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Geometric Interpretation of Second Elliptic
Integrable Systems
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Abstract.

In this paper we give a geometrical interpretation of all the second elliptic in-
tegrable systems associated to 4-symmetric spaces. We first show that a 4-
symmetric space G/Gq can be embedded into the twistor space of the corre-
sponding symmetric space G/H. Then we prove that the second elliptic system
is equivalent to the vertical harmonicity of an admissible twistor lift J taking
values in G/Go < %(G/H). We begin the paper with an example: G/H = R*.
We also study the structure of 4-symmetric bundles over Riemannian symmetric
spaces.
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Introduction

The first example of second elliptic integrable system associated to a 4-symmetric
space was given in [7]: the authors showed that the Hamiltonian stationary
Lagrangian surfaces in C? are solutions of one such integrable system. Later
they generalized their result to complex two-dimensional Hermitian symmetric
spaces, [9]. In [12], we presented a new class of geometric problems for surfaces
in the Euclidean space of dimension 8 by identifying R® with the set of octo-
nions O, and we proved that these problems are solutions of a second elliptic
integrable system. Using the left multiplication in @ by the vectors of the canon-
ical basis of Im @ we defined a family {w;, 1 < i < 7} of canonical symplectic
forms in @. This allowed us to define the notion of wr-isotropic surfaces, for
IG{1,..,7}. Using the cross-product in @ we defined a map p: Gr(0Q) — S°
from the Grassmannian of planes in O to S®. This allowed us to associate to
each surface ¥ in O a function px: ¥ — S6. In the case of wr-isotropic surfaces,
ps takes values in a subsphere ST = S(Digr,i>oRe;) ~ S6-11 We showed that
the surfaces in O such that px is harmonic (p-harmonic surfaces) are solutions
of a completely integrable system S. More generally we showed that the w;-
isotropic p-harmonic surfaces are solutions of a completely integrable system
Sr. Hence we built a family (S;) indexed by I, of set of surfaces solutions of
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an integrable system, all included in & = Sy, such that I C J implies Sy C Sy.
Each 7 is a second elliptic integrable system (in the sense of C.L. Terng). This
means that the equations of this system are equivalent to the zero curvature
equation :

1
doy + E[Oo\ /\Oé)\] =0,

for all A € C*, and where ay = A72ab + A ta_1 + ag + Aag + \2ad.

By restriction to the quaternions H C O of our theory we obtain a new class of
surfaces: the wy-isotropic p-harmonic surfaces in H. Then p(Gry(H)) = S? and
|I| = 0,1 or 2. For |I| = 1 we obtain the Hamiltonian Stationary Lagrangian
surfaces in R* and for |I| = 2, the special Lagrangian surfaces. By restriction
to Im H, we obtain the CMC surfaces of R3,

Besides, in [I3], we found a supersymmetric interpretation of all the second
elliptic integrable systems associated to 4-symmetric spaces in terms of super
harmonic maps into symmetric spaces. This led us to conjecture that this system
has a geometric interpretation in terms of surfaces with values in a symmetric
space, such that a certain associated map is harmonic as this is the case for
Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian surfaces in Hermitian symmetric spaces or
for p-harmonic surfaces of O.

In this paper we give the answer to this conjecture. More precisely, we give
a geometric interpretation — in terms of vertical harmonic twistor lifts — of all
the second elliptic integrable systems associated to 4-symmetric spaces. Indeed
given a 4-symmetric space G/Gyo, and its order four automorphism 7: G — G,
then the involution o = 72 gives rise to the symmetric space G/H, with H = G°.
Then we prove that the second elliptic integrable system associated to the 4-
symmetric space G/Gy is exactly the equation of vertical harmonicity for an ad-
missible twistor lift in G/H. More precisely, given a 4-symmetric space G /Gy,
and its associated symmetric space G/H, then G/Gy is a subbundle of the
twistor space £(G/H). We prove that the second elliptic integrable systems as-
sociated to G/Gy, is the system of equations for maps J: C — G/Go C £(G/H)
such that J is compatible with the Gauss map of X : C — G/ H, the projection of
Jinto G/H,i.e. X is J-holomorphic (admissible twistor lift), and such that J is
vertically harmonic. We prove also that an admissible twistor lift J: C — G/Gj
is harmonic if and only if it is vertically harmonic and X: C — G/H is har-
monic.

We begin the paper with an example: R*. This case was just mentioned briefly
at the end of [12] as a restriction of the difficult problem in @. In this paper
we study this problem independently and in detail. However, we also present a
formulation of this problem in terms of twistor lifts which seems to be the ap-
propriate formulation. Besides, in dimension 4 we have unicity of the twistor lift
(in XT(G/H) and ¥~ (G/H) respectively) so we are in this case in the presence
of a theory of surfaces (and not, as in the general case, a theory of twistor lift).
Hence we can speak about p-harmonic surfaces in this dimension (which are ex-
actly the solutions of the second elliptic integrable system). In our work we are
led to prove some theorems on the structure of 4-symmetric bundles. Indeed we



want to answer the following questions. Given a Riemannian symmetric space,
do there exist 4-symmetric bundles over it? In other words, does its twistor bun-
dle contain 4-symmetric subbundles, and if yes, how can we characterize these
4-symmetric components? are they isomorphic? How are they distributed in the
twistor space ? Do they form a partition of the twistor space? The 4-symmetric
spaces have been classified (at least in the compact case, see [11],[16]). However,
our point of view is different: we want to keep an intrinsic point of view as
long as possible, therefore we deal with the Riemannian symmetric space and
a (locally) 4-symmetric bundle defined over it, and we try to forget as much as
possible the order four automorphism of the Lie algebra. Our aim is to give a
formulation of our problem which is as general and intrinsic as possible. For
example, our definition of vertical harmonicity holds for any Riemannian man-
ifold. Moreover we prove the following characterization: to define a (locally)
4-symmetric bundle over M is equivalent to give ourself Jy € X(T,,M), an
(orthogonal) almost complex structure in Tp,, M, which leaves invariant the cur-
vature. We obtain the following picture: the submanifold of the twistor bundle
leaving invariant the curvature is the disjoint union of all the maximal (locally)
4-symmetric subbundle, which are orbits (under the action of some subgroups
of Is(M)). Each isomorphism class of orbits defines a different second elliptic
integrable system.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section [l we deal with the p-harmonic
surfaces in R*. Section [ contains our main result: the interpretation of the
second elliptic integrable systems associated to a 4-symmetric space in terms
of vertical harmonicity of an admissible twistor lift. Then Sections [8l and [ are
devoted to the study of the structure of 4-symmetric bundles over symmetric
spaces. The last Section presents some examples of 4-symmetric bundles.

1 p-harmonic surfaces in H

1.1 Cross product, complex structure and Grassmannian
of planes in H

We consider the space R* = H with its canonical basis (1,7,7,k) (which we
denote also by (e;)o<i<3). Let P = ¢ A ¢’ be an oriented plane of H (itself
oriented by its canonical basis) then there exists an unique positive complex
structurdl] Ip € Y1 (P) on the plane P. It is defined by Ip(q) = ¢, Ip(q') = —q
if (¢,4¢’) is orthogonal. Next, we can extend it in an unique way to a positive
(resp. negative) complex structure in H = P @& PL, J5 (resp. J5) given by

J; = Ip®Ip:
Jp = Ip®—Ips (1)

'In all the paper, for any oriented Euclidean space E, %(E) = {J € SO(E)|J? = —1d},
and (M) denotes the twistor bundle of the Riemannian manifold M.



(Pt is oriented so that = P @ P~ is positively oriented). Hence we obtain a
surjective map:
JT: Gro(H) — XT(H)
qgAn q/ — J+ (2)
qng’
Gro(H) being the Grassmannian of oriented planes in H, and in the same way
a surjective map J—: Gro(H) — ¥~ (H).
Besides, we have

1
J;Aq’ = Lgx,q¢ = §(Lq'LE - Lqu—,),

where gx ¢’ = —Im (¢-¢') = Im (¢’ - Q) is the left cross product (it is a bilinear
skew map from H x H to Im H). Indeed, if (g, ¢’) is orthonormal then ¢x ¢ =
—q-¢ € S(ImH) so Lyx,, is a complex structure in H and it is positive
(because {L,,u € S?} is connected and L; € X (H) because (1, L;(1), j, L;(5))
is positively oriented). Moreover if (g,¢’) is orthonormal then Lgx,q(¢) =

(¢'9)g =¢'. Hence Lyx, ¢ = J;\q,. Thus we obtain a diffeomorphism:

StHE) S s?

Jo— Ja) (3)

Under this identification, the map (2) becomes

pr: Gro(H) — S2
aNg — qgxrq .
We can do the same for ¥~ (H). We obtain that J;Aq, = Rm = —Ryxpq =
+(Ry R — RyR), where ¢xrq’ = —Im (7 - ¢') = Im (¢ - q) is the right cross
product (it is a bilinear skew map from H x H to Im H). Then we have the same
identification between ¥~ (H) and S?, as in (B). Under this identification J~
becomes
p_: Gro(H) — S?
qNg = qxrq .

1.2 Action of SO(4)

Recall the following 2-sheeted covering of SO(4):

x: S3x S8 — SO(4)
(a,b) — LaRE

and set Spin(3)y = {L4,a
Spin(3)+Spin(3)- = Spin(3

€ 5%}, Spin(3)- = {Rz,b € S3}, then SO(4) =
_ )
tations of Spin(3).:

Spin(3)4+. We have the two following represen-
XT: Ly inty = LyRg € SO(ImH), x ™ : Ry — inty, = Ly Ry € SO(Im H).
Then the map p. is Spin(3)-equivariant: for all ¢,¢’ € H, g = Lo Ry € SO(4),

(99) 1 (9¢') = algxpd)a = inte(qgxrq)

(99) xr (9¢') = blaxrd)b = inty(gxrq).



Hence we have Vg € SO(4),

p(g(ang)) = x5(p(a N )

(where we have extended x° to SO(4) in an obvious way: x(LoR5) = x*(La),
X~ (LaRy) = x~ (R;)). Besides the map J¢ is also Spin(3)-equivariant, in other
words the identification (B)) is Spin(3)-equivariant:

Vg € SO(4),
gJ;;\q’g_l = LaRy Lgx g RoLa = La(gxpq)a—1 = J.;Equ/) )
The action of Spin(3); = SU(R* R.) (resp. Spin(3)- = SU(R* L.)) on
Y7 (H) (resp. LT (H)) is trivial. Hence SO(4) acts on %:¢(H) only by its compo-
nent Spin(3). (in the same way it acts on S2 only by its component Spin(3).

via x¢). In fact, the equality gJ;\q = J;(qu,) results immediately from

the definition of J;Aq/ and the fact that g is a positive isometry. This natural
equality which is equivalent to what we called the fundamental property in [12]:
(99) x (99") = x4(q % ¢'), is characteristic of dimension 4: in this case it is pos-
sible to associate in a natural way (which depends only on the metric and the
orientation) to each plane a complex structure, which is not possible in higher
dimension. In dimension 8, we must choose an octonionic structure in R® to do
that (see [12]).

1.3 The Grassmannian Gry(H) is a product of spheres

Theorem 1 The map

pr X p_: Gro(H) — S%xS2
aNg — (¢xpqd,qxrq)

is a diffeomorphism.

Proof. SO(3) x SO(3) acts transitively on S? x S? so SO(4) acts transitively
on S? x S§2 via x*T x ¥, thus py x p_ is surjective.
Let e € SAmH), g = Lo Ry, ¢’ = Lo Ry € SO(4) then we have]

pex plg(LAE) = py x p (g (1A€)) = (aea™, ~beb™) = (alea ™", ~v'et/ ™)
— ad” ab’ leSl(e)
=  (LoRy) '(LoRy)(1Ne)=1ANe
= ( ) (1/\6)

Hence, since SO(4) acts transitively on Gry(H), we have proved that p; x p—
is injective and that

pr X p-(g(LAe)) = ps x p_(g'(1Ne)) = (¢’ 'a,b'"'b) € St(e) x S'(e)

2setting S'(e) = {cos O +sinfe, 6 € R},



(in the previous sequence of implications, the last proposition implies the first
one so all the propositions are equivalent). This completes the proof. |
As it is the case in [12], it is useful here to introduce a function p. on Spin(3).
corresponding to p.: we define ., : Spin(3). — S? by pe.(g9) = x5(e) (where
e € S(ImH) = S?), i.e. under the identification Spin(3). = S we have p.,(a) =
int,(e) = aea™!, which is nothing but the Hopf fibration S® — S3/S1(e). If
pe(e1 A ez) = e then j..(9) = pe(g(e1 A ez)). In the following, we will forget
the index e. Hence, if we take e; A eg such that p.(e; Aez) = e for e = £1 (i.e.
e1 Aez = (1 Ae)t which means also that (e, e1, e2) is a direct orthonormal basis
of Im H) then we have the following commutative diagram:

53 x 83 —X 5 SO(4)

g
ﬁ+Xﬁ—l l 4
g(e1Ne2)

52 x 8% «=— Gry(H)
P+ Xp—

Let us now consider the restriction to Im H = R3 of this diagram. First the uni-
versal covering Spin(3) — SO(3) is obtained by restriction to Az = {(a,a), a €
S3} ~ S3 of x: 8% x S — SO(4), which gives the covering (a,a) — int,.
Then supposing in addition that e;,es € ImH, the restriction to SO(3) of
S0O(4) — Gra(H) is only the surjective map g € SO(3) — g(e1 Ae2) € Gra(R?).
And the restriction to Gra(R?) of p4 x p_ gives the diffeomorphism p: u A v €
Gra(R?) — u x v € S?. Finally the restriction to Az of p,. x p_ gives the
Hopf fibration j: a € S3 +— aea™! € S2. So by restriction to R3, we obtain the
classical commutative diagram:

5§53 X2 4 50(3)

| |

5% +—=— Gra(R?)

Remark 1 Besides if we use X¢(H) instead of the sphere S? the Hopf fibration
5. becomes SU(2,Ji5) — S5(H) = SU(2,J55)/U(1). = SO()/U(2, J5,,)
where U(1)+ = RSl(e) = exp(R.Re), U(l), = LSl(e) = exp(R.Le).

1.4 The p-harmonic w;-isotropic surfaces

We recall here in the particular case of H = R* our result obtained in [12]
about p-harmonic surfaces. To do that, we need to introduce some notations
and definitions. We have

3
pelgnd) ==Y wi(a.d)e:
=1



where (e;)1<i<s = (4,5,k) and w = (-, J{r.,-) (le. w = (-, L), w;, =
(‘s Re,-))- Let us set, for I & {1,2,3},

Q5 ={P e Gra(H)|w;(P) =0, i€ I},

then Qg = Gra(H), Quy = {P € Gro(H), Lagrangian for wyj}, and Qi s
the set of special Lagrangian planes (more precisely the wf-Lagrangian planes
P such that detc2(P) = +i under the identification: x € R* — (2o + ixy, 71 +
iczpnr) € C2, with (k,I,k Al) cyclic permutation of (1,2,3); for example, if
(k,1) = (1,2), it is the identification (21, 22) € C? — 21 + 295 € H for e = 1 and
(21,22) = 21 + jzo for e = —1). We have also p.(Q;) = ST = S(BigrRei) =
S2, 81, {+ey} for |I| = 0,1,2 respectively. Besides we have for I = {i} C
{1,2,3}, that J*(Qr) = Lgr = S'(RL; ® RL.,) is the circle of positive com-
plex structures which anticommute with L.,; and for I = {4,j} C {1,2,3},
JH(Q;) = Lgr = {*Le,}.

We denote by G5 the subgroup of Spin(3). which conserves w$, for all ¢ € I;
this is the subgroup of Spin(3). which commutes with L.,, for all i € I.
Then G5 = 53,8, {£1} for |I| = 0,1,2 respectively. We can also consider
instead of Spin(3). the group SO(4) (which is equivalent to add the component
Spin(3)_. which is useless), then we have G7 = SO(4),U (2, Jix,), SU(2, Ji ;)
for [I| = 0,1,2 respectively. Let e € S(P;,; Re;). The inner automorphism,
IntJ,,., defines on G5 an involution which gives rise to the symmetric space
ST = G?/G?U{k} and in the Lie algebra of G, g7, to the eigenspace decompo-
sition of AdJi,.:

97 = 95(1) © g2(1)

with g5(I) = ker(AdJf,, — 1d), g5(I) = ker(AdJ5,, + Id).

Let us introduce G5 = G5 x R* the group of affine isometries of which the linear
part is in G, and its Lie algebra: g°(I) = g5 ®R*. Consider the automorphism
of the group Gj: 7¢ = Int(—eJi,.,0) with e € S(D,¢; Re;). This is an order

four automorphism which gives us an eigenspace decomposition of g°(1)®:

() = P )

k€EZy

with g3, (1) = g3, = ker(J,,, +ild), §5(1) = g5(1)", §5(I) = g5(1). Moreover
we have [g3.(1), 87 (1)] C 954, ().
We fix a value of € = £1. Then let us define as in [12]:

Definition 1 Let L be an immersed surface in H, then a map pr: L — S? is
associated to it, defined by pr(z) = p<(T.L) i.e. if X: L — H is the immersion
then pr, = X*p.. We will say that L is p-harmonic if pr, is harmonidd.

Let I ¢ {1,2,3}, we will say that L is wr-isotropic if ¥z € L, T,L € Q5
(i.e. L is wi-isotropic for all i € I) which is equivalent to: pr takes values
in ST = S(®;¢1Re;) C S Hence for |I| = 1, the p-harmonic w5-isotropic

3with respect to the induced metric on S2.



surfaces are the Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian surfaces in C?, and
for |I| = 2, these are the special Lagrangian surfaces in C? (see above for
the identification R* ~ C?).

If it could be an ambiguity as concerned the value of ¢ = £1, we will use the
qualificatifs "left" and "right" respectively to design these two values. A lifted
conformal left (resp. right) wr-isotropic immersion - LCwy - (if I = & we will
say a lifted conformal immersion or simply a lift) is a map U = (F, X): L — G5
such that X is a conformal wi-isotropic immersion and p. o F' = py,.

We have obtained the following result in [12]:

Theorem 2 Let Q) be a simply connected open domain in C, and « an 1-form
on Q with values in g(I), then

e « is the Maurer-Cartan form of a LCwy if and only if

da+arha=0, o =0 and o, does not vanish

e furthermore, o corresponds to a p-harmonic wr-isotropic conformal immer-
sion if and only if the ewtended Maurer-Cartan form ayx = A\ 2ab +
A lag + ag + Mg + A2 satisfies

day +ax ANay =0, VA e C*.

Let us recall the proof given in [12].

Proof. To fix ideas, we take ¢ = 1. « is a Maurer-Cartan form if and only
if it satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation. In this case, it can be integrated
by U = (F,X):Q = G, « = U LdU,U(z) = 1. Hence o = U~1.dU =
(F~Y.dF,F~1.dX). Moreover, F~1.dX = a_; + «a; is real and g+ = {V +
iLV,V € H} so a1 = @7. Hence ¢/ = 0 < o, za_’1:O<:>a_1 =
(F7185)dz <= F'9% = L (F7'5Y) <= F~'dX = h(godu + gydv) with
h € C=(Q,R), qo, g, € C>(22,5%), (g0, 9) = 0 and p(qo, g) = e. Thus we have
(@, =0and o | #0) < dX = ef(qdu + ¢'dv) with f € C®(Q,R), (¢,¢")
orthonormal and p(q,q’) = pe(F) i.e. px = pe(F). This proves the first point.
Hence we have the decomposition « = as + a1 +ag+ a3 =ah+ o’ 1 +ap +
off +af. Furthermore, using the commutation relations [gx(I), g:(I)] C gr+1(1),
[g41,9+1] = {0}, we obtain

doy +ax Aoy = A 2(dody + [ao A ab)])
+A7H(daly +[aly Aao] + [ A ab])

1 1
+(dao + 5[040 A agl + 5[0/2 A ay))

+A(day + [af Aao] + [al; A ag])
+A2(doty + [ A o)),



the coefficients of A=, A%, \ are respectively the projections of da + a A « on
g-1, 0o, g1 respectively so they vanish and hence

day + ax A ay =dBx2 + B2 A Bz

where 8y = A7lah + ap + Ao is the extended Maurer-Cartan form of 3 =
F~1.dF, the Maurer-Cartan form of the lift F' € G of px € S!. According to
[6], we know that px is harmonic if and only if dSy + Bx A Bx = 0, YA € C*.
This proves the second point and completes the proof. |

Remark 2 We have p_(z,y) = —Im (ZT.y) = p+(T,7). Hence X: Q — H is
p—-harmonic if and only if X is p;-harmonic, and X is w; -isotropic if and only
if X is w-isotropic. Besides if U = (F, X): @ — G x H is a left LCw; then
we have F' = L, and aea ! = px = py(q,q’) with dX = e*(qdu + ¢'dv), (¢,q")

orthonormal. Thus p_(g,7’) = aea™! and hence U = (Rz, X) is a right LCw;.

Remark 3 The restriction to ImH = R3 of the left (or right) cross product
gives us the usual cross product in R®. Hence a surface in ImH is left (resp.
right) p-harmonic if and only if it is a constant mean curvature surface.

In the same way, it is easy to see that a surface in S3 is left (resp. right)
p-harmonic if and only if it is a constant mean curvature surface.

Remark 4 We can apply now the Dorfmeister-Pedit-Wu method (DPW) to
obtain a Weierstrass representation of p-harmonic surfaces (see [6} [7, [0} 12| [13]).
There are non-trivial technical difficulties in establishing DPW, such as proving
loop group splittings ([6l [14]).

2 Second Elliptic Integrable Systems

2.1 4-symmetric spaces and twistor spaces

Definition 2 Let M be a Riemannian symmetric space. We will say that a
Lie group G acts symmetrically on M or that M is a G-symmetric space if
G acts transitively and isometrically on M and if there exists an involutive
automorphism of G, o, such that H the isotropy subgroup at a fized point py €
M, satisfies (G°)° C H C G°. We will say also that G/H is a symmetric
realisation of M.

We will say that a G-homogeneous space N = G/Gy is a 4-symmetric bundle
over the G-symmetric space M if there exists an order four automorphism 7 of
G, such that (GT)° C Gy C G™, and (G, T) gives rise to the symmetric space
M,ie oc=12and Gy C H.

A G-homogeneous space N = G /G is a locally 4-symmetric space if there exists
an order four automorphism of the Lie algebra g = LieG, 7: g — g such that
g” = LieGy. We will say that G/Gq is a locally 4-symmetric bundle over the
G-symmetric space M if 7> = o (and Go C H).



Let us consider M a G-symmetric space with 7: ¢ — g an order four auto-
morphism such that 72 = ¢. The automorphism 7 gives us an eigenspace

decomposition of g©:
g“ = @ Ok

k€Z4

where gy, is the e’*™/2-eigenspace of 7. We have clearly go = g5, gr = §_x and

[0k, 81] C gr+1. We define go, m and g, by
fo=g5, mC=§ @ and g = P .
kezZa~{0}

it is possible because g2 = g2 and §_; = §1. Let us set g_1 = g_1,01 = g1 (i.e.
we forget the "™"), h = go ® g2 . Then

g=hbdm

is the eigenspace decomposition of the involutive automorphism o, b is the Lie
algebra of H, the isotropy subgroup of G at a reference point py, and m is
identified to the tangent space Tp,M. Besides we remark that 7, € X(m)
(since Tjme = —ildg_, @ iIdglﬂ, which gives us the following theorem (proved

in section B.2).

Theorem 3 Let us consider M a Riemannian G-symmetric space and 7: g — ¢
an order four automorphism such that 72 = o. Let us make G acting on X(M):
g-J = gJg~t. Let Jo € S(Tp, M) be the complex structure correspondin
to —Tjm € X(m), under the identification Tp,M = m. Then the orbit of Jo
under the action of G is an immersed submanifold of X(M). Denoting by Go
the stabilizer of Jy, then LieGo = g and thus G/Gy is a locally 4-symmetric
bundle over M, and the natural map

9.Go — gJog*

s an injective immersion and a morphism of bundle. Moreover, if the image of
G in Is(M) (the group of isometry of M) is closed, then i is an embedding.

2.2 The second elliptic integrable system associated to a
4-symmetric space

We give ourself M a Riemannian G-symmetric space with 7: g — g an order
four automorphism such that 72 = o, and N = G/Gy the associated locally
4-symmetric space given by theorem Bl We use the same notations as in Sec-
tion 211 Then let us recall what is a second elliptic system according to C.L.
Terng (see [17]).

4We choose a metric in m invariant by T|m (and of course by AdH), see section [3.]
5 About the choice of —7|, (instead of 7| ) and its link to the (1, 0)-splitting, see theorem M
and remark [[3] for later explanation.
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Definition 3 The second (g, T)-system is the equation for (ug,ui,u2): C —
B2 G
7=03—-7>

S

=
~

Osus + [’ﬁo, u2] =0
8511,1 —|— [1_1,0, ’U,l] —|— [1_1,1, UQ] = 0
_82'“0 + 821_140 + [u()vaO] + [ulval] + [u2762] =0.

(4)

P

It is equivalent to say that the 1-form

2
ay) = Z )\_iuidz + )\i’aidi = )\_20/2 + )\_1@/1 +ap + )‘alll + )‘20/2/ (5)
i=0

satisfies the zero curvature equation:
1
dOé)\-‘rE[a)\/\Oé)\]:O, (6)

for all A € C*. We will speak about the (G, T)-system (T is an automorphism of
Lie G = g) when we will look for solutions of the (g,7)-system in G, i.e. maps
U: C — G such that their Maurer-Cartan form is solution of the (g, 7)-system,
in other words when we integrate the zero curvature equation ([{6) in G. We will
call (geometric) solution of the second elliptic integrable system associated to the
locally 4-symmetric space G/Go a map J: C — G /Gy which can be lifted into a
solution U: C — G of ().

Remark 5 In @), {Im((a)), (b), (c)} is equivalent to dov+ 5[ Aa] = 0. Hence
the additional condition added to the Maurer-Cartan equation by the zero cur-
vature equation (@) is Re (0:04(2) + [af (), ah(£)]) = 0 or equivalently

d(*Ozz) + [ao A\ (*042)] =0.

The first example of second elliptic system was given by F. Hélein and P. Romon
(see [T, @]): they showed that the equations for Hamiltonian stationary La-
grangian surfaces in 4-dimension Hermitian symmetric spaces are exactly the
second elliptic system associated to certain 4-symmetric spaces. Then in [12],
we found another example in @: the p-harmonic surfaces in @, which by re-
striction to H gave us the p-harmonic surfaces in H (studied in section [Il) which
generalize the Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian surfaces in C2.

Definition 4 Let M be a Riemannian manifold and V its Levi-Civita connec-
tion which induces a connection on End(T'M). Let us define for each (p, J,) €
S(M) the orthogonal projection

prt(p, Jp): End(T,M) — Ty (S(T,M))

(T, M is an Euclidean vector space so L(T,M) is a submanifold of the Euclidean
space End(T, M) and so T, X(T,M) is a vector subspace of End(T,M) and we
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can consider the orthogonal projection on this subspace). Given L a Riemannian
surface and J: L — (M) we set

AJ = prt(J).Tr(V2])

where Tr is the trace with respect to the metric on L (in fact, we take the
vertical part of the rough Laplacian) . We will say that J is vertically harmonic
if AJ = 0. This notion depends only on the conformal structure on L.

Definition 5 Let (L,j) be a Riemann surface, M an oriented manifold and
X: L — M an immersion. Let J: L — X*(X(M)) be an almost complex struc-
ture on the vector bundle X*(TM). Then we will say that J is an admissible
twistor lift of X if one of the following equivalent statements holds:

(1) X is J-holomorphic: xdX :=dX oj = JdX

(ii) J is an extension of the complex structure on the oriented tangent plane
P = X.(TL) induced by j, the complex structure of L, or equivalently J
induces the complex structure j in L.

(iii) X is a conformal immersion and J stabilizes the tangent plane X.(TL),
i.e. for all z € L, J, stabilizes X.(T.L) and induces on it the same
orientation, which we will denote by J O X.(TL)

(iv) X is a conformal immersion and J is an extension of the unique positive
complez structure Ip of the tangent plan P = X, (TL).

Finally, we will say that a map J: L — (M) is an admissible twistor lift if
its projection X = pry, o J: L — M s an immersion and J is an admissible
twistor lift of it.

Theorem 4 Let L be a simply connected Riemann surface and (G,7) a locally
4-symmetric bundle over a symmetric space M = G/H. Let Jy € X(Tp, M) be
the complex structure corresponding to —T)y (see Section[Z.1). Let be Jx: L —
i(G/Go) C X(G/H). Then the two following statements are equivalent:

e Jx is an admissible twistor lift.

o Anylift F: L — G of Jx (FJoF~! = Jx ) gives rise to a Maurer-Cartan form
a = F~L.dF which satisfies: o’ ; = o} =0 and o/_; does not vanish.

Furthermore, under these statements, Jx: L — X(G/H) is vertically harmonic
if and only if Jx: L — G /G is solution of the second elliptic integrable system
associated to the locally 4-symmetric space (G,T), i.e.

1
doy + §[a>\ ANay =0, VIeCr,

where ay = A2l + Aral | + ap+ Ao + N2l is the extended Maurer-Cartan
form of .

12



Proof. For the first point, let us make F~! acting on the equation dX o j =
Jx.dX, we obtain am 0 j = —T|m(am) which is equivalent to o”; = o) = 0.
Thus O‘*l(a%) = am(%) = F_l.%—f, and X is an immersion if and only if o’
does not vanish. N

For the second point, let us recall that End(7,M) = sym(T,M) ®so(T,M) and
given J € (T, M), we have T;3(T, M) = Ant(J) = {A € so(T,M)|AJ + JA =
0} and (T;%(T,M))* Nso(T,M) = Com(J) = {A € s0(T,M)|[A, J] = 0}.
Now, let us compute the connection X*V on X*(End(T'M)), in terms of the
Lie algebra setting. Let A be a section of X*(End(TM)) and Y a section of
X*(TM). Let Ag € C*°(L,End(T,,M)) be defined by Ap,, = FAoF~! and
An € C°(L,End(m)) its image under the identification 7,,M = m. Then
AF p, corresponds to AdF o Ay o AdF~! (under the identification TM = [m] :=
{(g.po,Adg(§)), £ € m,g € G}, see section BI). In particular (Jx)m = —Tjm
(we suppose F(pg) = 1). We set also Y = AdF(§).po, £ € C*°(L,m). From
now, we do the identification TM = [m] without precising it. Then, denoting
by [, ]Jm the m-component of the Lie bracket, we have

(VA(Y) = V(AY) - A(VY)
= AdF ([d(Ané) + [, An&]lm — Am(d€ + [a, ]m))
—  AdF ((dAw)E + (aday 0 Am — Ap 0 aday)E).
Hence
VA = AdF(dAw + [admay, An)).

In particularﬁ
Vai JX = —2AdF(admo/2 o T‘m)

(because admgo commutes with 7, whereas admge anticommutes with it) and
thus

V%(V%Jx) = —2AdF (adwm(0z0) o Tjm + [adm (o ), adm () © T ])
= —2AdF (adm(0:04) 0 T + adm([ag, @5]) © Tjm
+ [admay, adm (ah) © Tjm])
— _2AdF (adm (@50 + a8 4] 0 Tim + fadm, adm(ad) o 7]

but —AdF ([admay, adm(ab) o 7)) commutes with —AdF(7),) = Jx so it is
orthogonal to T;X(T,M) thus

pro(Jx).V.a (V.2 Jx) = —2AdF (adm(9z05 + [af, a5]) 0 Tm) -
Hence, since ady, is injectiveEl
AJx =0 <= Re (9:a4 + [af, ah]) = 0. (7)

This completes the proof. |

a

5In all the proof, we will merge o}, (resp. o) with a?ﬂ(%) (resp. o (%%)), and in particular

oz
write ‘[, o]’ instead of ‘[ag(%), ag(%)]’. z is a local holomorphic coordinate in L.
"We can do this hypothesis without loss of generality, see section 311
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Remark 6 The equivalence (7)) holds for any map Jx: L — i(G/Gp). Indeed,
we have not used the fact that Jyx is an admissible twistor lift to prove this
equivalence.

Theorem 5 Let Jx: L — G/Go — X(G/H) be an admissible twistor lift.
Then Jx: L — G/Gy is harmonidd if and only if X: L — G/H is harmonic
and Jx s vertically harmonic.

Proof. Jx: L — G/Gy is harmonic if and only if the Maurer-Cartan form
a = F~LdF of the lift F: L — G of Jx (FJoF~1 = Jx) satisfies (see [3])

1
Oza; + [ag, an] + 57, ailg, =0
(where g = go @ g, is the reductive decomposition corresponding to the homo-

geneous space G/, see Section 1)) which splits into

1 1
205 + [0 3] + Slof.af] + 3o’ 1.0/, =0
1 1
00y + [of, a3 ] + 210 o) + Sfaf 3] =0 ®)
1 1
820/1 + [agvall] + §[a/2/’a/71] + §[a/ilva/2] =0.

then, using o’ = o} = 0, we obtain
D-cty + [, 3] = 0
0z’ 1 +ag,a’ 1]=0

[0/2/5 0/,1] =0

(in the second equation, we have used [of, o] = —[af), a0’ ;] = 0).
Besides X: L — G/H is harmonic if and only if we have

Dz0iy, + [, ] = 0

which splits into

and using o | = o = 0, we obtain

0:a" 4 + [ag,a’ 1] =0
[ay,a’ 1] = 0.

This completes the proof. |

8with respect to any metric induced by an AdG-invariant metric in g.
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3 Structure of 4-symmetric bundles over sym-
metric spaces

3.1 4-symmetric spaces

Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g, 7: G — G an order four automorphism
with the fixed point subgroup G7, and the corresponding Lie algebra go = g”.
Let Go be a subgroup of G such that (G7)° C Gy C G7, then LieGy = go
and G/Gy is a 4-symmetric space. The automorphism 7 gives us an eigenspace
decomposition of g€ for which we use the notation of section 211 Then g =hem
is the eigenspace decomposition of the involutive automorphism o = 72. Let H
be a subgroup of G such that (G°)° € H C G then Lie H = h and G/H is a
symmetric space. We will often suppose that Gy and H are chosen such that
Go = G"NH. With this condition, Gy C H so that G/Gj is a bundle over G/H.
Recall that the tangent bundle 7'M is canonically isomorphic to the subbundle
[m] of the trivial bundle M x g, with fibre Adg(m) over the point x = g.H € M.
Under this identification the canonical G-invariant connection of M is just the
flat differentiation in M x g followed by the projection on [m] along [h] (which is
defined in the same way as m) (see [4]). For the homogeneous space N = G/Gj
we have the following reductive decomposition

g=g09g, (10)

can be written g =m & g2) with [go,g,] C g, As for the symmetric space
G}H we can identify the tangent bundle TN with the subbundle g,] of the
trivial bundle N x g, with fibre Adg(g ) over the point y = g.Gp € N.
The symmetric space M = G/H is Rlemannlan if it admits a G-invariant metric,
which is equivalent to say that m admits an Ad(H )-invariant inner product or
equivalently, that Ady,(H) be relatively compactEl We remark that the Levi-
Civita connection coincides with the previous canonical G-invariant connection
and in particular is independent of the G-invariant metric chosen. We will always
suppose that the symmetric spaces M which we consider are Riemannian. We
will in addition to that suppose that the Ad(H )-invariant inner product in m
is also invariant by 7|, (such an inner product always exists when Ady(H) is
relatively compact, see the appendix). We will also suppose that M is connected,
then G acts transitively on M and so we can suppose that G is connected.
We want to study the Riemannian symmetric spaces M such that there exists a
4-symmetric space (G, ) which gives rise to M in the same way as above. For
that, let us recall the following theorem:

Theorem 6 [2, [10] Let M be a Riemannian manifold.

(a) The group Is(M) of all the isometries of M is a Lie group and acts differ-
entiably on M.

9In the literature, it is often supposed that Adm (H) is compact. We will see that these
two hypothesis are in fact equivalent.
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(b) Let po € M, then an isometry f of M is determined by the image f(po) of
the point po and the corresponding tangent map Ty, f (i-e. if f(po) = g(po)
and Tpo f = Tpog then f=g).

(c) The isotropy subgroup Is, (M) = {f € Is(M); f(po) = po} is a closed sub-
group of Is(M) and the linear isotropy representation pp,: f € Isp, (M)
Tpo f € O(Tp, M) is an isomorphism from Isp, (M) onto a closed subgroup
of O(Tp, M). Hence Is,, (M) is a compact subgroup of Is(M).

(d) If M is a Riemannian homogeneous space, M = G/H with G = Is(M),
H =1Isp, (M) and m an AdH -invariant space such that g = h ® m, then
the previous closed subgroup, image of H by the preceding isomorphism
Ppo, i-e. the linear isotropy subgroup H* can be identified to AdwH. More
precisely the linear isometry £ € m — £.pg € T, M gives rise to an iso-
morphism from O(m) onto O(Tp, M) which sends AdwH onto H*. Hence
the linear adjoint representation of H on m: g € H — Adng € AdwH is
an isomorphism (of Lie groups). H = H* = Ad,H.

3.1.1 First convenient hypothesis.

There may be more than one Lie group G acting symmetrically on a Riemannian
symmetric space M. Besides, we have a convenient way to work on Riemannian
symmetric spaces: it is to consider that G is a subgroup of the group of isometries
of M, Is(M), which is equivalent to suppose that G acts effectively on M, i.e.
H, the isotropy subgroup at a fixed point py does not contain non-trivial normal
subgroup of G (see [2]). It is always possible because the kernel K of the natural
morphism ¢ : G — Is(M) is the maximal normal subgroup of G contained in H
M9 and G’ = G/K acts transitively and effectively on M = G/H with isotropy
subgroup H' = H/K. Thus M = G'/H' and since K C H C G, then o gives
rise to an involutive morphism o’: G’ — G such that (G'°)° ¢ H' ¢ G'7.
Now, let us suppose that there exists an order four automorphism 7: G — G
such that ¢ = 72. Then it gives rise to an isomorphism 7/: G/K — G/7(K).
We would like that 7(K) = K. It is the case if 7(H) = H: K and 7(K)
are respectively the maximal normal subgroups of G contained in H and 7(H)
respectively, and so if 7(H) = H then K = 7(K).

Let us suppose that 7(K) = K, then 7 gives rise to an order four automorphism
7. G/K — G/K such that o/ = 7/>. With our convention we have G}, =
G'" N H’, then we obtain a 4-symmetric bundle N} . = G'/Gj, over M. Hence,
when G/, describes all the possible choices: (G'™)° C G C G'™ NH', we obtain a
family of 4-symmetric bundles N’ = G’ /G{, over M which are discrete coverings
of N/ i = G'/(G'T/QH’) and of which N/ = = G'/(G’T/)O is a discrete covering.
For example, if we choose G, = mx(GoK), we obtain the 4-symmetric bundle

0K = ker ¢y = ker Ppo = ker Adm
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over M, N' = (G/K)/mx(GoK) = G/GoK = N/K 1.
Let us come back to the general case (i.e. we do not suppose that 7(K) = K).

Since 7(h) = b, we have 7(H°) = H° and thus denoting by Ky the maximal
normal subgroup of G contained in H° (we have K° C Ky C K N HY), then
7(Ko) = Ky for the same reason as above (in particular, if Ky = K i.e. K C H,
then we are in the previous case: 7(K) = K). Hence 7 gives rise to an order four
automorphism 7: G/Ky — G/ Ky and we are in the case considered above if we
consider the symmetric space M = G/H° (instead of M). Let us precise this
point. Indeed M is a (G/Ky)-symmetric space and G = G/ K, acts effectively
on it (the isotropy subgroup H = H°/K, does not contain non-trivial normal
subgroup of G/Kj): as above o gives rise to an involutive automorphism &
of G = G/Ky such that H = (G%)° and 7 is an order four automorphism of
G/Ky such that 72 = &. Finally, as above we obtain a family of 4-symmetric
bundles N = é/éo over M when éo describes the set of all possible choices:
(G cGycG™NH.

Moreover, the involution & of G/ Ky gives rise also to the G/ K(-symmetric space
M (ie. (G7)° C H/Ky C G or equivalently M belongs to the family of G/ Ko-
symmetric spaces defined by & (of which M is a discrete covering)).

In the same way, we have 7(G?) = G° and thus we can do the same as above
for the symmetric space My, = G/G°.

Nevertheless, in general, it is possible that 7(K) # K and then 7 does
not give rise to an order four automorphism of G’ = G/K but only to the
isomorphism 7': G/K — G/7(K). However, the tangent map T,7" = T.7T is
an order four automorphism of the Lie algebra Lie(G/K) = Lie(G/7(K)) =
Lie(G/Kp) = g/t, and we have (T.7')? = T.o’, thus N/K = (G/K)/7k(GoK)
is a locally 4-symmetric bundle over M (Lie g (GoK) = g% ).

Hence we have two good settings to study the Riemannian symmetric spaces
M over which a 4-symmetric bundle can be defined, if we want to work only
with subgroups of Is(M).

The first possibility is to consider that we begin by giving ourself an order
four automorphism 7: G — G and that we always choose the Riemannian sym-
metric space M = G/H with H = (G™)° (respectively My = G/H with
H = GT2). In other words, in the family of G-symmetric space corresponding
too =72 (i.e. (G°)° C H C G7), we choose the "maximal" one M = G/(G?)?,
which is a discrete covering of all the others (respectively the "minimal" one
Mpnin = G/G7, of which all the others are discrete coverings). Then according
to what precedes, we can always suppose that G is a subgroup of Is(M) (re-
spectively of Is(Min))-

The second possibility is to work with locally 4-symmetric spaces. In other
words we begin by a Riemannian symmetric space over which there exists a
locally 4-symmetric bundle. It means that we work with the following setting:

1n the writing N’ = N/K, K does not act freely on N in general: it is K’ = K/K N Go
which acts freely on N and we have N’ = N/K = N/K’. In particular it is possible that
N/K = N for a non-trivial K (see section [53]).
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a Riemannian symmetric spaces M with G a subgroup of Is(M) acting sym-
metrically on M and an order four automorphism 7: g — g, such that 72 = 0.
To define the locally 4-symmetric space N in this setting, we must tell how we
define Gg. We will set

Go ={g € H[Adngo Tlm © Admgil = T\m}' (11)

First, we have to verify that if 7 can be integrated by an automorphism of G,
also denoted by 7, then we have Go = G™ N H. Indeed, if ¢ € G™ N H, then
AdgoToAdg! = Ad(g.7(9)"!) o7 = 7 and since AdH stabilizes m, we have
Admg o Tjm © Adng~! = Tim by taking the restriction to m of the preceding
equation. Conversely, suppose that g € H and Adngo T oAdng ! = T|m, then
Ad(g.7(9)™") © Tjm = Tjm SO since 7|y, is surjective, Ad(g.7(¢)"")jm = Idm and
since the adjoint representation of H on m is injective (because we suppose that
G is a subgroup of Is(M), and thus H is a subgroup of Is,, (M)) it follows that
g.7(9)~! = 1. Finally, g € G™ N H. Thus our definition (II)) is coherent with
our convention which holds when 7 can be integrated by an automorphism of
G.

Besides, it is easy to see that LieGo = {a € b|adma o Ty = Tjm 0 adma} = go.
(Indeed, Va € go, ada o 7 = 7 o ada, and Va € g2, ada o 7 = —7 o ada, moreover
Tjm © adma = 0 = adwa = 0 = a = 0 because a € h — adna is the tangent
map of h € H — Adnh which is an injective morphism). Hence N = G/Gy is
a locally 4-symmetric bundle over M.

Further, let 7: G — G be the universal covering of G, and D = kernw. Then
T can be integrated by 7: G — G. Set ¢ = 72, then oo = 7o & and
Tio = Tvé = (T17)2. G acts almost effectively on M with isotropy subgroup
H = 7 !(H) and almost effectively on M = G/H®° which is the universal
covering of M (see [10]). Besides, if G does not act effectively on M, then
we take Dy the maximal normal subgroup of G included in H 0 and then we
quotient by it, so that we obtain an effective action of G /Dy on M and 7 gives
rise to an automorphism of G /Dy, according to above. Thus we are in the first
possibility. Besides it is easy to see that Vg € G, Adg = Adn(g) (more precisely
Tim o Adg = Adn(g) o Tim and we identify g and g so that Thym = Id). Thus
Go=G NH" = {g € H°|Adgo 7 0o Adg™! = 7jn} C 7 1(Gp) . Hence the
4-symmetric space G / Gy is a discrete covering of the locally 4-symmetric space
G/Gp and we have the following commutative diagram:

G/Gy —— G/Gy
L o
M —— M.

In conclusion, the two possibilities are equivalent, but we will use the second
one because it works with any symmetric space M, whereas the first one needs
that we choose a certain covering of M (for example its universal covering).
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Remark 7 We see that in the preceding reasoning (this using the universal
covering G’) we need only the automorphism of Lie algebra 7 (and not the
symmetric space M). Hence, we can consider that we work in the Lie algebra
setting and give ourself an order four automorphism 7 of g. Then we consider
the family of associated pairs (G, H) where G is a connected Lie group with
Lie algebra g and H a closed Lie subgroup with Lie algebra h = g?. To each
such pair corresponds the locally symmetric space M = G/H and defining Gy
by (), the locally 4-symmetric bundle N = G/Gq over M. Let G be a simply
connected Lie group with Lie algebra g, then 7 and ¢ integrate in G and thus
for H the closed subgroup with Lie algebra b, we can take any subgroup such
that (G°)° ¢ H c G? (which implies that H is closed). If we suppose H
connected, i.e. H= (é&)o, then M = é/lfl is a symmetric space and is also the
universal covering of all the locally symmetric spaces M = G/H when (G, H)
describes all the associated pairs (see [I0]), and we have the above commutative
diagram between the 4-symmetric bundle N = G / Go over M and the locally
4-symmetric bundle N = G/Go over M. Moreover if M is Riemannian then
all the symmetric spaces M = G/H when (G, H) describes all the symmetric
associated pairs are Riemannian (see appendix, corollary [3).

Remark 8 Let us consider M a G-symmetric space, G C Is(M), and 7: g — g
an order four automorphism such that 7> = ¢. Then we have 7, € X(m)
(Tjme = —ildg_, ®ildg,) and it is easy to see that

Va €, 1y(a) = ad;l(ﬂm oadpa o T|;11).

In other words, under the identification h ~ adnbh C so(m), 74 is the restriction
to b of Ad(7)y): s0(m) — so(m). Hence 7 is determined by 7). Besides 7)y is
the tangent map of the isomorphism 7:

T (9) = Adr;l (T\m o Adpgo 7_‘;1),

for g € H° (and more generally for g € Ad," o (Int7)y) "' 0 Adw(H)). Under
the identification H ~ Ad,H C O(m) it is the restriction to H° of the invo-
lution Int7,: O(m) — O(m). According to the definition (IIl) of Go, we have
Go = H™ . Besides T (H®) = H, thus H°/G{ is an H°-symmetric space. If
Int 7 (Adw H) = (Adw H), then 75 is defined in H and 75 (H) = H, then H/Gy
is an H-symmetric space (if 7y (H) # H it is ounly a locally symmetric space).
Obviously, if 7 can be integrated in G then 7y = 7.

Definition 6 Let M be a G-symmetric space. Let Aut(m) be the subgroup of
O(m) defined by:

Aut(m) = {F € O(m) | F(adw[v,v'])F~! = adu[Fv, FV'], Yv,v" € m},

it is the subgroup of O(m) which leaves invariant adm ([, Jjmxm) € (A’m*) ®
so(m). Its Lie Algebra

Der(m) = {4 € so(m) | [A, adp[v,v']] = adw[Av, V] + ady v, AV'], Vo,v" € m}
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is the Lie subalgebra of so(m) which (acting by derivation) leaves invariant
adm([-, ']\mxm) € (Azm*) ® so(m).

Theorem 7 Let M be a G-symmetric space, G C Is(M), and 7: g — ¢ an
order four automorphism such that 72> = o. Then Tim € Aut(m) and 7 can be
extended in an unique way to the Lie algebra Der(m) & m endowed with the Lie
bracket

[(4,v),(A",0")] = (A, A'] + adw[v, V], Av" — A" w)

and of which g is a Lie subalgebra, under the inclusion a +v € h & m —
(adma, v) € Der(m) @ m, by setting

I‘m = T‘m and £|Dcr(m) = AdT|m . (13)

Conversely, given 7, € O(m), the linear map T defined by (13) is an automor-
phism of the Lie algebra Der(m) @& m if and only if 7, € Aut(m). DBesides it
satisfies 72 = Idper(m) © —Idw (and in particular is of order four) if and only if
Tm € X(m).

Hence, to define a locally 4-symmetric bundle over the Riemannian symmetric
space M (with the realisation M = G/H, i.e. T is an automorphism of g such
that T2 = o) is equivalent to give ourself T € %(m) N Aut(m) such that the
order four automorphism 7 of Der(m) & m stabilizes g = h & m, i.e. such that
Tm(admb) 7t = adwh (i-e. adwb is a subalgebra of Der(m) invariant by Adry ).
Then T = T4 is an order four automorphism of g such that 2 =ldy®—Idy = 0.

Proof. First 7, € Aut(m): that follows from the fact that 7 is an automor-
phism, so 7 oada o 7! = adr(a),Va € g.

Second, Der(m) @ m is a Lie subalgebra . We have to check that the Jacobi
identity is satisfied. It is a straightforward computation (see [10]). Then we
have to check that 7 is an automorphism if and only if 7, € Aut(m).

If 7, € Aut(m) then

o if A, A" € Der(m), 7([A, A']) = [1(A),7(A")] because Tpeym) = AdTm is an
automorphism of Der(m).

e if A€ Der(m), vem,([4,0]) = mm(A0) = T AT (Tm.v) = [2(A4), 7(v)]

o if v,v" € m, 7([v,v']) = Admy(adw[v,v']) = adn([Tmy, Tmv’]) = [z(v), 7(v")]
because 7y € Aut(m).

Finally 7 is an automorphism and the unique extension of 7 (because it is
determined by 7|y, see remark [).
Conversely if 7 is an automorphism of Lie algebra then

Tmadm ([v,0]) 75" = (zad([v, v )z )jm = (adz([v, V']))jm = adm((Z(v), £(v")]) =

Thus 7, € Aut(m).
The last assertion of the theorem follows from what precedes. This completes
the proof. [ |
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Remark 9 Let 7, € X(m) then the condition Ad7my(adwbh) = adwbh implies
that there exists an automorphism 7y, of  defined by Va € b, Adry(adma) =
admTy(a), ie. 7 = ad,' o Ad7m o ady. Then the condition 7, € Aut(m) is
equivalent to

75 ([0,0]) = [Tmv, Tm?'], Yo,0" € m.

And obviously, if these two conditions are satisfied then we have 7, = 7, (where
T =1, is given by the theorem )

Remark 10 Let us consider the map
st g € Ispy (M) = Admg © T © Admg ™" € E(m)

and set Go = {g € Isy, (M)[s(9) = Tjm}- Then Is,, (M) acts on ¥(m) by g.J =
AdpgoJoAdng™" and 5(g) = g.7jm, and Go = Staby,, (a7)(Tjm). In the same
way, the subgroup H = Is,, (M) NG acts on (M) and Gy = Stabp (7} ). Then
s(Ispy (M)) = Isp, (M) /Gy is a compact submanifold of ¥(m), and s(H) = H/Gy
is a relatively compact (immersed) submanifolds of ¥ (m).

3.1.2 Second convenient hypothesis.

An other convenient hypothesis on G is to consider that it is a closed subgroup
of Is(M) (and not only an immersed subgroup). It is always possible to work
with this hypothesis. Let us make precise this point. Let o}, be the symmetry
of M around pg (defined by o): oy, € Is(M), op, (po) = po and Tp,0p, = —Id.
Then o, belongs to the isotropy subgroup Is,, (M) = {f € Is(M); f(po) = po},
and we can define the involution of Is(M):

os(vy = Int(0p,): g € Is(M) = 0p, 0 go 0;01 € Ts(M).
It is easy to see that we have
(Is(M)750)0 C T, (M) € Ts(M)7000 (1)

(see |10} 2]). The result of this is that o: G — G is the restriction of oy(ar) to
G C Is(M) (they induce o,, on M = G/H and the identity on H, thus, since
G is locally isomorphic to M x H, they are identical, see also [10]). Moreover
there exists an unique subgroup G of Diff(M) such that for any G-invariant
Riemannian metric b on M, the group G is the closure of G in Is(M,b): Is(M,b)
is closed in Diff (M) and so the closure of G in Is(M, b) is its closure in Diff (M)
and thus it does not depend on b (see [2,[10]). Then o extends in an unique way

to an involutive morphism &: G — G, which is the restriction of o1s(M) O G.
Hence denoting by H the isotropy subgroup of G at po, H = Isp, (M) N G, we
have according to (@), (G°)° ¢ H C G?. Besides & gives rise to the symmetric
decomposition Lie G = Lie H ®m.

In addition to that, we have H = H. Indeed, let ®: U x Is,, (M) — Is(M) be
a local trivialisation of Is(M) — M, such that ®(pg,h) = h, and (U x H) =

(U x Ispy (M)) NG (take ®(p,h) = ¢(p).h, with ¢: U — G a local section
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such that ¢(po) = 1). Further, if g € Is,, (M) N G and (g,) is a sequence of
G N ®U x Isy, (M)) such that g, — g, then ®71(g,) = (up,h,) € U x H
converges to ®1(g) = (po, g), thus h, — g so g € H.

Moreover, H is a closed subgroup of Isp, (M), thus it is compact. Hence, we have
the symmetric realisation M = G/H and Ady,(H) is compact: we have showed
that the hypothesis "Ady, (H) relatively compact" and "Ady (H) compact" give
the same symmetric spaces. Moreover, by using the preceding reasoning (to
prove H = H) it is easy to see that if Ad (H) is compact then G is closed in
Is(M) (see also [10]) so that the hypothesis "Ady(H) is compact" and "G is
closed in Is(M)" are in fact equivalent.

Besides, the closure of G is the same in Is(M) and in Is(M) with M = G/H®:
since M and M are complete (a Riemannian homogeneous space is complete)
then Is(M) and Is(M) are complete (see [10]), and thus the closure of G in one
of this group is the completed of G.

Now, let us suppose that we have a locally 4-symmetric bundle over M.

Theorem 8 Let us consider M o G-symmetric space with G C Is(M) and
T: g — g an order four automorphism such that 7> = o. Then the extension T
of T, given by theorem [Q stabilizes the Lie algebra, Lie G, of the closure of G in
Is(M):

7(Lie G) = LieG.

Then denoting by T := T|1,. the extension of T to Lie G (given by theorem[7),
the subgroup fized by T (defined by (I1l)) is the closure of Go:

Go —{g€H|T|m0AdeOT = Adng} = Go.

Finally the new locally 4-symmetric bundle over M defined by T is G/Gy, and
using the notation of remark[Il, the fibre of G/Go, S So:=s(H) = H/G, is the
closure of the fibre Sy of G/Go, So = s(H) = (H/Gy), in the mazimal fibre over
M: & - S(IS;DD (M)) - IS;DO( )/@

Remark 11 In particular, if we suppose that we have an order four automor-
phism 7 of G, such that 72 = o, then since 7 is uniformly continuous, it extends
into an order four automorphism 7: G — G (because Is(M) is complete) and
obviously 72 = 7.

The following theorem precises the link between the Lie algebra setting and the
one of the Riemannian symmetric space M (first point of theorem @), which will
allow us (in theorem [I0) to translate the theorem [ in terms of the setting of
M. The two last points (of theorem [l characterize the "satisfying cases": any
element in Aut(m) defines an automorphism in Js(M) (an example of "unsat-
isfactory" case is given by M = R?"~" x T, see section [L.2)).

Theorem 9 Let us consider M a Riemannian symmetric space and M its uni-
versal covering.
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o The curvature operator (in M) is given by Ry, (-,-) = —adu([", ]jmxm) and
thud? .
Der(m) = Js,, (M) D Jsp, (M) D Lie Hol(M) (15)
Aut(m) D Isp, (M) D Ispy (M) D Hol(M)
(using the identification T,, M =m) and Der(m) ® m = Js(M).
e Moreover the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Tspy (M) = Tsp, (M) (i.e. Ts(M) = Ts(M))

(ii) M = M’ x My, with M' of the semisimple type (i.e. Is(M’) is semisimple)
and My is Euclidean.

(iii) ho = so(mg), where by and my are respectively the Euclidean part of
Js,, (M) and m respectively, in the decomposition Js(M) = ¢’ @ go, with ¢
semisimple and gy of the Euclidean type.

e Moreover the following statements are also equivalent:

(Z) j5170 (M) = j5170 (M) D 50(m0)

(i) ho=0 B B

(iti) Let M = M’ x My be the decomposition of M into the semisimple and Eu-
clidean type, T' the group of deck transformations of the covering m: M — M.
Then the projection on the Euclidean factor (in Is(M) = Is(M') x Is(My)) of T
satisfies T'g 2 Z" with r = dim My so that MO/FO =T".

Further Aut(m) stabilizes Jsp, (M) if and only if one of the 6 previous state-
ments holds i.e. if and only if Is(M)/JIs(M) = {0} or so(mg). Denoting by
Aut(m)* the subgroup of Aut(m) which stabilizes Js,,(M), then the mazimal
subalgebra of Jsp, (M) invariant by Aut(m) is Jsp, (M) if Aut(m) = Aut(m)*
and b = Js,, (M') if not.

Let us consider M a G-symmetric space with G C Is(M) and 7: g — g an
order four automorphism such that 72 = o.
Then the extension 7 of 7, given by theorem [7 defines a maximal locally 4-
symmetric bundle over M. Indeed let g be the maximal subalgebra of Js(M)
invariant by 7, and G the subgroup of Is(M) generated by it. Then G is a
closed subgroup of Is(M) acting symmetrically on M: since G is connected,
it is invariant by oryas) (and it contains ) thus it acts symmetrically on M,
then G is closed as an immediate consequence of the maximality and theorem [
Therefore, 7|, defines a maximal locally 4-symmetric bundle over M, with the
realisation M = G /H.
We can also define a minimal locally 4-symmetric bundle over M, by considering
the subalgebra g’ & mg (where g’ is the semisimple part of Js(M) and mg the
Euclidean part of m).

Theorem 10 In conclusion, given any (even-dimensional) Riemannian sym-
metric space M, to define over it a locally 4-symmetric bundle is equivalent to
give ourself Jy € X(T, M) which leaves invariant the curvature Ry, :

Rpy (JoX, JoY) = JoRy (X, Y)Jy ' VX, Y € T,y M.

12Hol(M) is the holonomy group of M
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Then the order four automorphism of 35(M), T, defined by Jy, defines the mazx-
imal locally 4-symmetric bundle over M, N = G/Go with Gy = {9 € H |
JOgJO_1 = g}. Moreover, any locally 4-symmetric bundle over M is a subbundle
of one such mazimal bundle and to define such a subbundle N is equivalent to
give ourself a Lie subgroup G C Is(M) acting symmetrically on M such that
7(g) = ¢ i.e. AdJy(h) = b. In this case, the closure N of N = G/Gy in the
(unique) mazimal locally 4-symmetric bundle over M containing N, N, is also
a locally 4-symmetric bundle over M and we have N = G/Go, M = G/H.

Proof of theorem [8 We have to check that 7(Lie G) = LieG, i.e. according
to the theorem [ Intry, (Lie H) = Lie H. We still have Intr (H°) = H, thus
Intry, (H®) = HC. It remains to verify that (H)° = HO. But this is simply the
result of the fact that M = G/H° = G/HO (the closures in IS(M) and Is(M)
are the same) is a discrete covering of M = G/H. Indeed (H)° is closed thus
(H)° > HO and then we have

M _ (—;/m fibration G’/(E[)O covering G/E[ — M

and M =225 M| hence ( H)°, /HYO is discrete but the two groups are connected
((H)° suffices) thus (H)? = HY. We have proved that 7(Lie G) = LieG.
Using the notation of remark [0, we have, since H is compact, s(H) = s(H),
hence using the same method as for H, we can easily show that G := s~ HTm)N

H = Gy and thus s(H) = H/Gy. Finally, the new locally 4-symmetric space is

G/Gyp. This completes the proof. ]
Proof of theorem [9] For the first point see [10]. For the following points, see
sections [4.1] and [ ]

Proof of theorem The first assertions are nothing but the translation of
theorem [7, using theorem @l Then, we have to prove that G//G is the closure
N of N = G/Gy in G/Go. Let my,: G — G/Gy be the projection map, then
we have 7;,(G) = G/Go NG = G/Gy (according to definition (II)) and thus
71, (G) C o (G) = N but 74, (G) = G/GoNG = G/Gy (according to definition
@) and Gy = Go). Hence G/Gy C N. These are together subbundle (over
M) of N and using a trivialisation of N = Q/éo — M (same reasoning as for
H) it is easy to see that the fibre of N (over pg) is H/Go which implies that
G/Gy = N. This completes the proof. [ ]

Remark 12 According to the definition (1), 7|, and —7), give rise to the
same group Go. Moreover 1), = (T_1)|m and in particular if 7 integrates in G
then G™ = G7 . Besides (t71)2 = 6! = &, hence 7! defines the same locally
4-symmetric bundle over M as 7. Moreover, given any 7, € X(m) N Aut(m),
then —7n € X(m) N Aut(m) and gives rise (according to theorem [7) to the
automorphism 77! which gives rise to the same maximal locally 4-symmetric
bundle over M and the same family of 4-symmetric subbundle over M.

From now, we will always suppose that G is a closed subgroup of Is(M)?. The
result of this is that the isotropy subgroup of G at the point pg, H = Stabg(po)
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is compact and can be identified (via the adjoint representation on m, resp.
via the linear isotropy representation) to a closed subgroup of O(m) (resp. of
O(Tp,M)). Then according to theorem [I0, to study the case of non-closed
subgroup of Is(M)° (or equivalently the non-closed locally 4-symmetric bundle
over M), we have just to consider the non-closed subgroups of our closed group
G, acting symmetrically on M, and whose Lie algebra is invariant by 7.

3.2 Twistor subbundle

We give ourself a locally 4-symmetric bundle N = G/Gy (defined by an order
four automorphism 7 and by (II))) over a symmetric space M = G/H. We
will show that G/Gj is a subbundle of the twistor bundle ¥(G/H) . Under the
isomorphism between TM and [m] = {(g.po, Adg(§)), £ € m,g € G}, T, M is
identified to m: £ € m — £.pg € Tp, M is an isomorphism of vector spaces. Then
to Tjm € X(m) (resp. to —7)y, = T‘;l € X(m)) corresponds Jy € X(Tp, M), and

more generally to Adg o 7/, 0 Adg™! € B(Adg(m)) (resp. Adgo T‘;l o Adg™1)
corresponds g.Jog~* € X(Ty oM ). Thus we have defined a map

i G — B(M)
g > gJog™!

which according to the definition (1) of Gy gives rise under quotient to the

injective map:

g.GO — gJ()g_l.

Moreover, i is an embedding. Indeed, G acts smoothly on the manifolds (M)
and so the map g € G — gJog~! € ¥(M) is of constant rank. Thus i: G/Go —
Y (M) is an injective map of constant rank and so it is an injective immersion.
We can add that i: G/Stabg(Jo) — G.Jo is an homeomorphism if the orbit G.Jy
is locally closed in (M) (see [5]). We will show directly that i(G/Go) = G.Jo
is a subbundle of X(M).

First, let us precise the fibration G/Gy — G/H . We have the isomorphism
of bundle: G/Gy = G xg H/Go. In particular, the fibre type of G/Gq is
H/Gy. Besides i is a morphism of bundle (over M). Since i is also an injective
immersion, we can identify the fibres of G/Gy and i(G/Gy) respectively over
the point g.pg € M. The fibre of i(G/Go) over p = g.py is gSog~! where
So = Int(H)(Jo) C X(Tp, M) is the fibre over polH

Now let us show that i(G/Gy) is a subbundle of ¥(M). Let 0: U C G/H — G
be a local section of the fibration 7y : G — G/H. Then we have the following
trivialisation of ¥(U):

®: (p,J) € U x S(Tp, M) — (p,0(p)Jo(p)™!) € B(U)

Bwe remark that H C O(Tp, M), Go C U(Tpy M, Jo) and So = H/Gy is a compact sub-
manifold of (T, M).
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and we have ®(U x Sp) = || {p} x (¢(p)Soc(p)~!) = i(G/Go) N X(U). Thus
peU
i(G/Gy) is a subbundle of X (M), hence 7 is an embedding.

Let us recapitulate what precedes:

Theorem 11 The map

i: G/Gy — X(M)
9.Gy — gJog_l .

is an embedding and a morphism of bundle from G/Gq into 3(M). Besides the

fibre of i(G/Go) over the point p = g.po is gSog~ ', with So = Int(H)(Jo) and

Jo € X(Tp, M) corresponding to T € X(m) (resp. to 7'|;11) .

Remark 13 Given one order four automorphism, we have two different ways
to embed G/Gy into ¥(M) by Jo = £7n. The two submanifolds i, (G/Go)
and i_,(G/Gp) are isomorphic by J +— —J. These are identical if and only
if H contains an element which anticommutes with Jy. If dim M = 2 mod 4
then they lie in different connected components of the twistor space (one in
¥* (M) and the other one in ¥~ (M)). In theorem Hl we use —7, to respect the
convention: «_j is an (1,0)-form.

Remark 14 If we consider a locally 4-symmetric bundle N = G/Gq over M,
with G not defined by (I, then ¢ is not injective in general: to obtain an
injective map i, we must consider the locally 4-symmetric space G /7' (G}) =
(G/K)/G{ where K = ker Ady, and Gj, is the subgroup of H' = H/K defined
by (). In particular, we see that in general a 4-symmetric space G/Gy is not
a submanifold of a twistor space (see section [Bl). Moreover, we can see the aim
of our definition (1) (and in particular of our convention Go = G™ N H): it is
to obtain an injective map i.

Remark 15 For any covering 7: G — G, G acting symmetrically on M, we
have p,(G) = ps,(G) = i7,(G/Gyo) : the locally 4-symmetric subbundle of
Y(M), i5,(G/Go) does not depend on the choice of the group G (we have chosen
for G, the subgroup of Is(M) generated by g).

Moreover, pj,(G) = ij,(N) is a maximal locally 4-symmetric subbundle in
Y(M). Now, suppose that we work with a non-closed subgroup G’ C Is(M),
then py,(G') = i4,(G'/Gf) is an immersed subbundle in X(M): ®(U x S)) =

| {p} % (o(p)Sha(p) 1) = i(G' /Gh) NE(U) but the fibre S, — o(p)Sho(p) * is
peU

only a (non-closed relatively compact) immersed submanifold in (T}, M). And
since 4 7, is an embedding (from N into X(M)) we have i;,(G'/G}) =i, (N') =
i7,(N"). In others words, taking the closure of G’ in Is(M) is equivalent to take
the closure of N’ in N according to theorem [I0] which is equivalent to take the
closure of 45, (N') in i 5, (V).
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Remark 16 The maximal locally 4-symmetric bundles N are disjoint : these
are orbits in X(M). More precisely these are suborbits of Is(M)%-orbits in
the form G - Jo in (M) N Aut(M) with Aut(M) = |, {p} x Aut(T,M)
(see Sections ] and 2). In particular, X(M) N Aut(M) is the disjoint union
of all the maximal locally 4-symmetric bundles over M. Moreover, the set
of maximal locally 4-symmetric bundles over M, A(M), contains the subset
N*(M) of elements which are Is(M)°-orbits, i.e. elements p,(Is(M)°) with
Jo € Z(m)NAut*(m) : N*(M) = (B(M)NAut*(M))/Is(M)° C (M) /Ts(M)°.

Remark 17 The Riemannian manifold M = G/H is orientable if and only
if AdwH C SO(m) (or equivalently H C SO(T,,M)). Besides 7, € ¥°(m),
and to fix ideas, let us suppose that ¢ = 1. Then, if M is orientable, i is an
embedding from G/Gy into X (M). Moreover, if we work with M = G/H°, we
are sure that H° C SO(TPOM ). Hence, if we work with what we called the first
possibility (see section BI1)), i takes values in X (A). In other words, given a
locally 4-symmetric bundle over M, the corresponding 4-symmetric bundle over
its universal covering M (see remark[7) is embedded in ¥t (M).

Let us consider more generally any covering m: M — M then it induces the
covering my: (M) — L(M) which is also a morphism of bundle over 7: M —
M. It is defined by

ms: Jz € S(TeM) — Timo Jz o (Tam) ™t € X(TM).

Now, let us suppose that 7 comes from a covering 7: G — G and that we
have M = G/H, M = G/H° (symmetric realisation) with H = 7#~(H) and

G C Is(M), G C Is(M) (see section B.1.1). Then we have
Tim o (3050 1) o (Tem) ™ = gJpeg ™"

with Z = §.po, g = 7(j). Hence the restriction of 7s to G/Gy gives rise to the
morphism of bundle (2. Moreover

So=Tnt(H)(Jo) = |J hSoh™
heH/H°
with, since H® € SO(T,, M), Sy C X+(T,, M). Further if H C O(T},, M) is not
included in SO(T,, M) (i.e. M is not orientable), then we have
s (SH(M)) = B(M).

Remark 18 Let us see what happens when we change M, in theorem [4 Let
G be a covering of G, acting symmetrically on a covering M of M, m: M — M,
with G C Is(M). Then according to remark [T, we have 7s 0i,, = 1,,, © 7o,

HMie. 7y 0y, =i, ©mo, where mo: G/Go — G/Gy is given by [I2).

15In fact, hSoh~! means obviously T}, pom o (hSoh™1) 0 T}, pom~'. s allows to consider
the fibres X(T3 M) as included in the fibre (T M), with = = 7 ().

27



with mo: G/Go — G/Gy the morphism of bundle (over 7: M — M) given by
(I2). Then given any solution a of the (g, 7)-system (@), let us 1ntegrate it in
G and G respectively, U: L — G, U: L — G with U(0) = 1, U(0) = 1(0is a
reference point in L), we have 7o = U. Then let us project these lifts in G /Gl
and G /Gy respectively: we obtain the geometric solutions J: L = G/Gy and
J: L = G/Gq respectively and we have mg o J = J. Then let us embed these
into the twistor spaces (M) and (M) to obtain the admissible twistor lifts
Jg: L — i, (G/Gyo) and Jx : L — i5,(G/Go) respectively which are related by

Ty © JX = Jx, and in particular ToX =X.

4 Splitting of M into the 3 types of symmetric
spaces

In the following theorems and corollaries, we study the behaviour of the auto-
morphism 7 with respect to the de Rham decomposition of M.

Theorem 12 [10,2] Let M be a simply connected Riemannian symmetric space.
Then M is a product
M = My x M_ x My

where My is an Euclidean space, M_ and M are Riemannian symmetric spaces
of the compact and non-compact types respectively. In particular

M = My x M’

where M’ has a group of isometries G = Is(M') semisimple and its isotropy
subgroup at pg € M', H, (which is connected because M’ is simply connected)
is equal to the holonomy group of M'. Hence a Riemannian symmetric space
M of which the isometry group is semisimple (which is equivalent to say that
its universal covering has not Euclidean factor, or equivalently the Lie alge-
bra of G does mot contain non-trivial abelian ideal, i.e. its Killing form is
non-degenerated) has a unique symmetric realisation G/H, with G acting ef-
fectively. In this unique realisation, we have necessarily G = Is(M)° and
H = Isgo(M) = Isp, (M) N Is(M)°(D Isp, (M)®).  Further the Lie algebra
Jsp, (M) = Der(m) = $ol(M) is spanned by m,m] = {R,,(X,Y), X|Y €
7,,, (M)}

Moreover the universal covering of such a Riemannian symmetric space M, ad-
mits a decomposition into a product of irreducible Riemannian symmetric spaces
(i.e with linear isotropy representations which are irreducible)

M=M x---x M,.

1655 usual, we suppose that G is connected
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Theorem 13 Let us consider the decomposition of (g, o) into the sum of orthog-
onal (for the Killing form) ideals of the compact, non-compact and Euclidean
types respectively:

g= [0 el_a [+

and let [, = bo ® my be the eigenspace decomposition of the involution oy .

Suppose now that we have an order four automorphism 7: g — g with 7° = 0.
Then 7(Io) = la, 7(ha) = ba, T(My) = my for « = 0,—,+. Hence 1y =
CaTm,, With T, € X(my), and 1), is the automorphism of . defined by T,
according to theorem [@ and we have 7'|2[a = o|i,- Moreover, we have Aut(m) =

[1, Aut(mg).

Corollary 1 Let M be a G-symmetric space, G C Is(M) and 7: g — g an
order four automorphism with 72 = o. Let M be its universal covering, which
has a symmetric realisation M = é/go, with m: G — G a covering of G,
H = 77 (H) and G C Is(M), such that T integrates into 7: G — G. Then
the decomposition of g into 3 ideals of different types gives rise to the following
decomposition of G:

G=LoxL_xL,

which induces the following decompositions of HY and Gy = H°N é%, corre-
sponding also to the decompositions h = @,ha and go = Pa(go)a -

H° = HyxH_xH, (16)
Go = (Go)o x (Go)- x (Go)+ . (17)

Hence M = My x M_ x My and N = Ny x N_ x Ny with M, = Lo/H.,,
No = Lo/(Go)a. Besides 6 and 7 admit the decompositions 6 = [, 6o and
7 =11, Tar and Hy, = (L2*)°, (Go)a = Ha N L7 = (La)o. Moreover N, is a
4- symmetric bundle over M,.

Theorem 14 Let us consider the decomposition of (g,0) into the sum of or-
thogonal (for the Killing form) ideals:

9=®;_00i (18)

with go abelian and (g;, U‘gi) irreducible, and let g; = bh; ® m; be the eigenspace
decomposition of o|4,. Suppose now that we have an order four automorphism
T:g — g such that 72 = o.

There exists an unique decomposition of g:

g=00 ()_,0)) (19)

where g; = g; or g; = g; © g; with (g:,0|,) and (g;,04,) isomorphic, such
that 7(g}) = g,. Besides if g; = b, @ m is the eigenspace decomposition of
O|g, then 7(h;) = b}, 7(m}) = m}. Moreover if g; = g; ® g, then 7(g;) = 9;,
7(h;) = b;, 7(m;) = m;. Hence 7y = @z/onmé with T € X(7w;), and 74
is the automorphism of g, defined by Tm/ according to theorem @ and we have
Tlat = Ol
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Corollary 2 Let M be a G-symmetric space, G C Is(M) and 7: g — g an
order four automorphism with 72 = o. Let M be its universal covering, which
has a symmetric realisation M = é/go, with 7: G — G a covering of G,
H =n"Y(H) and G C Is(M), such that T integrates into 7: G — G. Then the
decomposition of g,(I8), gives rise to the following decomposition of G:

é:LoxL1><~--><LT

which induces the following decomposition of H®, corresponding also to the de-
composition h = ®;_gh;:

H° = Hy x Hy x -+ x H,.

Then & admits the decomposition & = [[,_,6; (with &; involution of L;) and
H; = (L{%)Y. Moreover there exists an unique decomposition of G:

G=LyxLjx---xL, (20)

where L; = L; or L, = L; x L; with (L;,5;) and (Lj,&;) isomorphic. Then T
admits the decomposition 7 = [[;_, 7/ with 7, order four automorphism of L.
Further, by identifying (Li, ;) and (L;,6;) (when L = L; X L;), then in (20),
we have either L, = L; and then 7/ = 7; is an order four automorphism of L;
so that (L})7 = (L;)™, or L, = L; x L; and then

7~'Z/ (a,b) € L; x L; — (ai(b),a) e L; x L;

so that (L))" = A(H;) € H; x H;. Hence M = My x My x --- x M, with
M, = L;/H;, and N= N x Ni x---x N/, where either N] = N; = L;/(L;)o is
a 4-symmetric bundle over M;, or N} = L; x L;/A(H;) is a 4-symmetric bundle
over M; x M; = L; x L;/H; X H; (and the fibre H; x H;/A(H;) ~ H; is a group).

Proofs of theorems [13l[14] and corollaries [lJ2] Use the fact that 7, leaves
invariant the metric in m and the restriction to m of the Killing form. ]

4.1 The semisimple case

Definition 7 We will say that the Riemannian symmetric space M is of semisim-
ple type if Is(M) is semisimple.

Theorem 15 If M is of semisimple type then each (connected) locally 4-symmetric
bundle over M is mazimal and in the form N = Is(M)°/Gy, i.e. is an Is(M)°-
orbit in S(M) N Aut(M). In other words the set of locally 4-symmetric bundles
over M is N (M) = (X(M) N Aut(M))/Is(M)° C (M) /Is(M)°.

Remark 19 The "size" of a maximal (locally) 4-symmetric bundle over M in
the twistor bundle (M) depends on the "size" of the isotropy subgroup Is,, (M)
and on Jy € X(Tp,M). In other words, if we want a fibre So C X(Tp, M) of
maximal dimension, we must find Jy € X(Tp, M) N Aut(T,, M) D (T, M) N
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Isp, (M) such that T;,S0 = g2(Jo) := {A € Tsp, (M) |
of maximal dimension, or equivalently such that go(Jo)
AJy — JoA =0} is of mlmmal dimension.

= 0} is

Ado +
= {4 5po(M) |

Remark 20 It is possible that there exist different non-isomorphic locally
4-symmetric bundles over M (see section [B.3)). And it is also possible that
there does not exist any locally 4-symmetric bundle over M. For example:
M = S' x 83, then Is(M) = SO(2) x SO(4) and Is,, (M) = SO(3), and there
does not exist Jy € B(R*) such that JoSO(3)J; ' = SO(3).

Moreover we have the following obvious theorem (see also [11]):

Theorem 16 Let (g,0) be an orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra. Then set g* =
h@im and o* = Idy ® —Idim. Then (g*,0™) is an orthogonal symmetric Lie
algebra. If (g,0) is of the compact type then (g*,c*) is of the non-compact type
and conversely. Now, for T, € End(m), set 755 : iv € im — iTy(v). Then

Tm € Aut(m) < 77 € Aut(im)

and T, € X(m) if and only if 7 € L(im). In this case (Tm € Aut(m)NX(m)) let
T (resp. T) be the automorphism of g (resp. g*) defined by T (resp. 7.) and
denoting by A® € End(VC) the extension to VC of A € End(V) (V real vector
space) then we have
7€ =€ ie. T = TE*

Theorem 17 Let M be an irreducible symmetric spaces of type II (compact
type) or type IV (non-compact type) then there does not exist any (non-trivial)
locally 4-symmetric bundle over M. Equivalently Aut(M)NX(M) = &, in other
words, there does not exist any automorphism 7 of Js(M) such that 7> = o.

Proof. By duality, it is enough to prove the assertion for the compact type.
In this case let M be the universal covering of M, we have M = H x H/A(H)
and ¢: (a,b) € G x G — (b,a). Then an automorphlsm T:g — g must send
g1=bhao {0} either on g1 or on go = {0} ® b and idem for go, and thus for
any automorphism we have 72(g;) = g; and hence we cannot have 72 = o. This
completes the proof. ]

4.2 The Euclidean case

Theorem 18 Let M = R?" with its canonical inner product. Then Is(M) =
O(2n) x R?™ the group of affine isometries in R?". Hence for any po € R?",
we have Isp, (M) = {(F,(Id — F)po),F € O(2n)} ~ O(2n). In particular for
po =0, Isp, (M) = O(2n). Thus we have Vpy € R?", Is(M) = Isp, (M) x R?".

Further M = G/H is a symmetric realisation with G acting effectively if and
only if G = H x R*" with H C Is,, (R*") for some py € R*". Then we have G =
Hoy x R*™ with Hy = proo,) (H) C O(2n). The involution for this realisation is

o =Int(—1d,2pg): (h,z) € G+ (h,2(I1d — h)py — )
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giving rise to the symmetry around py: 0o: ¥ € R?*" — —(x — pg) + po € R?",
Let us fix po = 0, so that for any symmetric realisation we have H C Is, (M) =
O(2n) and o = Int(-1d,0).

All (connected) locally 4-symmetric bundles over M are globally 4-symmetric
bundles over M. The twistor bundle, L(R*") x R?" is a globally 4-symmetric
bundle over M. All the (connected) 4-symmetric bundles over R?" are in
the form So x R2™ where Sy is a compact Riemannian symmetric space em-
bedded™ in ¥ (R?™).  Besides Aut(T,,M) = Isp, (M) = O(2n) so that any
Jo € 2(R2") defines the mazimal 4-symmetric bundle ¥(R?") x R?" = (O(2n) x
R2%) /U(R?*™, Jp).

Theorem 19 Let M be an Fuclidean Riemannian symmetric space (i.e. its
universal covering is an Euclidean space R*™). Then M = R?* @ T?¢, Is(M) =
O(2p) x (Gaq @ {£1}) x M (&yy is the group of permutations) and denot-
ing by m: R*™ — M the universal covering, and py = m(0), then Isp, (M) =
O(2p) x (624 @ {£1}). Moreover Aut(R*") = O(2n), and Jy € Z(R*") defines
the (connected) mazimal 4-symmetric bundle over M : (X(FE?!)x {Jo|paus }) X M,
where E?' is the (unique) mazimal subspace in R?*P invariant by Jy. In partic-
ular, Aut™ (M) N E(M) = B(R?) x X(R%4) x M.

Proof. Let 7: G — G be a covering of G = Is(M)° acting symmetrically and
effectively on M = R?" and 6: G — G the corresponding involution. Then
setting H = (G7)°, we have according to the previous theorem G = H x R?"
and H ¢ SO(2n). Then setting D = kern, D is a discrete central subgroup
of G. Besides it is easy to see that Cent(G) = Cent(H x R?*") = R?? where
R2¢ is the maximal subspace of R?" fixed by H, i.e. H C SO(2p) x {Ida,}
(2p+2¢ = 2n). Hence D = &;_, Ze; with (e;)1<i<, R-free so that G = Is(M)° =
G/D H x M’ with M’ = R¥ @ R2~" @ R"/Z". Moreover we have o: (h,z) €
H x M’ — (h, —r) because ¢ = Int(—1d, 0) (see the previous theorem) and thus
G° = H but the isotropy subgroup of G' at po satisties H D 7(H) (because H
is connected), but #(H) = H (DN H = {1}) and thus H = H. Thus M =
G/H = M'. Now, we have to compute Is(M), we know that Is(M)° = Hx M C
SO(2p) x M. In the other hand, any g € Is(M) can be lifted into § € O(2n) x
R?" and conversely § € O(2n) x R?" corresponds to some g € Is(M) if and only
if (D) = D which is equivalent to g € [O(2p+2q—r)x (GL,(Z)NO(R"))|xR?" =
[O2p + 2q — r) x (6, x {£Id})] x R*". Hence Is,,(M)° = SO(2p + 2¢ — r)
and thus 7 = 2¢. Finally M = R?" @ T??, Is(M) = O(2p) x (&, x {£Id}) x M,
Isp, (M) = O(2p) x (&, x {£Id}), and Is,, (M)° = H = SO(2p). We conclude by
remarking that Jy € X(R?") satisfies JoHJ; ' = H for H C SO(2p) connected
and maximal if and only if H = SO(E?) and Jy € S(E?) x S(E™"). This
completes the proof. |

Remark 21 We can use the second elliptic integrable system in the Euclidean
case to "modelize" this system in the general case. Indeed, let us consider M a

7only immersed if H is not closed in O(2n)

32



Riemannian symmetric space of the semisimple type (then its isotropy subgroup
H =1Ts,, (M) is essentially its holonomy group, i.e. they have the same identity
component) with 7: g — g an order four automorphism such that 72 = . Then
we can associate to the corresponding locally 4-symmetric bundle N over M,
the 4-symmetric bundle over Mo =m = Hxm/H : Ngo= Hxm/Gy = Soxm C
Y (m) x m, and to the second elliptic integrable system in N, its "linearized"
in Ny. We conjecture that the "concrete" geometrical interpretation (i.e. in
terms of the second fundamental form of the surface X etc...) is the same for
the linearized and the initial system. This is what happens in dimension 4.

Remark 22 The second elliptic integrable system can be viewed as "a cou-
plage" between the harmonic map equation in So = H/G( and a kind of Dirac
equation in g_1: dzuy + [Ug, u1] + [@1,u2] = 0. In the Euclidean case, the pro-
jection on the "group part", g = h x m — b, of the second elliptic system is
only the harmonic map equation in H/Gy. In other words, the second elliptic
integrable system is only the harmonic map equation in H/G( and a kind of
Dirac equation in C™ (2 (g_1,Jp)). In particular, if we apply any method of
integrable systems theory using loop groups (DPW, Dressing action etc..) or
something else (spectral curves) to the second elliptic system in G/Gg and then
project in the group part (pr: H x m — H), we obtain the same method applied
to the first elliptic integrable system in H/G) i.e. the harmonic map equation in
H/Gy. For example, if we apply the DPW method: given u = (up, tm) a holo-
morphic potential, we have pr(Wg/a, (1)) = WG, (1ty) where We ¢, Wh/ G,
are the Weierstrass representations for each elliptic system. Hence to solve the
second elliptic system, we can first solve the harmonic map equation in H/Gy,
by using any method of integrable systems theory which gives us a lift h in H
of a harmonic map in H/Gy, and then we have to solve the Dirac equation with
parameters ug, up given by the lift : h=10.h = ug + us following h = go @ g2
(see [12]). However, the Dirac equation is not intrinsic since it depends on the
lift h of the harmonic map (see [12]).

In the particular case where Sy is a group and H = Gy % Sp, (for example
So = Go x Go/G), then we have a canonical lift and then the Dirac equation
becomes intrinsic (see [12]). It is in particular what happens for Hamiltonian
stationary Lagrangian surfaces : in C? we have an intrinsic Dirac equation
whereas in the others Hermitian symmetric spaces this equation does not exist
(see [7,[8,@]). It is also what happens in [I12] when we take for Sy the subsphere
S3 c 86 (S embeds in X1 (R®) by the left multiplication in Q).

5 Examples of 4-symmetric bundles

We use the notations of section [3.11
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5.1 The sphere
Let us consider M = S?" = SO(2n + 1)/S0(2n) with G = SO(2n + 1), H =

SO(2n) and the involution o = Int(diag(Iday,, —1)). Then G7 = SO(2n)| |O~(2n

{=1}. Hence H = (H%)°, Myin = RP?" and M4, = S2" [ We have also

h—so(2n), m= {(_Ot 8) v R?n} — {im(v),v € R*")
where i, : R?™ — m is defined in an obvious way. Now, let us consider the
action of H on m: for h € SO(2n), £ = in(v) € m, we have

Adwh(§) = im(h.v)

hence K = ker Ady, = {Id} and the action of G is effective (in fact SO(2n + 1)
is simple because 2n + 1 is odd). Identifying m with R?" via i, we have: Yh €
SO(2n), Adwh = hie. Ady = Id. Moreover SO(2n + 1) is the connected isom-
etry group of S?". Now, according to theorem [T, define a locally 4-symmetric
bundle over M = S?" is equivalent to give ourself 7, € ¥(m) N Aut(m) = X(m).
Further, given Jy € 3°(R?"), let us define the order four automorphism of G:
7 = Int(diag(—Jo,1)). Then 72 = o and since 7y = IntJy and 7, = Jo,
we obtain all the locally 4-symmetric bundles over M which are all globally
4-symmetric bundles over M.

Moreover, we have G™ = Com(Jy)NSO(2n) = U(R?", Jp). Hence G™ = (G7)° =
GO thus S() = H/G() = Int(SO(Zn))(JO) = EE(R2n) and thus N = G/GO =
$E(S).,

5.2 Real Grassmannian

More generally, let p,q € N* such that pq is even and let us consider M =
SO(p + q)/SO(p) x SO(q) = Gr,(RPT?) (oriented p-planes in RPT9). Since p
and ¢ play symmetric roles, we will suppose that p is even and that it has the
biggest divisor in the form 2”. We have dim M = pq and the following setting

G=5S0(p+q), H=50(p) x SO(q); o = Int(diag(Id,, —Id,)) and

G? = S0(p) x SO(q) LJO~(p) x O ()
Then H = (G7)" so that My, = Gr(RPT9) (non-oriented p-planes in RPH)
and M e = Grp(RPT9) = M. Besides h = so(p)@so(g), and m = { <_%t ]g>
im(gl,4(R)) (im defined in an obvious way).
Now let us compute Ady,. For h = diag(A,C) and £ = in(B), we have:

Adnh(€) = in(ABC™Y).

Under the identification iy we have Adw(A4,C) = LaRc-1 = x(A,C), by in-
troducing the morphism x: (4,C) € GL,(R) x GLy(R) — L(A)R(C™') €

18 Mpnaz is simply connected and M., is the adjoint space.
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GL(gl,,(R)). Hence K = ker Ady, = {#£Id} if ¢ is even and K = {Id} if not.
Thus the connected isometry group of M, Is(M)?, is G’ = G/K = PSO(p + q)
if ¢ is even and G’ = G = SO(p + q) if not. Let us compute Aut(m): we
already know that Aut(m) D> H D Aut(m)’. But, it is well known that the
automorphisms of so(n+ 1) are all inner automorphisms by O(n+1) so we have
Aut(m) = {LaRc1,(A,C) € O(p) xO(q)}. Thus Jo = L(J1)R(J; ') € Aut(m)
is in ¥(m) if and only if :

(J3,J3) = =£(-1d,,1d,) if qis even,
(J2,J2) = (~1d,,1d,) if qis odd.

Then the associated order four automorphism is 7 = Int(diag(J1, J2)). In partic-
ular, 7(H) = H and 7y = IntJ; x IntJy. Besides, Aut(m)NX(m) has respectively
2(p+q+2) or 2(¢+1) connected components if g is even or ¢ is odd respectively.
Each connected component is an Ad,, H-orbit and corresponds to the fibre of a
different maximal 4-symmetric bundle over M.

Moreover to fix ideas let us suppose that we have J; € X(RP), Jo € OS(RY),
the set of orthogonal symmetries in R?, then G = U(RP, J;) x S(O(E1) x
O(E3)) with Ey = ker(Jo —Id), Ey = ker(Js + Id). We have G™ C H. Let
08, (R?) = Int(SO(q))(1d,, —Id,—,) be the set of orthogonal symmetries in R?
with dim Ey = r. Then H/G™ = Int(H)(J1, J2) = £°(RP) x OS,.(R?) (& being
determined by J;) and

G/G™ ={(x,J]),z € M,J € £¢(x) x OS,(z1)}. (21)

Now let us compute Gy according to [II): h = (A,C) € H is in Gy if and only
if Adn7(h) = Adwh ie.: if g is odd, 7(h) = h, and Go = GTNH = G7; if
q is even, 7(h) = +h (and Gy = 75 (G)) with G) = G'" N H'), ie. h € G
or 7(h) = —h. The existence of solutions of this last equation depends on p, g
and r (we remark that if h; is a solution then the set of solutions is h1GT).
One finds that the equation 7(h) = —h (g is even) has a solution in G if and
only if dim F; = dim Es = ¢/2 and that this solution is in H if p/2 is even and
in O~ (p) x O~ (q) (the other component of G7) if p/2 is odd. Hence, if p is
divisible by 4, ¢ is even and r = ¢/2 (i.e. Jo € x(X(R?) x OS,/2(R7))), we have
Go = G" | |h1G7. In all the other cases we have Gy = G7.

In conclusion, let us denote by N¥(r,¢) := N(Jo) (resp. NE(r,¢)) the maximal
4-symmetric bundle over M corresponding to Jy € x(X°(RP) x OS,.(R?)) (resp.
X(0S,(RP) x 3¢(R?)). Then:

if p is not divisible by 4 or ¢ is odd, N*(r,¢) is given by (1)), for all (a,r,¢),

if p is divisible by 4, ¢ even not divisible by 4 then for (a, ) # (L, q/2), N*(r,¢€)
is given by (1) and for (a,r) = (L, q/2) it is given by (22), below,

if p and ¢ are divisible by 4, then for (o, 7) € {(L,q/2), (R,p/2)}, N*(r,¢) is
given by ([22), and for the other choices it is given by (1)),

NEL(re) = {(x,J),z€ M,J € P(X¢(z) x OS,(z1))}

NE(re) = {(z.J).2 € M.J € P(OS,(x) x T(z1))} (22)
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where P(X¢(z) x OS,.(21)) = ¥¢(x) x OS,(z+)/{%Id}. In the cases described
by 22)), G/G™ is not a submanifold of ().

5.3 Complex Grassmannian

Let us consider M = SU(p + ¢q)/S(U(p) x U(q)) = Grypc(CPT?). We have
dim M = 2pq and the following setting

G=SU(p+q), H=SU(p) xU(q)); o= Int(diag(Id,, —Id,)) and
G° = H = (G°)°.

Besides h = s(u(p)@u(q)) and m — {(_OB* Jé) Be g[p,q(@} — in(gl, ,(C)).

Let us compute Ady,. For h = diag(A, C) and £ = in(B), we have:
Adnh(€) = in(ABC™H).

Under the identification iy, we have Adn(A,C) = LaRc-1 = x(A,C), by in-
troducing the morphism x: (4,C) € GL,(C) x GLy(C) — L(A)R(C™') €
GL(gl, ,(C)M. Hence K = kerAdm = {(Aldy, Ald,),A € C, AP = 1} =
Upigld = Zy o (with Uyyy = exp(2£7)). Thus G’ = G/K = PSU(p + q) and

ptq
H' = S(U(p) x U(q))/Upsq ~ S(U(p) x U(g)). The connected isometry group
is the unitary group of M: Is(M)° =U(M) = G' = PSU(p + q).
It is well known that the group of automorphisms of SU(p + ¢) has two compo-
nents (the C-linear one and the anti-C-linear one) and is generated by the inner
automorphisms and the complex conjugation: g € SU(p+¢q) — g € SU(p+ q).
In particular, Aut(m) = Adw H % {Id, ¢} = x(S(U(p) xU(q))-{(1d,1d), (by, bq)})
with ¢ = L(b,)R(b,*) : B € gl,, ,(C) = B e gl, ,(C), by: v € C" = 5 € C".
The complex structure in m = gl, ,(C) is defined by L(I,) = R(I;) where
I, = ild, is the canonical complex structure in C", and the two connected
components of Aut(m) are respectively the elements in Aut(m) which commute
and those which anticommute with this complex structure.
Moreover, Jo = L(J;)R(J; ') € Aut(m)® = AdnH is in ¥(m) if and only if
(JE,J3) € (=1dp,1d,)U(1). Then let us set ) = {(J1,J2) € U(p) x U(q) |
(JE,J3) = A(—1dp,Id,)}. Then we have x(X) = x(Zo) for all A € U(1) since
Yy = A2X, with Az a root of A. Thus according to the following lemma,
Aut(m)? N S(m) has (p+ 1)(g + 1) connected components, which are Ady, H-
orbits and correspond to the fibres of different maximal 4-symmetric bundles
over M.

Lemma 1 Let J € U(n), then J?> = —1Id (resp. J? = 1d) if and only if there
exists h € U(n) such that hJh~' = diag(ild;, —ild,,_;) for some | € {0,...,n}
(resp. hJh~1! = diag(Id,., —Id,,_,.) for some r € {0,...,n}).

YFor the following it useful to keep in mind that we have Adw H = x(S(U(p) x U(q))) =
x(U(p) x U(q)) and ker x = C*Id.
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Then the order four automorphism corresponding to Jp is 7 = Int(diag(J1, J2)),
with?d ;€ AdU(p)(il;p—) = iGric(CP), Jo € AdU(q)(Lg—r) = Grpc(CY).
Hence G™ = S(U(l) x U(p—1) x U(r) x U(q — r)); the fibre of the 4-symmetric
space G/G" is H/G™ = Gric(CP) x Gryc(C?), and

G/G™ ={(x,J),x € Grpc(C'T),J € Gric(z) x Grrc(ah)}.  (23)

Further, Gy is defined by: Adn7(h) = h,h € H, ie. (JJAJ; Y J,CJy 1) =
AMA,C) for some A € K. But it is easy to see that we must have \? = 1
and thus 7(h) = £h. One finds that 7(h) = —h has solutions if and only if
p,q are even and | = p/2,r = ¢/2. Finally, in the C-linear case, the maximal
4-symmetric bundle N = G/G) is given by

G/Go = {(z,J),z € Grpc(CP*9),J € Gric(x) x G’I“Ty(c(.TL'J')/ZQ} (24)

if p, q are even and | = p/2,r = ¢/2, and by (23) in all the other cases.

In the antilinear case, Jo = L(J;)R(J; ) € Aut(m)®.c, with (J1, Jo) = (Jbp, J4by),
is in ¥(m) if and only if (JZ,J3) = (J{J], J5J5) € (—1d,,1d,).U(1). It is easy
to see that we can only have

(JF,J3) = £(~1dp, Id,). (25)

Hence according to the following lemma:

—if p, q are odd then ¥(m) N (Aut(m)’.c) = @,

— if p,q are even then the two signs + are realized in [25) and thus X(m) N
(Aut(m)®.c) has 2 connected components,

— if p, ¢ have opposite parities, then only one sign is realized in (28) and 3(m)N
(Aut(m).c) has one component.

Lemma 2 Let E C C" be a Lagrangian n-plan, i.e. E é_B 1B =C" and let bg
be the associated conjugation: v + iw — v — iw for v,w € E. Then U(n).bg =
br.U(n) does not depend on E and is the set of anti-C-linear isometries in C™
(the elements in O(R?™) which anticommute with the complex structure I = ild).
Moreover for any J in this set there exists a Lagrangian n-plane E such that
J = Jg.bg = bg.Jg with Jg € O(E). Besides J € X(R?") (resp. OS(R?"))
if and only if Jp € X(E) (resp. OS(E)). In particular S(R?") N (U(n).bg) #
@ only if n is even, moreover X(R?") N (U(n).bg) C YT (R?*™). Then given
any J1 € Z(R™) (resp. OS(R™)) there exists h € U(n) such that h.E = R",
hJgh™! = J1 and thus hJh™! = J;.bgn.

Then the order four automorphism corresponding to Jy is 7 = Int(diag(Jy, J2))
0 Ide
with J1 € AdU (p)(Jz.bp), J2 € AdU(q)(bq) and Jr = (—Idp 02>. In other
B
words J; is any complex structure in R* anticommuting with I, and J; is any
orthogonal conjugation in C9. Hence, we have G™ = Sp(p/2) x SO(q). Hence

207} p—; = diag(Id;, —1dp_;)
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U(p) x U(q)/G™ = XT(CP)_ x Lag(C%) where X (CP)_ = X(R?) N Ant(I,)
are the complex structures in R? anticommuting with I, and Lag(C?) are the
oriented Lagrangian planes in C?. Thus we have:

H/G™ = S(X7(CP)_xLag(C?)) := {(J, P) € X7 (CP)_xLag(C?) | detc(J)detc(P) = 1}.

It is easy to define det¢ on Lag(C?); and for X7 (CP)_, we set detc(J) = detc(E)
for E any Lagrangian n-plane invariant by J (definition independent on the
choice of F). Then

G/G™ = {(z,J, P),x € Grpc(CPT9),(J,P) € ¥ (x)_ x Lag(z™)}.

Let us compute G/Gg. We have to solve for (A, C) € U(p)xU(q): (Jz A C) =

A(A,C) for A € U(1) whose the solutions are £A2 (Sp(p/2) x O(q)). Hence we
have G = Go/K = x(U(1)(Sp(p/2) x O(q))) = x(Sp(p/2) x O(q)) =

x(Sp(p/2) x SO(q)) if ¢ is odd
X(G7) L hix(GT) if ¢ is even.

Then G' /Gl = G/Go = U(p+q)/(U(1)(Sp(p/2)xO(q))) = PSU(p+q)/ P(Sp(p/2)x
O(q)) hence N = G//Goisequal to (G/GT)/Zy, 4 if qis odd and to (G/G™)/Za(pq)
if ¢ is even.

6 Appendix

Theorem 20 Let G be a connected Lie group with an involution o. If Ady, (G°)°
is compact (resp. relatively compact) then AdwH is compact (resp. relatively
compact) for any H such that (G°)° C H C G°.

Proof. According to [I] (lemma 2.7), (G°)/(G?)° is finite hence H/(G7)" is
finite and the theorem follows. |

Corollary 3 We give ourself the same setting and notations as in remark [0
IfH = (G'&)O satisfies: AdwH is compact (resp. relatively compact), then for
any symmetric pair (G, H), AdwH is compact (resp. relatively compact). In
other words if one symmetric pair (associated to (g,0)) is Riemannian then all
the others are also.

Proof. Since G is simply connected, it is the universal covering of G and
we have a covering 7: G — G. Then AdpH = Ad,H° (there are connected
with the same Lie algebra) hence Ad, H® is compact and then according to the
previous theorem, Ad, H is compact. [ ]

Corollary 4 Let (G, H) be a symmetric pair with involution o and 7: G —
G an order four automorphism such that 7> = o. Then if AdnwH is com-
pact (resp. relatively compact) then the subgroup generated by AdwH and 7y,
Gr(AdwH, 7)) is compact (resp. relatively compact).
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Proof. We have 7 (AdnG?)7,! = Adu7(G7) = AduG”. Hence Gr(AdnG, 7jm) =
(AdwmG7)Gr (7)) which is (relatively) compact because so is AdnG7, accord-
ing to theorem 20, and then Gr(AdnG7?,7m) is (relatively) compact because
since Gr(AdmH,Tjm) O (AdwmH)Gr (7)) then AdnG?/AdnH is a covering of
Gr(AdwG?, Tw)/Gr(Adw H, 7)) which is consequently finite. |

Theorem 21 Let (G, H) be a symmetric pair with involution c: G — G and
T: g — g an order four automorphism such that 72 = 0. Then if AdwH is rel-
atively compact then the subgroup generated by Adw H and 7y, Gr(AdnH, 7jm)
is relatively compact.

Proof. Let G’ = AdG, then C := ker Ad = center of G and we can identify Ad
to the covering 7: G — G/C and G’ to G/C. The automorphism o gives rise to
o' G' — G’ such that o’or = woo. Besides the automorphism 7 integrates in G’
into 7/ defined by 7/ = Int7: Adg € G’ — ToAdgor ! and we have 7'om = moT
and 72 = ¢/. Then according to corollary @, Gr(Ad,G’ U,,T‘m) is relatively

compact since according to corollary B Ad,,G’ 7 s relatively compact because
Ady H is so. Moreover we have G’° D 7(G?) then (since Adn(g) = Adg Vg € G)
AdnG'? D AdnG” D Adw H thus Gr(AdmH, 7)) is relatively compact. [ |

Theorem 22 Let (g,0) be an orthogonal symmetric Lie algebr such that h =
g° contains no ideal # 0 in g. Then for any symmetric pair (G, H) associated
with (g,h), the associated symmetric space M = G/H is Riemannian. Moreover
let G be the simply connected Lie group with Lie algebra g, & integrating o,
H = (G%)° and C the center of G. Then we have H = G?. Further, for any
subgroup S of C put )

Hs ={g€G|d(g) €g.5}

The symmetric spaces M associated with (g,0) (i.e. (G, H) is associated with
(g,h)) are exactly the spaces M = G/H with

G=G/S and H=H"/S (26)

where S wvaries through all &-invariant subgroups of C and H* varies through
all &-invariant subgroups of G such that HS ¢ H* C Hsg. Hence, all the
symmetric spaces M = G/H = G/H* associated with (g,0) cover the adjoint
space of (g,0): M' = G'/G’U/ = é/H and are covered by M = G/H (the
universal covering):

M — M — M. (27)

Besides if (-,-) is an Ade’U,—invariant inner product then it is invariant by
adwH = AdnH* for any H described above, and the coverings (27) are Rie-
mannian, when M, M, M’ are endowed with the corresponding metrics.

2lie. o is an involutive automorphism and h = g° is compactly embedded in g (see [10])

22 with the notation of the proof of theorem I} For any (G, H) symmetric pair associated
with (g,0), we have G’ = AdG = Int(g) the group of inner automorphism of g (see [L0]) and
o induces an automorphism ¢’ of G’ = Int(g).
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Proof. We have only to prove H = G, which follows from [I] (lemma 2.7). All
the rest is an adaptation of [10] (Ch. VII, thm 9.1) using what precedes. This
completes the proof. [ |
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