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On the representations of Sp(p,qg) and SO*(2n)
unitarily induced from derived functor modules

Hisayosi Matumoto

ABSTRACT

We obtain a decomposition formula of a representation of Sp(p,q) or SO*(2n) unitarily
induced from a derived functor module, which enables us to reduce the problem of irre-
ducible decompositions to the study of derived functor modules. In particular, we show
that such an induced representation is decomposed into a direct sum of irreducible uni-
tarily induced modules from derived functor modules under some regularity condition
on the parameters. In particular, representations of SO*(2n) and Sp(p,q) induced from
one-dimensional unitary representations of their parabolic subgroups are irreducible.

Introduction

Our object of study is the decomposition of unitarily induced modules of a real reductive Lie group
from derived functor modules. In [Mat96], the case of U(m,n) is treated. In this article, we study
the case of Sp(p,q) and SO*(2n). Reducibilities of the representations of U(m,n) unitarily induced
from derived functor modules come from the reducibility of particular degenerate principal series of
U(n,n) found by Kashiwara and Vergne [KV79]. In the case of Sp(p,q) and SO*(2n) the situation
is quite similar, at least for regular values of the parameters. The reducibilities are also reduced to
the Kashiwara—Vergne decomposition.

Let us go into more detail. Put G = Sp(p, q)(p = q) or G = SO*(2n). We fix a Cartan involution
0 as usual. Let k = (k1,...,ks) be a finite sequence of positive integers such that

q if G = Sp(p,q),

i+ ks <
! {n/Q if G = SO*(2n).

If G =Sp(p,q),put p =p—k1 — —ksand ¢ = q—k — - — k. If G = SO*(2n), put
r=mn—2(ky —--- — ks). Then, there is a parabolic subgroup Py of GG, whose Levi subgroup M, is
written as

~ GL(klyH) X X GL(ksvH) X Sp(p,>q,) ifG = Sp(p> Q)v
" | GL(k1, H) x --- x GL(ks, H) x SO*(2r) if G = SO*(2n).

Here, formally, we denote by Sp(0,0) and SO*(0) the trivial group {1}. Any parabolic subgroup of
G is G-conjugate to some P,. GL(k,H) has some particular irreducible unitary representation, the
so-called quaternionic Speh representation, defined as follows. We consider GL(k, C) as a subgroup
of GL(k,H). For ¢ € Z and t € y/—1R, we define a one-dimensional unitary representation &,
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of GL(k,C) as follows:

l
éeato) = (e ) et

GL(k,C) is the centralizer in GL(k,H) of the group consisting of complex scalar matrices with
eigenvalue of absolute value unity. So, there is a #-stable parabolic subalgebra q(k) with a Levi
subgroup GL(k,C). We choose the nilradical n(k) so that &+ is good with respect to q(k) for
sufficiently large ¢. Derived functor modules with respect to ¢(k) are called quaternionic Speh
representations. For ¢ € v/—1R, there is a one-dimensional unitary representation & of GL(k,H)
whose restriction to GL(k,C) is £ ;. We put

u , C,S
A1) = (REE G POV () (€ 2).

Here, “R means the cohomological induction ([KV95], see also § 1.3). We also put
Ag(—o00,t) = &.

For ¢ € Z, Ai(¢,t) is a derived functor module in the good (respectively weakly fair) range in the
sense of [Vog88] if and only if ¢ > 0 (respectively ¢ > —k). It is more or less known by [Vog86]
that any derived functor module of GL(k, H) is a unitary parabolic induction from one-dimensional
representations or quaternionic Speh representations. So, it suffices to consider the following induced
representation:

Ind%, (Ag, (¢1,t1) K-+ B Ay, (s, t5) K Z). (1)
Here, Z is a derived functor module of Sp(p’,q’) or SO*(2r) in the weakly fair range. Moreover,
lie{leZ|l>—k}U{—oo},and t; € /1R for 1 <i < s. If we apply the Harish-Chandra result
that the equivalence class of a representation parabolically induced from a unitary representation
(mar, M) depends only on the conjugacy class of (mwas, M), we see that permuting the Ay, (4;,t;)’s
does not change the induced representation. We assume that ¢; + 1 € 2Z and t; = 0 for some
1 € i < s. Thus, we may assume {5 + 1 € 2Z and t; = 0. Let ¥ = (k1,...,ks—1). Then from
induction by stages, we have

Ind%, (Ag, (1, 1) K- B Ay, (b, t5) K Z)
~ Indf, (A, (01, t1) B - B Ay, (o1, 1) B Indff(f (A (Ls,0) K 2)).

s)
Here, M7, is Sp(p’ + ks, ¢’ + ks) or SO*(2(r + 2ky)).
Our reducibility result is thus the following (where the number in parentheses refers to the
theorem number later in this paper).

THEOREM A (Theorem 3.6.5). Ind%:')(Aks (45,0) X Z) decomposes into a direct sum of derived
functor modules of M, in the weakly fair range.

We obtain an explicit decomposition formula.

Whenever there is 1 < ¢ < s such that ¢; + 1 € 2Z and t; = 0, we can apply the above
procedure. Assuming that we understand the reducibility of derived functor modules, we can reduce
the irreducible decomposition of the above induced module to the following:

Ind, (Ap, (61,0) K-+ & A, (0, 0) B Ay, ., (g1, tpgr) B+ KA, (b, t5) B Z). (2)

Here, /; is not an odd integer if 1 < i < h, v/—1t; > 0if h < i < s, and Z is an irreducible
representation of M whose infinitesimal character plus the half-sum of positive roots can be realized
as a weight of a finite-dimensional representation of G. Put 7 = (ki,..., k) and 7" = (kpy1,. .., ks).
Also put a =ky + - -+ kp and b = k11 + - - - + ks. In this setting we have the following theorem.
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THEOREM B (Theorem 4.2.2). The following are equivalent.

i) The induced representation (2) is irreducible.
ii) The induced module

Iy ) (Ag, (61,00 @ 8 Ay, (63,0))

is irreducible.

Under an appropriate regularity condition on f1,...,¢,, we may show the irreducibility of the
induced module in part ii above.

On the induced representation in Theorem B, part ii, we have a partial answer.

LeEMMA C (Lemma 5.1.1). If ¢y,..., 4} are all —oo (namely, if Ay, (¢1,0),..., Ay, (¢y,0) are trivial
representations), then Ind?g?*(M) (Ap, (41,0) X --- X Ay, (£1,0)) is irreducible.

We have a corollary of this result.

CorOLLARY D (Corollary 5.1.2). Representations of SO*(2n) and Sp(p,q) induced from one-
dimensional unitary representations of their parabolic subgroups are irreducible.

For some special parabolic subgroups, the irreducibility of the above kind of induced representa-
tion is known. If the parabolic subgroup is minimal, the irreducibility of the induced representation
is a special case of a general result in [Kos69] (see also [Hel70]). The studies of Johnson, of Sahi,
and of Howe and Tan [Joh90, Sah93, HT93] also include the irreducibility of the induced modules
from a unitary one-dimensional representation of some maximal parabolic subgroups.

The remaining problems on the reducibility of the representations of Sp(p, ¢) and SO*(2n) uni-
tarily induced from derived functor modules in the weakly fair region are:

i) vanishing and irreducibilities of derived functor modules of Sp(p, ¢) and SO*(2n) in the weakly
fair range;

ii) irreducibilities of the induced representation of the form
SO*
Ind ) (A, (61,0) K- B Ay, (64,0)).
(Here, £;(1 < i < h) are even integers or —o0.)

Regrettably, I do not have a complete answer to the above problem. For a type A group U(m,n),
general theories on translation principle are applicable to the above problem on irreducibilities.
Together with Trapa’s result [Tra0l], we have a complete answer. Unfortunately, neither Sp(p,q)
nor SO*(2n) are of type A. So, the situation is more difficult than for the case of U(m,n). In fact,
irreducibility of a derived functor module of Sp(p, ¢) fails in some singular parameter (Vogan). If the
degeneration of the parameter is not so bad, Vogan [Vog88| found an idea to control irreducibilities.
Using the idea, he proved irreducibility of discrete series of semisimple symmetric spaces. This idea
works in this case. In fact, using Vogan’s idea, Kobayashi studied irreducibilities of derived functor
modules of Sp(p, ¢) in [Kob92]. In a subsequent article, I would like to take up this problem.

One of the main ingredients of this article is the change-of-polarization formula (Theorem 2.2.3).
It means we may exchange, under some positivity condition, the order of cohomological induction
and parabolic induction in the Grothendieck group of the category of Harish-Chandra modules. The
change of polarization for a standard module was originated by Vogan [Vog83a] and completed by
Hecht, Mili¢ié¢, Schmid, and Wolf (cf. [Sch88]). See also [KV95, Theorem 11.87]. For the degenerate
setting, some case is observed for GL(n) in [Vog86]. I applied this idea in [Mat96]. In Theorem 2.2.3,
I give a formulation of the change of polarization in the general setting.
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The other ingredient of this article is comparison of Hecke algebra module structures. In fact, the
irreducible decomposition of the standard representation is determined only by the Hecke algebra
module structure via the so-called Kazdhan-Lusztig algorithm [ABV92]. This deep result enables
us to compare irreducibilities of induced representations of different groups with the same Hecke
algebra module structures. Using this idea, we show Theorem B (Theorem 4.2.2).

1. Preliminaries

1.1 General notations

In this article, we use the following notations. As usual we denote the Hamilton quaternionic field,
the complex number field, the real number field, the rational number field, the ring of integers, and
the set of non-negative integers by H, C, R, Q, Z, and N respectively. We denote by () the empty
set and denote by A — B the set theoretical difference of A from B. For each set A, we denote by
card A the cardinality of A. For a complex number a (respectively a matrix X over C), we denote
by @ (respectively X) the complex conjugation. For the Hamilton quaternionic field, we also use a
similar notation. If p > ¢, we put Eg:p =0.

Let R be a ring and let M be a left R-module. We denote by Anng(M) the annihilator of
M in R. In this article, a character of a Lie group G means a (not necessarily unitary) continuous
homomorphism of G' to C*. For a matrix X = (a;;), we denote by tX, trX, and det X the transpose
(aj;) of X, the trace of X, and the determinant of X respectively. For a positive integer k, we denote
by I (respectively 0x) the k x k identity (respectively zero) matrix.

Let n,nq,...,ny be positive integers such that n = ny + --- + ny. For n; x n; matrices X;
(1<i<{), we put
X, 0 - o 0
) X
ding(1.xg = | L7 Do
0 -~ - 0 X

We denote by &, the ¢th symmetric group.

For a complex Lie algebra g, we denote by U(g) its universal enveloping algebra. We denote
by Z(g) the center of U(g). For a Harish-Chandra module V', we denote by [V] the corresponding
distribution character. In this article, an irreducible Harish-Chandra module should be non-zero.

1.2 Notations for root systems

Let G be a connected real reductive linear group, and let G¢ be its complexification. We fix a
maximal compact subgroup K of G and denote by 6 the corresponding Cartan involution. We
denote by go (respectively ¢y) the Lie algebra of G (respectively K). Let H be a #-stable Cartan
subgroup of G and let hg be its Lie algebra. We denote by g, £, and § the complexifications of g,
o, and ho, respectively. We denote by h* the complex dual of h. We denote the induced involution
from 6 on g, b, h* by the same letter 6. We denote by ¢ the complex conjugation on g with respect
to go. We denote by W (g, h) (respectively A(g,h)) the Weyl group (respectively the root system)
with respect to the pair (g, h). Let (. ) be a W (g, h)-invariant bilinear form on h* induced from an
invariant non-degenerate bilinear form of g.

A root a € A(g, b) is called imaginary (respectively real) if (o) = o (respectively 0(a) = —a). A
root a € A(g, ) is called complex if « is neither real nor imaginary. An imaginary root a € A(g, h)
is called compact (respectively non-compact) if the root space for « is contained (respectively not
contained) in &.
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We denote by P(h) the integral weight lattice in h*. Namely, we put

P(h) = {A €h”

A @)
2<a,a> €Z (ac€ A(g,h))} .

We also put
Pa(h) = {X € h* | X is a weight of some finite-dimensional representation of G}.

We denote by Q(h) the root lattice, namely the set of integral linear combinations of elements of
A(g,h). We have Q(h) € Pa(h) € P(h) € b*.

For X\ € h*, we denote by x) the corresponding Harish-Chandra homomorphism x : Z(g) — C.

We fix a 6-stable maximally split Cartan subgroup *H of G and denote by ®h its complexified
Lie algebra. For simplicity, we write A, W, P, Pg, Q for A(g,*h), W(g,*h), P(°h), Pc(°h), Q(°h),
respectively.

We choose regular weights A € b* and *A € *h* such that xn = xsia. Then, there is a unique
isomorphism is) ) : *h* — b* induced from an inner automorphism of G such that isy x\(°A) = A.
We denote by the same letter isy \ the corresponding isomorphism of W onto W (g, ).

1.3 Cohomological inductions

We fix the notations on the Vogan—Zuckerman cohomological inductions of Harish-Chandra mod-
ules. Here, we adapt the definition found in [KV95]. Let G be a real reductive linear Lie group
which is contained in the complexification G¢. We assume G¢ is a connected complex reductive
linear group.

DEFINITION 1.3.1. Assume that a parabolic subalgebra q has a Levi decomposition q = [ + u such
that [ is stable under # and o. Such a Levi decomposition is called an orderly Levi decomposition.

A f-stable or o-stable parabolic subalgebra has a unique orderly Levi decomposition. In fact, if
q is f-stable (respectively o-stable), then [ = qNo(q) (respectively [ =qN0(q)).

Let q be a parabolic subalgebra of g with an orderly Levi decomposition q = [+ u. We fix a
f- and o-stable Cartan subalgebra b of [ and a Weyl group invariant non-degenerate bilinear form
(, ). Let L be the corresponding Levi subgroup in G to [.

We denote by “Rﬁfm{ the right adjoint functor of the forgetful functor of the category of
(g, K)-modules to the category of (q,L N K)-modules. Introducing trivial u-action, we regard
an (I,L N K)-module as a (q,L N K)-module. So, we also regard “Rﬁfm{ as a functor of the
category of (I, LN K)-modules to the category of (g, K)-modules. We denote by (uRgme)l the ith
right derived functor (see [KV95, p. 671]).

We review a normalized version. We define a one-dimensional representation 6(u) of [ by d(u)(X)

= %tr(ad(X )|u). Following [KV95, p. 720], we define a one-dimensional representation Cyg,) of L

as follows. (For later use, we introduce slightly more general setting.) Let V' be a finite-dimensional

semisimple [-module. We define a one-dimensional representation §(V) of [ by 6(V)(X) = 3tr(X|y).

Let V=V1®Vo®--- PV be the decomposition of V' into irreducible [-modules. We distinguish
between those V; that are self-conjugate with respect to o and those that are not. We define a
one-dimensional representation y5(17y of L on a space Cysvy by

o= T ety ) 11 der(lly—) ).
i with V; self-conjugate i with V; not self-conjugate
Let L™ be the metaplectic double cover of L with respect to Cys(y-), namely,
L™ ={(t,2) € L x C* | &5y () = 22}
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We define the one-dimensional L™~-module Cgy by the projection to the second factor of L™ C
L x C*. Of course, the definition of L™ depends on V. Hereafter, we consider the case of V = u
(the adjoint action of L on u). Let (K N L)~ be the maximal compact subgroup of L corresponding
to KN L.

Let Z be a Harish-Chandra ([, (K N L)~)-module such that Z @ Cy,) is a Harish-Chandra
(I, K N L)-module. We put

("REF)(Z) = ("RETx) (2 ® Csgay).

Let A be the infinitesimal character of Z with respect to b. (It is well defined up to the Weyl group
action of I.) Then ("Rﬁ’fm x)(Z) is a Harish-Chandra (g, K)-module of an infinitesimal character .

We consider three particular cases.

i) Hyperbolic case. If q is o-stable, then there is a parabolic subgroup @@ = LU whose complexified
Lie algebra is q and whose nilradical is U. In this case, we have (”Rgfm ) (Z)=0for all i > 0. In

fact, (”RgfﬂK)o(Z) is nothing but the parabolic induction Indg(Z).
We clarify the definition of the parabolic induction. First, we remark that L™ is just a direct
product L x {#1} in this case and Cj,) can be reduced to a representation of L (say (£5(w), Csw)))-

Indg(Z ) (we also write Ind(Q T G; Z)) is the K-finite part of
{feC®(@G)@H | flgn)=n(t"")f(9) (9 € G.L e LineU)}.

Here, (7, H) is a Hilbert globalization of Z® Cys. If Z is unitarizable, so is Ind(Q T G; Z) (unitary
induction). We also consider the unnormalized parabolic induction as follows:

“Ind(Q 1 G Z2) = Ind(Q 1 G; Z ® Cy(e)-

ii) Elliptic case. Assume q is #-stable and put S = dim(u N €). We call Z weakly good (or A is in
the weakly good range) if Re(\, @) > 0 holds for each root a of b in u. We call Z integrally good
(respectively weakly integrally good), if (A, ) > 0 (respectively (), ) > 0) holds for each root « of
b in u such that 2(\, a)/(c, ) € Z.

THEOREM 1.3.2 [Vog84, Theorem 2.6].
a) If Z is weakly integrally good, then ("Rﬁfm()z =0 fori#S.
b) If Z is irreducible and weakly integrally good, (”Rﬁme)S(Z) is irreducible or zero.
c) If Z is irreducible and integrally good, (”RgfhK)S(Z) is irreducible.
)

d) If Z is unitarizable and weakly good, ("Rﬁfm x)°(2) is unitarizable.
iii) Standard modules. A regular character (H,I',\) is a triple satisfying the following conditions
R1-R6 (cf. [Vog82b]).
R1) H is a f-stable Cartan subgroup of G.

R2) T is a (non-unitary) character of H.
R3) Aisin b*. (Here, b is the complexified Lie algebra of H.)

In order to write down the remaining conditions, we introduce some notations. Let t (respectively a)
be the +1 (respectively —1) eigenspace in h with respect to . We denote by m the centralizer of
a in g. Then A(m,h) is the set of imaginary roots in A(g,h).

R4) X is regular with respect to A(m, ).
R5) (A, ) is real for any oo € A(m, b).
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Under the above conditions R4 and R5, there is a unique positive system A (m, ) of A(m, ) such
that (a, A) > 0 for all « € A (m,h). We denote by px(m,b) (respectively pS(m,h)) the half-sum of
positive imaginary roots (respectively positive compact imaginary roots) with respect to A;\r(m, h).
We put iy = A+ pa(m, ) — 2p5 (m, h).

R6) py is the differential of I

We fix a regular character v = (H,I',\). We denote by M the centralizer of a in G. The
above conditions R1-R5 assure that there is a unique relative discrete series representation o with
infinitesimal character A such that the Blattner parameter of o is I'. Here, a relative discrete series
means a representation whose restriction to semisimple part is in discrete series. We do not require
the unitarizability of o itself. We fix a parabolic subgroup P of GG such that M is a Levi part of P.
We define the standard module m¢(7y) (we simply write (), if there is no confusion) for a regular
character v = (H,T',\) by 7q(y) = Ind%(o). The distribution character [rg(7)] is independent of
the choice of P.

We may describe mg(7) in terms of the cohomological induction as follows. First, let by be the
Borel subalgebra of m corresponding to (h, A (m, b)) and let uy be its nilradical. Then by is 6-stable
and o (uRE’f‘fImK)dim”mE(F ® Casuyney)- Let n be the nilradical of the complexified Lie algebra
of P. We put b = b; +n and u = u; +n. Then b is a Borel subalgebra of g and u is the nilradical
of b. Using the induction-by-stage formula [KV95, Corollary 11.86], we have

ma(y) = (“Rﬁﬁ)““m””*(F ® Cosuney @ Coy)-

There are various presentations of the standard representation as a cohomological induction from
a character on a Borel subalgebra (cf. [Sch88] and [KV95, XI]).

For a regular character v = (H,I',\) and k € K, we put k-~ = (Ad(k)H,T o Ad(k~1),\ o
Ad(k™1)). Then, k - is also a regular character. For two regular characters v; and 7, [1g(71)] =
[G(y2)] if and only if &k - 1 = 72 for some k € K.

Let v = (H,T', \) be a regular character and assume A is regular with respect to A(g,h). Then,
a standard module 7 () has a unique irreducible subquotient (Langlands subquotient) w(7y) such
that all the minimal K-types of mg(7) are contained in 7g(y). Subquotient 7¢(7y) is independent
of the choice of P. Each irreducible Harish-Chandra (g, K)-module with a regular infinitesimal
character is isomorphic to some (), and for two regular characters v, and vo, Tg(71) = 7 (y2)
if and only if k- 41 = 9 for some k € K (Langlands classification).

For a f-stable Cartan subgroup H of G and a regular weight n € *h*, we denote by Rg(H,n)
the set of regular characters (H,I', \) such that x) = x,. For a regular weight 1 € °h*, we denote
by Rg(n) the set of all the regular character v such that 7(y) has an infinitesimal character 7.
Set R (n) is the union of Rg(H,n)’s. We call a O-stable Cartan subgroup H of G n-integral if
R¢ (H ’ 77) 7& 0.

A root o € A is called real, complex, compact imaginary, non-compact imaginary with respect
toy = (H,I',\) € Rg(n), if i, x(a) is real, complex, compact imaginary, non-compact imaginary,
respectively. For v = (H,T',\) € Rg(n), we put 0., = 1;%\ ofoi,; and 6, acts on A. Obviously, 6,
only depends on the K-conjugacy class of 7.

2. Change of polarization

2.1 The o6-pair

We consider here the following setting. Let G be a real reductive linear Lie group which is con-
tained in the complexification G¢. We fix a maximal compact subgroup K of G and let 6 be
the corresponding Cartan involution. We denote by go (respectively €y) the Lie algebra of G
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(respectively K) and denote by g (respectively £) its complexification. We denote also by the same
letter 6 the complexified Cartan involution on g. We denote by ¢ the complex conjugation on g
with respect to gg.

DEFINITION 2.1.1. A pair (p, q) is called a o6-pair if it satisfies the following conditions S1 and S2.

S1) q (respectively p) is a f-stable (respectively o-stable) parabolic subalgebra of g.
S2) There exists a #- and o-stable Cartan subalgebra b of g such that h C pNyq.

Hereafter, we fix a of-pair (p, q). Let h be any - and o-stable Cartan subalgebra of g contained in
pNgq. For a € A(g,h), we denote by g, (respectively s,) the root space (respectively the reflection)
corresponding to «. Since b is f-stable, 6 and o induce actions on A(g, ). We easily see foo = —o«
for any o € A(g, bh).

For a subspace U in g, put A(U) = {a € A(g,h) | go C U} and p(U) = %ZaeA(U) € bh*.

We put
m=0h+ Z Jay, N = Z o, N= Z J—a,
a€A(p)N(—A(p)) a€A(p)—A(m) aeA(n)
[=b+ Z day U= Z Ga; U= Z J—a-
a€A(q)N(=A(q)) a€A(q)—A(D) aeA(u)

We immediately see that q¢ = [+ u (respectively p = m + n) is an orderly Levi decomposition
of q (respectively p) and the nilradical satisfies o(u) = u (respectively §(n) = n). Moreover, u
(respectively n) is the opposite nilradical to u (respectively n).

We denote by Lc¢, Pr, and Mg the analytic subgroups of G¢ with respect to [, p, and m,
respectively. We put L = Lc NG, P=Pc NG, and M = Mc NG.
In the setting above, we easily have the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.1.2.

S3) [Np is a parabolic subalgebra of | and L N P is a parabolic subgroup of L.
S4) mnNq is a parabolic subalgebra of m.
S5) [Nm is a 0- and o-stable Levi subalgebra of both [Np and m N q.

For a Borel subalgebra b, we also write A for A(b). A/ is a positive system of A(g, ).

Putn=uNm)+n,u=nNl)+u p=(Nm)+n, and g = (INm)+u. Then p (respectively q)
is a parabolic subalgebra of g with a Levi part [N m and the nilradical n (respectively u).

We fix a Borel subalgebra b of [ N'm containing h. We put by = b + 1 and by = b" + 1.
Obviously, by and by are Borel subalgebras of g. Let v, vy, and vy be the nilradical of 6°, by, and bo,
respectively. Put 9 = o +nNl+unm+unn. Then, we easily see v; =@ (nNu) and vy =0 (nNu).

LEMMA 2.1.3. We have
dimunNt —dimunNnmnNeé=dimunn.

Proof. Since g = m@ndn and u is #-stable, we have dim uNt—dim uNmNE = dim((uNn) S (uNn))NE.
Let p: (unn) @ (uNn) — unNn be the projection to the first factor. Since n N € = 0, the restriction
of pto (uNn) @ (uNmn)) NEis an injection. On the other hand, for any X € uNn, we have
X®6X e (unn)® (unn))Ne So, the restriction of p to (1N n) & (uNn))NEis onto. O

LEMMA 2.1.4. Put d = dimu N n. There exists a sequence of complex roots aq,...,aq € A(g,h)
satisfying the following conditions i-vi. For 1 < k < d, we put A,‘: = Sq, " SalA;_l. We also put
A= AT

0o by
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i) For 1 <k <d, ap € A(nNu).
ii) For1<k<d, A(d) CA[.
iii) For 1 < k < d, oy is simple with respect to A,‘:_l.
iv) For 1 <k <d, 0oy ¢ A} _|.
v) For 1 <k<d, af € A,‘f_l and —fOoy, € A,‘:_l.
vi) A = A;‘Q.

Proof (cf. [KV95, Lemma 11.128]). For a positive system AT of A(g,h), we define ht(AT) =
card(AT N A(nNu)). We immediately see ht(A;rl) =0 and ht(A;;) =d.

We construct the sequence «q,...,aq inductively as follows. Let 1 < k£ < d and assume that
ai,...,ap_1 are already defined so that the conditions i—v hold. First, conditions i and iii imply
ht(Ag_1) =k — 1.

We have a disjoint union A(g,h) = A(nNu) U A(vz) U —A(Dd). So, condition ii implies A} | C
A(n N ) U A(oy). If there is no simple root for A} | contained in n N i, we have any simple root
for A,j_l is contained in A(vy) = A;;. Hence we have A,j_l = A;;. However, this contradicts
ht(A:_l) =k—-1<d= A[L. So, there exists some simple root «y, for A,‘f_l such that oy € A(nNit).
Since f(n) = i and (i) = 1, we see y, is complex and Oy, € A(nN1) C —A(d) € —A; . Hence,
we see ay satisfies conditions i-v. If A(d) € AT and ht(A™) = d, then clearly AT = Ag,. So, we
have A:{ = Ap,, since ht(A:{) = d. Thus, we have condition vi. O

We immediately see the following.

COROLLARY 2.1.5. The complex roots ay,...,aq in Lemma 2.1.4 are distinct from each other and
we have A(nNit) = {aq,...,aq}.
Caution. The above numeration {a1,...,aq} of A(nN i) may depend on the choice of bP.

2.2 Change of polarization
In this section, we fix a of-pair (p,q). Let m,[,... be asin § 2.1.

Let L™ (respectively (L N M)~) be the metaplectic double covering of L (respectively L N M)
with respect to d(u) (respectively d(uNm)).

LEMMA 2.2.1. On [N'm, we have
O(u) —d(unm) =4d6mNI) +d(n)+26(unn).
Proof. We remark first that é(nNu) = —d(nNu), s(nNIl) = —d(nNI), etc. So, we have the lemma
from the computation below:
du)+dmNl) =d6unm)+dunn)+dunn)+dnnl)
Sunm)+20(unn)+dunNn)+dmNl)+dunn)
S(unNm)+20(unmn)+do(n). O

We define a one-dimensional representation &,  of L N M on a space Cp, 4 by
Ep.a(€) = Esnn (O)&sm) (Déasmnuy (£) (£ € LN M).
From Lemma 2.2.1, we easily obtain the next lemma.

LEMMA 2.2.2. Assigning (¢,z) € (LN M)~ to (¢,2&.4(¢)), we have an embedding of the group
(LNM)~ — L™.
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Let (P N L)~ be the parabolic subgroup of L™~ which is the pull-back of P N L to L™. Under
the identification by the embedding in Lemma 2.2.2, we can regard (L N M)~ as a Levi subgroup
of (PNL)™.

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

THEOREM 2.2.3.

i) Let Z be a Harish-Chandra (INm, L N M N K)-module with an infinitesimal character \ € h*.
Assume (A\—=§(unm)—d(n),a) > 0 for all « € A(u) such that 2(A—3§(uNm)—do(n), a)/(a, ) € Z.
Then, we have

u u MNK im u 8, K im u
MInd§ (RO )T 2))] = [(REE I (U Tndb (2 © Conrny)))- (3)
ii) Let Z be a Harish-Chandra (INm, LN M N K)-module with an infinitesimal character \ € h*.

We assume (A — d(u Nm), ) > 0 for all & € A(u) such that 2(\ — d(uNm),a)/(a,a) € Z.
Then, we have

IndG (RIS )T Z2))] = (RS ) Indf (2 © Ty (4)

iii) Let Z be a Harish-Chandra (INm, (LN MNK)~)-module with an infinitesimal character A € h*
such that Z = Z @ Cgynmy is reduced to a Harish-Chandra (INm, L N M N K)-module. We
assume (X, ) > 0 for all « € A(u) such that 2(\, o) /(cv, &) € Z. Then,

IdE ("R onrn) ™ 2] = [("RE L) ™ (Ind )~ (2))): ()

Proof. Parts ii and iii are rephrasings of part i. We remark that characters of standard modules
form a basis of the Grothendieck group of the category of Harish-Chandra modules. Taking account
of additivity of cohomological inductions, it suffices to show (3) in the case where Z is a standard
module.

As in § 2.1, we fix a - and o-stable Cartan subalgebra h of [N'm and a Borel subalgebra b°

of [N'm containing h. We denote by v the nilradical of b°. Let H¢ be the analytic subgroup of G¢
and put H = HcNG. Let Y be a one-dimensional H-representation whose differential is just A. We

consider the case of Z = (Rg?;"LnMnK)dim °OE(Y). Put by = b+unm+nand by = b+nNl+wu. Then,
by and by are Borel subalgebras of g. From [KV95, Corollary 11.86] (induction-by-stage formula),

we have

uInd]CDYY ( (uR;nﬁﬂn{FLﬁngnK)dim uNmNE ( (RLF’WYTSI,LOMOK)dim N (Y) )) ~ (URE;{{T)dml uNmOE+dim vNe (Y),

(R s ™ (b (R I Y) © Counny)
~ ,K i i
~ (uRg%T)dlm uNé+dim nﬂ{?(Y ® (C26(uﬂﬁ)’)'
So, we have only to show that
(uRg;f})dimuﬂmﬂ?—i—dimnﬂé(y) ~ (uRg;f})dimuﬂE+dim nﬂ{?(Y Q C%(uﬂﬁ)’)- (6)

However, we have Lemmas 2.1.3 and 2.1.4. So, (6) can be obtained by the successive application of
the transfer theorem [KV95, Theorem 11.87]. O

2.3 Derived functor modules; complex case

For complex connected reductive groups, irreducible unitary representation with regular integral in-
finitesimal character is a parabolic induction from a one-dimensional unitary representation [Enr79].
Moreover, Enright proved they have non-trivial (g, K )-cohomologies. On the other hand, for general
reductive Lie groups, Vogan and Zuckerman proved that any irreducible unitary representation with
regular integral infinitesimal character and with non-trivial (g, K')-cohomology is nothing but a
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derived functor module [VZ84]. Here we give an explanation of this phenomenon from the view-
point of the change of polarization.

Let G be a complex connected reductive Lie group and we fix a Cartan involution 6. Here, we
denote by go the real Lie algebra of G. Then the complexification of gg can be identified with gg x gg.
Let pp be any parabolic subalgebra of gy with a Levi decomposition pg = mg + ng such that my
is O-stable. If we choose the identification appropriately, then the complexification p of pg can be
identified with pg X pg C go X go. On the other hand, if we put q = pg X po, q is a #-stable parabolic
algebra. Here, pg means the opposite parabolic subalgebra to pg. We immediately see (p,q) is a
o0-pair and p and q have a common Levi part mg x mg. Applying Theorem 2.2.3, we see that,
for complex connected reductive groups, derived functor modules are actually certain irreducible
degenerate principal series representations.

2.4 Derived functor modules; general case

For G = GL(n,R), derived functor modules are a parabolic induction from the external tensor
product of some copies of distinguished derived functor modules, the so-called Speh representations
and possibly a one-dimensional representation [Spe83].

We examine this phenomenon from the viewpoint of the change of polarization. Here, we use
notations as in § 1.2, such as G, G¢, K, K¢, g, go, 0, 0, etc. Let q be a -stable parabolic subalgebra
with an orderly Levi decomposition q = [+1u. Let L be the Levi subgroup corresponding to [ defined
as in § 1.1.

Let a be the —1-eigenspace with respect to 8 in the center of [. We call q pure imaginary if a is
contained in the center of g.

Let m be the centralizer of a in g. Then m is a Levi subalgebra of a o-stable parabolic subgroup
p. Obviously (p,q) is a of-pair and [ C m. Then q is pure imaginary if and only if m = g holds.

Conversely, we assume that there is a o-stable parabolic subalgebra p of g such that (p,q) is a
of-pair and there is an orderly Levi decomposition p = m + n such that [ C m # g. Then, we have q
is not pure imaginary since the —1-eigenspace with respect to 8 in the center of m also centralizes I.

From Theorem 2.2.3, we have our next proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.4.1. Let q be a 0-stable parabolic subalgebra with an orderly Levi decomposition
q = [+ u. Assume that q is not pure imaginary. Then, there is a o-stable parabolic subalgebra p
of g with an orderly Levi decomposition p = m + n such that the derived functor modules of g
with respect to q are isomorphic to the parabolic induction from a derived functor module of m.

Obviously, if G has a compact Cartan subgroup, any 6-stable parabolic subalgebra is pure
imaginary.

We interpret Speh’s result as follows. So, for a while, we put G = GL(n,R). We fix a Cartan
involution 6(g) = t¢~! of G. So, we put K = O(n) here. For a positive integer k, we put

(0 I
Ji = ( o > |
First, we assume n is even and write n = 2k. Put

(k) = {(g _AB> € gl(2k,C) ' A Be Mk((C)},

u(k) = {(@S _\/5;_13> € gl(2k,C) ‘ S e Mk(C)},
q(k) = (k) + u(k).
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Then, q(k) is a f-stable parabolic subalgebra of gl(2k,C) and q(k) = [(k) + u(k) is a Levi decom-
position such that [(k) is a 6- and o-stable Levi part. The derived functor module with respect to
q(k) is a Speh representation of GL(2k,C). Actually, we have the following proposition.
PROPOSITION 2.4.2. If n is odd, there is no proper pure imaginary 0-stable parabolic subalgebra.
If n is even, any proper pure imaginary 0-stable parabolic subalgebra is SO(n)-conjugate to
q(n/2).
Next, we consider general 6-stable parabolic subalgebras. For a sequence of positive integers
i = (n1,...,ng) such that 0 <n —2ny + --- + 2ny, we put ¢ =n — 2ny + - -+ + 2ny and
t(n) = {diag(tiJn,, - - - tedn,, 0q) € gl(n,C) | t1,...,t, € C}.
We denote by [(77) the centralizer of t(7) in gl(n,C). Then we have
(1) = {diag(Ay,..., Ay, D) € gl(n,C) | A; € [(n;) (1 <i<¥),D € gl(q,C)},
lo(7) = () N gl(n,R) is a real form of (%) and
lo(77) = gl(n1,C) x --- x gl(ng, C) x gl(q,R).
Put
m(n) = {diag(Ay,..., Ay, D) € gl(n,C) | A; € GL(2n;,C) (1 <i<¥),D € gl(q,C)}.
There is a f-stable parabolic subalgebra q(77) such that
m(n) Nq(n) = {diag(A1,..., A, D) € gl(n,C) | A; € q(n;) (1 <i<¥),D €gl(q,C)}.

Any f-stable parabolic subalgebra in gl(n,C) is O(n,C)-conjugate to some q(7). Let n be the Lie
algebra of the upper triangular matrices in gl(n,C) and put p(77) = m(77) + n. We denote by n(i)
the nilradical of p(7). Then, (p(77), q(r7)) is a of-pair. Applying Theorem 2.2.3 to the of-pair, we
get Speh’s result [Spe83, Theorem 4.2.2].

Next, we consider the case of G = GL(k, H). Write H = C+ jC. In this case we put K = Sp(n) =
{9 € GL(k,H) | *gg = I1.}. Then we regard gl(k,C) as a real Lie subalgebra of gl(k,H). For ¢ € Z
and t € /—1R, we define a one-dimensional unitary representation &t of GL(k,C) as follows:

l
éea(9) = (e ) laettol.

Let q(k) be a -stable parabolic subalgebra with an orderly Levi decomposition q(k) = (k) + u(k).
We choose the nilradical n(k) so that & is good with respect to q(k) for sufficiently large £. Derived
functor modules with respect to q(k) are called quaternionic Speh representations.

For t € \/—1RR, there is a one-dimensional unitary representation ét of GL(k, H) whose restriction
to GL(k, C) is £(0, ).

DEFINITION 2.4.3. We put

wgs8l(k, C,Sp(k
Au(t,8) = (RGO T E D o) (€€ 2). ™)
We also put
Ak(—OO,t) = gt'

For { € Z, Ak(¢,t) is a derived functor module in the good (respectively weakly fair) range in
the sense of [Vog88] if and only if £ > 0 (respectively ¢ > —k).
We immediately see that
Ak(ga t) = Ak(& 0) ® gt-

We easily obtain the next proposition.
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PROPOSITION 2.4.4. Any proper pure imaginary @-stable parabolic subalgebra is Sp(k)-conjugate
to q(k).

As in the case of GL(k,R), any derived functor module of GL(k,H) is a parabolic induction
from the external tensor product of some copies of quaternionic Speh representations and possibly
a one-dimensional representation (cf. [Vog86]).

Next, we consider the case of G = SOg(2p + 1,2¢ + 1). In this case, a Levi part of a non-pure
imaginary 6-stable parabolic subalgebra q is isomorphic to so(1,1) ® u(p1,q1) © - - - u(pk, qx ). Here,
prt+-t+pp=pand g+ + g =g

Let p be a maximal cuspidal parabolic subalgebra whose Levi part is isomorphic to so(2p, 2q) ®
$0(1,1). The derived functor module with respect to the above q is a parabolic induction with respect
to p from a derived functor module of s0(2p,2q) with respect to a @-stable parabolic subalgebra
whose Levi part is isomorphic to u(p1,q1) @ - - - u(pg, gx)-

Among the exceptional real simple Lie algebras, only E I and E IV have non-pure imaginary
f-stable parabolic subalgebras.

3. Application of the change of polarization to SO*(2n) and Sp(p, q)

Throughout this section, we assume G is either SO*(2n) or Sp(n — ¢,q) with 2¢ < n. For G =
Sp(n — q,q), we put p =n — q. For G = SO*(2n), we put ¢ = [n/2]. In both cases G = Sp(p, q) and
G = SO*(2n), q is the real rank of G.

3.1 Root systems

We fix a maximal compact subgroup K of SO*(2n) (respectively Sp(p,q)), which is isomorphic to
U(n) (respectively Sp(p) x Sp(q)). We denote by G¢ the complexification of G as in § 1.2. So, G¢
is isomorphic to SO(2n,C) or Sp(n,C). We denote by 6 the Cartan involution corresponding to K
as in § 1.2. We fix a #-stable maximally split Cartan subgroup *H of G. We remark that all the
Cartan subgroups of G are connected. We stress that we use notations introduced in § 1.

First, we consider the root system A(g, °h) for G = SO*(2n). Then we can choose an orthonormal
basis e, ..., e, of °h* such that

A(g,*h) = {Fe; te; |1 <i<j<n}.

If n is even, we write n = 2¢. In this case, we choose the above e, ..., e, so that §(eg;_1) = —eg; and
O(e9;) = —egi—q for all 1 <i < q. If n is odd, we write n = 2¢ + 1. In this case, we choose the above
e1,...,en 50 that O(ez—1) = —eg; and O(eg;) = —eg—q for all 1 < i < g and O(egqr1) = eaqr1. We

immediately see that +(eg;—1 — e2;) (respectively +(eg;—1 +e€2;)) (1 < i < q) are compact imaginary
(respectively real) and the other roots are complex.

If G =Sp(n —q,q), put p=n — q and choose ey, ..., e, such that
Ag,*h) = {Fe; te; |1 <i<j<n}U{+2e |1<i<n},

O(e9;—1) = —e9;,0(ea;) = —egi—1 for 1 <i < g, and O(e;) = e; for 2¢ < i < n.

We fix a simple system for A(g, °h) as follows. If G = SO*(2n), then put IT = {e; —ea, ..., €1 —
€n,en—1+ ent. If G =Sp(p,q), then put I = {e1 —e9,..., €41 — €n,2€,}.

We denote by AT the corresponding positive system of A(g,*h). Let Ey,...,E, be the dual
basis of *h to eq,...,e,.

1071

https://doi.org/10.1112/50010437X03000629 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1112/S0010437X03000629

H. MATUMOTO

3.2 Square quadruplets

One famous realization of Sp(p,q) is as the automorphism group of an indefinite Hermitian form
on an H-vector space, namely,

Sp(p,q) = {9 € GL(p + ¢, H) | thpﬂg =Ipq}- (8)

_ (I O
(s 1)
Similarly, we consider the complex indefinite unitary group
U(p,q) = {9 € GL(p +¢,C) | *glp49 = Ipq}-

U(p, q) is regarded as a subgroup of Sp(p, ¢) in the obvious way. We fix a maximal compact subgroup
of Sp(p, q) as follows:

Here,

K =p(p) xsota) ={ () ) [ 4 80005 € 5000 .

We denote by 6 the corresponding Cartan involution.

For the case of p = ¢, we also consider another realization:

Sp(q,q) = {g € GL(2¢,H) | 'gJ,9 = J4}.

— 0 Iq
0= (5, 1)

Then, identifying GL(gq, H) with the following group, we regard GL(q, H) as a subgroup of Sp(q, q):

{ <‘§ 3—1) Ae GL(q,H)}.

We consider U(gq, q) N GL(g, H) as a subgroup of Sp(q, ¢). This group is

{ <g‘ &) Ae GL(q,(C)}.

We identify it with GL(q, C) and obtain the following ‘square quadruplet’:
GL(¢,H) < Sp(g,9)
Ul ul 9)
GL(¢,C) < U(g,q)

We put n = 2¢. Here,

In (9), each inclusion gives a symmetric pair. We easily see that U(q, ¢), GL(¢,H), and GL(q, C) are
the centralizers in Sp(q, ¢) of their centers, respectively. Since GL(g, C) has the same rank and the
same real rank as Sp(q, ¢), we can choose f-stable maximally split Cartan subgroup *H of Sp(q, q)
which is contained in GL(g, C). We denote by ®h the complexified Lie algebra of *H. We may apply
the notations on the root system for A(g,*h).

We choose the standard Borel subalgebra by(q) of g = sp(n,C) corresponding to A™ in § 3.1.
We define a subset S(q) = {e; — e;41 | 1 < i < n} of II. We denote by p(q) the standard parabolic
subalgebra corresponding to S(gq), namely b1(¢) C p(q) and A(p(q),*h) = AT U (ZS(q) N A(g, *h)).
Then, we easily see that GL(q, H) is the #-stable Levi subgroup for p(q).

Next, we consider another simple system II,, of A(g,*h) as follows:
I, ={ei—eiq2 | 1 <i<n—2}U{ep_1 +en} U{—2e}.
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We also put Sy, (q) = II, — {—2e2}. We choose the standard Borel subalgebra by(q) of g = sp(n,C)
corresponding to II, and denote by ¢(¢q) the parabolic subalgebra of g containing by(q) and
corresponding to S, (g). Since, 0(S,(q)) = —Su(q) and 0(—2e2) = —2e2 (modZS,(q)), q(q) is
O-stable. We easily see that U(q,q) is a Levi subgroup for q(q). U(q,q), GL(q,H), and GL(¢,C)
are the centralizers of their centers in Sp(gq,q). In fact, the Lie algebra of the center of U(q,q)
(respectively GL(g,H)) is spanned by Y 7_,(E9;_1 — Ey;) (respectively Ey + - -+ E,,). Here, n = 2¢q
and we follow the notations in § 3.1. The center of U(q,q) (respectively GL(q,H)) is compact
(respectively real split) and #-stable, and U(q,q) (respectively GL(q,H)) is a Levi subgroup for
a maximal f-stable (respectively o-stable) parabolic subalgebra (say q(q) (respectively p(q))) of
5p(2¢,C) = sp(q, q) ®r C.

Since *h C p(q) N d(q), (p(q),a(q)) forms a of-pair. Put p(q) = p(q) N (u(g,¢) ®r C) and q(q) =
d(q) N (gl(g, H) @r C).

Similarly, GL(q,C) is the centralizer of the split (respectively compact) part of its center
in U(q,q) (respectively GL(q,H)). GL(q,C) is a Levi subgroup for a maximal o-stable (respec-
tively O-stable) parabolic subalgebra p(q) (respectively q(q)) of gl(2¢, C) = u(q, q) ®r C (respectively
9l(2¢,C) = gl(¢, H) ®r C).

Usually p(q) is called a Siegel parabolic subalgebra and ¢(q) is the one defined in § 2.4, the
unique (up to Sp(g)-conjugacy) pure imaginary #-stable parabolic subalgebra. We denote by P(q)
the Siegel parabolic subgroup of G corresponding to p(q). For £ € Z and t € /—1R, we define a
one-dimensional unitary representation &y ; of GL(n,C) as follows:

l
éeato) = (eacs: ) Wt

We define the degenerate unitary principal series with respect to P(q) as follows:
It t) =Tnd (&) (€€ Z,t € V=TIR). (10)
We introduce similar structure for SO*(4q) as follows.
GL(¢.H) < SO0*(4q)

Ul Ul (11)
GL(g,C) < Ulg,q)

In fact, as in the case of Sp(q,q), U(q,q) (respectively GL(q,H)) above is the centralizer of
1 (Egi—1—Es;) (respectively Eq+---+E,) in SO*(4q). (Here, n = 2q.) GL(g, C) is the intersection
U(q, q) and GL(gq,H). For ¢ > 2, we define
M, ={e; —eio | 1 <i<n—2}U{e, 1 +entU{—es —es},
Su(q) =TI, — {—ey — e4}.
If g =1, put I, = {e1 + e2,e1 — €2} and Sy (1) = {e1 + e2}. We define p(q) and q(g) in a similar
manner to the case of G = Sp(q, ¢). In this case, the situation is quite similar to the case of Sp(g, q).

2
of

3.3 Maximal parabolic subgroups

Let k be a positive integer such that k¥ < ¢. If G = Sp(p,q), put p’ = p—k and ¢ = g — k. If
G = SO*(2n), put r =n — 2k. We put A = Z]: Ej;. Then we have §(A) = —A. We denote by a)
the one-dimensional Lie subalgebra of *h spanned by A.

We define a subset S(k) of II as follows. If G = Sp(p, q), we define

S(k) = T — {ear — eapr1} ?fp' >0,
IT — {2e,} if p = 0.
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If G =SO*(2n), we define

S(k) = IT — {ear — eapy1} ?f r >0,
IT—{ep—1+en} ifr =0.

We denote by M, (respectively m;y) the standard maximal Levi subgroup (respectively subal-
gebra) of G (respectively g) corresponding to S(k). Namely My is the centralizer of ag) in G.
Let Pz be a parabolic subgroup of G whose f-invariant Levi part is M. We denote by N the
nilradical of P;). We denote by p(), m(z), and n,) the complexified Lie algebra of Py, M), and
Nk, respectively. We choose P so that {a € A | go Cngyt € AT,

Formally, we denote by Sp(0,0) and SO*(0) the trivial group {1}. Then, we have

- J GL(k,H) x Sp(p',¢') if G = Sp(p,q),
)7 GL(k, H) x SO*(2r) it G = SO*(2n).

Often, we identify GL(k, H), Sp(p', ¢’), and SO*(2r) with subgroups of M4, in obvious ways. We call
such identifications the standard identifications. The Cartan involution # induces Cartan involutions
on M, GL(k,H), Sp(p’,q'), and SO*(2r) and we denote them by the same letter . We put
Mg,y = Sp(p, ¢') (respectively SO*(2r)), if G = Sp(p, q) (respectively SO*(2n)).

We denote by m;, the complexified Lie algebra of M.

Later, we treat various Sp(p,q)’s and SO*(2n)’s at the same time. So, sometimes we write

Py (p,q) (respectively P(Z)(Zn)) for Py, if G = Sp(p, q) (respectively G = SO*(2n)).

We define a basis H&k) of A(g,*h) as follows. If 2k = n, then we put Hgk) = II,,, where II, is
defined in § 3.2. If 2k < n, then we put

P = {e; — 4o | 1 <i < 2k — 2} U{eap1 + eap, —e2 — eopsr U {y € I [ 7(E;) = 0 (1 < < 2k)}
Here, II is the basis of A(g, °h) defined in § 3.1. We denote by b(;) the standard Borel subalgebra
of g. Put S&k) = H(uk) —{—e2 — earq1}. Let qi) be the parabolic subalgebra of g containing by
corresponding to St(bk). Since, H(ZSL(L]C)) = ZS&k) and 0(—ey — egy1) = —eg — €941 (mod ZS&M),
q(k) is O-stable. We easily see that U(k, k) x M(Ok) is a Levi subgroup (say Lj)) for q(). We denote
by [ the complexifed Lie algebra of L.

Since *h C py N d(k), (P(k), k) is a of-pair.

We denote by G(;) the centralizer of {E; [ 2k < i < n} in G. (If 2k = n, we put G,y = G.) If

G = Sp(p, q) (respectively G = SO*(2n)), then G4, is isomorphic to Sp(k, k) (respectively SO*(4k)).
We have the following diagram:

N

M, Gy M,
Ul Ul (12)
Mgy Lgy S L

Taking the intersection of G() and each term of (12), we have a square quadruplet in the sense of
§ 3.2:

GL(k,H) < Gy
Ul Ul (13)
GL(k,C) < U(k,k)

Put ag = 1 (respectively ag = —1), if G = Sp(p,q) (respectively G = SO*(2n)). We have the
following result. The proof is straightforward.
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LEMMA 3.3.1. Define §p(k) asin § 2.2. For 1 <i < n, we have:

7q(k)
20— 3k
(—1yHEE O HAG ey o <o,

&J(k),q(k) (EZ) = 2 .
0 otherwise.

We denote by °b) (respectively *h(*)) the C-linear span of {F; | 2k < i < n} (respectively {F; |
1 <4 < 2k}). Using the direct sum decomposition *h = *§*) @ *B(k), we have °h* = ) @ “blk):

Let 7 be an irreducible unitary representation of M(Ok). Since *h) = *hN m?k), *Bx) is a Cartan
subalgebra of m‘(’k). Let Az € Sh’("k) be the infinitesimal character of m (A, is determined up to the
Weyl group action).

For ¢ € Z and t € /1R, we consider the one-dimensional representation & ; of GL(k, C) defined

in § 3.2. We consider the representation & ; X 7 of GL(k,C) x M(Ok). Let At~ be the infinitesimal
character of £ ; M 7. Then we have:

E—-14+04+t ,
Aot (Eaie1) = ! +1 (1<i<k),
k—1—-0+41t
Aot (Boi) = % —i+1 (1<i<k),
)\e,t,w|sh(k) = A\

We define:
Cotr = Max <{0} U {|)\7T(EZ)|

Applying part ii of Theorem 2.2.3 to the of-pair (p(),d(x)), we obtain the following proposition.

n—2k<i<n,{j:)\(E¢)—£+tT_1}OZ#(D}).

ProproOSITION 3.3.2. Let m be an irreducible unitary representation of M(Ok). Let £ € N and t €
V—1R. We assume { > 2cp4,. — 1. Put S = k(n — 2k + 1) (respectively S = k(2n — 3k)), if
G = Sp(p, q) (respectively if G = SO*(2n)).

Then,

mdg(k) (Ap(0,t) Rmr) = (Rﬁzg’m%))sghw +2n —k+ag,t) X 7).

Here, Ay (¢,t) (respectively I (¢,t)) is a quaternionic Speh representation (respectively a degenerate
principal series representation) defined in § 2.4 (7) (respectively § 3.2 (10)).

3.4 O-stable parabolic subalgebras

We retain the notations in §§ 3.1 and 3.3. The classifications of the K-conjugate class of f-stable
parabolic subalgebras with respect to real classical groups are more or less well known. Here, we
review the classification for G = U(p, q), Sp(p, q), and SO*(2n). First, we discuss #-stable parabolic
subalgebras with respect to U(p, q) (cf. [Vog97, Example 4.5]).

Let ¢ be a positive integer. Put

l
> pi=p,
i=1
l
Zqizq, pj+qj>0fora111<j<£}.
i=1
We also put P(p,q) = UpsoPe(p,q) and P(0,0) = Po(0,0) = {((0),(®))}. If (p,q) € P(p,q)
€ P(p,q), we define

Pe(p,q) = {((ph e 0)s (q1, -+, qp)) € NE x N
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Iipq) = diag(Ip,,q1»-- -+ 1pyq,). Then we have

U(p,q) = {9 € GL(» + 4,C) | "l 1p.09 = I(pg) }-
Let 0 be the Cartan involution given by the conjugation by I(; o). In this realization, we denote by
q(p,q) the block-upper-triangular parabolic subalgebra of gl(p + ¢,C) = u(p,q) ®r C with blocks
of sizes p1 + qi1,...,pe + q¢ along the diagonal. Then, q(p,q) is a f-stable parabolic subalgebra.
The corresponding Levi subgroup U(p, q) consists of diagonal blocks

U(p,q) = U(p1,q1) x -+ x Ulpy, qo).

We denote by u(p,q) the Lie algebra of U(p,q). Via the above construction of q(p,q), the
K-conjugate class of f-stable parabolic subalgebras with respect to U(p, q) is classified by P(p, q).

For G = Sp(p, ¢) and SO*(2n), we put

UPe.d) it G=5Sppa),
p'<p
Po = 7'<q
U PW@.q) if G=S0%(2n).
p'+q'<n
The K-conjugate class of #-stable parabolic subalgebras with respect to G is classified by Pg. We
give a construction of the f-stable parabolic subalgebra q(p, q) for (p,q) € Pg.

First, we assume G = Sp(p, q), (p,q) € Pe(p',¢'), 0 < p' < p,and 0 < ¢’ < ¢. Put pg = p—p’ and
¢ = ¢ — ¢'- Then we have a symmetric pair (Sp(p, ¢), Sp(p', ¢') x Sp(po, qo)). Taking account of the
realization of Sp(p’, ¢’) as the automorphism group of an indefinite Hermitian form on an H-vector
space (§ 3.2 (8)), we see that U(p',¢") C Sp(p/,¢’). Hence we have U(p', ¢") x Sp(po, q0) € Sp(p, q).
Put Ly 1 (p,q) = U(p',q") x Sp(po,qo)- Since the centralizer in Sp(p,q) of the center of U(p',q’)
is Ly ¢(p;q), then Ly o1 (p,q) is a Levi subgroup of a f-stable maximal parabolic subalgebra
d(p' q )( q) of sp(p + ¢, C). We denote by 1,y o+)(p, ) the nilradical of q(,s ,)(p, q). In fact there are
two possibilities of the choice of 1, 4 (p, q). Our choice should be compatible with the construction
in § 3.4. Namely, we should choose i ,)(p,q) so that dqgy ¢(p,q) = du), if p’ = ¢ = k. Such a
choice is determined as follows. For ¢ € Z, we define a character 1, of U(p', ¢') by

ne(g) = det(g)" for g € U, q).
Let 7 be any irreducible unitary representation of Sp(po,qo). Then, we choose ﬁ(p/g/)(p, q) so that
ne W 7 is good with respect to q(y ) (p, ¢) for a sufficiently large £.

We denote by [,y ) (p,q) the complexified Lie algebra of L,y 4 (p,q)- Let q(p,q) be the f-stable
parabolic subgroup of u(p’, ¢') ®r C defined as above. Since Ly 1 (p,q) = U(p',¢") x Sp(po, qo), then
q(p,q) @ sp(po + qo, C) is a O-stable parabolic subalgebra of [,y ). Define

d(p,q) (P 9) = (a(p,q) & sp(po + g0, C)) + 1y 4y (P, q)-
Then p(p,q)(p; q) is a f-stable parabolic subalgebra of sp(p+ ¢, C). The corresponding Levi subgroup
is Lip,q)(P,q) = U(p,q) X Sp(po, qo)-
1\i3;<t, we consider the case G = SO*(2n). Assume (p,q) € Py(p',¢'), o' +¢ < n. Put n’ =p' +¢

q
and ng = n — n’. Then we have a symmetric pair (SO*(2n),SO*(2n’) x SO*(2ny)). There is a
symmetric pair (U(p/,¢’),SO*(2n)). Put Ly, ,)( n) = U(p',¢") x SO*(2ng). Since the centralizer
in SO*(2n) of the center of U(p/,¢') is Ly o )(2n) then L?p,7q,)(2n) is a Levi subgroup of a #-stable
maximal parabolic subalgebra g, q,)(2n) of s0(2n,C). Now we can construct a #-stable parabolic
subalgebra p( )(Zn) of 50(2n,C) in the same way as for the case of G = Sp(p, ¢). In this case the

Levi subgroup Lf q)(Zn) is isomorphic to U(p, q) x SO*(2ny).
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3.5 A rearrangement formula

First, we consider the case of G = Sp(p, ¢). Let p’ and ¢’ be non-negative integers such that p’+¢’ > 0.
Moreover, we assume that p’ < p and ¢’ < ¢. Put pg = p — p’ and ¢y = ¢ — ¢. We consider 0-stable
maximal parabolic subalgebra q(, . (p,q) defined in § 3.4.

Let h(po, qo) (respectively b,y o) be a 0- and o-stable compact Cartan subalgebra for Sp(po, qo)
(respectively U(p/,¢)).
Taking account of L, . (p,q) = U(p',q’) x Sp(po, q0), we put
h(pa Q) = h(p/,q/) @ b(p07 QO) - [(p/,q’)(p7 q) - 5p(p +4q, (C)

Then, h(p, q) is a - and o-stable compact Cartan subalgebra for Sp(p, ¢). Using the above direct sum
decomposition, we regard h?p, ) and h(po, qo)* as subspaces of h(p, ¢)*. We introduce an orthonormal

basis {f1,..., fy+q} (respectively {fpiq/41,---, forq}) Of bi,.q) (respectively b(po, qo)*) such that

Alsp(p+¢.C),b(p,q)) ={=fi+ fi |1 <i<j<p+qU{£2fi |[1<i<p+q},
A, ) @r Ch ) ={fi = f 11 <45 <p' + 4, i #j},
A(sp(po + g0, C), b @m%ﬁ—{iﬁiﬁ|ﬂ+d<i<j<p+ﬁuﬁﬂﬁ|ﬂ+d<i<p+ﬁ,
A ¢y (P, a), b(p, ))—{fiifj|1<' p’+q’<j p+q}
U{fi+fi11< <p' +d}
We denote by Fi, ..., F,1, the basis of h(p,q) dual to f1,..., fp4rq. We have
2p+2¢—p —q¢ +1

5(ﬂ(p’,q’) (p7 Q))(Fl) = 2
0 otherwise.

if1<i<p +¢,

For ¢ € 7, we consider the one-dimensional unitary representation 7, of U(p', ¢") defined in § 3.5.

Let Z be any Harish-Chandra module for Sp(pg, o) with an infinitesimal character A € h(po, qo)*
C b(p,q)*; A is unique up to the Weyl group action. Put [|[A|| = max({0} U{|N(E})| | p' +¢ <i <
p+ ¢, \(F;) € Z)}); ||| is invariant under the Weyl group action on A, so we write || Z]| = ||A[|.

Then 1y X Z has an infinitesimal character [¢, \] € h(p, ¢)* such that

"+d+1
0 A(F) = E—l—%—z fl1<i<y +¢,

A(F}) ifp'+¢ <i<p+aq
We denote by H(Sp(p, ¢)),, the category of Harish-Chandra modules for Sp(p, ¢) with an infinitesimal
character p.

DEFINITION 3.5.1. For ¢ € Z and Z € H(Sp(po, qo))x, put

, — (R +e0).K S
Rif?q/(f)(z) - (Rq(;q,?(@q),/;(p,yq,)(p,q)nK) (neWZ) @ C26(ﬁ(p/’q/)(p,q)))7

where S = [p'(4p—3p'+1)+ ¢ (4g—3¢' +1)]/2. It £ > |\ — (po + qo), then the above cohomological

induction is in the good range and we have an exact functor

Ry (0) = H(Sp(po; q0))x — H(SP(P, 0)) e\ +5( 1 ) (pr0))-

Next, we consider the following setting. Let k be a positive integer such that £ < p and k£ <
Let p’ and ¢’ be non-negative integers such that p’+¢’ > 0. Moreover, we assume that p’+k < p and
q' +k < q. We consider ¢-stable parabolic subalgebra g, o) (p — k,q — k) of mE’k) =Splp—k,q—k)
defined in § 3.5.
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So, the Levi subgroup L, o) (p — k,q — k) of (o) (p — k,q — k) is written as U(p’,¢") x Sp(p —
p —k,qg—q — k). Put sk — exp(sf)(k)) N G. Then *H® is a maximally split Cartan subgroup
of GL(k,H). (Here, we consider the decomposition My = GL(k,H) x M(Ok)) We fix a compact
Cartan subgroup “H oy of Ly (0 — k,q — k) and put H(k,p',q") = sH®) x YH (1 pr ) We
denote by h(k,p’,q") the complexified Cartan subalgebra of H(k,p’,q"). We denote by L’(kp,’ ) the
centralizer of the center of U(p/,¢’) in G. Then, we have L'(k,p’,q') 2 U(p',¢') x Sp(p —p',q — ¢').
Let q'(k,p’, ¢') be a f-stable parabolic subalgebra of Sp(p, ¢) with the Levi subgroup L/(k,p/,q’)‘ Let ¢
be any irreducible unitary representation of Sp(p —p’, ¢ —¢’). We choose q'(k,p’,q’) so that n,X ¢ is
good with respect to q'(k,p’, ¢') for sufficiently large £. Then q'(k, p’, ¢') is K-conjugate to q(y ¢ (P, q)
defined in § 3.4.

Since bh(k,p’,q') € a'(k,p',¢") N py(p, @), then (pry(p, ), d'(k,p’,¢')) is a of-pair.

Since *§*) C *h has a basis E1, ..., Eay, for any A € (*h*))*, we define

A= max({0} U{IA(E)] [ 1 < < 2K, [ME;)| € Z}).

For any Harish-Chandra module V with an infinitesimal character A € (*§())*, we put ||V = ||\]|.
This is well defined, since ||A]| is invariant under the Weyl group action. For example, we easily have
our next lemma.

LEMMA 3.5.2.

i) If x is a one-dimensional unitary representation of GL(k,H), then |/x| = 0.
ii) For ¢ € Z and t € /—1R, we have
2k+10 -1

A (€, t)]| = 2
0 otherwise.

if £ is odd and t = 0,

Applying Theorem 2.2.3 to the of-pair (p)(p,q),d'(k,p’,q")), we get the following.

THEOREM 3.5.3 (Rearrangement formula for Sp(p, q)). Let k be a positive integer such that k < p
and k < q. Let p' and ¢’ be non-negative integers such that p’ + ¢’ > 0. Moreover, we assume
that p' + k < p and ¢ + k < q. Let V (respectively Z) be a Harish-Chandra module with an
infinitesimal character for GL(k,H) (respectively Sp(p—p' —k,q—q¢ —k)). Let £ be an integer such
that £ = max{||V|,|Z||} — (p —p' — k) — (¢ — ¢’ — k). Then we have

Sp(p,q) p—k,q—Fk _ 1P Sp(p—p',9—4")
[Indp(k)(p’q)(V X Rp,’q, 0)(2))] = [Rp,’q,(ﬁ — 2k)(IndP(k)(p_p/7q_q,)(V X Z))].

The above cohomological inductions are in the good region.

Next, we consider the case of SO*(2n).

Put ng = n — p’ — ¢’. We consider #-stable maximal parabolic subalgebra E{’("p/ q,)(2n) defined in
§ 3.5.

Let h(2ng) (respectively by ) be a - and o-stable compact Cartan subalgebra for SO*(2ny)
(respectively U(p/,¢)).

Taking account of Ly, . (2n) = U, q") x SO*(2ng), we put

h(2n) = by 4y © b(2no) € [y 4 (2n) € s0(2n,C).

Then, h(2n) is a 6- and o-stable compact Cartan subalgebra for SO*(2n). Using the above direct sum
decomposition, we regard b, , and h(2np)* as subspaces of h(2n)*. We introduce an orthonormal
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basis {f1,..., fy+q} (vespectively {fpyq41,---, fon}) of Ly (respectively h(2ng)*) such that

A(s0(2n,C),h(2n)) ={+fi+ fi |1 <i<j<p+aq},
A, ) @r C.hp o)) = {fifi [ 1< i, <P+, i # 4},

A(s0(2n9,C),h(2n0)) = {£fi + f; | P+ ¢ <i<j<p+q},

A, ) (20),52n) = (i + f; | 1< i <P+ <j<p+atUlfi+fl1<i<i<i +d}
We denote by Fi, ..., F,1, the basis of h(2n) dual to fi,..., fon.

We have

/ /

2n—p —q —
5(&’("p,’q,)(2n))(ﬂ) = 2

0 otherwise.

if1<i<p +¢,

Let Z be any Harish-Chandra module for SO*(2n) with an infinitesimal character A € h(2n0)* -
h(2n)*; X is unique up to the Weyl group action. Put ||[A|| = max({0} U{|N(E})| | p' +¢ < i <
2n, A\(F;) € Z)}); ||A|| is invariant under the Weyl group action on A, so we write ||Z]| = ||Al].

Then 7, X Z has an infinitesimal character [¢, \] € h(2n)* such that
p+qd+1
Frav-_ <
0 A(F) = l+ 5 i if1<i<p 4+,
AF;) ifp'+¢ <i<p+q

We denote by H(SO*(2n)),, the category of Harish-Chandra modules for SO*(2n) with an infinites-
imal character .
DEFINITION 3.5.4. For ¢ € Z and Z € H(SO*(2ng))x, put

omn . s0(2n,C),K
Rp,g,(z)(Z) - (Rﬁ?plyq/)(2n)7L>(*p/’q,)(2n)ﬂK) (W Z)® Casr Ul (20 )))v

where S = (p +¢)(n—p —¢)+p'¢. If £ > ||A|| — ng + 1, then the above cohomological induction
is in the good range and we have an exact functor

R (0) : H(SO*(2n0))x — H(SO™(2n)) oy, (2n)-

In a similar way to the case of Sp(p, ¢), we have the next theorem.

THEOREM 3.5.5 (Rearrangement formula for SO*(2n)). Let k be a positive integer such that k < p
and k < q. Let p' and ¢’ be non-negative integers such that p’ + ¢’ > 0. Moreover, we assume
that p' + ¢ + 2k < n. Let V (respectively Z) be a Harish-Chandra module with an infinitesimal
character for GL(k,H) (respectively SO*(2(n — p' — ¢’ — 2k))). Let £ be an integer such that { >
max{ ||V, || Z||} — (n —p' — ¢ — 2k) — 1. Then we have

SO*(2n) 2(n—2k) . m SO*(2(n—p'—¢'))
[Indp(*k)(Qn)(V MRy (O(2)] =Ry (€ — 2k)(Ind P, (2(n_§,_g,))(v X 2))].

The above cohomological inductions are in the good region.

3.6 Decomposition formulas

DEFINITION 3.6.1. Let k be a positive integer and ¢ be an integer such that £+ k € 2Z. Let i be an
integer such that 0 < i < k. We define the following derived functor module for U (k, k):

@ gy — (upulkk)®rC,U(K)xU(k) 2i(k—i
By () = ( R:((i,k—iﬂ)g,(k—i,i)),U(i)><U(I<:—i)xU(k—i)xU(i)) ( )(77(£+k)/2 X 10—k)/2)-

B,ii) (¢) is not in the good region. In fact, it is an irreducible unitary representation located at
the end of the weakly fair region in the sense of [Vog88].
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We quote the following reducibility result of the degenerate principal series.
THEOREM 3.6.2 (Kashiwara—Vergne, Johnson,...). Let £ € Z and t € /—1R.
i) If { +k € 2Z, then

k
Ix(£,0) = D B (0).
i=0
ii) Ift#0 or {+ k+ 1 € 2Z, then I} (¢,t) is irreducible.

Some remarks are in order. The reducibility of Iy (¢, 0) is established by [KV79]. The irreducibility
result is due to [Joh90]. Identifying irreducible components in part i as derived functor modules is
an easy conclusion from [BV83] and it has been more or less well known by experts. For example,
a proof is given in [Mat96, 3.4].

Combining Theorem 3.6.2 and Proposition 3.3.2, we obtain the following proposition.

ProrosITION 3.6.3.

i) Let p,q be positive integers such that ¢ < p. Let G = Sp(p,q) and let k be a positive integer
such that k < q. Let V' be an irreducible unitary representation of Sp(p — k,q — k). Let m be
an integer such that m > ||V|| + k — 1. Then we have

k
S 5 ~ ) _'7 —k+i
Indpfg’(g?q)(Ak(zm +1,0)RV) = @R (m —n+ k)(RE_ETF (m — 0+ 2k)(V)).
i=0

ii) Let n be a positive integer. Let G = SO*(2n) and let k be a positive integer such that 2k < n.
Let V be an irreducible unitary representation of SO*(2(n — 2k)). Let m be an integer such
that m > |V||+ k — 1. Then we have

k
SO*(2 ~ 2(n—k
IndP(*k)E2Z;(Ak(2m +1,0)RV) =P RZ (m—n+k+ )R (m —n+ 2k +1)(V)).
i=0

We introduce notations for derived functor modules.

First, we assume G = Sp(p,q), (p,q) € Pm(p',¢'), 0 <p' < p,and 0 < ¢’ < q. Put pg =p—p/
and gy = g—q'. We consider the derived functor modules with respect to ﬁ(pq) (p,q). For 1 <i < m,
we put pf =p1+---+piand ¢ =q + -+ + ¢. Let £,..., ¢, be integers and put

Al (01 bn) = RES (CORE R T™ (E) (- Ryl (8)

(- (REZZ ™ (L) Q)+ ) )
Here, 1g,(p,q0) 18 the trivial representation of Sp(po, qo). In this setting, we define

pitag—1

1<i<m),
L a<i<m)

bi=p+tq—p—q —

Then, Aa’)qq) (1,...,4y) is in the good (respectively weakly fair) region if and only if ¢1 > fo >
>l >0 (respectively £, = by > - > £y, > 0).

Next, we assume G = SO*(2n), (p,q) € P (p/,¢'), and 0 < p' +¢ < n. Put ng =n —p' — ¢

We consider the derived functor modules with respect to ﬁfp q)(2n). For 1 <i < m, we put p; =

p1+---+piand ¢ =q +---+¢q. Let £,... ¢, be integers and put
—py— 2n—p;_1—q;_
AT (1, ) = R (E) (RSP0 (L) (- (Rprgd 51 (4)

P1,91 p2,92
(- (RO (L) (150% 2ng))) <)) -+ ))-
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Here, 130+ (2ne) 18 the trivial representation of SO*(2ng). In this setting, we define

pitag—1

Gi=p+a—pi —d ——

Gi=0i+0; (1<i<m).
Then, A%” )(61, ..., 0p) is in the good (respectively weakly fair) region if and only if ¢; > 5 > - --

> Ly, > 0 (respectively bl > >0, > 0).
Combining Theorem 3.5.3, Theorem 3.5.5, and Proposition 3.6.3, we have the next theorem.

THEOREM 3.6.4.

i) Let p,q be positive integers such that ¢ < p. We consider the setting of G = Sp(p,q). We

assume (p,q) € Pp(p',q"), 0 < p' < p, and 0 < ¢’ < q. Let k be a positive integer. Put
n = p+q and put n; = (pj +q;) + -+ (Pm + @) + 2k for 1 <i <m. Let s be a non-negative
integer.

Let ¢4,...,¢,, be integers such that {1 > ly > --- > {,, > 0. Moreover, we assume there is

some 1 < j < m such that ;1 > s — n; + 3k and s — n; + 2k > {;. (Here, we put, formally,
EO = +00. ) PUtEZ (pla"'7p]—1717k_i7pj7"' me) andg; = (Qla"' qu—l7k_i7,i7Qj7"' 7Qm)
for 1 <14 < k. Then we have

Sp(p+k,q+k)
In dp(k)(p+k o (Ak(2s + 1) RALI (61, b))

N@Ap+k’q+k€ — 2k, . E_1—Qk,s—n;+k,s—n;-—|—2k:,€j,...,£1). (14)

ii) Let n be a positive integer and we consider the setting of G = SO*(2n). We assume (p,q) €
Pr(p',q'), 0 <p'+¢" < n. Let k be a positive integer. Put n; = (pj +q;) + -+ (pm + gm) + 2k
for 1 < i < m. Let s be a non-negative integer.

Let 01, ... 0, beintegers such that {1 > {s > --- > {,, > 0. Moreover, we assume there is some

1 < j <msuchthat {;_; > s — n; +3k+1 and s — n; + 2k + 1> {;. (Here, we put, formally,
EO = +OO) PUtB; = (p17"'apj—lviak_ivpjv"'7pm) aﬂdﬂ; = (qlv"'7Qj—17k_i7i>Qj7"'7Qm)
for 1 <i < k. Then we have

S0° (2(n-+2k))
Indp )<2<n+2k>>(‘4’f(25 D BAG ¢ (G, 6n))

=~ @A2("+2k — 2k, by =2k, s — 0 H k4 Ls -2k 4+ 1,0, 0). (15)

iii) The derived functor modules on the right-hand side of (14) and (15) are all non-zero and
irreducible. (Actually, they are good-range cohomological induction form non-zero irreducible

modules.)

Here, we apply the translation principle in weakly fair range in [Vog88] to the above result and

obtain our next theorem.

THEOREM 3.6.5.

i) Let p, q be positive integers such that ¢ < p. We consider the setting of G = Sp(p, q). We assume

(P,9) € Pn(p'.¢"), 0 < p' < p,and 0 < ¢’ < q. Let k be a positive integer. Put n = p + q
and put n’; = (pj + qj) + -+ (Pm + @m) + 2k for 1 < i < m. Let s be an integer such

that 2s + 1 > —k. Let El,.. L., be integers such that El 62 = 2> €m > 0. We choose

any 1 < j < m such that {; 1 > s+ (k +1)/2 > {;. (Here, we put, formally, {y = +0c.)
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Put E; = (p1,...,pj-1,0,k —i,pj,...,pm) and g; = (q1,---qj—1,k —1,4,qj,...,qm) for 1 <
1 < k. Then we have

Sp(p+k,q+k) ,
IndP<k>(2<p+k i) (Ar(28 + D BAG (G, b))

N@A”k“k 0 =2k, ... 0y — 2k, s — 0+ ks —nf 4+ 2k, 0, 0). (16)

ii) Let n be a positive integer and we consider the setting of G = SO*(2n). We assume (p,q) €

P (p',q), 0 <p'+q < n. Let k be a positive integer. Putn = (pj+qj)+- 4 (Pm+aqm) +2k
for 1 < 1< m.
Let s be an integer such that 2s+1 > —k. Let ¢1,...,¢,, be mtegers such that €1 62 - >
U = 0. We choose any 1 < j < m such that Zj_l > s—l— (k+1)/2 > EJ. (Here, we put, formal]y,
by = +o0.) Putgg = (p1,---,Pj—1,5,k—%,Dj, ..., Dm) andg; =(q1s-- - G—1,k—4,0,¢5, .-, qm)
for 1 < i < k. Then we have

SO* (2(n+2k))
Ind G0 o) (Ar(2s +1) KAZ, ) (0, )

N@A2("+2k — 2k, by =2k, s — 0k Ls — 04 2k 1,0, 0. (17)

Proof. The proof is similar to the arguments in [Mat96, § 3.3]. We consider the case of G = Sp(p, q).
(The case of G = SO*(2n) is similar.) For an integer a, we denote by 7, the one-dimensional
representation of GL(h, C) defined by 7,(g) = det(g)®. Let aq, . . ., a,, and b be non-negative integers
and consider a one-dimensional representation 7 = 7y, X -+ X g, _, Ko X n, K g, K- K, X
1Sp(po+q0,(C) of GL(pl +q1, (C) X oo X GL(pj_l + q]‘_l,(C) X GL(]C,C) X GL(]{?, (C) X GL(pj + 45, (C) X

- x GL(pm + gm,C) x Sp(po + ¢0,C). If 1 > --- > aj_1 > b > aj = -+ > ap, then there is
an irreducible finite-dimensional representation V' of G¢ which contains 7 as the highest weight
space. If we choose a1 > as > --- > aj_1 > b > a; > --- > a,, suitably, we have that s’ =s+b,
0. =10, +a, (1 <r < m)satisfy the regularity assumption in Theorem 3.6.4. So, we have:

Sp(p+k,q+k) 7
. dP<k>(P+k gk (Ar(28 + D RAG (6, 6))

N@APMMW—% iy =2k, s =+ ks =42k, 0). (18)

J VAR

Let T be the translation functor from the infinitesimal character of the modules in (18) to that of
(16). If we apply T to both sides of (18), we obtain (16) above. The argument is the same as [Mat96,
Lemma 3.3.3]. The main ingredient is [Vog88, Proposition 4.7]. (We may apply similar argument to
non-elliptic cohomological induction by [Vog82a, Lemma 7.2.9(b)].) O

Remark. In Theorem 3.6.5, the choice of j need not be unique. So, depending on the choice of 7,
we have apparently different formulas. Their compatibility is assured by [Mat96, Theorem 3.3.4],
which is an easy conclusion of [BV83, Theorem 4.2]. The derived functor modules on the right-hand
sides of (16) and (17) are all in the weakly fair region.

4. Reduction of irreducibilities

4.1 Comparison of Hecke algebra module structures

Let G be a connected real reductive linear Lie group as in § 1.2. Moreover, we assume that all the
Cartan subgroups of G are connected. This assumption is satisfied for the groups Sp(p, ¢), SO*(2n),
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and their Levi subgroups. It will allow us to simplify the description of coherent families, which we
now recall.

Under this assumption, we may write the regular character (H,I', \) as (H, A), since I is uniquely
determined by A. We fix a regular weight )\ € *h*. Put A =\ + Pq.

We denote by Wiy (respectively Asy) the integral Weyl group (respectively the integral root
system) for A. Namely, we put

sy _ s {a,*A)
Wiy={weW |w'X=° € Q}, Asyx=qa€cA €Zy.
(a,a)
We put A;& ={a € Asy | {(a,*A) > 0}. Then, A;& is a positive system for Asy. We denote by IIs,
the set of simple roots in A;’&.
A map © of A to the space of invariant eigendistributions on G is called a coherent family on A
if it satisfies the following conditions. (Our assumption that all the Cartan subgroups are connected

makes the definition of a coherent family much simpler. For the formulation in the general setting,
see [Vog82al.)

Cl) For all n € A, ©(n) is a complex linear combination of the distribution characters of Harish-
Chandra modules with infinitesimal character n.

C2) For any finite-dimensional representation E, we have

[El0(n) = > [u: ElO(n+p) (neA).

HEPG
Here, [ : E] means the multiplicity of the weight p in E.

We denote by C(A) the set of coherent families on A. For w € Wey and © € C(A), we define
w- O by (w-0)(n) = O(wln). We see that C(A) is a Wsy-representation. This representation is
called the coherent continuation representation for A.

For any Harish-Chandra (g, K)-module V' with an infinitesimal character )\, there is a unique
coherent family ©y such that Oy (*A) = [V]. For a regular character v = (H, \) such that y) =
XsA, We put @g = O (y) and (:)ff = Osy(y)- If 1 € A is regular and dominant (with respect to
A7), then (H,is) x(n)) is a regular character and we have 95(77) = [71;0(]{, isxa(7))] and (:)ff(n) =
[Ta(H,isxx(n))]. Put Stg(*A) = {@ff |7 € Ra(*A)} and Irrg(*A) = {@g | v € Rg(°*A\)}. We define
a bijection © ~» © of Stg(*A) onto Irrg(*A) by 0§ = (:)g for v € Rg(*\). Stg(®\) forms a basis of
C(A) and so does Irrg(° ).

We write (:)g = D oestgn) Ma(7,0)0 and Ma(v,6) = Ma(v,05) € C. For v = (H,A) €
Ra(°\) and w € Wy, the cross-product is defined as follows:

w Xy = (H, is)\)\(’w)_l)\).

Then, we have w x v € Rg(*)). Moreover, for any v, € Rg(*A) such that @g = @3, we have
0¢. . =0% _ forall we Wsy. So, we put w x @ff =04

wXy T Mwxy! wXy*

Let H be a #-stable Cartan subgroup of G and let § be its complexified Lie algebra. For a non-
compact imaginary root 5 € A(g,h), we denote by cg € Ad(Gc) the Cayley transform associated
with [ (see [Kna86, page 419]). For a real root a € A(g,h), we denote by ¢* the (inverse)Cayley
transform associated with «. (In [Kna86, page 420], Knapp denotes ¢* by d,.)

We recall the Cayley transforms of regular characters (cf. [Vog83b]). Fix v = (H,\) € Rg(H,*\),
and choose a € Asy such that « is non-compact imaginary with respect to v. We put co(y) =
(Ad(ciay y () (H)s A - Ad(cism(a))_l). Then, we have co(7) € Rg(°\) and « is real with respect
to cq(7). It is easy to see that ca((aff) = @i(w is well defined.
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Conversely, consider v € Rg(*A) and o € Asy which is real with respect to . We say that o
satisfies the parity condition with respect to «, if there is some v € Rg(°\) such that « is non-
compact imaginary with respect to 7/ and v = ¢, (7'). If « satisfies the parity condition with respect
to 7, there are just two regular characters in Rg(Ad(c">A(M)(H), %)), say ¢} (v) and ¢ (v), in the
preimage of v with respect to ¢,. Since we assume that all the Cartan subgroups of G are connected,
c¢ (y) are not K-conjugate to each other. It is easy to see that cﬁé(@?) = @%(ﬂ/) is well defined.

We denote by H(Ws)) the Iwahori-Hecke algebra for Wsy. We denote by ¢ the indeterminant
appearing in the definition of H(Ws)).

Put C(A), = C(A) ®c Clg]. We introduce H(Wsy)-module structure on C(A), as in [Vog83b,
page 239]. The important thing is that the Hecke algebra module structure is completely deter-
mined by the action of cross-product and Cayley transforms on the K-conjugacy classes of regular
characters in R (*A).

If we consider the specialization at ¢ = 1 of this Hecke algebra module C(A),, then we have a
W \-representation on C(A). The relation to the coherent continuation representation is given as
follows.

THEOREM 4.1.1 ([Vog82a, Vog82b]). We have an isomorphism
(Specialization of C(A), at ¢ = 1) = (Coherent continuation representation) ® sgn,

where sgn means the signature representation of Ws . This isomorphism preserves the basis Stg(*)).

The following result is crucial in our proof.

THEOREM 4.1.2 (see [Vog83b] and [ABV92, Chapter 16]). For 7,0 € Rg(°*\), the complex number
M (~,6) is computed from an algorithm (the Kazhdan—Lusztig type algorithm) which depends only
on the Hecke algebra structure on C(A)g.

Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G with #-stable Levi part L such that *H C L. (We remark that
all the Cartan subgroups of L are connected.) We fix a regular character *\ € *h* as above. Put A, =
SA+Pr and Ag = *A+Pg. Then, we easily see Ag C Ar. Let © be a coherent family on Ay . For fixed
v € Ag, we write O(v) = > 7" a;[Vi], where V; are certain Harish-Chandra (I, K N L)-modules with
infinitesimal character v and a; are complex numbers. We write Ind¥(0)(v) = 31" | a;,[Ind%(V;)).
The above definition is independent of the choice of the linear combination, since the parabolic
induction is exact. From a property of induction, the above definition depends only on L and does
not depend on P. Moreover, v ~» Ind¥(©)(v) forms a coherent family on Ag, thanks to a version
of Mackey’s tensor product theorem [SV80, Lemma 5.8] for induction and the exactness of the
induction.

Let H be a 0-stable Cartan subgroup of L. Hence H is also a Cartan subgroup of G. Let
v = (H,\) be a regular character for L with an infinitesimal character *A. Then ~ is also a regular
character for G. We easily see Ind%(@ﬁ )= @ff.

Next we describe a result on the comparison of Hecke module structures. Besides G we also
consider another real reductive linear Lie group G’ whose Cartan subgroups are all connected. We
denote the objects with respect to G’ by attaching the ‘prime’ to the notations for the corresponding
objects for G. For example, we fix a Cartan involution ¢’ for G’ and fix a #’-invariant maximally
split Cartan subgroup *H’, etc. We fix a regular weight S\ € *h* and put A = *\ + Pg. Moreover,
we assume the following conditions on G and G':

C1) There is a linear isomorphism ¢ : *h* — (°h')* such that ¥ (Asy) = A’. Here, A’ means the
root system with respect to (g, °h’). Moreover, ¥ () is regular integral with respect to A" and
Y¥(Pg) C Per; and @ induces an isomorphism vy : Wsy — W’. Here, W’ is the Weyl group
for A'.
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C2) There is a bijection ¥ of the K-conjugacy classes of ®\-integral f-invariant Cartan subgroups
of G to the K’'-conjugacy classes of (°\)-integral ¢’-invariant Cartan subgroups of G'.

C3) There is a bijection U : St (*A) — Ster(¥(°A)) which is compatible with ¥ in condition C2.

C4) For © € Stg(°A), we have ¥ o g = 05 o 1. Hence, for a € Asy, we have a is imaginary,
complex, real with respect to © if and only if ¥ (a) is imaginary, complex, real, respectively,
with respect to ¥(©).

C5) Let a € Asy and © € Stg(®A). If « is imaginary, we have « is compact with respect to O if
and only if () is compact with respect to ¥(©). If « is real, we have o satisfying the parity
condition with respect to © if and only if ¥(«) satisfies the parity condition with respect to
T(O).

C6) U is compatible with the cross-actions. Namely, for w € Wiy and © € Stg(°*A) we have
Py(w) x ¥(O) = V(w x O).

C7) U is compatible with the Cayley transform. Namely, if © € Stg(°A) and if o € Asy is non-
compact imaginary with respect to ©, then we have W(c,(0)) = cw(a)(\i/(G)). Moreover, if
O € Stg(®A) and if a € As)y is real and satisfies the parity condition with respect to ©, we

have ¥(c3.(0)) = 4 (F(0)).

Put A" = ¢(*A) + Pgr. Since Stg(°A) (respectively Ster(1(*A))) forms a basis of C(A) (respec-
tively C(A')), ¥ in condition C3 extends to a linear (respectively Clg]-module) isomorphism of C(A)
(respectively C(A),) onto C(A’) (respectively C(A’)). We denote these isomorphisms of complex
vector spaces and C[g]-modules by the same letter 0. If we identify Ws, and W' via the isomor-
phism 3 in condition C1 above, we can regard C(A’) (respectively C(A’),) as a Wi -representation
(respectively a H(Ws))-module).

Examining the definition of the Hecke algebra module structures [Vog83b, page 239], we easily
see that conditions C4-C7 imply that W is an H(Ws)-module isomorphism of C(A), onto C(A’),.
From Theorem 4.1.1, we also see that ¥ : C(A) — C(A’) is an isomorphism between coherent
continuation representations.

From Theorem 4.1.2 (the Kazhdan—Lusztig type algorithm for Harish-Chandra modules), we see
T(O) = ¥(O) for all © € Stg(*\). Here, © ~» O is a bijection of Stg(*A) (respectively Ster (1(°A)))
onto Irrg(*A) (respectively Irrg/ (¢(°A))).

LeEMMA 4.1.3. In the setting above, let n € A and let £ € C(A). Assume that there exists
an irreducible Harish-Chandra (g', K')-module V' such that W(Z)(y(n)) = [V']. Then, there is
some irreducible Harish-Chandra (g, K)-module V with the infinitesimal character n such that
=) =[]

Proof. There is some w € Wsy such that (o, wn) > 0 for all & € Af|. We write wE = 2 6elmg(*))

cg®. Since ¥(Z)(¥(n)) = ¥(wE)(¥(wn)), we have [V'] =3 gy, 1) €0 ¥(O) (1 (wn)). It is known
that there is a unique Y € Irrg/(°A) such that Yo(¢(wn)) = [V'] (cf. [Vog82a, Theorem 7.2.7]).
Put ©g = ¥~ 1(T). For any © € Irrg/(*\) either O(¢(wn)) = 0 or O(¥(wn)) = [X] for some
irreducible Harish-Chandra module X (cf. [Vog83b, Theorem 7.6]). Hence, we have cg, = 1 and
if cg # 0 and © # Oy then ¥(O)(¢)(wn)) = 0. From [Vog83b, Theorem 7.6] (also see [Vog83b,
Definition 5.3]), the above conditions C1-C7 imply that ¥(0)(¢)(wn)) = 0 if and only if ©(wn) =
0 for all © € Irrg(*)\). Hence, we have ©(wn) = 0 if cg # 0 and © # ©g. Moreover, there

is an irreducible Harish-Chandra (g, K)-module V' such that Oo(wA) [V]. Therefore E(n) =
(wE)(wn) =2 6enra(x) 0O (wn)) = Oo(wn) = [V]. O

4.2 Standard parabolic subgroups
In this section, let G be either Sp(n — ¢, ¢) with 2¢ < n or SO*(2n). Fix 6, °H, etc. as in § 3.1.
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We also fix some particular orthonormal basis eq,...,e, of *h*, as in § 3.1. We fix a simple
system IT of A(g,*h) as in § 3.1.
Let k = (k1,...,ks) be a finite sequence of positive integers such that

q if G = Sp(p, q),

ki 4o+ ks <
! {n/2 if G = SO*(2n).

We put kf = k1+---+k; for 1 <i<sand ki =0.1f G =Sp(p,q), put p =p—k¥and ¢’ = q—k}. If
G =SO*(2n), put r =n — 2k}. We put A4; = Z?Zl Eir +;(1 <i < s). Then we have 0(4;) = —A;
for 1 < i < s. We denote by a, the Lie subalgebra of °h spanned by {4; | 1 < i < s}. We define a
subset S(x) of I as follows. If G = Sp(p, ¢), we define

S( ) H—{egk;—egk;_,_l‘lgigs} ifp/>0,
I — ({egk; — €27 41 | 1<i< S—l}U{Qen}) ifp/ = 0.

If G =SO*(2n), we define

S() H—{e%eﬁ—egmﬂ\léigs} if r > 0,
/{/ e K2 1
H—({egk; —egk;q_l | 1 <1< 85— 1}U{€n_1+6n}) if r =0.

We denote by M, (respectively m,;) the centralizer of a,, in G (respectively g). My is a Levi subgroup
of G. Let P, be a parabolic subgroup of G whose #-invariant Levi part is M,. We denote by N,
the nilradical of P,. We denote by p,, m,, and n, the complexified Lie algebra of P, M,, and N,
respectively. We choose Py so that {« € A | go C n.} € AT, Formally, we denote by Sp(0,0) and
SO*(0) the trivial group {1} and we denote by GL(k, H) a product group GL(ky,H) x - - - x GL(ks, H).
Then, we have

. ) GL(x,H) x Sp(p',¢') if G = Sp(p,q),
" 1 GL(k,H) x SO*(2r) if G = SO*(2n).

Often, we identify GL(x,H), Sp(p/, ¢'), and SO*(2r) with subgroups of M, in obvious ways. We call
such identifications the standard identifications. The Cartan involution # induces Cartan involutions
on M,, GL(k,H), Sp(p/,q’), and SO*(2r) and we denote them by the same letter §. We put Mo =
Sp(p',¢') if G = Sp(p, q) and put M7 = SO*(2r) if G = SO*(2n). We denote by m the complexified
Lie algebra of M.

For 7 € &5 and k = (k1,..., ks), we define k™ = (k-(1), ..., kr(s)). Let  be an irreducible unitary
representation of M. Then £ can be written as { = §;X- - -KE;KEy, where for 1 < i < s (respectively
for i = 0) &; is an irreducible unitary representation of GL(k;, H) (respectively My). For 7 € &4, we
denote by " an irreducible unitary representation of Ly, {-(1) K- K& () K. The following is a
special case of a well-known result of Harish-Chandra.

LEMMA 4.2.1 (Harish-Chandra). Let k = (k1,...,ks) and T € &4 be as above. Let £ be an irreducible
unitary representation of M,. Then we have Indgﬂ (&) = IndGﬁT (&7).

Let Ax(l,t) (0 € {¢/ € Z | ¢ > —k} U {—o0}) be the representation of GL(n,H) as in
Definition 2.4.3. If ¢ > —k, Ay(¢,t) is a quaternionic Speh representation in the weakly fair range.
Aj(—00,t) is a unitary one-dimensional representation.

Any derived functor module is a parabolic induction from an external tensor product of some
Ag(£,t)’s. So, the unitarily induced module from a derived functor module (in the weakly fair range)
can be written as

IndG (Ay, (61,t1) B+ & Ay, (b, t5) K Z). (19)
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Here, Z is a derived functor module of M7 in the weakly fair range. Moreover, {; € {{ € Z | { >
—ki} U{—o0}, and t; € vV—1R for 1 < ¢ < s. Using the well-known Harish-Chandra result, we may
assume /—1¢; > 0 for all 1 <17 < s.

We assume that ¢; + 1 € 2Z and t; = 0 for some 1 < i < s. Then, using Lemma 4.2.1, we may
assume i = s. Let K" = (ky,...,ks—1). Then from induction by stages, we have

IndG (Ag, (£1,t1) K- K Ay, (U5, t5) K Z)
Mo,
= Ind%, (Ap, (b, 01) R B A, (1, ts1) © Indp (A, (£5,0) 5 2)).

Applying the decomposition formula, Theorem 3.6.5, we see that the above induced module is
a direct sum of the induced modules of the form like

Illd]Gp'/€ (Akl (51, tl) X...X Aks_1(£8—17 ts—l) X Z/)

Here, Z' is a derived functor module of M?, in the weakly fair range. Assume that we understand the
reducibility of Z”’s. Then, applying the above argument, we can reduce the irreducible decomposition
of (19) to the following:

Ind, (Ay, (61,0) B -+ & A, (0, 0) B Ay, (b1, tpgr) B -+ B Ay, (s, t5) K Z). (20)

Here, ¢; is not an odd integer if 1 <i < h, v/—1t; > 0if h < i < s, and Z is an irreducible represen-
tation of M whose infinitesimal character is in Ppse. Put 7 = (k1,...,ky) and 7/ = (kpy1,. .., k).
Alsoput a =ky +---+kp and b = k1 + - - - + ks.

We now state the main result of § 4.

THEOREM 4.2.2. The following are equivalent:

i) The above (20) is irreducible.
ii) The following induced module (21) is irreducible:

Ind5" 0 (A, (61,0) B - 8 Ay, (64,0). 2y

Remark. Under an appropriate regularity condition on ¢1,...,¥¢;, we may apply Proposition 3.3.2
to (21) successively, and we obtain that (21) is a good-range elliptic cohomological induction from
an irreducible module like Iy, (¢1,0)X--- X I}, (¢;,0). Hence (21) is irreducible for such parameters.

In § 5, we show (21) is irreducible if ¢y, ..., ¢, are all —oc.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.2.2

We denote by °h (respectively °h*) the C-linear span of E1, ..., Foyx (vespectively Eogsy1,..., Ep).
Then, we can regard ®h,; (respectively ") as the complexified Lie algebra of a f-invariant maximally
split Cartan subgroup of GL(x, H) (respectively Sp(p', ¢') or SO*(2r)) via the standard identification.
We have a direct sum decomposition *h = *h, © *h" and it induces *h* = *h @ (°h")*. Namely, we
identify °by, (respectively °by ) the C-linear span of ey, ..., exx (respectively egpsi1,...,ey,).

We denote by p the half-sum of the roots in AT. Let n € *h* be the infinitesimal character of
Apy (€1,0) X -+ X Ay, (0r,0) B Ag, o (Crgrs tngr) X KAy (s, t5) K Z. We may (and do) assume
that Re(n) is in the closed Weyl chamber with respect to AT N A(m,, *h).

We fix a sufficiently large integer N and we put A = 2Np+n and A = *A + Pg. Then, we have
n € A. Hence, A, = As). Moreover, we have °) is regular and A;’”)\ = AT NAs).

We construct a surgroup G’ of M, as follows. As a Lie group, G’ is a product group SO*(4a) x
GL(b,H) x M_Z. The embedding of M,, = GL(7,H) x GL(7/,H) x M? into G’ is induced from the
inclusions GL(7, H) C SO*(4a) and GL(7",H) C GL(b,H). We easily see that we may fix a Cartan
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involution whose restriction to My is #. We denote such a Cartan involution on G’ by the same letter
6 and denote by K’ the corresponding maximal compact subgroup. Since M, is a Levi subgroup of
both G and G’, *H is a f-stable maximally split Cartan subgroup of G’ as well as G.

We denote by g’ the complexified Lie algebra of G’ and denote by A’ the root system for (g’, *h).
From the construction of G', we have that the integral root system As) coincides with Al .

We want to apply Lemma 4.1.3 to G, G’, and *\ above. In our setting, we put *H’ = H and
S/ = *h and put ¢ in condition C1 to be the identity map. Hereafter, we denote by G* any of G
and G’. Similarly, we write K*, etc.

In order to define U and U, we describe conjugacy classes of Cartan subgroups in G and G'.

First, we remark that there is one-to-one correspondence between G¥-conjugacy classes of Cartan
subgroups in G* and K*-conjugacy classes of f-stable Cartan subgroups in G [Mat79]. Second, a
G-conjugacy class of Cartan subgroups of G is determined by the dimension of the split part and
GL(k,H) has a unique G-conjugacy class of Cartan subgroups (cf. [Sugh9]). Hence, we see that
a K-conjugacy class (respectively a K’'-conjugacy class) of 6-stable (respectively #’-stable) Cartan
subgroups of G (respectively G') is determined by the dimension of the split part. We also see that
the same statement holds for M,.

Since there is obvious one-to-one correspondence between the conjugacy classes of Cartan sub-
groups and the conjugacy classes of the Cartan subalgebras which are stable with respect to the
complex conjugation, hereafter we consider Cartan subalgebras rather than Cartan subgroups. In
order to understand the Cayley transforms on Cartan subalgebras, we examine some particular
Cartan subalgebras as follows. Let m be the greatest positive integer which is equal to or less than
h/2. For 1 < i < m, we put o; = eg;—1 + e9;. Then, {ay,...,a,,} is the entire collection of real
roots in AT. We define ¢* € G¢ as in § 4.1. Since aq,...,q, are mutually orthogonal, we may
regard «; as a real root for Ad(c®)(°h). So, we can regard Ad(c*)(Ad(c*)(°h)) as a result of
successive applications of Cayley transforms to °h. Because of the orthogonality of «; and «;, we
see Ad(c™)(Ad(c™)(*h)) = Ad(c)(Ad(c™)(°h)).

Let J = {ap,...,0 } C{ou,..., oy} Here, we assume r; # r; for i # j. Similarly as above,
we can define successive applications of Cayley transforms as follows:

By = Ad(e)(Ad(e ) (- (Ad(2r) (D) ).
Here h; depends only on J and it is o- and #-stable. We denote by H; the corresponding Cartan

subgroup of G to h.

Put Jo = {agz41,...,am}. If J C Jy, then H; € M, and Hj is a 0-stable Cartan subgroup
of M,..

Since a K*-conjugacy (respectively K N M,-conjugacy) class of §-stable Cartan subgroups of G*
(respectively M,;) is determined by the dimension of the split part, for Ji,Jo C Jy, the following
statements are equivalent:

a) Hj, is K-conjugate to Hj,.

b) Hy, is K'-conjugate to H j,.

c) Hy, is K N Mj-conjugate to H,.

d) Card J; = card Js.
If J C Jy, Hy is $-integral with respect to both G and G’. Conversely, it is easy to check that any
s \-integral -stable Cartan subgroup of G* is K*-conjugate to H; for some .J C .Jy. (For example,
using a criterion for the parity condition [Vog82al, we may check that «; satisfies the parity condition

with respect to *A if and only if a; € Jy. The statement is deduced from this fact.) We also re-
mark that any f-stable Cartan subgroup of M, is K N My-conjugate to some H; with J C Jp.
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Hence, there is a bijection @ (respectively ®’) of the set of the K N M,-conjugacy classes of
O-stable Cartan subgroups of M, to the set of K-conjugacy (respectively K’-conjugacy) classes
of *\-integral f-stable Cartan subgroups of G (respectively G’). In fact ® (respectively @) is de-
fined such that the image of the K-conjugacy class of H; under V¥ is the K’-conjugacy class of H;
for any J C Jy. We put ¥ = & o ®~1. ¥ is a bijection of the set of the K-stable conjugacy classes
of *M-integral O-stable Cartan subgroups of G to the set of the K’-conjugacy classes of *\-integral
0'-stable Cartan subgroups of G'. ¥ is compatible with Cayley transforms on (conjugacy classes of)
Cartan subgroups, since ® and @’ are.

Next, we consider the lift of ¥ to the standard coherent families.

We put J(i) = {m, m-1,...,mir1} for 1 < i < m —kf and J(0) = 0. Put H; = H
for 0 < i < m — k. Then, we easily see Hy,..., Hp, g+ form a complete system of representatives
of the K*-conjugacy (respectively K N M,-conjugacy) classes of f-stable Cartan subgroups of G*
(respectively M,). We denote by b; the complexified Lie algebra of H; and by W (g, b;) the Weyl
group for (g#, b;). We denote by W (G¥; H;) the subgroup of W (g, b;) consisting of the elements of
W (g", h;) whose representatives can be chosen in G*. We collect some of the useful facts below.

LEMMA 4.3.1. For 1 <¢ < m — k}, we have

i) (mm i) S W(d, b)C W (g, bs),
ii) W(G"; H;) = W(g',b;) N W(G; Hy),
iif) RMK(Hi, A) € Rer(Hi, *A) € Ra(H;, *)).

Part i is easy to see from our construction of G’. Part ii is easily checked using [Vog82b, Propo-
sition 4.16]. Part iii follows from part i.

We define © : St/ (*A) — St (*A) by Q(OF") = 65 for v € Rer(H;, *N) for 1 <i < m — k.
We have remarked in § 1.3, case iii, that for v = (H;, A1), 72 = (Hi, \2) € RGﬁ(Hiy A), the
following statements are equivalent:
a) 71 and 7, are Kf-conjugate.
b) There is some w € W (G*; H;) such that \; = ws.
c) @%ﬁ = @%u.
Hence, from parts ii and iii of Lemma 4.2.1, we see that Q is well defined.
We have our next result.

LEMMA 4.3.2. Q is bijective.

Proof. From Lemma 4.3.1, part ii, and the above remark, we see that the regularity of *\ implies
the injectivity of €. So, we show the surjectivity.

First, we fix some 1 < i < m—k}. Then Ad(c**:+i)oAd(c*5+i-1)o---0Ad(c**+1) induces a linear
isomorphism of h onto hZ So, we also have an isomorphism h* = b7. We denote by e1,...,€, € b
the image of ey, .. € h* under this isomorphism. Then the Cartan involution acts on éy,...,é,
as follows:

0(E2i—1) = —€2;,0(E2) = —€2i-1 (1 <i<m—i),
O(e;)=-¢e (2(m—i)<i<n).
We also denote by A € b the image of A under this isomorphism. Write A = Z?:l ljé;. Let
w € W(g,b;) and write A = Z?:l (;é;. Then fy,..., 0, is made from /1. .., ¢, by a permutation of

their indices and sign flips. We assume that v, = (H;,wA) € Rg(°A). Then, it should satisfy the
condition R5 in § 1.3. So, we easily see that:
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dl) ¢; € Z (2(m — i) < j < n),
d2) lyjq1 —lo; €Z (1 < j<m—i).

We write > ), a;é; € b} by (a1,...,an).

From [Vog82b, Proposition 4.86], we easily see that the following elements in W (g, b;) are con-
tained in W(G; H;):

wi(at,...,an) = (a1,...,02j—2, —A2j—1, =025, 42542, ..., an) (1 <j<m—i),

wpe(at,...,an) = (a1,...,029-2,02c1,a2¢, A2p1 1, - - -, A2c—2, A2p—1, A2py A2t 15 - - - Q)
(I<b<e<m—i).

If we choose the product w* of suitable w;’s and wy, .’s above, we may have that w*A = (di,...,dy)
satisfies:

el) dj € Z for all k} < j <m;
e2) dj ¢ R for all kj < j < k¥;
e3) dj—%EZforallléjék;.

<
<

This means that v = (H;, w*w\) € Rg(*\) and @ffw = @ff,. Hence Q is surjective. O

We define W : St/ (*\) — Stg(*A) by the inverse of Q. From the above constructions, we easily
obtain the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.3.3. ), U, and ¥ defined above satisfy conditions C1-C7 in § 4.1.
Now, we finish the proof of Theorem 4.2.2. If v € Ry (), then, taking account of v € R (°A),

we easily see the following:

f1) 65" = Ind§; (©M),

f2) ©F = Indf (©21x),

f3) ¥(0F) =07

_ Taking account of the additivity of induction, we see that for all O € Irrpg, (°N) we have
\Il(Ind%K (©)) = IndJ\G/[ln (©). It is easy to see that there is some © € Irrys, (M) such that ©(n) =
(A, (€1,0) K- - B Ay, (6, 0) X A, (Cpgrs tngr) M- KAy (€, t5) K Z]. Hence, Lemma 4.1.3 implies

that the irreducibility of (20) is reduced to the irreducibility of a Harish-Chandra module which is
the external product of the following:

gl) Z, which is an irreducible Harish-Chandra module for M?;
SO*
82) Tndj ) (A, (61,0) B+ B Ay, (64,0));

g3) Harish-Chandra modules for GL(b, H) induced from irreducible unitary representations of their
parabolic subgroups.

The irreducibilities of g3 are found in [Vog86, page 502]. This completes the proof of Theo-
rem 4.2.2.

5. Irreducibility representations SO*(2n) and Sp(p, q) parabolically induced from
one-dimensional unitary representations

5.1 Some induced representations of SO*(4m)

In this section we retain the notations in §§ 3.1 and 4.2, and consider the case of G = SO*(2n).
Moreover, we assume n is even. So, we write n = 2m.
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Since the universal covering group of G¢ is a double cover, Pg (cf. § 1.2) is a subgroup of P of
index 2. Put A = P — Pg (set theoretical difference). A is the Pg coset in P other than Pg itself.
We fix a regular weight *\ € A as follows:

n .
2n —2i+1
S)\: 5172 €.
1=

Hereafter, we simply write W = W (g, *h) and A = A(g, *h). We have W = W, A = As,, and
HS)\ - {61 - 627 €2 — 637 L) 7en—1 - ena €n—1 + en}'
Let b be the Borel subalgebra of g such that °fh C b and the nilradical of b is the sum of the root

spaces corresponding to the roots in A;&. We denote by p the half-sum of the positive roots in A;&.

We consider a partition m = (p1,...,pg) of a positive integer m such that 0 < p; < po < -+ < pi
and p; + p2 + -+ + pr = m. Let PT(m) be the set of partitions of m. As in § 4.2, we consider the
standard parabolic subgroup P, and its Levi subgroup M, of G corresponding to .

Let (0§, CY) be a one-dimensional unitary representation of M (or m;) such that the restriction
to °h of the differential of of is A € *h*.

We denote by p, the half-sum of all the positive roots whose root space is in m,. We put
p™ = p — pr. The infinitesimal character of Indgw((cg\r) is pr + A

It is easy to construct a non-degenerate g-invariant pairing between Ind,cir (C%) and a generalized
Verma module M, (A) = U(g) @u(p,) CTy_ -

We are going to show the following as our main result.

LEMMA 5.1.1. Let 7 be any partition of m. Then, Indgﬂ((Cg) is irreducible.

We prove this lemma in § 5.3.

Combining Lemma 5.1.1 and Theorem 4.2.2, we have the following corollary.

COROLLARY 5.1.2. Representations of SO*(2n) and Sp(p, q) induced from one-dimensional unitary
representations of their parabolic subgroups are irreducible.

5.2 Coherent continuation representation for SO*(4m) with respect to A
We retain the notations in § 5.1.

For a partition m = (p1,...,px) € PT(m) of m, put pj = Z;lej for 1 < i < k and define a
subset Sy of IT = IIs) (Py is the standard parabolic subgroup corresponding to S;) as follows:

Sy, =1I— ({egp; — e2pr41 ‘ 1<i<k— 1} U {egm_l + egm}).

For m € PT(m), we denote by o, the MacDonald representation (cf. [Car85, page 368]) of W with
respect to Sy C II. From [LS79], o, is a special representation ([Lus79], [Lus82] also see [Car85,
page 374]), which corresponds to the Richardson orbit in g with respect to the parabolic subalgebra
pr via the Springer correspondence.

There is another description of o,. Since W is the Weyl group of type Ds,,, it is embedded
into the Weyl group W' of type Bag,,. It is well known that the irreducible representations of W'
is parameterized by the pairs of partitions (x,w) such that x € PT(k) and w € PT(2m — k)
for some 0 < k < 2m. Here, we regard PT(0) as consisting of the empty partition (). If x # w,
then the restriction of the representation corresponding to (k,w) is irreducible. However, the
restriction of the irreducible W'-representation corresponding to (w,7) (m € PT(m)) to W
is decomposed into two irreducible W-representations, which are equidimensional. From [Car85,
page 423, lines 11-33], o is one of the irreducible constituents.
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For each partition k € PT(k), we denote by dim(x) the dimension of the irreducible repre-
sentation of &y corresponding to x. It is well known that the dimension of the irreducible W’-
representation corresponding to (k,w) (k € PT(k) and w € PT(2m — k)) is (2m)!dim(x) dim(w)/
[k!(2m — E)!]. (For example, see [Ker71].) So, we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 5.2.1. For m € PT(m),
(2m)! dim(7)?

dim(o,) = 22

We shall show the following theorem.

THEOREM 5.2.2. As a W-module the coherent continuation representation C(A) is decomposed as

crn oo

T€PT(m)
First, we prove the next result.
LEMMA 5.2.3. For each m € PT(m), the multiplicity of o, in C(A) is at least one.

Proof. We have only to show that there is an irreducible Harish-Chandra (g, K )-module V such that
the infinitesimal character of V' is in A and the character polynomial of V' [Kin81] generates a W-
representation isomorphic to 0. First, we remark that Ind%r (CT,_ pw) has a non-degenerate pairing
with an irreducible generalized Verma module M, (—*X — p.) with the infinitesimal character —*\.
We easily see that there is at least one irreducible constituent V' of Ind%r (CT,_ pw) whose annihilator
I'in U(g) is the dual of the annihilator of the generalized Verma module. So the associated variety of I
is the closure of the Richardson orbit (say Or) corresponding to p,. The character polynomial with
respect to V' is proportional to the Goldie rank polynomial of I [Kin81] and the W-representation

generated by the Goldie rank polynomial is 0. So, we obtain the lemma. U
Proof of Theorem 5.2.2. From Lemma 5.2.3, it suffices to show that
dimC(A) = > dim(oy).
mePT(m)

From Lemma 5.2.1, the right-hand side is

2m)!(dim(r))? 2m)!
3 (2m)!(dim(m))* _ (2m)

2(m!)2 2-m!’

7ePT(m)
since we have
Z (dim(7))? = card &,,, = m!.
7E€PT(m)
So, we have to show that dimC(A) = (2m)!/(2 - m!).

Clearly, dim C(A) is the number of K-conjugacy classes in the regular characters in Rg(*A). Since
only maximally split Cartan subgroups are *A-integral, each K-conjugacy class has a representative
in Rg(*H,*X). We denote by W (G;*H) the subgroup of W consisting of the elements w of W such
that some representative of w in G¢ is in G (or equivalently in K') and normalizes *H. Examining

elements in K which preserve *H, we easily see that dimC(A) = card(W/W (G;*H)). From [Kna75]
(also see [Vog82b, Proposition 4.16]), W(G;*H) is generated by the following elements in W:

1) Sey;_1—es; (1 <3 < m): reflections with respect to compact imaginary roots in A = A(g, °h);
1) Sey; y+eq (1 < i < m): reflections with respect to real roots in A;

iii) 8521’—1_@2]‘718521'_523'(1 Si1<J< m)
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So, we can easily see W(G;*H) is isomorphic to &, x ((Z/2Z2)™ x (Z/2Z)™).
So, we have
) card W (2m)! - 22m=1  (2m)!
d A — == =
mC(A) card W (G;5H) m!.2m . 2m 2-m!
as desired. O

We can interpret this in terms of cell structure of the coherent continuation representation C(A)
(see [BV83, McG98, Vog82b]).

A Wi y-subrepresentation of C(A) is called basal, if it is generated by a subset of Irrg(°\) as
a C-vector space. For v € Rg(°)), we denote by Cone(y) the smallest basal subrepresentation of
C(A) which contains (:)ff. For v,n € Rg(®*)\), we write v ~ n (respectively v < n) if Cone(y) =
Cone(n) (respectively Cone(y) O Cone(n)). Obviously ~ is an equivalence relation on Rg(°)A). For
v € Rg(®)A) let s(y) be the set of regular characters n € Rg(°\) such that A < n and A # 7.
We define Cell(v) = Cone(7y)/ >, cq(,) Cone(n). A cell (respectively cone) for C(A) is a subquotient
(respectively subrepresentation) of C(A) of the form Cell(y) (respectively Cone(y)) for some v €
Ra(*N).

For each cell, we can associate a nilpotent orbit in g as follows. For Cell(vy), we consider an
irreducible Harish-Chandra (g, K')-module 7 (). The annihilator (say I) of () in U(g) is a primitive
ideal of U(g) and its associated variety is the closure of a single nilpotent orbit in g. The nilpotent
orbit constructed above is independent of the choice of v and we call it the associated nilpotent orbit
for Cell(vy). For each Cone(7), there is a canonical (up to scalar factor) Wsy-homomorphism (say
¢~) of Cone(v) to the realization as a Goldie rank polynomial representation of the special Wsy-
representation corresponding to the associated nilpotent orbit via the Springer correspondence. In
fact this ¢, factors to Cell(y). An important fact is that gzbw((:)g ) is non-zero and proportional to
the Goldie rank polynomial of the annihilator of 7(n) in U(g) for all n ~ v [Jos80, Kin81]. Hence,
the multiplicity in Cell(7y) of the special W-representation corresponding to the associated nilpotent
orbit via the Springer correspondence is at least one. McGovern proved that if G is a classical group
then the multiplicity of the special representation is exactly one (cf. [McG98, Theorem 1]).

In our particular setting, the proof of Lemma 5.2.3 tells us that for each 7 € PT(m) there is at
least one cell whose associated nilpotent orbit is O.

From Theorem 5.2.2, we obtain a corollary.

COROLLARY 5.2.4.
i) There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of cells for C(A) and PT(m) induced
from the above association of nilpotent orbits to cells.

ii) Each cell for C(A) is irreducible and isomorphic to the special representation corresponding to
the associated nilpotent orbit via the Springer correspondence.

Harish-Chandra cells for classical groups are precisely studied by McGovern [McG98]. Almost all
cases are treated in his paper. For type D groups there are some exceptions (cf. [McG98, page 224]).
Our result can be regarded as a supplement of his result.

From Corollary 5.2.4, we have yet another corollary.

COROLLARY 5.2.5. Let A\ € A and let V; (i = 1,2) be irreducible Harish-Chandra (g, K )-modules
with an infinitesimal character \. Assume that the annihilator of Vi in U(g) coincides with that
of Vo. Then, V1 is isomorphic to V5.

Proof. We may assume that (\,a) > 0 for all a € A;&. It is known that for each i = 1,2 there is a
unique coherent family (:)g*:_ € Irr(°A) such that [V;] = (:)f/’:,()\). We show (:)gl = (:)%.
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First, we remark that the Goldie rank polynomial and the associated variety of the annihilator
of V; in U(g) coincide with those of 7(y;) for each i. Hence, we have v ~ 7, since there is at
most one cell whose associated nilpotent orbit is the unique dense orbit in the associated variety
of V;. We consider the homomorphism ¢, (= ¢-,) mentioned above. Since ¢, ((:)i) is non-zero and
proportional to the Goldie rank polynomial of the annihilator of V; in U(g) for each i = 1,2, (:)ff1 is
proportional to (:)ff2 modulo the kernel of ¢, . Since Cell(v1) = Cell(v2) is irreducible, ¢,, induces an
isomorphism of Cell(y1) to the corresponding Goldie rank polynomial representation. This means
that (:)g’; is proportional to (:)ff2 modulo the subspace of Cone(y1) generated as a C-vector space by
(:)nG such that 7 > 1 and 1 ¢ 1. Since Irrg(°\) is a basis of C(A), we have (:)ff1 = @% as desired. [

5.3 Proof of Lemma 5.1.1
We need the following two lemmas.

LeEMMA 5.3.1. The annihilator of Ind%, (CF) in U(g) is a maximal ideal for all * € PT(m).

Remark. In fact, a more general result holds. So, we consider the more general setting temporally.
Let G be any connected real semisimple Lie group and P be any parabolic subgroup of G. We denote
by M a Levi subgroup of P. We denote by g, m, and p the complexified Lie algebras of G, M, and
P, respectively. We denote by n the nilradical of p. We denote by 1,; the trivial representation
of M.

LEMMA 5.3.2. The annihilator of Ind% (1) in U(g) is a maximal ideal.

As far as I know, such a result has not been published but is known by experts (at least including
D. A. Vogan). For the convenience of readers, we give a proof here.

Proof. We denote by C_,r a one-dimensional representation of p defined by p > X ~ —%tr
(ad(X)|y). From the existence of non-degenerate pairing, it suffices to show that the annihilator
of a generalized Verma module M,(0) = U(g) @y ) C_,p is maximal. We denote by I the annihi-
lator of M,(0) in U(g). We define

L(Mp(0), My(0)) = {¢ € Endc(My(0)) | dimad(U(g))¢ < oo}

L(M,(0), M,(0)) has an obvious U(g)-bimodule structure. Then, L(M,(0), M,(0)) is isomorphic to
a Harish-Chandra module of an induced representation of G¢ from a unitary one-dimensional rep-
resentation of Pc. Hence, L(M,(0), M,(0)) is completely reducible as a U(g)-bimodule. Considering
the action of U(g) on M,(0), we have an embedding of a U(g)-bimodule U(g)/I — L(M,(0), M,(0)).
Hence, U(g)/I is also completely reducible as a U(g)-bimodule. We consider the unit element 1 of
U(g)/I. Then, C1 is the unique trivial ad(U(g))-type in U(g)/I. So, the unit 1 must be contained in
some irreducible component of U(g)/I. Since U(g)/I is generated by 1 as a U(g)-bimodule, U(g)/I
is irreducible as a U(g)-bimodule. This means that I is maximal. O

Proof of Lemma 5.1.1. From Corollary 5.2.5 and Lemma 5.3.1, we see that all the irreducible con-
stituents of Indgw((Cg) are isomorphic to each other. However, the multiplicity of the trivial K-
representation in Indgﬂ((Cg) is just one. Hence Indgﬂ((Cg) is irreducible as we desired. O
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