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ON THE ANNIHILATORS
OF THE SIMPLE SUBQUOTIENTS OF THE PRINCIPAL SERIES (*)

By A. JOSEPH

ABsTRACT. — Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra and denote by U (g) its enveloping algebra.
The main result of this paper (Th. 5.2) gives a formula for the annihilators of the simple subquotients of
the (spherical) principal series in terms of the annihilators of simple quotients of Verma modules. The
proof involves a description of the principal series in terms (Th. 5.1) of products of the almost minimal
primitive ideals of U (g). It was motivated by an attempt to find a method for distinguishing primitive
ideals of U (g). In particular for g of type A, (Cartan notation) it is shown (Cor. 6.6) that a conjecture
of Jaritzen ([1], 5.9) is equivalent to the simple subquotients of the principal series having distinct
annihilators.

INDEX OF NOTATION. — Symbols frequently used in the text are given below in order
of appearance.

1.1. g,n*, h,n", R, R*, B, p, W, %, 5,, X,, H,, «”, P(R), Q(R).

1.2. J(A), Spec A, Prim A, o, U(a), Z(a), S(V), V*.

1.3. &, Max Z (g), R, , R}, B,, W, %,, D,, w,, 5;, b, e, E., M(\), I, Zz, M (M),
LO")» IM XV/}:’ o3, 0.

1.4. u, u.

1.5. U, j, & F;, L, ), L°(A, p), VA, p).

2.1. S, (w), L (w), 7, (w), =.

2.2. 5, <.

3.3. LM (W), M (O).

34P, P, v, {, D V¥, V.

3.6. 1,, 0,.

3.9. LAnn V (—w A, —A), RAnn V (—w A, —A).

4.0. 1,, If, Ip.

4.1. 1.

4.9. J, 0

5.0. I.

5.1. J,.

5.4. 3%, Jv.

6.1. St(&), Yg(&), T), T;, m(T).

6.2. V, u.

6.4. ®.

(1) Work supported by the C.N.R.S.
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420 A. JOSEPH

1. Introduction

1.1. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra with triangular decomposition
g=n"@®h@n" ([8],1.10.14). Let R < h* denote the set of non-zero roots, R* = R
a system of positive roots, B = R* a Z basis for R, p the half sum of the positive roots,
W the Weyl group for the pair g, h, T the subset of involutions of W, s, the reflection
corresponding to the root a. Fix a Chevalley base for g, let X, denote an element of
weight o e R of this base, set H, = [X,,X_,] and o« =2a/(2, o). Let Q(R)
[resp. P (R)] = b* denote the latdce of radicial (resp. integral) weights.

1.2. For each Noeiherian C-algebra A, let J (A) (resp. Spec A, Prim A) denote the
set of two-sided (resp. prime, primitive) ideals of A. For each C-Lie algebra a, let a”
denote the set of classes of finite dimensional irreducible representations of a, U (a) the
enveloping algebra of a, Z (a) the centre of U (a). For each C-vector space V, let S (V)
denote the symmetric algebra over V and V* the dual of V.

1.3. The principal aim of this paper is the study of Prim U (g). In this recall [3],
(3.2)that  : I+ 1 n Z(g) is a surjection of Prim U (g) onto Max Z (g). For each A € bh*,
set R, = {aeR: (A, a)eZ}, Rf =R,nR", B, =R} a Z basis for R,, W, the
subgroup of W generated by the s,: «€B,. Set

ZA=Z(\W;‘, DL={WGW: wR;CR"’}

and w, the unique element of W, taking B, to —B,. Call A dominant if (\, &' )¢ N~,
for all @ € R™ and regularif (A, &) # 0, foralla e R. Let A denote the orbit of A under W-
With b :=n* @ b, let E, := C e, denote the one-dimensional b module defined through
Xe=0:Xen*, He, = (H,M) e : Heb, and set M (A) := U (g) ®u) Ey-,» consi-
dered as a left U (g) module (¢f.[8], Chaps. 5,7). Recalling [8] (8.4.4), set I3 =Ann M (}),
Z; = w(I;). Recalling [8] (7.1.11), let ﬁ(—?») denote the unique maximal submodule
of M(») and set L(A) = M(W)/M V), T, = Ann L (A) and X3 = {1, : peA } considered
as an ordered set (by inclusion of elements). (After Duflo [7], II, Thm. 1.)

THEOREM. — For each Aeb*/W, one has X; = n~ ' (Zy).

This reduces the study of Prim U (g) to that of finite sets X3 : A e h*. Now the Borho-
Jantzen translation principle ([3], 2.12), shows that it suffices to determine X3 for A regular
and then fixing —A € b* dominant and regular, the map @4 : w1, is a surjection of W
onton~ ! (Z). Furthermore if we write w = w, w, : w; € D,, W, € W, , then by [10] (4.2),
we have o3 (w) = @3 (w,). That is @4 factors through W, giving a map ¢ of W,
onto n~ ! (Z4;). The Borho-Jantzen translation principle for say A € P (R) shows that ¢
is in a natural sense independent of A and suggests that in general @ should only depend
on W,. In [10], we indicated what this dependence might be by exhibiting a partition
of W, into cells so that each point in a given cell defines the same ideal. The main question
that remains is to show that points in different cells define distinct ideals. Now this
and the calculations of Borho-Jantzen on the low rank cases ([3], [4]), indicate that
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Duflo’s upper bound, namely card X3 < card %, ([7], IL, 2) should be very nearly saturated,

that is one should expect to have card X; = \/ card W,. Let us see how such a bound
might arise.

1.4. Let u+> 'u (resp. u— u) denote the involutory antiautomorphism of U (g) defined

by X, = X_,, for all «eR and 'H = H, for all He} (resp. X = —X, for all X eg).
As noted by Duflo ([7], I, Modules de Verma), one has:

Lemma. — I, = I, for all Mebh*.

1.5. Identity U := U (g) ® U (g) canonically with U (g @ g). Define the embedding
ji1g—g @ gthrough j (X) = (X, —*X), for all X € g and set T = j (g) which is naturally
isomorphic to g. In this ¥ identifies canonically with P (R)/W and we let F; : ve P (R)
denote the unique simple finite dimensional f module with extreme weight v. For
each p e b*, let F; (1) denote the subspace of F; spanned by vectors of weight p.  Given A
p € b*, consider (M (—A) ® M (—p)* as a U module by transposition and let L (A, p)
denote the subspace spanned by all ¥ finite elements (which is a U submodule). As noted
in say [6] (3.2), Frobenius reciprocity ([8], 5.5.7, 5.5.8) gives:

Lemma. — For all A, peb*, ve P (R)/W, one has
mtp(v, LA, p) = dim F5 (A—p).

In particular L (A, p) = 0, unless A—p e P (R). Again if A—p eV, then v occurs with
multiplicity one in L (A, p) and we denote this component by L° (A, p). Let V (A, p)
denote the unique simple quotient of UL® (A, p) admitting a T submodule of type v. These
modules which are said to belong to the principal series have been systematically studied.
The results are reviewed in [6].

1.6. After Duflo ([7], Prop. 7), one has:
PROPOSITION. — For all A, peb* : A—peP (R), there exist M €\, W' efi such that
AmV(—p, 1) =1, ® U@@)+U(9) ®1,.

Consider the special case when A is regular and p e A Then p = wA, for some we W,
and through the isomorphisms of the V (—w A, —A) ([6], 4.1), we can assume —\ fixed
andsaydominant. It follows that if the (non-isomorphic) Umodules V(—wA, —A):weW,,
have distinct annihilators, then (card X3)? = card W,. Unfortunately we shall see that
the former assertion is generally false; yet it is obviously of interest to determine a precise
formula for Ann V (—w A, —A). Our main result (Th. 5.2) shows that under the above
hypotheses we can take p' = w, wh, A’ = w, w™* A (recall that the I, : w’ €W, are
not all distinct). For W, simple of type A, (Cartan notation) it is further shown (Sect. 6)
that the Ann V (—w A, —A) : we W, , are pairwise distinct if and only if card X;=card X,.
In this we recall that if A € P (R), then Borho and Jantzen ([3], [4]) have shown that
the former equality holds up to n = 5. Perhaps the most interesting results are those
of Section 4 which give remarkable sum and product formulae for the ‘“almost minimal®’
primitive ideals which generalize [8] (7.8.12) and [7] (Prop. 12).
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422 A. JOSEPH

1.7. The proofs we give are entirely algebraic; but depend on results on complex Lie
groups, so we have preferred to simply assume g defined over C. The use of the principal
antiautomorphism U is not strictly necessary; but it seemed preferable to stick to the
notational conventions of ([5], [6], [7]) where logically possible. I should like to thank
M. Duflo for many discussions concerning these papers. Part of this work was done
during a stay at the Sonderforschungsbereich, Bonn and I should like to thank W. Borho
for a preview of his recent results with Jantzen concerning Xz.

2. Two order relations on the Weyl group

2.1. For each A e bh*, we W, set
S,(w)=w"'R; AR}, L, (w) = card S, (w), T, (w) = S, (w) N B,.

Recall that J, (w) is just the least number of ways of writing w as a product of the generating
reflections {s, : o€ Bl} and such a product is called a reduced decomposition for w.
The group W, admits an order relation < defined as follows. Let

W=2518 ...5, 5; =S8, a;€B,

18

be a reduced decomposition for w. Then w' < w iff we can write w' = s; 55, ... 5; ,
where 1 < i, <i, <...<i, S n Itis easy to show that the expression for w’ can be
assumed reduced and then by [8] (7.7.4), this is the same order relation as that defined
in [8] (7.7.3).

LeMMA. — For all w, w' e W,,

Dwsweow!sw

(i) w=sweww2ww.

(i) is clear. (ii) follows from [8] (7.7.3) and the relation /, (wy) = I, (w, w)+1, (w)
(¢f. [10], 3.1).

2.2. Recall that the map S, : w— S, (w) of W, into P (R)) is injective ([10], 3.9).
The group W, admits an order relation <, defined through w' < w iff S, (w') < S, (w).
By say [10] (3.1), we have:

LEMMA. — ForeachweW,,a e, (w™ ') one hass,w S w. Moreover { s, w: aet, (w™ 1)}
is the set of all maximal elements of W, strictly less than w ( for <).
In particular w = w’ implies w < w'.
2.3. Let o, P be distinct elements of B, and suppose that (o, &) < (B, B). Then
(ocv, B) =—k, with Kk =0,1, 2, or 3. One has
SuSp=1SpSg: k=0, 5,555, =5p8,5p: k=1, (5,59 =(sp8): k=23
For the appropriate k we call this a pair relation (for the pair o, B). Recall that W, is

generated by the involutions s, : o € B, satisfying all possible pair relations.

LEMMA. — Let weW,. Any two reduced decompositions of w can be transformed
into one another through just the pair relations (i.e. without using the identities
s2=1:0€eB,).
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The proof is by induction on /, (w). If /, (w) = 0, then w = 1 and the assertion is
trivial. Suppose in the respective reduced decompositions we have w = s, w,,
w=s,w, :a, BeB,. We can assume o # B and then by say the first part of [10] (3.6),
we have a e, (w; '), Bert, (wy'). By the induction hypothesis and 2.2, we can write
Wy = S W3, Wy = 5, W, Up to pair relations. If k = 0, then w; = w, and the assertion
holds in this case. Otherwise by [10] (3.6), we have as above w; = 5, w5, Wy = 55 W,
up to pair relations. This process eventually gives the required assertion.

Remark. — This elementary (but for us important) fact is for example noted in [17]
(Lemma 83 g) where its proof is left as an exercise.

3. The principal series

3.0. Fix A, peb*, with A—pe P (R). We start by summarizing some classical results
on the modules M (A), L (A, ), V (A, p).

3.1. TaeoreM. — (cf. [6], I, 4):

(1) V (A, ) is isomorphic to V(M, 1) iff N =wh, p’ = wny, for some weW;

(i) UL°(A, p) = L (A, w), if A or p is dominant;

(iii)) UL°(\, ) = V(M W), if —A or —p is dominant;

(iv) L (A, W) has finite length as a U module, its simple factors are amongst the
VA, W):Me I)\», W e, with V (A, p) occurring exactly once.

3.2. THEOREM. — (¢f. [7], [8], 7.6.23. Suppose —\ € b* dominant and regular.
For each pair w, w' € W,, M (w’'\) [resp. L (W' \)] is a submodule (resp. subquotient)
of M(wM) iff w=w'.

3.3. Consider Hom¢ (M (), M (A)) as a U module through (@ ® 5).T) m=(a T Z)) m,
for all Te Home (M (), M (X)), a, beU(g), meM (). Let L (M (p), M (M) denote
the subspace of Hom¢ (M (1), M (M) spanned by all { finite elements (which is a U sub-
module).

Suppose M (A) is a submodule of M (u) and suppose given 1€ J (U (g)/I;) satisfying
IM () € M (A). Then the representation of U (g) in M (p) defines an embedding of I
in LM (w), M (M)

3.4. Let P denote the projection of U (g) onto U (h) [which identifies with S (§)] defined
by the decomposition U(g) = U(H) @ (n~ U(g)+U(g)n*). For each Aebh*, define
P, : U(g) — C, through P, (a) = (P (a), A—p). Given IeJ (U (g)), set

¥ (I)={Aeb*: Pyi,(a)=0, for all ael}.

Define a bilinear form on M (A) through <{ae,_,, be,_, > = P, (‘ab) (which we recall
is f invariant and determined up to a scalar by this latter property). Identify E,_,
(resp. E,_,) with the corresponding weight space in M (p) [resp. M (A)]. Given
TeLM (p), M (L)) define

YreHom¢ (U, Hom¢(E, _,, E,_,))

<e),—pa \IJT(a ® b) eu—p> = <ae1—ps Tbep.—p>’
for all a, be U(g). After Conze-Berline, Duflo ([5], 5.3, 5.5), we have

through
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424 A. JOSEPH

PROPOSITION. — The map  : T > Vg is a U module homomorphism of L (M (W), M (1))
into L (=X, —pw). Furthermore:

() kery = { TeL (M (w), M (V) such that TM (w) = M (V) };

(ii) given M (M) simple, then  is an isomorphism.

Remark. — Assume —\Aeb* dominant. Then as noted in [5] (6.3), it follows
from 3.1 (ii), 3.2, 3.4 (ii) that { induces a U module isomorphism of U (g)/I; onto
L (—A,—\) and we identify these modules.

3.5. We require the following refinement of 3.4. Take —A € h* dominant and w e W,.
Suppose we have J € J (U (g)/I3) satisfying mtp (A—w L), ) = 1, IM (w, A) = M (w, w 1)
and generated as a U module by its component of type (A—w A)".

THEOREM :

(i) given J 2 KeJ(U (9)/I3), then KM (w, \) = M (w, w A);

(i) if I Ly, then (J+1,,0)/ L0, w, is isomorphic to V(—w A, —A) as a U module.

Consider J as a submodule of L (M (w, A), M (w, w A)) and restrict ¥ defined in 3.4
to J. Then

kery ={ael: aM@)) = M(w,wh)}
c{ael: aM@,wi) c M@w,wh)}<1,, ;.

Through the hypothesis JM (w, A) = M (w, wl), we have ImV{ # 0 and since J is
generated as a U module by a ¥ submodule of type (w, A—w, wA)" it follows. that
ImV{y = UL° (—w, wA, —w, A). Yet w, A is dominant and so by 3.1 (i) and 3.1 (iii),
Im V¥ is isomorphic to the simple U module V(—w A, —A).

If K & J, then ¥ (K) can have no component of type (A\—w )"~ and so is a strict sub-
module of V(—w A, —A). By 3.4 (i), this gives (i).

If J €1, ., , then ker Y = Jn 1, ., by the simplicity of Im . This gives (ii).

3.6. Fix —)\ € h* dominant and regular. By [7] (Cor. 2 to Prop. 10), {1, : 2 € B, },
is the set of smallest primitive ideals of U (g) strictly containing the minimal primitive
ideal I, = I3. We call then the almost minimal primitive ideals. Set I,: = I,/I;.
Take we W, and recall 3.2. The injection M (M) ¢ M (wA) defines by transposition
a U module homomorphism 0,, of L (—A, —w ) into L (=X, —X) and by restriction
a U module homomorphism @, of L (M (w ), M (A)) into L (M (1), M (A)). Define
(resp. V') as in 3.4 with p = wA (resp. 0 = A). This gives the commutative diagram

LM (wA), M(A) ZLMO), ML)
3 |
L(=A, —0d)—s L(=2, —).
Since —\ is dominant, M (A) is simple and so by 3.4 (ii) ¥, V" are isomorphisms.
Set I = Ann M (wA)/M (A) [computed in U(g)] and define Dim as in [15] (2.1).

It follows exactly as in 4.7 that Dim U (g)/I = card R—2 = Dim U (g)/I,—2 and so
I/T, # 0. Recalling that Ann M (wA) = Ann M (A) and 3.3, it follows that the repre-
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sentation of U (g) in M (w L) defines an embedding of I/I, in L (M (w 1), M (\)) and
the restriction of @, to I/I, is injective. Hence 6, # 0.

THEOREM. — For all weW,, a€B,:

(i) there exists a U module monomorphism 0, (resp.9.) of L(—wh, —\) [resp.
L(—A, —wA)] into L (—A, —0);

@ii) mtp (V(—w, A, —=N), L(—w X, =0)) = mtp (V(—w, A, —X), L(—=A, —w ) = 1;

(iii) any non-zero U module homomorphism of L (—w A, —)\) [resp. L (=X, —w A)]
into L (=X, —A) is injective and coincides up to a scalar with 0, (resp. 6). In particular
we can take 9, to be 9,;

@iv) L(=A, —s, M) = L(—s, A, —A) = 1,, considered as submodules of L (—\, —M).

The first part of (i) follows on taking a reduced decomposition of w and repeated appli-
cation of the first part of [7], Lemma 5. Consider L(—w X, —A) as a submodule
of U (g)/I,. Then as noted in [7] (Prop. 9), ‘L (—w A, —A) is isomorphic as a U module
to L(—XA, —wA). This proves the second part of (i).

The proofs of the two parts of (ii) and (iii) are similar and we consider only L (—w A, —4).
By [7] (Prop. 4), mtp (V(—w, A, =), L(—w X, —A)) = 1. By (i) it suffices to reverse
this inequality in the case when w = 1. By (i) and 3.1 (iii), V (—w, A, —\) identifies
with a submodule of L (—A, —A) and so by 3.4, there exists I€J (U (g)) such that
I/, = V(—w, A, —A) up to isomorphism. Yet I, is prime (in fact completely prime)
and so by [2] (3.6), one has Dim U (g)/I < Dim U (g)/I,. It follows from say [2] (5.5),
that U (g)/I is too small to admit a subquotient isomorphic to I/I,. This proves (ii).

We have seen that L (—A, —A) admits a submodule V isomorphic to V (—w, A, —A).
By [7], Remark preceeding Proposition 12, L (—A, —A) admits a unique simple sub-
module which must hence coincide with V. By (i), L (—w A, —\) admits just one simple
submodule and this is necessarily isomorphic to V. Now let 6 be a U module homo-
morphism of L (—wA, —A) into L (—A, —A). If Im 0 # O, then it contains V. If
ker 6 # 0, it contains a submodule isomorphic to V. Then (iii) follows from (ii).
(iv) follows from [7] (Lemme 5 and Proposition 10).

Remarks. — The assertions corresponding to (ii) and (iii) for Verma modules are well-
known [8] (7.6.6), and the proof of (ii) was inspired by the improved Borho-Jantzen
proof of [8] (7.6.6). The way to obtain (iii) from (i) and (ii) was pointed out to me
by Duflo.

3.7. HYPOTHESES 3.6

COROLLARY. — For each we W, , one has 'L (—w A, —A) = L(—A, —w ), considered
as submodules of U (g)/I,.

As remarked in [7] (Prop. 9), the above are isomorphic as U submodules of U (g)/I,.
Hence the assertion follows from 3.4 and 3.6 (iii).

3.8. NotaTiON and HYPOTHESES 3.6. Consider L (—A, —w ) as a two-sided ideal
of U (g)/L;.
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426 A. JOSEPH

PROPOSITION. — For all w, w' e W, :
(i) ker ®, = 0;
@) L(—=A, —wA) > Ann M (w A)/M (M) [computed in U (g)/L,];
(iii)) L(=A, —wA) o L(—A, —w')A), if w=Sw'.
Through the commutative diagram defined in 3.6, we obtain (i) from 3.6 (iii) and (ii)

from 3.3, 3.4 and 3.6 (ii)). Given w’ = w, we obtain from 3.2 the injections
M@M)s Mw\A) g M(w'A) and hence by restriction the homomorphisms

LM @ %), M (V) > L(M @), ML)
and
L(Mwh), MA)) L M), M Q).

Clearly ®,0 = ©,. and so © is injective by (i). This gives (iii).
3.9. Fix —A ebh* dominant and regular. For each we W,, set
LAnnV(—wh, =) = {aeU(g): @®1)V(-wk, =) =0,
RAnnV(—w), —0) ={aeU(g): (1®a)V(-wk, —1)=0}.
In the notation of 1.6 taking p=w}, we have LAmmV(-w), —1) =1, and
RAnnV(-—w?», —?\.) = Ilﬂ. We set p,’ = W }\«, 7\.' =W, }\‘ S Wy, Wy EWA.
PROPOSITION. — For all we W, :
(D) w, S ww;
(i) LAnn V(=w A, =A) = RAnmn V (—w~1 2, —2);
(iii) {LAnnV (—o), —A) : ceZ, } = Xz (Duflo [7]).
Recall the argument of [7] (Prop. 7). By 3.1 (i), (iii), V (—w A, —A\) identifies with
a submodule of L (—w, w A, —w, A) and then its orthogonal M in M (w, w A) ® M (w, A)
is a proper submodule of the latter. Let M’ be a submodule (not necessarily unique)
of M (w, wA) ® M (w, A) containing M such that M’'/M is simple. By 3.2, M'/M is
isomorphic to L (w; A) ® L (w, ), for some w;, w, € W, with w; < w, w. By duality
this gives (i). (ii) follows from 1.4, 3.1 (i), 3.1 (ii) and 3.7. (iii) is just [7] (Prop. 9).

Remark. — By (ii), (iii) one has card X3 = card %,, iff the Ann V (-0, —}) : 6 € X,
are pairwise distinct (¢f. 1.6 and 6.6).

4. The almost minimal primitive ideals

4.0. In this section we fix —A e h* dominant and regular. For all aeB,, we set
I, := I/, and I := I, ;,/1, (this latter notation is motivated by a conjecture of Borho-
Jantzen [3], 2.19). For all B" = By, we set Iy, = I,,_,/I;.

4.1. Define a map t : X3 — P (B)), through t(I,,) = {a€eB, : I, oI, }. Borho-
Jantzen and Duflo established independantly [¢f. [10], 4.4 (ii)] that

THEOREM. — 1 (I,,) = T, (W), for all weW,.
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4.2. COROLLARY. — For allwe W,, a.€ B, one has I, M(wi) = M (w)) iff a ¢ 1, (w):

IaM(wl’) < M(w?\.) had Ia < le/Il. g lsa). < Iwk had GG’C;V(W),
by 4.1. '
4.3. LEMMA. — Suppose we W,. Then LAnnV (—wd, —)) =1,,, if w = 1.
In the identification U (g)/I, = L (—A, —A), the image of 1 is the unique trivial ¥ sub-
module of L (—A, —A). Then recalling 3.1 (ii) we have V (=X, —1) = U (g)/I,,»,
which gives sufficiency. Necessity follows from 2.9 (i).

4.4. LEMMA. — For each B' = B,, a € B’, one has:
0 3 =1

@) L+I¥ =1g;

(it)) (I¥+1g)/I¥ [and hence 1y [(I¥ N 1g)] is isomorphic to the simple U module
v (—Sa )"9 _)") 5

(iv) 2 =1,.

Suppose (i) is false. Then by 3.1 (iv) and 3.4, there exists J € J (U (g)/I,) containing I
such that Iy /J is isomorphic to V(—wA, —A), for some weW,. Then clearly
LAmmV(-wA, —A) =1, and so w =1, by 4.3. Yet this is impossible since Ig,
does not contain the trivial ¥ submodule. Hence (i). Now suppose Je J (Ig) strictly
contains some If. Then since I, , is almost maximal (c¢f. [3], 2.19) it follows that
\/ J=1Ip,. HenceJ=1I by(i). Combined with 4.1, this gives (ii) and (iii). Suppose (iv)
is false. By 3.6 (ii) and 3.1 (ii), I, admits a unique maximal submodule and by (iii)
taking B’ = { a }, it follows that this coincides with I¥ N I,. Then I? = I} n I,, which
contradicts 4.1. Hence (iv).

4.5. The best we could do to prove that I3, = I, for all B’ = B,, is the following:

PROPOSITION. — For all B’ < B,, the following statements are equivalent:
OB =I;
(ii) Ig. admits exactly card B’ distinct simple quotients;

(i) Iy = ¥ I,.

«eB’

Recalling 3.4, we have
'V( ZB’ Isu),) = ﬂB"’V (Is,,x) =Y (Iwa').)’

by [10] [4.5 G)]. Then I, = [Y L, by [10] (2.1) and so (i)= ().
2eB’

Through 4.4 (iii), it follows that (ii) = (i) as in the proof of 4.4 (iv). Now let K be a
maximal submodule of Iy. If (iii) holds, then K n I, £ I, for some aeB’ and so
Iz/K = L/(I, 0 K) = L/, n I¥) where the last equality follows by 3.6 (iv), 3.1 (ii)
and 4.4 (iii). Hence (iii) = (ii).
Remarks. — By [7] (Prop. 12), (iii) holds if B = B and by [10] (4.2), it is sufficient
that there exists w € W such that w B’ = B. Conversely by 4.4 (i) and 4.5, we have
La= 2 La.

aeBy
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This shows that for all A € h* regular the maximal ideal in the fibre n71 (Z3) (i. e. L,,;)

though generally not itself induced (¢f. [3], 4.2) is nevertheless a sum of the induced
ideals I, : a € B,.

4.6. PROPOSITION. — For all weW,, aet, (w), one has I, M (wA) = M (ws, A).

Since o € 1), (w), we have w = ws, by 2.2 and so by 3.2, M (ws, A) is a submodule
of M(wXA). Then I, M(w2A) o I, M (ws, X)) = M (ws, A), by 4.2.

For the opposite inclusion, let € be a real positive number and set

Cone={veb*:(v,0) =0, B, =By, (v, V) <&}

Assume ¢ sufficiently small so that A+C,,, . lies in a fixed Weyl chamber (and hence
—(A+v) :ve(C,, . is dominant). Observe that a € B, ,, and set

Cg’x’a = {VGCa,;“e M B).+v = {OC}}.

Setp:=wA+v)—ws, A+v) =wh—-ws, A= (", Y)waeNR*\{0}andset p=wa
Then sy w = ws,, so by [8] (7.6.23), M (ws, (A+V)) is a submodule of M (w (A +V))
and (¢f. [8], 7.5):
(%) ch M@w@+v) _ & ch M(w)) .

M (ws,(A+V)) M (ws, \)

for all ve C, ;.. Identify (c¢f. [8], 7.1.5) M (w (A+V)) canonically with U (n~). Then
by [11] (Lemma 1), there exists a polynomial map v a, of C,,,, , into U (n~) such
that M (ws, (A+vV)) identifies with U (m™)a,. By (%) the dimension of each weight
space of U(n™)/U (™) a, is independent of v. Hence the representation of U (g) in
M (w (A+V))/M (ws, (A+Vv)) depends rationally on v about v = 0.

By [7] (Prop. 1), there exists a U module homomorphism
B(syy —A—V, —A—Vv): L(—A-v, —=A—=V)> L(—=s5,(A+V), —s,(A+V)),

with ker B(s,, —A—v, =A—v) = L_qg4+y/h+y, [7] (Prop. 10). By [7] (Lemma 5),
and 3.1 (ii), I, +v)/Ta+v is generated by a simple I submodule of type (A—s, )" in
L(—A—v, —A—v) and hence by the lowest weight vector f, of this submodule. The
restriction b, of B (s,, —A—Vv, —A—V) to the lowest weight space of the isotypical com-
ponent of type (A\—s,A)" in L (—=A—v, —A—v) has for image the lowest weight space
in the isotypical component of type (A—s,A)" in L (—s, A+V), —s, (A +V)) and for
suitable # (¢f. 1.5) is an n X n matrix with entries depending rationally on v, [7] (Prop. 1).
Since —A—v is always dominant the singularities in b, lie outside C,; ,. (This is made
explicit in [6], III, 3.8, 4.7.) Evidently rank b, = n—1, for all veC,, ,. Choose
a cofactor b% which is non-zero at v = 0. Then we may write f, = (b/%, b72, ..., bi")
and so it follows that the map v f, is rational in v about v = 0.

By 4.2, we have I, 4.y M w(A+Vv)) € M(w(A+V)), and for all veC), , one

has M (w (A+V)) = M (ws, (A +V)) by [9] (Satz 3). Let e, (4, -, be the representative
of €, 4v)-p i M (w (A4V))/M (ws, (\+V)). We have shown that f, e, +.)-, depends
rationally on v about v = 0 and vanishes in the Zariski dense set C{ , ,. Hence it vanishes
at v=0 and so I, M (w\A) = M (ws, \), as required.
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Remarks. — The special case when g is simple of type A, and A = p was given by
Dixmier [8] (7.8.12). It is not known if an arbitrary induced ideal depends rationally
on the available parameters (but it does depend continuously [3], 3.9 b), and in fact
the crucial point in the above argument is the description of I, through the Kunze-Stein
intertwining operators. The equality I, M (wA) = M (ws, A) would not have followed
from the second part of the proof and only follows from the deep fact noted in 4.1.
(In this connection see [10], 4.6.)

4.7. We note the following fact which finds application in 7.2.

COROLLARY. — For each a€B,, and each weW, satisfying aert, (w) one has
I, = Ann M (w M)/M (ws, A).

Set M, = M (wA)/M (ws,A) and K, = AnnM,. By 4.6, one has K, o [, with
equality if w =s,. Define Dim as in [15] (2.1). Since each M, identifies with
Um7)/UMm )a,, for suitable a,eUm™), it follows that DimM, = dimn™—1.
Again (¢f. [2], 3.1) one has

DimM, =sup { DimL : Le ## M, }
and
Dim U (g)/K,, = sup { Dim U (g)/AnnL : Le ## M, }.

Hence by 3.2 and [15], 2.7 it follows that Dim U (g)/K,, = card R—2 = Dim U (g)/I; ;.
Yet I, is a prime ideal and so by [2] (3.6), one has K, = I, ,, as required.

4.8. For each w e W,, consider L (—w A, —A) as a U submodule of U (g)/1, (¢f. 3.7).
Recalling 3.9, choose wy € W, (not necessarily unique) such that LAnn V (—w A, —A)=1,,,.

LEMMA:

@) () =By, iff w=1;

(ii) Bx\tx (wl) = {OCEB;. . Ia L(_w 7», _)\:) = L("‘w )\«, ——7\.) }.

(i) follows from 4.3. (ii) follows from 3.1 (ii) which implies that L (— wk, —\) has
a unique maximal submodule and the quotient is isomorphic to V (—w A, —4).

4.9. Givenwe W,\{1},letw =s;5,...5,:5 =s,:%€EB,, beareduced decom-
position r of w and set J,,:=1, I, , ... L,. (We shall eventually see that J, , is
independent of r.)

PROPOSITION. — For all w, w' € W, with reduced decompositions r, r’ one has:
@ Jo, M ) = M (w, w});

(i) J,,, c (Ann M (wAM)/M (A)) €« L(—w A, —));

(i) J,,, = Jo,, implies that w = w'.

(i) obtains on successive application of 4.6. Combined with 2.1 (i) and 3.2, this
gives (iii). Again successive application of 4.6 gives ‘J,, , M (wA) = M (o). Combined
with 3.7 and 3.8 (ii) this gives (ii).

4.10. Recalling 2.3, let o, B be distinct elements of B, and suppose (a, &) < (B, B).
Set k =—(a", B).
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LEMMA:

) LI=Ll,:k=0;

() LLL=0LLI:k=1;

(i) @ I* = T L) 1k =2,3.

By 3.6 (iv), 3.7, 3.8 (iii) and 4.9 (i) we have I;I, c L (—=s,53A, —=A) = L, n I,
Choose ye B,\{a, B}. If v¢1, ((s 5p);) (notation 4.8), then by 4.8 (ii), we obtain
I;I, = L(—=s,53 A, —A) = I, I,, which contradicts 4.9 (iii). Then by 4.8 (i) we must
either have o ¢ 7y (s, 55)1) or B¢ 1, ((s, S5)1). Suppose the first holds. Then by 4.8 (ii),
we obtain Iz I, = I, I;. By 4.9 (iii) this can only hold if k¥ = 0 and then by 1.4 we
obtain (i). If k # 0, then we must have B ¢ 1, ((5, 5p);) and so from 4.8 (ii) we obtain
Igl, = L(—s,53A, —A). A similar argument with a, B interchanged gives

I, Iy = L(—sg5, A —A).
Substitution from 3.7, 3.8 (iii) and 4.9 (i) gives
LIgL, c L(—=s4855,A —M) cLI;nIgL,.

Then by 4.8 and 4.9 (iii) either a¢ 1, ((Sy5p5.)1) or B¢ T, ((s,SsS)1)- Suppose
B¢t ((sy555)1)- Then by 4.8 (i), I, IgI, cI;I,I; and so k=1 by 4.9 (iii).
Yet as above:

LI c L(—sps,s5h, —A) = L(—=s,55,A —A) =LI;nLI,,

and since B¢ T, ((S, Sp Su)1), this gives IgI, Iy = L (—sg5, 53X, —A). Recalling 1.5, it
follows from 3.5 (ii) that either Ig I, Iz = L, Ig I, or I, I; I, M (w, A) & M (w, s, 55 54 A).
The latter contradicts 4.9 (i) and so we obtain (ii). The remaining cases follow similarly.

4.11. CorOLLARY. — For each we W,\{1}, J,, is independent of the reduced
decomposition r of w.

Apply 4.10 and 2.3.
4.12. PROPOSITION. — Choose B’ < B, for which 4.5 (iii) holds. Then
M (wa 7») = Z M (wB' So }\-).

aeB’

Set M= ) M (wp s,A). Certainly M & M (w, A). Recalling [8] [7.6.1 (i)],
aeB’

let M’ be a submodule of M (wg. M) strictly containing M such that M’/M is simple and
hence isomorphic to L (w ), for some w < wg. (by 3.2). From the hypothesis and 4.6
we obtain I, , = AnnM'/M =1,. By 4.1, this gives t(w) > t(wp) = B’ and so
w = wy.. Hence M’ = M (wg- A) and so M = M (wg: A).

Remark. — In particular by 4.4 and 4.5, it follows that M (w, A) = Y. M (w, s, A) and

a€By
so is generated by the Verma submodules it contains. This is well-known if A € P (R)

([8], 7.2.5).
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5. Main theorems

5.0. In this section we retain the conventions of 4.0 and in addition set If, = I, ,_./I,,
for all B’ = B,. Identify L(—wA, —A) and L(—A, —wA) with U submodules of
U (9)/L. (¢ 3.6).

5.1. Set J; = U(g)/l, = L(—A, =) (¢ 3.4). Given we W\ {1}, let

W=251S5)...8,, S; =S4, 4 EB,,

i?

be a reduced decomposition for w and recalling 4.11 set J, :=1I 1 .

I P -

THEOREM. — For all w, w' e W, :

@) Jo,=L(-whk, —N);

(i) L(—wA, —A) = L(=A, —w™'2);

(i) L(—=A, —wA) = Ann M (w A)/M (A);

@iv) L(—A, —wA) o L(=A, —w'}), iff w<Sw'.

The proof of (i) is by induction of /, (w). It has already been established for /, (w) = 0,1
[cf. 3.6 (ii) and 3.4]. Take w as above and set w’ = s; w. Then } (w') =}, (w)—1,
so by 3.7, 3.8 (iii), 4.9 (ii) and the induction hypothesis we obtain

(%) J,eL(—whk, =AM <=J,..
We show that 1, (w,) © B,\\T, (W) (notation 4.8). If this is false choose

ae B, \(n (w) U T, ().
Since a ¢ T, (w,), we obtain from 4.8 (ii) and (%) that J, = I, J,,» = J ., and so by 4.9 (iii)
that w = w's,. Yet a ¢, (w) and so by [10], 3.1 (iii), we obtain
L(ws) =L w+1 =1 w)+2.
Further application of [10], 3.1 (iii) and 3.1 (iv) gives , (w's,) = }, (w) and so w =w’ s,
This contradicts a ¢ 1, (w).

Through the above inclusion and 4.8 (i) it follows that there exists o ¢ T, (w) with
o ¢, (w). Set w" =ws,. Then [, (w") =15 (w)—1, so by 3.7, 3.8 (iii) and the
induction hypothesis we obtain L(—wXA, —A) = J,.. Then by 4.8 (ii) and 4.11,
L(-whk, =N = 1,3, =1J,, which combined with (¥) proves the required assertion.

(ii) follows from (i), 1.4 and 3.7. (iii) follows from (i), 3.7, 3.8, 4.9 (ii). (iv) follows
from (i), 3.7, 3.8 (iii)) and 4.9 (iii).

Remarks. — Necessity in (iv) also follows from 3.1 (iv) and [7] (Prop. 4). By 3.1 (ii)
the embedding defined in 5.1 (iv) is unique.

5.2. THEOREM. — For all we W,, one has
AnnV(=wh, =) =1, ;s ® U@)+U(0) ® Ly, o-13.

By 1.6 and 3.9 (ii) it is enough to show that LAnn V(—w A, —A) =1, ,,. By 3.1 (ii),
L (—w A, —A) admits a unique maximal submodule and so I, , : = LAnn V (—w A, —A)
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is just the largest element of J (U (g)/L,) such that I,,, L(—wA, —A) € L(—wA, —A).
By 5.1, 4.9 (i) and 3.5 (i) this is equivalent to I, ; M (ww, A) = M (ww, A), which gives
the required assertion.

5.3. In [7] (II), Duflo notes that for each Ie Spec (U (g)/I,), there exists a unique
smallest Je J (U (g)/1,) strictly containing I. When I = I}, we compute J below.

THEOREM. — For all B' < B, :
(@) Yo, is the smallest element of J (U (g)/1,) with radical equal to (\ 1,. In parti-

aeB’
cular T, = ((\ L)', for all integer 1 sufficiently large;

2€B’
(i) Jo, +1I5 is the unique smallest element of J (U (g)/L,) strictly containing I3,
Furthermore (J,,,+I§)/15 = V (—wg N, —A), up to a U module isomorphism.
Choose J € J (U (g)/1,) such that \/ ] = () 1,, and set K = J+1I,, considered as an
aeB’

element of J (U (g)). By [10] [2.1 (v) (notation 3.4)] we have ¥" (K) = () 7" (I,,).,

acB’
Then by [10] [2.1 (i), 2.1 (iD], the inclusion K < I, ., implies w, wy. A € ¥ (L),
for some B € B’ and so by [10], 2.1 (i) that I,,,,,., = L,. This contradicts 4.1. Hence
(J+13)/I5 # 0. In particular we may take J = J,_., and then by 5.1 (i) and 3.5 (ii)
this gives (i). Again if J & J,,., then by 3.5 (i), KM ww, wg. X) = M (w, wg. A) which
implies K < I, ,,,,. This contradiction gives (i).

5.4. Fix w, w' € W, satisfying [, (w' w) = ], w')+/], (w). Then M (w’' L) is a submo-
dule of M (w’ w A) and we set J¥" = Ann M (w’ w A)/M (w’ A),J*" = Ann M (w'wh)/M (w'))
computed in U (g)/I,. Certainly J* < J',‘;'. Let B(w', —\A, —wA) be the U module
homomorphism of L(—A, —w}) into L(—w' A, —w’ wA) defined in [7] (Prop. 1),
and let {2, (or simply, ¥) be the U module homomorphism of L (M (w” w X), M (w’ 1))
into L (—w’ A, —w’ w ) defined in 3.4.

THEOREM:
@ L(=7, —wh) =T,
@) UL (—w' A, —w' wA) = Y (L(=A, —wl)) = (M (w'h) @ M (w' wA)*;
(iii) up to a non-zero scalar (depending on w' w A and w' \) the restriction of ¥
to L(—=\, —w ) coincides with B(w’, —\, —wl\);
(iv) ker B @', —A, —w}) =J° AL (=A, —w ).
(i) obtains from 4.6, 4.7 and 5.1. Then by 3.4 (i), 4.9, 5.1,

with equality if w' =1 or w =35, : 0 €B;;

w’'wh, w'A

V(Lo (=A, —wd)) = LO(—w' A, —w' w)),

which by 3.1 (ii) gives the first part of (ii). By [11] (Sect. 2), the bilinear form ¢, )
defined on M (w’'A) has kernel M (w’ A). Hence Im{y =« (M (w' L) @ M (w’ w A)*
which gives the second part of (ii). By 3.1 (i), any U module homomorphism of
L(—M —wA) into L(—w'A, —w’ wi) is determined by its restriction to the lowest
weight vector of the f-submodule L°(—A, —w). Hence (iii) and (iv).
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Remarks. — The importance of (iii) is that it gives a new way of representing the Kunze-
Stein intertwining operators B (w’, —A, —w ). Taking w’ w = w, and recalling the
argument of 3.9, we see that (ii) implies 5.2 and is indeed a stronger result. Taking
w = 1 in (iv), we recover [7] (Prop. 10) as a special case. It would be rather useful to
establish equality in (i). For example this would give ker B (w’, —A, —wd) = ?lﬁ' and
a further application is noted in 7.1. It is part of a general question raised in [8]
(Prob. 30). By 4.7 and the definition of J,, it follows that L (—=A, —w ) and J“ have
the same radical. Again we note that

o= AmM (s, w M)/ M(A) = L (=), —s,w)) = L(=A, —w),

by 5.1and so ker B (s,, —A, —w A) = L (—A, —s, w A), which is essentially [7] (Lemma 5).
Finally does one have ker B (w’, —A, —w ) = (I,,/L,) L(—A, —w)) ? By (iv) they have
the same radical.

5.5 Take we W,. Then Y M (w')) is generally a strict submodule of M (w L).

w<w
Recalling 3.1 (i) let L (—A, —w A) denote the unique maximal submodule of
L(—A, —wA). Byl.5and 5.1(@v), Y L(—A, —w'})is contained in L (—A, —w }A)

w < w

and we show that this inclusion is generally strict.

LEMMA. — Takeo € B, andset B' = B\{a}. IfI¥ 2 Iz, then] : = ), L(—A, —s,A)
W' >Sq

is a strict submodule of L (—M\, —s, \).
By 4.1 and 5.1, J= ) (I, +L ;1) cI,nls. By 4.4 and 4.5,
BeB’

L/, 0 1) = (I,+15)/Ig. = I, /Ig.,
which by 4.4 (iii) is a simple U module iff Iy. = I¥. This establishes the required assertion.

Example. — Take R of type A; with Ae P (R) and o = a,. By [3] (4.4, 4.17), one
has I* 2 Iz.. Also M (w, s, A) is not generated by the Verma modules it contains.

5.6. Fix—A e h* dominant and let L (L (wA), L (wA)): we W, denote the subspace
of all £ finite elements of Hom (L (wl), L (w A)) (which is a U submodule). Recalling 3.4,
let {,)> denote the non-degenerate bilinear ¥ invariant form on L (wA). Given
TeL (L (wl), L (wA))define Yre (L (wi) ® L (wA)*through (W, m@n) =<{m, Tn),
for all m, neL(w?). Let (M (wX\) ® M (wl)) denote the unique maximal submodule

of M(w)) ® M (w)) and let (M (wA) ® M (w A))* denote its orthogonal complement
in(M@wA) ® M (wA))*.

LeMMA. — The map  : T > iy induces a U module isomorphism of L (L (w A), L (w X))
onto L(—wh, —wA) n(M@wA) @M (w )t

It follows exactly asin [5], 5.5 that { is a U module isomorphism of L (L (w A), L (w X))
onto the subspace of all f finite elements of (L (w ) ® L (w A))* which further identifies

with the subspace of all f finite elements of (M (wX) ® M (w A))*. This gives the required
assertion.
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5.7. From say 3.3 we obtain an embedding U (g)/I,, s L (L (wA), L (wA)). This
is generally strict (¢f. [5], 6.5). Yet

THEOREM. — For all— ) e b* dominant and regular one has
U (9)/1,,, = L (L (0, 1), L (w, 1))

Set L = L (L (w, M), L (w, A)). By 3.1 (iv) and 5.6, L has finite length as a U module.

Let V be one of its non-zero simple U subquotients. Since ‘I, L = 0, we obtain from
1.4 and 1.6 that LAnon V o I,,. This by 4.3 and the maximality of I, gives
V = V(—A, —}) up to isomorphism. By 3.1 (iv) and 5.6, V (—A, —A) occurs with
multiplicity at most once in L which is therefore itself a simple U module. Hence
L = U (9)/1,,, as required.

Remark.—1In the special case for which B, = B this result is due to Conze-Berline
and Duflo (combine 2.12, 6.2, 6.3 of [5]). More generally they show that

L (L (wg- M), L (wp- 1)) = U (9)/1

wg'A?

for all B’ = (B, n B)and —A dominant. For A regular we sketch an alternative proof based
on 5.7. Let € be a real positive number and set Cy, , , = {veb*: (v,0) =0: aeB,
B,+v = B,, (v, V) <&}. Given B’ = B and taking ¢ sufficiently small it follows from [6],
3.9 and 4.3.3 (as pointed out to me by Duflo) that B (wg., —(A+V), — (A +V)) is indepen-
dent of ve Cy. ;.. Hence by [7], Prop. 10,1,  +)/L, +, is independent of v. By [10],
4.3, this also holds when B’ = { @} = B and hence it is true for any subset B’ of B
satisfying 4.5 (iii). Conversely since we can always choose ve Cy. ; . such that
B’ = B, .,, the independence of I, 4.+)/I,+, on v implies 4.5 (iii). This gives an inde-
pendent proof of [7], Proposition 12. By 4.5 (iii) and 4.12 it follows that L (wg. (A +V))
identifies with an induced module. Then by 5.6, L (L (wg: (A +V), wg. (A+V)) identifies
with a principle series module and so as a ¥ module is independent of v. Taking v so
that B’ = B, ., the required assertion follows from 5.7.

6. The symmetric group

6.0. Theorem 5.2 is slightly unsatisfactory in the sense that the I,, : w e W, are not
pairwise distinct. Here we recast this formula into a better form when W, is of type A, _,
(that is when it is isomorphic to the symmetric group S,). We follow the notation of [10]
(Sect. 7), briefly outlined below.

6.1. Let n be an integer > 0, & a partition of n and set |&| =n. Let St(§)
[resp. Yg (§)] denote the set of standard (resp. Young) Tableaux of type & Given
TeYg(g),let T (resp. Ty :i = 1, 2, ..., n, denote the columns (resp. rows) of T and m (T)
the set of positive integers (assumed pairwise distinct) occurring in T. We recall that by
definition m (T) = {1,2, ..., n } iff TeSt(§).

6.2. By an ordinal we mean an element of N* U { o } given its natural order. Let T
be a Young Tableau and %, / positive integers not occurring in m (T). We define a new
Table TVk (resp. T u ) by the following rule. First complete T to an infinite square
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array by putting co into the empty places. Then define ordinals kg < k; <k, < ...
(resp. Iy =1, =1, = ...) inductively as follows. Set ko = k (resp. I, =) and for
each ie N¥, let k; (resp. ;) be the smallest ordinal = k;_; (resp. /;_,) in T* (resp. T)).
Finally set (TVk)' = (T\{k;}) v {ki=1} [resp. (TUD);=TO\{L}DPvu{lL-1}]
The following result is due to Schensted [16] (Lemma 6).

LeMMA. — Let T be a Young Tableau (possibly the trivial empty Tableau).
Given k, e N*\un (T) distinct, then (TVk)ul = (Tul)Vk.

Define kg, k,, ... (resp. Iy, I, ...) as above and call it the k (resp. /)-sequence.
Observe, for example, that /;_, takes the place of /; in (T ul) and that the /-sequence
moves downwards and to the left in T. Both sequences are increasing and hence have
either exactly one common element which is finite, or (possibly) several infinite ones.
Choose r, s e N* such that I, = k,. We can assume without loss of generality that there
are no further common elements and that /,_,, k,_; < . One has /,eT* and so
either r =1 or /,_, €T’ for some v = s. Again s =1 or k,_, €T,, for some u = r.
Suppose u = r. Then [,_, > k,_, by definition of the l-sequence and so v > s (for
otherwise k;_; > I,_; by definition of the k-sequence). Now

(Tuh=@N{LDU{l-} and  (TVE,=TN{kDu{koy),

for some ordinal ¢ = v > 5. Hence ((TVK) U l); = (TN\{/l, kD v {ke-1, I=1 }.
Again since /, = kg, it follows from the definition of the k-sequence that /,_; is the
smallest integer > k,_; in(TuU!l)’. Hence (Tu )V k), =(T\{l. kDU {ki-1, =1 },
as required. The remaining rows coincide because they do not contain the intersection
point of the sequences. The case u > r, v > s, I._; > k,_; is exactly the same and the
remaining cases follow by interchanging rows and columns.

Remark. — The above proof is different and shorter than Schensted’s which uses induc-
tion on .

6.3. Given T e Yg (&), then after Robinson (¢f. [10], 7.5 (i), we can always write
T=((... (¢ v h)uly) u...ul, for some (pairwise distinct) ;e N*. Given
leN"\m(D), set IuT:=(...0dvl)ul)u...ul,. Let T* denote the Young
Table obtained by rotating T about its main diagonal.

COROLLARY (Schensted [16], Lemma 7):

@OIvT =TV

G (... Gvl)vh)v...ol)*=((...,vl,_Yvil_)u...vl;

(i) follows easily from 6.2. For (ii), observe that (T u/l) = (T* V I)* = (I U T*)*,
by (i). Hence (/v T*) = (T ul)* and (ii) follows by induction on .

6.4. Assume that R is of type A,_;. Then W, is isomorphic to the symmetric group S,
which we consider as the permutation group of {1,2,...,n}. For each weS,, set
ki=wti:i=12 ...,nand A w): = (... (ky k) Uks) U ... Uk,
Bw): = A(w™"). Then after Robinson, Schensted and Schiitzenberger (cf. [10], 7.5),
the map @ : w — (A (w), B (w)) is a bijection of S, onto : () { Yg(§)xYg (&) : |&|=n}.
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LEMMA

(i) A, w) = Aw*;

(i) A (w, w™!) = B w)*.

One has (w, w)™'i = w™" (n+1—i) = k,,,—; and so (i) follows from 6.3 (ii). By (i),
B(w)* = Aw™!)* = A (w, w™"), which is (ii).

6.5. HYPOTHESES 6.4. — For each w e W, define the involutions
o (w): =0THAWN, Aw?*)  oy(w): =0 (BW*, Bw)*).
Through the injectivity of ®, the map w — (o, (w), o, (w)) of W, into (Z,, Z,) is injective.
THEOREM (R, of type A,_,). — For all we W,, one has
AnnV(=wh, 1) = I, 1, ® U@+U @) ® L, 1 -
This follows 5.2, 6.4, and [10] (5.1, 6.1 and 7.9).

6.6. CoROLLARY (R, of type A,_,). — The following two statements are equivalent :
(i) card X4 = card %, ;
(ii) card {Ann V (—w A, —A): we W, } = card W,.

Remark. — If AeP (R), then after Borho-Jantzen ([3], [4]), (i) holds up to n = 6.

6.7. If B, admits roots a, B which span a subsystem of type B, or G, one has
=1L ;psar by [10] (5.1). Then by 5.2

Ann V (—w, s, A, —A) = Ann V (—w, 5, 53 5, A, —\)

I

S b

and since w, = —1 (under the above hypothesis) this gives card X3 < card Z, by 3.9 (iii).
Consequently card {V(—wA, —A) :we W, } < card W, and one can expect this to
also hold if R, admits a subsystem of type D, or E,. Yet it is plausible that

AmnV(-wh, —A) #Ann V (—w~ A, —1) if w#wl,

holds in general. Incase A,_ such a result would distinguish the {I,,, : c € %, } associated
through @ with standard Tableaux of the same form (i. e. defined by the same partition &).
Furthermore if 6 = ®~! (A, A) with A eS¢ (£), then one expects that the zero variety
of the graded ideal gr 1, will admit a dense nilpotent orbit corresponding to & (¢f. [1], 5.9)
and together these results would distinguish the { I, : c€X, }. In [15] (4.2), when g
itself is of type A,_; we have already shown that the zero variety of gr I, has the expected
dimension. This is an important and rather non-trivial application of our main result 5.2.
It further allows us to classify X3 when card B, = 3, [15] (Sect. 5). Finally we remark
that Spaltenstein [12] has pointed out in case A,_; that the Robinson map ® can be
viewed as the inverse of a map recently introduced by Steinberg in connection with the
unipotent variety. The Steinberg map is defined without restriction on type; but in the
general case there is a tantalizing distinction between this map and what would be required
to generalize 6.5 for arbitrary W,.
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7. The rank 2 case

7.1. Retain the notation and conventions of 4.0. It is well-known and follows easily
from 5.3 (i) that card J(U(g)/L,) = 1+4+card B,, if card B, < 1. Here we consider
the case when card B, = 2. In this situation Jantzen [14], has recently shown that
FH# M (w, L) is multiplicity free. It is natural to then ask if ## L (—A, —A) is also
multiplicity free and we remark that such a result leads easily to a complete description
of J (U (g)/I,). We can show that this would result from equality in 5.4 (iii) when
w w = w,. Unfortunately we were not quite able to establish the latter; but to illus-
trate our method we give a new proof of [3] (Folg. 2.20). First we note an easy and
well-known consequence of the fact that #Zs# M (w, A) is multiplicity free.

LeMMA. — Set B, = {a, B}. Then
M (w, s, A) = M (w, sgA) = M (w,, s, ) N M (w, 5 \).

Remark. — When B, is of type A; XA, or A,, this also follows from [13] (Lemma 1).

7.2. CorOLLARY. — I¥ =1I;, If = L,.

By definition I, = If. For the opposite inclusion, note that If = I,+I; by 4.4 (i)
and 4.5 and so If = If n I;+1,. By 4.4 (jii) taking B' = {B }, we have I} n I; & I
and so by 3.5 (i) and 5.1 (i) it follows that (If n Ig) M (w, A) =« M (w, 53 1) = M (w, 5, 2),
by 7.1. Then by 4.6, Iy M (w,A) =« M (w, 5,A) and so I§ = L,, by 4.7.

Remark. — 1t is clear that this result is equivalent to [3] (Folg. 2.20).

7.3. Set B, = {a,B} and choose Ie{2,3,...,(1/2) card W,—1}. Then there
are exactly two distinct elements w, w’ € W, satisfying /, (w) = I, (w") = I. Furthermore

LEMMA (notation 5.1) :

(l) Jw+Jw’ = (Ia N Iﬁ)l_l;

(11) Jw N Jw’ = (Ia N Ip)l;

Clearly (I, n Iy) o I, I;+I; I, and any non-zero simple subquotient V of
(I 0 L)/, Ig+Ig 1)

must satisfy LAnn V = I, +I;. Then by 4.3, 4.4 (i) and 4.5, V=V (—=A, —A) up to
isomorphism which contradicts the fact that (I, N I;) does not admit the trivial f submodule.
This gives (i) for /= 2 and the general case obtains by taking powers. Again
JonJy oI, nIp)and I,J,n1T,) Ty N Ty, = (I, nIp)! by (). Thus a similar
argument gives (ii).

7.4. Set B, = {o, B} and define k£ as in 2.3.

PROPOSITION. — Suppose k = 0, 1, 2. Then g# L (—A, —\) is multiplicity free,
Suppose B, is of type B,. We show (see Fig.) that

{J,:weW,, L+, I, nI) :1=1,2,3}
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is the set of non-zero U submodules of U (g)/I,. By 5.1 (i), (iv) and 7.3, these are pair-
wise distinct and satisfy the given inclusion relations. We show that each arrow defines
a simple quotient. By 4.4 (i) and 4.5, I,+I; is the unique maximal submodule.
By [7] (II), there exists a unique minimal submodule which by 5.3 (i) is L (—w, A, —1)
and this by the argument of 7.3 (i) and 4. 10 (iii) equals (I, n IB)3. By 7.3 and a, B inter-
change it suffices to prove simplicity for the arrows labelled 1, 2, 3. For 1, this follows
from 7.2 and 4.4 (iii). Consider 2. By 3.1 (iv) and 3.4 any simple subquotient of
I, I/d, n Ip)? is isomorphic to V(—wA, —A) for some weW,. Taking 4.3 into
account it follows from 7.2 that

AnnV(—wh, —1) =, @ U(@)+U() ®1,.
Substitution in 5.2 gives w = s3 5,. Yet I, Iy = L (—s5 5, A, —A) by 5.1 (i) and so
by 3.1 (iv), V (=55 s, A, —A) can only occur once in I, Ip/(T, N I,;)2 which is hence simple.
Consider 3. Let V(—w XA, —A) : we W, be a simple subquotient of I, I I,/I, n 13)3.
Then Amn V(—w A, =0) =, ® U(g)+U(g) ® [;and soby 5.2, w = 5, or w = 5, 5p 5.

The former choice contradicts [7] (Prop. 4) and the latter implies the simplicity of
I, I; 1/, n Ip)* as above.

U(g)/L

IL+1,

The submodules of U (g)/I, and their inclusion relations for B, of type B,.
The notation M — N denotes M > N with M/N a simple U module.
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By 4.4 (i) and 4.5, I,+1; admits exactly two simple quotients. By 7.3 (i) and 3.1 (ii)
the same is true of the (I, N IB)’ :l=1,2. By3.1(ii) and 5.1 (i) the J,, : w € W, admit
exactly one simple quotient. Since each arrow defines a simple subquotient it follows
that there can be no other submodules of U (g)/I, than those given in the Figure.

Then by [7] (Prop. 4), or by direct computation it follows that ## L (—A, —1) is
mulitplicity free for B, of type B, (i. e. when k = 2). The remaining cases follow similarly.

Remarks. The cases k = 0,1 are unpublished results of Duflo. In ge:neral
F# L (=L, —1) is not multiplicity free if card B, = 3 (¢f. [5], 7.1 and [7], Cor. 1 to
Prop. 11). Recalling 4.6 and 5.1 one can also easily verify that the conclusion of the
proposition implies that the map I+— IM (w, &) is a bijection of J (U (g)/I,) onto the
set of submodules of M (w, M) (¢f. [8], Prob. 30). It would be important to show that
this holds in general and we remark that the counterexample to surjectivity given in [13],
Ex. 1, is for A non-regular. More generally if B, is of type A, (resp. B,) with A on exactly
one wall (i.e. subregular) then similar calculations show that card J (U (g)/I,) = 2
(resp. 3) whereas after Jantzen [14], M (w, A) admits 3 (resp. 4) distinct proper submodules.
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