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Abstract We consider U, (gl,), the quantum group of type A for |g| = 1, g generic. We
provide formulas for signature characters of irreducible finite-dimensional highest weight
modules and Verma modules. In both cases, the technique involves combinatorics of the
Gelfand-Tsetlin bases. As an application, we obtain information about unitarity of finite-
dimensional irreducible representations for arbitrary g: we classify the continuous spectrum
of the unitarity locus. We also recover some known results in the classical limit ¢ — 1 that
were obtained by different means. Finally, we provide several explicit examples of signature
characters.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a group and V an irreducible complex representation of G. Determining (1) if
V admits a non-degenerate invariant Hermitian form and (2) whether this form is positive-
definite (i.e., the representation V is unitary) is an important problem in representation
theory. The complete classification of unitary representations remains open in many cases
(for example, noncompact Lie groups).
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474 V. Venkateswaran

A refinement of unitarity may be found in the context of signature characters. More
precisely, suppose F is a finite-dimensional vector space equipped with a non-degenerate
invariant Hermitian form (-, -) and an orthogonal basis B = {e;} with respect to the form.
We define the signature of F' to be

s(F) =) sen((ei, e)),

e¢;eB

that is, s (F') is the number of basis elements with positive norm minus the number of basis
elements with negative norm (this does not depend on the choice of orthogonal basis). Now
let V be a (possibly infinite-dimensional) irreducible representation, with invariant Hermi-
tian form (-, -), orthogonal basis B, and weight space decomposition V = @V, with V,
finite-dimensional. Suppose also that B is compatible with the weight space decomposition.
Then the signature character is

chs(V) = s(Vu)et,

n

where the sum is over degrees p. Note that if V is unitary, chs(V) is the usual character
with respect to the grading. Thus, the signature character encodes information about failure
of unitarity.

In a previous work [5], we have computed signature characters for rational Cherednik
algebras and Hecke algebras of type A. In [1] and [4], classifications of unitary representa-
tions were provided for these algebras, respectively. In this paper, we consider the case of
Uy, (gl,,), the quantum group of type A with |g| = 1 and ¢ sufficiently generic (so, in par-
ticular, it is not a root of unity such that representations we study are reducible). We use the
Gelfand-Tsetlin basis of (1) finite-dimensional, irreducible highest weight modules and (2)
Verma modules, along with a combinatorial algorithm, to compute the signature of the norm
of an arbitary basis element. This allows us to compute the signature character (for both
the finite and infinite-dimensional representations) in terms of g-binomial coefficients. As
a byproduct of our method, the count s(V),) for a particular weight space can be determined
in terms of data coming from the appropriate Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns.

We use our results to obtain information about when the finite-dimensional highest
weight representation is unitary for general ¢: namely, for n > 3, if the indexing weight A
has distinct parts then the continuous spectrum of the unitarity locus (in the terminology of
[1]) is an arc around ¢ = 1 (with endpoints determined by 1). As a consequence, in the limit
g — 1 the form on finite-dimensional representations is positive-definite, agreeing with the
fact that these representations of gl, are unitary. For the Verma modules, if X is a negative
weight, we recover Wallach’s formula [6] in the limit ¢ — 1. We also provide a signa-
ture character formula in the limit ¢ — 1 for arbitrary A for the Verma modules. Finally,
we provide explicit formulas for signature characters for small values of n, and particular
representations.

We mention that Wai-Ling Yee [7, 8] studied this problem in the classical limit g — 1
for any Lie algebra. She used a wall-crossing technique (starting with Wallach’s formula
[6] for A in a particular region) to compute formulas for the signature character. However,
our method is different from hers, since our approach relies on the combinatorics of the
Gelfand-Tsetlin basis.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In the first section, we set up some notation and
recall some preliminary facts about representation theory of Uy (gl,,). In the second section,
we compute signature characters for the finite-dimensional representations. In the third sec-
tion, we compute signature characters for the infinite-dimensional representations. In both
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of these sections, we include the applications mentioned above (unitarity and analysis of the
classical ¢ — 1 limit). Finally, in the last section, we calculate signature characters in some
particular cases.

2 Preliminaries

We set up some notation that will be used throughout the article and recall some standard
facts and resul_ts from the literature; we will follow [3] and [2].
Letg = ™ for 0 < s < 2 be on the unit circle and for any k € Z
g~ —q=%  sin(msk)

(k] = [k]4 = q—q! = Tsin(zs) <

and {-} : R\ 0 — {£1} be the sign map. As mentioned in the introduction, we will assume
g is not a root of unity. Note the symmetries [—k] = (—1)[k] and [k];, = [k]qfl. Since
norm factors only involve [k], we may in fact restrict to 0 < s < 1, in particular sin(rs) is
positive. We will use the following computation throughout the paper

_ e TS

ekmis _ g—kmis sin(ks)
o= L= |
We also note that lim,,, 1 [k] = k.

For . = (A1,...,Ay) with A; — Xj41 € Zs>0, let L(}) denote the finite-dimensional
U, (gln)-module with highest weight A. Recall that this module has a basis {{5 } indexed by
Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns A = (A; ;) for 1 < j <i <nwithA,; = A; for 1 <i < n, which
comes from the multiplicity-one decomposition associated with the chain of subalgebras

Ug(gly) C Ug(gly) C--- C Uy(gly).

Recall that Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns satisfy the interlacing condition

} = {sin(kms)} = (— 1)k, (1)

sin(7rs)

)\m,i = )\m—l,i = )\m,i-H (2)
for all m, i. These arrays may be visualized as follows

Al A2 An—1 An
)\n—l,l )\11—1,2 )Ln—l,n—Z )\n—l,n—l

The highest weight element is ¢, where Ag is the pattern with A,, ; = A; for all m,i. We
will write GT (A) to denote the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis of L()).

For A = (A1, ..., Ay) with A; — A;41 € R (i.e., generic differences), let M (1) denote the
Verma module with highest weight A. Recall that this module has a basis {{A} indexed by
arrays A = (A; j)for1 < j <i <nwithA,; = A; for | <i < n. Such arrays must satisfy

the condition
Am,i — Am—1,i € Zxg
for all m, i (crucially, the interlacing condition need not hold).

The highest weight element is {5, where Ag is the array with A,, ; = A; for all m, i. We
will write A(A) to denote this basis of M (1).
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476 V. Venkateswaran

For ¢ € L(A) or M(A) we define the weight function by
n—1

n—2 n n—1
WH(ZA) = (a1 A2t HA—Aine s Y A=) An2is D hi— Y A1) €R™(3)
i=1 i=1 i=1 =l

Note that A — wt(Z,) is a vector in A:r, the positive root lattice. So wt(Zp) = A — u, for
we AT,

We will write (-, -) to denote the standard Hermitian form on L(X) and M (X). We recall
that bases GT (1) and A()) are orthogonal with respect to this form, and that the operators
em, fm € Uq(gl,) are adjoint with respect to this form. We will compute chz(L())) and
chg(M (X)) by computing the signs of the norms (¢, {o) for basis elements {x. We will
use a combinatorial algorithm that describes (¢, ¢o) in terms of ($a,, $A,)-

We define the coefficients

Vm,i = i _)\m,i -1
and
Vi = i— }\i — 1.

We will write vrlr},i to indicate the underlying array A if it is not clear from context
(for example, if we are comparing different arrays and wish to emphasize which array the
coefficients are coming from).

We also define the following coefficients, which are expressed in terms of [k]:

i i—1

Bin = 1—[ Vi — Vm+1,j + 1] 1—[ [Vimi — vm—1,j]

=1 [vimi — vj + 1] = [Vini — Vj]
and
i i—1 m+1 m—1
Yimia = [ [mi = v A [ [omi = vj =11 T] g — vimid [ [om1j = vmi + 11
j=1 j=1 j=i+l j=i
and
- 1
twin = | [ ————.
" 1_[ [vimi — ij]

~.~
Sl

j=1
i

We also write, for X € Z-g
(X1 = [X][X —1]---[2][1]

andfor X e R,k € Z

[XIe! = [XI[X —1]---[X — k]
and

X!'=XX-1D---X—-k) = liml[X]k!.
q—

We note that (assuming X € R\ Z and k € Z,)

1, ifX—k>0
(=D ifX <0
(DK if X >0and X —k <0

{(XO«!}

We will need the following result which describes how the quantum group operators
act on basis elements in terms of Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns (or arrays in the case of Verma
modules).
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Theorem 2.1 ([3]) Let ¢tp € GT()) and m < n. The operators e, and f,, (for m =
1,...,n — 1) act on the module L()\) (or M(})) as follows

em - LA = Z ymiATmiAgA;i
i<m '
and
Jm - tn = ZﬂmiAfmiAg/\;i,
i<m '
where AI’ ; and A, . are the Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns (arrays) obtained from A by
increasing and decreasing (resp.) the (m, i)-entry by 1.

3 Signature Characters of Finite-Dimensional Modules

Let L(A) be the irreducible finite-dimensional representation with highest weight A. Let A
be a Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern with first row equal to A; recall that it satisfies the interlacing
condition (2). We will compute the sign {({a, ¢a)} through a series of lemmas that will
illustrate the combinatorial technique mentioned in Section 1.

Lemma 3.1 Let A = (A; ;) be a Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern with first row A = (A1, ..., Ap).
Let X be the array with entry (m, i) of A increased by I (for 1 <i < m < n), and all other
entries remain the same. We have

(Cx.¢x) = M(CA, ZA)-

Ymi A Tmi A

Proof Fixm,i.Let X = A;,i, then A = X, ;. So by Theorem 2.1 and orthogonality, we
have

(&xs emCA) = VYminTmin (Cx, £x).
On the other hand, (¢x, ema) = (finlx, {a) by adjointness, and again by Theorem 2.1 and
orthogonality

(fm&x, En) = BmixTmix (Ca, EA)-

So we have
Bmi X Tmix

Cx,¢x) = ——— (A, ¢A)-

Ymi A Tmi A

We will now measure the sign change between the two norms.

Lemma 3.2 Let A = (X; ;) be a Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern with first row A = (Ay, ..., Ay).
Let X be the array with entry (m, i) of A increased by 1, and all other entries the same. We
have

{Cx, ¢x)} = smial(Ca, ¢},

where sy is equal to

m m+1 m—1
A A[A A A _ A A A
(=D 1_[ [Vmi_vmj]["mi_vmj_l] l_[[vmi_vm+l,j] I:Vmi_l_vmfl.j]'
j=1j# j=1 j=l
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Proof By Lemma 3.1, we have

1
A
n [Vmi o vm/]

@x, CX)—ﬁmli(ﬂ(f =[]

1
. A A
J=1j#i |:Umi 7l)mji|

-t ) -
U il | R e

j=1

i—1 1 m+1 1 m—1 1
Xl_[ A —v ] LA = v —1] l_[ N N l_[ X " ((INTIVE
=t Wi = Vil oy Do =V Jj=i+l ["m+1,j - Vmi] Jj=i [vm—l.j = Vi 1}
where we have used vn)f =i— k}i i —l=i- AA + 1) —1= v —1and AX denotes

the (m, i) entry of X. Using [k] = (—1)[—k] and looking at signs only, we have

m

(@x 00) = (@n ey TT [oie—viy] s vy — 1] =nm=ie!
J=1j#
j=1 j=1
= (A e} ﬁ Lo vy [ —vi = 1] nﬁ[vﬁi_vrﬁﬂ,j]
J=1j# =1
m—1
x H[Vﬁi—l—vnﬁ_l,j] ,
j=1
as desired. 0

Lemma 3.3 Let A = (X; ;) be a Gelfand-Tsetlin array with first row A = (Aq, ..., Ay).
Suppose that increasing the (m, i) entry of A by k (and keeping the other entries fixed)
results in a Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern X. We have

{¢x.¢x) = Sm,A{(ZA Zn)},

where
m
s =1 TT [ =] [l — k=i ] 0F
J=Lj#i
m+1

/:

m—1

=1

~.

Proof We iterate the result of Lemma 3.2 k-times, and take into account signs, to obtain the
formula. 0

Lemma 3.4 Let 1| <i <m < n be fixed. Let A be a Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern with first row
A = (A1, ..., Ap). Suppose it has entries X; j such that A; ; = Mj for j < i and any | and
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Ari = Aj forl > m. Let X be the Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern that agrees with A in all entries
except (m, i), where it is equal to Ay, ; + (A;j — Apm.i) = A;. We have
(Ai—

[@x, 20} = sO 7m0, e,

where
()"i_)\m,i)_ A A A vA A |
St = l_[ [vmi—vmj Vi =V ¢ (= 1) Y [ymi—v,](xi_)wi_l).
i<j<m
A A A A
X H [v c—V ] ! l_[ [v v »—1] 8.
o mi AL G —ri -0 [, mim=L T g —hi—1)
i<j<m+1 i<j<m-—1 ’

Proof We first note that, because of the specified parts of A, we have

A . .
v, =v;forj <i

mj
A
Vi1, = Vi

A . .

Vy_y,j =vjforj <i

l)A _ . f . .

i1, = vjfor j <i.
We then use Lemma 3.3 for this particular choice of A and cancel terms according to
whether they appear an even or odd number of times. O

Theorem 3.1 Let A be a Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern with first row A = (A1, ..., An). Then
Ai—Am,i
(@acat= T syin ™

1<i<m<n

= I [H [V,‘,}i—V,’,,‘j][w—vnﬁj]}(—l)v’ﬁ"_v"[[vrﬁi_"i](x,-xm,,1)!}

1<i<m<nli<j<m

A A | [ A _pA —l] !
X vA —y : ! Vimi ~VY, ‘ I
{ 1_[ [mt m+l’]:|()~i—)hm.i—1) }{igjl;[nl mi m—1,j (hi—dmi—1)

i<j<m+l1
Proof Obtained from Lemma 3.4, starting with A and applying the required series of steps
in order to produce Ag. O

Definition 1 For iy € GT (L) let

INES l_[ 1_[ [Vr[n\i—"n/;j][vi/\—"rlr)j] (=D {[Vrﬁi_"i[\](,\,-f,\mﬁl)!}

1<i<m<n |i<j<m

A A A A
X 1_[ [v i~ Vi1 ] ! 1_[ [v i~ V1 -—1] e,
me LI Gy i —1) L [ VY )

i<j<m+l i<j<m-—1

which is equal to £1, depending on A and q.

As aresult of the previous computation of the sign of the norm for any basis element and
Definition 1, we obtain a formula for the signature character.
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Theorem 3.2 We have
che(LOD) = Y sy(za)e™ ™).

{A€GT (M)

Recall that wt(-) was defined in Eq. 3.
We will provide an alternate formula for s,(5s) by cancelling off signs. This will be
easier to work with.

Lemma 3.5 Let A be a Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern with first row A = (A1, ..., A,). We have

5q(a) = ]_[ 1_[ [anzj - vnA“-] [anzj - Vi] [["n@ - vi]()\,-—)\,,,ﬁ,-—])!]

I<i<m<n li<j<m

<1 11 [V’I’}“’f = Vi + O~ i 1)](x-—,\ -—1)!

i<j<m+l

x H [Vrﬁ—u — v+ O — )»m,i)] !

: (hi=Am,i—1)
i<j<m-—1
_ A A A A '
= |1 [ [”mj vmi] [ij v,] {[”mi ”l](xi—xmj—l)']
1<i<m<n li<j<m
A
x 1_[ I:vm+l,j — Vi~ lil()\._)L ._1)!
i<j<m+1 roomt

A
A I [oms- vi](xi—xmi—n! ©

i<j<m—1

where now all q-integers [n] appearing above satisfy n > 0.

Proof The formulas are obtained from algebraic manipulations applied to the formula for
54(¢a) in Definition 1, noting that [m], = (=1)[—m], for allm € Z.

To show that every g-integer [n] appearing in the formula satisfies n > 0, we use the
interlacing condition. For i < j < m we have

Vi = Vi = =i = 1) = (G =D j = 1) = = j) + Gomj = hmi) <O
Vi =G =k =1 =G =A== —=j)+ Oumj— 1) <0.
We also have
VA i =G = A — D) = — A — 1) = A — dpi = 0.
Fori < j <m+ 1, we have
Vi = Vi1 == Ami = D) = (G = A1 = D =G — )+ Oumt1.j — dmi) <0.
Finally, fori < j <m — 1, we have
i =V =1 == dmi =D =G = A1 — D=1
= (l _j)'i‘()hm—],j _)\m,i)_] < 0.
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Putting the negative signed contributions together yields

(= 1)Vmi Vi (= 1) i =R D)1 =i) 1y O =hn ) m=i) — )V =vithi=hmi —

as desired. O

We now use Theorem 3.2 to obtain some results about unitarity of L(2) for particular
values of s (recall that ¢ = €™*%), when A has distinct parts. In particular, for n = 2, we will
give a characterization of such s, and for n > 3 we will show that the only interval is the
one around g = 1.

Lemma 3.6 Letn =2 and A = (A1, Ap) with Ay — Ay > 0. Then L(}) is unitary if and only
if the signs

{ldl} ={[x1 — A2 —d + 11},
foralll <d <Ay — ).

Proof We let A be the Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern with A1, A, in the firstrow and A1 = A1 —d
in the second row for 1 < d < A1 — A». We use Eq. 5 to compute

sq(Ca) ={ldlld — 11--- [21[11} x {[A1 — A2][A1 — A2 — 1]+ - [A1 — 22 —d + 1]}.
So, L()) is unitary if and only if the ratio

{[d]ld —1]- - -[2][1]} x {[A1 —A2][A1 =22 —1]- - - [A = A2 —d + 1]}
{[d—11-- 2111} x {[A1 = A2][A1 = A2 = 1] - - [A1 — A2 —d +-2]}

={[d]l[A1—r2—d+1]}
is equal to 1, which gives the result. O

Lemma 3.7 Let A = (A1, Ap) and M) = (A + 1, A2). Then if L()) and L()\') are both uni-
tary, the signs {[11}, {[2]}, - - - {[*1 — A21}, {[A1 — A2 + 1]} are all equal to 1, or equivalently,
1

S Py

Proof Using Lemma 3.6 for L(A) gives that [1] and [A; — A;] have the same sign. Similarly,
applying it to L(A) gives that [1] and [A; — A, + 1] have the same sign, as do [2] and
[A1 — A2]. By iterating this argument and using {[1]} = 1, we get the result. The equivalent
condition is obtained by using Eq. 1. O

Theorem 3.3 Letn > 3 and g = €™, Let . = (A1, ..., An) be a partition with distinct
parts, i — Aj > O0for1 < i < j < n. Then the module L(}) is unitary if and only if
0 <s < 1/M,, where

M) = (A1 — Ap) + (n = 2).

Proof First we will show that L(}) is unitary for 0 < s < MLA, but it is not unitary for
1

i <s< Recall by Eq. 1, we have

1
Ai—An+(n=3)"

{[kly} = (=D,
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Let0) <5 < MLA and ¢p € GT(}) be arbitrary. Recall the formula for s,4(¢4) in Eq. 5.
Using the interlacing condition, one can check that each term [k] appearing in that formula

satisfies 0 < k < vA — v — 1, so that

vA—vf\—l

0<ks§(vA—v1A—1)s< L =1.
M,

n

Thus, |ks| = 0, so that each factor appearing in the formula is positive. Thus, s4(fs) = 1
for all ¢x, so the representation L (1) is unitary for s in the interval (0, 1/M,).

Now let MLA <s < m Consider the right-justified GT pattern A, with A;;
Ajt1 for 1 <i < n.Inspecting Eq. 5, we find a single term [k] with k = vr‘;l nel —
A=Ay 4+ (n—=2),50

A
v =

1 <ks <2,

since m m, and hence (—1)¥5] = (—1). On the other hand, one
can see that all other terms [k'] that appear in Eq. 5 satisfy k' < A1 — A, + (n —2), and since
s < m, we have 0 < sk’ < 1. Thus (—1)“"/J = 1, and therefore 5,({p) = —1
and L(}) is not unitary.

Now we will show that if L(A) is unitary, we must have the above bounds on s. We
will induct on n. For the base case n = 3, let A = (A1, A2, A3) and assume L()) is uni-
tary. Then the restriction of L (1) as a U, (gl;)-module must decompose as a sum of unitary
submodules, and these are indexed by u interlacing A. Thus L(u') with &' = (A1, A3)
is unitary. Similarly L(w) with © = (A1 — 1, X3) is also unitary. By Lemma 3.7, this
implies s < ﬁ But in the first part of the proof, we proved that L (1) is not unitary for

7 <5< ﬁ.Thus, we must have 0 < 5 <

% %, which establishes the base
AM—A3+ 3 i )\.1 A3+1

case. We assume the result for n — 1 > 3, and will show it holds for n. Let A = (A1, ..., A;)
and suppose L(X) is unitary. As in the argument for n = 3, the restriction of L(X) over
U, (gl,—;) must decompose as a sum of unitary submodules, indexed by (. interlacing A.
In particular, we may take p with distinct parts satisfying u; = A1 and u,—1 = A,. Thus,
by the induction hypothesis, we must have s < But in the first part of the
proof, we showed that L(}) is not unitary for m m Thus
as desired. O

<5<

A=A +(n=3)"
< s <

1
O0<s<mmvm>
Remark Note that the previous result implies that L(\) is unitary in the classical limit
q = 1, which is known from representation theory of gl,,. (This is also immediately seen by
inspection of Eq. 5 since limy_,1[k] = k and in that formula all appearing k are positive.)

We note that at n = 2, there are several intervals of s for which L(}) is unitary. We use
Lemma 3.6 to compute some examples. Let A = (A1, A2). We obtain the following intervals
for s depending on A1 — A> where L(}) is unitary:

° Forkl—k2:3,weget0<s<%and%<s<l‘

. Forkl—k2:4,weget0<s<%and%<s<%.

[ Forkl—A2=5,weget0<s<éand%<s<1.

J Forkl—kz=6,weget0<s<éand%<s<%and%<s<%.

° Forkl—kz=7,weget0<s<%,%<s<%,%<s<%,andg<s<1.
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4 Signature Characters for Verma Modules

In this section, we compute signature characters for the modules M (1). The Gelfand-Tsetlin
formulae in Theorem 2.1 still hold, but the basis elements are indexed by arrays, not patterns
(recall the discussion in the first section).

Definition 2 For {5 € A(L), let

5q@n) = 1_[ 1—[ [anzj - V,ﬁi] [V,ﬁj - VIA] “V,ﬁi - ViA](,\,-_)\mv,-_n!]

I<i<m<n i<j<m

A A
X ]_[ [vm_‘_l’j—vl- —1](»_)\ __])!

i<j<m+l1

i<j<m-—1

it is equal to =1 depending on A and q.

Note that the g-integers [n], appearing above do not necessarily satisfy n > 0 if Aisa
Gelfand-Tsetlin array, unlike for Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns (see Lemma 3.5).

Theorem 4.1 We have
chs(MO) = Y F4(En)e”" ).

CA€A()

Recall that wt(-) was defined in Eq. 3.

Proof The proof of Theorem 3.2 in the previous section relied only on algebraic manipula-
tions applied to the formulas from Theorem 2.1, and did not use the interlacing condition.
The proof therefore carries over directly to the case of Verma modules and Gelfand-Tsetlin
arrays, which gives the stated result. O

Definition 3 For {y € A(L), let

eco= [T 7 TT (v )i —v?)

1<i<m<n |i<j<m

X 1_[ (Vr/n\+l,j_viA_1)<vr1n\+1,j_viA_2>' . -(vrﬁ_H’j—viA—1—()L,~—)Lm,,~—1))

i<j<m+1

X 1_[ (%2-1,,“”?)("2—1,,‘_ViA_l)' . -(v,ﬁ_lyj—vi[\—()Li—)h,n,i—l)) .

i<j<m—1

Proposition 4.1 For {y € A()L), we have

lim 5, (2A) = €(¢a)-
qg—1
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Proof Follows since
(VA - U»A) (vA- —h - 1) e (vA< - viA — (X = Ami — 1))

mi i
is positive, as is
(vA — v-A) (vA i v — 1) e (UA_]J- — viA — (A — i — 1)) .

m—1,i i

O

We use this to provide a formula for the signature character of the representation M (i)
of gl,,.

Corollary 4.1 We have

lim chy (M) = ) E@n)e™ .
neA)

We now study the case where A is in a particular region, termed the Wallach region (as
in [7]):
AM <Ay <. <Ay

with A; 41 —A; > 1. In this case, the signature character has an explicit factorized form. We
note that this was first computed by Wallach (for all Lie algebras, not just gl,), and then
used by Yee in determining signature characters for A in any region [6-8].

Proposition 4.2 For A in the Wallach region, we have

e = [T orh

I<i<n—1

Proof We use the formula (from the previous section, although one can use either)

§5,(00) = l_[ 1_[ [vn‘}i—vn/)j][vi—vf,:/] (_1)1);},-—1)1'{[ufr}i—vi](}‘i_)\mj_l)!]

1<i<m<n |i<j<m

A A A A
o T vt ] T[] It
eI Gy 1) L A L

i<j<m+1 i<j<m-—1
First note that the signature of an arbitary weight space is constant over this region, since
the region does not intersect any degeneracy hyperplanes. So to compute the signature of a
fixed weight space, we can take the differences A;+; — A; to be very large. We check for
fixedl <i <m < n:

A A A A
Vi — Vj > 0, v; — V> 0
v,ln\i — vl-A >0
A A
Vini — Um+],j >0
A A L .
Vi = Vin—1,j — 1 > 0, unless j =i in which case < 0.

So for i # m, we get sign (—l)vﬁi’”iA(—l)’\"_*m-" = +1 and for i = m, we get (—1)"1‘1}’”{\.

So the total is
[T v

I<i<n-—-1
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as desired.
Note that one could instead used Lemma 3.2 (i.e., just increasing the node (m, i) by one)
and iterate to prove the result. The sign of that step is —1 if i = m and 1 otherwise. O

Corollary 4.2 The formula for the signature character in the Wallach region is

et

m(+3)

I<i<m<n

Proof We consider moves corresponding to (m, i) that increase entries in (r, i) for r < m
by one unit. By Proposition 4.2, such a move induces a sign change of (—1). We also have

1
o = 1 G/ /307 = G /)
Xi
On the other hand, such moves (varying over all 1 < i < m < n) generate all possible
weights. This provides the desired bijection between the two quantities. O
5 Examples

In this section, we use Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.1 to compute some examples of signa-
ture characters for small values of n. We will also use Corollary 4.1 to compute signature
characters of Verma modules in the classical limit ¢ — 1 for small values of n.

1. n = 2, formula for chy(L(A)). We let L = (A1, Ap) with A — A € Z,. We index
Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns by A; with A1, A, in the first row and A;; = A; — i in the
second row fori =0, 1,..., (A; — X2). We use Definition 1 to compute

s¢Ca) = DT i —vilog == HIvie — va2log =iy =1}
= (=D {lil—nH[(2 = AD) +i — Hi—p!)-

So we have

chy(LG)) = Y {liIHIM = Ralgnylhe® =22t
0<i<(A1—22)

2. n = 3, formula for chg(L(X)). We let A = (A1, A2, A3), with A; — Aj41 € Zso. We
let A = (A1, A2,A3; A1 —di, X2 — da; A1 — di — d3) denote an arbitrary Gelfand-
Tsetlin pattern indexing the basis. Note that we must have 0 < d; < (A1 — X2) and
0<d <X —2A3)and 0 < d3 < (A1 — d1) — (Ay — dy) to satisfy the interlacing
condition. We use Eq. 5 to compute

sq(dy,da, d3) = 54(Zn)
= {[d11'[d2]'[d1 + d3]![d2 — di + v2 — vi]lda + v2 — V1]
x[vy —vi = 1@ -p!vs —vi = @ -1!}

x{ld1 + d3)@,-n'lvs —v2a — L@,—nllda + v2 — vil@g+d5-»'}-
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So we have

M —di—d3,hy—dr+d3, A3+d+d.
Z sq(dl,dz,d3)e( 1—d1—d3,hy—dr+d3,A3+d) + 2),
0=<d;<(M1—A2)
0=<d,<(A3—A3)
0<d3<(h1—d))—(A2—d2)

where s, (d1, dz, d3) is as computed in Eq. 6.
3. n = 2, formula for chy;(M())). We let A = (A1, Ap) with A} — A» € R. We have the
same formula as ch(L(A)), except the basis is parametrized differently:

chs (M) =Y (=D!{[ili -1 HI(Ga — k1) + i — 1]y JeH17H22F0,
0<i
4. n = 3, formula for chy(M(1)). We let A = (A1, A2, A3) with A; — A;41 € R. We have
the same formula as chg(L(})), except the basis is parametrized differently:
chy(M () = Z sq(dy, da, d3)e()“1_d1 —d3,dop—dytd3 Mytditdy)
dy,dr,d3>0

where s4(dy, da, d3) is computed in Eq. 6.
5. n =2, formula for lim;_, chy(M(1)). Using (3) and Eq. 4, we have

lim chy(M(2)) = (=D =1+ (DHG2 = hy +i = 1)
=1 0<i
X(Aa — Ay 41 —2) -+ (hy — Ap)JePr1ir2tD)
_ Z(_l)i(_l)min{o, Po—ha+i=1]+1) _ ymin{0, o=k} oG = ha+i)
0<i
6. n =3, formula for lim,_, | chy(M(1)). We note that in Eq. 6, the terms dy, d3, di +d3

are all positive, so we have

E}LH% sq(dy, da, d3) ={(da—d+v2—v1)(d2+Vv2—Vv1) (V2 =V — 1) (g-1)!

x(W3—=v1 = Dg—n!(v3—v2 — D (gy—1) [ (d2+v2—V1) (d4d5- 1)}
Thus,
limchS(M(A)) — (_l)min{O,[vzfvl71j+l)(_l)min(O,LU37v271j+1}(_1)min{0,[\J37vlflj+l}
g—1

x 3 (ida=di+vz =Yy vy vy O L@ D)
dl,dg,d320
X(_l)min{O,[vgfvl717(d171)J)(_1)min(0,LV371)2717(d271)j}(_1)min{0,[d2+v27v1J+l}

_1\ymin{0, [da+v2—vi—(d1+d3—D]} | , (A1 —d1 —d3. Ay —dr+d3,A3+d1 +d>) .
x (1) e ;

recall that v; =i — A; — 1.
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