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ON THE NON-VANISHING CONDITION FOR A4(\) OF U(p,q) IN THE
MEDIOCRE RANGE

DU CHENGYU

ABSTRACT. The modules A4()) of U(p, q) can be parameterized by their annihilators and
asymptotic supports, both of which can be identified using Young tableaux. Trapa de-
veloped an algorithm for determining the tableaux of the modules Aq4()) in the mediocre
range, along with an equivalent condition to determine non-vanishing. The condition in-
volves a combinatorial concept called the overlap, which is not straightforward to compute.
In this paper, we establish a formula for the overlap and simplify the condition for ease of
use. We then apply it to K-types and the Dirac index of Aq()).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a real reductive group. It is well known that the cohomologically induced
modules Aq()\) exhaust the unitary representations of G when the infinitesimal character
is real, integral and strongly regular. At singular infinitesimal characters the situation is
much less understood. In the weakly fair range, the A4(\) modules still provide a long list
of unitary modules. For the group G'= U(p, ¢), Vogan conjectured that the modules Aq(\)
include all the unitary modules with integral infinitesimal characters:

Conjecture (Vogan). The cohomologically induced modules Aq4(\) in the weakly fair range
exhaust the unitary Harish-Chandra modules for U(p, q) whose infinitesimal character is a
weight-translate of p.

Recently, this conjecture is proved in the case of U(p,2) in [8], but one needs Aq(\) in the
mediocre range, which is slightly wider than the weakly fair range. In the case of U(p, ¢), the
modules A4(A) in the mediocre range is either irreducible or zero. Therefore, the primary
problem is to establish a non-vanishing criterion for A4(\). Trapa established such a criterion
in [7] when studying the algorithm of the annihilators of A4(\). Roughly speaking, to obtain
a nonzero Aq(A), the singularity of the infinitesimal character should be smaller than the
overlap. Both of the notions, the singularity and the overlap, are defined by combinatorial
ways. The definition of the overlap involves heavy operations on Young tableaux. Due to
the complicated definition of the overlap, the criterion is not easy to use.

In this paper, we prove a formula for the overlap. The formula simply adds up some
integers which are given by the 6-stable parabolic subalgebra q. This formula renders the
criterion in [7] operable for practical application. In particular, this criterion becomes pretty
simple for Aq(A) in the nice range, see Theorem Il We will apply this criterion to the
study of K-types and the Dirac index of A4(\). Hopefully, this criterion can help prove the
conjecture mentioned above in the future.
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This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 will provide some preliminaries. In section
3, we will prove the formula for the overlap. In section 4, we update the non-vanishing
criterion for Aq()\) and apply it to the K-types. We prove that K-types of a particular
highest weight must exist in Aq()\). Section 5 applies the criterion to the Dirac index. We
give a non-vanishing criterion for the Dirac index of A4(\) in the nice range.

2. PRELIMINARIES

From now on, let G be U(p, q), and let K = U(p) x U(q) be the fixed points of the Cartan
involution of inverse conjugate transpose. On the Lie algebra level, let 6 be the differentiated
Cartan involution and let gg = €y 4+ s9 be the corresponding decomposition. We drop the
subscript for complexification.

2.1. K-conjugacy classes of f-stable parabolic subalgebras of g. We will need a very
explicit description of (K-conjugacy classes of) f-stable parabolic subalgebras q = [@u of g.
Let {(p1,q1), -, (pr,qr)} be an ordered sequence of pairs of non-negative integers (not both
zero for each pair). Set p =), p;, ¢ = >, ¢i- Define U(p, q) with respect to the Hermitian
form H, defined by a diagonal matrix I)p, ¢ consisting of p; pluses, then ¢; minuses, then
p2 pluses, and so on. Let E;; be the matrix where the (7, j)-th entry is 1 and the rest entries
are zero. Based on the Hermitian form Hy defining U(p, q), E;; is in € if and only if the i-th
and the j-th entry of I, , are either both + or both —.

Fix the diagonal torus 7' C K with Lie algebra tg, and set tg = /—1ty. Write A(g,t) for
the roots of t in g and make standard choice of positive roots, AT (g,t) = {e; — ¢;]i < j}.
Let p denote the half-sum of all positive roots. Further, let o; := e; — e;41 represent the
i-th simple root. With all these choices, a weight v = (vy,...,v,) € t is g-dominant if and
only if 1y > 19 > --- > v,. Aroot e; — ¢ is a root of K if and only if the i-th and the j-th
entry of Hy are either both 4 or both —. Denote A(¥, t) as the root system of £, and choose
AT(Et) = AT(g,t) N A(Et). Tt is a bit complicated to describe the £-dominant chamber.
So, we introduce another way to write the coordinates of a weight v to fit in the shape of ¢.

Similar to the matrix I, 4, we denote the first p; entries as 1/1+ , 1/2+ .-+, v, then the next ¢

e
: - - - : + +
entries as vy ,v5 , -+ ,V,,, and then the next py entries v, ,y, -+, 1, 4., and so on. In the
end, we have
— (7 ot +.,= = - +. -
(21) V_(V17V27"'7Vp1a7/177/27"'7Vq1|"'|"'7ypa"'7yq)'

Denote n; = p; + g;. We intentionally divide the (p + ¢)-tuple into blocks of length ny, na,
-+, Ny, to remind us the structure of £. And in each block, we use a semicolon to separate
the positive part and the negative part. With the new notations, a weight v is -dominant
if and only if

+ + . - - ;
(22) Vj >Vj+1a V]’ >Vj+17 \V/j

Let [ denote the block diagonal subalgebra gl(ny,C)®--- @ gl(n,,C), and let u denote the
strict block upper-triangular subalgebra, and write ¢ = [®u. Then q is a #-stable parabolic
subalgebra of g. As the ordered sequences of pairs of non-negative integers range over all

(s q1)s+  (Pry )}y pzzpi,q:Zqi,
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the g constructed in this way exhaust the K-conjugacy classes of #-stable parabolic subal-
gebras of g. A f-stable parabolic ¢ = [ @ u attached to a sequence {(p1,q1), -, (Pr,qr)}
means the one described above. Let L be the Levi subgroup of q. In the coordinates given
above, any unitary 1-dimensional ([, L N K)-module, restricted to T', has differential

—— —
(23) )\:()\17"'7)\1’ """ ‘)‘7’7'”)‘7“)€t[f&7

with each A; € Z. The module A4(A) is the cohomologically induced module Lgimyne(C),
where C is a 1-dimensional unitary ([, L N K)-module. See more detail of cohomological
induction in [5].

Definition 2.1. The character A is said to be in the mediocre range for q = [ @ u if
Ind§(Cypp) @ AP u) is irreducible for all ¢ > 0. The X is said to be in the weakly good
range if A + p is g-dominant. The A is said to be in the weakly fair range if A + p(u) is
g-dominant.

Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ = [ @ u be attached to {(p1,q1), -, (pryqr)}, and let Cy be a one-
dimensional (I, L N K)-module. Write
(24) UV = (V:El)7 PR V(l) ...... ’ V£T)7 PR V(T)) = )\ —|— p7

s Yny

where n; = p; + q;. Then the definition of mediocre, weakly good, and weakly fair can be
equivalently rephrased in the following way.

(1) The X is in mediocre range if, for each pair i < j, either Vfi) > ij) or I/T(fi) > 1/,(%);

(2) The X is in weakly good range if, for each pair i < j, V,(l? > Vij);
(8) The X is in weakly fair range if, for each pair i < j, I/Y) + Vr(fi) > V%J) + V,(%).
In the discussion of Aq(\) modules of U(p, q), we need one more kind of range of positivity,
which is called nice. It is introduced in [7].

Definition 2.3. Let q, A and v be the same as in Lemma 221 We say \ is nice for q if, for

each pair ¢ < j, we have both Vii) > ij ) and I/r(fi) > V,(Lé).

It is not hard to see that
weakly good = nice = weakly fair = mediocre.

When A is in the mediocre range, Aq(A) is either irreducible unitary or zero. This fact is
correct for U(p, q) but not for general reductive groups. Chapter 8 of [5] provides sufficient
conditions from which to conclude this fact.

2.2. Young Tableaux and A,(\) modules of U(p,q). Irreducible Aq(\) modules can be
parameterized by pairs consisting of an (A + p)-antitableau and a (p, ¢)-signed tableau of
the same shape. This is due to Barbasch, Vogan [I] and Trapa [7]. We first state the main
results for the parameterization and then explain the terminologies involved.

Theorem 2.4. [I] Suppose that v € p+ Z" is a weight lattice translate of the infinitesimal
character of the trivial representation. The map assigning an irreducible Harish-Chandra
module for U(p,q) with infinitesimal character v to the pair consisting of its annihilator
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and its asymptotic support is an injection. On the level of tableaux, the map assigns a v-
antitableau and a signature (p, q)-signed tableau of the same shape to each irreducible module
of infinitesimal character v, and any such pair arises in this way.

In the case of Aq of U(p,q), the v-antitableau corresponds to the annihilator due to
Joseph’s parameterization of primitive ideals of gl(n, C); and the signed tableau corresponds
to the asymptotic support due to [2], 9.3.3.

Given a partition k = k1 + ko +- - - + ks with k; decreasing, we can associate a left-justified
arrangement of k boxes, where the i-th row contains k; boxes. Such an arrangement is a
called a Young diagram of size k. Roughly speaking, a v-antitableau is a Young diagram
filled with coordinates of v satisfying some decreasing condition; and a (p, ¢)-signed tableau

is a Young diagram filled with p ”+” and ¢ ”—". Below are the precise definitions of these
concepts.

Definition 2.5. If v = (v, - , 1) is a k-tuple of real numbers, a v-quasitableau is defined
to be any arrangement of v, - - - , v in a Young diagram of size k. If a v-quasitableau satisfies

the condition that the entries weakly increase across rows and strictly increase down columns,
it is called a v-tableau. Replacing ”increase” by ”decrease” in the definition of v-tableau
defines a v-antitableau. The underlying Young diagram of a quasitableau/antitableau is
called its shape.

Definition 2.6. A signed Young tableau of signature (p,q) is an equivalence class of
Young diagrams whose boxes are filled with p pluses and ¢ minuses so that the signs alternate
across rows; two signed Young diagrams are equivalent if they can be made to coincide by
interchanging rows of equal length.

There is a detailed description of how to construct such a pair of tableaux for A4(\) of
U(p, q) in Theorem [2.9] Briefly speaking, the process involves two steps: first, one constructs
the (p, q)-signed tableau to determine the shape, and then duplicates that shape and fills
it with the coordinates of v to obtain the v-antitableau. The following algorithm refers to
Lemma 5.6 of [7].

Definition 2.7. Suppose q is attached to the ordered pairs of integers {(p;,q;)} and let
P = >.pi ¢ = ¢ The (p,q)-signed tableau of A4(\) is constructed by induction. In
the i-th step, we obtain a signed tableau Sjc by adding p; pluses and ¢; minuses to Sft_l
constructed in the previous step. The first column has length ny = p; + ¢1, which means
each row has one entry and in total there are p; pluses and ¢; minuses. The order of the
signs does not matter for now. They could be adjusted in the arrangement of later columns.
Now, suppose we already have Sft_l and planning to construct Sjc. We should follow these
rules:

(1) At most one sign is added to each row-end; add signs from the top to bottom, until
the new signs run out.

(2) If arow is ended by ” +”, add a” —” to it; if a row is ended by 7 —”, add a 7 47
to it. Equivalently, in each row the signs are arranged alternatively.

(3) In total there are p; 7 +” and ¢; 7 — .

(4) If 7 47 or 7 —” runs out when doing (2)), skip the row.

(5) If all rows of S% have new signs added and there are still more signs remaining, start
a new row for each sign left over.
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(6) After all n; = p; + ¢; signs are arranged, the resulting diagram may not necessarily
have rows of decreasing length, but one can choose a tableau equivalent to S;_l and
redo the process so that the result does have rows of decreasing length.

Eventually, we obtain a representative of the equivalent class of signed tableau S. We say
that this S is attached to q.

Example 2.8. Let q be a #-stable parabolic subalgebra attached to {(2,1),(3,1),(0,2)}.
The signed tableau attached to q is constructed based on Definition [2.7] as follows

+[]
_
-

+

[+H]+]+] 1 [+
[+]+]+]+]

After the signed tableau of A4(\) is obtained, one can then easily construct the (A + p)-
antitableau as stated in the following theorem, which works for Aq()) in the good range.
Later in section 4, we will prove that the following theorem can be extended to the nice
range.

Theorem 2.9. [7, Theorem 6.4] Let q = [ @ u be attached to {(p1,q1), -+, (pr,q)}, and let
Cy be a one-dimensional (I, L N K)-module in the good range for q, and let

1 1 r r *
(25) V:(V§)7"'7V;z()1)-l,-q1; """ ;Vf)f“?y;z()r)—i-qr):)‘_‘_pet]l@‘

The tableau parameters (Theorem [27)) of Aq(\) are obtained inductively as follows. Start
with the empty pair of tableaux and assume that the (s — 1) step has been completed giving
a pair (Ss_l,Sft_l). S4 is obtained by adding ps pluses and qs minuses to Sft_l according
to the algorithm just describe above; S°® is the tableau of the same shape of ST obtained

by adding the coordinates st), )

s Vpotqs S€quentially from top to bottom in the remaining
unspecified boxes.

Definition 2.10. [7] A skew diagram is any diagram obtained by removing a smaller Young
diagram from a larger one that contains it. A skew column is a skew tableau whose shape
consists of at most one box per row and whose entries strictly increase when moving down
in the diagram. A skew column is called difference-one if its consecutive entries (when
moving down the column) decrease by exactly one when moving down the column.

Theorem also attach the v-antitableau a partition into difference-one skew columns,
S = []Si, and each skew column S; is described in the theorem. But this theorem only
works for A in good range for q. For A in the mediocre range, the tableau obtained in this
way is not necessarily a v-antitableau. Extra work on the tableaux level is needed. Trapa
fixed this issue in [7] by developing an algorithm on the v-antitableau. Here we will briefly
state his result in Theorem 2.13] but skip the algorithm.

In [7, section 6], the ranges of positivity of Lemma([2.2]is translated to the level of tableaux.
Let A and q be associated to some partition S = [ Sk, and ¢ < 7,
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(1) S; and S; are said to be in mediocre position if either of the following conditions
is satisfied: the smallest entry in \S; is greater than or equal to the smallest entry in
S;; or the largest entry in S;is greater than or equal to the largest entry of Sj.

(2) S; and S; are said to be in (weakly) fair position if the average of the entries in S;
is (weakly) greater than the average of the entries in Sj.

(3) S; and S; are said to be in (weakly) good position if the smallest entry in S;
(weakly) greater than the largest entry in S;.

(4) S; and S; are said to be in nice position if both the smallest entry in S; is greater
than or equal to the smallest entry of S;, and the largest entry in S; is greater than
or equal to the largest entry in S;.

(5) The entire partition is called mediocre, fair, good, or nice if all pairs of its skew
columns are in the specified position.

Definition 2.11. [7] Given two adjacent columns C' = S; and D = S of a partition of S
into skew columns, we first define an integer depending only on the shape of C' and D in the
following way. Label the entries of C' and D (moving sequentially down each skew column)
as c1,--+ , ¢k, and dy, -+ ,d;. For 1 < m < min{k,(}, define a condition

condition m: cp_,ay is strictly left of d; in .S, for 1 < i < m.

Define the overlap of C' and D, denoted by overlap(C, D), to be the largest m < min{k,[}
so that condition m holds. In particular, if condition m never holds, define overlap(C, D)=0.

Definition 2.12. [7] The singularity of C' and D, denoted sing(C, D), is defined to be the
number of pairs of identical entries among the ¢; and d;.

Theorem 2.13. Let q be a 0-stable parabolic and Cy be a one-dimensional (I, LN K )-module
in the mediocre range for q. Let v = X+ p = (v1, -+ ,vp), and construct a v-quasitableau
S, together with a partition into difference-one skew columns S =[] S;, as in Theorem [2.9.
Then there is an algorithm (described in [7]) to locate a distinguished S" = [[S! equivalent
(in the sense of [T, Definition 7.4]) to S = [[ S; such that either S" = 0; or S’ is actually a
v-antitableau and [ S} is in the nice position with

(26) overlap(S,(, Sz{-i-l) Z Sing(sz{a z{—i-l)v Vi

The module Aq(X) is nonzero if and only if the latter case holds and in this case, Ann(Aq(\)) =
S’

Remark of Theorem [Z13. In the intermediate steps of the algorithm mentioned above, one
will obtain a sequence of tableaux, each of which should pass the requirement (2.6]). The
consequence of failing is that the tableau vanishes. In this note, we do not need the
detail of the algorithm and the definition of the equivalence of two partitions of a tableau.
So, we omit the detail here. For readers that are interested, please check sections 6 and 7 of
[7]. What we will study further is the non-zero criterion (2.0]).

2.3. Dirac cohomology and Dirac index. We fix a non-degenerate invariant symmetric
bilinear form B on g. Then £ and s are orthogonal to each other under B. Fix an orthonormal
basis {Z1, -, Zdims, } of 80 with respect to the inner product on s¢ induced by B. Let U(g)
be the universal enveloping algebra, and let C'(s) be the Clifford algebra. As introduced by
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Parthasarathy in [6], the Dirac operator is defined as
dim sg
D= Zi®ZcU(g)®Cs).
i=1

It is easy to check that D does not depend on the choice of the orthonormal basis {Z;}.
Let sping; be a spin module for the Clifford algebra C(s). For any (g, K)-module X, the
Dirac operator D acts on X ® sping, and the Dirac cohomology defined by Vogan is the
following K-module:

Hp(X) :=kerD/(ker D Nim D).
Here K is the spin double cover of K. That is
K = {(k,s) € K x spin(so)|Ad(k) = p(s)},

where Ad : K — SO(sp) is the adjoint map, and p : spin(sg) — SO(so) is the universal
covering map.

Let A(s,t) be the set of roots of s, and put

Af(s, ) =A(s,) NAT(g, 1), A7(s,) =As,) N A7 (g, 1)
Denote p, to be the half sum of roots in A*(s,t). We have the corresponding isotropic
decomposition
s=s5" @5, where sT = ZaeAﬂs,t) g, and 67 = ZaeA,(“) Ja-
Then
sping = /\5+ ®C_,,.
The spin module decomposes into two parts as
even odd

Sping = /\ sT®C_,; sping, = /\5+ ®C_p,.

Let X be any (g, K)-module, the Dirac operator D interchanges X ® spinz’; and X ® sping,.
Thus the Dirac cohomology Hp(X) decomposes into the even part and the odd part, which
will be denoted by H})(X) and Hp(X) respectively. The Dirac index is defined as

DI(X) := Hj(X) ~ Hp(X),

which is a virtual K-module. It is obvious that if DI(X) is non-zero, then Hp(X) is non-zero.
However, the converse is not true.

3. A FORMULA FOR THE OVERLAP

3.1. New notations for tableaux. In this section, we have to frequently describe the
relative positions of the entries of signed tableaux. To avoid redundant descriptions, we
introduce some new notations.

In general, we use square brackets [b] to represent an entry in a tableau. Let S = [[S;
be a partition, and let S* = Hz‘gk S; be the union of its first k£ skew columns. For a specific
skew column S;, we denote the ¢-th entry, counting from top to bottom, as [¢] (4). Note that
this entry may not be located in the ¢-th row of S7 due to possible skip in the arrangement of
S;. Let Sy be a representative of an equivalent class of signed tableaux, and let S = HS}Z
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be a partition. If the sign of [t]) is known, we append the sign to the notation, such as [t ](] )

kg

for a negative entry and for a positive one. When only the sign information is needed,
we may simplify the notation to [+]¥) and [~]¥), or even just [+] or [~] when the specific
skew column is not relevant.

If an entry [t;]U1) is below (or in the same row of) another entry [to]U2), we say [t]01) >t
[t2]U2) (or [t1]U1) = [t5]02)). If an entry [t;]UV) is right to (or in the same vertical column
of) another entry [t3]2), we say [t;]U0) > [t3]02) (or [t1]01) =% [t5]2)). We may reverse
the direction of these ”inequalities” to indicate the contrary situations. In fact, if we regard
S as a set of entries, then (S, 2$) is an ordered set with respect to the vertical position, and
(S4,>%) is an ordered set with respect to the horizontal position.

In the arrangement of Si,j in Sy, we say [t]Y) is paired up with [s](?), denoted as
[t]0) ~ [s]@), if they are adjacent and in the same row. Definitely, they are of different signs.
We define some finite sets of (pairs of) entries as follows:

[o] (@) ~ [o] (i+1)  the set of pairs of entries from S’iﬂ- and gi’i_l,_l that are paired up.
[x] ~ [8]#+D)  the set of entries from Si ;11 that are not paired up with
entries from Sy ;.

[0] @) ~ [x] the set of entries from S'i,i that are not paired up in the
arrangement of S‘i,iﬂ.

[o] ) <t [x] the set of entries from S’i,l that are strictly above [x].

[.]@ the set of all [+] in S

[o]@ the set of all [—] in S

In practice, we may combine or slightly adjust these notations to describe sets. But one can
quickly understand the meaning based on the table above. For example, [0]9 <¥ [#] means
the set of positive entries from SiJ that are above or in the same row as [z]. We will use #
to denote the cardinality of a finite set. These newly defined notations can greatly reduce
wordy description of the tableaux. As the first application, we shall restate the condition-m
for adjacent skew columns S; and S;41 in Definition 2.11] using the new notations:

condition-m: [k —m + )W) << [{JU+) in S, for 1 < i < m,
where £ is the length of S;.

3.2. A partition consistent with the equivalent classes of signed tableaux. Given an
equivalent class of signed tableau Sy with signature (p, ¢) and a #-stable parabolic subalgebra
attached to the ordered sequence {(p1,q1), -+, (Pr,qr)}, @ nature question is that whether
Sy is attached to q.

Definition 3.1. Let {Si,---,S,} be a set of disjoint skew columns of a v-quasitableau S,
and suppose S = [1Si.- Then we say that the set {S;} forms a partition of S into skew
columns if S7 := [[,_. <j Si Is a quasitableau for each j =1,2,--- ,r.

Proposition 3.2. Let q be a 0-stable parabolic subalgebra attached to the ordered sequence
{(p1,q1), -+, (pj,q)}. Let St be an equivalent class of signed tableau. Then Sy is attached
to q if and only if there exits a representative S, hamng a partition Sy = 11 Sij with the
following property for all j: (1) each skew column Si,g has p; [+] and q; [—]; (2) if a row is
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skipped in the arrangement of S'i,j in Sy, then the rows of S'i including and in between the
first skipped row and the last row of Si end in the same sign.

Example [2.§] fits in this proposition very well. In the second step, row 3 is skipped; and
we see until row 5 all rows end by [+]. In the last step, row 2 is skipped; and we see both
the second row and the third row end by [—].

Proof of 3.2 Suppose Sy is attached to {(p1,q1),--- ,(pj,q;)}, which means S, is obtained
by the rules in Definition 27l The process in Definition 2.7 naturally makes a partition
satisfying part (1) of the property. The rule (4) of Definition 2.7] causes skips, and this rule
is applied when one of the signs are run out. Suppose [—] is run out. Then starting from
the row skipped, all entries arranged later are all [+]. This phenomenon is exactly part (2)
of the property we want.

Suppose such a partition Sy = 11 S’iJ satisfying the property exists. We shall prove that
each skew column in this partition can be constructed following the rules of Definition 271
There is no problem for the first column. For any j > 1, suppose [, j S’iJ is done. For the
j-th skew column, one follows the rule (2) and (5) of Definition 7] until hitting a skip. We
shall prove this is the place exactly when rule (4) is triggered. We may assume that a [—] is
skipped. By part (2) of the property, all entries of S’iJ— to be arranged after this point are
negative. So, all positive entries of Si,j have been arranged already. Hence positive entries
run out and one should make a skip. Repeat the process then we complete the arrangement
of the j-th skew column. One last thing is rule (6). In fact, the situation described in rule
(6) will not happen because we construct the tableau following a given partition, and a
partition naturally preserve decreasing lengths of rows. O

Definition 3.3. (see the prose following [7, def. 6.10]) Suppose S, is a representative of a
signed tableau Sy of the same shape of S, and the partition of S =[] S; into skew columns

induces a partition Sy = ]_[S’il of S;.. Define Sﬁc = ]_L-gj Sil Let (p;,q;) denote the
number of [+] and [~] in S, and let ¢ be the #-stable parabolic attached to the ordered
sequence {(p1,q1), -, (pj,q;)} of the appropriate g/ = gl(n;,C). We say that the partition
S =] S; is consistent with (the representative) Sy if the following explicit condition hold
for all j: if a row is skipped in the arrangement of Si,j in S’i, then the rows of Si including
and in between the first skipped row and the last row of S’i end in the same sign.

3.3. Proof of the overlap formula. In the following lemma, we collect some observations
that will be frequently used later.

Lemma 3.4. Let S =[] S; be a partition consistent with a signed tableau representative S
and let Sy =[] S+ ; be the induced partition. Here are some observations:

(1) In the same skew column, say the i-th column, t| > to implies [t;]® >¥ [ta]@.

(2) Suppose [t] is paired up with some entry [s] which is not in Sy ;1. If there exists
at least one entry of S+ ;1 below [s], then there is a skip at the place of [s] in the
arrangement of Si,i_l.
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(3) Suppose [t]~Y) is not paired up with any entry from Si,;. If there exists at least
on entry of Si,i below [t]U=Y), then there is a skip at the place of [t]~Y in the
arrangement of S'il

(4) Suppose two entries [t1] and [ts] are the last entries of two different rows of S7 for
certain j. Then [t1] > [to] implies [t1] < [ta].

(5) In adjacent columns, say the i-th and (i + 1)-th columns, [s]® =¥ [t]0+D) implies
[s](i) <& [t](z’—i-l).

(6) If a row of Si_l ending by [+] is skipped in the arrangement of Si,j mn Si, then all
[—]19) must be strictly above this [+]. If a row of Si_l ending by [—] is skipped in the
arrangement of S'i,j in S, then all [+]9) must be strictly above this [—].

7) If multiple entries x| are skipped in the arrangement of Sy in Si, then all |z,
7-7
have the same sign.

Proof. (1), (2) and (3) is trivial.

(4) This is because the rows of a tableau have decreasing lengths. The equal happens
when the two rows have equal length.

(5) Suppose [t]*1) is paired up with [z], then [z] =¥ [s]®, and [z] <** [t]+1). Notice both
[z] and [s]®) are the row end of S%. By (3), [z] =* [s]®). Hence, [s]®) <** [2] < [t]0FD).

(6) and (7) are due to the last sentence of Definition B.31 O
Lemma 3.5. Let S = [[ Sk be a partition consistent with a signed tableau representative
Sy and let S+ =1]] S*ik be the induced partition. Suppose S'i,i has p; [+] and q; [—] for all
i. Denote m; = min{p;, ¢i+1} + min{p;y+1,¢} and n; = p; + ¢q;. Then

(3.1) s —mi + ] =[], V5 <m.
Proof. Part I: The case of p; 2 qi+1 and ¢; = Dit1-

Define a number s = #([o]® <¥ [j]0+D). Then [n; — m; + j] =¥ [j]TY is equivalent to
n; —m;j +j — s > 0. We compute the difference n; — m; and j — s separately.

ni —mi = (i +¢i) = (is1 + gip1) = # (017 ~ [x]) = #([x] ~ [0 V).
And,
j—s—1 :#(([x] ~ [,](i+1)) N ([.](z'—i-l) 1 [j](i-',-l)))
— (o]0 ~ [ N (o] < 5))).

Notice that the first equation actually counts the entries not paired up by the other column.
Similar explanation applies to the second equation but only for the entries above [§](+1) and
[s]®). Now we have

ni—mi+j—s =1+ # (8]0 ~ [x]) 1 (o] > [s]0)))

(%) = #(([x] ~ [o] (1)) 1 ([0] O+ ST [j](i—i—l)))
=(denoted by) 1+ 21 — 29.
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If z0 = 0, then the proof is done. Assume the contrary and let
(@)D € ([x] ~ [0 ) 1 ([o]FFD ST [j]0HD),
Notice that [d] (+1) cannot be the first entry of a row due to the assumption that p; + ¢; >
Di+1 + gi+1. In other words, Sy ;41 is too short to start a new row. Thus [d] (+1) must be
paired up with an entry.
Without loss of generality, we may assume [d]+1) is paired up with a positive entry [z],
and hence [d]0+Y) € [o] G+ We now prove by hypothesis that

(x1) (9@ ~ [x]) N (o] <F (@)D = 0.

Assume the contrary, and let [C]Sf) be then by Lemma [3.4] (3), there is a skip happened at
[c]gf) in the arrangement of Sy ;1. By Definition B3} all entries of S1 ;41 below [c]gf) should
be positive. This is contrary to the fact that [d](+) e [-]8*”. Thus (x1) is correct.

This (x1) implies
(+2) #(([oO ~ 1<) 1 (10D >F (@) > # (o] ~ [x])

Because [d]0TD =T [j]0+D =T [5)) we have that z; is greater than the left side of (%2).
Hence

(+2) a2 #(0)Y ~ [x).
Now we compute the right side of (x2),
# (o) ~ [x]) = pi = qo1 +#(x] ~ ).

By Lemma[3.4] (2) and the fact that the length of 5”?1 is less than S’ﬁt, we know all entries in
([x] ~ []@*1) cause skips. By Lemma[34l(7), they should all have the same sign. Our early
assumption indicates that one of these entries, which is [d] (+1)  has negative sign. Thus

(1] ~ o)) o)

Continue on (¥2),

— 1 — giv1 + #([x] ~ [ )
= i — Gip1 + #([x] ~ [o]FD)
ZPi — Qi1+ 22 = 2.

In the last line, the first inequality is due to the definition of z5, and the second inequal-
ity is due to the assumption p; > ¢;4+1 at the beginning of Part I. Finally, we have proved
ng—m;+j—s=1+2z —29>0.

Part 1I: The case of p; < ¢i+1 and ¢; < pit1-
Suppose [§]®) is paired up with an entry [s]®*!) from Si ;1. We claim that no entry
above [j]®) is skipped in the arrangement of St vl
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Assume the claim fails, and we may assume an [azl]gi) is skipped above [j]®) without loss
of generality. By Lemma[34] (6), all [O]QH) must be above this [a;l](j). Notice that ¢;+1 > pi,

which means [.]@ is not enough to get all [o] (i+1) paired up. Thus at least one of [e] (+1)

is paired up with an entry from Si_l. By Lemma [34] (2), an [x2]+ in gft_l is skipped in

the arrangement of S’iz Then by Definition B3] all entries of S’iJ below [z]; are positive,
(i+1)

which implies [j]® € [-]ﬁ’. Now we a contradiction: [s]+D) € [] but meanwhile all

[o] @+1 Should be above [ml]gf) which is even above [j](). Thus the claim holds.

The claim is equivalent to say that all entries above (and including) [j]*) are paired up
with entries from Sy ;1. A direct corollary is that s > j. Thus

[n; —m; +j](i) = [j](") _7 [S](i—i-l) >$ [j](i—i-l)'

Suppose [j] is not paired up with any entry from gi’i+1. A trivial situation is that [§]®
is not skipped in the arrangement of S:tﬂ;_i_l. This means all S:tﬂ;_l,_l are above [j](i). Then
[7]® <¥ [§]0+D is naturally true.

We may assume [j](i) is skipped in the arrangement of Si7i+1. Without loss of generality,
we may also assume [5]) € [.]Sﬁ). We put j = 1 as in the proof of the claim in (iii). The
[o] (i+1) (i
[zo]4+ which is above [j]gl_) As a conclusion, all [o]@ and [O]YH) are above [j]gl_) By Lemma
(4)

proof shows that all are above [j]). Moreover, by Lemma 3] (6), all [o] @ are above

B4 (7), those [o]@ cannot be skipped. Then those positive entries paired up with [e]* are

again above []]Sf) In total,

#(['](Hl) < [j]Sf)) >+ qiv1 = q+pi =]

Therefore,
(i —my + 5] =[] > )0,
Part III: The case of p; < ¢;+1 and q; > Pi+1-

We first prove a fact that at least one entry of [e] @ is skipped in the arrangement of 5’i7,~+1.
Because g; > p;11, at least one entry [yl]@ € ([o] ~ [x]). For the same reason, at least one
entry [ya] TV € ([x] ~ [o]@*V). Either the entry [yo] ™
paired up (on their left side) with an entry of S*ii_l). In the former case, [y2]§+1> >4 [yl]@
(i+1) ) 1 1,19 then

by Lemma [3.4] (3), there is a skip over [+] which is the entry paired up with [yg]gﬂ). As
](Z)

is the first entry of a row or it is

because all [y2] is arranged after all [8](). In the latter case, if [ys]

a consequence, [yi]-’ cannot have negative sign by Definition B3] Therefore, we have a

contradiction. As a conclusion, [yg]gﬂ) >t [yl]@. By Lemma [3.4] (3), there is a skip over
Y.

Now we go back to (B)). A trivial case is that no skip happens in the arrangement
of S:tﬂ;_l,_l above [j]0F1). Thus [j]¢+Y is actually in the j-th row. Meanwhile, n; — m; +
j = ¢ — pig1 + j > j, which means [k — m + j]®) must be below the j-th row. Hence
[k —m + 4] > [j]0+D,
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Suppose there exists an entry [ng]® <% [j]*+1 such that [ng]® is skipped in the ar-
rangement of 5}7“1. We already have an entry [yl](_z) skipped. By Lemma B.4] (7), we have
[no]® € [o](_z). We claim that

(+3) ([x] ~ [o] D) N ([o] £V <F [j]04D) = .

We prove the claim by hypothesis. Assume the contrary, and let [wi]_ be the entry paired
up with [wg]gfﬂ) which is above [j]0*1). By Lemma B4 (6) and the assumption on [no](_z),
[w2]$+1) <% Ing]™ <¥ [j]6+D). Thus by Lemma B4 (2), there is a skip over [wy]_ in the
arrangement of Sy ;. Then by Lemma 34 (6), [O]Sf) C ([o]® <¥ [wy]_). At this point, we
have proved that all [O]Si) and [.]$+1) are above [j]#+1). Therefore, j > p; + piy1 which is
contradict to the range j < m; = p; + p;+1. The claim is proved.

Define a number s = #([o]® <¥ [j]0+1). Then [n; — m; + j] =¥ [j]*+Y is equivalent to
n; —mj +j — s > 0. We compute the difference n; — m; and j — s separately.

j =5 =1 =g ((Ix] ~ 0 N ([a]FD < [j)041))
— # (o) ~ (<)) N (o] <F [5]FD))
=(denoted by) 2] — z5.
And because ¢; > p;+1, we have

G — Pi+1 = #([']@ ~ [X]) - #([X] ~ Mﬁﬂ))-

(i+1)

Notice there is a skip over [no]@. By Lemma[3.4] (6), [¢] " are all above [no](i)

above [j]*1). Combining this fact and (*3), we obtain that #([x] ~ [.]gﬁ*l)) = 0. By
Lemma B4 (7), we have

(6] ~ [y 1 (101D <F [15FD)) € (o] ~ [x]).

and hence

Therefore,
Qi — Pi+1 = 2.
Now we compute
ni—m;+j—8=q —Dpit1+2 —25+1>0.
As a result, [n; —m; + 5]@ =¥ [§]0+D,

Part IV: The case of p; > qi+1 and ¢; < p;+1. It is exactly the same as part III. O

Theorem 3.6. Let S =[] Sk be a partition consistent with a signed tableau representative
St and let S¢ =[] S4 i be the induced partition. Suppose S+ ; has p; [+] and g; [—] for all
i. Then the overlap of two adjacent skew columns S; and S;11 is

(3.2) overlap(S;, S;+1) = min{p;, gi+1} + min{p;+1, ¢}
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Proof. Denote m; = min{p;, ¢;+1} + min{p;11,¢;} and n; = p; + ¢; as in Lemma We
should prove two facts. One is that condition-m; holds, and the other one is that condition-
(m; + 1) fails. We have proved (B.1]), which is

[ni = mi + 4] =% [, ¥ j < my.
By Lemma [B.4] (5), we have

[ni —ms + 5] <7 [T,V § < ma.

Hence condition-m; holds.

In the case when p; > ¢;4+1 and ¢; > p;11, and the case when p; < ¢;+1 and ¢; < p;11, the
proof is done because m; equals the length of one of the skew columns. In the case when
q; > pi+1 and g;+1 > p;, we should continue to prove that condition-(m; 4+ 1) fails. Same for
the case when ¢; < p;11 and g;4+1 < p;, and the proof will be the same. Hence we will omit
it.

Now, suppose ¢; > p;+1 and ¢;4+1 > p;. We first prove a claim:

(%) At least one entry of [.]E“) is below all of [o](_z).

Assume the contrary, then there exists one entry [w]@ below all [e] 1), By Definition 3.3]
no positive entry above [w](_l) should be skipped in the arrangement of Sil As a result, all
[o] @+1 have to be paired up with [O]S:). This fact implies that p; > ¢;+1, which is contradict
to the assumption g;11 > p;.

Here we prove condition-(p; +p;+1+1) fails. Because of claim we just proved, we let [k*](_z)

be the last entry of [e ]( D and let [‘7*](2Jr )
21 = (o] ~ [o] D) ([-](Z“’ <[5,

2o = ([o]@ ~ [o] D) 1 ([0] ) <P 110Dy,
2= #([x] ~ [o] D) ([-]““ )Yy,

20 1= (0] ~ <)) N (o] <P [.]ETY)).

be the first negative entry below [k:*](_l) Define

Then

Je=aytay 4L

ke = o) + b + 25,
In this case, n; = p; + q;, and m; = p; + p;+1. We compute
n; — (mi 4+ 1) + ju = qi — pip1 + 27 + 5 + 2.

By claim () and Lemma B.4] (6), all [o]@ and [o]Sﬁ”Ll) are above [j,]*tY. Thus

g —pi+1=2{—25.
Eventually, we have n; — (m; + 1) + j. = ky and [k —m + j,]© = [k, ](i). By the definition of

k]9, we know that [j,]"TY >? [k—m+7,]". By LemmaBa (4), [j,]“™ <& [k—m+,].
Hence condition-(p; + p;+1 + 1) fails. O
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4. NON-VANISHING CRITERION FOR Ag(\) IN THE NICE RANGE

Once we have the formula for the overlap, we can do a one-step application in Theorem
213 by simply writing (2.6)) as
min{p;, ¢i4+1} + min{p;+1, ¢} > sing(S;, Si11),
where S; has p; [+] and ¢; [—] for all . What more interesting happens when A is in the nice

range, see Theorem [A.Jl Using the notation in (2.3]), A being in the nice range is equivalent
to

(4.1) )‘H—l - )\i < min{m,niﬂ}, Vi.

In this section, we will discuss the v-quasitableau constructed in Theorem We need
to updates some notations. Write v = X + p as is ([2.4]). Define

(4.2) Rij = {Vfi)’ . 7Vr(zii)} N {Vij), Y,

Y TL]
and let R;; := #R,;;, the cardinality of R;;. We write R;; as RZ(;) when consider it as a

subset of {l/i(i), e ,1/,(1?}. Recall the way we construct S from Aq()\), the entry [j]@ is filled
with V](-Z). We call V](-Z) the value of [j]®).

Theorem 4.1. Let Aq(X\) be in the nice range, where q is attached to {(p1,q1), -, (pr @)}
Let (S, S+) be a pair of v-quasitableau and signed tableau constructed in Theorem[2.9. Then
Aq(X) is nonzero if and only if

(4.3) Ait1 — Ai < min{p;, gip1} + min{q;, piy1}, Vi
And when ({{.3) holds, S is a v-antitableau.

Proof. Because A is in the nice range, it is easy to see that the singularity of two adjacent
skew columns is

>\i+1 — >\i, if /\i+1 > )\i;
0 otherwise.

sing(S;, Si+1) = Riiy1 = {

Suppose Aq(A) is nonzero, then by Theorem 2.13] and B.6, we directly have (£.3]).

Now we prove (@3] implies that S is a v-antitableau. Let [j]7) be an entry in the v-

quasitableau. We shall prove l/](-io) is greater or equal to the value of the entry right and

adjacent to it ,and strictly greater than the value of the entry below and adjacent it. Because

A is in the nice range for q, V](-ZO) either contributes to the singularity R;, ;,4+1 or is strictly

greater than all {v{°""}. In the latter case, 1"

J
V](.fo) for all j/ > j. Consider the entries below and adjacent

to [j](), and the one right and adjacent to [j]). Their values are either in {Vsi/)‘i/ > i}

is strictly greater than all {Vsi/)} as long

as i > ig. Meanwhile, V](-ZO) >

or {V§f°)|j’ > j}. Thus the value of [j]+1) is strictly greater than them.

Now we may assume VJ(.iO) contributes to the singularity R;,;,+1. In other words, V](-io) €
Z(-é?i)o 41~ Let [jo]+1) be the entry in S;, 11 which has the same value as [j](). Because X is
(40)

in the nice range for q, R, ’; |, are the values of the bottom entries of the skew column Sj,.
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Let k be the length of S;, and write R = Ry, i,+1. Then j = k— R+ jo. Let m be the overlap
of S;, and Sj,11. Then by Lemma B3] [k —m + jg) ) >1 [jo]Go+) | Meanwhile, (@3] implies
m > R. Hence [k — R+ o]0 > [k—m—+jo](0). Therefore, [k— R+ jo]) >t [jo]CGo+D. And
as a corollary, we have [k — R+ jo](0) < [j]@*D . As a conclusion, [j]() = [k — R 4 jo] )
is lower than and strictly left to the entry with same value in the next skew column Sj,41.

Let [z]* be the entry right and adjacent to [§](®). If i, = ig+ 1, then by the conclusion in
the previous paragraph, it is at least below the entry which has equal value as [j] (i) As a
result, the value of [2]* is no more than that of [j]%. If i, > ig -+ 1, there are two situations.
The trivial one is that 1/](.20) is strictly greater than all of {I/SZ”)}. In the other situation, we
can consecutively apply the conclusion of the previous paragraph. Eventually, we conclude
that, in S;,, the entry with the same value as [j](©) is on the right side of and at least above
[7]00). Hence, the value of [z]% is no more than that of []().

Let [y]() be the entry below and adjacent to [§](©). All the proof in the paragraph can
be copied here. But in this case, the value of [y](%) is strictly less than that of [j]#) because
it is below [j](). Now we have proved S is a v-antitableau.

Suppose ([.3) holds. Then S is a v-antitableau. Theorem 213l implies that this Aq(\) is

O

nonzero.
Corollary 4.2. Theorem is correct for Aq(\) in the nice range.

We end this section with an application of Theorem [Tl to K-types.

Proposition 4.3. Let a nonzero Aq(\) be in the nice range. Then X+ 2p(uNs) must be a
K-type of Aq(N).

Proof. Let

ni N )

A=Aty Ay ]eeeee Ay Ar) € £,

where n; = p; + ¢;. For the convenience of writing, we write it as
A= (x| m2)xg] o [ () ).

Here (e means an n-tuple whose entries have the same value. The formula of 2p(; N ') is

2 15) = (P14 gy | @2y 5 @2y |y Gy, ),

Their coordinates are

Mp ==Y @+ Y a5 M-=—Y i+ Y D

1<j t>j 1<j t>j
By 22)), A + 2p(uns) is &-dominant if and only if

/\j—ZQl+ZQt>>\j+1— Z a+ Z at;

1<j t>j 1<j+1 t>j+1
/\j—ZPl+ZPt>>\j+1— Z Pt Z Dt
1<j t>j 1<j+1 t>j+1

After simplification, we have

Aj+1 — Aj < pj1 + pj; Aj+1 — Aj < gj+1 + g5
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Theorem [A.T] directly implies the equations above. Thus A + 2p(u N s) is &-dominant. Using
the results of bottom layers from Corollary 5.85 of [5] and its following remark, we know
that A + 2p(uNs) is the highest weight of a K-type. O

5. APPLICATION TO DIRAC INDEX

Recently, Dong and Wong provide an equivalent condition when a weakly fair A4(\) in
the Dirac series has nonzero Dirac index in [3]. On the one hand the advantage of this
condition is that it later provides a formula for the Dirac index for A4(A), but on the other
hand it is not easy to quickly check this equivalent condition which is based on a system of
inequalities of non-negative integers. In this section, we reduce the range to the nice range,
and then develop an easier-to-check non-vanishing criterion for the Dirac index of A4(X\).

5.1. The strengthened H.P.-condition. The Dirac index of A4(\) is naturally trivial
when either Aq(\) or Hp(Aq())) is zero. Thus we assume Aq(\) is nonzero and lives in
the Dirac series. Vogan once gave a conjecture on the Dirac cohomology, and Huang and
Pandzi¢ proved it in [4]. Its application, by Dong and Wong, in the case of Aq(X) of U(p,q)
gives the following necessary conditions for nonzero Dirac cohomology. And we call it the
H.P.-condition, where H.P. stands for the authors of [4].

Lemma 5.1. [3] Assume that Hp(Aq(\)) # 0 and write A+ p =v as
(5.1) v=" A ),
Then

(1) No entry can appear more than twice;
(2) There are at most min{p,q} distinct entries appearing twice.

They also gave a non-vanishing criterion for DI(A4())) in the same paper.

Lemma 5.2. [3] Using the notations Ri; and R;; in section 4, consider the inequalities for
non-negative integers (ai;, bi;), 1 <i < j < k:
aij + bij = Rij,
(5.2) (Xpi Giz + > y<i byi)
( D i Gzi Zy>i biy)
There is a solution to (2.2) if and only if DI(Aq(X\)) # 0.

< Pi,
< G-

Remark. There are five equations in [3]. But two of them are redundant.

Remark 5.8 in [3] conjectured that if a weakly fair Aq(\) which satisfies the conditions
in Lemma 5.1 but (5.2) has no non-negative integer solution, then this Aq(\) must be the
zero module. In fact, this conjecture is not correct. We find out that the problem happens
at part (2) of the H.P.-condition in Lemma [5.Jl Later in this section, we will modify the
H.P.-condition and give a non-vanishing criterion for DI(A4())) different from Lemma [5.2]
but only for A in the nice range.

For a nonzero A4(A) in the nice range, the first part of the H.P.-condition has the following
effects on the R;;’s defined in Lemma
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Lemma 5.3. Suppose A\ only satisfies part (1) of the H.P.-condition and that X\ is in the
nice range for ¢, where q is attached to a sequence {(p1,q1), - ,(Pr,qr)}. Let v =X+ p and
use the coordinate as (5.1). Then

(1) Rij # 0 if and only if j =i+ 1.
(2) Ri—1+ Riiy1 < n,.

Proof. Assume the contrary of (1). Then there exist s +1 < ¢ and two indices a and b such
that I/[(ls) = l/lgt). We can pick an integer k such that s < k < t. By the assumption of A

being in the nice range for q, we have

y9) < O < = 0 < 0 < B,

nk \ Ns a
The inequality above shows that there must exists one entry Vg(ck) equal to V(SS) and Vét), which
means in the coordinates of v, at least three entries are the equal. This fact is contradict to
part (1) of the H.P-condition. The proof of (1) is done.
Claim (2) is obtained by direct computation. We may assume both of R;_1; and R; i1
are nonzero. By the definition of R;;’s,
Ri_1;= yfi) — Vﬁfij) +1, and R; ;41 = VYH) v 41

n
Thus

Rio1i+ Rijy = <u§> ,s D4 1> & ARV ONEED)

ni—1

=n; + (VYH) - 1/( ) +1) <

ni—1

The inequality in the last line is due to (1). In detail, because R;_1;+1 = 0, we must have

S D), :

Definition 5.4. Let A4()) be in the nice range, and v, R;; be defined as Lemmal[5.1l Suppose
q is attached to the {(p1,q1), -+, (pr,qr)}. We call the followings the strengthened H.P.-
condition,

(1) No entry of coordinates of v can appear more than twice;
(2) Let I = {k,k+1,--- 1} be a subset of the index {1,2,--- ,r}. Let p; = >_,c; p; and

q1 = Y _;c1 %- There are at most min{py, ¢;} distinct entries among Uiel{yfi), e Vr(fl)}
appearing twice. Equivalently, all R; ;11 should satisfy

-1 l l
(5.3) ZRMHgmin{Zpi,Zqi},V1<k<l<r.
i=k i=k i=k

Obviously, the second condition heavily depends on the structure of q. We say that A satisfies
the strengthened H.P.-condition for q if both two conditions above hold.
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5.2. Non-vanishing criterion for DI(A44(\)). In the coordinates of v = A + p, the exact

value of each uﬁt) is not important. What we care are the sets R;;4+1’s. We will use Vgt)

(t1) (t2)

as coordinate functions. When we say vs, ' = vs, ', it means the particular coordinates are
equal for the v = X\ + p in discussion.
Set A= (A, -, Aq] e [At, -+, Ar). When A is in the nice range for g, one could easily

obtain the following formula for R;;41:

Ait1 — Aiy i A > A
(5.4) i1 {0 otherwise.
From now on, we use (5.4)) as the definition of R;;11. The reason we use this new definition
is that we want to get rid of p. Later in this section, we are about to use induction on the
structure of q to prove some facts. But p changes when p 4 ¢ changes, and it will make the
proof lengthy. Under this new definition of R;;;, Lemma [5.3]is still correct. And Theorem
1] can be written as

(5.5) R;iv1 <min{p;, ¢i41} + min{q;, pip1}-

Definition 5.5. Let A4(\) be a nonzero module in the nice range, where q is attached to
the sequence {(p1,¢1), -, (pr,qr)}. And suppose X satisfies part (1) of the H.P.-condition.
Assign either a + or — to each entry of the coordinate of v = A + p as ([2.4]) following two
requirements:

(1) with a fixed s, all Vgt) should be assigned exactly ps pluses and ¢ minuses;
(2) if V(SZ) = VéH_l), then these two entries should be assigned opposite signs.

If such an assignment exists, then we call this A can be g-signed. And we call a A with
such assignment a g-signed .

Example 5.6. Suppose q is attached to {(3,2), (1,2),(2,1)} and A = (0,0,0,0, 03,3, 3|3, 3, 3).
Notice p = (5,4,3,2,1,0,—1,—2,-3,—4,—5). Then A+ p = (5,4,3,2,1|3,2,1]|0,—1,—2). It
can be g-signed in the following way:

()\ =+ p)i = (5+, 4_, 3+, 2+, 1_‘3_, 2_, 1+‘0+, —1+, —2_)

Lemma 5.7. Suppose X is in the nice range for q and satisfies part (1) of the H.P.-condition.
Then DI(Aq(X)) # 0 if and only if X can be q-signed.

Proof. Lemma proves that DI(Aq())) # 0 if and only if (5.2]) has non-negative integer
solutions. By (Il) of Lemma 5.3 and a;; + b;j = Rij, a;; and b;; in (5.2) are nonzero only if
j=1i+1. Asaresult, (5.2) can be reduced to

Qi1+ biip1 = Riiqa,
(5.6) aii+1+ bi—1i < pi,

a;—1; + biiv1 < Giy
where a; ;11 and b; ;11 are 0 when ¢ = 0 or ¢« = r. Therefore, it suffices to prove that A can
be g-signed if and only if (5.6]) has non-negative integer solutions.

Let A be g-signed and (A + p)+ be the corresponding assignment as in Example
For this (A 4 p)+, we construct a solution to (5.6 in the following way. Let a; ;41 be the

NN
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number of pluses attached to RE Z) +1, and b; ;11 be the number of minuses attached to REZZ) 11

Then a; i1 + biit1 = Riit1 is ensured by definition. Equivalently, a; ;1 is the number of

minuses attached to REZ:JI) , and b; ;11 be the number of pluses attached to Rgl:fl) Notice

Ri—1i N Riiy1 = Ri—1 Z+1 =0, and R REZZ)H - {Vl o I/m} Consider the pluses

zlz

assigned to {Vi .- I/m } we have b;_1; + a;;+1 < p;; Consider the minuses assigned to
{yfl), _ Vm} we have a;—1; + bii+1 < ¢. As a conclusion, the set {a;;y1,bii+1} is a
non-negative integer solution to (5.0)).

Suppose (5.0) has a non-negative integer solution {a;;t1,bii+1}. We construct a g-
assignment to A in the following way. Step one: for each {Viz),--- ,V,(fi)}, assign a;—1,
minuses and b;_1; pluses to RE )1 i and assign a; ;41 pluses and b; ;11 minuses to REZZ) 11
One should adjust the signs so that requirement (2) of Definition is satisfied. Step one
is feasible because of a;it1 + biiy1 = Riit1 in (5.6). Step two: assign what left over in

{yy), e Vm} following requirement (1) of Definition Because of the inequalities in
(5:6)), neither pluses nor minuses run out in step one. Therefore, step two is also feasible.
The construction of the assignment is completed. O

Theorem 5.8. Let Aq()\) be a nonzero module in the nice range for q, where q is attached
to a sequence {(p1,q1), -+, (Pr,qr)}. Then DI(Aq(N)) # 0 if and only if X satisfies the
strengthened H.P.—condz'tzon for q (see Definition @[}

Proof. Assume DI(A4(\)) # 0. A direct corollary is that Hp(Aq())) # 0, which implies that
part (1) of the strengthened H.P.-condition holds. By Lemma IBZZL (5:8) has solutions. Let
{@i it+1,bii+1} be a non-negative integer solution, where a; ;41 are b; ;41 is 0 when ¢ = 0 or
i = r. Sum up the inequalities b;_1 ; + a; 11 < p; where i runs from k to ! (k < ). Then we
have

! -1
> pi=D (@i +bi1i) = ag + bk + Y (@i + biis1)

i=k i=k i=k
-1 -
=aji+1 +bg—1k+ Z Riit1 2 Z Riiv1-
i=k '

For the same reason, we also have

I -1
Y 4= Rii.
i=k i=k

Thus part (2) of the strengthened H.P.-condition holds.
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Assume A satisfies the strengthened H.P.-condition. We claim the following two inequali-
ties hold:

-1 -1

(5.7) > Riip1r <min{pg, grpa} + Y pi+min{p, g1 };
ik ikt
-1 -1

E1) Z Riiv1 < min{gy, pp+1} + Z q; + min{q;, pi—1}.
i—k i=kt1

It suffices to prove the first line. When | — k = 1, (51 is exactly (5.5).
When [ -k = 2, there are two summands Ry, 41 + Ri41, k2. SUppose gi41 is greater than
or equal to both py and pyio. Then (51) becomes Ry p+1 + Rit1k+2 < Pk + Prt+1 + P2,

which is covered by (5.3). Suppose g+ is less than any one of py and pyy2, say qxr+1 < Dk-
Then by (2)) of Lemma [5.3] we have

Ri g1+ Rit1 k2 < N1 = Prt1 + Q1 = min{pg, o1} + Prt1
< min{pg, get1} + Pr1 + min{pryo, qut1}

When [ — k > 3, we first prove a weaker version, which is

-1 I
G > Riip <min{pe, g} + Y pi
i=k

i=k+1

Suppose pr < qri1, then (m reduces to (B.3]). Suppose pr > qr+1. We add up the
following two inequalities from (2)) of Lemma [5.3] and (5.3)),

Ry k1 + Brgt ko2 < N1 = Prg1 + Qit1;
Riiopis+ -+ Ri—1) <prys+ -+

Then (B is proved. Repeat this process on (G.1), one can replace p; by min{p;,q_1}
and (5.7) is then obtained.

Recall that q is attached to pairs of integers {(p1,q1), (p2,92), - , (Pr,qr)}. We prove that
A can be g-signed by induction on r beginning at r = 2.

In this case, (5.1) is

(5.8) min{pi, g2} + min{ps,¢1} > Ryo.

If R12 < min{pi, g2}, we could put Rjs pluses on R%) and the same amount of minuses

on Rg) Then fill up the rest coordinates of A following (1) of Definition If Rio >
min{p1, ¢2}, we could put min{p1, g2} pluses and Ri2 — min{p1, ¢o} minuses on Rglz) and put
same amount opposite signs on Rg) following (2) of Definition Then fill up the rest
coordinates of A following (1) of Definition

For general cases when r > 3, we define p/. := min{p,, ¢,—1}, ¢.. := min{q,, p,—1}, and also

define a sequence {(\«),q(;)), t <71}

qe is attached to {(p1,q1), -+, (Pr,q0)};
/\(t) pp— ()\17... 7/\1| ...... |)\t7"' ,>\t)-



22 DU CHENGYU

Clearly, all A\ satisfy the strengthened H.P.-condition for gy and Aq, (X)) are nonzero.

q(t)
Subcase I: we assume R, 1, < min{p},q,}. By induction, we may assume \(_1y can be
dq(r—1)-signed. Make such an assignment and insert it to A+ p. Then we have an incomplete

assignment where {I/Y), e ,l/y(;;)} are left over. Suppose there are a pluses and b minuses
(r=1)

r—1,r-

assigned to R By (2) of Definition [5.5] there should be a minuses and b pluses assigned

to Rg,r_)w,. Meanwhile, there are p, pluses and ¢, minuses to be assigned. Thus, we should

prove a < ¢r and b < p,. The assumption of this subcase is R,_1, < min{p,,¢.}. Thus
a+b= Ry < min{p;, QL} = min{pr, QTypr—l,qrq}-

Since both a and b are non-negative, we must have a < ¢ and b < p,. After assign-
(r)

r—1,r’
{VY), e ,V,(f;)} — ,R’7(“T—)1,r and the order does not matter.

Subcase II: we assume R,_;, > min{p/,¢.}. Define d, := R,_;, — min{p/, ¢.}. Without
loss of generality, we may assume p,. < ¢,.. Then R,_;, = d, + p,.. Consider the following
pair (X, q") defined by

ing a minuses and b pluses to R we just need to assign whatever signs left over to

CI/ is a‘ttaChed to {(p17Q1)7 T, (pT’—l - d?”7 q?”—l)a (pT’7QT - d?“)}a

Np—1—dr ny—d,

)\/ = ()\17"' 7)‘1””’)\7“—17”’ 7)\T—1‘)‘T’_d7”7"' 7)\7“_d7“)’

Let
;*—1,7‘ = RT—I,T - dr-
It is not hard to see that A’ is still in the nice range for ¢’ by checking (£I]). We shall prove
Ay (XN') is nonzero and N satisfies the strengthened H.P.-condition for ¢’. Once the proof is
done, it is easy to see Ay ()\') falls in subcase I.
In order to prove that Ay (\') is nonzero, it suffices to prove the following to inequalities

by Theorem A.1] and (5.5)):
(5'9) ;*—1,7* < min{pr—l —dp,qr — dr} + min{%‘—l,pr}a
(510) Rr—2,r—1 < min{pr—% QT—I} + min{%‘—%pr—l - dr}

For (5.9),

min{pr—l - d?“7 qr — dr} + min{QT—lapr} = min{pr—la QT’} + min{‘]r—hPr} - dr
< Rr—l,r - dr =R,

r—1,r"

For (5.10), it reduces to (5.5) when ¢,—1 < p,—1—d,. Thus we may assume ¢,_1 > py—1 —d,.
By G.7),

R, 5,1+ Re—1, <min{p,,¢—1} + pr—1 + min{p,_2, g1}
Noticing that R, , = d, + p|. = d, + min{p,, ¢.—1}, we have

Rr—2,r—1 < (pr—l - dr) + min{pr—% QT—I} = min{%—%pr—l - dr} + min{pr—% QT—I}-
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In order to prove that )\ satisfies the strengthened H.P.-condition for ¢, it suffices to
prove the following two inequalities:

(511) Rr—2,r—1 + R;«_l Re < nyp—1 —dy,
(5.12) Rips1+--+Rp_o 1+ R 1r < mln{sz,Zqz} d,.
For (.10,

RT’—2,7”—1 + R;’—l,r = RT’—2,7”—1 + Rr—l,r - dr < Nr—1— dr-
For (5.12)), it suffices to prove
Ripsr+-+ R o1+ R, <prp+-+pr —dn

By (&.7), we have
Rk,k—i—l + e+ Rr—2,r—1 + Rr—l,r < P+ -+ Pro1+ min{pm QT—I}-

Then (5.12) is implied by the inequality above and the fact R,_;, — min{p,,¢,—1} = d,.
At this point, we see Ay () is nonzero and falls in subcase I. Write v/ = X + p, and
v = A+ p. Embed this assignment of v/ to v as follows. Firstly, remains the assignment for

{y]/-(i)|z' < r — 1}; Secondly, complete the rest assignment as shown in the picture.

r—1 r—1 T T
{Vi( )7 7V’:L(r712dr} {I/i( )’ ) ;L(r)d'r}
‘ copy h ‘ copy ‘
r— 1 r—1 r—1 r r r r
{V( 7"' ) flrfl)_d’r7 7(7»r71)—dr+17.” VT(Lr 1)‘V§ )7 o 7VC(ZT)7VC(lT)+17"' 7V7(lr)}
d, pluses d, minuses

Now we have proved that A can be g-signed. By Lemma [5.7, we know DI(A44(\) # 0. O

Corollary 5.9. Let a nonzero Aq(\) be in the nice range, and q is attached to the sequence
{(p1,q1), -, (pr,qr)}. Whenr < 3, Hp(Aq(X)) # 0 if and only if the H.P.-condition stated
in Lemma Eﬂl holds.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove that the H.P.-condition is a sufficient condition for Hp(Aq(X)) # 0.
When r < 3, the strengthened H.P.-condition is covered by the H.P. condltlon and the
nonzero criterion for A4(A). By Theorem [5.8, DI(A4()\)) # 0. Hence, Hp(Aq(A)) #0. O

Remark. Due to the definition of the Dirac index, it is possible that the positive and negative
parts of the Dirac cohomology get completely canceled in the Dirac index. The corollary
above indicates that there is no such cancellation in the case of Aq(A) of U(p,q) when the
structure of q is relatively simple. In the general case when r > 3, we still believe that the
Dirac index will not completed canceled out.
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