×U(n2) since P ∩K = U(n1)×
U(n2).

4.4. Basic formulas. We shall keep using the notations in Section 4.3 until Section 4.7. For each

element E ∈ g0, and for an integer k, we define

∆k(E) = 1⊗k ⊗ (0, E)⊗ 1⊗(m−k)

and for k < l,

∆kl(E) = 1⊗k ⊗ (0, E)⊗ 1⊗(l−k−1) ⊗ (0, Et)⊗ 1⊗(m−l).

By abuse of notations, we write: for F ∈ IndGP (τ ⊗ V ⊗m),

∆l(E) · F := Φ(∆l(E) · Φ−1(F )), ∆kl(E) · F := Φ(∆kl(E) · Φ−1(F )),

where Φ is the isomorphism given in Section 4.1 and the ∆l(E) action is defined in (9) (via Λ). We

similarly define for ∆kl(E) · F .
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For g ∈ GLn(C) and F ∈ IndGP (τ ⊗ V ⊗m), we shall write

(g · F )(h) = F (hg).

For (E,E′) ∈ g0 ⊕ g0, we write (E,E′) · F to be the induced Lie algebra action.

Lemma 4.1. Let F ∈ IndGP (τ ⊗ V ⊗m) with F (1) =
∑

i xi ⊗ vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,m. For r ≥ 1, one has

(∆r(E) · F )(1) =
∑

i

xi ⊗ vi,1 ⊗ . . .⊗ (0, E) · vi,r ⊗ . . .⊗ vi,m.

Proof. We consider f ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm ∈ IndGP (τ)⊗ V ⊗m. Let F ′ = Φ(f ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm). Then

(∆r(E) · F ′)(g) = f(g)⊗ g · v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ (g · (0, E) · vr)⊗ . . .⊗ g · vm

Now, evaluating at g = 1, we have:

(∆r(E) · F ′)(1) = f(1)⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ (0, E) · vr ⊗ . . .⊗ vm.

This gives the equality for F ′. Since Φ is an isomorphism (see Section 4.1), we can now extend

linearly. �

Lemma 4.2. (∆0(E) · F )(1) = ((0, E) · F )(1)− (∆1(E) · F )(1)− . . .− (∆m(E) · F )(1).

Proof. We pick f ∈ IndG
P (τ) and let F = Φ(f ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm). Set s to be a variable. We have:

(exp(s(0, E)) · F )(g)
=f(g · exp(s(0, E)))⊗ g · exp(s(0, E)) · v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ g · exp(s(0, E)) · vm

Taking differentiation and then evaluating at s = 0 yields:

((0, E) · F )(g) = ((0, E) · f)(g)⊗ g · v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ g · vm + f(g)⊗ g · (0, E) · v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ g · vm+

. . .+ f(g)⊗ g · v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ g · (0, E) · vm

Note that the first term is equal to Φ(∆0(E) · (f ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm)). Then evaluating at g = 1, it

is equal to (∆0(E) · F )(1).
Starting from the second term, we need to do evaluations at g = 1 to see that the corresponding

term is equal to:

f(1)⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ (0, E) · vr ⊗ . . .⊗ vm,

and so is equal to (∆r(E) · F )(1).
Now, we rearrange the second and higher terms to the LHS, we obtain the formula in the lemma

for F = Φ(f ⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm). But, Φ is an isomorphism (see Secton 4.1), and so we also have the

general case. �
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4.5. Computing some actions on torus part. For simplicity, set W̃ = W(τ, n1, n2,m1,m2).

Lemma 4.3. Let F ∈ W̃. For y ≤ n1 and m1 + 1 ≤ l and any k,

(∆kl(Eyy) · F )(1) = 0.

Proof. This follows from that Eyy acts by zero on the l-th copy of Cn2 ⊂ V . �

Lemma 4.4. Let F ∈ W̃. For n1 + 1 ≤ y and 1 ≤ k ≤ m1 and any l with k < l,

(∆kl(Eyy) · F )(1) = 0.

Proof. This follows from Eyy acts by zero on the k-th copy of Cn1 ⊂ V . �

4.6. Computing some actions on unipotent upper triangular part. We first consider the

action arising from the elements of the form

(
0n1

∗
0n2

)
:

Lemma 4.5. Let F ∈ W̃. For y ≤ n1 < z,

(∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0

for all 0 ≤ k < l.

Proof. We first assume that k ≥ 1. We divide into three cases:

• Case 1: k < l ≤ m1. This follows form that Eyz acts by zero on the k-th copy of V (which

takes the form Cn1 ⊂ V ).

• Case 2: m1 + 1 ≤ k < l. This follows from that Et
yz = Ezy acts by zero on the l-th copy of

V (which takes the form Cn2 ⊂ V ).

• Case 3: k ≤ m1 < l. This is similar to Case 2.

We now assume that k = 0. This follows from Lemma 4.2, since unipotent elements act as the

identity on τ . �

We now consider upper triangular matrices of the form:(
∗ 0
0 0n2

)
.

Lemma 4.6. Let F ∈ W̃. For y < z ≤ n1, and for any k < l with m1 + 1 ≤ l,

(∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0.(11)

Proof. This follows from that Et
yz = Ezy acts by zero on the l-th copy of V . �

We now consider upper triangular matrices of the form:(
0n1

0
0 ∗

)
.

Lemma 4.7. Let F ∈ W̃. For n1 + 1 ≤ y < z, and either

(1) 0 ≤ k < l ≤ m1, or
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(2) 1 ≤ k ≤ m1 < l,

(∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0.(12)

Proof. This follows from that Eyz acts by zero on the k-th copy of Cn1 ⊂ V for (2) and on the l-th

copy of Cn1 ⊂ V for (1). �

4.7. Computing some actions on lower triangular part. We similarly have the following two

cases. The first case is to consider elements of the form:(
∗

0n2

)
.

Lemma 4.8. Let F ∈ W̃. For any 1 ≤ z < y ≤ n1 and any k < l with m1 + 1 ≤ l, (∆kl(Eyz) ·
F )(1) = 0.

Proof. This follows from that Eyz acts by zero on the l-th copy of Cn2 ⊂ V . �

The another case is in the form: (
0n1

∗

)
.

Lemma 4.9. Let F ∈ W̃. Suppose we are in one of the following cases:

(1) 0 ≤ k < l ≤ m1; or

(2) 1 ≤ k ≤ m1 < l ≤ m1 +m2

Then, for n1 < y < z, (∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0.

Proof. (2) follows from that Eyz acts by zero on the k-th copy of Cn1 ⊂ V and (1) follows from

Ezy acts by zero on the l-th copy of Cn1 ⊂ V . �

We consider matrices of the form

(
0n1

∗ 0n2

)
.

Lemma 4.10. Let F ∈ W̃. Let m1 < l and z ≤ n1 < y. Then,

l−1∑

k=0

(∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) =0

Proof. We first consider (∆0l(Eyz) · F )(1). We shall compute from using another expression:

(0, Eyz) = (−Ezy, Eyz) + (Ezy, 0).

We define ∆L
k (E) and ∆L

kl(E) analogously as ∆k(E) and ∆kl(E) respectively, but using (E, 0)

instead of (0, E). We still have an analogous formula for Lemma 4.2 for the left version, and so

(∆L
0 (Ezy) · F )(1) = ((Ezy, 0) · F )(1)−

∑

1≤k≤m1+m2

(∆L
k (Ezy) · F )(1).

Since (Ezy, 0) acts by 0 on V , the latter terms are all zero. Since Ezy is an upper triangular

matrices, we have that

((Ezy, 0) · F )(1) = (Ezy , 0) · F (1),
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The right hand side is the Lie algebra action on F (1) ∈ τ ⊗ V ⊗(m1+m2), and so we also have such

term to be zero. In conclusion, we have: (∆L
0 (Ezy) · F )(1) = 0 and hence (∆L

0l(Ezy) · F )(1) = 0.

Now we compute

((∆0(Eyz) · F )(1) = ((∆L
0 (−Ezy) + ∆0(Eyz)) · F )(1)

as an action for the whole term (−Ezy, Eyz), where the term ∆L
0 (−Ezy) acts by zero since Ezy is

an upper triangular matrix and so f(exp(s(Ezy , 0)) is a constant for any f ∈ IndG
P (τ). By using a

version of Lemma 4.2 again, we have:

(∆0(Eyz) · F )(1) = ((−Ezy , Eyz) · F )(1)−
∑

1≤k≤m1+m2

((−∆L
k (Ezy) + ∆k(Eyz)) · F )(1)

The first term in the RHS is zero since F ∈ W̃ is K-invariant and (−Ezy, Eyz) is in k. Furthermore,

∆L
k (Ezy) · F = 0 since its action on V is trivial. Thus, the above expression reduces to give:

(∆0(Eyz) · F )(1) = −
∑

1≤k≤m1+m2

(∆k(Eyz) · F )(1).

But we see the terms are zero for k ≥ m1 + 1 by using Lemma 4.1. Thus, we further have:

(∆0(Eyz) · F )(1) = −
∑

1≤k≤m1

(∆k(Eyz) · F )(1)(13)

Imposing the action of (0, Ezy) on the l-th copy, we have:

(∆0l(Eyz) · F )(1) = −
∑

1≤k≤m1

(∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1).

This gives that: ∑

0≤k≤m1

(∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0.

Again (∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0 for l > k ≥ m1 + 1, we have:
∑

0≤k≤l−1

((∆kl(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0

�

Let e1, . . . , en1+n2
be a standard basis for V . Let 〈, 〉V be the inner product on V given by: for

a, b ∈ C,

〈aei, bej〉V = ab̄ · δij .
We define δil : τ ⊗ V ⊗m → τ ⊗ V ⊗m determined by:

δil (x⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm) = 〈vl, ei〉V · x⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ei ⊗ . . .⊗ vm,

where ei is in the l-th position.

Lemma 4.11. Let F ∈ W̃. Let l ≤ m1 and z ≤ n1 < y. Then,

(∆0l(Eyz) · F )(1) = −δzl (F (1)).
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Proof. The computation for (13) in the previous lemma again yields:

(∆0(Eyz) · F )(1) = −
∑

1≤k≤m1

(∆k(Eyz) · F )(1)

Since Ezy acts zero on Cn1 ⊂ V , we have that (∆l(Ezy) ·∆k(Eyz) · F )(1) = 0 for k 6= l and hence:

(∆0l(Eyz) · F )(1) = −(∆l(Ezy) ·∆l(Eyz) · F )(1).
By using Lemma 4.1 twice and using EzyEyzv = Ezzv, we then have

(∆0l(Eyz · F )(1) = −δzl (F (1)).
�

5. Parabolic induction under Arakawa-Suzuki type functor

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 5.7. We will first illsutrate how the dimensions

of parabolically induced modules behave under Γn,m in Section 5.2, which only involves some simpler

dimension formulas. Working the full version of Theorem 5.7 requires a more substantial analysis

on the module structure.

5.1. Height of parameters and representations.

Definition 5.1. Let (λL, λR) ∈ h∗0 × h∗0 with λL − λR to be integral. Write µ = λL − λR =

(µ1, . . . , µn) ∈ h∗0. The height of (λL, λR) is defined as

ht((λL, λR)) :=

{∑n
i=1 µi if all µi ≥ 0;

−∞ otherwise.

We also define ht(X(λL, λR)) := ht(λL, λR) and ht(J(λL, λR)) := ht(λL, λR).

The height will be more important later in picking right choices of Arakawa-Suzuki type functors

in Theorems 6.4 and 9.4.

5.2. Dimension under Γn,m. Before working on funtoriality of parabolic induction under Γn,m,

it may be educative to illustrate some simpler nature of parabolic inductions under Γn,m.

We consider a principal series X = X(λL, λR). By the identifications in Section 4.1, there is a

natural isomorphism:

Γn,m(X(λL, λR)) ∼= (C(λL,λR) ⊗ V ⊗m)T .

Note that C(λL,λR)|T = CλL−λR
= Cµ, and V |K = J(ρ, e1 + ρ)|K ∼= F ∗

e1 = F−en as K-modules,

where Fξ as the irreducible K-module of highest weight ξ, and F ∗
ξ as its contragredient repre-

sentation (see Equation (24) in the Appendix for details on finite dimensional representations of

GLn(C)). In particular, V |T =
⊕n

i=1 C−ei are the T -weights of V .

It then follows from a direct computation that if ht(X(λL, λR)) 6= −∞, then

dim(Γn,m(X(λL, λR))) =

{
m!

µ1!µ2!...µn!
m = ht(X(λL, λR))

0 otherwise
(14)
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If ht(X(λL, λR)) = −∞, then for all m,

Γn,m(X(λL, λR)) = 0.

Proposition 5.2. Let X1 be irreducible in HCn1
and X2 be irreducible in HCn2

. Let m1 = ht(X1)

and let m2 = ht(X2). Then

dim Γn1+n2,m1+m2
(X1 ×X2) = dim Γn1,m1

(X1)× dim Γn2,m2
(X2).(15)

Proof. We only sketch the proof. It is a standard fact that X1 and X2 can be written as a linear

combination of standard representations of GLn1
(C) and GLn2

(C) respectively. Thus, one can ex-

press the terms Γn1+n2,m1+m2
(X1×X2), Γn1,m1

(X1) and Γn2,m2
(X2) from such linear combinations

and (14). In order to compute the RHS of (15), we need an additional formula recorded in the

following lemma. �

Lemma 5.3. Let π1 and π2 in Hm1
and Hm2

respectively. If both π1 and π2 have finite dimensions,

we have:

dim(π1 × π2) =
dim(π1) · dim(π2) · (m1 +m2)!

m1! ·m2!
.(16)

Proof. This follows from the well-known fact that tw⊗v form a basis for Hm1+m2
⊗Hm1

⊗Hm2
(π1⊠π2),

where w runs for all minimal representatives in Sm1
× Sm2

\ Sm1+m2
and v runs for a fixed basis

for π1 ⊠ π2. �

5.3. Description on subspaces of the functor. For fixed m1,m2, let Sm1,m2 be the set of

minimal representatives of (Sm1
×Sm2

)\Sm1+m2
. Let e1, . . . , en1

, en1+1, . . . , en1+n2
be the standard

basis for Cn1+n2 . Let V1 = span {e1, . . . , en1
} and let V2 = span {en1+1, . . . , en1+n2

}. For w ∈
Sm1,m2 , let Xw be the subspace of τ ⊗ V ⊗(m1+m2) spanned by the vectors

x⊗ v1 ⊗ v2 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm1+m2

with vi ∈ V1 if w(i) ∈ {1, . . . ,m1} and vi ∈ V2 if w(i) ∈ {m1 + 1, . . . ,m1 +m2}, and x ∈ τ .

We have the following simple linear algebra lemma, whose proof is elementary and so omitted.

Lemma 5.4. For each representative w ∈ Sm1,m2 , let pw be a non-zero element in Xw. Then those

pw’s form a set of linearly independent vectors.

Lemma 5.5. We use the notations in the previous lemma. For each representative w ∈ Sm1,m2 ,

define a linear isomorphism ιw : X1 → Xw given by

x⊗ v1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vm1+m2
7→ x⊗ vw−1(1) ⊗ . . .⊗ vw−1(m1+m2).

The map induces a linear isomorphism from XK1×K2

1 to XK1×K2
w .

Proof. This follows from the fact that K1×K2-action commutes with permutations in Sm1+m2
. �
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Lemma 5.6. Retain the notations in the previous two lemmas. For each w ∈ Sm1,m2 , let Wm1,m2
w

be the subspace of IndG
P (τ ⊗ V ⊗(m1+m2))K satisfying f(1) ∈ Xw. Then

⊕

w∈Sm1,m2

Wm1,m2

w ⊂ IndGP (τ ⊗ V ⊗(m1+m2))K

and for each w, dim Wm1,m2
w = dim Wm1,m2

1 .

Proof. The direct sum follows from Lemma 5.4 and the dimension follows from Lemma 5.5. �

5.4. Parabolic induction under Γn,m: functoriality. We now study the parabolic induction

under Γn,m.

Theorem 5.7. Let Y1 be in HCn1
and let Y2 be in HCn2

. Then there exists a natural isomorphism:

Γn1+n2,m(Y1 × Y2) ∼=
⊕

m1+m2=m

Γn1,m1
(Y1)× Γn2,m2

(Y2).

Proof. Let τ = Y1 ⊠ Y2. For fixed m1,m2 with m1 +m2 = m, let Wm1,m2
w as in Lemma 5.6. Set

Pm1,m2
=

⊕

w∈Sm1,m2

Wm1,m2

w .

Similar to Lemma 5.4, one sees that

Γn1+n2,m(Y1 × Y2) ∼= (IndG
P (τ ⊗ V ⊗m))K =

⊕

m1+m2=m

Pm1,m2
.

Claim 1: Each Pm1,m2
is invariant under Hm-action, and furthermore,

Pm1,m2
∼= Γn1,m1

(Y1)× Γn2,m2
(Y2).

Note that the theorem follows from Claim 1. We consider Hm1
⊗Hm2

as a subalgebra of Hm1+m2

in Section 2.3. Our proof of Claim 1 relies on another claim:

Claim 2: Wm1,m2

1 is invariant under the action of the subalgebra Hm1
⊗Hm2

, and is isomorphic

to Γn1,m1
(Y1)⊠ Γn2,m2

(Y2).

Assume Claim 2 holds in the meanwhile. It is well-known that any element in Hm can be written

as
∑

w∈Sm1,m2
w−1hw for hw ∈ Hm1

⊗ Hm2
. The element w−1 sends Wm1,m2

1 to Wm1,m2
w (by a

direct computation using Lemma 4.1). This shows that Pm1,m2 is invariant under the action of

Hm.

Moreover, by Frobenius reciprocity, we obtain a non-zero map ψ from Hm⊗Hm1
⊗Hm2

(Γn1,m1
(Y1)⊠

Γn2,m2
(Y2)) to Γn1+n2,m1+m2

(Y1 × Y2). By Lemma 5.4, we have that ψ is injective. But, then by

comparing the dimensions in Lemmas 5.6 and 5.3, we have that ψ is also surjective. This shows

that we have an isomorphism from Pm1,m2 to Γn1,m1
(Y1)× Γn2,m2

(Y2), proving Claim 1.
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It remains to prove Claim 2.

Proof of Claim 2: We first consider the action of yl for 1 ≤ l ≤ m1 on Wm1,m2

1 . Let F ∈ Wm1,m2

1 .

There is a natural isomorphism:

Φ : Γn1,m1
(Y1)⊠ Γn2,m2

(Y2) → Wm1,m2

1

given by

z1 ⊗ z2 7→ (1 7→ z1 ⊗ z2)

We shall show that Φ is a Hm1
⊗Hm2

-map.

From Definition 3.3, the action of yl is given by

ΘHm
(yl) =

l−1∑

k=0


 ∑

1≤y,z≤n1

∆kl(Eyz) +
∑

1≤y≤n1<z≤n1+n2

∆kl(Eyz)




+

l−1∑

k=0


 ∑

1≤z≤n1<y≤n1+n2

∆kl(Eyz) +
∑

n1+1≤y,z≤n1+n2

∆kl(Eyz)


 +

n1 + n2

2

Again ΘHm
(yl)F is determined by (ΘHm

(yl)F )(1) and so it suffices to compute that. We shall

compute the four parts separately. Now, by Lemma 4.5, for all 0 ≤ k < l,

 ∑

1≤y≤n1<z≤n1+n2

∆kl(Eyz) · F


 (1) = 0.

By Lemmas 4.4, 4.7 and 4.9, for all 0 ≤ k < l

 ∑

n1<y,z≤n1+n2

∆kl(Eyz) · F


 (1) = 0

By Lemma 4.11 and the fact that vk =
∑n1

i=1〈vk, ei〉ei (since vk ∈ V1),

l−1∑

k=0


 ∑

1≤z≤n1<y≤n1+n2

∆kl(Eyz) · F


 (1) = −n2F (1).

As a result, ΘHm
(yl) is reduced to considering


(

l−1∑

k=0

∑

1≤y,z≤n1

∆kl(Eyz) +
n1 − n2

2
) · F


 (1).(17)

One may then apply similarly the formulas in Lemmas 4.1. Putting the normalized factor δ1/2 in

the parabolic induction into consideration, one cancels the effect of −n2

2 in the expression of (17),

so that it agrees with

ΘHm1
(yl) · Φ−1(F ) = ΘHm1

(yl) · (F (1)).
Checking the action for yl for m1 + 1 ≤ l ≤ m1 +m2 is similar and we shall be slightly brief.

Again, we divide the computations into four parts as follows:
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• For the matrices coming from

(
∗

)
, the action is zero by Lemmas 4.3, 4.6 and 4.8.

• For the matrices coming from

(
∗
)

, the action is zero by Lemma 4.5.

• For the matrices coming from

(

∗

)
, one uses Lemma 4.10 to get to zero by considering a

sum.

• For the matrices E coming from

(

∗

)
, one gets the terms ∆kl(E) acting by zero for

1 ≤ k ≤ m1 by using Lemmas 4.4, and 4.7 and 4.9.

Then ΘHm
(yl) · F reduces to:


(

∑

k=0,
m1<k<l

∑

n1+1≤y,z≤n1+n2

∆kl(Eyz) +
n

2
) · F


 (1).

With the effect of the normalizing factor −n1

2 from parabolic induction, we have that the term

agrees with

ΘHm2
(yl) · Φ−1(F ) = ΘHm2

(yl) · (F (1))
This also shows the isomorphism in Claim 2. �

5.5. General form. We now have the general form for preserving parabolic inductions.

Corollary 5.8. Let Xi be Harish-Chandra modules of GLni
(C) for i = 1, . . . , r. Then

Γn,m(X1 × . . .×Xr) =
⊕

m1,...,mr

Γn,m1
(X1)× . . .× Γn,mr

(Xr),

where m1, . . . ,mr run for all non-negative integers such that m1 + . . .+mr = m.

6. Standard Modules

In this section, we study the image of Γn,m for principal series X(λL, λR) of GLn(C). In fact,

Theorem 5.7 reduces the study to a character of GL1(C), whose image under Γ1,m will be computed

in Section 6.2.

6.1. Reduction to a particular Γn,m.

Lemma 6.1. Letm′ = ht(J(λL, λR)). If m 6= m′, then Γn,m(X(λL, λR)) = 0 and Γn,m(J(λL, λR)) =

0.

Proof. This follows from the computations in Section 5.2. �

With this lemma, we only have to study Γn,m(X) when m is the height of a principal series or

an irreducible Harish-Chandra module X in the rest of sections.
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6.2. Image of Γ1,m on a character.

Lemma 6.2. Let χa,b be a GL1(C)-character defined in (4). Suppose m := a− b ≥ 0. Then

Γ1,m(χa,b) = St([b+
1

2
, a− 1

2
])

Proof. It is clear that Γ1,m(χa,b) is one-dimensional. Now the action follows from a straightforward

computation. For example, the element 1 in h∗ ∼= C acts on χa,b according to the formula (1),

1

2
[(b+ a) + (

√
−1)2(a− b)] = b

and hence y1 in Hm acts by b+ 1
2 . �

6.3. Image of Γn,m on a standard module. For (λL, λR) ∈ h∗0 × h∗0 with ht(λL, λR) 6= −∞, we

define a multisegment: write λL = (λL,1, . . . , λL,n) and λR = (λR,1, . . . , λR,n),

m(λL, λR) =

{
[λR,1 +

1

2
, λL,1 −

1

2
], . . . , [λR,n +

1

2
, λL,n − 1

2
]

}
,

where we drop all the empty sets (this happens when λL,i = λR,i).

Lemma 6.3. Consider a principal series X(λL, λR) of GLn(C). Write λL = (λL,1, . . . , λL,n). If

Re(λL,1) ≥ . . . ≥ Re(λL,n),

then X(λL, λR) is a standard module.

Proof. Recall that χr1,s1 ×χrs,s2 is reducible if and only if there exists integers p, q ∈ Z with p, q > 0

such that (χr1,s1χ
−1
r2,s2)(z) = zpz̄q (see [Go70]). From this, if we have Re(r1+ s1) ≥ Re(r2+ s2) and

Re(r1) ≤ Re(s1), we have that χr1,s1 × χr2,s2 is irreducible and so, by [Vo81, Proposition 4.1.12],

(18) χr1,s1 × χr2,s2
∼= χr2,s2 × χr1,s1 .

The proof for the lemma is an elementary exercise by repeatedly using (18) and using the definition

of standard module in Section 2.2, which we leave for the reader. �

Theorem 6.4. Let λL = (λL,1, . . . , λL,n) and λR = (λR,1, . . . , λR,n). Supposem := ht(X(λL, λR)) 6=
−∞. Let ∆i = [λR,i +

1
2 , λL,i − 1

2 ]. Then

Γn,m(X(λL, λR)) = St(∆1)× . . .× St(∆n).

In particular, Γn,m maps standard modules X(λL, λR) to standard modules λ(m(λL, λR)).

Proof. This follows from the definition of X(λL, λR) in Equation (5), Theorem 5.7 and Lemma 6.2.

The second statement follows from the definitions of standard modules and Lemma 6.3. �

Remark 6.5. Note that Γn,m maps tempered representations (see [Knp86, Page 286] for a definition

of tempered representations) to tempered Hm-modules or zero (see [Ev96, Definition 1.4] for the

definition of tempered Hm-modules). In the next section, we will show that Γn,m maps unitary

modules to unitary modules.
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7. Hermitian forms under Γn,m

In this section, we prove that Γn,m preserves Hermitianity and unitarity.

7.1. Hermitian form for Harish-Chandra modules.

Definition 7.1. Let X be a Harish-Chandra module of GLn(C). The Hermitian dual, denoted by

Xh, of X is the space of K-finite vectors in the algebraic dual of X with a non-degenerate pairing

〈, 〉 : X ×Xh → C determining (g,K)-module structure on Xh:

〈x, (E1, E2) · f〉 = −〈(E2, E1) · x, f〉

〈x, k · f〉 = 〈k−1 · x, f〉

for any E1, E2 ∈ g0, k ∈ K and x ∈ X and f ∈ Xh. We say that X is Hermitian if X ∼= Xh.

Moreover, we say that X is unitary if X ∼= Xh and the induced pairing can be chosen to be

positive-definite.

We first see that taking the Hermitian dual preserves the height of an irreducible representation.

Proposition 7.2. ht(J(λL, λR)) = ht(J(λL, λR)
h).

Proof. One has J(λL, λR)
h = J(−λR,−λL) (c.f. [Ba89, Theorem 2.4]), so that J(λL, λR) is Her-

mitian if and only if (λL, λR) = w(−λR,−λL) for some w ∈ Sn by Theorem 2.2(2). Now the

proposition follows from computing ht(J(λL, λR)) and ht(J(−λR,−λL)) directly. �

7.2. Hermitian form for modules of graded Hecke algebras. We first need a suitable notion

of Hermitian modules for Hm (see e.g. [BCT12]), translated from p-adic groups:

Definition 7.3. A Hermitian anti-involution ∗ : Hm → Hm is a linear map determined by:

s∗i = si, y∗i = −w0(ym+1−i)w
−1
0 .

Definition 7.4. Let π be an Hm-module. The Hermitian dual, denoted π∗, of π is the space of

linear functionals from π to C determined by:

(h · f)(x) = f(h∗ · x).

In particular, there exists a non-degenerate pairing 〈, 〉 : π × π∗ → C such that

〈h · x, f〉 = 〈x, h∗ · f〉.

We say that π is ∗-Hermitian if π ∼= π∗. We say that π is ∗-unitary if π is ∗-Hermitian and the

induced pairing on π can be chosen to be positive-definite.
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7.3. Preserving Hermitian structure. One may compare the proof with [CT11, Theorem 4.2.2].

Theorem 7.5. Let X be in HCn. Then

Γn,m(Xh) ∼= Γn,m(X)∗.

Proof. We write 〈, 〉 for the natural pairing between X and Xh as in Definition 7.1. Recall that

〈, 〉V is the standard Hermitian pairing on V .

We define a Hermitian form 〈, 〉′ on X ⊗ V ⊗m:

〈f ⊗ ei1 ⊗ . . .⊗ eim , f
′ ⊗ ei′

1
⊗ . . .⊗ ei′m〉′ = 〈f, f ′〉 · 〈ei1 , ei′1〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V .

This descends to a pairing on Γn,m(X)× Γn,m(Xh) by taking the K-invariant.

We have to check that: for p ∈ Γn,m(X) and p′ ∈ Γn,m(Xh),

〈Θ(sl,l+1) · p, p′〉′ = 〈p,Θ(sl,l+1) · p′〉′(19)

〈Θ(yl) · p, p′〉′ = 〈p,Θ(y∗l ) · p′〉′.(20)

Checking (19) is straightforward.

We now consider (20). We first consider p takes the form:

f ⊗ ei1 ⊗ . . .⊗ eim

and p′ takes the form:

f ′ ⊗ ei′
1
⊗ . . .⊗ ei′m

(which are not necessarily in Γn,m(X) or Γn,m(Xh)).

Then

〈Θ(yl) · p, p′〉′ =
∑

1≤i,j≤n

〈(0, Eij) · f, f ′〉 · 〈ei1 , ei′1〉V · . . . · 〈(0, Eji) · eil , ei′l〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V

+
∑

1≤i,j≤n

∑

1≤k<l

〈f, f ′〉 · . . . · 〈(0, Eij) · eik , ei′k〉V · . . . · 〈(0, Eji) · eil , ei′l〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V

=
∑

1≤i,j≤n

〈(−Eji, Eij) · f, f ′〉 · 〈ei1 , ei′1〉V · . . . · 〈(0, Eji) · eil , ei′l〉V · ·〈eim , ei′m〉V

+
∑

1≤i,j≤n

∑

1≤k<l

〈f, f ′〉 · . . . · 〈(−Eji, Eij) · eik , ei′k〉V · . . . · 〈(0, Eji) · eil , ei′l〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V

+
∑

1≤i,j≤n

〈(Eji, 0) · f, f ′〉 · . . . · 〈(0, Eji) · eil , ei′l〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V +
n

2
〈p, p′〉′

where the second equality follows by using (Eji, 0) acts by zero on V . The first three terms in the

last sum will be denoted by (I), (II) and (III) respectively.

We now proceed to compute 〈p,Θ(y∗l ) · p′〉′. Note that the action of w0 simply permutes those

ei′a terms. Now,
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〈p,Θ(y∗l ) · p′〉′

=− 〈p,Θ(w0ym+1−lw0) · p′〉′

=−
∑

1≤i,j≤n

〈f, (0, Eij) · f ′〉 · 〈ei1 , ei′1〉V · . . . · 〈eil , (0, Eji).ei′
l
〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V

−
∑

1≤i,j≤n

∑

l<k≤m

〈f, f ′〉 · . . . · 〈eil , (0, Eji) · ei′
l
〉V · . . . · 〈eik , (0, Eij) · e′ik〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V

− n

2
〈p, p′〉

=−
∑

1≤i,j≤n

〈f, (0, Eij) · f ′〉 · 〈ei1 , ei′1〉V · . . . · 〈eil , (0, Eji) · ei′
l
〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V

−
∑

1≤i,j≤n

∑

l<k≤m

〈f, f ′〉 · . . . · 〈eil , (0, Eji) · ei′
l
〉V · . . . · 〈eik , (−Eji, Eij) · e′ik〉V · . . . · 〈eim , ei′m〉V

− n

2
〈p, p′〉,

where the last equation again follows by (Eij , 0) acts by zero on V . We shall label the first two

terms in the last sum by (IV) and (V) (without the subtractions).

We now consider one more formula:
∑

1≤i,j≤n

〈f, f ′〉 · 〈ei1 , ei′1〉V · . . . · 〈(0, Eji) · (−Eji, Eij) · eil , e′il〉V · . . . · 〈eil , e′il〉V =n · 〈p, p′〉,(21)

which follows from (0, Eji) · (−Eji, Eij) · eil = eil if j = il and = 0 otherwise.

For computing 〈Θ(yl) · p, p′〉 − 〈p,Θ(y∗l ) · p′〉, we express the two terms in the above ways. Note

that (III) is cancelled with (IV) by using 〈(0, Eji)·f, f ′〉 = −〈f, (0, Eji)·f ′〉 and 〈eil , (0, Eji)·ei′
l
〉V =

〈(0, Eij) · eil , ei′l〉. Now the terms (I), (II) and (V) with the formula (21) give that

〈Θ(yl) · p, p′〉′ − 〈p,Θ(y∗l ) · p′〉′ =
∑

1≤i,j≤n

〈∆l((0, Eij)) · ((−Eji, Eij) · p), p′〉′,(22)

We emphasize here that (−Eji, Eij) ·p means the Lie algebra action of (−Eji, Eij) on p ∈ X⊗V ⊗m.

Now, we consider p ∈ Γn,m(X) (and p′ ∈ Γn,m(Xh)) and the formula (22) extends linearly.

However, by using the K-invariant, we have that (−Eji, Eij)·p = 0. In other words, 〈Θ(yl)·p, p′〉′ =
〈p,Θ(y∗l ) · p′〉′ as desired. �

Corollary 7.6. Γn,m maps Hermitian Harish-Chandra modules to ∗-Hermitian Hm-modules or

zero, and maps unitary Harish-Chandra modules to ∗-unitary Hm-modules or zero.

Remark 7.7. The Lefschetz principle for the unitary dual is also explicated in [Ta09].

Remark 7.8. The unitary characters of GLn′(C) are the building blocks of unitary representations

of GLn(C) in the sense that all unitary representations are products of those characters. We shall

see from Theorem 9.4 that he image of a unitary character of GLn′(C) is a (unitary) Speh module
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of Hm (defined in Section 10.2). It is well-known from [Ta86] that Speh modules play a similar role

of building blocks for the unitary dual of Hm.

Remark 7.9. As seen in [ALTV20], even one is interested in studying the unitary dual problem,

it is useful to study other Hermitian forms. The anti-involution on GLn(C) is given by:

g 7→ gt

i.e. the transpose with the complex conjugation. For Harish-Chandra modules, the anti-involution

corresponds to the anti-involution (E,E′) 7→ (E
t
, E′t). On the other hand, there is an anti-

involution on Hm which is the identity on the generators sl and yl in Definition 2.3. It is more

straightforward to check that the Hermitian forms associated to the anti-involutions correspond to

each other under the functor Γn,m (c.f. [Su98]).

8. Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives and Tensor products

We introduce the tool of Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives and connect to the tensor product

problem in this section. Some connections to the original notion of Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives

for p-adic groups will be discussed in Section 10.

8.1. Generalized BZ derivatives. For each τ ∈ Irr(Si), define

BZτ : Hn → Hn−i

is defined as:

BZτ (π) = HomSi
(τ, π),

where π is regarded as a C[Si]-module via the embedding sl 7→ sl. The Hn−i-module structure on

π̃ = BZτ (π) is via the following actions:

(yk ·π̃ f)(x) := yi+k ·π f(x), (sk ·π̃ f)x := si+k ·π f(x)

for x ∈ τ .

When τ is the sign representation of Si, it is studied from the viewpoint of representations of

p-adic groups [CS19, Ch22+]. One nice property is the following:

Proposition 8.1. Let m be a multisegment. Write m = {∆1, . . . ,∆k}. For each ∆i = [ai, bi], write
−∆ = [ai + 1, bi] and −m = {−∆1, . . . ,

−∆k}. Let triv be the trivial representation of Sk. Then

BZtriv(St(m)) ∼= St(−m).

Proof. This follows from the highest derivative of an irreducible representation due to Zelevinsky

[Ze80, Theorem 8.1], and the translation to Hm in [CS19, Theorem 6.9]. Note that to translate

the version from the sign representation to triv, one also applies the Iwahori-Matsumoto involution

(see more discussions in the proof of Theorem 11.1). �
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8.2. Arakawa-Suzuki functor and Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives. Let Irr(Si) be the set

of irreducible representations of Si. Recall that, for τ ∈ Irr(Si), Sτ (V ) = HomSi
(τ, V ⊗i), where Si

acts by sign permutation on V ⊗i i.e. w.(v1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ vi) = (−1)l(w)vw(1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ vw(i). We regard

Sτ (V ) as a natural GLn(C)-representation, and the classical Schur-Weyl duality asserts that Sτ (V )

is either irreducible or zero.

Theorem 8.2. Let τ ∈ Irr(Si). For m ≥ i, the following diagram is commutative:

HCn
Tτ

//

Γn,m

��

HCn

Γn,m−i

��

Hm
BZτ

// Hm−i

where Tτ is the functor defined by Tτ (X) := X ⊗ Sτ (V ).

Proof. Since Θ(w) acts by a sign permutation on the V ⊗i, we have the decomposition X ⊗ V ⊗m:

⊕

ω∈Irr(Si)

ω ⊠ (X ⊗ Sω(V )⊗ V ⊗(m−i)).

Here we may regard as a natural C[Si]⊗ U(g0)⊗ C[Sm−i] representation.

Taking the K-invariant on the decomposition and then applying BZτ , we have:

BZτ ◦ Γn,m(X) = (X ⊗ Sτ (V )⊗ V ⊗(m−i))K .

In other words,

BZτ ◦ Γn,m(X) and Γn,m−i ◦ Tτ (X)

share the same underlying space. It remains to see that the equality above holds for Hm−i-module

action. It is quite straightforward to check that it is true for elements of the form sl. For yl, recall

that the action from BZτ ◦ Γn,m(X) is given by

l−1∑

k=0

Ωkl +
n

2

The terms
∑i

k=0 Ωkl can be grouped together. Using the Lie algebra action on X ⊗ Sτ (V ), the

action of such term agrees respectively with the action Ω0,l−i from Γn,m−i ◦ Tτ (X). The actions

of the terms Ωi+1,l, . . . ,Ωl−1,l then agree with the ones Ω1,l−i, . . . ,Ωl−i−1,l−i from Γn,m−i ◦ Tτ (X).

Thus, the action of yl coincides on BZτ ◦ Γn,m(X) and Γn,m−i ◦ Tτ (X). �

9. Irreducibility under Γn,m

We combine the tools of Theorems 6.4, 7.5 and 8.2 to prove that Γn,m preserves the irreducbility

in Theorem 9.4.
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9.1. Non-zero image for the thickened case.

Definition 9.1. We write λL = (λL,1, . . . , λL,n) and λR = (λR,1, . . . , λR,n). We say that the

parameter (λL, λR) is thickened if λL,i − λR,j ≥ 0 for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Lemma 9.2. Let X = J(λL, λR), where (λL, λR) ∈ h∗0 × h∗0 is a thickened parameter. Then

Γn,m(X) is non-zero, and has a simple quotient isomorphic to St(m(λL, λR)).

Proof. It is clear that (λL, wλR) is also thickened for any w ∈ Sn. Without loss of generality, we

assume that

Re(λL,1) ≥ . . . ≥ Re(λL,n)

so that Γn,m(X(λL, wλR)) is a standard module.

By using the thickenedness, m = ht(X(λL, wλR)) is not equal to −∞ and is a constant for all

w ∈ Sn. Then it follows from Theorem 6.4 that Γn,m(X(λL, wλR)) is non-zero.

We pick w1, . . . , wk to be a choice of elements in Sn such that J(λL, w1λR), . . . , J(λL, wkλR) are

all irreducible modules with the same infinitesimal character as J(λL, λR) without redundancy. By

Theorems 2.2(b), 2.4 and 6.4, {Γn,m(X(λL, wiλR))}i is linearly independent in the Grothendieck

group of Hm-modules. Moreover, the multisegments {m(λL, wiλR)}i are closed under intersection-

union operations on multisegments. In other words, by [Ze80, Theorem 7.1], we have that:

spanC {St(m(λL, wiλR))}i = spanC {λ(m(λL, wiλR))}i ,

where we regard the representations in the Grothendicek group of Hm over C.

Combining above, we must then have: Γn,m(J(λL, wiλR)) is non-zero for all i. By the ex-

actness of Γn,m and Lemma 6.3, we then have a non-zero surjection from Γn,m(X(λL, wiλR)) to

Γn,m(J(λL, wiλR)). This gives the proposition by Theorem 6.4. �

9.2. Non-zero image for the general case. We shall use the tool of Bernstein-Zelevinsky deriva-

tives to deduce the general case.

Let χ : GLn(C) → C× be the character χ(g) = det(g)
−1

. Let trivk be the trivial representation

of Sk.

Proposition 9.3. Suppose m := ht(J(λL, λR)) 6= −∞. Then Γn,m(J(λL, λR)) is non-zero. More-

over, Γn,m(J(λL, λR)) has a unique simple quotient isomorphic to St(m(λL, λR)).

Proof. Let λ′R = λR − (k, . . . , k) for sufficiently large k such that (λL, wλ
′
R) is thickened for any

w ∈ Sn. By Lemma 9.2, we have that Γn,m+kn(J(λL, λ
′
R)) 6= 0 and has the simple composition

factor St(m(λL, λR)). Then, one applies the derivative BZtrivn
k-times and the resulting module

BZtrivn
◦ · · · ◦BZtrivn

◦ Γn,m+kn(J(λL, λ
′
R))

is still non-zero. Note that Strivn
(V ) = ∧nV = χ−1 and J(λL, λ

′
R) ⊗ χ⊗(−k) = J(λL, λR). Now

the statement then follows by using BZtrivn
◦ Γn,m′+n(X) = Γn,m′(χ−1 ⊗ X) several times from

Theorem 8.2 and Proposition 8.1. �
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9.3. Irreducibility under Γn,m.

Theorem 9.4. Let X = J(λL, λR) be an irreducible Harish-Chandra module of GLn(C) such that

ht(X) 6= −∞. Then Γn,m(X) is irreducible, and moreover, Γn,m(X) ∼= St(m(λL, λR)).

Proof. We assume that Re(λL + λR) is dominant. By Theorem 7.5, we have:

Γn,m(J(−λR,−λL)) ∼= Γn,m(J(λL, λR)
h) ∼= Γn,m(J(λL, λR))

∗(23)

By Proposition 9.3, Γn,m(J(λL, λR)) has a unique simple quotient St(m(λL, λR)). Then Γn,m(J(λL, λR))
∗

has a unique simple submodule St(m(λL, λR))
∗ ∼= St(m(−λR,−λL)). By (23), Γn,m(J(−λR,−λL))

also has such unique simple submodule.

On the other hand, by Theorem 6.4 and the exactness of Γn,m, Γn,m(J(−λR,−λL)) has a unique

simple quotient isomorphic to St(m(−λR,−λL)), and no other composition factor isomorphic to

that. Thus, combining with the previous paragraph, we then have that

Γn,m(J(−λR,−λL)) ∼= St(m(−λR,−λL)).
In particular, it is irreducible. Since (λL, λR) is arbitrary, we are then done. �

As a result, we also have the following consequence:

Corollary 9.5. If Γn,m(X(λL, λR)) 6= 0, then Γn,m(J(λL, λR)) 6= 0.

Remark 9.6. (1) The approach for proving irreducibility in [AS98, CT12] is to compare the

geometry to obtain coincidence of character formulas.

(2) The analogous statement of Corollary 9.5 does not hold for the original Arakawa-Suzuki

functor [AS98] in general.

(3) In general, for two irreducible Harish Chandra modules X1 and X2 of GLn(C), it is possible

that Γn,m(X1) ∼= Γn,m(X2), but X1 6∼= X2. For example, when n = 1, one may take

X1 = χr,r and X2 = χs,s for r 6= s. However, this happens only for those ’degenerate’

cases. For example, if both X1 and X2 are thickened with that all those inequalities for

λL,i − λR,j in Definition 9.1 are all strict, then we have Γn,m(X1) ∼= Γn,m(X2) if and only

if X1
∼= X2.

9.4. Digression: Matching of U(n)-types and Sm-types. Indeed, the ideas in Section 8.2 above

could also be used to match the U(n)-structure of X and the Sm-structure of Γn,m(X). Recall that

K = U(n). For a K-representation Y , we denote by Y ∗ the contragredient K-representation of Y .

Theorem 9.7. Let X be in HCn. We have that:

HomU(n)(Sτ (V )∗, X |U(n)) ∼= HomSm
(τ,Γn,m(X)|Sm

).

Proof. We have that

HomSm
(τ,Γn,m(X)) ∼= (X ⊗ Sτ (V ))K ∼= HomK(X, Sτ (V )∗),

where the first isomorphism is similar to discussions in the proof of Theorem 8.2 and the second

one follows from the adjointness between Hom and tensor product. �
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Remark 9.8. The highest weight of V , as a K-representation, is (0, . . . , 0,−1). The irreducible

representation of Sm can be parameterized by partitions of m so that the trivial representation

corresponds to (m) and the sign representation corresponds to (1, . . . , 1).

For a thickened parameter (λL, λR) with integral λL − λR, write λL = (λL,1, . . . , λL,n) and

λR = (λR,1, . . . , λR,n). This determines a partition α = (λL,1 − λR,1, . . . , λL,n − λR,n), whose

transpose determines an irreducible representation, denoted τα, of Sm.

The classical Schur-Weyl duality gives that Sτα(V )∗, as a K-representation, has the highest

weight λL − λR. On the other hand, Theorems 9.4 and 9.7 give

HomU(n)(Sτα(V )∗, J(λL, λR)) ∼= HomSm
(τα, St(m(λL, λR))).

This may be seen as a theoretical explanation on Remark 2.5.

10. Lefschetz principle for Dirac cohomology

In the 1990s, Vogan introduced the notion of Dirac cohomology for (g,K)-modules. The rela-

tionship between the infinitesimal character of a (g,K)-module and its Dirac cohomology is studied

in [HP02] in full detail. Later on, an analogous study of Dirac cohomology for graded Hecke alge-

bra is carried out in [BCT12]. In this section, we will use Γn,m to relate various results of Dirac

cohomologies on representations of GLn(C) and Hm.

10.1. Finite-dimensional representations versus ladder representations. An irreducible

Hm-module St(m) is said to be a ladder representation (in the sense in [LM16]) if the multiseg-

ment

m = {[a1, b1], . . . , [an, bn]}
satisfies that a1 > a2 > . . . > an and b1 > b2 > . . . > bn.

One can relate finite dimensional representations of GLn(C) (see Appendix A for details) and

ladder representations using Γn,m. Namely, by Theorem 9.4 and the first paragraph of Appendix

A, all ladder representations can be realized as the image of some finite-dimensional representations

of GLn(C) under Γn,m.

By Theorem A.1, all finite-dimensional representations of complex groups with nonzero Dirac

cohomology must be of the form X = J(λ,−w0λ) for regular integral λ. So we are interested in

studying Dirac cohomology of the ladder representations Γn,m(X) = St(m(λ,−w0λ)) with ht(X) =

m > 0. In order to invoke the classification of all ladder representations with nonzero Dirac coho-

mology given in [Ch18, Section 7], we define the content of a multisegment m = {[a1, b1], . . . , [an, bn]}
to be the multiset

con(m) := {a1, a1 + 1, . . . , b1, · · · , an, an + 1, . . . , bn}
(if ai = bi, we only count it once in the content). And we say m is twisted-elliptic if there exists

a multisegment of the form mtemp = {[−c1, c1], . . . , [−cm, cm]} such that con(m) = con(mtemp) (c.f.

[Ch18, Corollary 7.3]).
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For example, m = {[3, 4], [0, 1], [−1, 0], [−4,−3]} has content {−4,−3,−1, 0, 0, 1, 3, 4}, and is not

twisted-elliptic. However, m′′ = {[0, 7], [−3, 4], [−4, 3], [−7, 0]} is twisted-elliptic, with

con(m′′) = con({[−7, 7], [−4, 4], [−3, 3], [0, 0]}).

Lemma 10.1. Let X = J(λ,−w0λ) be such that λ is regular and integral. Then the multisegment

m(λ,−w0λ) is twisted-elliptic if and only if the following holds for λ = (λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λn):

If 0 > λi+1 > · · · > λn, then there exists a1 < · · · < an−i such that λaj
= −λn+1−j.

Proof. This can be checked directly by the definition of twisted-elliptic multisegments. For instance,

for the if part of the lemma, let λ− be obtained by removing all λaj
and λn+1−j ’s from λ. Then it

can be checked that

con(m(λ,−w0λ)) = con(m(λ−,−w0λ
−)),

so that one is reduced to the case when there are no negative coordinates of λ. In such a case, one

can easily prove that the lemma holds. The only if part can be proved similarly. �

Remark 10.2. For all finite dimensional representations X = J(λ,−w0λ) with nonzero Dirac

cohomology, one can always ‘thicken’ X by, for instance, tensoring with a unitary character (see

Lemma 10.5 below), so that the thickened module X ′′ = J(λ′′,−w0λ
′′) with the i-th coordinate

λ′′i ≥ 0 for all i, satisfying the hypothesis of the above Lemma.

Corollary 10.3. Let X = J(λ,−w0λ) be a finite dimensional representation of GLn(C) such that

ht(X) = m > 0. Then Γn,m(X) has nonzero Dirac cohomology if and only if the multisegment

m(λ,−w0λ) is twisted-elliptic.

Furthermore, if λ is such that 2(λ−ρ) has nonnegative coordinates, then the W -type of Γn,m(X)

contributing to its Dirac cohomology is τ2(λ−ρ).

Proof. The first statement is immediate from [Ch18, Theorem 7.8]. For the second statement, note

that the proof of Theorem A.1 implies that F2(λ−ρ) (appearing with multiplicity one) contributes to

the Dirac cohomology of X . By the Schur-Weyl duality (Theorem 9.7), τ2(λ−ρ) appears in Γn,m(X)

with multiplicity one. Then the result follows from checking that the multiplicity

dimHom
W̃
(τλ(mtemp), τ2(λ−ρ) ⊗ S)

is nonzero (c.f. [Ch18, Lemma 7.20]). �

Example 10.4. Let X = J((7, 3,−3), (3,−3,−7)) be a finite dimensional GL3(C)-module. Then

m((7, 3,−3), (3,−3,−7)) is twisted-elliptic by Lemma 10.1, with

con(m((7, 3,−3), (3,−3,−7))) = con(m((7), (−7))) =

{
−13

2
,−11

2
, . . . ,

11

2
,
13

2

}
.
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By the first paragraph of Corollary 10.3, Γ3,14(X) = St(m((7, 3,−3), (3,−3,−7))) has nonzero

Dirac cohomology - indeed, the character formula of X is given by (see (25) in the Appendix):
∑

s∈S3

det(s)X((7, 3,−3), s(3,−3,−7)) = X((7, 3,−3), (3,−3,−7))−X((7, 3,−3), (−3, 3, 7))

−X((7, 3,−3), (3,−7,−3))+X((7, 3,−3), (−3,−7, 3))

+X((7, 3,−3), (−7, 3,−3))−X((7, 3,−3), (−7,−3, 3)).

Consequently, one can obtain the character formula of Γ3,14(X) by applying Theorem 6.4 on the

above terms. Indeed, the last summand of the above formula maps to zero by Γ3,14, while the second

last summand yields a tempered module St([− 13
2 ,

13
2 ]). Note that it is the only tempered summand

in the character formula of Γ3,14(X). As a result, [Ch18, Theorem 6.4] implies that the Dirac index

(and hence the Dirac cohomology) of Γ3,14(X) is nonzero.

Since X does not satisfy the second hypothesis of Corollary 10.3, one has to invoke the algorithm

in [Ch18, Section 7.6] to conclude that the W -type in Γ3,14(X) contributing to Dirac cohomology is

τ(12,1,1), occurring with multiplicity one. On the other hand, the decomposition of X |K ∼= F(6,3,−2)⊗
F(6,3,−2) into K-types contains F(12,1,1) with multiplicity one. This matches with the Schur-Weyl

duality given in Theorem 9.7.

Finally, if one considers the ‘thickened’ module X ′′ := J((10, 6, 0), (0,−6,−10)) = X ⊗ ( det
| det | )

6,

then X ′′ satisfies both hypotheses of Corollary 10.3, and the W -type contributing to the Dirac

cohomology of Γ3,32(X
′′) is τ2(λ−ρ) = τ(18,12,2).

10.2. Dirac series. An interesting part of the unitary dual is called the Dirac series, that is,

unitary representations with nonzero Dirac cohomology. As we see in the previous section, the

Arakawa-Suzuki functor Γn,m maps irreducible, unitary representations of GLn(C) to irreducible,

unitary representations Hm. As a special case, one may apply Theorem 9.4 and get:

Lemma 10.5. Let

Spn,d := J((
(n − 1) + d

2
,
(n− 3) + d

2
, . . . ,

−(n− 1) + d

2
), (

(n− 1)− d

2
,
(n− 3)− d

2
, . . . ,

−(n− 1)− d

2
))

be the Harish-Chandra module of the unitary character g 7→ detd(g)/|detd(g)| in GLn(C). Suppose

d > 0, so that m := ht(Spn,d) = nd > 0. Then Γn,m(Spn,d) = a(n, d), where

a(n, d) := St

(
{[n− d

2
,
n+ d

2
− 1], [

n− d

2
− 1,

n+ d

2
− 2], . . . , [−n+ d

2
+ 1,−n− d

2
]}
)

is the Speh module (here we use the notations in [BC14, Section 3.2]) .

In Type A, the classification of Dirac series for GLn(C) and Hm are given in [BP11], [DW20]

and [BC14] respectively. In particular, one has:

Corollary 10.6. Let X be in the Dirac series of GLn(C) such that ht(X) = m > 0. Then

Γn,m(X) 6= 0 is also in the Dirac series of Hm.
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Proof. By the description of Dirac series given in the beginning of [DW20, Section 2], π is in the

Dirac series if and only if

X ∼= (Spn1,d1
× · · · × Spnl,dl

)× (Spn′

1
,d′

1
× · · · × Spn′

t,d
′

t
),

where ni + di − 1 ≡ 0(mod 2) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ l, n′
j + d′j − 1 ≡ 1(mod 2) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ t, and

n1 + d1 − 1 ≥ −n1 + d1 + 1 > n2 + d2 − 1 ≥ −n2 + d2 − 1 > · · · > nl + dl − 1 ≥ −n1 + d1 + 1;

n′
1 + d′1 − 1 ≥ −n′

1 + d′1 + 1 > n′
2 + d′2 − 1 ≥ −n′

2 + d′2 − 1 > · · · > n′
t + d′t − 1 ≥ −n′

t + d′t + 1.

On the other hand, Lemma 10.5 implies that

Γn,m(X) = (a(n1, d1)× · · · × a(nl, dl))× (a(n′
1, d

′
1)× · · · × a(n′

t, d
′
t)).

Since n+ d− 1 ≥ |n− d|+ 1 ≥ −n+ d+ 1 whenever n, d > 0, it is easy to see that the inequalities

above satisfy Equation (3.6.2) of [BC14], and hence Γn,m(X) has nonzero Dirac cohomology. �

It would be beneficial to give a theoretical account of the results in this section without invoking

[BC14], [Ch18] or [DW20]. It is of interest is to see how the Dirac operator ‘transforms’ upon

applying the Arakawa-Suzuki functor. As seen in [BCT12], the generators yl in Definition 2.3 play

the role of differential operators for real groups. Hence, a more general question is to see how the

work of [Hu93] and [BKZ09]– which roughy speaking uses differential operators to study reducibility

for generalized Verma modules – can be transferred to the Hm-modules.

11. Applications from Bernstein-Zelevinsky derivatives

11.1. Tensor products on GLn(C). In this section, we study BZτ for τ = triv, the trivial

representation of Si and sgn, the sign representation. We first recall the following multiplicity-free

result:

Theorem 11.1. [CS19, Ch21, Ch22+] Let ψ ∈ Irr(Hm). Then, for any ψ′ ∈ Irr(Hm−i),

dim HomHm−i
(BZtriv(ψ), ψ

′) ≤ 1,

dim HomHm−i
(BZsgn(ψ), ψ

′) ≤ 1.

Proof. The original version is stated for the sign representation, see [Ch21, Proposition 2.5] and

[Ch22+]. But one can then transfer to the trivial representation by using the Iwahori-Matsumoto

dual. More precisely, the Iwahori-Matsumoto involution IMk : Hk → Hk is given as:

w 7→ (−1)l(w)w for w ∈ Sk , yj 7→ −yj for all j .

Then one checks that IMn−i ◦BZsgn ◦ IMn = BZtriv, where sgn and triv are the sign and trivial

representations of Si respectively. Since those IM defines a categorical equivalence, the result then

follows from the sign case in [CS19, Ch22+]. The multiplicity freeness comes from the Bernstein-

Zelevinsky theory and the multiplicity one of branching law in [AGRS10, Ch23]. �

Using the functor Γn,m, we deduce that:
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Corollary 11.2. Let X be an irreducible Harish-Chandra module of GLn(C). Let SiV and ∧iV be

the i-th symmetric tensor representation and the i-th exterior tensor representation of V respectively.

Then, for any irreducible Harish-Chandra module X ′ of GLn(C),

dim HomGLn(C)(X ⊗ ∧iV,X ′) ≤ 1

dim HomGLn(C)(X ⊗ SiV,X ′) ≤ 1.

Proof. We only explain the statement for ∧iV and the one for SiV is very similar. We shall consider

k to be sufficiently large such that χ⊗k ⊗ π′ is thickened. Let X̃ ′ = χ⊗k ⊗π′ and let X̃ = χ⊗k ⊗X .

Then, it suffices to show that

dim HomGLn(C)(X̃ ⊗ ∧iV, X̃ ′) ≤ 1.

By the exactness of Γn,m, we have:

dim HomGLn(C)(X̃ ⊗ ∧iV, X̃ ′) ≤ dim HomHm−i
(Γn,m−i(X̃ ⊗ ∧iV ),Γn,m−i(X̃

′)).

Recall that Striv(V ) = ∧iV by the Schur-Weyl duality. But now, by Theorems 8.2 and 11.1, the

latter one has dimension at most one, as desired. �

We remark that [Ch22+d] also determines (up to applying the Iwahori-Matsumoto involution)

when the inequalities in Theorem 11.1 are equalities. This in particular gives a list of possible

simple quotients for X ⊗ ∧iV and X ⊗ SiV . One may expect that the list should exhaust those

simple quotients.

Incorporating the improved multiplicity result in [Ch23, Theorem 1], we also have:

Corollary 11.3. Let X be a standard module in HCn. Then for any irreducible Harish-Chandra

module X ′ of GLn(C),

dim HomGLn(C)(X ⊗ SiV,X ′) ≤ 1.

Remark 11.4. While Corollaries 11.2 and 11.3 are stated for our choice of V , one can apply the

Hermitian involution or the involution from g 7→ g−t to get to another standard representations as

well as their contragredients.

Remark 11.5. We explain an instance how the tensor product in Corollary 11.2 comes into the

play of branching laws and this suggests some kind of Lefschetz principle in that direction. Let

S(Cn) and S(Cn − 0) be the spaces of Schwartz functions on Cn and Cn − 0 respectively. The

branching law for the equal rank Fourier-Jacobi model is to study simple GLn(C)-quotients of

π⊗̂S(Cn)

for some irreducible representation π of GLn(C). Using Borel’s lemma, we have a natural short

exact sequence for GLn(C)-representations,

0 → S(Cn − 0) → S(Cn) → C[[z1, . . . , zn, z̄1, . . . , z̄n]] → 0
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and so 0 → S(Cn−0)⊗̂π → S(Cn)⊗̂π → C[[z1, . . . , zn, z̄1, . . . , z̄n]]⊗̂π → 0. Here ⊗̂ is the completed

projective tensor product. In particular, the latter tensor product admits a filtration of the form π⊗
SiV ⊗SjV ′ (which one may interpret as an analogue of a layer of Bernstein-Zelevinsky filtration in

[Ch22+d]) and so we expect [Ch22+, Ch22+d] will be useful in determining those simple quotients).

Here V and V ′ are the conjugate standard and standard representations of GLn(C) respectively.

12. Applications on parabolic inductions

12.1. Reducibility of parabolic inductions. Recall that χ is defined in Section 9.2. Determining

the irreducibility of parabolic inductions for Harish-Chandra modules can be transferred to the same

problem for the graded Hecke algebra side in the following Corollary 12.1 and the precise way to

do so is indicated in its proof.

Corollary 12.1. The irreducibility of parabolic induction for the Harish-Chandra category HCn

can be detected from Hm (for some m) by using Γn,m.

Proof. Let X and Y be two irreducible Harish-Chandra modules of GLn1
(C) and GLn2

(C) respec-

tively. We can choose sufficiently large k such that for any composition factor Z in X×Y , χ⊗k ⊗Z
is thickened. Since χ⊗k⊗ defines an equivalence of categories, it is clear that χ⊗k ⊗ (X × Y ) is

irreducible if and only if X × Y is irreducible. Now, let m be the height of Z for some (and so all)

composition factor Z in χ⊗k ⊗ (X × Y ). Since Γn1+n2,m sends any simple composition factor of

χ⊗k ⊗ (X × Y ) to a non-zero irreducible module (Theorem 9.4), we then have that χ⊗k ⊗ (X × Y )

is irreducible if and only if Γn1+n2,m(χ⊗k ⊗ (X × Y )) ∼= Γn1,m1
(χ⊗k ⊗ X) × Γn2,m2

(χ⊗k ⊗ Y ) is

irreducible. Here m1 = ht(χ⊗k ⊗X) and m2 = ht(χ⊗k ⊗Y ), and the last isomorphism follows from

Theorem 5.7 and Lemma 6.1. �

For example, Corollary 12.1 gives another perspective on the classical result that the product of

two irreducible unitary representations is still irreducible [Sa89, Theorem 3.1] (c.f. [Vo86, Theorem

6.18(b)] and [Bu03]).

Recall in Section 10 that, for a finite-dimensional representation X of GLn(C), X ∼= J(λL, λR)

for some regular dominant λL and λR in h∗0. In particular, Γn,m(X) is a ladder representation if it

is non-zero.

Corollary 12.2. Let X1 and X2 be irreducible representations in HCn1
and HCn2

respectively.

Suppose X1 or X2 is finite-dimensional. Then X1 × X2 has unique simple quotient and unique

simple submodule.

Proof. Again, we find a sufficiently large k such that χ⊗k⊗Z is thickened for any simple composition

factor Z in X1×X2. We have that χ⊗k⊗(X1×X2) ∼= (χ⊗k⊗X1)×(χ⊗k⊗X2), and so by Theorem

5.7,

Γn,m(χ⊗k ⊗ (X1 ×X2)) ∼= Γn,m1
(χ⊗k ⊗X1)× Γn,m2

(χ⊗k ⊗X2),

where m1 and m2 are the heights of χ⊗k ⊗X1 and χ⊗k ⊗X2 respectively.
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Now Γn,m2
(χ⊗k ⊗X2) is a ladder representation, and so the product has a unique simple quo-

tient [LM16] (with the translation via [Bo76] and [Lu89]). Since Γn,m is exact and sends all the

composition factors in χ⊗k ⊗ (X1 ×X2) to a non-zero module, we then must have χ⊗k ⊗ (X1 ×X2)

has a unique simple quotient and so does X1 ×X2. The statement for submodule is the same. �

We also have the following variation of Corollary 12.2:

Corollary 12.3. Let X be an irreducible Harish-Chandra representation in HCn. Let Y be an

irreducible finite-dimensional representation in HCn′ with n′ < n. Then there exists at most one

irreducible Harish-Chandra module Z of GLn−n′(C) such that X is the unique simple submodule of

Y × Z. The statement also holds if one replaces Y × Z by Z × Y .

Proof. The analogous statement for Hm-modules holds for the product between a ladder representa-

tion and an arbitrary irreducible module. The argument for passing from Harish-Chandra modules

to Hm-modules is similar to the one in Corollary 12.2. Here we have also used Remark 9.6(3) that

after some thickening for irreducible X1 and X2, Γn,m(X1) ∼= Γn,m(X2) 6= 0 implies X1
∼= X2. �

When Y is a character, there exists algorithms (e.g. [LM16]) to compute such Y in Corollary

12.3.

Remark 12.4. Here we explain how one can deduce some new explicit quotient branching laws

from results of parabolic inductions. Let X be an irreducible Casselman-Wallach representation of

GLn+1(C). Given a character µ of GL1(C), one can then find, using results of p-adic group side (c.f.

Corollary 12.3), the Langlands parameter of an irreducible Harish-Chandra module Y of GLn(C)

(if such Y exists) such that

HomGLn+1(C)(X,Y × µ) 6= 0.

Via Frobenius reciprocity, one then has:

HomPn,1
(X, δ1/2(Y ⊠ µ)) 6= 0,

Then restricting to GLn(C) (viewed as a subgroup of Pn,1 via the embedding g 7→
(
g

1

)
), we

obtain a branching law:

HomGLn(C)(X, δ
1/2Y ) 6= 0.

For example, let X = J((2, 2, 1), (1, 1, 0)). Then J((2, 1), (1, 0)) × J((2, 1)) has X as a simple

submodule and so δ1/2Y = J((52 ,
3
2 ), (

3
2 ,

1
2 )) is a simple quotient of X |GL2(C).

Remark 12.5. There are other results of parabolic inductions (or in the form of Jacquet functors)

in e.g. [LM16, Ch22+b, Ch22+c, Ch22+d] and references therein. The reader is invited to translate

those results and find applications.
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12.2. Remarks on higher structure. As seen in [Ch22+b], it is useful to determine some higher

structure for branching problems. However, for such applications, we need to show that Γn,m

preserves some higher structure. The related application is to transfer the results in [Ch22+b] to

the Harish-Chandra category as well as determining the equalities in Corollary 11.2. This question

for the Arakawa-Suzuki functor [AS98] is studied in [Fu18], which shows a fully-faithful embedding

from the deformed BGG category to the completion of module category of Hm. We leave our case

for future navigation.

Appendix A. Dirac cohomology of finite dimensional representations

In this section, we study the Dirac cohomology of finite dimensional representations for all

complex connected reductive Lie groups, which includes GLn(C) as a special case. We shall use the

notations in [BP11, Section 2], which in particular coincide with notations for the GLn(C) case.

Firstly, an irreducible Harish-Chandra module J(λL, λR) is finite-dimensional if and only if λL,

λR ∈ h∗0 are regular and integral. Moreover, its K-spectrum is equal to:

(24) J(λL, λR)|K = FλL−ρ ⊗ F ∗
λR−ρ = FλL−ρ ⊗ F−w0(λR−ρ)

In particular, the PRV component of the above tensor product has extremal weight (λL − ρ) +

w0(−w0(λR − ρ)) = λL − λR, which is equal to that of the lowest K-type of J(λL, λR).

The main result of [HP02] (reformulated in Equation (2.2) of [BP11] for complex groups) implies

that all finite dimensional representations of complex groups with nonzero Dirac cohomology must

be of the form X = J(λ,−w0λ), where λ is regular integral and w0 ∈ W is the longest element in

the Weyl group.

Now consider the Dirac operator

D : X ⊗ S −→ X ⊗ S,

where S is the spinor module, which is isomorphic to 2⌊n/2⌋Fρ as a K̃-module by [BP11, Lemma

2.2]. By Weyl’s unitarity trick, there is a inner product 〈, 〉X on π such that 〈Ev, v′〉X = −〈v, Ev′〉X
for all E ∈ k0 + js0 and v, v′ ∈ X (note that this defines a positive definite Hermitian form with

respect to the anti-involution given in Remark 7.9). Consequently, as in Remark 3.2.4 of [HP06],

one can define an inner product on X⊗S such that D is skew -Hermitian with respect to this inner

product.

As a result, the Dirac cohomology of π is equal to ker(D) = ker(D2), and the question of finding

Dirac cohomology of π reduces to studying D2 : X ⊗ S → X ⊗ S, where X ⊗ S ∼= 2⌊n/2⌋Fλ−ρ ⊗
Fλ−ρ ⊗ Fρ as K̃-modules.

By the formula of D2 given in [HP06, Proposition 3.1.6] for instance, D2 acts on the γ-isotypic

component of X ⊗ S by the scalar −||2λ||2 + ||γ + ρ||2. Then it is easy to check that the only

γ-isotypic component which D2 acts by zero is when γ = (λ − ρ) + (λ − ρ) + ρ, which implies the

following:
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Theorem A.1. Let G be any complex connected reductive Lie group. Then all finite dimensional

(g,K)-modules with nonzero Dirac cohomology must be of the form X = J(λ,−w0λ) for some

regular integral λ. In particular, its Dirac cohomology is equal to 2⌊n/2⌋F2λ−ρ.

Finally, we remark that the twisted Dirac index of X = J(λ,−w0λ) can also be obtained easily.

Namely, the character formula of X is given by:

(25)
∑

w∈W

det(w)X(λ,−ww0λ).

By Theorem 5.1 of [BPT19], only the last summand w = w0 in the above formula contributes to

the twisted Dirac index of X , and is equal to ±2⌊n/2⌋F2λ−ρ (the ± sign depends on the choice of ǫ

in the theorem). This gives another evidence on the validity of Theorem A.1.
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