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Abstract

Let (G,G1) be a symmetric pair of holomorphic type, and we consider a pair of
Hermitian symmetric spaces D1 = G1/K1 ⊂ D = G/K, realized as bounded sym-
metric domains in complex vector spaces p+1 ⊂ p+ respectively. Then the universal

covering group G̃ of G acts unitarily on the weighted Bergman space Hλ(D) ⊂ O(D)

on D. Its restriction to the subgroup G̃1 decomposes discretely and multiplicity-
freely, and its branching law is given explicitly by Hua–Kostant–Schmid–Kobayashi’s
formula in terms of the K1-decomposition of the space P(p+2 ) of polynomials on
the orthogonal complement p+2 of p+1 in p+. The object of this article is to com-

pute explicitly the inner product
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ

for f(x2) ∈ Pk(p
+
2 ) ⊂ P(p+2 ),

x = (x1, x2), z ∈ p+ = p+1 ⊕ p+2 , and to construct explicitly G̃1-intertwining opera-
tors (symmetry breaking operators)Hλ(D)|

G̃1
→ Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p

+
2 )) from holomorphic

discrete series representations of G̃ to those of G̃1, which are unique up to constant
multiple for sufficiently large λ. In this article, we treat the case p+, p+2 are both
simple of tube type and rank p+ = rankp+2 . When rankp+ = 3, we treat all partitions
k, and when rank p+ is general, we treat partitions of the form k = (k, . . . , k, k − l).
This article is a continuation of the author’s previous article [34].
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1 Introduction

The purpose of this article is to compute explicitly the weighted Bergman inner product of
polynomials on some subspace of a bounded symmetric domain, and study the decompo-
sition of the restriction of a holomorphic discrete series representation to some subgroup
in detail. This article is a direct continuation of the author’s previous article [34], and also
related to the works [33, 35]. In this article, we construct symmetry breaking operators
for pairs of representations that were missing in [34].

We consider a Hermitian symmetric space D ≃ G/K, realized as a bounded symmetric
domain D ⊂ p+ in a complex vector space p+ centered at the origin. We assume that G
is connected, and K is the isotropy subgroup at 0 ∈ p+. Let G̃, K̃ denote the universal
covering groups of G,K, let (τ, V ) be a finite-dimensional representation of K̃, and we
consider the homogeneous vector bundle G̃ ×K̃ V → G̃/K̃ ≃ D. Then we can trivialize
this bundle, and the space of holomorphic sections is identified with the space O(D,V ) =
Oτ (D,V ) of V -valued holomorphic functions on D, on which G̃ acts by

(τ̂(g)f)(x) := τ(κ(g−1, x))−1f(g−1x) (g ∈ G̃, x ∈ D, f ∈ O(D,V )),

by using some function τ : G̃ × D → K̃C. According to the choice of the representation
(τ, V ) of K̃, there may or may not exist a Hilbert subspaceHτ (D,V ) ⊂ Oτ (D,V ) on which
G̃ acts unitarily. The classification of (τ, V ) such that Hτ (D,V ) exists is given by [6, 14].
Especially, if the G̃-invariant inner product of Hτ (D,V ) is given by an integral on D, then
this is called a weighted Bergman inner product and (τ̂ ,Hτ (D,V )) is called a holomorphic
discrete series representation. When (τ, V ) is of the form (τ, V ) = (χ−λ ⊗ τ0, V ) with a
suitably normalized character χ of K̃ and a fixed representation (τ0, V ) of K, we write
Hτ (D,V ) =: Hλ(D,V ) ⊂ Oτ (D,V ) =: Oλ(D,V ). In addition, if (τ, V ) = (χ−λ,C), then
we write Hτ (D,V ) =: Hλ(D) ⊂ Oτ (D,V ) =: Oλ(D).

Let us give a concrete example. We consider

G = SO∗(2s) :=

{
g ∈ GL(2s,C)

∣∣∣∣
tg

(
0 I
I 0

)
g =

(
0 I
I 0

)
, g

(
0 I
−I 0

)
=

(
0 I
−I 0

)
g

}
.

Then G acts transitively on

D := {x ∈ Alt(s,C) | I − xx∗ is positive definite} ⊂ p+ := Alt(s,C)
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by the linear fractional transform

(
a b
c d

)
.x := (ax+ b)(cx+ d)−1.

Next let λ ∈ C, and let (τ0, V ) be an irreducible representation of KC = GL(s,C). Then
the universal covering group G̃ acts on O(D) by

(
τλ

((
a b
c d

)−1)
f

)
(x) := det(cx+ d)−λ/2τ0

(
t(cx+ d)

)
f
(
(ax+ b)(cx+ d)−1

)
.

We note that det(cx+d)−λ/2 is not well-defined on G×D unless λ ∈ 2Z, but is well-defined
on the universal covering space G̃ ×D. If λ ∈ R is sufficiently large, then this preserves
the weighted Bergman inner product

〈f, g〉λ := Cλ

∫

D
(f(x), g(x))τ0 det(I − xx∗)(λ−2(s−1))/2 dx,

and the corresponding Hilbert space Hλ(D,V ) ⊂ O(D,V ) gives a holomorphic discrete
series representation, with the lowest K̃-type χ−λ ⊗ V = det−λ/2 ⊗ V .

Next we consider an involution σ on G, and let G1 := (Gσ)0 be the identity component
of the group of fixed points by σ. Without loss of generality we may assume σ stabilizes
K, and let K1 := G1 ∩ K. Then D1 := G1.0 ≃ G1/K1 is either a complex submanifold
or a totally real submanifold of D ≃ G/K. The pair (G,G1) is called a symmetric pair
of holomorphic type for the former case, and of anti-holomorphic type for the latter case
(see [18, Section 3.4]). In the following we assume (G,G1) is of holomorphic type. Then
σ induces a holomorphic action on p+ ≃ T0(G/K), and let (p+)σ =: p+1 , (p+)−σ =:
p+2 , so that p+ = p+1 ⊕ p+2 holds. Now we consider the restriction of a holomorphic

discrete series representation Hτ (D,V ) of G̃ to the subgroup G̃1. Then the restriction
Hτ (D,V )|

G̃1
decomposes into a Hilbert direct sum of irreducible representations of G̃1,

and this decomposition is given in terms of the decomposition of P(p+2 ) ⊗ (V |K̃1
) under

K̃1, where P(p+2 ) denotes the space of polynomials on p+2 . That is, if P(p+2 ) ⊗ (V |
K̃1

) is

decomposed under K̃1 as

P(p+2 )⊗ (V |
K̃1

) ≃
⊕

j

m(τ, ρj)(ρj ,Wj) (m(τ, ρj) ∈ Z≥0),

then Hτ (D,V )|G̃1
is decomposed abstractly into the Hilbert direct sum

Hτ (D,V )|
G̃1

≃
∑⊕

j

m(τ, ρj)Hρj (D1,Wj)

(see Kobayashi [18, Lemma 8.8], [17, Section 8]. For earlier results, see also [15], [31]). We
note that if the unitary subrepresentation Hτ (D,V ) is not holomorphic discrete, then its
K̃-finite part Hτ (D,V )

K̃
may be strictly smaller than Oτ (D,V )

K̃
= P(p+)⊗ V , and the

above decomposition may not hold in general.
One of main problems on the restriction of representations is to determine the G̃1-

intertwining operators

F↓
τρj : Hτ (D,V )|G̃1

−→ Hρj(D1,Wj) or Oτ (D,V )|G̃1
−→ Oρj (D1,Wj),

F↑
τρj : Hρj (D1,Wj) −→ Hρ(D,V )|G̃1

or Oρj (D1,Wj) −→ Oρ(D,V )|G̃1
.
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F↓
τρj is called a symmetry breaking operator (SBO) and F↑

τρj is called a holographic
operator, according to the terminology introduced in [24, 25] and [26] respectively. Such
a problem is proposed by Kobayashi from the viewpoint of the representation theory
(see [20]), and studied from various viewpoints for holomorphic discrete series, principal
series, and complementary series representations. For example, differential SBOs for tensor
products of holomorphic discrete series representations of SL(2,R) are called Rankin–
Cohen brackets. The study of such operators is initiated by [4, 39] from the viewpoint
of automorphic forms, and their generalizations for larger groups are studied by e.g.,
[2, 3, 36, 37, 38]. Similarly, the study of differential SBOs for spherical principal series
representations of (G,G1) = (SO0(1, n + 1), SO0(1, n)) is initiated by Juhl [16] from the
viewpoint of conformal geometry on the sphere Sn, and generalized to the indefinite case
[23]. Also, differential SBOs for symmetric pairs (G,G1) of higher split rank are studied
by e.g., Ibukiyama–Kuzumaki–Ochiai [13] and the author [33, 34, 35]. In addition, the
complete classification of general (possibly non-differential) SBOs for spherical principal
series representations of (G,G1) = (O(1, n+1), O(1, n)) is given by Kobayashi–Speh [27],
and general SBOs for various symmetric pairs are being studied by e.g., [10, 11, 12, 22,
28, 32]. On the other hand, the study of holographic operators is recently initiated by
Kobayashi–Pevzner [26] and is studied by, e.g., [29, 33].

Especially, it is proved by [19, 24] that in the holomorphic setting, symmetry breaking

operators F↓
τρj : Oτ (D,V )|G̃1

→ Oρj (D1,Wj) are always given by differential operators,

that is, F↓
τρj are given by the form

F↓
τρj : Oτ (D,V )|

G̃1
−→ Oρj (D1,Wj), f(x) = f(x1, x2) 7−→ F ↓

τρj

(
∂

∂x

)
f(x)

∣∣∣∣
x2=0

for some operator-valued polynomials F ↓
τρj (z) ∈ P(p−)⊗HomC(V,Wj) on the dual space

p− of p+ (localness theorem), and F ↓
τρj (z) are characterized as polynomial solutions of

certain systems of differential equations (F-method). This F-method gives a new insight
on the study of differential symmetry breaking operators, which unifies Rankin–Cohen
brackets and Juhl’s operators, and gives new results [21, 23, 25]. Also, in [33], the author

proved that when Hτ (D,V ) ⊂ Oτ (D,V ) is holomorphic discrete, F ↓
τρj (z) is given by the

inner product

F ↓
τρj (z) =

〈
e(x|z)p+ ,K(x2)

〉
Hτ (D,V ),x

, K(x2) ∈ (P(p+2 )⊗HomC(V ,Wj))
K̃1

up to constant multiple. Here (·|·)p+ is a suitable non-degenerate pairing on p+ × p−.
Especially, if Hτ (D,V ) = Hλ(D) is a unitary highest weight representation of scalar type,
then since its restriction Hλ(D)|

G̃1
decomposes multiplicity-freely by [18, Theorem A],

symmetry breaking operators from Hλ(D)|G̃1
are unique up to constant multiple. On the

other hand, if λ is not in the holomorphic discrete range, we do not know a priori whether
symmetry breaking operators from Oλ(D)|G̃1

are unique or not. Indeed, for tensor product

case, the space of symmetry breaking operators from Oλ(D) ⊗̂Oµ(D) may become greater
than 1-dimensional for some (λ, µ) ∈ C (see [25, Section 9], [35, Section 8]).

In the following, we assume G is simple, and consider the branching of the holomorphic
discrete series representations of scalar type Hτ (D,V ) = Hλ(D). We recall that G1 =
(Gσ)0, and set G2 := (Gσϑ)0, where ϑ is the Cartan involution of G corresponding to K.
We additionally assume that both G and the non-compact part of G2 are of tube type,
or equivalently, both p+ and p+2 have unital Jordan algebra structures. Then one of the
following holds.

4



(1) p+2 is a direct sum of two simple Jordan algebras, and rank p+2 = rank p+.

(2) p+2 is simple, and rank p+2 = rank p+/2.

(3) p+2 is simple, and rank p+2 = rank p+.

For Case (1), i.e., when (G,G1, G2) is one of

( SO0(2, d+ 2), SO0(2, d) × SO(2), SO0(2, 2) × SO(d) ),
( Sp(r,R), U(r′, r′′), Sp(r′,R)× Sp(r′′,R) ),
( U(r, r), U(r′, r′′)× U(r′′, r′), U(r′, r′)× U(r′′, r′′) ),
( SO∗(4r), U(2r′, 2r′′), SO∗(4r′)× SO∗(4r′′) ),
( E7(−25), U(1)× E6(−14), SL(2,R)× Spin0(2, 10) )

(r = r′ + r′′), let p+2 = p+11 ⊕ p+22. Then the decomposition of Hλ(D)|
G̃1

is given by the
form

Hλ(D)|
G̃1

≃
∑⊕

(k,l)∈Zr′
++

×Zr′′
++

Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
11)⊠ Pl(p

+
22)),

where Z
r
++ := {k = (k1, . . . , kr) ∈ Z

r | k1 ≥ · · · ≥ kr ≥ 0}, and ε1 ∈ {1, 2}. If k =
(k, . . . , k) and l = (l, . . . , l), then Hε1λ(D1,P(k,...,k)(p

+
11) ⊠ P(l,...,l)(p

+
22)) is of scalar type.

In [33, 34], the author constructed the intertwining operators

F↑
λ,k,l : Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p

+
11)⊠ Pl(p

+
22))K̃1

−→ Hλ(D)
K̃
|g1 ,

F↓
λ,k,l : Hλ(D)|G̃1

−→ Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
11)⊠ Pl(p

+
22)),

when k is of the form k = (k, . . . , k) (k ∈ Z≥0) and l ∈ Z
r′′
++ is arbitrary. Next, for Case

(2), i.e., when (G,G1, G2) is one of

( SO0(2, n), SO0(2, n − 1), SO0(2, 1) × SO(n− 1) ),
( Sp(2r2,R), Sp(r2,R)× Sp(r2,R), U(r2, r2) ),
( SU(2r2, 2r2), Sp(2r2,R), SO∗(4r2) ),

the decomposition of Hλ(D)|
G̃1

is given by the form

Hλ(D)|
G̃1

≃
∑⊕

k∈Zr2
++

Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
2 )).

If k = (k, . . . , k), then Hε1λ(D1,P(k,...,k)(p
+
2 )) ≃ Hε1(λ+k)(D1) is of scalar type. In [33, 34],

the author constructed the intertwining operators F↑
λ,k, F

↓
λ,k when k is of the form k =

(k+1, . . . , k+1, k, . . . , k), so that Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
2 )) is multiplicity-free under the maximal

compact subgroup K̃1 ⊂ G̃1. Next, for Case (3), i.e., when (G,G1, G2) is one of

( SO0(2, n), SO0(2, n
′)× SO(n′′), SO0(2, n

′′)× SO(n′) ),
( SU(r, r), SO∗(2r), Sp(r,R) ),
( SO∗(4r), SO∗(2r)× SO∗(2r), U(r, r) ),
( E7(−25), SU(2, 6), SU(2) × SO∗(12) )

(n′′ ≥ 3), the decomposition of Hλ(D)|
G̃1

is given by the form

Hλ(D)|
G̃1

≃
∑⊕

k∈Zr
++

Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
2 )).

If k = (k, . . . , k), then Hε1λ(D1,P(k,...,k)(p
+
2 )) ≃ Hε1(λ+2k)(D1) is of scalar type. In [33],

the author constructed the holographic operators F↑
λ,k when k is of the form one of

5



(3-a) k = (k + l, k, . . . , k) (k, l ∈ Z≥0),

(3-b) k = (k, . . . , k, k − l) (k, l ∈ Z≥0, k ≥ l),

(3-c) k = (k1, k2, k3) ∈ Z
3
++ (when r = rank p+ = 3),

so that Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
2 )) is multiplicity-free under K̃1 ⊂ G̃1 for classical G, and in [34],

the author constructed the symmetry breaking operators F↓
λ,k when k is of the form (3-a).

In any case, if k = (k, . . . , k), l = (l, . . . , l), then F↑
λ,k,l, F

↑
λ,k are given by infinite-order

differential operators whose symbols are given by multivariate 0F1 functions, and F↓
λ,k,l,

F↓
λ,k are given by finite-order differential operators whose symbols are given by multivariate

2F1 polynomials (or equivalently, Heckman–Opdam’s hypergeometric polynomials of type
BC, see [1]). In this article, we consider (G,G1, G2) of Case (3), and we construct the

symmetry breaking operators F↓
λ,k when k is of the form (3-b) and (3-c). The result for

(3-c) is conjectured in [35, Section 7], and this is verified in this paper.

In addition, in [35], the author determined the operator norms of F↓
λ,k,l, F

↓
λ,k for all

(k, l), k under a suitable normalization, and determined the Parseval–Plancherel type
formula. Also, in the same paper, the author found polynomials bk,l(λ), bk(λ) ∈ C[λ] such
that

bk,l(λ)
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

(f(x2) ∈ Pk(p
+
11)⊠ Pl(p

+
22)),

bk(λ)
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

(f(x2) ∈ Pk(p
+
2 ))

are holomorphically continued for all λ ∈ C for all (k, l), k. This result gives some
information on the branching of Oλ(D)K̃ |g1 for λ such that Oλ(D)K̃ is reducible. By
[34], when f(x2) 6= 0, the above give non-zero polynomials for all λ ∈ C if, for example,

(G,G1, G2) is of Case (1) and k = (k, . . . , k), l ∈ Z
min{r′,r′′}
++ ⊂ Z

r′′
++, (G,G1, G2) is of

Case (2) and k = (k+1, . . . , k+1, k, . . . , k), or (G,G1, G2) is of Case (3) with r even and
k = (k+ l, k, . . . , k) ((3-a)). However, for many other cases, the non-zeroness of the above
formula is not proved. In this paper, we prove the non-zeroness for (G,G1, G2) of Case
(3) (with r both even and odd) and k is of the form either (3-a), (3-b) or (3-c).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review Jordan triple systems,
Jordan algebras and holomorphic discrete series representations. In Section 3, we consider
the case rank p+ = 3 and general k ∈ Z

3
++, i.e., consider (3-c) case. In Section 4, we

consider p+ of general rank, and k of the form (3-b). For the convenience of the readers,
we also rewrite the results for k of the form (3-a) given in [34].

2 Preliminaries

In this section we review Jordan triple systems, Jordan algebras and holomorphic discrete
series representations. We use almost the same notations as in [34, 35], and readers who
read [34, 35] can skip this section, except for Section 2.6. For detail see, e.g., [7, Parts III,
V], [9], [30], [40].

2.1 Hermitian positive Jordan triple systems

We consider a Hermitian positive Jordan triple system (p+, p−, {·, ·, ·}, ·), where p± are
finite-dimensional vector spaces over C, with a non-degenerate bilinear form (·|·)p± : p± ×

6



p∓ → C, {·, ·, ·} : p± × p∓ × p± → p± is a C-trilinear map satisfying

{x, y, z} = {z, y, x},
{u, v, {x, y, z}} = {{u, v, x}, y, z} − {x, {v, u, y}, z} + {x, y, {u, v, z}},
({u, v, x}|y)p± = (x|{v, u, y})p±

for any u, x, z ∈ p±, v, y ∈ p∓, and · : p± → p∓ is a C-antilinear involutive isomorphism
satisfying (x|x)p± ≥ 0 for any x ∈ p±. Let D,B : p± × p∓ → EndC(p

±), Q : p± × p± →
HomC(p

∓, p±), Q : p± → HomC(p
∓, p±) be the maps given by

D(x, y)z = Q(x, z)y := {x, y, z},

Q(x) :=
1

2
Q(x, x),

B(x, y) := Ip± −D(x, y) +Q(x)Q(y)

for x, z ∈ p±, y ∈ p∓, let h = hp± : p±×p∓ → C be the generic norm, which is a polynomial
on p+×p− irreducible on each simple Jordan triple subsystem, and write B(x) := B(x, x),
h(x) := h(x, x). If p+ is simple, then B(x, y) and h(x, y) are related as

h(x, y)p = Detp+ B(x, y) (x ∈ p+, y ∈ p−) (2.1)

for some p ∈ Z>0.
If e ∈ p+ is a tripotent, i.e., {e, e, e} = 2e, then D(e, e) ∈ EndC(p

+) has the eigenvalues
0, 1, 2. For j = 0, 1, 2 let

p+(e)j = p+(e)j := {x ∈ p+ | D(e, e)x = jx} ⊂ p+, (2.2)

p−(e)j = p−(e)j := {x ∈ p− | D(e, e)x = jx} ⊂ p−,

so that p± = p±(e)2 ⊕ p±(e)1 ⊕ p±(e)0 holds (Peirce decomposition). A non-zero tripotent
e ∈ p+ is called primitive if p+(e)2 = Ce, and maximal if p+(e)0 = {0}. If p+(e)2 = p+

holds for some (or equivalently any) maximal tripotent e ∈ p+, then we say that p+ is of
tube type. Throughout the paper we assume that the bilinear form (·|·)p± : p± × p∓ → C

is normalized such that (e|e)p+ = (e|e)p− = 1 holds for any primitive tripotent e ∈ p+. If
p+ is simple, then under this normalization (x|y)p+ and D(x, y) are related as

p(x|y)p+ = Trp+ D(x, y) (x ∈ p+, y ∈ p−) (2.3)

with the same p ∈ Z>0 as in (2.1).

2.2 Jordan algebras

Next we consider a complex Jordan algebra n+C with the Euclidean real form n+ ⊂ n+C

and the unit element e ∈ n+, that is, the product on n+C satisfies

x ◦ y = y ◦ x, x2 ◦ (x ◦ y) = x ◦ (x2 ◦ y) (x, y ∈ n+C),

where x2 := x ◦ x, and there exists a symmetric bilinear form (·|·)n+ : n+C × n+C → C,
which is positive definite on n+, satisfying

(x ◦ y|z)n+ = (x|y ◦ z)n+ (x, y, z ∈ n+C).
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Let L : n+C → EndC(n
+C), Dn+ , P : n+C × n+C → EndC(n

+C), P : n+C → EndC(n
+C) be

the maps given by

L(x)y := x ◦ y,
Dn+(x, y)z = P (x, z)y := 2(x ◦ (y ◦ z) + z ◦ (y ◦ x)− (x ◦ z) ◦ y),

P (x)y := 2x ◦ (x ◦ y)− x2 ◦ y =
1

2
P (x, x)y,

let trn+ , detn+ be the trace form and the determinant polynomial of n+C, and we normalize
(·|·)n+ by (x|e)n+ = trn+(x). If n

+C is simple of rank r, dimension n, then we have

(x|y)n+ = trn+(x ◦ y) = r

n
Tr(L(x ◦ y)) = r

2n
Tr(Dn+(x, y)), detn+(x)

2n/r = Det(P (x)).

For x ∈ n+C, if detn+(x) 6= 0, then the inverse x−1 and the adjugate element x♯ are given
by

x−1 := P (x)−1x, x♯ := detn+(x)x
−1 .

Then the directional derivatives of x−1 and detn+(x) are given by

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(x+ ty)−1 = −P (x)−1y,
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

detn+(x+ ty) = detn+(x)(x
−1 |y)n+ = (x♯|y)n+ .

In addition, let

Ω := (connected component of {x ∈ n+ | P (x) is positive definite} which contains e)

= (connected component of {x ∈ n+ | detn+(x) > 0} which contains e)

be the symmetric cone.
For a given Hermitian positive Jordan triple system p±, if it is of tube type, then for

a fixed maximal tripotent e ∈ p+,

Q(e) : p+ −→ p−, Q(e) : p− −→ p+

are mutually inverse, and p+ becomes a Jordan algebra by the product

x ◦ y :=
1

2
{x, e, y} (x, y ∈ p+),

with the unit element e ∈ p+, and the Euclidean real form

n+ = {x ∈ p+ | Q(e)x = x}.
Then the corresponding operations and the generic norm are given by

Dn+(x, y) = D(x,Q(e)y), P (x, y) = Q(x, y)Q(e), P (x) = Q(x)Q(e),

(x|y)n+ = (x|Q(e)y)p+ = (y|Q(e)x)p+ , hn+(x, y) = hp+(x,Q(e)y).

Throughout the paper, for a Hermitian positive Jordan triple system p± of tube type,
when a maximal tripotent e ∈ p+ is fixed, we omit Q(e), Q(e), and identify p+ = p− by
the identity map, so that · : p± → p∓ = p± is the complex conjugate with respect to the
Euclidean real form n+ ⊂ p+, and the corresponding operations are

Dn+(x, y) = D(x, y), P (x, y) = Q(x, y), P (x) = Q(x),

(x|y)n+ = (x|y)p+ , hn+(x, y) = hp+(x, y).

Conversely, a complex unital Jordan algebra n+C with the Euclidean real form n+ ⊂ n+C

becomes a Hermitian positive Jordan triple system by {x, y, z} = Dn+(x, y)z and by the
complex conjugate ·̄ : n+C → n+C with respect to n+.
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2.3 Structure groups and the Kantor–Koecher–Tits construction

In this subsection we consider some Lie algebras corresponding to Jordan triple systems
p±. For l ∈ EndC(p

+), let l, tl ∈ EndC(p
−), l∗ ∈ EndC(p

+) be the elements given by
lx = lx, (lx|y)p+ = (x|tly)p+ = (x|l∗y)p+ for x, y ∈ p+. Then the Structure group Str(p+)
and the automorphism group Aut(p+) are defined as

Str(p+) := {l ∈ GLC(p
+) | {lx, tl−1y, lz} = l{x, y, z} (x, z ∈ p+, y ∈ p−)},

Aut(p+) := {k ∈ Str(p+) | k−1 = k∗}.

Let str(p+) = kC and der(p+) = k denote the Lie algebras of Str(p+) and Aut(p+) respec-
tively. Then D(p+, p−) = str(p+) holds.

Next we recall the Kantor–Koecher–Tits construction. As vector spaces let

gC := p+ ⊕ kC ⊕ p−,

g := {(x, k, x) | x ∈ p+, k ∈ k} ⊂ gC,

and give the Lie algebra structure on gC by

[(x, k, y), (z, l, w)] := (kz − lx, [k, l] +D(x,w) −D(z, y),−tkw + tly).

Then gC becomes a Lie algebra and g becomes a real form of gC. Let (·|·)gC : gC× gC → C

be the gC-invariant bilinear form normalized such that (x|y)gC = (x|y)p+ holds for any

x ∈ p+, y ∈ p−. We fix a connected complex Lie group GC with the Lie algebra gC, and
let G,KC,K, P+, P− ⊂ GC be the connected closed subgroups corresponding to the Lie
algebras g, kC, k, p+, p− ⊂ gC respectively. Then Ad|p+ : KC → Str(p+)0 gives a covering
map, and for l ∈ KC, x ∈ p+, we abbreviate Ad(l)x =: lx.

Next suppose p+ is of tube type. We fix a tripotent e ∈ p+, regard p+ as a Jordan
algebra, and let n+ ⊂ p+ be the Euclidean real form. Also, let

n− := n+ = Q(e)n+ ⊂ p−,

l := D(n+, n−) = [n+, n−] ⊂ kC,
cg := n+ ⊕ l⊕ n− ⊂ gC.

These become real forms of the right hand sides. Let cG ⊂ GC be the connected closed
subgroup corresponding to the Lie algebra cg ⊂ gC, and let L := KC ∩ cG, KL := L ∩K,
kl := l∩k. ThenG and cG are isomorphic via the Cayley transform in GC, L acts transitively
on the symmetric cone Ω ⊂ n+, and KL acts on n+ as Jordan algebra automorphisms.
Also, for l ∈ kC ⊂ EndC(p

+) = EndC(n
+C), we abbreviate Q(e)tlQ(e) =: tl ∈ kC, and

extend it to the anti-automorphism on KC.

2.4 Simultaneous Peirce decomposition

In this subsection we assume p+ is simple, or equivalently, the corresponding Lie algebra
g is simple. We fix a Jordan frame {e1, . . . , er} ⊂ p+, i.e., a maximal set of primitive
tripotents in p+ satisfying D(ei, ej) = 0 for i 6= j, where r = rank p+ = rankR g. Using
this, let

p+ij := {x ∈ p+ | D(el, el)x = (δil + δjl)x (l = 1, . . . , r)}, p−ij := p+ij (1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ r),

p+0j := {x ∈ p+ | D(el, el)x = δjlx (l = 1, . . . , r)}, p−0j := p+0j (1 ≤ i ≤ r),
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so that
p± =

⊕

0≤i≤j≤r
(i,j)6=(0,0)

p±ij

holds. This is called the simultaneous Peirce decomposition. Using this decomposition, we
define integers (d, b, p, n) by

d := dim p+ij (1 ≤ i < j ≤ r), b := dim p+0j (1 ≤ j ≤ r),

p := 2 + d(r − 1) + b, n := dim p+ = r +
d

2
r(r − 1) + br. (2.4)

We note that if r = 1, then d is not determined uniquely, and any number is allowed.
Then p coincides with the one in (2.1), (2.3).

2.5 Space of polynomials on Jordan triple systems

In this subsection we consider the space P(p±) of polynomials on the Jordan triple system
p±, on which KC acts by

(Ad|p+(l))∨f(x) = f(l−1x) (l ∈ KC, f ∈ P(p+), x ∈ p+),

(Ad|p−(l))∨f(y) = f(tly) (l ∈ KC, f ∈ P(p−), y ∈ p−).

We assume p+ is simple, fix a Jordan frame {e1, . . . , er} ⊂ p+, and consider the tripotents
ek :=

∑k
j=1 ej . Then the subalgebras

p+(ek)2 =
⊕

1≤i≤j≤k

p+ij

are of tube type, and have Jordan algebra structures. Let n+(ek) ⊂ p+(ek)2 be the
Euclidean real forms, and we extend the determinant polynomials detn+(ek) on p+(ek)2 to
polynomials on p+. We also write er =: e, n+(er) =: n+. Using these, for

m ∈ Z
r
++ := {m = (m1, . . . ,mr) ∈ Z

r | m1 ≥ m2 ≥ · · · ≥ mr ≥ 0},

we define the polynomial ∆n+

m (x) on p+ by

∆n+

m (x) :=

r∏

k=1

detn+(ek)(x)
mk−mk+1 ,

where we set mr+1 := 0, and let

Pm(p+) := spanC{∆n+

m (l−1x) | l ∈ KC} ⊂ P(p+),

Pm(p−) := {f(y) | f(x) ∈ Pm(p+)} ⊂ P(p−).

Then the following holds.

Theorem 2.1 (Hua–Kostant–Schmid, [7, Part III, Theorem V.2.1]). Under the KC-
action, P(p±) is decomposed into the sum of irreducible submodules as

P(p±) =
⊕

m∈Zr
++

Pm(p±).
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Next suppose p+ is of tube type. For µ ∈ C, let

µ
r
:= (µ, . . . , µ︸ ︷︷ ︸

r

) ∈ C
r,

and for m ∈ Z
r
++ + µ

r
, let

Pm(p±) := Pm−µ
r
(p±) detn±(x)

µ ⊂ P(p±) detn±(x)
µ,

where detn−(x) is the determinant polynomial on p− = n−C. Then Pm(p+) ≃ P−m∨(p−)
holds as a K̃C-module, where m∨ := (mr, . . . ,m1) and K̃C is the universal covering group
of KC. In addition, for λ ∈ C, s ∈ C

r, m ∈ (Z≥0)
r, let

Γd
r(λ+ s) := (2π)dr(r−1)/4

r∏

j=1

Γ

(
λ+ sj −

d

2
(j − 1)

)
, (2.5)

(λ+ s)m,d :=
r∏

j=1

(
λ+ sj −

d

2
(j − 1)

)

mj

, (2.6)

where (λ)m := λ(λ + 1)(λ + 2) · · · (λ + m − 1), and we abbreviate Γd
r(λ + 0r) =: Γd

r(λ),
Γd
r(0 + s) =: Γd

r(s), (λ+ 0r)m,d =: (λ)m,d, (0 + s)m,d =: (s)m,d. Then the following hold.

Lemma 2.2 (Gindikin, [9, Lemma XI.2.3, Section IX.3]). Let m ∈ Z
r
++, f ∈ Pm(p+).

(1) For Reλ > n
r − 1, w ∈ Ω+

√
−1n+, we have

∫

Ω
e−(z|w)

n+f(z) detn+(z)
λ−n

r dz = Γd
r(λ+m)f(w−1 ) detn+(w)

−λ.

(2) For Reλ > 2n
r − 1, z, a ∈ Ω, we have

Γd
r(λ+m)

(2π
√
−1)n

∫

a+
√
−1n+

e(z|w)
n+f(w−1 ) detn+(w)

−λdw = f(z) detn+(z)
λ−n

r ,

and this does not depend on the choice of a ∈ Ω.

Lemma 2.3 ([9, Proposition VII.1.6]). For k ∈ Z≥0, m ∈ Z
r
+++C1r :=

⋃
µ∈C(Z

r
+++µ

r
),

f(x) ∈ Pm(p+), we have

detn+

(
∂

∂x

)k

f(x) =

(
d

2
(r − 1) + 1− k +m

)

kr ,d

f(x) detn+(x)
−k

= (−1)kr(−m∨)kr ,df(x) detn+(x)
−k.

2.6 Projection of some polynomials

In this subsection, we assume p+ = n+C is of tube type. For m ∈ Z
r
++, let

Projp
+

m : P(p+) −→ Pm(p+)

be the orthogonal projection. Also, let y ∈ p+ be an element of rank 1. Then for k ∈ Z
r
++,

l ∈ Z≥0, f(x) ∈ Pk(p
+), as a function of x we have

(x|y)ln+f(x) =
∑

m∈Zr
++, |m|=|k|+l

kj−1≥mj≥kj

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+f(x)

)
, (2.7)
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where we set k0 := +∞. More generally, for µ ∈ C, m ∈ Z
r
++ + µ

r
, let

Projp
+

m : P(p+) detn+(x)
µ −→ Pm(p+) = Pm−µ

r
(p+) detn+(x)

µ

be the orthogonal projection, with the same symbol.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that p+ = n+C is of tube type. We fix a primitive idempotent
e′ ∈ n+, let p+(e′)2 = Ce′ =: p+′, p+(e′)0 =: p+′′ be as in (2.2), and for x ∈ p+, let
x′ ∈ p+′, x′′ ∈ p+′′ be the orthogonal projections. Also, let y ∈ p+ be an element of rank 1.

(1) For µ ∈ C, m ∈ Z
r
++ + µ

r
, k, l ∈ Z≥0, f(x) ∈ P(p+) detn+(x)

µ, we have

Projp
+

m+kr

(
(x|y)ln+ detn+(x)

kf(x)
)
= detn+(x)

k Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+f(x)

)
.

(2) For k ∈ Z
r−1
++ , m ∈ Z

r
++, k, l ∈ Z≥0 with k ≤ min{l,mr} and for f(x′′) ∈ Pk(p

+′′),
we have

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+f(x′′)

)

=
(−l)k(−k∨)kr−1,d

(−m∨)kr ,d
detn+(x)

k(e′|y)kn+ Projp
+

m−kr

(
(x|y)l−k

n+
detn+′′(x′′)−kf(x′′)

)
.

(3) For k ∈ Z
r−1
++ , l ∈ Z≥0 with l ≤ kr−1 and for f(x′′) ∈ Pk(p

+′′), we have

Projp
+

(k,l)

(
(x|y)ln+f(x′′)

)
=

(−k∨)lr−1,d(
−d

2 − k∨)
lr−1,d

detn+(x)
l(e′|y)ln+ detn+′′(x′′)−lf(x′′).

(4) For k ∈ Z
r−1
++ , l ∈ Z≥0 with l ≥ k1 and for f(x′′) ∈ Pk(p

+′′), we have

Projp
+

(l,k)

(
(x|e′)ln+f(x′′)

)∣∣
x=x′+x′′∈p+′⊕p+′′ =

(−l)k,d(
−l − d

2

)
k,d

(x′|e′)ln+f(x′′).

(5) There exists an element y ∈ p+ of rank 1 such that for µ ∈ C, k,m ∈ Z
r
++ + µ

r
,

l ∈ Z≥0 with kj−1 ≥ mj ≥ kj , |m| = |k|+ l we have

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+

k (x)
)
6= 0.

Proof. (1) Clear from Pm+kr
(p+) = detn+(x)

kPm(p+).

(2) Suppose kr = 0, f(x) = f(x′′) ∈ Pk(p
+′′), and we apply detn+

(
∂
∂x

)k
to the both

sides of (2.7). Then the right hand side is computed as

detn+

(
∂

∂x

)k ∑

m∈Zr
++

, |m|=|k|+l
kj−1≥mj≥kj

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+f(x′′)

)

=
∑

m∈Zr
++

, |m|=|k|+l
kj−1≥mj≥kj
kr−1≥mr≥k

(−1)kr(−m∨)kr,d detn+(x)
−k Projp

+

m

(
(x|y)ln+f(x′′)

)
.
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Similarly, for the left hand side, since y is of rank 1, the operator detn+
(

∂
∂x

)k
e(x|y)n+ is

characterized by

detn+

(
∂

∂x

)k

e(x|y)n+ e(x|z)n+ = detn+(y + z)ke(x|y)n+ e(x|z)n+

=
(
detn+(z) + (z♯|y)n+

)k
e(x|y)n+ e(x|z)n+

=
k∑

l′=0

∞∑

l′′=0

(
k

l′

)
1

l′′!
detn+(z)

k−l′(z♯|y)l′n+(x|y)l
′′

n+e
(x|z)

n+ (z ∈ p+),

and by taking the homogeneous terms with respect to y, we have

detn+

(
∂

∂x

)k

(x|y)ln+ = l!
∑

l′+l′′=l

(
k

l′

)
1

l′′!
(x|y)l′′n+ detn+

(
∂

∂x

)k−l′(( ∂

∂x

)♯ ∣∣∣∣ y
)l′

n+
.

Then since detn+
(

∂
∂x

)k−l′
f(x′′) vanishes for l′ < k, we get

detn+

(
∂

∂x

)k

(x|y)ln+f(x′′) =
l!

(l − k)!
(x|y)l−k

n+

((
∂

∂x

)♯ ∣∣∣∣ y
)k

n+
f(x′′)

= (−1)k(−l)k(x|y)l−k
n+

(e′|y)kn+ detn+′′

(
∂

∂x′′

)k

f(x′′)

= (−1)kr(−l)k(−k∨)kr−1,d
(e′|y)kn+(x|y)l−k

n+
detn+′′(x′′)−kf(x′′)

= (−1)kr(−l)k(−k∨)kr−1,d
(e′|y)kn+

∑

m∈Zr
++, |m|=|k|+l

kj−1≥mj≥kj
kr−1≥mr≥k

Projp
+

m−kr

(
(x|y)l−k

n+
detn+′′(x′′)−kf(x′′)

)
.

Comparing the both sides, for mr ≥ k we have

(−m∨)kr ,d detn+(x)
−k Projp

+

m

(
(x|y)ln+f(x′′)

)

= (−l)k(−k∨)kr−1,d(e
′|y)kn+ Projp

+

m−kr

(
(x|y)l−k

n+
detn+′′(x′′)−kf(x′′)

)
,

and we get the desired formula.
(3) In (2), we set m = (k, l), k = l. Then we have

Projp
+

(k,l)

(
(x|y)ln+f(x′′)

)

=
(−l)l(−k∨)lr−1,d

(−(l,k∨))lr ,d
detn+(x)

l(e′|y)ln+ Projp
+

(k,l)−lr

(
detn+′′(x′′)−lf(x′′)

)

=
(−l)l(−k∨)lr−1,d

(−l)l
(
−d

2 − k∨)
lr−1,d

detn+(x)
l(e′|y)ln+ detn+′′(x′′)−lf(x′′)

=
(−k∨)lr−1,d(

−d
2 − k∨)

lr−1,d

detn+(x)
l(e′|y)ln+ detn+′′(x′′)−lf(x′′).

(4) Since the map

Pk(p
+′′) −→ P(p+′)⊗ P(p+′′), f(x′′) 7→ Projp

+

(l,k)

(
(x|e′)ln+f(x′′)

)∣∣
x=x′+x′′∈p+′⊕p+′′
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is kC′′ := [p+′′, p+′′]-equivariant, it is enough to prove when f(x′′) ∈ P(p+′′) is a lowest
weight vector. We fix a Jordan frame {e2, . . . , er} of n+′′ so that {e1 = e′, e2, . . . , er} is
a Jordan frame of n+, and define ∆n+′′

k
(x′′) ∈ Pk(p

+′′), ∆n+

m (x) ∈ Pm(p+) by using these
Jordan frames. We prove

Proj(l,k)
(
(x|e′)ln+∆n+′′

k (x′′)
)
=

(−l)k,d(
−l− d

2

)
k,d

∆n+

(l,k)(x) (2.8)

by induction on r = rank p+. When k = 0r−1 (“r = 1 case”), this is trivial. Next we
assume (2.8) for r − 1, and prove it for r. Then by (2) with k = kr−1, y = e′, we have

Proj(l,k)
(
(x|e′)ln+∆n+′′

k (x′′)
)

=
(−l)kr−1

(−k∨)kr−1
r−1

,d

(−(k∨, l))kr−1
r
,d

× detn+(x)
kr−1 Projp

+

(l,k)−kr−1
r

(
(x|e′)l−kr−1

n+
detn+′′(x′′)−kr−1∆n+′′

k (x′′)
)

=
(−l)kr−1

(−k∨)kr−1
r−1

,d

(−k∨)kr−1
r−1

,d

(
−l − d

2(r − 1)
)
kr−1,d

× detn+(x)
kr−1 Projp

+

(l,k)−kr−1
r

(
(x|e′)l−kr−1

n+
∆n+′′

k−kr−1
r−1

(x′′)
)

=
(−l)kr−1(

−l − d
2 (r − 1)

)
kr−1

detn+(x)
kr−1

(−l + kr−1)k−kr−1
r−1

,d
(
−l+ kr−1 − d

2

)
k−kr−1

r−1
,d

∆n+

(l,k)−kr−1
r
(x)

=
(−l)kr−1(

−l − d
2 (r − 1)

)
kr−1

(−l)k,d(
−l − d

2

)
k,d

(
−l − d

2

)
kr−1

r−1
,d

(−l)kr−1
r−1

,d
∆n+

(l,k)(x)

=
(−l)k,d(

−l − d
2

)
k,d

(−l)kr−1
r
,d

(−l)kr−1
r
,d
∆n+

(l,k)(x) =
(−l)k,d(

−l − d
2

)
k,d

∆n+

(l,k)(x),

where we have applied the induction hypothesis (2.8) for p+(er)0 = p+(
∑r−1

j=1 ej)2 ⊂ p+ at
the 3rd equality. This proves (2.8) for all r. Then since

∆n+

(l,k)(x)
∣∣
x=x′+x′′∈p+′⊕p+′′ = (x′|e′)ln+∆n+′′

k (x′′)

holds, we get the desired formula.
(5) Let {e1, . . . , er} ⊂ n+ be the Jordan frame defining ∆n+

k
(x), and we take an element

y ∈ p+ of rank 1 such that (ej |y)n+ 6= 0 holds for all j = 1, . . . , r. We prove

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+

k (x)
)
6= 0 (2.9)

by induction on r. When r = 1 this is clear. Next we assume (2.9) for r− 1, and prove it
for r. Then by (1) we have

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+

k (x)
)
= detn+(x)

kr Projp
+

m−krr

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+

k−kr
(x)

)
,

and it suffices to prove (2.9) when kr = 0. Then by applying (2) for e′ = er, k = mr so
that p+′′ = p+(er)0 = p+(

∑r−1
j=1 ej)2, we have

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+

k (x)
)
= Projp

+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+′′

k (x′′)
)

=
(−l)mr(−k∨)mrr−1

,d

(−m∨)mrr
,d

detn+(x)
mr (er|y)mr

n+
Projp

+

m−mrr

(
(x|y)l−mr

n+
∆n+′′

k−mrr−1
(x′′)

)
,
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and it suffices to prove (2.9) when kr = mr = 0. Then for kr = 0, by restricting

(x|y)ln+∆n+′′

k (x′′) =
∑

m∈Zr
++, |m|=|k|+l

kj−1≥mj≥kj

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+′′

k (x′′)
)
,

to the subalgebra p+′′ = p+(er)0 ⊂ p+, we get

∑

m∈Zr
++

, |m|=|k|+l
kj−1≥mj≥kj

mr=0

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+′′

k
(x′′)

)∣∣
p+′′ = (x|y)ln+∆n+′′

k
(x′′)

∣∣
p+′′

= (x′′|y′′)ln+′′∆
n+′′

k
(x′′) =

∑

m∈Zr−1
++

, |m|=|k|+l
kj−1≥mj≥kj

Projp
+′′

m

(
(x′′|y′′)ln+′′∆

n+′′

k
(x′′)

)
,

and hence for kr = mr = 0 we have

Projp
+

m

(
(x|y)ln+∆n+′′

k (x′′)
)∣∣

p+′′ = Projp
+′′

m

(
(x′′|y′′)ln+′′∆

n+′′

k (x′′)
)
.

By the induction hypothesis, this is non-zero. Hence (2.9) holds for all r.

Also, the following holds.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that p+ is of tube type and rank p+ ≥ 2. Let k, l,m ∈ Z≥0,
m ≤ k, l, and let y, z ∈ p+ be elements of rank 1. Then we have

Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)

=
(−1)m(

−k − l +m− d
2(r − 1)

)
m
m!

min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(
−k − l + 2m− d

2 (r − 1) + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!

× (x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

,

Projp
+

(k+l−m,m,0r−2)

(
(x|y)ln+(x|z)kn+

)

=
(−1)m(

−k − l +m− d
2

)
m
m!

min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(
−k − l + 2m− d

2 + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!

× (x|y)l−j
n+

(x|z)k−j
n+

(
(x|y)n+(x|z)n+ − (P (x)y|z)n+

)j
.

Proof. (1) First we prove

min{k,l}⊕

j=0

R(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

=

min{k,l}⊕

m=0

RProjp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)
.

(2.10)

Indeed, by the definition of Projp
+

m we have

(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+ =

min{k,l}∑

m=0

Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)
.
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We fix a primitive idempotent e′ ∈ n+, and let n+(e′)0 =: n+′′. Then since z is of
rank 1, z = ge′ holds for some g ∈ KC. Then as in the proof of Lemma 2.4 (2), for
j = 0, 1, . . . ,min{k, l} we have

detn+(x)
j−k detn+

(
∂

∂x

)j

detn+(x)
k(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

= detn+(g
−1x)j−k detn+

(
tg

∂

∂x

)j

detn+(g
−1x)k(g−1x|tgy)ln+((g−1x)−1 |e′)kn+

= detn+(w)
j−k detn+

(
∂

∂w

)j

(w|tgy)ln+ detn+′′(w′′)k
∣∣∣∣
w=g−1x

= (−1)jr(−l)j(−k)j
r−1

,d detn+(w)
j−k(w|tgy)l−j

n+
detn+′′(w′′)k−j(e′|tgy)j

n+

∣∣∣
w=g−1x

= (−1)jr(−l)j(−k)j
r−1

,d(g
−1x|tgy)l−j

n+
((g−1x)−1 |e′)k−j

n+
(tgy|e′)j

n+

= (−1)jr(−l)j(−k)j
r−1

,d(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

. (2.11)

On the other hand, for j,m = 0, 1, . . . ,min{k, l} we have

detn+(x)
j−k detn+

(
∂

∂x

)j

detn+(x)
k Projp

+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)

= (−1)jr(−(m,kr−2, k + l −m))j
r
,d Proj

p+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)
, (2.12)

and hence

(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

∈ R detn+(x)
j−k detn+

(
∂

∂x

)j

detn+(x)
k(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

= R detn+(x)
j−k detn+

(
∂

∂x

)j

detn+(x)
k

min{k,l}∑

m=0

Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)

⊂
min{k,l}⊕

m=j

RProjp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)
.

Therefore, the left hand side of (2.10) is contained in the right hand side. Since both sides
have the dimension min{k, l} + 1, we get (2.10).

Next we determine Projp
+

(l,0r−2,−k)

(
(x|y)l

n+
(x−1 |z)k

n+

)
. By (2.10) this is of the form

Projp
+

(l,0r−2,−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)
=

min{k,l}∑

j=0

aj(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

for some aj ∈ C. Then since

detn+(x)
k Projp

+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)
∈ P(k+l−m,kr−2,m)(p

+),

detn+(x)
k(x−1 |z)k−j

n+
∈ P(kr−1,j)

(p+)

vanish for m, j ≥ 1 if x is not invertible, we have

detn+(x)
k Projp

+

(l,0r−2,−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)
= (x|y)ln+(x♯|z)kn+ ,

detn+(x)
k

min{k,l}∑

j=0

aj(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

= a0(x|y)ln+(x♯|z)kn+
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for non-invertible x, and hence we get a0 = 1. To determine other aj, we consider the
differential operator

L :=
∑

αβ

(P (x)e∨α |e∨β )n+
∂2

∂xα∂xβ
,

where {eα}, {e∨α} ⊂ n+ are mutually dual bases of n+ and ∂
∂xα

is the directional derivative

along eα. Then by [9, Proposition VI.4.4], Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)l

n+
(x−1 |z)k

n+

)
is the

eigenfunction of L with the eigenvalue

(l −m)2 − (l −m) + (m− k)2 − (m− k)(1 + d(r − 1))

= 2m2 −m(2k + 2l + d(r − 1)) + k2 + l2 + k(1 + d(r − 1))− l,

which are distinct for all m = 0, 1, . . . ,min{k, l}. Also, we have

L(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

= (L(x|y)l−j
n+

)(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+

+ (x|y)l−j
n+

(L(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

)(y|z)j
n+

+ 2
∑

αβ

(P (x)e∨α|e∨β )n+
(

∂

∂xα
(x|y)l−j

n+

)(
∂

∂xβ
(x−1 |z)k−j

n+

)
(y|z)j

n+

=
(
(l − j)2 − (l − j)

)
(x|y)l−j

n+
(x−1 |z)k−j

n+
(y|z)j

n+

+
(
(j − k)2 − (j − k)(1 + d(r − 1))

)
(x|y)l−j

n+
(x−1 |z)k−j

n+
(y|z)j

n+

− 2(l − j)(k − j)(P (x)y|P (x)−1z)n+(x|y)l−j−1
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j−1
n+

(y|z)j
n+

=
(
2j2 − j(2k + 2l + d(r − 1)) + k2 + l2 + k(1 + d(r − 1))− l

)
(x|y)l−j

n+
(x−1 |z)k−j

n+
(y|z)j

n+

− 2(l − j)(k − j)(x|y)l−j−1
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j−1
n+

(y|z)j+1
n+

.

Hence we have

0 =
(
L − (k2 + l2 + k(1 + d(r − 1))− l)

)
Projp

+

(l,0r−2,−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)

=

min{k,l}∑

j=0

aj
((
2j2 − j(2k + 2l + d(r − 1))

)
(x|y)l−j

n+
(x−1 |z)k−j

n+
(y|z)j

n+

− 2(l − j)(k − j)(x|y)l−j−1
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j−1
n+

(y|z)j+1
n+

)

= 2

min{k,l}−1∑

j=0

(
aj+1

(
j − k − l − d

2
(r − 1) + 1

)
(j + 1)− aj(j − k)(j − l)

)

× (x|y)l−j−1
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j−1
n+

(y|z)j+1
n+

,

and since a0 = 1, we have

aj =
(−k)j(−l)j(

−k − l − d
2(r − 1) + 1

)
j
j!
,

that is, we get

Projp
+

(l,0r−2,−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)

=

min{k,l}∑

j=0

(−k)j(−l)j(
−k − l − d

2(r − 1) + 1
)
j
j!
(x|y)l−j

n+
(x−1 |z)k−j

n+
(y|z)j

n+
.
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Finally we determine Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)l

n+
(x−1 |z)k

n+

)
for m ≥ 1. If z = e′ ∈ n+

is a primitive idempotent, then by Lemma 2.4 (2) we have

Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)

= detn+(x)
−k Projp

+

(k+l−m,kr−2,m)

(
(x|y)ln+ detn+′′(x′′)k

)

=
(−l)m(−k)mr−1,d

(−(m,kr−2, k + l −m))mr ,d

× detn+(x)
m−k Projp

+

(k+l−2m,k−m
r−2

,0)

(
(x|y)l−m

n+
detn+′′(x′′)k−m

)
(e′|y)mn+

=
(−l)m(−k)m

(
−k − d

2

)
mr−2,d

(−m)m
(
−k − d

2

)
mr−2,d

(
−k − l +m− d

2(r − 1)
)
m

× Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)l−m

n+
(x−1 |z)k−m

n+

)
(y|z)mn+

=
(−1)m(−l)m(−k)m(

−k − l +m− d
2(r − 1)

)
m
m!

×
min{k−m,l−m}∑

j=0

(−k +m)j(−l +m)j(
−k − l + 2m− d

2(r − 1) + 1
)
j
j!
(x|y)l−m−j

n+
(x−1 |z)k−m−j

n+
(y|z)j+m

n+

=
(−1)m(

−k − l +m− d
2(r − 1)

)
m
m!

min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z)k−j
n+

(y|z)j
n+(

−k − l + 2m− d
2(r − 1) + 1

)
j−m

(j −m)!
.

For general z ∈ p+ of rank 1, when z = ge′ with g ∈ KC, by replacing x, y with g−1x, tgy
and applying the above, we get the desired formula.

(2) First we consider the case rank p+ = 2. Then for x, z ∈ p+ we have

(x|z)n+ = (x♯|z♯)n+ = detn+(x)(x
−1 |z♯)n+ ,

and z♯ is of rank 1 if z is of rank 1. Hence by (1) we have

Projp
+

(k+l−m,m)

(
(x|y)ln+(x|z)kn+

)
= detn+(x)

k Projp
+

(l−m,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z♯)kn+

)

=
(−1)m(

−k − l +m− d
2

)
m
m!

detn+(x)
k

min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(x|y)l−j
n+

(x−1 |z♯)k−j
n+

(y|z♯)j
n+(

−k − l + 2m− d
2 + 1

)
j−m

(j −m)!

=
(−1)m(

−k − l +m− d
2

)
m
m!

min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(x|y)l−j
n+

(x|z)k−j
n+

(y|z♯)j
n+

detn+(x)
j

(
−k − l + 2m− d

2 + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!
.

Hence it suffices to show

(x|y)n+(x|z)n+ − (P (x)y|z)n+ = (y|z♯)n+ detn+(x). (2.13)

Indeed, when y = z we have

(x|y)2n+ − (P (x)y|y)n+ =
(
e
∣∣P (x1/2 )y

)2
n+

−
(
P (x1/2 )y

∣∣P (x1/2 )y
)
n+

= 2detn+
(
P (x1/2 )y

)
= 2detn+(x) detn+(y) = detn+(x)(y|y♯)n+ ,

and by polarization we get (2.13). Thus we get the desired formula when p+ is of rank
2. For p+ of general rank, since the both sides of the desired formula depend only on the
rank 2 subalgebra containing y and z, this is reduced to the rank 2 case.
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Remark 2.6. By (2.11), (2.12) and Proposition 2.5, for i = 0, 1, . . . ,min{k, l} we have

(−l)i(−k)i(x|y)l−i
n+

(x−1 |z)k−i
n+

(y|z)in+

=

min{k,l}∑

m=i

(−m)i

(
−k − l +m− d

2
(r − 1)

)

i

Projp
+

(l−m,0r−2,m−k)

(
(x|y)ln+(x−1 |z)kn+

)

=

min{k,l}∑

m=i

(−1)m−i

(
−k − l + i+m− d

2(r − 1)
)
m−i

(m− i)!

×
min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(
−k − l + 2m− d

2(r − 1) + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!
(x|y)l−j

n+
(x−1 |z)k−j

n+
(y|z)j

n+
,

that is, for j = i+ 1, i + 2, . . . ,min{k, l} we have

j∑

m=i

(−1)m−i

(
−k − l + i+m− d

2 (r − 1)
)
m−i

(m− i)!

(−k)j(−l)j(
−k − l + 2m− d

2(r − 1) + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!

=

j−i∑

m=0

(−1)m(−k)j(−l)j(
−k− l+2i+m− d

2(r−1)
)
m
m!

(
−k− l+2i+2m− d

2(r−1)+1
)
j−i−m

(j − i−m)!

= 0.

In general, for µ ∈ C, j ∈ Z>0, we can directly verify

j∑

m=0

(−1)m

(µ+m)mm!
(
µ+2m+1

)
j−m

(j−m)!
=

j∑

m=0

(−1)m(µ)m(µ+2m)(µ+ j+m+1)j−m

(µ)2j+1m!(j −m)!

=
(−1)j

(µ)2j+1

j∑

m=0

(µ)m(µ + 2m)

m!

(−µ− 2j)j−m

(j −m)!
= 0,

by comparing the coefficients for tj of

∞∑

q=0

q∑

m=0

(µ)m(µ+ 2m)

m!

(−µ− 2j)q−m

(q −m)!
tq =

∞∑

m=0

(µ)m(µ+ 2m)

m!
tm

∞∑

n=0

(−µ − 2j)n
n!

tn

= µ(1 + t)(1− t)−µ−1(1− t)µ+2j = µ(1 + t)(1− t)2j−1 = −µ

j

∞∑

q=0

(−2j)q(−j + q)

q!
tq.

2.7 Holomorphic discrete series representations

In this subsection we review holomorphic discrete series representations. First we recall
the bounded symmetric domain realization (Harish-Chandra realization) of the Hermitian
symmetric space G/K via the Borel embedding,

G/K //

∼

��✤
✤

✤

GC/KCP−

D �

� // p+

exp

OO
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where

D = (connected component of {x ∈ p+ | B(x) is positive definite} which contains 0)

= (connected component of {x ∈ p+ | h(x) > 0} which contains 0).

Here we write B(x) := B(x, x), h(x) := h(x, x). Then its Bergman–Shilov boundary Σ ⊂
∂D consists of all maximal tripotents in p+. For g ∈ GC, x ∈ D, if g exp(x) ∈ P+KCP−

holds, then we write

g exp(x) = exp(π+(g, x))κ(g, x) exp(π−(g, x)),

where π±(g, x) ∈ p± and κ(g, x) ∈ KC. Then the map π+ : G×D → D gives an action of
G on D, and we abbreviate π+(g, x) =: gx.

Next let (τ, V ) be an irreducible holomorphic representation of the universal covering
group K̃C of KC, with the K̃-invariant inner product (·, ·)τ . Then the universal covering
group G̃ of G acts on the space O(D,V ) = Oτ (D,V ) of V -valued holomorphic functions
on D by

(τ̂(g)f)(x) := τ(κ(g−1, x))−1f(g−1x) (g ∈ G̃, x ∈ D, f ∈ O(D,V )),

where we lift the map κ : G×D → KC to the universal covering spaces, and represent by
the same symbol κ : G̃×D → K̃C. Its differential action is given by

(dτ̂ (z, k, w)f)(x) = dτ(k −D(x,w))f(x) +
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

f(x− t(z + kx−Q(x)w)) (2.14)

for z ∈ p+, k ∈ kC, w ∈ p−. This becomes a highest weight representation with the minimal
K̃-type (τ, V ). If this contains a unitary subrepresentation Hτ (D,V ) ⊂ Oτ (D,V ), then
its reproducing kernel is proportional to τ(B(x, y)), and such unitary subrepresentation is
unique. Here we lift the map B : D×D → Str(p+)0 ⊂ EndC(p

+) to the universal covering
space, and represent by the same symbol B : D ×D → K̃C. Especially, if the G̃-invariant
inner product is given by the converging integral

〈f, g〉τ̂ := Cτ

∫

D
(τ(B(x)−1)f(x), g(x))τ Detp+(B(x))−1 dx

(a weighted Bergman inner product), then (τ̂ ,Hτ (D,V )) is called a holomorphic discrete
series representation. Here we normalize the Lebesgue measure dx on D ⊂ p+ with respect
to the inner product (·|·)p+ , and determine the constant Cτ such that ‖v‖τ̂ = |v|τ holds
for all constant functions v ∈ V .

Next, let χ : K̃C → C
× be the character of K̃C normalized such that

dχ([x, y]) = (x|y)p+ (x ∈ p+, y ∈ p−), (2.15)

so that h(x, y) = χ(B(x, y)) holds, and we fix a representation (τ0, V ) of KC. When (τ, V )
is of the form (τ, V ) = (χ−λ ⊗ τ0, V ), we write Hτ (D,V ) = Hλ(D,V ) ⊂ Oτ (D,V ) =
Oλ(D,V ). In addition, if (τ, V ) = (χ−λ,C), then we write Hτ (D,V ) = Hλ(D) ⊂
Oτ (D,V ) = Oλ(D) and τ̂ = τλ.

In the rest of this subsection we assume p+ is simple and (τ, V ) = (χ−λ,C). Then
Hλ(D) is holomorphic discrete if λ > p− 1, and then the inner product is given by

〈f, g〉λ = 〈f, g〉λ,p+ := Cλ

∫

D
f(x)g(x)h(x)λ−p dx, (2.16)

Cλ :=
1

πn

Γd
r(λ)

Γd
r

(
λ− n

r

) ,
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where Γd
r(λ) is as in (2.5). We consider another inner product on P(p+), called the Fischer

inner product (see e.g. [9, Section XI.1]), defined by

〈f, g〉F = 〈f, g〉F,p+ :=
1

πn

∫

p+
f(x)g(x)e−(x|x)

p+ dx = g

(
∂

∂x

)
f(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=0

. (2.17)

Here g(·) is a holomorphic polynomial on p−, and we normalize ∂
∂x with respect to the

bilinear form (·|·)p+ : p+ × p− → C. Then the following holds.

Theorem 2.7 (Faraut–Korányi, [8], [7, Part III, Corollary V.3.9]). For λ > p − 1, m ∈
Z
r
++, f ∈ Pm(p+), g ∈ P(p+), we have

〈f, g〉λ =
1

(λ)m,d
〈f, g〉F ,

where (λ)m,d is as in (2.6).

Since the reproducing kernel on P(p+) with respect to 〈·, ·〉F is given by e(x|y)p+ , the
following holds.

Corollary 2.8. For λ > p− 1, m ∈ Z
r
++, f(x) ∈ Pm(p+), we have

〈
f(x), e(x|y)p+

〉
λ,x

=
1

(λ)m,d
f(y).

Here the subscript x stands for the variable of integration. By this theorem, 〈·, ·〉λ is
meromorphically continued for all λ ∈ C, and the K̃-finite part Oλ(D)

K̃
= χ−λ⊗P(p+) is

reducible as a (g, K̃)-module if and only if λ is a pole of 〈·, ·〉λ. Especially, for j = 1, 2, . . . , r,
λ ∈ d

2(j − 1)− Z≥0,

Mj(λ) = Mg
j (λ) :=

⊕

m∈Zr
++

mj≤ d
2
(j−1)−λ

χ−λ ⊗Pm(p+) ⊂ χ−λ ⊗ P(p+) = Oλ(D)
K̃

(2.18)

gives a (g, K̃)-submodule. Moreover, 〈·, ·〉λ is positive definite on P(p+) for λ > d
2(r − 1),

and on Mg
j

(
d
2(j − 1)

)
for λ = d

2 (j − 1), j = 1, . . . , r, that is, Oλ(D)
K̃

contains a unitary
submodule Hλ(D) if λ sits in the Wallach set

λ ∈
{
0,

d

2
, d, . . . ,

d

2
(r − 1)

}
∪
(
d

2
(r − 1),∞

)
, (2.19)

and its K̃-finite part is given by

Hλ(D)
K̃

=

{
χ−λ ⊗ P(p+) (λ > d

2 (r − 1)),

Mg
j

(
d
2(j − 1)

)
(λ = d

2 (j − 1), j = 1, 2, . . . , r).

In addition, the quotient module Oλ(D)
K̃
/Mr(λ) (λ ∈ d

2 (r − 1) − Z≥0) also gives an
infinitesimally unitary module (see [8]). Also by the corollary, for k ∈ Z

r
++, f(x) ∈ P(p+),

(λ)k,d
〈
f(x), e(x|y)p+

〉
λ,x

is holomorphically continued for all λ ∈ C if and only if

f(x) ∈
⊕

m∈Zr
++

mj≤kj (j=1,...,r)

Pm(p+)

holds, and if this is satisfied, then for j = 1, . . . , r,

f(x) ∈ Mj(λ) holds if λ ∈ d

2
(j − 1)− kj − Z≥0.
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2.8 Classification

A simple Hermitian positive Jordan triple system p± is isomorphic to one of the following.

p± = C
n (n ≥ 3), Sym(r,C), M(q, s;C),

Alt(s,C), Herm(3,O)C, M(1, 2;O)C.

Here Sym(r,C) and Alt(s,C) denote the spaces of symmetric and alternating matrices
over C respectively, and Herm(3,O)C denotes the complexification of the space of 3 × 3
Hermitian matrices over the octonions O. Then the corresponding Lie groups G and their
maximal compact subgroups K are given by

(G,K) =





(SO0(2, n), SO(2) × SO(n)) (p± = C
n),

(Sp(r,R), U(r)) (p± = Sym(r,C)),

(SU(q, s), S(U(q) × U(s))) (p± = M(q, s;C)),

(SO∗(2s), U(s)) (p± = Alt(s,C)),

(E7(−25), U(1)× E6) (p± = Herm(3,O)C),

(E6(−14), U(1)× Spin(10)) (p± = M(1, 2;O)C)

(up to covering), and the numbers (n, r, d, b, p) (see (2.4)) are given by

(n, r, d, b, p) =





(n, 2, n − 2, 0, n) (p± = C
n, n ≥ 3),(

1
2r(r + 1), r, 1, 0, r + 1

)
(p± = Sym(r,C)),

(qs,min{q, s}, 2, |q − s|, q + s) (p± = M(q, s;C)),(
1
2s(s− 1), s

2 , 4, 0, 2(s − 1)
)

(p± = Alt(s,C), s : even),(
1
2s(s− 1),

⌊
s
2

⌋
, 4, 2, 2(s − 1)

)
(p± = Alt(s,C), s : odd),

(27, 3, 8, 0, 18) (p± = Herm(3,O)C),

(16, 2, 6, 4, 12) (p± = M(1, 2;O)C).

Here, if r = 1, then d is not determined uniquely, and any number is allowed. When
b = 0, p± is of tube type, and has a Jordan algebra structure. That is, p± = C

n,
Sym(r,C), M(r,C), Alt(2r,C) and Herm(3,O)C are of tube type. Their corresponding
Euclidean real forms n+ ⊂ p+ are given by

n+ =





R
1,n−1

Sym(r,R)

Herm(r,C)

Herm(r,H)

Herm(3,O)

⊂ p+ =





C
n

Sym(r,C)

M(r,C)

Alt(2r,C)

Herm(3,O)C,

where R1,n−1 ⊂ C
n is a real form on which the quadratic form detn+(x) has the signature

(1, n − 1). For these cases p = 2n
r = d(r − 1) + 2 holds.

Next we fix the parametrization of finite-dimensional irreducible representations of
G̃L(s,C) and Spin(n,C) (n ≥ 3). We take a basis {ǫj}sj=1 ⊂ hC∨ of the dual space

of a Cartan subalgebra hC ⊂ gl(s,C) such that the positive root system is given by

{ǫi − ǫj | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s}. For m ∈ C
s with mj −mj+1 ∈ Z≥0, let V

(s)
m be the irreducible

representation of G̃L(s,C) with the highest weight
∑

j mjǫj, and let V
(s)∨
m be that with the
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lowest weight −∑
j mjǫj . If m ∈ Z

r, then V
(s)
m , V

(s)∨
m are reduced to the representations

of GL(s,C). Similarly, we take a basis {ǫj}⌊n/2⌋j=1 ⊂ hC∨ of the dual space of a Cartan

subalgebra hC ⊂ so(n,C) such that the positive root system is given by

{ǫi ± ǫj | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n/2} (n : even),

{ǫi ± ǫj | 1 ≤ i < j ≤ ⌊n/2⌋} ∪ {ǫj | 1 ≤ j ≤ ⌊n/2⌋} (n : odd).

For m ∈ Z
⌊n/2⌋ ∪

(
Z+ 1

2

)⌊n/2⌋
with m1 ≥ · · · ≥ mn/2−1 ≥ |mn/2| for even n, m1 ≥

· · · ≥ m⌊n/2⌋ ≥ 0 for odd n, let V
[n]
m be the irreducible representation of Spin(n,C) with

the highest weight
∑

j mjǫj , and let V
[n]∨
m be that with the lowest weight −∑

j mjǫj. If

m ∈ Z
⌊n/2⌋, then V

[n]
m , V

[n]∨
m are reduced to the representations of SO(n,C). Under this

notation, the K̃-type decompositions of the holomorphic discrete series representations of
scalar type

Oλ(D)
K̃

= χ−λ ⊗ P(p+) = χ−λ ⊗
⊕

m∈Zr
++

Pm(p+)

are given as

χ−λ ≃





C−λ ⊠ V
[n]∨
(0,...,0) (p+ = C

n, n ≥ 3),

V
(r)∨
(λ,...,λ) (p+ = Sym(r,C)),

V
(q)∨(

sλ
q+s

,..., sλ
q+s

) ⊠ V
(s)(

qλ
q+s

,..., qλ
q+s

) (p+ = M(q, s;C)),

V
(s)∨
(λ
2
,...,λ

2 )
(p+ = Alt(s,C)),

C−λ ⊠ V
[10]∨
(0,...,0) (p+ = M(1, 2;O)O),

Pm(p+) ≃





C−m1−m2
⊠ V

[n]∨
(m1−m2,0,...,0)

(p+ = C
n, n ≥ 3),

V
(r)∨
(2m1,...,2mr)

=: V
(r)∨
2m (p+ = Sym(r,C)),

V
(q)∨
m ⊠ V

(s)
(m1,...,mq,0,...,0)

=: V
(q)∨
m ⊠ V

(s)
m (p+ = M(q, s;C), q ≤ s),

V
(q)∨
(m1,...,ms,0,...,0)

⊠ V
(s)
m =: V

(q)∨
m ⊠ V

(s)
m (p+ = M(q, s;C), q ≥ s),

V
(s)∨
(m1,m1,m2,m2,...,m⌊s/2⌋,m⌊s/2⌋(,0))

=: V
(s)∨
m2 (p+ = Alt(s,C)),

C− 3

4
|m| ⊠ V

[10]∨(
m1+m2

2
,
m1−m2

2
,
m1−m2

2
,
m1−m2

2
,
m1−m2

2

) (p+ = M(1, 2;O)C)

(2.20)

when KC is classical, if we normalize the representations C−λ of S̃O(2) ≃ Ũ(1) for the
first and the last cases suitably.

2.9 Restriction to symmetric subgroups

In this subsection we consider a C-linear involution σ on a Hermitian positive Jordan
triple system p±, i.e., a Jordan triple system automorphism σ : p± → p± of order 2 which
commutes with the C-antilinear map · : p± → p∓, and extend to the involution of the Lie
algebra gC = p+ ⊕ kC ⊕ p− by letting σ act on kC = str(p+) ⊂ EndC(p

+) by σ(l) := σlσ.
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Also let ϑ := −Ip+ + IkC − Ip− . Using these, we set

p±1 := (p±)σ = {x ∈ p± | σ(x) = x},
p±2 := (p±)−σ = {x ∈ p± | σ(x) = −x},
kC1 := (kC)σ = {l ∈ kC | σ(l) = l},
k1 := kσ = kC1 ∩ k,

gC1 := (gC)σ = p+1 ⊕ kC1 ⊕ p−1 ,

gC2 := (gC)σϑ = p+2 ⊕ kC1 ⊕ p−2 ,

g1 := gσ = gC1 ∩ g,

g2 := gσϑ = gC2 ∩ g,

and let G1, G
C
1 , G2, G

C
2 ,K1,K

C
1 ⊂ GC be the connected closed subgroups corresponding to

g1, g
C
1 , g2, g

C
2 , k1, k

C
1 respectively. Such (G,G1) is called a symmetric pair of holomorphic

type (see [18, Section 3.4]). Also let G̃1 ⊂ G̃ and K̃C
1 ⊂ K̃C be the connected closed

subgroups of the universal covering groups of G and KC corresponding to g1 and kC1
respectively, and let D ⊂ p+, D1 ⊂ p+1 be the corresponding bounded symmetric domains,
so that D ≃ G/K, D1 ≃ G1/K1 hold. Let χ be the character of KC given in (2.15).
Similarly, we normalize the bilinear form (·|·)

p
+

j
: p+j × p−j → C (j = 1, 2) such that

(e|e)p+j = 1 holds for any primitive tripotent e ∈ p+j , and define the characters χj (j = 1, 2)

of KC
1 by

dχj([x, y]) = (x|y)
p
+

j
(x ∈ p+j , y ∈ p−j ),

dχj(l) = 0 (l ∈ [p+j , p
−
j ]

⊥ ⊂ kC1 ).

As in Section 2.7, for λ ∈ R and for an irreducible representation V of KC
1 , let Hλ(D) ⊂

Oλ(D) and Hλ(D1, V ) ⊂ Oλ(D1, V ) be the unitary representations of G̃ and G̃1 with the
minimal K̃-type χ−λ and with the minimal K̃1-type χ−λ

1 ⊗ V respectively, if they exist.
In the following we assume G is simple. Then p+2 is a direct sum of at most two simple

Jordan triple systems. Let rank p+ =: r, rank p+2 =: r2, and define ε1, ε2 ∈ {1, 2} by
dχ|kC

1
= εjdχj , or equivalently, by

(x|y)p+ = εj(x|y)p+j (j = 1, 2, x ∈ p+j , y ∈ p−j ). (2.21)

When p+2 is not simple, we write p+2 =: p+11 ⊕ p+22, p+1 =: p+12, and let rank p+11 =: r′,
rank p+22 =: r′′. Now we consider the restriction of the representation Hλ(D) of G̃ to

the subgroup G̃1. If λ satisfies (2.19), then the unitary representation Hλ(D) exists,
Hλ(D)|

G̃1
is discretely decomposable, and every G̃1-submodule in Hλ(D)|

G̃1
contains a

p+1 -null vector, that is, has an intersection with (Hλ(D)K̃)p
+

1 = (χ−ε1λ
1 ⊗P(p+2 ))∩Hλ(D)K̃ .

Especially, Hλ(D)
K̃

= χ−λ ⊗ P(p+) holds if λ > d
2 (r − 1), and Hλ(D) is holomorphic

discrete if λ > p− 1. For such λ, according to the decomposition

P(p+2 ) =
⊕

k∈Zr2
++

Pk(p
+
2 ) (p+2 : simple),

P(p+2 ) =
⊕

k∈Zr′
++

⊕

l∈Zr′′
++

Pk(p
+
11)⊠ Pl(p

+
22) (p+2 : non-simple)

(Theorem 2.1), the following holds.
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Theorem 2.9 (Kobayashi, [18, Theorems 8.3]). For λ > d
2 (r−1), the restriction of Hλ(D)

to the subgroup G̃1 is decomposed into the Hilbert direct sum of irreducible representations
as

Hλ(D)|G̃1
≃

∑⊕

k∈Zr2
++

Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
2 )) (p+2 : simple),

Hλ(D)|G̃1
≃

∑⊕

k∈Zr′
++

∑⊕

l∈Zr′′
++

Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
11)⊠ Pl(p

+
22)) (p+2 : non-simple).

In the following, when p+2 is not simple, we write P(k,l)(p
+
2 ) := Pk(p

+
11)⊠Pl(p

+
22). Then

by the above decomposition, for each λ > d
2(r− 1) and k ∈ Z

r2
++ or k ∈ Z

r′
++ ×Z

r′′
++, there

exist G̃1-intertwining operators

F↓
λ,k : Hλ(D)|

G̃1
−→ Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p

+
2 )),

F↑
λ,k : Hε1λ(D1,Pk(p

+
2 )) −→ Hλ(D)|

G̃1
,

which are unique up to constant multiple. F↓
λ,k is called a symmetry breaking operator, and

F↑
λ,k is called a holographic operator, according to the terminology introduced in [24, 25]

and [26] respectively. Then the construction of F↓
λ,k is reduced to the computation of

some inner product. In the following, let Vk be an abstract K1-module isomorphic to
Pk(p

+
2 ), let ‖ · ‖ε1λ,k,p+1 be the G̃1-invariant norm on Hε1λ(D1, Vk) normalized such that

‖v‖ε1λ,k,p+1 = |v|Vk
holds for all constant functions v ∈ Vk, and let ‖ · ‖F,p+ be the Fischer

norm on p+ given in (2.17).

Theorem 2.10 ([33, Theorem 3.10 (1)], [35, Proposition 2.9]). For λ > p− 1 and for k ∈
Z
r2
++ (when p+2 is simple) or k ∈ Z

r′
++×Z

r′′
++ (when p+2 is not simple), let C

p+,p+
2

(λ,k) ∈ C

be the constant satisfying
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

∣∣∣
z1=0

= C
p+,p+

2

(λ,k)f(z2) (f(x2) ∈ Pk(p
+
2 )).

We take a vector-valued polynomial Kk(x2) ∈ P(p+2 , Vk)
K1 normalized such that

∣∣〈f(x2),Kk(x2)〉F,p+
∣∣2
Vk

= ‖f‖2F,p+ (f(x2) ∈ Pk(p
+
2 )),

and define the vector-valued polynomial F ↓
λ,k(z) ∈ P(p−, Vk) by

F ↓
λ,k(z) :=

1

C
p+,p+

2

(λ,k)

〈
e(x|z)p+ ,Kk(x2)

〉
λ,x

. (2.22)

Then the differential operator

F↓
λ,k : Hλ(D)|G̃1

−→ Hε1λ(D1, Vk), (F↓
λ,kf)(x1) := F ↓

λ,k

(
∂

∂x

)
f(x)

∣∣∣∣
x2=0

(2.23)

becomes a symmetry breaking operator satisfying
∥∥F↓

λ,kf
∥∥2
ε1λ,k,p

+

1

= ‖f‖2F,p+ (f(x2) ∈ Pk(p
+
2 )).

Its operator norm is given by
∥∥F↓

λ,k

∥∥2
op

= C
p+,p+

2

(λ,k)−1.
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The notion of symmetry breaking operator is extended to the map

F↓
λ,k : Oλ(D)|G̃1

−→ Oε1λ(D1,Pk(p
+
2 ))

for all λ ∈ C. Especially, the operators constructed in the above theorem are meromor-
phically continued for all λ ∈ C, and give symmetry breaking operators on Oλ(D) for all
λ ∈ C except for poles. Moreover, symmetry breaking operators for holomorphic settings
are always given by differential operators (localness theorem, [24, Theorem 5.3]). How-

ever, the uniqueness of F↓
λ,k for non-unitary range is not trivial. Indeed, the uniqueness of

symmetry breaking operators for tensor product case fails for non-unitary range. See [25,
Section 9], [35, Section 8]. The symbols of differential symmetry breaking operators are
characterized as polynomial solutions of some differential equations as follows. For λ ∈ C,

let Bp±

λ be the vector-valued differential operator

Bp±

λ : P(p±) −→ P(p±)⊗ p∓,

Bp±

λ f(z) :=
∑

α,β

1

2
Q(e∓α , e

∓
β )z

∂2f

∂z±α ∂z
±
β

(z) + λ
∑

α

e∓α
∂f

∂z±α
(z), (2.24)

where {e∓α } ⊂ p∓ is a basis of p∓, and {z±α } is the coordinate of p± dual to {e∓α } (Bessel
operator [5], [9, Section XV.2]), let

(Bp±

λ )1 : P(p±) −→ P(p±)⊗ p∓1

be the orthogonal projection of Bp±

λ onto p∓1 , and let

SolP(p±)

(
(Bp±

λ )1
)
:=

{
f(z) ∈ P(p±)

∣∣ (Bp±

λ )1f = 0
}
.

Theorem 2.11 (F-method, [25, Theorem 3.1]). Let V be a KC
1 -module, and V ∨ be its

contragredient. Then we have

HomG̃1
(Oλ(D),Oε1λ(D1, V )) ≃ Hom

kC
1
⊕p

−
1

(
χε1λ
1 ⊗ V ∨, indg

C

kC⊕p−
(χλ)

)

≃
(
SolP(p−)

(
(Bp−

λ )1
)
⊗ V

)K1

.

Especially, if λ > d
2(r−1) then sinceHλ(D)|

G̃1
decomposes multiplicity-freely, the space

of symmetry breaking operators is 1-dimensional for each V ≃ Pk(p
+
2 ), and combining the

above two theorems, for λ > d
2(r − 1) we get

HomK1

(
Pk(p

+
2 ),SolP(p+)

(
(Bp+

λ )1
))

= C

(
f(x2) 7→

〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

)
.

In this article, we consider the symmetry breaking operators for the case p+, p+2 are
simple of tube type and ε2 = 1, so that r = r2 holds. In [34, Section 6], we treated
k = (k + l, k, . . . , k) case. In this article, we treat general k ∈ Z

3
++ for r = 3 case in

Section 3, and treat k = (k, . . . , k, k − l) case for general r in Section 4.
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3 Rank 3 case

In this section we treat p± = (p±)σ ⊕ (p±)−σ = p±1 ⊕ p±2 such that p±, p±2 are both simple,
of tube type, and of rank 3, that is, we treat

(p±, p±1 , p
±
2 ) = (Herm(3,F)C,Alt(3,F′)C,Herm(3,F′)C) ((F,F′) = (C,R), (H,C), (O,H))

=





(M(3,C),Alt(3,C),Sym(3,C)) ((F,F′) = (C,R)),

(Alt(6,C),Alt(3,C) ⊕Alt(3,C),M(3,C)) ((F,F′) = (H,C)),

(Herm(3,O)C,M(2, 6;C),Alt(6,C)) ((F,F′) = (O,H)).

Then the corresponding symmetric pairs (G, (Gσ)0, (G
σϑ)0) = (G,G1, G2) are given by

(G,G1, G2) =





(SU(3, 3), SO∗(6), Sp(3,R)) ((F,F′) = (C,R)),

(SO∗(12), SO∗(6) × SO∗(6), U(3, 3)) ((F,F′) = (H,C)),

(E7(−25), SU(2, 6), SU(2) × SO∗(12)) ((F,F′) = (O,H))

(up to covering). We have (d, d2) = (dimR F,dimR F
′) ∈ {(2, 1), (4, 2), (8, 4)}, and ε1 =

2 for (F,F′) = (C,R), ε1 = 1 for (F,F′) = (H,C), (O,H). p+ and p+2 have Jordan
algebra structures with the Euclidean real forms n+ = Herm(3,F) and n+2 = Herm(3,F′)
respectively.

3.1 Jordan algebra structure on Herm(3,F)C

First we look at the Jordan algebra structure on p+ = n+C = Herm(3,F)C for F =
R,C,H,O given by

x ◦ y :=
1

2
(xy + yx),

with the unit element e = I3, the Euclidean real form n+ = Herm(3,F), the symmetric
cone Ω = Herm+(3,F) ⊂ n+ (the set of positive definite matrices), and the associative
bilinear form (·|·) = (·|·)n+ : n+C × n+C → C,

(x|y) = (x|y)n+ := ReF tr(xy) = ReF tr(yx),

where ReF : F
C = F ⊗R C → C is the C-linear extension of the F-real part. Next, for

x ∈ n+C, let x♯ be the adjugate matrix given by



a1 x3 x̂2
x̂3 a2 x1
x2 x̂1 a3


 :=



a2a3 − x1x̂1 x̂2x̂1 − a3x3 x3x1 − a2x̂2
x1x2 − a3x̂3 a3a1 − x2x̂2 x̂3x̂2 − a1x1
x̂1x̂3 − a2x2 x2x3 − a1x̂1 a1a2 − x3x̂3


 (ai ∈ C, xi ∈ F

C),

where xi 7→ x̂i is the C-linear extension of the F-conjugate, and for x, y ∈ Herm(3,F)C, let
x× y be the Freudenthal product given by

x× y := (x+ y)♯ − x♯ − y♯,

so that x × x = 2x♯. Then the determinant polynomial, the inverse element, the generic
norm, and the map P (x) ∈ EndC(n

+C) are given by

det(x) = detn+(x) :=
1

3
(x|x♯), x−1 :=

1

det(x)
x♯,

h(x, y) := 1− (x|y) + (x♯|y♯)− det(x) det(y), P (x)y := (x|y)x− x♯ × y.
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xx♯ = x♯x = det(x)I holds for F = R,C,H, and 1
2 (xx

♯ + x♯x) = det(x)I holds for F = O.
Also, for x, y, z ∈ n+C we have

(x× y|z) = (y × z|x) = (z × x|y), (x♯)♯ = det(x)x.

If F = R,C,H, then by taking the directional derivative of zz♯ = det(z)I along y, we get

yz♯ + z(z × y) = (z♯|y)I, (3.1)

and by substituting z = x♯ and multiplying det(x)−1x from the left, we get

P (x)y = (x|y)x− x♯ × y = xyx.

We note that these do not hold for F = O. Let · : n+C → n+C be the complex conjugate
with respect to the real form n+ ⊂ n+C. Then the bounded symmetric domain D ⊂ p+ =
n+C is the connected component of {x ∈ n+C | h(x, x) > 0} which contains the origin.

Next we consider the Cayley–Dickson extension F = F
′⊕F

′j for (F,F′) = (C,R), (H,C),
(O,H), and as in [41, 42] we consider the involution σ on p± = Herm(3,F),

σ




a1 x3 + y3j x̂2 − y2j
x̂3 − y3j a2 x1 + y1j
x2 + y2j x̂1 − y1j a3


 := −




a1 x3 − y3j x̂2 + y2j
x̂3 + y3j a2 x1 − y1j
x2 − y2j x̂1 + y1j a3




(ai ∈ C, xi, yi ∈ F
′C), so that we have

(p±1 , p
±
2 ) := ((p±)σ, (p±)−σ) = (Alt(3,F′)Cj,Herm(3,F′)C),

(n+1 , n
+
2 ) := ((n+)σ, (n+)−σ) = (Alt(3,F′)j,Herm(3,F′)).

p+2 = n+C

2 becomes a Jordan subalgebra with the Euclidean real form n+2 and the symmetric
cone Ω2 := Ω ∩ n+2 ⊂ n+2 , but p

+
1 = n+C

1 is not. We identify p+1 = n+C

1 = Alt(3,F′)Cj with
(F′C)3 (the space of row vectors) by

(F′C)3
∼−→ Alt(3,F′)Cj, (y1, y2, y3) 7→




0 y3j −y2j
−y3j 0 y1j
y2j −y1j 0


 .

In the following, we use lowercase Greek alphabets and capital Latin alphabets to express
elements in n+C

1 ≃ (F′C)3 and n+C

2 = Herm(3,F′)C respectively. For ξ, η ∈ (F′C)3, let

(ξ|η) := ReF′(ξtη̂).

Then for x = (x1, x2) = (ξ,X), y = (y1, y2) = (η, Y ) ∈ n+C = (F′C)3 ⊕ Herm(3,F′)C we
have

(x|y)n+ = (x1|y1)n+ + (x2|y2)n+ = 2(ξ|η) + (X|Y ),

(ξ,X)♯ = (−ξX,X♯ − tξ̂ξ),

det((ξ,X)) = det(X) − ξXtξ̂,

P ((ξ,X))(η, Y ) = (ξtη̂ξ + ηX♯ + (X|Y )ξ − ξXY,

XY X + (tξ̂ξ)× Y + 2(ξ|η)X −Xtξ̂η − tη̂ξX).
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p±1 , p
±
2 are preserved by the action of K1 := G1 ∩ G2. Especially, the action of the real

form L2 = KC
1 ∩ L ⊂ KC

1 ,

L2 :=





{1} ×GL(3,R)

{1} ×GL(3,C)

Sp(1) ×GL(3,H)

⊂ L :=





{g ∈ GL(3,C) | det(g) ∈ R} ((F,F′) = (C,R)),

GL(3,H) ((F,F′) = (H,C)),

R>0 × E6(−26) ((F,F′) = (O,H)),

on n+1 ⊕ n+2 = F
′3 ⊕Herm(3,F′) is given by, for g = (g1, g2) ∈ L2,

gx = (gx1, gx2) = (χ(g2)g1ξg
−1
2 , g2X

tĝ2),

and this preserves the symmetric cone Ω2 ⊂ n+2 .

3.2 Definition of some functions

In this subsection we define some functions on p±1 ⊕ p±2 . First we note that, for m ∈ Z≥0,
(y1, x2) = (η,X) ∈ p∓1 ⊕ p±2 , (x1, x2) = (ξ,X) ∈ p±1 ⊕ p±2 , we have

(
−((y1)

♯|(x2)♯)
)m

= (ηX♯tη̂)m ∈ P2m(p∓1 )y1 ⊗ P(m,m,0)(p
±
2 )x2

,
(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
±
2

(x2)

)m

=

(
ξXtξ̂

det(X)

)m

∈ P2m(p±1 )x1
⊗P(0,−m,−m)(p

±
2 )x2

,

where Pm(p∓1 ) is the space of homogeneous polynomials on p∓1 of degree m. Next let k ∈
Z
3
+++C13 = Z

3
+++C(1, 1, 1), and take f(x2) ∈ Pk(p

±
2 ) = P(k1−k3,k2−k3,0)(p

±
2 ) detn±

2

(x2)
k3 .

Then we have

(
−((y1)

♯|(x2)♯)
)m

f(x2) ∈
⊕

l∈Z3, |l|=m
0≤l1≤k1−k2
0≤l2≤k2−k3

0≤l3

P2m(p∓1 )y1 ⊗ P(k1+l2+l3,k2+l1+l3,k3+l1+l2)(p
±
2 )x2

,

(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
±
2

(x2)

)m

f(x2) ∈
⊕

l∈Z3, |l|=m
0≤l1

0≤l2≤k1−k2
0≤l3≤k2−k3

P2m(p±1 )x1
⊗ P(k1−l2−l3,k2−l1−l3,k3−l1−l2)(p

±
2 )x2

.

According to these decompositions, for l ∈ (Z≥0)
3 we define the polynomials F ↑

k,l[f ](y1, x2)

= F ↑
k,l[f ](η,X) and F ↓

k,l[f ](x1, x2) = F ↓
k,l[f ](ξ,X) by

F ↑
k,l[f ](y1, x2) := Proj

p
±
2

(k1+l2+l3,k2+l1+l3,k3+l1+l2),x2

(
1

|l|!
(
−((y1)

♯|(x2)♯)
)|l|

f(x2)

)

∈ P2|l|(p
∓
1 )y1 ⊗ P(k1+l2+l3,k2+l1+l3,k3+l1+l2)(p

±
2 )x2

,

F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) := Proj

p±
2

(k1−l2−l3,k2−l1−l3,k3−l1−l2),x2

(
1

|l|!

(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
±
2

(x2)

)|l|
f(x2)

)

∈ P2|l|(p
±
1 )x1

⊗ P(k1−l2−l3,k2−l1−l3,k3−l1−l2)(p
±
2 )x2

.

Under the identification Pk(p
±
2 ) ≃ P−k∨(p∓2 ), f 7→ f((·)−1 ), where k∨ := (k3, k2, k1), these

are related as
F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) = F ↑

−k∨,l∨[f((·)−1 )](x1, x
−1

2 ).
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We also set

F̃k,l[f ](x1, x2) := F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) detn±

2

(x2)
|l| = Proj

p
±
2

k+l,x2

(
1

|l|!
(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
)|l|

f(x2)

)

∈ P2|l|(p
±
1 )x1

⊗ Pk+l(p
±
2 )x2

.

Since F ↑
k,l[f ](y1, x2) is recovered from F ↓

k,l[f ](x1, x2), in the following we only consider

F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2). For k ∈ Z

3
++ + C13, let d

p
+

2

k
:= dimPk(p

+
2 ), and let Σ2 ⊂ p+2 be the

Bergman–Shilov boundary of D2 := D ∩ p+2 .

Proposition 3.1. Let k ∈ Z
3
++ +C13, f(x2) ∈ Pk(p

+
2 ), l ∈ (Z≥0)

3 with 0 ≤ l2 ≤ k1 − k2,
0 ≤ l3 ≤ k2 − k3.

(1) For x1 ∈ p+1 , x2 = ge ∈ p+2 with g ∈ K̃C
1 , we have

∣∣F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2)

∣∣ ≤

√
d
p
+

2

k
d
p
+

2

(|l|,0,0)

|l|!
(g−1x1|g−1x1)

|l|
p+

2|l|
‖f(g(·))‖L2(Σ2).

(2) If f(x2) 6= 0, then F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) 6= 0.

Proof. (1) Since f(x2) 7→ F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) is K̃

C
1 -equivariant, we have

F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) = F ↓

k,l[f ](x1, ge) = F ↓
k,l[f(g(·))](g−1x1, e),

and hence it suffices to prove when x2 = e, so that F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, e) = F̃k,l[f ](ξ, e). Next,

since the reproducing kernel of Pk+l(p
+
2 ) with respect to the L2(Σ2)-inner product is

given by K ′
k+l

(X,Z) := d
p
+

2

k+l
Φ
n
+

2

k+l
(P (Z

1/2
)X) = d

p
+

2

k+l
Φ
n
+

2

k+l
(P (X1/2 )Z), where Φ

n
+

2

k
(X) :=

∫
K1∩KL

∆
n
+

2

k
(kX) dk (see [9, Proposition XII.2.4]), we have

∣∣F̃k,l[f ](ξ, e)
∣∣ =

∣∣〈F̃k,l[f ](ξ, ·),K ′
k+l(·, e)

〉
L2(Σ2)

∣∣

≤
∥∥F̃k,l[f ](ξ, ·)

∥∥
L2(Σ2)

‖K ′
k+l(·, e)‖L2(Σ2)

=
∥∥F̃k,l[f ](ξ, ·)

∥∥
L2(Σ2)

√
K ′

k+l
(e, e) =

√
d
p
+

2

k+l

∥∥F̃k,l[f ](ξ, ·)
∥∥
L2(Σ2)

.

Now since F̃k,l[f ](ξ,X) is defined by the orthogonal projection of (ξXtξ̂)|l|f(X)/|l|!, we
have

∥∥F̃k,l[f ](ξ, ·)
∥∥
L2(Σ2)

≤
∥∥∥∥
1

|l|! (ξX
tξ̂)|l|f(X)

∥∥∥∥
L2(Σ2),X

≤ 1

|l|!
∥∥ξXtξ̂

∥∥|l|
L∞(Σ2),X

‖f‖L2(Σ2),

and for X ∈ Σ2 we have

|ξXtξ̂| = |(ξ|ξX)| ≤
√

(ξ|ξ)(ξX|ξX) = (ξ|ξ) = 1

2
(x1|x1)p+ .

We also have

d
p
+

2

k+l
= dimPk+l(p

+
2 ) ≤ dim

(
Pk(p

+
2 )⊗ P(|l|,0,0)(p

+
2 )

)
= d

p
+

2

k
d
p
+

2

(|l|,0,0).
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Hence the proposition follows.
(2) Again since f(x2) 7→ F ↓

k,l[f ](x1, x2) is K̃
C
1 -equivariant, it is enough to prove when

f(x2) = ∆
n
+

2

k
(x2) = ∆

n
+

2

k
(X). Then since tξ̂ξ ∈ p+2 is at most of rank 1 for x1 = ξ ∈ p+1

and every rank 1 element is written as this form, by Lemma 2.4 (5) we have

F ↓
k,l

[
∆

n
+

2

k

]
(x1, x2) =

1

|l|! det(X)−|l| Proj
p
+

2

k+l,X

(
(X|tξ̂ξ)|l|∆n

+

2

k
(X)

)
6= 0

for some x1 = ξ ∈ p+1 . Hence we get the desired formula.

The following proposition gives some examples of F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2).

Proposition 3.2. Let x = (x1, x2) = (ξ,X) ∈ p+1 ⊕ p+2 .

(1) For k ∈ C, l ∈ (Z≥0)
3, k ∈ Z3

++, f(x2) ∈ Pk(p
+
2 ), we have

F ↓
k+(k,k,k),l

[
f detk

n+
2

]
(x1, x2) = det

n
+

2

(x2)
kF ↓

k,l[f ](x1, x2).

(2) For k ∈ C, l ∈ Z≥0, we have

F ↓
(k,k,k),
(l,0,0)

[
detk

n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) =

1

l!

(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
+

2

(x2)

)l

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k =

1

l!

(
ξXtξ̂

det(X)

)l

det(X)k,

F ↑
(k,k,k),
(0,0,l)

[
detk

n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) =

1

l!

(
−((x1)

♯|(x2)♯)
)l
det

n
+

2

(x2)
k =

1

l!
(ξX♯tξ̂)l det(X)k.

(3) Let e′ ∈ n+2 be a primitive idempotent, and let p+(e′)0 =: p+′′, p+2 (e
′)0 =: p+′′

2 be as
in (2.2). Then for f(x′′2) ∈ P(k1,k2)(p

+′′
2 ), l = 0, 1, . . . , k2, we have

F ↓
(k1,k2,0),(0,0,l)

[f ](x1, x2) =
(−k2)l

(
−k1 − d2

2

)
l(

−k2 − d2
2

)
l
(−k1 − d2)ll!

(
−detn+′′(x′′1)
detn+′′(x′′2)

)l

f(x′′2)

=
(−k2)l

(
−k1 − d2

2

)
l(

−k2 − d2
2

)
l
(−k1 − d2)ll!

(
(tξ̂ξ|e′)

det
n
+′′
2

(X ′′)

)l

f(X ′′).

(4) Let w2 = W ∈ p+2 be of rank 1. Then for k, l1, l2 ∈ Z≥0 with l2 ≤ k we have

F ↓
(k,0,0),(l1,l2,0)

[
(·|w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) = F ↑

(0,0,−k),(0,l2,l1)

[
((·)−1 |w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x

−1

2 )

=
(−1)l1 det

n
+

2

(x2)
−l1−l2

(
−k − l1 − d2

2

)
l2
l2!(l1 + l2)!

min{k,l1+l2}∑

j=l2

(−k)j(−l1 − l2)j(
−k − l1 + l2 − d2

2 + 1
)
j−l2

(j − l2)!

× (x2|(x1)♯)l1+l2−j(x2|w2)
k−j

(
(x2|(x1)♯)(x2|w2)− (x2(x1)

♯x2|w2)
)j

=
(−1)l2(

−k − l1 − d2
2

)
l2
l2!(l1 + l2)!

min{k,l1+l2}∑

j=l2

(−k)j(−l1 − l2)j(
−k − l1 + l2 − d2

2 + 1
)
j−l2

(j − l2)!

× (X|tξ̂ξ)l1+l2−j(X|W )k−j
(
(X|tξ̂ξ)(X|W )− (Xtξ̂ξX|W )

)j
det(X)−l1−l2 .
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(5) Let w2 = W ∈ p+2 be of rank 1. Then for k, l1, l3 ∈ Z≥0 with l3 ≤ k we have

F ↓
(0,0,−k),(l1,0,l3)

[
((·)−1 |w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) = F ↑

(k,0,0),(l3,0,l1)

[
(·|w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x

−1

2 )

=
(−1)l1

(−k − l1 − d2)l3 l3!(l1 + l3)!

min{k,l1+l3}∑

j=l3

(−k)j(−l1 − l3)j
(−k − l1 + l3 − d2 + 1)j−l3(j − l3)!

× (x2|(x1)♯)l1+l3−j(x−1

2 |w2)
k−j((x1)

♯|w2)
j det

n
+

2

(x2)
−l1−l3

=
(−1)l3

(−k − l1 − d2)l3 l3!(l1 + l3)!

min{k,l1+l3}∑

j=l3

(−k)j(−l1 − l3)j
(−k − l1 + l3 − d2 + 1)j−l3(j − l3)!

× (X|tξ̂ξ)l1+l3−j(X−1 |W )k−j(tξ̂ξ|W )j det(X)−l1−l3 .

Proof. (1) Clear from Pk+(k,k,k)(p
+
2 ) = det

n
+

2

(x2)
kPk(p

+
2 ).

(2) By the definition of F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2), F

↑
k,l[f ](x1, x2),

F ↓
(k,k,k),
(l,0,0)

[
detk

n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) = Proj

p
+

2

(k,k−l,k−l),x2

(
1

l!

(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
+

2

(x2)

)l

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k

)

=
1

l!

(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
+

2

(x2)

)l

det
n+
2

(x2)
k =

1

l!

(
ξXtξ̂

det(X)

)l

det(X)k,

F ↑
(k,k,k),
(0,0,l)

[
detk

n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) = Proj

p
+

2

(k+l,k+l,k),x2

(
1

l!

(
−((x1)

♯|(x2)♯)
)l
det

n+
2

(x2)
k

)

=
1

l!

(
−((x1)

♯|(x2)♯)
)l
det

n
+

2

(x2)
k =

1

l!
(ξX♯tξ̂)l det(X)k.

(3) By Lemma 2.4 (3) we have

F ↓
(k1,k2,0),(0,0,l)

[f ](x1, x2) = F̃(k1,k2,0),(0,0,l)[f ](x1, x2) detn+
2

(x2)
−l

=
(−1)l

l!
Proj

p
+

2

(k1,k2,l),x2

(
(x2|(x1)♯)lf(x′′2)

)
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−l

=
(−1)l

l!

(−k2)l
(
−k1 − d2

2

)
l(

−k2 − d2
2

)
l
(−k1 − d2)l

((x1)
♯|e′)l

det
n
+′′
2

(x′′2)
l
f(x′′2),

and we have
((x1)

♯|e′) = detn+′′(x′′1), ((x1)
♯|e′) = −(tξ̂ξ|e′).

(4) By Proposition 2.5 (2) we have

F ↓
(k,0,0),(l1,l2,0)

[
(·|w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) = F̃(k,0,0),(l1,l2,0)

[
(·|w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) detn+

2

(x2)
−l1−l2

=
(−1)l1+l2

(l1 + l2)!
Proj

p+
2

(k+l1,l2,0),x2

(
(x2|w2)

k(x2|(x1)♯)l1+l2
)
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−l1−l2

=
(−1)l1+l2

(l1 + l2)!

(−1)l2(
−k − l1 − d2

2

)
l2
l2!

min{k,l1+l2}∑

j=l2

(−k)j(−l1 − l2)j(
−k − l1 + l2 − d2

2 + 1
)
j−l2

(j − l2)!

× (x2|(x1)♯)l1+l2−j(x2|w2)
k−j

(
(x2|(x1)♯)(x2|w2)− (x2(x1)

♯x2|w2)
)j

det
n
+

2

(x2)
−l1−l2
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=
1

(l1 + l2)!

(−1)l2(
−k − l1 − d2

2

)
l2
l2!

min{k,l1+l2}∑

j=l2

(−k)j(−l1 − l2)j(
−k − l1 + l2 − d2

2 + 1
)
j−l2

(j − l2)!

× (X|tξ̂ξ)l1+l2−j(X|W )k−j
(
(X|tξ̂ξ)(X|W )− (Xtξ̂ξX|W )

)j
det(X)−l1−l2 .

(5) By Proposition 2.5 (1) we have

F ↓
(0,0,−k),
(l1,0,l3)

[
((·)−1 |w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) = F̃(0,0,−k),

(l1,0,l3)

[
((·)−1 |w2)

k
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) detn+

2

(x2)
−l1−l3

=
(−1)l1+l3

(l1 + l3)!
Proj

p
+

2

(l1,0,l3−k),x2

(
(x−1

2 |w2)
k(x2|(x1)♯)l1+l3

)
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−l1−l3

=
(−1)l1+l3

(l1 + l3)!

(−1)l3

(−k − l1 − d2)l3 l3!

min{k,l1+l3}∑

j=l3

(−k)j(−l1 − l3)j
(−k − l1 + l3 − d2 + 1)j−l3(j − l3)!

× (x2|(x1)♯)l1+l3−j(x−1

2 |w2)
k−j((x1)

♯|w2)
j det

n
+

2

(x2)
−l1−l3

=
1

(l1 + l3)!

(−1)l3

(−k − l1 − d2)l3 l3!

min{k,l1+l3}∑

j=l3

(−k)j(−l1 − l3)j
(−k − l1 + l3 − d2 + 1)j−l3(j − l3)!

× (X|tξ̂ξ)l1+l3−j(X−1 |W )k−j(tξ̂ξ|W )j det(X)−l1−l3 .

Using F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2), for λ ∈ C, k ∈ Z

3
++ + C13 and for f(x) ∈ Pk(p

±
2 ), we define a

function of x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω by

F ↓(λ,k; f ;x)

:=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k1−k2
0≤l3≤k2−k3

((−k3,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k1−k2
0≤l3≤k2−k3

(
−k1 − d

2

)
l2+l3

(
−k2 − d

4

)
l1+l3

(−k3)l1+l2F
↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2)(

−λ−k2−k3+
3
4d+1

)
l1

(
−λ−k1−k3+

1
2d+1

)
l2

(
−λ−k1−k2+

1
4d+1

)
l3

,

(3.2)

where (λ+ s)m,d2 is as in (2.6), and recall that d2 = d/2. This has continuous parameters
(λ, k3) ∈ C

2 and discrete parameters (k′1, k
′
2) := (k1 − k3, k2 − k3) ∈ Z

2
++. When we put

f ′(x2) := f(x2) detn±
2

(x2)
−k3 ∈ P(k′

1
,k′

2
,0)(p

±
2 ), we have

F ↓(λ,k; f ;x) =
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k′

1
−k′

2

0≤l3≤k′2

(−k3 − (0, k′2, k
′
1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2(

−λ− 2k3 +
3
2d2 + 1− (k′2, k

′
1, k

′
1 + k′2)

)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

× det
n
±
2

(x2)
k3F ↓

(k′
1
,k′

2
,0),l

[f ′](x1, x2),

and when we fix (k′1, k
′
2) ∈ Z

2
++, as a function of (λ, k3) ∈ C

2 this has poles at

λ+ 2k3 ∈
{
3

2
d2 + 1− k′2 + j

∣∣∣∣ j ∈ Z≥0

}
∪ {d2 + 1− k′1 + j | j ∈ Z, 0 ≤ j < k′1 − k′2}

∪
{
1

2
d2 + 1− (k′1 + k′2) + j

∣∣∣∣ j ∈ Z, 0 ≤ j < k′2

}
.

33



If we additionally fix k3 ∈ Z≥0, then F ↓(λ,k; f ;x) becomes a polynomial in x, and the
singularities λ ∈

{
3
2d2 + 1 − k′2 − 2k3 + j

∣∣ j ∈ Z≥k3

}
are removable. We use the same

notation F ↓(λ,k; f ;x) to express this polynomial also for these λ.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose λ ∈ C is not a pole of F ↓(λ,k; f ;x). Then F ↓(λ,k; f ;x)
converges if x2 = ge for some g ∈ KC

1 and (g−1x1|g−1x1)p+ < 2. Especially, this converges
for x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, for x1 ∈ p+1 , x2 ∈ ge ∈ p+2 with g ∈ K̃C
1 , we have

|F ↓(λ,k; f ;x)| ≤
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k1−k2
0≤l3≤k2−k3

∣∣((−k3,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2

∣∣
√

d
p
+

2

k
d
p
+

2

(|l|,0,0)∣∣(−λ+ 3
2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)

)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

∣∣|l|!

×
(g−1x1|g−1x1)

|l|
p+

2|l|
‖f(g(·))‖L2(Σ2).

Then

d
p
+

2

(|l|,0,0) = dimP(|l|,0,0)(p
+
2 ) ≤ dimP|l|(p

+
2 ) =

(|l|+ n2 − 1

n2 − 1

)

is of polynomial growth, where n2 := dim p+2 . Also, since l2, l3 run over the finite sets, by
Stirling’s formula, there exist constants Cλ,k, C

′
λ,k ∈ R>0 such that

∣∣((−k3,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2

∣∣
∣∣(−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

∣∣|l|!

≤ Cλ,k

∣∣∣∣∣
(l1 + l2)

−k3+l1+l2− 1

2 e−l1−l2(l1 + l3)
−k2− 1

2
d2+l1+l3− 1

2 e−l1−l3

l
−λ+ 3

2
d2−k2−k3+l1+

1

2

1 e−l1(l1 + l2 + l3)
l1+l2+l3+

1

2 e−l1−l2−l3

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C ′
λ,k|l|Re λ−2d2−2

holds. Hence the above converges if (g−1x1|g−1x1)p+ < 2. Especially, if x = (x1, x2) =
(x1, ge) ∈ Ω with g ∈ L2 = KC

1 ∩ L, then by

0 < detn+(x) = detn+(x2) detn+(e+ g−1x1) = det
n
+

2

(x2)

(
1− (g−1x1|g−1x1)n+

2

)

= det
n+
2

(x2)

(
1− (g−1x1|g−1x1)p+

2

)
,

we have (g−1x1|g−1x1)p+ < 2. Hence the above converges if x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω.

This F ↓(λ,k; f ;x) has the following property. Recall that k3 := (k, k, k).

Proposition 3.4. For λ ∈ C, k ∈ Z
3
++ + C13, f(x2) ∈ Pk(p

+
2 ), k ∈ Z≥0, we have

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂x2

)k

F ↓(λ,k; f ;x)

= (−1)k((−k3,−k2,−k1))k3,d2F
↓
(
λ+ 2k,k− k3; f det−k

n
+

2

;x
)
.

34



Proof. Since F ↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) ∈ P2|k|(p

+
1 )⊗P(k1−l2−l3,k2−l1−l3,k3−l1−l2)(p

+
2 ) holds, by Lemma

2.3 we have

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂x2

)k

((−k3,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2F
↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2)

= (−1)3k((−k3 + l1 + l2,−k2 + l1 + l3,−k1 + l2 + l3))(k,k,k),d2

× ((−k3,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2F
↓
k,l[f ](x1, x2) detn+

2

(x2)
−k

= (−1)k((−k3,−k2,−k1))(k+l1+l2,k+l1+l3,k+l2+l3),d2F
↓
k−k3,l

[
f det−k

n
+

2

]
(x1, x2)

= (−1)k((−k3,−k2,−k1))(k,k,k),d2

× ((−k3 + k,−k2 + k,−k1 + k))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2F
↓
k−k3,l

[
f det−k

n
+

2

]
(x1, x2),

and easily we have

(
−λ+

3

2
d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)

)

l,d2

=

(
−(λ+2k)+

3

2
d2+1− ((k2−k)+(k3−k), (k1−k)+(k3−k), (k1−k)+(k2−k))

)

l,d2

.

Hence the desired formula follows from the definition of F ↓(λ,k; f ;x).

3.3 Results on weighted Bergman inner products

For λ ∈ C, k ∈ Z
3
++, let

Cd,d2(λ,k) :=

∏
1≤i<j≤3

(
λ− d

4 (i+ j − 2)
)
ki+kj∏

1≤i<j≤4

(
λ− d

4 (i+ j − 3)
)
ki+kj

=

(
λ+ k1 + k3 − d

4

)
k2−k3

(
λ+max{k1, k2 + k3} − d

2

)
min{k3,k1−k2}

(
λ+ k2 − 3

4d
)
k3

(λ)k1+k2

(
λ− d

2

)
min{k1,k2+k3}(λ− d)k3

=

(
λ− d2

2 + (k1 + k3,max{k1, k2 + k3}, k2)
)
(k2−k3,min{k3,k1−k2},k3),d2

(λ)(k1+k2,min{k1,k2+k3},k3),d
, (3.3)

where k4 := 0, d2 = d/2. Then the following holds.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose k ∈ Z
3
++ + C13 = Z

3
++ + C(1, 1, 1), f(x2) ∈ Pk(p

+
2 ).

(1) When k ∈ Z
3
++, for Reλ > 2d+ 1 we have

〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

= Cd,d2(λ,k)F ↓(λ,k; f ; z).

(2) When k ∈ Z
3
++, as a function of λ,

(λ)(k1+k2,min{k1,k2+k3},k3),d
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

is holomorphically continued for all C, and give non-zero polynomials in z for all
λ ∈ C if f(x2) 6= 0.
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(3) For k ∈ Z
3
++ + C13, λ ∈ C, we have

F ↓(λ,k; f ; z)

= detn+(z)
−λ+d+1F ↓

(
−λ+ 2(d+ 1),k + λ− d− 13; f detλ−d−1

n
+

2

; z
)
.

Especially if k ∈ Z
3
++ and λ = d+ 1 − a with a = 1, 2, . . . , k3, then F ↓(λ,k; f ; z) is

factorized as

F ↓(d+ 1− a,k; f ; z) = detn+(z)
aF ↓

(
d+ 1 + a,k− a3; f det−a

n
+

2

; z
)
.

Theorem 3.5 (1), (3) solves [35, Conjecture 7.2], and coincides with [34, Theorem
6.3 (1)] for k2 = k3 case. Also, in (2) the holomorphy is already proved in [35, Theo-
rem 6.2], and the non-zeroness is new except for k1 = k2 = k3 or k3 = 0 ([34, Corollary
6.6 (2)]).

Remark 3.6. By [35, Theorem 3.3 (1)], for k ∈ Z
3
++, f(x2) ∈ Pk(p

+
2 ), Reλ > 2d+ 1 we

have

〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=
1

(λ)2k33,d
detn+(z)

−λ+d+1 det
n+
2

(
∂

∂z2

)k3

detn+(z)
λ+2k3−d−1

×
〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−k3f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ+2k3,x

. (3.4)

Combining this with Proposition 3.4 and Theorem 3.5 (1), (3), we have

〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=
Cd,d2(λ+ 2k3,k− k33)

(λ)2k33,d
detn+(z)

−λ+d+1 det
n+
2

(
∂

∂z2

)k3

detn+(z)
λ+2k3−d−1

× F ↓
(
λ+ 2k3,k− k33; f det−k3

n
+

2

; z
)

=

(
λ+ k1 + k3 − d2

2

)
k2−k3

(λ)(k1+k2,k2+k3,2k3),d
detn+(z)

−λ+d+1 det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k3

× F ↓
(
−λ− 2k3 + 2(d + 1),k+ λ+ k3 − d− 1

3
; f detλ+k3−d−1

n
+

2

; z
)

= Cd,d2(λ,k) detn+(z)
−λ+d+1F ↓

(
−λ+ 2(d+ 1),k+ λ− d− 13; f detλ−d−1

n
+

2

; z
)

= Cd,d2(λ,k)F ↓(λ,k; f ; z).

First we prove (1). By [35, Theorem 6.1], we have

〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+
〉
λ,x

∣∣
z1=0

f(z2)
=

∏
1≤i<j≤3

(
λ− d

4 (i+ j − 2)
)
ki+kj∏

1≤i<j≤4

(
λ− d

4 (i+ j − 3)
)
ki+kj

= Cd,d2(λ,k).

Therefore to prove (1), it is enough to prove that
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+
〉
λ,x

is proportional to

F ↓(λ,k; f ; z), and by the F-method, enough to prove

(f(x2) 7→ F ↓(λ,k; f ; z)) ∈ HomK1

(
Pk(p

+
2 ),SolP(p+)((Bλ)1)

)
, (3.5)
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where (Bλ)1 is the orthogonal projection of Bλ = Bp+

λ : P(p+) → P(p+) ⊗ p+ given in
(2.24) (with the identification p− ≃ p+ = n+C) onto p+1 . This follows from the next
proposition. Recall that we write z = (z1, z2) = (ζ, Z) ∈ p+1 ⊕ p+2 ≃ (F′C)3 ⊕Herm(3,F′)C,
and use lowercase Greek alphabets and capital Latin alphabets to express elements in
(F′C)3 and in Herm(3,F′)C respectively. Also we abbreviate det

n
+

2

(X) =: det(X), and

let (X|Y ) := ReF′ tr(XY ), (ξ|η) := ReF′(ξtη̂), so that ((ξ,X)|(η, Y ))n+ = 2(ξ|η) + (X|Y )
holds. Especially we have −((z1)

♯|z2)n+
2

= ζZtζ̂. Let Γd2
3 (λ+ s) be as in (2.5).

Proposition 3.7. Let λ ∈ C, k ∈ Z
3
++ + C13, f(x2) ∈ Pk(p

+
2 ).

(1) If Re k1 < −d2, Re
(
λ+ k1 + k2

)
< −1

2d2, then for z = (ζ, Z) ∈ Ω, A ∈ Ω2, we have

F ↓(λ,k; f ; ζ, Z)

=
Γd2
3

(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)

Γd2
3 ((−k3,−k2,−k1))

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

×
(

1

(2π
√
−1)n2

∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)eζX
−1 tζ̂ det(X)λ+|k|− 3

2
d2−1f(X−1 ) dX

)
dY.

(2) Suppose λ ∈ C is not a pole of F ↓(λ,k; f ; ζ, Z). Then for g ∈ K̃C
1 we have

F ↓(λ,k; f(g(·)); ζ, Z) = F ↓(λ,k; f ; g(ζ, Z)).

(3) F ↓(λ,k; f ; ζ, Z) satisfies the differential equation

(Bλ)1F
↓(λ,k; f ; ζ, Z) = 0.

Proof. (1) By the definition of F̃k,l[f ] and Lemma 2.2, we have

Γd2
3

(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)

Γd2
3 ((−k3,−k2,−k1))

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

×
(

1

(2π
√
−1)n2

∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)eζX
−1 tζ̂ det(X)λ+|k|− 3

2
d2−1f(X−1 ) dX

)
dY

=
Γd2
3

(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)

Γd2
3 ((−k3,−k2,−k1))

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

×
(

1

(2π
√
−1)n2

∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯) det(X)λ+|k|− 3

2
d2−1

∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k1−k2
0≤l3≤k2−k3

F̃k,l[f ](ζ,X
−1 ) dX

)
dY

=
1

Γd2
3 ((−k3,−k2,−k1))

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1 det(Y ♯)−λ−|k|+ 1

2
d2

×
∑

l

Γd2
3

(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)

Γd2
3

(
−λ− |k|+ 3

2d2 + 1 + (k1 + l1, k2 + l2, k3 + l3)
) F̃k,l[f ](ζ, Y

♯) dY

=
1

Γd2
3 ((−k3,−k2,−k1))

∫

Ω2

∑

l

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )−|k|−d2−1F̃k,l[f ]
(
ζ,det(Y )Y −1

)
(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

dY

=
1

Γd2
3 ((−k3,−k2,−k1))

∫

Ω2

∑

l

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )|l|−d2−1F̃k,l[f ](ζ, Y
−1 )(

−λ+ 3
2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)

)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

dY
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=
∑

l

Γd2
3 (|l|+ (−k3 − l3,−k2 − l2,−k1 − l1)) det(Z)−|l|F̃k,l[f ](ζ, Z)

Γd2
3 ((−k3,−k2,−k1))

(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

=
∑

l

((−k3,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2F
↓
k,l[f ](ζ, Z)

(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)
)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

= F ↓(λ,k; f ; ζ, Z).

Hence we get the desired formula.
(2) Clear from the K̃C

1 -equivariance of f(X) 7→ F ↓
k,l[f ](ζ, Z).

(3) We take bases {Eα} ⊂ n+2 , {ǫα} ⊂ n+1 , let {E∨
α} ⊂ n+2 be the dual basis of {Eα}

with respect to (·|·)
n
+

2

, and let {ǫ∨α} ⊂ n+1 be the dual basis of {ǫα} with respect to the

bilinear form (ξ|η) = ReF′(ξtη̂), so that {ǫα, Eα} and
{
1
2ǫ

∨
α, E

∨
α

}
are mutually dual with

respect to (·|·)n+ . Also let ∂/∂Zα and ∂/∂ζα denote the directional derivatives along Eα

and ǫα respectively. Then (Bλ)1 is given by

(Bλ)1 =
1

8

∑

αβ

P (ǫ∨α, ǫ
∨
β )ζ

∂2

∂ζα∂ζβ
+

1

2

∑

αβ

P (E∨
α , E

∨
β )ζ

∂2

∂Zα∂Zβ

+
1

2

∑

αβ

P (ǫ∨α, E
∨
β )Z

∂2

∂ζα∂Zβ
+

λ

2

∑

α

ǫ∨α
∂

∂ζα
.

We put det(X)λ+|k|− 3

2
d2−1f(X−1 ) =: F (X). By (1) it is enough to prove, for Re k1 < −d2,

Re
(
λ+ k1 + k2

)
< −1

2d2,

(Bλ)1

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)eζX
−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY = 0.

First we consider (Bλ)1e
−(Y |Z)eζX

−1 tζ̂ . In the following we use the notation
([

∂
∂wf

]
g
)
h :=

∂f
∂wgh+ f ∂g

∂wh. Then we have

(Bλ)1e
−(Y |Z)eζX

−1 tζ̂

=

[
1

8

∑

αβ

P (ǫ∨α, ǫ
∨
β )ζ

∂2

∂ζα∂ζβ
+

1

2

∑

αβ

P (E∨
α , E

∨
β )ζ

∂2

∂Zα∂Zβ

+
1

2

∑

αβ

P (ǫ∨α, E
∨
β )Z

∂2

∂ζα∂Zβ
+

λ

2

∑

α

ǫ∨α
∂

∂ζα

]
e−(Y |Z)eζX

−1 tζ̂

=

(
1

8

∑

αβ

P (ǫ∨α, ǫ
∨
β )ζ(4(ζX

−1 |ǫα)(ζX−1 |ǫβ) + 2(ǫαX
−1 |ǫβ)) +

1

2
P (Y, Y )ζ

−
∑

α

P (ǫ∨α, Y )Z(ζX−1 |ǫα) + λ
∑

α

ǫ∨α(ζX
−1 |ǫα)

)
e−(Y |Z)eζX

−1 tζ̂

=

(
P (ζX−1 )ζ+

1

4

∑

α

P (ǫ∨α, ǫαX
−1 )ζ+P (Y )ζ−P (ζX−1 , Y )Z+λζX−1

)
e−(Y |Z)eζX

−1 tζ̂

=

[
P (ζX−1 )ζ + ζY ♯ +

(
λ− d2

2
+ 1

)
ζX−1 +

∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨
α

∂

∂Yα

]
e−(Y |Z)eζX

−1 tζ̂ ,

where at the last equality we have used

∑

α

P (ǫ∨α, ǫαX
−1 )ζ =

∑

α

(ǫ∨α
tζ̂ǫαX

−1 + ǫαX
−1 tζ̂ǫ∨α) = 2(2 − d2)ζX

−1 ,
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which follows from
∑

α ǫ
∨
α
tξ̂ǫα =

∑
α ǫα

tξ̂ǫ∨α = (2− d2)ξ. Thus we get

(Bλ)1

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)eζX
−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY

=

∫

Ω2

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

([
P (ζX−1 )ζ + ζY ♯ +

(
λ− d2

2
+ 1

)
ζX−1

+
∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨
α

∂

∂Yα

]
e−(Y |Z)

)
det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)eζX

−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY

=

∫

Ω2

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e−(Y |Z)

([
P (ζX−1 )ζ + ζY ♯ +

(
λ− d2

2
+ 1

)
ζX−1

−
∑

α

∂

∂Yα
P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨

α

]
det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)

)
eζX

−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY.

Next we consider

∑

α

∂

∂Yα
P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨

α det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)

=
∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Eα)E
∨
α det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)

+ (2λ+ |k| − 2d2 − 1)
∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨
α (Y

−1 |Eα) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)

+
∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨
α (X|Y × Eα) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯).

Then for the 1st term we have

∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Eα)E
∨
α =

∑

α

((Eα|E∨
α )ζX

−1 − ζX−1EαE
∨
α )

= 3(1 + d2)ζX
−1 − (1 + d2)ζX

−1 = 2(1 + d2)ζX
−1 ,

for the 2nd term we have

∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨
α (Y

−1 |Eα) = P (ζX−1 , Y )Y −1 = (Y |Y −1 )ζX−1 − ζX−1Y Y −1

= 3ζX−1 − ζX−1 = 2ζX−1 ,

and for the 3rd term we have

∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨
α (X|Y × Eα) =

∑

α

P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨
α (X × Y |Eα)

= P (ζX−1 , Y )(X × Y ) = (Y |X × Y )ζX−1 − ζX−1Y (X × Y )

= ζX−1(2(X|Y ♯)I − Y (X × Y )) = ζX−1((X|Y ♯)I +XY ♯) = (X|Y ♯)ζX−1 + ζY ♯,

where we have used (3.1) at the 5th equality. Hence we have

[
P (ζX−1 )ζ + ζY ♯ +

(
λ− d2

2
+ 1

)
ζX−1 −

∑

α

∂

∂Yα
P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨

α

]

× det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)
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=

(
P (ζX−1 )ζ + ζY ♯ +

(
λ− d2

2
+ 1

)
ζX−1 − (X|Y ♯)ζX−1 − ζY ♯

− 2(1 + d2)ζX
−1 − 2(2λ+ |k| − 2d2 − 1)ζX−1

)
det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)

=

[
P (ζX−1 )ζ +

(
−3λ− 2|k| + 3

2
d2 + 1

)
ζX−1 − ζX−1

∑

α

(X|E∨
α )

∂

∂Xα

]

× det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯),

and we get

(Bλ)1

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)eζX
−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY

=

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z)

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

([
P (ζX−1 )ζ + ζY ♯ +

(
λ− d2

2
+ 1

)
ζX−1

−
∑

α

∂

∂Yα
P (ζX−1 , Y )E∨

α

]
det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)

)
eζX

−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY

=

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z)

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

([
P (ζX−1 )ζ +

(
−3λ− 2|k|+ 3

2
d2 + 1

)
ζX−1

− ζX−1
∑

α

(X|E∨
α )

∂

∂Xα

]
det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1e(X|Y ♯)

)
eζX

−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY

=

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)

([
P (ζX−1 )ζ

+

(
−3λ− 2|k|+ 3

2
d2 + 1

)
ζX−1 +

∑

α

∂

∂Xα
ζX−1 (X|E∨

α )

]
eζX

−1 tζ̂F (X)

)
dX

)
dY.

Then since we have
∑

α

∂

∂Xα
ζX−1 (X|E∨

α )e
ζX−1 tζ̂F (X)

= −
∑

α

ζX−1EαX
−1 (X|E∨

α )e
ζX−1 tζ̂F (X) +

∑

α

ζX−1 (Eα|E∨
α )e

ζX−1 tζ̂F (X)

−
∑

α

ζX−1 (X|E∨
α )(ζX

−1EαX
−1 tζ̂)eζX

−1 tζ̂F (X) +
∑

α

ζX−1 (X|E∨
α )e

ζX−1 tζ̂ ∂F

∂Xα
(X)

= −ζX−1XX−1 eζX
−1 tζ̂F (X) + 3(1 + d2)ζX

−1eζX
−1 tζ̂F (X)

− (ζX−1XX−1 tζ̂)ζX−1 eζX
−1 tζ̂F (X) + ζX−1eζX

−1 tζ̂
∑

α

(X|E∨
α )

∂F

∂Xα
(X)

= eζX
−1 tζ̂

[
(2 + 3d2)ζX

−1 − P (ζX−1 )ζ + ζX−1
∑

α

(X|E∨
α )

∂

∂Xα

]
F (X),

we get

(Bλ)1

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)eζX
−1 tζ̂F (X) dX

)
dY

=

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)

([
P (ζX−1 )ζ

+

(
−3λ− 2|k|+ 3

2
d2 + 1

)
ζX−1 +

∑

α

∂

∂Xα
ζX−1 (X|E∨

α )

]
eζX

−1 tζ̂F (X)

)
dX

)
dY

40



=

∫

Ω2

e−(Y |Z) det(Y )2λ+|k|−2d2−1

(∫

A+
√
−1n+

2

e(X|Y ♯)eζX
−1 tζ̂

×
[(

−3λ− 2|k|+ 9

2
d2 + 3

)
ζX−1 + ζX−1

∑

α

(X|E∨
α )

∂

∂Xα

]
F (X) dX

)
= 0,

where the last equality holds since F (X) = det(X)λ+|k|− 3

2
d2−1f(X−1 ) is homogeneous of

degree 3λ+ 2|k| − 9
2d2 − 3. Hence we get the desired formula.

Especially, when k ∈ Z
3
++ we have (3.5), and this proves Theorem 3.5 (1).

Proof of Theorem 3.5 (2). By Theorem 3.5 (1) we have

(λ)(k1+k2,min{k1,k2+k3},k3),d
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=

(
λ− d2

2
+ (k1 + k3,max{k1, k2 + k3}, k2)

)

(k2−k3,min{k3,k1−k2},k3),d2
F ↓(λ,k; f ; z)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k1−k2
0≤l3≤k2−k3
l1+l2≤k3

(
λ− d2

2
+ (k1 + k3,max{k1, k2 + k3}, k2)

)

(k2−k3−l3,min{k3,k1−k2}−l2,k3−l1),d2

× (−1)|l|((−k3,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2F
↓
k,l[f ](z1, z2),

and this is analytically continued for all λ ∈ C. Moreover, all F ↓
k,l[f ](z1, z2) are non-zero

by Proposition 3.1 (2) and linearly independent, and the coefficients of F ↓
k,(k3,0,k2−k3)

[f ](z1,

z2) and F ↓
k,(max{0,k3−k1+k2},min{k3,k1−k2},k2−k3)

[f ](z1, z2),
(
λ− d2

2
+ (k1 + k3,max{k1, k2 + k3}, k2)

)

(0,min{k3,k1−k2},0),d2
= (λ− d2 +max{k1, k2 + k3})min{k3,k1−k2},(
λ− d2

2
+ (k1 + k3,max{k1, k2 + k3}, k2)

)

(0,0,min{k3,k1−k2}),d2

=

(
λ− 3

2
d2 + k2

)

min{k3,k1−k2}

do not vanish simultaneously. Hence (λ)(k1+k2,min{k1,k2+k3},k3),d
〈
f(x2), e

(x|z)
p+
〉
λ,x

is non-
zero.

Proof of Theorem 3.5 (3). By combining Theorem 3.5 (1) and (3.4), for Reλ > 2d + 1,
k ∈ Z

3
++ we have

Cd,d2(λ,k)F ↓(λ,k; f ; z) =
Cd,d2(λ+ 2k3,k− k33)

(λ)2k33,d
detn+(z)

−λ+d+1 det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k3

× detn+(z)
λ+2k3−d−1F ↓

(
λ+ 2k3,k− k33; f det−k3

n+
2

; z
)
,

that is,

F ↓(λ,k; f ; z) =
1

(λ− d2 + k)k33,d2
detn+(z)

−λ+d+1 det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k3

× detn+(z)
λ+2k3−d−1F ↓

(
λ+ 2k3,k− k33; f det−k3

n
+

2

; z
)
.
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Then this is meromorphically continued for all λ ∈ C, and if λ = d+1−a, a = 1, 2, . . . , k3,
then the right hand side of

detn+(z)
−aF ↓(d+ 1− a,k; f ; z) =

1

(d2 + 1− a+ k)k33,d2
det

n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k3

detn+(z)
2k3−a

× F ↓
(
d+ 1− a+ 2k3,k− k33; f det−k3

n
+

2

; z
)

becomes a polynomial. Hence F ↓(d + 1 − a,k; f ; z) is divisible by detn+(z)
a. Also, by

Bn
r
−a detn+(z)

a = detn+(z)
aBn

r
+a (see the proof of [9, Proposition XV.2.4]), we have

(Bd+1+a)1 detn+(z)
−aF ↓(d+ 1− a,k; f ; z)

= detn+(z)
−a(Bd+1−a)1F

↓(d+ 1− a,k; f ; z) = 0,

and hence
(
f det−a

n
+

2

7→ detn+(z)
−aF ↓(d+ 1− a,k; f ; z)

)

∈ HomKC
1

(
Pk−a3

(p+2 ),SolP(p+)((Bd+1+a)1)
)

≃ C

(
f det−a

n+
2

7→ F ↓
(
d+ 1 + a,k− a3; f det−a

n+
2

; z
))

holds. Then comparing the values at z1 = 0, for a = 1, 2, . . . , k3 we get

F ↓(d+ 1− a,k; f ; z) = detn+(z)
aF ↓

(
d+ 1 + a,k− a3; f det−a

n
+

2

; z
)

(see [35, Theorem 6.6] for more general case). We put (k′1, k
′
2) := (k1− k3, k2− k3) ∈ Z

2
++,

let f ′(x2) := det
n
+

2

(x2)
−k3f(x2) ∈ P(k′

1
,k′

2
,0)(p

+
2 ), and rewrite the above as

F ↓
(
d+ 1− a, (k′1, k

′
2, 0) + k33; f

′ detk3
n
+

2

; z
)

= detn+(z)
aF ↓

(
d+ 1 + a, (k′1, k

′
2, 0) + k3 − a

3
; f ′ detk3−a

n
+

2

; z
)

(3.6)

((a, k3) ∈ (Z≥0)
2, a ≤ k3).

Now we want to prove this for general (a, k3) ∈ C
2. We recall that the left hand side of

(3.6) is given by

F ↓
(
d+ 1− a, (k′1, k

′
2, 0) + k33; f

′ detk3
n+
2

; z
)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k′1−k′2
0≤l3≤k′2

(−k3 − (0, k′2, k
′
1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2(

a− 2k3 − d2
2 − (k′2, k

′
1, k

′
1 + k′2)

)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

det
n
+

2

(z2)
k3F ↓

(k′
1
,k′

2
,0),l

[f ′](z1, z2).

(3.7)
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Similarly, the right hand side is computed as

detn+(z)
aF ↓

(
d+ 1 + a, (k′1, k

′
2, 0) + k3 − a

3
; f ′ detk3−a

n
+

2

; z
)

=
∑

0≤l′
1

0≤l′2≤k′1−k′2
0≤l′3≤k′2

(a− k3 − (0, k′2, k
′
1))(l′1+l′

2
,l′
1
+l′

3
,l′
2
+l′

3
),d2(

a−2k3− d2
2 − (k′2, k

′
1, k

′
1+k′2)

)
(l′
1
,l′
2
,l′
3
),d2

det
n
+

2

(z2)
k3−aF ↓

(k′
1
,k′

2
,0),l′

[f ′](z1, z2)

× det
n+
2

(z2)
a

(
1 +

((z1)
♯|z2)

det
n
+

2

(z2)

)a

=
∑

0≤l′
1

0≤l′2≤k′1−k′2
0≤l′3≤k′2

(a− k3 − (0, k′2, k
′
1))(l′1+l′

2
,l′
1
+l′

3
,l′
2
+l′

3
),d2(

a−2k3− d2
2 − (k′2, k

′
1, k

′
1+k′2)

)
(l′
1
,l′
2
,l′
3
),d2

det
n
+

2

(z2)
k3F ↓

(k′
1
,k′

2
,0),l′

[f ′](z1, z2)

×
∞∑

m=0

(−a)m
m!

(
− ((z1)

♯|z2)
det

n+
2

(z2)

)m

.

Then we have
(
f ′ 7→ 1

m!
F ↓
(k′

1
,k′

2
,0),l′

[f ′](z1, z2)

(
− ((z1)

♯|z2)
det

n
+

2

(z2)

)m)

∈ HomKC
1

(
P(k′

1
,k′

2
,0)(p

+
2 ),P2|l′|+2m(p+1 )⊗ P(k′

1
−l′

2
−l′

3
,k′

2
−l′

1
−l′

3
,−l′

2
−l′

3
)(p

+
2 )⊗ P(0,−m,−m)(p

+
2 )

)

≃
⊕

l
′′∈(Z≥0)

3,
|l′′|=m

HomKC
1

(
P(k′

1
,k′

2
,0)(p

+
2 ),P2|l′|+2m(p+1 )⊗P(k′

1
−l′

2
−l′

3
−l′′

2
−l′′

3
,k′

2
−l′

1
−l′

3
−l′′

1
−l′′

3
,

−l′2−l′3−l′′2−l′′3 )

(p+2 )
)

=
⊕

l∈(Z≥0)
3, |l|=|l′|+m
lj≥l′j

HomKC
1

(
P(k′

1
,k′

2
,0)(p

+
2 ),P2|l|(p

+
1 )⊗ P(k′

1
−l2−l3,k′2−l1−l3,−l2−l3)(p

+
2 )

)
,

and by the Pieri rule,

HomKC
1

(
P(k′

1
,k′

2
,0)(p

+
2 ),P2|l|(p

+
1 )⊗ P(k′

1
−l2−l3,k′2−l1−l3,−l2−l3)(p

+
2 )

)

≃ HomKC
1

(
P(k′

1
,k′

2
,0)(p

+
2 )⊗ P2|l|(p

+
1 )

∨,P(k′
1
−l2−l3,k′2−l1−l3,−l2−l3)(p

+
2 )

)
6= {0}

holds only if 0 ≤ l2 ≤ k′1 − k′2, 0 ≤ l3 ≤ k′2. Therefore, for |l| = |l′|+m we set

F(k′
1
,k′

2
,0),l′,l[f

′](z1, z2)

:= Proj
p
+

2

(k′
1
−l2−l3,k′2−l1−l3,−l1−l2),z2

(
1

m!
F ↓
(k′

1
,k′

2
,0),l′

[f ′](z1, z2)

(
− ((z1)

♯|z2)
det

n
+

2

(z2)

)m )

∈ P2|l|(p
+
1 )⊗ P(k′

1
−l2−l3,k′2−l1−l3,−l1−l2)(p

+
2 ),

so that

1

m!
F ↓
(k′

1
,k′

2
,0),l′

[f ′](z1, z2)

(
− ((z1)

♯|z2)
det

n
+

2

(z2)

)m

=
∑

|l|=|l′|+m
l′
1
≤l1

l′2≤l2≤k′1−k′2
l′3≤l3≤k′2

F(k′
1
,k′

2
,0),l′,l[f

′](z1, z2).
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Then the right hand side of (3.6) becomes

detn+(z)
aF ↓

(
d+ 1 + a, (k′1, k

′
2, 0) + k3 − a

3
; f ′ detk3−a

n
+

2

; z
)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k′

1
−k′

2

0≤l3≤k′
2

∑

0≤l′
1
≤l1

0≤l′2≤l2
0≤l′

3
≤l3

(a− k3 − (0, k′2, k
′
1))(l′1+l′

2
,l′
1
+l′

3
,l′
2
+l′

3
),d2(−a)|l|−|l′|(

a− 2k3 − d2
2 − (k′2, k

′
1, k

′
1 + k′2)

)
(l′
1
,l′
2
,l′
3
),d2

× det
n+
2

(z2)
k3F(k′

1
,k′

2
,0),l′,l[f

′](z1, z2). (3.8)

If a, k3 ∈ Z≥0, a ≤ k3, then in (3.7) and (3.8) only l1 + l2 ≤ k3 terms remain, and all
denominators in the remaining terms are non-zero. Hence for l1 + l2 ≤ k3, by comparing
both formulas we get

(−k3 − (0, k′2, k
′
1))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3),d2(

a− 2k3 − d2
2 − (k′2, k

′
1, k

′
1 + k′2)

)
(l1,l2,l3),d2

F ↓
(k′

1
,k′

2
,0),l

[f ′](z1, z2)

=
∑

0≤l′j≤lj

(a− k3 − (0, k′2, k
′
1))(l′1+l′

2
,l′
1
+l′

3
,l′
2
+l′

3
),d2(−a)|l|−|l′|(

a− 2k3 − d2
2 − (k′2, k

′
1, k

′
1 + k′2)

)
(l′
1
,l′
2
,l′
3
),d2

F(k′
1
,k′

2
,0),l′,l[f

′](z1, z2).

Then since {(a, k3) ∈ (Z≥0)
2 | k3 ≥ l1+ l2, k3 ≥ a} ⊂ C

2 is Zariski dense, this holds for all
(a, k3) ∈ C

2 without the assumption l1+ l2 ≤ k3, and hence (3.6) holds for all (a, k3) ∈ C
2.

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.5 (3).

Example 3.8. Let k = (k, k, k) with k ∈ C and f(x2) = det
n
+

2

(x2)
k. Then by Proposition

3.2 (2), for x = (x1, x2) = (ξ,X) ∈ p+ we have

F ↓
(
λ, k3; det

k
n
+

2

;x
)
=

∞∑

l=0

(−k)(l,l,0),d2(
−λ− 2k + 3

2d2 + 1
)
(l,0,0),d2

F ↓
(k,k,k),(l,0,0)

[
detk

n
+

2

]
(x1, x2)

=
∞∑

l=0

(−k)l
(
−k − d2

2

)
l(

−λ− 2k + 3
2d2 + 1

)
l
l!

(
−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
+

2

(x2)

)l

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k

= 2F1

(
−k, −k − d2

2
−λ− 2k + 3

2d2 + 1
;

ξXtξ̂

det(X)

)
det(X)k.

Also, for k ∈ Z≥0 we have

Cd,d2(λ, k3) =

(
λ− d2

2 + (2k, 2k, k)
)
(0,0,k),d2

(λ)(2k,k,k),d
=

(
λ+ k − 3

2d2
)
k

(λ)(2k,k,k),d
.

Combining these we get
〈
det

n+
2

(x2)
k, e(x|z)p+

〉
λ,x

=

(
λ+ k − 3

2d2
)
k

(λ)(2k,k,k),d
2F1

(
−k, −k − d2

2
−λ− 2k + 3

2d2 + 1
;− ((z1)

♯|z2)
det

n
+

2

(z2)

)
det

n
+

2

(z2)
k.

In addition, Theorem 3.5 (3) is equivalent to

2F1

(
−k, −k − 1

4d
−λ− 2k + 3

4d+ 1
;−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
+

2

(x2)

)

=

(
1 +

((x1)
♯|x2)

det
n
+

2

(x2)

)−λ+d+1

2F1

(
−λ− k + d+ 1, −λ− k + 3

4d+ 1
−λ− 2k + 3

4d+ 1
;−((x1)

♯|x2)
det

n
+

2

(x2)

)
.
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Example 3.9. Let k = (k1, k2, 0) ∈ Z
3
++, let e

′ ∈ n+2 be a primitive idempotent, and let
p+(e′)0 =: p+′′, p+2 (e

′)0 =: p+′′
2 be as in (2.2). We take f(x2) = f(x′′2) ∈ P(k1,k2)(p

+′′
2 ).

Then by Proposition 3.2 (3), for ξ = (ξ,X) ∈ p+ we have

F ↓(λ, (k1, k2, 0); f ;x)

=

k2∑

l=0

((0,−k2,−k1))(0,l,l),d2(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2, k1, k1 + k2)
)
(0,0,l),d2

F ↓
(k1,k2,0),(0,0,l)

[f ](x1, x2)

=

k2∑

l=0

(
−k2 − d2

2 )l(−k1 − d2)l(
−λ− k1 − k2 +

d2
2 + 1

)
l

(−k2)l
(
−k1 − d2

2

)
l(

−k2 − d2
2 )l(−k1 − d2)ll!

(
−detn+′′(x′′1)
detn+′′(x′′2)

)l

f(x′′2)

=

k2∑

l=0

(−k2)l
(
−k1 − d2

2

)
l(

−λ− k1 − k2 +
d2
2 + 1

)
l
l!

(
−detn+′′(x′′1)
detn+′′(x′′2)

)l

f(x′′2)

= 2F1

(
−k2, −k1 − d2

2

−λ− k1 − k2 +
d2
2 + 1

;
(tξ̂ξ|e′)

det
n
+′′
2

(X ′′)

)l

f(X ′′).

We also have

Cd,d2(λ, (k1, k2, 0)) =

(
λ− d2

2 + (k1, k1, k2)
)
(k2,0,0),d2

(λ)(k1+k2,k2,0),d
=

(
λ+ k1 − d2

2

)
k2

(λ)(k1+k2,k2),d
.

Combining these we get
〈
f(x′′2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=

(
λ+ k1 − d2

2

)
k2

(λ)(k1+k2,k2),d
2F1

(
−k2, −k1 − d2

2

−λ− k1 − k2 +
d2
2 + 1

;−detn+′′(z′′1 )
detn+′′(z′′2 )

)l

f(z′′2 ).

Example 3.10. Let k = (k1, k2, k2) with k1 − k2 ∈ Z≥0, k2 ∈ C, let w2 ∈ p+2 be of rank 1,
and let f(x2) := (x2|w2)

k1−k2
n
+

2

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k2 . Then we have

F ↓(λ, (k1, k2, k2); f ;x)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k1−k2

((−k2,−k2,−k1))(l1+l2,l1,l2),d2(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (2k2, k1 + k2, k1 + k2)
)
(l1,l2,0),d2

F ↓
(k1,k2,k2),(l1,l2,0)

[f ](x1, x2)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l2≤k1−k2

(−k2)l1+l2

(
−k2 − d2

2

)
l1
(−k1 − d2)l2(

−λ− 2k2 +
3
2d2 + 1

)
l1
(−λ− k1 − k2 + d2 + 1)l2

× F ↓
(k1−k2,0,0),(l1,l2,0)

[
(·|w2)

k1−k2
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) detn+

2

(x2)
k2 ,

and F ↓
(k1−k2,0,0),(l1,l2,0)

[
(·|w2)

k1−k2
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) is given in Proposition 3.2 (4). Also, when k2 ∈

Z≥0 we have

Cd,d2(λ, (k1, k2, k2)) =

(
λ− d2

2 + (k1 + k2,max{k1, 2k2}, k2)
)
(0,min{k2,k1−k2},k2),d2

(λ)(k1+k2,min{k1,2k2},k2),d

=
(λ+max{k1, 2k2} − d2)min{k2,k1−k2}

(
λ+ k2 − 3

2d2
)
k2

(λ)(k1+k2,min{k1,2k2},k2),d
,
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and
〈
(x2|w2)

k1−k2
n
+

2

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k2 , e(x|z)p+

〉
λ,x

is given by the product of the above two formu-

las.

Example 3.11. Let k = (k2, k2, k3) with k2 − k3 ∈ Z≥0, k2 ∈ C, let w2 ∈ p+2 be of rank 1,
and let f(x2) := (x−1

2 |w2)
k2−k3
n
+

2

det
n+
2

(x2)
k2 . Then we have

F ↓(λ, (k2, k2, k3); f ;x)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l3≤k2−k3

((−k3,−k2,−k2))(l1,l1+l3,l3),d2(
−λ+ 3

2d2 + 1− (k2 + k3, k2 + k3, 2k2)
)
(l1,0,l3),d2

F ↓
(k2,k2,k3),(l1,0,l3)

[f ](x1, x2)

=
∑

0≤l1
0≤l3≤k2−k3

(−k3)l1
(
−k2 − d2

2

)
l1+l3

(−k2 − d2)l3(
−λ− k2 − k3 +

3
2d2 + 1

)
l1

(
−λ− 2k2 +

d2
2 + 1

)
l3

× F ↓
(0,0,k3−k2),(l1,0,l3)

[
((·)−1 |w2)

k2−k3
n+
2

]
(x1, x2) detn+

2

(x2)
k2 ,

and F ↓
(0,0,k3−k2),(l1,0,l3)

[
((·)−1 |w2)

k2−k3
n
+

2

]
(x1, x2) is given in Proposition 3.2 (5). Also, when

k3 ∈ Z≥0 we have

Cd,d2(λ, (k2, k2, k3)) =

(
λ− d2

2 + (k2 + k3, k2 + k3, k2)
)
(k2−k3,0,k3),d2

(λ)(2k2,k2,k3),d

=

(
λ+ k2 + k3 − d2

2

)
k2−k3

(
λ+ k2 − 3

2d2
)
k3

(λ)(2k2,k2,k3),d
,

and
〈
(x−1

2 |w2)
k2−k3
n
+

2

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k2 , e(x|z)p+

〉
λ,x

is given by the product of the above two for-

mulas.

3.4 Results on restriction of Hλ(D) to subgroups

In this subsection we consider the decomposition of Hλ(D) under G̃1. Let Vk be an
irreducible K1-module isomorphic to Pk(p

+
2 ). Then Hλ(D) is decomposed under G̃1 as

Hλ(D)|
G̃1

≃
∑⊕

k∈Z3
++

Hε1λ(D1, Vk).

For each case, Hλ(D) has the minimal K̃-type

χ−λ ≃





V
(3)∨
λ/2

3

⊠ V
(3)
λ/2

3

≃ V
(3)∨
λ3

⊠ V
(3)
03

≃ V
(3)∨
03

⊠ V
(3)
λ3

(G = SU(3, 3)),

V
(6)∨
λ/2

6

(G = SO∗(12)),

χ−λ (G = E7(−25)),

and Hε1λ(D1, Vk) has the minimal K̃1-type

χ−ε1λ
1 ⊗ Vk ≃





V
(3)∨
λ3+(2k1,2k2,2k3)

(G1 = SO∗(6)),

V
(3)∨
λ/2

3
+(k1,k2,k3)

⊠ V
(3)∨
λ/2

3
+(k1,k2,k3)

(G1 = SO∗(6) × SO∗(6)),

V
(2)∨
3

4
λ+ 1

2
|k|

2

⊠ V
(6)
1

4
λ+ 1

2
|k|

6
−(k3,k3,k2,k2,k1,k1)

≃ V
(2)∨
02

⊠ V
(6)
λ6+(k1+k2,k1+k2,k1+k3,

k1+k3,k2+k3,k2+k3)

(G1 = SU(2, 6)).
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To describe the intertwining operators, for λ ∈ C, k ∈ Z
3
++ + C13, f(x2) ∈ Pk(p

+
2 ), we

define a function F ↑(λ,k; f ; y1, x2) on p−1 ⊕ p+2 by

F ↑(λ,k; f ; y1, x2)

:=
∑

l∈Z3

0≤l1≤k1−k2
0≤l2≤k2−k3

0≤l3

1(
λ− d2−2

2 + (k1 + k2, k1 + k3, k2 + k3)
)
(l3,l2,l1),d2

F ↑
k,l[f ](y1, x2)

=
∑

l∈Z3

0≤l1≤k1−k2
0≤l2≤k2−k3

0≤l3

F ↑
k,l[f ](y1, x2)(

λ+ k2 + k3 − 3
4d+ 1

)
l1

(
λ+ k1 + k3 − 1

2d+ 1
)
l2

(
λ+ k1 + k2 − 1

4d+ 1
)
l3

.

(3.9)

Theorem 3.12. Let Reλ > 1 + 2d, k ∈ Z
3
++.

(1) ([33, Theorems 5.7 (5), 5.12]). Let Kk(x2) ∈ (Pk(p
+
2 ) ⊗ Hom(Vk,C))

K1 . Then the
linear map

F↑
λ,k : Hε1λ(D1, Vk)K̃1

−→ Hλ(D)K̃ |(g1,K̃1)
,

(F↑
λ,kf)(x) := F ↑

(
λ,k; Kk;

1

ε1

∂

∂x1
, x2

)
f(x1)

intertwines the (g1, K̃1)-action, where F ↑ is as in (3.9).

(2) Let K∨
k
(y2) ∈ (Pk(p

−
2 )⊗ Vk)

K1. Then the linear map

F↓
λ,k : Hλ(D)|G̃1

−→ Hε1λ(D1, Vk),

(F↓
λ,kf)(x1) := F ↓

(
λ,k; K∨

k ;
∂

∂x

)
f(x)

∣∣∣∣
x2=0

intertwines the G̃1-action, where F ↓ is as in (3.2).

(3) ([35, Corollary 6.7]). Suppose ck, c
∨
k
∈ R>0 satisfy, for v ∈ Vk,

‖Kk(x2)v‖2F,x2
= ck|v|2Vk

, ‖(v,K∨
k(x2))‖2F,x2

= c∨k |v|2Vk
.

Then the operator norms of F↑
λ,k, F

↓
λ,k are given by

c−1
k

‖F↑
λ,k‖2op = c∨k‖F↓

λ,k‖−2
op = Cd,d2(λ,k),

where Cd,d2(λ,k) is as in (3.3).

Remark 3.13. In [33, Theorem 5.12], the subscripts (m3,m2,m1), 2 are wrong, and (m3,
m2,m1), 1 (in (1)), (m3,m2,m1), 4 (in (2)) are correct.

The differential operators F↓
λ,k are meromorphically continued for all λ ∈ C, and give

G̃1-intertwining operators

F↓
λ,k : Oλ(D)|

G̃1
−→ Oε1λ(D1, Vk)

for all λ ∈ C except for poles. Then by Theorem 3.5 (3), for special λ the following holds.
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Theorem 3.14 ([35, Corollary 6.8 (4)]). Let k ∈ Z
3
++. For a = 1, 2, . . . , k3, we fix a

[K1,K1]-isomorphism Vk ≃ Vk−a3
, and assume that

K∨
k(y2) = detn−(y2)

aK∨
k−a3

(y2) ∈ (Pk(p
−
2 )⊗ Vk)

K1

holds. Then we have

F↓
d+1−a,k = F↓

d+1+a,k−a3
◦ detn−

(
∂

∂x

)a

:

Od+1−a(D)|
G̃1

−→ Oε1(d+1−a)(D1, Vk) ≃ Oε1(d+1+a)(D1, Vk−a3
).

For λ > d we have

Hε1λ(D1, Vk)K̃1
≃ dτλ(U(g1))Pk(p

+
2 ) ⊂ Hλ(D)K̃ ,

but this does not hold for smaller λ in general. For such λ, by Theorem 3.5 (2) the following
holds. For i = 1, 2, 3, λ ∈ d

2(i − 1) − Z≥0, let M
g
i (λ) ⊂ Oλ(D)K̃ be the (g, K̃)-submodule

given in (2.18).

Theorem 3.15. Let k ∈ Z
3
++. For i = 1, 2, 3,

dτλ(U(g1))Pk(p
+
2 ) ⊂ Mg

i (λ)

holds if and only if

λ ∈





−(k1 + k2)− Z≥0 (i = 1),
d
2 −min{k1, k2 + k3} − Z≥0 (i = 2),

d− k3 − Z≥0 (i = 3).

Here, “if” follows from the holomorphy in Theorem 3.5 (2) and this is already given
in [35, Corollary 6.8 (1)]. On the other hand, “only if” follows from the non-zeroness in
Theorem 3.5 (2) and this is new except for k1 = k2 = k3 or k3 = 0.

4 General rank case

In this section we treat p± = (p±)σ ⊕ (p±)−σ = p±1 ⊕ p±2 such that p±, p±2 are both simple,
classical, of tube type, and rank p± = rank p±2 , that is, we treat

(p±, p±1 , p
±
2 ) =





(Cn,Cn′
,Cn′′

) (n = n′ + n′′, n′′ ≥ 3) (Case 1),

(M(r,C),Alt(r,C),Sym(r,C)) (Case 2),

(Alt(2r,C),Alt(r,C) ⊕Alt(r,C),M(r,C)) (Case 3).

Then the corresponding symmetric pairs (G, (Gσ)0, (G
σϑ)0) = (G,G1, G2) are given by

(G,G1, G2) =





(SO0(2, n), SO0(2, n
′)× SO(n′′), SO0(2, n

′′)× SO(n′)) (Case 1),

(SU(r, r), SO∗(2r), Sp(r,R)) (Case 2),

(SO∗(4r), SO∗(2r)× SO∗(2r), U(r, r)) (Case 3)
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(up to covering). (r, d, d2, ε1) are given as follows, and we define δ by the following.

(r, d, d2, ε1, δ) =





(2, n − 2, n′′ − 2, 1, n′ − 2) (Case 1, n′ ≥ 2),

(2, n − 2, n′′ − 2, 2,−1) (Case 1, n′ = 1),

(r, 2, 1, 2,−1) (Case 2),

(r, 4, 2, 1, 0) (Case 3).

(4.1)

Especially d = 2d2 holds if r ≥ 3. We fix a maximal tripotent e ∈ p+2 ⊂ p+, regard
p+2 ⊂ p+ as Jordan algebras with the unit element e, the Euclidean real forms n+2 ⊂ n+,
the symmetric cones Ω2 ⊂ Ω, and identify p+ ≃ p−, p+2 ≃ p−2 via Q(e), Q(e).

4.1 Definition of some functions

In this subsection we define some functions on p±1 ⊕ p±2 . First, for m ∈ Z
⌊r/2⌋
++ , let m2 :=

(m1,m1,m2,m2, . . . ,m⌊r/2⌋,m⌊r/2⌋(, 0)) ∈ Z
r
++, let

P〈m〉(p
±
1 ) :=





P(m,m)(C
n′
) (Case 1, n′ ≥ 3),

Pm(C)⊗ Pm(C) (Case 1, n′ = 2),

P2m(C) (Case 1, n′ = 1),

P2m(Alt(r,C)) (Case 2),

Pm(Alt(r,C)) ⊗ Pm(Alt(r,C)) (Case 3)

(where C2 = C⊕C corresponds to the local isomorphism SO0(2, 2) ≃ SL(2,R)×SL(2,R)),

and Φ
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2), Φ̃

p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2) ∈ P〈m〉(p

±
1 )x1

⊗Pm2(p∓2 )y2 be the polynomials satisfying

e
1

2
(x1|P (y2)x1)n± =

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

dp̃m(
d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

Φ
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2) =

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

Φ̃
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2),

where

p̃ :=





C (Case 1),

M
(⌊

r
2

⌋
,C

)
(Case 2),

Alt
(
2
⌊
r
2

⌋
,C

)
(Case 3),

dp̃m := dimPm(p̃) =





1 (Case 1),

dim
(
V

(⌊r/2⌋)∨
m

)⊗2
(Case 2),

dimV
(2⌊r/2⌋)∨
m2 (Case 3).

Then for µ ∈ C we have

hn±(x1, P (y2)x1)
−µ/2 =

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(µ)m,dd
p̃
m(

d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

Φ
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2)

=
∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(µ)m,dΦ̃
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2),

detn±(x1 + x2)
−µ = detn±(x2)

−µhn±(x1, P (x−1

2 )x1)
−µ/2

= detn±(x2)
−µ

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(µ)m,dd
p̃
m(

d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

Φ
p±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, x

−1

2 )

= detn±(x2)
−µ

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(µ)m,dΦ̃
p±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, x

−1

2 ) (4.2)

(for details see [34, Propositions 2.4, 6.2]).
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Example 4.1. Let µ = −1. Then for x = x1 + x2 ∈ p+ we have

detn+(x1 + x2) = det
n+
2

(x2)hn+(x1, P (x−1

2 )x1)
1/2

= det
n
+

2

(x2)

⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0

(−1)j
(⌊r/2⌋

j

)
Φ
p
+

1
,p−

2

(1j ,0⌊r/2⌋−j)
(x1, x

−1

2 ),

where kj := (

j︷ ︸︸ ︷
k, . . . , k), and comparing the homogeneous terms of degree 2

⌊
r
2

⌋
with respect

to x1, we have

(−1)⌊r/2⌋ det
n+
2

(x2)Φ
p
+

1
,p−

2

1⌊r/2⌋
(x1, x

−1

2 ) =

{
detn+(x1) (r : even),

((x1)
♯|x2)n+ (r : odd),

where x 7→ x♯ is the adjugate in p+ = n+C. That is, for x1 ∈ p+1 , y2 ∈ p−2 , we have

Φ
p
+

1
,p−

2

1⌊r/2⌋
(x1, y2) =

{
(−1)r/2 detn+(x1) detn−

2

(y2) (r : even),

(−1)⌊r/2⌋((x1)♯|(y2)♯)n+ (r : odd).

More generally, for k ∈ Z≥0 we have

Φ
p
+

1
,p−

2

k⌊r/2⌋
(x1, y2) = Φ

p
+

1
,p−

2

1⌊r/2⌋
(x1, y2)

k =

{
(−1)kr/2 detn+(x1)

k det
n
−
2

(y2)
k (r : even),

(−1)k⌊r/2⌋((x1)♯|(y2)♯)kn+ (r : odd).

Next, for m ∈ Z
⌊r/2⌋
++ , l ∈ (Z≥0)

⌈r/2⌉, we define φ±(m, l) ∈ Z
r by

φ+(m, l) :=

{
(m1 + l1,m1,m2 + l2,m2, . . . ,mr/2 + lr/2,mr/2) (r : even),

(m1 + l1,m1,m2 + l2,m2, . . . ,m⌊r/2⌋ + l⌊r/2⌋,m⌊r/2⌋, l⌈r/2⌉) (r : odd),

φ−(m, l) :=

{
(m1,m1 − l1,m2,m2 − l2, . . . ,mr/2,mr/2 − lr/2) (r : even),

(m1,m1 − l1,m2,m2 − l2, . . . ,m⌊r/2⌋,m⌊r/2⌋ − l⌊r/2⌋,−l⌈r/2⌉) (r : odd).

Then for l ∈ Z≥0, f(y2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p∓2 ), we have

Φ̃
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2)f(y2) ∈

⊕

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

P〈m〉(p
±
1 )x1

⊗ Pφ+(m,l)(p
∓
2 )y2 ,

Φ̃
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2)f(y

−1

2 ) ∈
⊕

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

P〈m〉(p
±
1 )x1

⊗ Pφ−(m,l)(p
∓
2 )y2 ,

where Pφ+(m,l)(p
∓
2 ), Pφ−(m,l)(p

∓
2 ) = {0} if φ+(m, l), φ−(m, l) /∈ Z

r
+ := {k ∈ Z

r | k1 ≥
· · · ≥ kr}. According to these decompositions, for l ∈ (Z≥0)

⌈r/2⌉ with |l| = l, we define
the polynomials F+

m,l[f ](x1, y2) and F−
m,l[f ](x1, y2) by

F+
m,l[f ](x1, y2) := Proj

p
∓
2

φ+(m,l),y2

(
Φ̃
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2)f(y2)

)
∈ P〈m〉(p

±
1 )x1

⊗Pφ+(m,l)(p
∓
2 )y2 ,

F−
m,l[f ](x1, y2) := Proj

p
∓
2

φ−(m,l),y2

(
Φ̃
p
±
1
,p∓

2
m (x1, y2)f(y

−1

2 )
)
∈ P〈m〉(p

±
1 )x1

⊗Pφ−(m,l)(p
∓
2 )y2 .
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Then F+
m,l[f ](x1, y2) 6= 0 holds only if

0 ≤ l1, 0 ≤ lj ≤ mj−1 −mj

(
1 < j ≤ r

2

)
(r : even),

0 ≤ l1, 0 ≤ lj ≤ mj−1 −mj

(
1 < j ≤

⌊
r
2

⌋)
, 0 ≤ l⌈r/2⌉ ≤ m⌊r/2⌋, (r : odd), (4.3)

and F−
m,l[f ](x1, y2) 6= 0 holds only if

0 ≤ lj ≤ mj −mj+1

(
1 ≤ j < r

2

)
, 0 ≤ lr/2 (r : even),

0 ≤ lj ≤ mj −mj+1

(
1 ≤ j <

⌊
r
2

⌋)
, 0 ≤ l⌊r/2⌋ ≤ m⌊r/2⌋, 0 ≤ l⌈r/2⌉ (r : odd).

If r = 3, then these polynomials and F ↑
k,l[f ], F

↓
k,l[f ] in the previous section are related as

F+
m,(l1,l2)

[f ](x1, y2) = F ↑
(l1+l2,0,0),
(l2,0,m−l2)

[f ](x1, y2) = F ↓
(0,0,−l1−l2),
(m−l2,0,l2)

[f((·)−1 )](x1, y
−1

2 )

∈ P〈m〉(p
±
1 )x1

⊗ P(m+l1,m,l2)(p
∓
2 )y2 ,

F−
m,(l1,l2)

[f ](x1, y2) = F ↑
(0,0,−l1−l2),
(0,l1,m−l1)

[f((·)−1 )](x1, y2) = F ↓
(l1+l2,0,0),
(m−l1,l1,0)

[f ](x1, y
−1

2 )

∈ P〈m〉(p
±
1 )x1

⊗ P(m,m−l1,−l2)(p
∓
2 )y2 .

For general r, F±
m,l[f ](x1, y2) satisfies the following. For k ∈ Z

r
+, let d

p+
2

k
:= dimPk(p

+
2 ),

and let Σ2 ⊂ p+2 be the Bergman–Shilov boundary of D2 := D ∩ p+2 . For x ∈ p+, let
|x|∞ := inf{t > 0 | t−1x ∈ D} be the spectral norm of x.

Proposition 4.2. For m ∈ Z
⌊r/2⌋
++ , l ∈ (Z≥0)

⌈r/2⌉, |l| = l, f(y2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p−2 ) and for

x1 ∈ p+1 , y2 = ge ∈ p−2 with g ∈ KC
1 , we have

|F+
m,l[f ](x1, y2)| ≤

√
d
p
+

2

m2d
p
+

2

(l,0r−1)
dp̃m

(
d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

(|tgx1|∞)2|m|‖f(g(·))‖L2(Σ2),

|F−
m,l[f ](x1, y2)| ≤

√
d
p
+

2

m2d
p
+

2

(l,0r−1)
dp̃m

(
d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

(|tgx1|∞)2|m|‖f(tg−1(·))‖L2(Σ2).

Proof. Since f(x2) 7→ F+
m,l[f ](x1, y2), f(x

−1

2 ) 7→ F−
m,l[f ](x1, y2) are KC

1 -equivariant, we
have

F+
m,l[f ](x1, y2) = F+

m,l[f ](x1, ge) = F+
m,l[f(g(·))](tgx1, e),

F−
m,l[f ](x1, y2) = F−

m,l[f ](x1, ge) = F−
m,l[f(

tg−1(·))](tgx1, e),

and hence it suffices to prove when y2 = e. Next, since the reproducing kernel of Pk(p
−
2 )

with respect to the L2(Σ2)-inner product is given by K ′
k
(y2, z2) := d

p+
2

k
Φ
n−
2

k
(P (z2

1/2 )y2) =

d
p
+

2

k
Φ
n
−
2

k
(P (y

1/2
2 )z2), where Φ

n
−
2

k
(x2) :=

∫
K1∩KL

∆
n
−
2

k
(kx2) dk (see [9, Proposition XII.2.4]),

we have

|F±
m,l[f ](x1, e)| =

∣∣〈F±
m,l[f ](x1, ·),K ′

φ±(m,l)(·, e)〉L2(Σ2)

∣∣

≤ ‖F±
m,l[f ](x1, ·)‖L2(Σ2)‖K ′

φ±(m,l)(·, e)‖L2(Σ2)

= ‖F±
m,l[f ](x1, ·)‖L2(Σ2)

√
K ′

φ±(m,l)(e, e) =

√
d
p+
2

φ±(m,l)‖F
±
m,l[f ](x1, ·)‖L2(Σ2).
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Now since F±
m,l[f ](x1, y2) is defined by the orthogonal projection of Φ̃

p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2)f(y2) or

Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2)f(y

−1

2 ), we have

‖F+
m,l[f ](x1, ·)

∥∥
L2(Σ2)

≤
∥∥Φ̃p

+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2)f(y2)

∥∥
L2(Σ2),y2

≤
∥∥Φ̃p

+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, ·)

∥∥
L∞(Σ2)

‖f‖L2(Σ2),

‖F−
m,l[f ](x1, ·)

∥∥
L2(Σ2)

≤
∥∥Φ̃p

+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2)f(y

−1

2 )
∥∥
L2(Σ2),x2

≤
∥∥Φ̃p

+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, ·)

∥∥
L∞(Σ2)

‖f‖L2(Σ2).

In addition, let Σ1 ⊂ p+1 be the Bergman–Shilov boundary of D1 := D ∩ p+1 . Then we
have

∥∥Φ̃p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, ·)

∥∥
L∞(Σ2)

≤ sup
|x′

1
|∞≤|x1|∞
y2∈Σ2

∣∣Φ̃p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x′1, y2)

∣∣ = (|x1|∞)2|m| sup
x′
1
∈Σ1

y2∈Σ2

∣∣Φ̃p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x′1, y2)

∣∣.

Also, since Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x′1, y2) is defined by using the roots of t⌊r/2⌋hn+(t

−1x′1, P (y2)x
′
1)

1/2, and
these roots have absolute values 1 when x′1 ∈ Σ1, y2 ∈ Σ2, by [9, Theorem XII.1.1] we
have

∣∣Φ̃p+
1
,p−

2
m (x′1, y2)

∣∣ = dp̃m
∣∣Φp

+

1
,p−

2
m (x′1, y2)

∣∣
(
d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

≤ dp̃m(
d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

(x′1 ∈ Σ1, y2 ∈ Σ2).

We also have

d
p
+

2

φ±(m,l) = dimPφ±(m,l)(p
+
2 ) ≤ dim

(
Pm2(p+2 )⊗ P(l,0r−1)

(p±2 )
)
= d

p
+

2

m2d
p
+

2

(l,0r−1)
.

Combining these, we get the desired formulas.

The following proposition gives some examples of F±
m,l[f ](x1, y2).

Proposition 4.3. Let m ∈ Z
⌊r/2⌋
++ , l ∈ (Z≥0)

⌈r/2⌉, |l| = l.

(1) Suppose r is even. For k ∈ Z≥0, f(y2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p−2 ), we have

F±
m+kr/2,l

[f ](x1, y2) =
1

(−k −m∨)kr/2,d
F±
m,l[f ](x1, y2) detn+(x1)

k det
n
−
2

(y2)
k,

where m∨ = (m⌊r/2⌋, . . . ,m1).

(2) Suppose r is odd, and let w2 ∈ p+2 be of rank 1. Then for k, l,m ∈ Z≥0 with m ≤ k, l
we have

F+
k⌊r/2⌋,(l−m,0⌊r/2⌋−1,m)

[
(·|w2)

l
n
+

2

]
(x1, y2)

=
(−1)m det

n
+

2

(y2)
k

(−k)k⌊r/2⌋,d

(
−k − l +m− d2

2 (r − 1)
)
m
m!

×
min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(y
−1

2 |(x1)♯)k−j

n+
2

(y2|w2)
l−j

n+
2

((x1)
♯|w2)

j

n+
2(

−k − l + 2m− d2
2 (r − 1) + 1

)
j−m

(j −m)!
.
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(3) Suppose r is odd, and let w2 ∈ p+2 be of rank 1. Then for k, l,m ∈ Z≥0 with m ≤ k, l
we have

F−
k⌊r/2⌋,(0⌊r/2⌋−1,m,l−m)

[
(·|w2)

l
n
+

2

]
(x1, y2)

=
(−1)m det

n+
2

(y2)
k

(−k)k⌊r/2⌋,d
(
−k − l +m− d2

2

)
m
m!

min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(
−k − l + 2m− d2

2 + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!

× (y−1

2 |(x1)♯)k−j

n
+

2

(y−1

2 |w2)
l−j

n
+

2

(
(y−1

2 |(x1)♯)n+
2

(y−1

2 |w2)n+
2

− (P (y2)
−1(x1)

♯|w2)n+
2

)j
.

(4) Suppose r ≥ 3. Let m ∈ Z
⌈r/2⌉−1
++ , l ∈ Z≥0, m1 ≤ l, and put mr/2 := 0 for even r.

We define l(m) ∈ (Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉ by

l(m) := (l −m1,m1 −m2,m2 −m3, . . . ,m⌈r/2⌉−2 −m⌈r/2⌉−1,m⌈r/2⌉−1),

so that

φ+(m, l(m)) =

{
(l,m1,m1,m2,m2, . . . ,mr/2−1,mr/2−1, 0) (r : even),

(l,m1,m1,m2,m2, . . . ,m⌈r/2⌉−1,m⌈r/2⌉−1) (r : odd)

= (l,m2) ∈ Z
r
++.

Let e′ ∈ n+2 be a primitive idempotent, let p+(e′)0 =: p+′′ be as in (2.2), let p+1 ∩ p+′′

=: p+′′
1 , p+2 ∩ p+′′ =: p+′′

2 , and for x ∈ p+ let x′′ ∈ p+′′ be the orthogonal projection.
Then we have

det
n
+

2

(x2)
lF+

m,l(m)

[
(·|e′)l

n
+

2

]
(x1, x

−1

2 ) =
(−l)m,d(
−l− d

2

)
m,d

det
n
+′′
2

(x′′2)
lΦ̃

p
+′′
1

,p−′′
2

m (x′′1, (x
′′
2)

−1 ).

Proof. (1) Follows from

Φ̃
p+
1
,p−

2

m+kr/2
(x1, y2) =

dp̃
m+kr/2(

d
2

(
r
2 − 1

)
+ 1

)
m+kr/2,d

Φ
p+
1
,p−

2

m+kr/2
(x1, y2)

=
dp̃m(

d
2

(
r
2 − 1

)
+ 1

)
m+kr/2,d

Φ
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2)Φ

p
+

1
,p−

2

1r/2
(x1, y2)

k

=

(
d
2

(
r
2 − 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d(

d
2

(
r
2 − 1

)
+ 1

)
m+kr/2,d

Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2)Φ

p
+

1
,p−

2

1r/2
(x1, y2)

k

=
(−1)kr/2

(−k −m∨)kr/2,d
Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2)Φ

p
+

1
,p−

2

1r/2
(x1, y2)

k

=
1

(−k −m∨)kr/2,d
Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x1, y2) detn+(x1)

k det
n
−
2

(y2)
k.

(2) Since r is odd, x1 ∈ p+1 is not invertible, and (x1)
♯ ∈ p+2 is at most of rank 1. By
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Example 4.1 and Proposition 2.5 (1) we have

F+
k⌊r/2⌋,(l−m,0⌊r/2⌋−1,m)

[
(·|w2)

l
n
+

2

]
(x1, y2) = Proj

p
−
2

(k+l−m,kr−2,m),y2

(
Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2

k⌊r/2⌋
(x1, y2)(y2|w2)

l
n
+

2

)

=
(−1)k⌊r/2⌋(

d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
k⌊r/2⌋,d

det
n
+

2

(y2)
k Proj

p
−
2

(l−m,0r−2,m−k),y2

(
(y−1

2 |(x1)♯)kn+
2

(y2|w2)
l
n
+

2

)

=
det

n
+

2

(y2)
k

(−k)k⌊r/2⌋,d

(−1)m(
−k − l +m− d2

2 (r − 1)
)
m
m!

×
min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(y
−1

2 |(x1)♯)k−j

n
+

2

(y2|w2)
l−j

n
+

2

((x1)
♯|w2)

j

n
+

2(
−k − l + 2m− d2

2 (r − 1) + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!
.

(3) By Example 4.1 and Proposition 2.5 (2) we have

F−
k⌊r/2⌋,(0⌊r/2⌋−1,m,l−m)

[
(·|w2)

l
n
+

2

]
(x1, y2) = Proj

p
−
2

(kr−2,k−m,m−l),y2

(
Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2

k⌊r/2⌋
(x1, y2)(y

−1

2 |w2)
l
n
+

2

)

=
(−1)k⌊r/2⌋(

d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
k⌊r/2⌋,d

det
n
+

2

(y2)
k Proj

p
−
2

(0r−2,−m,m−k−l),y2

(
(y−1

2 |(x1)♯)kn+
2

(y−1

2 |w2)
l
n
+

2

)

=
det

n+
2

(y2)
k

(−k)k⌊r/2⌋,d

(−1)m(
−k − l +m− d2

2

)
m
m!

min{k,l}∑

j=m

(−k)j(−l)j(
−k − l + 2m− d2

2 + 1
)
j−m

(j −m)!

× (y−1

2 |(x1)♯)k−j

n
+

2

(y−1

2 |w2)
l−j

n
+

2

(
(y−1

2 |(x1)♯)n+
2

(y−1

2 |w2)p+
2

− (P (y2)
−1(x1)

♯|w2)n+
2

)j
.

(4) Let p+2 (e
′)2 = Ce′ =: p+′

2 , and let PK1
⊂ KC

1 be a maximal parabolic subgroup
stabilizing P(p+′′

1 ) ⊂ P(p+1 ) and P(p+′′
2 ) ⊂ P(p+2 ). First, we have

(
det

n
+

2

(x2)
lf(x−1

2 )) 7→ det
n
+

2

(x2)
lF+

m,l(m)[f ](x1, x
−1

2 )
)

∈ HomK1

(
P(lr−1,0)

(p+2 ),P〈m〉(p
+
1 )⊗ Plr−φ+(m,l(m))∨(p

+
2 )

)

≃ HomK1

(
P(l,0r−1)

(p−2 )⊗ P〈m〉(p
−
1 ),P(l,m2)(p

−
2 )

)
,

and this space is 1-dimensional by the Pieri rule for Cases 2, 3. Especially, since
det

n
+

2

(x2)
l(x−1

2 |e′)l
n
+

2

= det
n
+′′
2

(x′′2)
l ∈ P(lr−1,0)

(p+2 ) is relatively invariant under the para-

bolic subgroup PK1
, det

n
+

2

(x2)
lF+

m,l(m)

[
(·|e′)l

n
+

2

]
(x1, x

−1

2 ) ∈ P〈m〉(p
+
1 ) ⊗ Plr−(l,m2)∨(p

+
2 ) is

also relatively invariant under PK1
, with the weight same with det

n+
2

(x2)
l(x−1

2 |e′)l
n
+

2

=

det
n
+′′
2

(x′′2)
l, and such function is unique up to constant multiple. Hence

det
n+
2

(x2)
lF+

m,l(m)

[
(·|e′)l

n
+

2

]
(x1, x

−1

2 ) = cdet
n+′′
2

(x′′2)
lΦ̃

p
+′′
1

,p−′′
2

m (x′′1, (x
′′
2)

−1 )

holds for some c ∈ C. To determine c, it is enough to consider the case x1 = x′′1 ∈ p+′′.

Then since Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (x′′1, y2) = Φ̃

p
+′′
1

,p−′′
2

m (x′′1 , y
′′
2) holds, by Lemma 2.4 (4) we have

F+
m,l(m)

[
(·|e′)l

n+
2

]
(x′′1, x

−1

2 )
∣∣
x2=x′

2+x′′
2

∈p+′⊕p+′′

= Proj
p−
2

(l,m2)

(
(y2|e′)ln+

2

Φ̃
p+′′
1

,p−′′
2

m (x′′1, y
′′
2 )
)∣∣

y−1

2
=x′

2
+x′′

2

∈p+′⊕p+′′

=
(−l)m2,d2(

−l − d2
2

)
m2,d2

((x′2)
−1 |e′)l

n+
2

Φ̃
p+′′
1

,p−′′
2

m (x′′1, (x
′′
2)

−1 ),
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and hence we get

c =
(−l)m2,d2(

−l − d2
2

)
m2,d2

=
(−l)m,d

(
−l − d2

2

)
m,d(

−l − d2
2

)
m,d

(
−l − d

2

)
m,d

=
(−l)m,d(

−l − d
2

)
m,d

.

Using F±
m,l[f ](x1, y2), for l ∈ Z≥0, µ, ν ∈ C and for f(x2) ∈ P(l,0,...,0)(p

±
2 ), we define a

function F ↓
l,+

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
by

F ↓
l,+

(
ν
µ
; f ;x

)
:= det

n
±
2

(x2)
−ν

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

F−
m,l[f ](x1, x

−1

2 )

×





(ν)m,d

(
ν − d2

2 − (0r/2−1, l)
)
m−l+(0r/2−1,l),d(

µ− d2
2 − (0r/2−1, l)

)
m−l+(0r/2−1,l),d

(r : even),

(ν)m,d

(
ν − d2

2

)
m−l′,d

(
ν − d2

2 (r − 1)− l
)
l−l⌈r/2⌉(

µ− d2
2

)
m−l′,d

(
µ− d2

2 (r − 1)− l
)
l−l⌈r/2⌉

(r : odd),

(4.4)

where, when r is odd, let l′ := (l1, . . . , l⌊r/2⌋) so that l = (l′, l⌈r/2⌉) holds, and we define a

function F ↓
l,−

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
by

F ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; f ;x

)
:= det

n
±
2

(x2)
−ν

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

F+
m,l[f ](x1, x

−1

2 )

×
(ν + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
ν − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

, (4.5)

where we identify m ∈ Z
⌊r/2⌋
++ and (m, 0) ∈ Z

⌈r/2⌉
++ when r is odd. Then as a function of µ,

F ↓
l,+

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
has poles at

µ ∈
r/2−1⋃

i=1

{
d2
2

+
d

2
(i− 1)− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,
j ≥ 0

}
∪
{
d2
2

+
d

2

(
r

2
− 1

)
− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,
j ≥ −l

}
(r : even),

µ ∈
⌊r/2⌋⋃

i=1

{
d2
2

+
d

2
(i− 1)− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,
j ≥ 0

}
∪
{
d2
2

+
d

2

(
r

2
− 1

)
− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,

−l ≤ j < 0

}
(r : odd)

(we note that d = 2d2 holds if r is odd), and F ↓
l,−

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
has poles at

µ ∈
{
d2
2

− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,
j ≥ l

}
∪

r/2⋃

i=2

{
d2
2

+
d

2
(i− 1)− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,
j ≥ 0

}
(r : even),

µ ∈
{
d2
2

− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,
j ≥ l

}
∪

⌊r/2⌋⋃

i=2

{
d2
2

+
d

2
(i− 1)− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,
j ≥ 0

}

∪
{
d2
2

+
d

2

(⌈
r

2

⌉
− 1

)
− j

∣∣∣∣
j ∈ Z,

0 ≤ j < l

}
(r : odd)
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for generic ν ∈ C. On the other hand, if ν = −k ∈ −Z≥0 then F ↓
l,+

(−k
µ ; f ;x

)
becomes

a finite sum and is a polynomial in x, and if ν = −k ∈ −Z≥l then F ↓
l,−

(−k
µ ; f ;x

)
also

becomes a polynomial. For these cases, all poles satisfying µ ≤ d2
2 − k become removable,

and we use the same notations F ↓
l,+

(−k
µ ; f ;x

)
, F ↓

l,−
(−k

µ ; f ;x
)
to express these polynomials

also for µ at such removable singularities. If r = 3, then since d = 2d2 holds, F
↓
l,±

(−k
µ ; f ;x

)

and F ↓(λ,k; f ;x) in the previous section are related as

F ↓
(
λ, (k1, k2, k2); f detk2

n+
2

;x
)
= F ↓

k1−k2,+

(
−k2

−λ− 2k2 + d+ 1
; f ;x

)
,

F ↓
(
λ, (k2, k2, k3); f((·)−1 ) detk2

n
+

2

;x
)
= F ↓

k2−k3,−

(
−k2

−λ− 2k2 + d+ 1
; f ;x

)
.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose µ ∈ C is not a pole of F ↓
l,±

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
. Then F ↓

l,±
( ν
µ ; f ;x

)

converges if x2 = ge for some g ∈ KC
1 and |g−1x1|∞ < 1 holds. Especially, this converges

for x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2 we have

|F−
m,l[f ](x1, x

−1

2 )| ≤

√
d
p
+

2

m2d
p
+

2

(l,0r−1)
dp̃m

(
d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

(|g−1x1|∞)2|m|‖f(g(·))‖L2(Σ2),

|F+
m,l[f ](x1, x

−1

2 )| ≤

√
d
p
+

2

m2d
p
+

2

(l,0r−1)
dp̃m

(
d
2

(⌊
r
2

⌋
− 1

)
+ 1

)
m,d

(|g−1x1|∞)2|m|‖f(tg−1(·))‖L2(Σ2),

and we have

d
p
+

2

m2 = dimPm2(p+2 ) ≤ dimP2|m|(p
+
2 ) =

(
2|m|+ n2 − 1

n2 − 1

)
,

dp̃m = dimPm(p̃) ≤ dimP|m|(p̃) =

(|m|+ ñ− 1

ñ− 1

)
,

where n2 := dim p+2 , ñ := dim p̃. Then the convergence for |g−1x1|∞ < 1 follows from
standard argument. Especially when x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω, we have

0 < detn+(x) = det
n
+

2

(x2)hn+(x1, P (x2)
−1x1) = det

n
+

2

(x2)hn+
(
P (x

−1/2
2 )x1, P (x

−1/2
2 )x1

)
,

and hence P (x
−1/2
2 )x1 ∈ D ∩ Ω, that is,

∣∣P (x
−1/2
2 )x1

∣∣
∞ < 1 holds. Thus F ↓

l,±
( ν
µ ; f ;x

)

converges for x ∈ Ω.

These F ↓
l,±

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
has the following property.
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Proposition 4.5. For µ, ν ∈ C, k, l ∈ Z≥0, f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p±2 ), we have

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂x2

)k

F ↓
l,+

(
ν
µ
; f ;x

)
= (−1)kr(ν − (0r−1, l))kr ,d2F

↓
l,+

(
ν + k
µ

; f ;x

)

= (−1)kr(ν)k⌊r/2⌋,d

(
ν − d2

2

)

k⌈r/2⌉−1,d

(
ν − d2

2
(r − 1)− l

)

k

F ↓
l,+

(
ν + k
µ

; f ;x

)
,

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂x2

)k

F ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; f ;x

)
= (−1)kr(ν + (l, 0r−1))kr ,d2F

↓
l,−

(
ν + k
µ

; f ;x

)

= (−1)kr(ν + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))k⌈r/2⌉,d

(
ν − d2

2

)

k⌊r/2⌋,d

F ↓
l,−

(
ν + k
µ

; f ;x

)
.

Proof. First, the numerator of each term of F ↓
l,±

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
satisfies

(ν − (0r−1, l))φ−(m,l)+(0r−1,l),d2

=





(ν)m,d

(
ν − d2

2
− (0r/2−1, l)

)

m−l+(0r/2−1,l),d

(r : even),

(ν)m,d

(
ν − d2

2

)

m−l′,d

(
ν − d2

2
(r − 1)− l

)

l−l⌈r/2⌉

(r : odd),

(ν + (l, 0r−1))φ+(m,l)−(l,0r−1),d2
= (ν + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
ν − d2

2

)

m,d

.

Then since F∓
m,l[f ](x1, y2) ∈ P(p+1 )⊗ Pφ∓(m,l)(p

−
2 ) holds, by Lemma 2.3 we have

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂x2

)k

(ν − (0r−1, l))φ−(m,l)+(0r−1,l),d2
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−νF−

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 )

= (−1)kr(ν+φ−(m, l))kr ,d2
(ν− (0r−1, l))φ−(m,l)+(0r−1,l),d2

det
n
+

2

(x2)
−ν−kF−

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 )

= (−1)kr(ν − (0r−1, l))φ−(m,l)+kr+(0r−1,l),d2
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−ν−kF−

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 )

= (−1)kr(ν − (0r−1, l))kr ,d2

× (ν + k − (0r−1, l))φ−(m,l)+(0r−1,l),d2
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−ν−kF−

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 ),

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂x2

)k

(ν + (l, 0r−1))φ+(m,l)−(l,0r−1),d2
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−νF+

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 )

= (−1)kr(ν+φ+(m, l))kr ,d2
(ν+(l, 0r−1))φ+(m,l)−(l,0r−1),d2

det
n
+

2

(x2)
−ν−kF+

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 )

= (−1)kr(ν + (l, 0r−1))φ+(m,l)+kr−(l,0r−1),d2
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−ν−kF+

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 )

= (−1)kr(ν + (l, 0r−1))kr ,d2

× (ν + k + (l, 0r−1))φ+(m,l)−(l,0r−1),d2
det

n
+

2

(x2)
−ν−kF+

m,l[f ](x1, x
−1

2 ).

Hence the 1st and 3rd equalities follow from the definition of F ↓
l,±

( ν
µ ; f ;x

)
. The 2nd and

4th equalities are easy.
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4.2 Results on weighted Bergman inner products

For λ ∈ C, k, l ∈ Z≥0, we set

Cd,d2
r,+ (λ, k, l) :=





(
λ+ k − d

4r +
d2
2 + (l, 0r/2−1)

)
kr/2,d

(λ)(2k+l,2kr/2−1,kr/2),d
(r : even),

(
λ− d

2

⌊
r
2

⌋
+max{2k, k + l}

)
min{k,l}

(
λ+ k − d

2

⌈
r
2

⌉
+ d2

2

)
k⌊r/2⌋,d

(λ)(2k+l,2k⌊r/2⌋−1,min{2k,k+l},k⌊r/2⌋),d

(r : odd),

(4.6)
and when k ≥ l we set

Cd,d2
r,− (λ, k, l) :=





(
λ+ k − d

4r +
d2
2

)
(kr/2−1,k−l),d

(λ)(2kr/2−1,2k−l,kr/2−1,k−l),d
(r : even),

(
λ+ k − d

2

⌊
r
2

⌋
+ d2

2 + (k − l, 0⌊r/2⌋)
)
(l,k⌊r/2⌋−1,k−l),d

(λ)(2k⌊r/2⌋,k⌊r/2⌋,k−l),d
(r : odd).

(4.7)

If r = 3, then since d = 2d2 holds, Cd,d2
3,± (λ, k, l) and Cd,d2(λ,k) in (3.3) are related as

Cd,d2(λ, (k1, k2, k2)) = Cd,d2
3,+ (λ, k2, k1 − k2),

Cd,d2(λ, (k2, k2, k3)) = Cd,d2
3,− (λ, k2, k2 − k3).

Also, for general r we have

Cd,d2
r,+ (λ, k, 0) = Cd,d2

r,− (λ, k, 0) = Cd,d2
r+1,−(λ, k, k) =

(
λ+ k − d

2

⌈
r
2

⌉
+ d2

2

)
k⌊r/2⌋,d

(λ)(2k⌊r/2⌋,k⌈r/2⌉),d
.

Now, for det
n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x2) ∈ P(k+l,kr−1)

(p+2 ), the following holds.

Theorem 4.6. Let k, l ∈ Z≥0, f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ).

(1) For Reλ > 2n
r − 1 we have

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

= Cd,d2
r,+ (λ, k, l)F ↓

l,+

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)
.

(2) As functions of λ,

(λ)(2k+l,2kr/2−1,kr/2),d

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

(r : even),

(λ)(2k+l,2k⌊r/2⌋−1,min{2k,k+l},k⌊r/2⌋),d
〈
det

n+
2

(x2)
kf(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

(r : odd)

are holomorphically continued for all λ ∈ C, and give non-zero polynomials in z ∈ p+

for all λ ∈ C if f(x2) 6= 0.

(3) For µ, ν ∈ C we have

F ↓
l,+

(
ν
µ
; f ; z

)
= detn+(z)

µ−2νF ↓
l,+

(
µ− ν
µ

; f ; z

)
.
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Especially if µ = a − 2k and ν = −k with a, k ∈ Z≥0, a ≤ k, then F ↓
l,+

( ν
µ ; f ; z

)
is

factorized as

F ↓
l,+

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

)
= detn+(z)

aF ↓
l,+

(
a− k
a− 2k

; f ; z

)
.

Theorem 4.6 (1) and (3) for ν = −k ∈ Z≥0 case are already proved in [34, Theorem
6.3 (1)], and we can prove (3) for general ν ∈ C by using the Zariski denseness of −Z≥0 ⊂ C.
For Theorem 4.6 (2), their holomorphy for general r, k, l and non-zeroness for r even or
kl = 0 are given in [34, Corollary 6.6 (1)], and the only new result is the non-zeroness for
odd r with k, l 6= 0. Next, for det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ) ∈ P(kr−1,k−l)(p
+
2 ), the following holds.

Theorem 4.7. Let k, l ∈ Z≥0 with k ≥ l, and f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ).

(1) For Reλ > 2n
r − 1 we have

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

= Cd,d2
r,− (λ, k, l)F ↓

l,−

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)
.

(2) As functions of λ,

(λ)(2kr/2−1,2k−l,kr/2−1,k−l),d

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

(r : even),

(λ)(2k⌊r/2⌋,k⌊r/2⌋,k−l),d

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

(r : odd)

are holomorphically continued for all λ ∈ C, and give non-zero polynomials in z ∈ p+

for all λ ∈ C if f(z2) 6= 0.

(3) For µ, ν ∈ C we have

F ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; f ; z

)
= detn+(z)

µ−2νF ↓
l,−

(
µ− ν
µ

; f ; z

)
.

Especially if µ = a − 2k and ν = −k with a, k ∈ Z≥0, a ≤ k − l, then F ↓
l,−

( ν
µ ; f ; z

)

is factorized as

F ↓
l,−

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

)
= detn+(z)

aF ↓
l,−

(
a− k
a− 2k

; f ; z

)
.

The holomorphy in Theorem 4.7 (2) is already proved in [35, Theorem 6.2], but the
other results are new except for l = 0 (Example 4.10) or r = 2 (Example 4.11).

Remark 4.8. For + case, in [34, Theorem 6.3 (1)] we proved
〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=
1

(λ)(2k+l,2kr−1),d
detn+(z)

−λ+n
r det

n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k

detn+(z)
λ+2k−n

r f(z2)

=
1

(λ)(2k+l,2kr−1),d
detn+(z)

−λ+n
r det

n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k

F ↓
l,+

(
−λ− 2k + n

r
−λ− 2k + n

r

; f ; z

)

= Cd,d2
r,+ (λ, k, l) detn+(z)

−λ+n
r F ↓

l,+

(
−λ− k + n

r
−λ− 2k + n

r

; f ; z

)

= Cd,d2
r,+ (λ, k, l)F ↓

l,+

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)
.
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Similarly, for − case, by [35, Theorem 3.3 (1)] we have

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

=
detn+(z)

−λ+n
r

(λ)2(k−l)
r
,d

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k−l

detn+(x)
λ+2(k−l)−n

r

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
lf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ+2(k−l),x

,

(4.8)

and combining with Proposition 4.5 and Theorem 4.7 (1), (3), we have

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

=
Cd,d2
r,− (λ+ 2(k − l), l, l)

(λ)2(k−l)
r
,d

detn+(z)
−λ+n

r det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k−l

detn+(z)
λ+2(k−l)−n

r

× F ↓
l,−

(
−l

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)

=

(
λ+ 2k − l − d

2

⌊
r
2

⌋
+ d2

2

)
l⌈r/2⌉−1,d

(λ)(2k⌈r/2⌉−1,2k−l
⌊r/2⌋

,2k−2l),d
detn+(z)

−λ+n
r det

n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k−l

× F ↓
l,−

(
−λ− 2k + l + n

r
−λ− 2k + n

r

; f ; z

)

= Cd,d2
r,− (λ, k, l) detn+(z)

−λ+n
r F ↓

l,−

(
−λ− k + n

r
−λ− 2k + n

r

; f ; z

)

= Cd,d2
r,− (λ, k, l)F ↓

l,−

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)
.

First we prove Theorem 4.7 (1). By [35, Theorem 6.1] with k = (kr−1, k− l), kr+1 = 0,
when d = 2d2 we have

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

det
n
+

2

(z2)kf(z
−1
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=

∏2r−2
a=2

∏⌊a/2⌋
i=max{1,a+1−r}
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λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
ki+ka+1−i∏2r−1

a=1

∏⌈a/2⌉
i=max{1,a+1−r}

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
ki+ka+2−i

=

r−2∏

a=1

∏⌊a/2⌋
i=1

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k∏⌈a/2⌉

i=1

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k

r−1∏

a=r−1

∏⌊a/2⌋
i=1

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k(

λ− d
4(a− 1)

)
2k−l

∏⌈a/2⌉
i=2

(
λ− d

4 (a− 1)
)
2k

×
2r−3∏

a=r

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k−l

∏⌊a/2⌋
i=a+2−r

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k(

λ− d
4(a− 1)

)
k

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k−l

∏⌈a/2⌉
i=a+3−r

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k

×
2r−2∏

a=2r−2

(
λ− d

4 (a− 1)
)
2k−l(

λ− d
4 (a− 1)

)
k

2r−1∏

a=2r−1

1(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
k−l

=
1∏r−2

a=1,odd

(
λ− d

4 (a− 1)
)
2k

∏r−1
a=r−1,even

(
λ− d

4(a− 1) + 2k − l
)
l∏r−1

a=r−1,odd

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
2k−l

×
∏2r−3

a=r,even

(
λ− d

4(a− 1) + k
)
k∏2r−3

a=r,odd

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
k

∏2r−2
a=2r−2

(
λ− d

4 (a− 1) + k
)
k−l∏2r−1

a=2r−1

(
λ− d

4(a− 1)
)
k−l
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=





(
λ− d

4 (r − 1) + k
)
(kr/2−1,k−l),d

(λ)(2kr/2−1,2k−l,kr/2−1,k−l),d
=

(
λ+ k − d

4r +
d2
2

)
(kr/2−1,k−l),d

(λ)(2kr/2−1,2k−l,kr/2−1,k−l),d
(r : even),

(
λ− d

4 (r − 2) + (2k − l, k⌊r/2⌋)
)
(l,k⌊r/2⌋−1,k−l),d

(λ)(2k⌊r/2⌋,k⌊r/2⌋,k−l),d

=

(
λ+ k − d

2

⌊
r
2

⌋
+ d2

2 + (k − l, 0⌊r/2⌋)
)
(l,k⌊r/2⌋−1,k−l),d

(λ)(2k⌊r/2⌋,k⌊r/2⌋,k−l),d
(r : odd),

and again by [35, Theorem 6.1] this also holds for r = 2, d 6= 2d2 case. Therefore, to

prove (1), it is enough to prove that
〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

is proportional to

F ↓
l,−

( −k
−λ−2k+n

r
; f ; z

)
, and by the F-method, enough to prove

(
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ) 7→ F ↓
l,−

( −k
−λ−2k+n

r
; f ; z

))
∈ HomK1

(
P(kr−1,k−l)(p

+
2 ),SolP(p+)((Bλ)1)

)
,

(4.9)

where (Bλ)1 is the orthogonal projection of Bλ = Bp+

λ : P(p+) → P(p+) ⊗ p+ given in
(2.24) (with the identification p− ≃ p+ = n+C) onto p+1 .

Proposition 4.9. Let µ, ν ∈ C, l ∈ Z≥0, f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ).

(1) For z = z1 + z2 ∈ Ω, a2 ∈ Ω2 with z1 + a2 ∈ Ω and for Reµ > l + 2n2

r − 1,
Re ν > l + n2

r − 1, we have

F ↓
l,+

(
ν
µ
; f ; z

)
=

1

(2π
√
−1)n2

Γd2
r (µ − (0r−1, l))

Γd2
r (ν − (0r−1, l))

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(y2)
ν−µ

×
(∫

a2+
√
−1n+

2

e
(x2|y2)

n
+
2 detn+(z1 + x2)

−µf(x2) dx2

)
dy2.

Similarly, for Reµ > d2
2 + 2n2

r − 1, Re ν > n2

r − 1, we have

F ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; f ; z

)
=

1

(2π
√
−1)n2

Γd2
r

(
µ− d2

2 + (l, 0r−1)
)

Γd2
r (ν + (l, 0r−1))

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(y2)
ν−µ+

d2
2

×
(∫

a2+
√
−1n+

2

e
(x2|y2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(x2)
− d2

2 detn+(z1 + x2)
−µ+d2f(x−1

2 ) dx2

)
dy2.

(2) Suppose µ ∈ C is not a pole of F ↓
l,±

( ν
µ ; f ; z

)
. Then for g ∈ K̃C

1 we have

F ↓
l,+

(
ν
µ
; f(g(·)); z

)
= det

n
+

2

(ge)νF ↓
l,+

(
ν
µ
; f ; gz

)
,

F ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; f(tg−1(·)); z

)
= det

n
+

2

(ge)νF ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; f ; gz

)
.

(3) F ↓
l,±

( ν
µ ; f ; z

)
satisfies the differential equation

(B−µ+2ν+n
r
)1F

↓
l,±

(
ν
µ
; f ; z

)
= 0.
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For F ↓
l,+

( ν
µ ; f ; z

)
, this proposition is a repost of [34, Proposition 6.4], and we only

prove this for F ↓
l,−

( ν
µ ; f ; z

)
.

Proof. (1) By (4.2) and the definition of F+
m,l[f ](x1, y2), we have

detn+(z1 + x2)
−µ+d2f(x−1

2 ) = det
n
+

2

(x2)
−µ+d2hn+(z1, P (x−1

2 )z1)
(−µ+d2)/2f(x−1

2 )

= det
n
+

2

(x2)
−µ+d2

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(µ − d2)m,dΦ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (z1, x

−1

2 )f(x−1

2 )

= det
n+
2

(x2)
−µ+d2

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

(µ− d2)m,dF
+
m,l[f ](z1, x

−1

2 ),

and hence by Lemma 2.2 we get

1

(2π
√
−1)n2

Γd2
r

(
µ− d2

2 + (l, 0r−1)
)

Γd2
r (ν + (l, 0r−1))

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(y2)
ν−µ+

d2
2

×
(∫

a2+
√
−1n+

2

e
(x2|y2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(x2)
− d2

2 detn+(z1 + x2)
−µ+d2f(x−1

2 ) dx2

)
dy2

=
1

(2π
√
−1)n

Γd2
r

(
µ− d2

2 + (l, 0r−1)
)

Γd2
r (ν + (l, 0r−1))

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2 det

n+
2

(y2)
ν−µ+

d2
2

×
(∫

a2+
√
−1n+

2

e
(x2|y2)

n
+
2 det

n+
2

(x2)
−µ+

d2
2

∑

m,l

(µ− d2)m,dF
+
m,l[f ](z1, x

−1

2 ) dx2

)
dy2

=
Γd2
r

(
µ− d2

2 + (l, 0r−1)
)

Γd2
r (ν + (l, 0r−1))

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(y2)
ν−n2

r

∑

m,l

(µ − d2)m,dF
+
m,l[f ](z1, y2)

Γd2
r

(
µ− d2

2 + φ+(m, l)
) dy2

=
1

Γd2
r (ν + (l, 0r−1))

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2

∑

m,l

(µ− d2)m,d detn+
2

(y2)
ν−n2

r F+
m,l[f ](z1, y2)(

µ− d2
2 + (l, 0r−1)

)
φ+(m,l)−(l,0r−1),d2

dy2

=
1

Γd2
r (ν + (l, 0r−1))

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2

∑

m,l

det
n
+

2

(y2)
ν−n2

r F+
m,l[f ](z1, y2)(

µ− d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

dy2

=
∑
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Γd2
r (ν + φ+(m, l))
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r (ν + (l, 0r−1))
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n
+
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(z2)
−νF+

m,l[f ](z1, z
−1
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µ− d2

2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)
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=
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µ− d2

2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)
)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

det
n
+

2

(z2)
−νF+

m,l[f ](z1, z
−1
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=
∑

m,l

(ν + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
ν − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

det
n
+

2

(z2)
−νF+

m,l[f ](z1, z
−1

2 )

= F ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; f ; z

)
.

(2) Since F+
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ) satisfies

F+
m,l[f(

tg−1(·))](z1, z−1

2 ) = F+
m,l[f ](gz1, (gz2)

−1 ),
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we get the desired formula.
(3) As in the proof of [34, Proposition 6.4], we can show that

(B−µ+2ν+n
r
)1

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(y2)
ν−µ+

d2
2

(∫

a2+
√
−1n+

2

e
(x2|y2)

n
+
2

× detn+(z1 + x2)
−µ+d2 det

n
+

2

(x2)
− d2

2 f(x−1

2 ) dx2

)
dy2

=

∫

Ω2

e
−(y2|z2)

n
+
2 det

n
+

2

(y2)
ν−µ+

d2
2

(∫

a2+
√
−1n+

2

e
(x2|y2)

n
+
2

× detn+(z1 + x2)
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n
r
)1 detn+

2

(x2)
− d2

2 f(x−1

2 ) dx2

)
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Hence it is enough to prove (Bλ)1 detn+
2

(x2)
−d2/2f(x−1

2 ) = 0. In the following we write

(z1, x2) = (ζ,X), let {Eα} ⊂ p+2 be a basis with the dual basis {E∨
α} ⊂ p+2 , and let ∂

∂Xα
,

∂
∂Y ∨

α
denote the directional derivatives along Eα and E∨

α . Then we have

(Bλ)1 detn+
2

(X)−d2/2f(X−1 ) =
1

2
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∨
β )ζ

∂2
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+

2

(X)−d2/2f(X−1 )
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1

2
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∨
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2
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+

2
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n
+

2

+
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2
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2

)
f(X−1 )−d2(Eβ |X−1 )

n
+

2

∂

∂Xα
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)

= det
n
+

2
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4
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d2
4

∑

α
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+
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2

∑

α
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−1 )ζ
∑

γ
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2

∂f

∂Y ∨
γ
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+
1

2

∑
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∨
β )ζ
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γδ

(Eγ |P (X−1 )Eα)n+
2
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2
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γ ∂Y ∨

δ
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+
∑

γ

(Eγ |P (X−1 , P (X)−1Eα)Eβ)n+
2

∂f

∂Y ∨
γ
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= det
n
+

2

(X)−d2/2

((
d22
4
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4

∑

α

P (E∨
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+
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2

∑

γ

P (P (X)−1Eγ ,X
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∂f

∂Y ∨
γ

(X−1 )

+
1

2

∑

γδ
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∂2f

∂Y ∨
γ ∂Y ∨

δ
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+
1

2

∑

αγ

P (E∨
α , P (X−1 , P (X)−1Eα)Eγ)ζ

∂f

∂Y ∨
γ

(X−1 )

)
.

Then at the 5th term, since
∑

α P (E∨
α , P (X−1 , P (X)−1Eα)Eγ)ζ does not depend on the

choice of {Eα} and {E∨
α}, we may replace these with {P (X1/2 )E′

α} and {P (X−1/2 )E′
α} by

using an orthonormal basis {E′
α} ⊂ n+2 . Then by using the equality X−1 = P (X−1/2 )E,
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where E ∈ n+2 is the unit element, and P (P (X)Y, P (X)Z) = P (X)P (Y,Z)P (X), we have

∑

α

P (E∨
α , P (X−1 , P (X)−1Eα)Eγ)ζ

=
∑

α

P (P (X−1/2 )E′
α, P (P (X−1/2 )E,P (X−1/2 )E′

α)Eγ)ζ

=
∑

α

P (X−1/2 )P (E′
α, P (E,E′

α)P (X−1/2 )Eγ)P (X−1/2 )ζ

= P (X−1/2 )
∑

α

(
P (E′

α)Dn+(P (X−1/2 )Eγ , E)+Dn+(E,P (X−1/2 )Eγ)P (E′
α)
)
P (X−1/2 )ζ

= P (X−1/2 )

(
−d2

2
Dn+(P (X−1/2 )Eγ , E)− d2

2
Dn+(E,P (X−1/2 )Eγ)

)
P (X−1/2 )ζ

= −d2P (X−1/2 )P (P (X−1/2 )Eγ , E)P (X−1/2)ζ = −d2P (P (X)−1Eγ ,X
−1 )ζ,

where at the 3nd equality we have used [7, Part V, Proposition I.2.1 (J2.3)], at the 4th
equality

∑
α P (E′

α)η = −d2
2 η follows from direct computation with an explicit basis, and

at the 5th equality we have used Dn+(Y,E) = Dn+(E,Y ) = P (Y,E). Similarly, at the
2nd term we have

∑

α

P (E∨
α , P (X)−1Eα)ζ =

∑

α

P (P (X−1/2 )E∨
α , P (X−1/2 )Eα)ζ

= P (X−1/2 )
∑

α

P (E′
α, E

′
α)P (X−1/2 )ζ = −d2P (X−1/2 )2ζ = −d2P (X)−1ζ.

Therefore we get

(Bλ)1 detn+
2

(X)−d2/2f(X−1 )

= det
n
+

2

(X)−d2/2

((
d22
4
P (X)−1ζ − d22

4
P (X)−1ζ

)
f(X−1 )

+
d2
2

∑

γ

P (P (X)−1Eγ ,X
−1 )ζ

∂f

∂Y ∨
γ

(X−1 )

+
1

2

∑

γδ

P (P (X)−1Eγ , P (X)−1Eδ)ζ
∂2f

∂Y ∨
γ ∂Y ∨

δ

(X−1 )

− d2
2

∑

γ

P (P (X)−1Eγ ,X
−1 )ζ

∂f

∂Y ∨
γ

(X−1 )

)

=
1

2
det

n
+

2

(X)−d2/2P (X)−1
∑

γδ

P (Eγ , Eδ)P (X)−1ζ
∂2f

∂Y ∨
γ ∂Y ∨

δ

(X−1 ).

Now, let p+ =
⊕

1≤i<j≤r p
+
ij be the simultaneous Peirce decomposition given in Section 2.4

with respect to a Jordan frame {e1, . . . , er} ⊂ n+2 ⊂ n+. If f(Y ) = (Y11)
l ∈ P(l,0r−1)

(p+2 ),

then since p+11 ∩ p+1 = {0}, for η ∈ p+1 we have

∑

γδ

P (Eγ , Eδ)η
∂2f

∂Y ∨
γ ∂Y ∨

δ

(Y ) = l(l − 1)P (E11, E11)η(Y11)
l−2 = 0,

and by theK1-equivariance,
∑

γδ P (Eγ , Eδ)η
∂2f

∂Y ∨
γ ∂Y ∨

δ
(Y ) = 0 holds for all f ∈ P(l,0r−1)

(p+2 ).

Hence we get (Bλ)1 detn+
2

(x2)
−d2/2f(x−1

2 ) = 0 for all f ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ), and also get
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(B−µ+2ν+n
r
)1F

↓
l,−

( ν
µ ; f ; z

)
= 0 for Reµ > d2

2 + 2n2

r − 1, Re ν > n2

r − 1. Then by ana-
lytic continuation, this holds for all µ, ν ∈ C except for poles.

Especially, when µ = −λ − 2k + n
r , ν = −k with k ∈ Z≥0, k ≥ l, we have (4.9), and

this proves Theorem 4.7 (1). Next we prove Theorems 4.6 (2) and 4.7 (2).

Proof of Theorem 4.6 (2). Let µ := −λ− 2k+ n
r = −λ− 2k+1+ d

2(r− 1). We recall from
the proof of [34, Corollary 6.6 (1)] that, by Theorem 4.6 (1), for f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)

(p+2 ), for
even r we have

(λ)(2k+l,2kr/2−1,kr/2),d

〈
det

n+
2

(x2)
kf(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=

(
λ+ k − d

4
r +

d2
2

+ (l, 0r/2−1)

)

kr/2,d

F ↓
l,+

(
−k
µ
; f ; z

)

= (−1)kr/2
(
µ− d2

2
− (0r/2−1, l)

)

kr/2,d

det
n
+

2

(z2)
k

×
∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

(−k)m,d

(
−k − d2

2 − (0r/2−1, l)
)
m−l+(0r/2−1,l),d(

µ− d2
2 − (0r/2−1, l)

)
m−l+(0r/2−1,l),d

F−
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ),

(4.10)

and for odd r we have

(λ)(2k+l,2k⌊r/2⌋−1,min{2k,k+l},k⌊r/2⌋),d
〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
kf(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=

(
λ− d

2

⌊
r

2

⌋
+max{2k, k + l}

)

min{k,l}

(
λ+ k − d

2

⌈
r

2

⌉
+

d2
2

)

k⌊r/2⌋,d

F ↓
l,+

(
−k
µ
; f ; z

)

= (−1)k⌊r/2⌋+min{k,l}
(
µ− d2

2

)

k⌊r/2⌋,d

(
µ− d2

2
(r − 1)− l

)

min{k,l}
det

n
+

2

(z2)
k

×
∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

(−k)m,d

(
−k− d2

2

)
m−l′,d

(
−k− d2

2 (r−1)− l
)
l−l⌈r/2⌉(

µ− d2
2

)
m−l′,d

(
µ− d2

2 (r − 1)− l
)
l−l⌈r/2⌉

F−
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ).

(4.11)

These are holomorphically continued for all µ ∈ C. Moreover, all non-zero F−
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 )
are linearly independent, and when r is even, the coefficient of (4.10) for

F−
kr/2,(0r/2−1,l)

[f ](z1, z
−1

2 ) = Φ̃
p+
1
,p−

2

kr/2
(z1, z

−1

2 )f(z2)

is independent of µ and non-zero. Hence (4.10) is non-zero for all µ ∈ C when f(x2) 6= 0.
Similarly, when r is odd, the coefficients of (4.11) for (m, l) = (k⌊r/2⌋, (0⌊r/2⌋, l)) and
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(m, l) = (k⌊r/2⌋, (0⌊r/2⌋−1,min{k, l},max{l − k, 0})),
(
µ− d2

2

)
k⌊r/2⌋,d

(
µ− d2

2 (r − 1)− l
)
min{k,l}(

µ− d2
2

)
k⌊r/2⌋−0⌊r/2⌋,d

(
µ− d2

2 (r − 1)− l
)
l−l

=

(
µ− d2

2
(r − 1)− l

)

min{k,l}
,

(
µ− d2

2

)
k⌊r/2⌋,d

(
µ− d2

2 (r − 1)− l
)
min{k,l}(

µ− d2
2

)
k⌊r/2⌋−(0⌊r/2⌋−1,min{k,l}),d

(
µ− d2

2 (r − 1)− l
)
l−max{l−k,0}

=

(
µ− d2

2
(r − 2) + max{0, k − l}

)

min{k,l}

do not vanish simultaneously, and if f(x2) = (x2|w2)
l
n+
2

for some w2 ∈ p+2 of rank 1, then

by Proposition 4.3 (3) we have

F−
k⌊r/2⌋,(0⌊r/2⌋,l)

[f ](z1, z
−1

2 ) 6= 0, F−
k⌊r/2⌋,(0⌊r/2⌋−1,min{k,l},max{l−k,0})[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ) 6= 0.

By the KC
1 -equivariance these hold for all non-zero f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)

(p+2 ). Hence (4.11) is
non-zero for all µ ∈ C if f(x2) 6= 0.

Proof of Theorem 4.7 (2). Again let µ := −λ − 2k + n
r = −λ − 2k + 1 + d

2(r − 1). By
Theorem 4.7 (1), for even r we have

(λ)(2kr/2−1,2k−l,kr/2−1,k−l),d

〈
det

n+
2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

=

(
λ+ k − d

4
r +

d2
2

)

(kr/2−1,k−l),d

F ↓
l,−

(
−k
µ
; f ; z

)

= (−1)kr/2−l

(
µ− d2

2
+ (l, 0r/2−1)

)

(k−l,kr/2−1),d

det
n
+

2

(z2)
k

×
∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

(−k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
−k − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

F+
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ),

(4.12)

and for odd r we have

(λ)(2k⌊r/2⌋,k⌊r/2⌋,k−l),d

〈
det

n+
2

(x2)
kf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

=

(
λ+ k − d

2

⌊
r

2

⌋
+

d2
2

+ (k − l, 0⌊r/2⌋)

)

(l,k⌊r/2⌋−1,k−l),d

F ↓
l,−

(
−k
µ
; f ; z

)

= (−1)k⌊r/2⌋
(
µ− d2

2
+ (l, 0⌊r/2⌋)

)

(k−l,k⌊r/2⌋−1,l),d

det
n+
2

(z2)
k

×
∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

(−k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
−k − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

F+
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ).

(4.13)

These are holomorphically continued for all µ ∈ C. Moreover, all non-zero F+
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 )
are linearly independent. When r is even, the coefficient of (4.12) for (m, l) = ((kr/2−1,
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k − l), (0r/2−1, l)) is independent of µ and non-zero, and when r is odd, the coefficient
of (4.13) for (m, l) = (k⌊r/2⌋, (0⌊r/2⌋, l)) is independent of µ and non-zero. Moreover, if

f(x2) = (x2|e′)ln+
2

for some primitive idempotent e′ ∈ n+2 , then for even r, by Proposition

4.3 (1), (4) and Example 4.1 we have

det
n+
2

(z2)
kF+

(kr/2−1,k−l),(0r/2−1,l)

[
(·|e′)l

n
+

2

]
(z1, z

−1

2 )

=
1

(−(k − l, kr/2−1))k−l
r/2

,d
detn+(z1)

k−l det
n+
2

(z2)
lF+

(lr/2−1,0),(0r/2−1,l)

[
(·|e′)l

n
+

2

]
(z1, z

−1

2 )

=
(−k)l

(−k)(k,k−l
r/2−1

),d

(−l)lr/2−1,d(
−l − d

2

)
lr/2−1,d

detn+(z1)
k−l det

n
+′′
2

(z′′2 )
lΦ̃

p+′′
1

,p−′′
2

lr/2−1
(z′′1 , (z

′′
2 )

−1 )

=
(−k)l

(−k)kr/2,d
detn+(z1)

k−l((z′′1 )
♯|z′′2 )ln+′′

2

6= 0,

and for odd r, by Proposition 4.3 (2) we have

det
n+
2

(z2)
kF+

k⌊r/2⌋,(0⌊r/2⌋,l)

[
(·|e′)l

n
+

2

]
(z1, z

−1

2 )

=
(−1)l(−k)l(−l)l

(−k)k⌊r/2⌋,d
(
−k − d2

2 (r − 1)
)
l
l!
(z2|(z1)♯)k−l

n
+

2

((z1)
♯|e′)l

n
+

2

=
(−k)l

(−k)(k⌊r/2⌋,l),d
(z2|(z1)♯)k−l

n
+

2

((z1)
♯|e′)l

n
+

2

6= 0,

and by the KC
1 -equivariance,

F+
(kr/2−1,k−l),(0r/2−1,l)

[f ](z1, z
−1

2 ) 6= 0 (r : even),

F+
k⌊r/2⌋,(0⌊r/2⌋,l)

[f ](z1, z
−1

2 ) 6= 0 (r : odd)

hold for all non-zero f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ). Hence (4.13) is non-zero for all µ ∈ C if

f(x2) 6= 0.

Proof of Theorem 4.7 (3). Combining Theorem 4.7 (1) and (4.8), for Reλ > 2n
r − 1, k, l ∈

Z≥0, k ≥ l we have

Cd,d2
r,− (λ, k, l)F ↓

l,−

(
−k

−λ−2k+ n
r

; f ; z

)
=

Cd,d2
r,− (λ+2(k− l), l, l)

(λ)2(k−l)
r
,d

detn+(z)
−λ+n

r det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k−l

× detn+(z)
λ+2(k−l)−n

r F ↓
l,−

(
−l

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)
,

that is,

F ↓
l,−

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)
=

detn+(z)
−λ+n

r

(
λ− d

4r +
d2
2 + (kr−1, k − l)

)
k−l

r
,d2

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k−l

× detn+(z)
λ+2(k−l)−n

r F ↓
l,−

(
−l

−λ− 2k + n
r

; f ; z

)
.
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Then this is meromorphically continued for all λ ∈ C, and if λ = n
r − a = d

2(r− 1)+ 1− a,
a = 1, 2, . . . , k − l, then the left hand side of

detn+(z)
−aF ↓

l,−

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

)
=

1(
d2
2 (r − 1) + 1− a+ (kr−1, k − l)

)
k−l

r
,d2

det
n
+

2

(
∂

∂z2

)k−l

× detn+(z)
2(k−l)−aF ↓

l,−

(
−l

a− 2k
; f ; z

)

becomes a polynomial (note that d2 = d/2 or r = 2 hold). Hence F ↓
l,−

( −k
a−2k ; f ; z

)
is

divisible by detn+(z)
a. Also, by Bn

r
−a detn+(z)

a = detn+(z)
aBn

r
+a (see the proof of [9,

Proposition XV.2.4]), we have

(Bn
r
+a)1 detn+(z)

−aF ↓
l,−

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

)
= detn+(z)

−a(Bn
r
−a)1F

↓
l,−

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

)
= 0,

and hence
(
det

n
+

2

(x2)
k−af(x−1

2 ) 7→ det
n
+

2

(z)−aF ↓
l,−

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

))

∈ HomKC
1

(
P(k−a

r−1
,k−l−a)(p

+
2 ),SolP(p+)((Bn

r
+a)1)

)

≃ C

(
det

n
+

2

(x2)
k−af(x−1

2 ) 7→ F ↓
l,−

(
a− k
a− 2k

; f ; z

))

holds. Then comparing the values at z1 = 0, for a, k ∈ Z≥0 with a ≤ k − l, we get

F ↓
l,−

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

)
= detn+(z)

aF ↓
l,−

(
a− k
a− 2k

; f ; z

)
(4.14)

(see [35, Theorem 6.6] for more general case). Now we want to prove this for general
(a, k) ∈ C

2. We recall that the left hand side of (4.14) is given by

F ↓
l,−

(
−k

a− 2k
; f ; z

)
=

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

(−k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
−k − d2

2

)
m,d(

a− 2k − d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

× det
n
+

2

(z2)
kF+

m,l[f ](z1, z
−1

2 ). (4.15)

Similarly, by (4.2), the right hand side is computed as

detn+(z)
aF ↓

l,−

(
a− k
a− 2k

; f ; z

)

=
∑

m′∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l′∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l′|=l

(a− k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
a− k − d2

2

)
m′,d(

a− 2k − d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

× det
n
+

2

(z2)
k−aF+

m′,l′ [f ](z1, z
−1

2 ) det
n
+

2

(z2)
ahn+(z1, P (z−1

2 )z1)
a/2

=
∑

m′∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l′∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l′|=l

(a− k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
a− k − d2

2

)
m′,d(

a− 2k − d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

× det
n
+

2

(z2)
kF+

m′,l′ [f ](z1, z
−1

2 )
∑

m′′∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(−a)m′′,dΦ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2

m′′ (z1, z
−1

2 ).
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Then we have

(
f 7→ F+

m′,l′[f ](z1, y2)Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2

m′′ (z1, y2)
)

∈ HomKC
1

(
P(l,0r−1)

(p−2 ),P〈m′〉(p
+
1 )⊗ Pφ+(m′,l′)(p

−
2 )⊗ P〈m′′〉(p

+
1 )⊗ Pm′′2(p−2 )

)

⊂
⊕

k

|k|=|〈m′〉|+|〈m′′〉|
kj≥max{〈m′〉j ,〈m′′〉j}

⊕

k′∈Zr
++

|k′|=|φ+(m′,l′)|+|m′′2|
k′j≥max{φ+(m′,l′)j ,(m′′2)j}

HomKC
1

(
P(l,0r−1)

(p−2 ),Pk(p
+
1 )⊗ Pk′(p−2 )

)
,

where k ∈ Z
⌊r/ε1⌋
++ (Case 1 (n′ 6= 2), Case 2) or k ∈ (Z

⌊r/2⌋
++ )2 (Case 1 (n′ = 2), Case 3). Now

since HomKC
1

(
P(l,0r−1)

(p−2 ),Pk(p
+
1 )⊗Pk′(p−2 )

)
6= {0} implies (k,k′) = (〈m〉, φ+(m, l)) for

some (m, l) ∈ Z
⌊r/2⌋
++ × (Z≥0)

⌈r/2⌉ satisfying |l| = l and (4.3), we set

Fm′,l′,m′′,m,l[f ](z1, y2) := Proj
p
−
2

φ+(m,l),y2

(
F+
m′,l′ [f ](z1, y2)Φ̃

p
+

1
,p−

2

m′′ (z1, y2)
)

∈ P〈m〉(p
+
1 )z1 ⊗ Pφ+(m,l)(p

−
2 )y2 ,

so that

F+
m′,l′ [f ](z1, y2)Φ̃

p
+

1
,p−

2

m′′ (z1, y2) =
∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

|m|=|m′|+|m′′|
mj≥max{m′

j ,m
′′
j }

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l
mj+lj≥m′

j+l′j

Fm′,l′,m′′,m,l[f ](z1, y2).

Then the right hand side of (4.14) becomes

detn+(z)
aF ↓

l,−

(
a− k
a− 2k

; f ; z

)

= det
n
+

2

(z2)
k

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l′|=l

∑

m′,m′′∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

|m′|+|m′′|=|m|
m′

j ,m
′′
j ≤mj

∑

l′∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l′|=l
m′

j+l′j≤mj+lj

(−a)m′′,d

×
(a− k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
a− k − d2

2

)
m′,d(

a− 2k − d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

Fm′,l′,m′′,m,l[f ](z1, z
−1

2 ).

(4.16)

If a, k ∈ Z≥0, a ≤ k − l, then in (4.15) only m1 + l1 ≤ k terms remain, and both in
(4.15) and (4.16), all denominators in the terms with m1 + l1 ≤ k are non-zero. Hence for
m1 + l1 ≤ k, by comparing the both formulas we get

(−k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
−k − d2

2

)
m,d(

a− 2k − d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

F+
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 )

=
∑

m′,m′′∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

|m′|+|m′′|=|m|
m′

j ,m
′′
j ≤mj

∑

l′∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l′|=l
m′

j+l′j≤mj+lj

(−a)m′′,d

×
(a− k + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
a− k − d2

2

)
m′,d(

a− 2k − d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m′+l′−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

Fm′,l′,m′′,m,l[f ](z1, z
−1

2 ).
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Then since {(a, k) ∈ (Z≥0)
2 | k ≥ a + l, k ≥ m1 + l1} ⊂ C

2 is Zariski dense, this holds
for all (a, k) ∈ C

2 without the assumption m1 + l1 ≤ k, and hence (4.14) holds for all
(a, k) ∈ C

2. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.7 (3).

Example 4.10. Suppose l = 0, f(x2) = 1 ∈ P(0,...,0)(p
+
2 ). Then we have

F−
m,0⌈r/2⌉

[1](z1, z
−1

2 ) = F+
m,0⌈r/2⌉

[1](z1, z
−1

2 ) = Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (z1, z

−1

2 ),

F ↓
0,±

(
ν
µ
; 1; z

)
= det

n
+

2

(z2)
−ν

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(ν)m,d

(
ν − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2

)
m,d

Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (z1, z

−1

2 ).

Especially, for k ∈ Z≥0, Reλ > 2n
r − 1, we have

〈
det

n+
2

(x2)
k, e(x|z)p+

〉
λ,x

= Cd,d2
r,± (λ, k, 0)F ↓

0,±

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; 1; z

)

=

(
λ+ k − d

2

⌈
r
2

⌉
+ d2

2

)
k⌊r/2⌋,d

(λ)(2k⌊r/2⌋,k⌈r/2⌉),d
det

n
+

2

(z2)
k

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(−k)m,d

(
−k − d2

2

)
m,d(

−λ− 2k + n
r − d2

2

)
m,d

Φ̃
p+
1
,p−

2
m (z1, z

−1

2 ).

In addition, Theorems 4.6 (3), 4.7 (3) are equivalent to

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(ν)m,d

(
ν − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2

)
m,d

Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (z1, z

−1

2 )

= hn+(z1, P (z2)
−1z1)

(µ−2ν)/2
∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

(µ − ν)m,d

(
µ− ν − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2

)
m,d

Φ̃
p
+

1
,p−

2
m (z1, z

−1

2 ).

Example 4.11. Suppose r = 2. We fix a Jordan frame {e′, e′′} ⊂ n+2 , and consider
f(x2) = (x2|e′)ln+

2

or f(y2) = (y2|e′′)ln+
2

. Then we have

F−
m,l

[
(·|e′)l

n
+

2

]
(z1, z

−1

2 ) =
1

m!

(
−detn+(z1)

detn+(z2)

)m

(z2|e′)ln+
2

,

F+
m,l

[
(·|e′′)l

n
+

2

]
(z1, z

−1

2 ) =
1

m!

(
−detn+(z1)

detn+(z2)

)m

(z−1

2 |e′′)l
n
+

2

,

F ↓
l,+

(
ν
µ
; (·|e′)l

n
+

2

; z

)
= detn+(z2)

−ν
∞∑

m=0

(ν)m
(
ν − l − d2

2

)
m(

µ− l − d2
2

)
m
m!

(
−detn+(z1)

detn+(z2)

)m

(z2|e′)ln+
2

= detn+(z2)
−ν

2F1

(
ν, ν − l − d2

2

µ− l − d2
2

;−detn+(z1)

detn+(z2)

)
(z2|e′)ln+

2

,

F ↓
l,−

(
ν
µ
; (·|e′′)l

n+
2

; z

)
= detn+(z2)

−ν
∞∑

m=0

(ν + l)m
(
ν − d2

2

)
m(

µ+ l − d2
2

)
m
m!

(
−detn+(z1)

detn+(z2)

)m

(z−1

2 |e′′)l
n+
2

= detn+(z2)
−ν−l

2F1

(
ν + l, ν − d2

2

µ+ l − d2
2

;−detn+(z1)

detn+(z2)

)
(z2|e′)ln+

2

.
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Especially, for k ∈ Z
2
++, Reλ > 2n

r − 1, we have

〈
∆

n
+

2

k
(x2), e

(x|z)
p+

〉
λ,x

=
〈
(x2|e′)k1−k2

n
+

2

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k2 , e(x|z)p+

〉
λ,x

=
〈
(x−1

2 |e′′)k1−k2
n
+

2

det
n
+

2

(x2)
k1 , e(x|z)p+

〉
λ,x

= Cd,d2
2,+ (λ, k2, k1 − k2)F

↓
k1−k2,+

(
−k2

−λ− 2k2 +
n
2

; (·|e′)k1−k2
n
+

2

; z

)

= Cd,d2
2,− (λ, k1, k1 − k2)F

↓
k1−k2,−

(
−k1

−λ− 2k1 +
n
2

; (·|e′′)k1−k2
n
+

2

; z

)

=

(
λ+ k1 − d−d2

2

)
k2

(λ)(k1+k2,k2),d
2F1

(
−k2, −k1 − d2

2

−λ− k1 − k2 +
d−d2
2 + 1

;−detn+(z1)

detn+(z2)

)
∆

n+
2

k
(z2).

Example 4.12. Suppose r ≥ 3, −ν = k = l ∈ Z≥0, f(y2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ). Then since

(−l + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d
F+
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 )

= ((0,−l⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d
F+
m,l[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ) 6= 0

implies m1 + l1 = l and φ+(m, l) ∈ Z
r
+, that is,

m1 ≤ l, m⌈r/2⌉ = 0 (for even r),

l = l(m) := (l −m1,m1 −m2,m2 −m3, . . . ,m⌈r/2⌉−2 −m⌈r/2⌉−1,m⌈r/2⌉−1),

so that φ+(m, l(m)) = (l,m2), m+ l(m) = (l,m), we have

F ↓
l,−

(
−l
µ
; f ; z

)

= det
n
+

2

(z2)
l

∑

m∈Z⌈r/2⌉−1

++

((0,−l⌈r/2⌉−1))m+l(m)−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

(
−l − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d2
2 + (l, 0⌈r/2⌉−1)

)
m+l(m)−(l,0⌈r/2⌉−1),d

F+
m,l(m)[f ](z1, z

−1

2 )

= det
n
+

2

(z2)
l

∑

m∈Z⌈r/2⌉−1

++

(
−l− d

2

)
m,d

(
−l − d2

2

)
m,d(

µ− d+d2
2

)
m,d

F+
m,l(m)[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ),

and hence for Reλ > 2n
r − 1 we have

〈
det

n
+

2

(x2)
lf(x−1

2 ), e(x|z)p+
〉
λ,x

= Cd,d2
r,− (λ, l, l)F ↓

l,−

(
−l

−λ− 2l + n
r

; f ; z

)

=

(
λ+ l − d

2

⌊
r
2

⌋
+ d2

2

)
l⌈r/2⌉−1,d

(λ)(2l⌈r/2⌉−1,l⌊r/2⌋),d

× det
n
+

2

(z2)
l

∑

m∈Z⌈r/2⌉−1

++

(
−l− d

2

)
m,d

(
−l − d2

2

)
m,d(

−λ− 2l + d
2(r − 2) + 1− d2

2

)
m,d

F+
m,l(m)[f ](z1, z

−1

2 ).

Especially, we fix a primitive idempotent e′ ∈ n+2 and let p+2 (e
′)0 =: p+′′

2 , p+(e′)0 ∩ p+1 =:
p+′′
1 be as in (2.2). If f(y2) = (y2|e′)ln+

2

so that det
n
+

2

(x2)
lf(x−1

2 ) = det
n
+′′
2

(x′′2)
l, then by
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Proposition 4.3 (4) we have

〈
det

n
+′′
2

(x′′2)
l, e(x|z)p+

〉
λ,x

= Cd,d2
r,− (λ, l, l)F ↓

l,−

(
−l

−λ− 2l + n
r

; (·|e′)l
n
+

2

; z

)

=

(
λ+ l − d

2

⌊
r
2

⌋
+ d2

2

)
l⌈r/2⌉−1,d

(λ)(2l⌈r/2⌉−1,l⌊r/2⌋),d

× det
n
+′′
2

(z′′2 )
l

∑

m∈Z⌈r/2⌉−1

++

(−l)m,d

(
−l− d2

2

)
m,d(

−λ− 2l + d
2(r − 2) + 1− d2

2

)
m,d

Φ̃
p+′′
1

,p−′′
2

m (z′′1 , (z
′′
2 )

−1 ).

This fits with Example 4.10 applied for p+′′
2 .

4.3 Results on restriction of Hλ(D) to subgroups

In this subsection we consider the decomposition of Hλ(D) under G̃1. Let Vk be an
irreducible K1-module isomorphic to Pk(p

+
2 ). Then Hλ(D) is decomposed under G̃1 as

Hλ(D)|
G̃1

≃
∑⊕

k∈Zr
++

Hε1λ(D1, Vk).

For each case, Hλ(D) has the minimal K̃-type

χ−λ ≃





C−λ ⊠ V
[n]∨
0⌊n/2⌋

(G = SO0(2, n)),

V
(r)∨
λ/2

r

⊠ V
(r)
λ/2

r

≃ V
(r)∨
λr

⊠ V
(r)
0r

≃ V
(r)∨
0r

⊠ V
(r)
λr

(G = SU(r, r)),

V
(2r)∨
λ/2

2r

(G = SO∗(4r)),

and Hε1λ(D1, Vk) has the minimal K̃1-type

χ−ε1λ
1 ⊗ Vk

≃





C−(λ+k1+k2) ⊠ V
[n′]∨
0⌊n′/2⌋

⊠ V
[n′′]∨
(k1−k2,0⌊n′′/2⌋−1)

(G1 = SO0(2, n
′)× SO(n′′), n′ ≥ 3),

C−(λ+k1+k2)⊠C−(λ+k1+k2)⊠V
[n′′]∨
(k1−k2,0⌊n′′/2⌋−1)

(G1 = SO0(2, n
′)× SO(n′′), n′ = 2),

C−2(λ+k1+k2) ⊠ V
[n′′]∨
(k1−k2,0⌊n′′/2⌋−1)

(G1 = SO0(2, n
′)× SO(n′′), n′ = 1),

V
(r)∨
λr+2k (G1 = SO∗(2r)),

V
(r)∨
λ/2

r
+k

⊠ V
(r)∨
λ/2

r
+k

(G1 = SO∗(2r)× SO∗(2r))

(note that SO0(2, 2) ≃ SL(2,R) × SL(2,R), SO0(2, 1) ≃ SL(2,R) hold up to covering).
In this section we only deal with the cases k = (k + l, kr−1) or k = (kr−1, k − l). Let
Vl := V(l,0r−1)

, and let V ∨
l be its contragredient. Then we have

Hε1λ(D1, V(k+l,kr−1)
) ≃ Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, Vl), Hε1λ(D1, V(kr−1,k−l)) ≃ Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, V

∨
l ).

To describe the intertwining operators, for µ ∈ C, l ∈ Z≥0 and for f(x2) ∈ P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ),

we define a function F ↑
l,+

(−
µ ; f ; y1, x2

)
on p−1 ⊕ p+2 by

F ↑
l,+

(
−
µ
; f ; y1, x2

)
:=

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

F+
m,l[f ](y1, x2)(

µ− δ
2 + (l, 0⌊r/2⌋−1)

)
m+l−(l,0⌊r/2⌋−1),d

, (4.17)
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where δ is given in (4.1), and define a function F ↑
l,−

(−
µ ; f ; y1, x2

)
on p−1 ⊕ p+2 by

F ↑
l,−

(
−
µ
; f ; y1, x2

)

:=





∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

F−
m,l[f ](y1, x2)(

µ− δ
2 − (0⌊r/2⌋−1, l)

)
m−l+(0⌊r/2⌋−1,l),d

(r : even),

∑

m∈Z⌊r/2⌋
++

∑

l∈(Z≥0)
⌈r/2⌉

|l|=l

F−
m,l[f ](y1, x2)(

µ− δ
2

)
m−l′,d

(
µ− l − δ

2 − d
2

(
r
2 − 1

))
l−l⌈r/2⌉

(r : odd),

(4.18)

where for odd r let l′ := (l1, . . . , l⌊r/2⌋).

Theorem 4.13. Let Reλ > 2n
r − 1, k, l ∈ Z≥0.

(1) ([33, Theorems 5.7 (3), 5.17 (2), 5.19 (1)]). Let Kl(x2) ∈ (P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 ) ⊗ Hom(Vl,

C))K1 . Then the linear map

F↑
λ,k,l,+ : Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, Vl)K̃1

−→ Hλ(D)
K̃
|
(g1,K̃1)

,

(F↑
λ,k,l,+f)(x) := detn+(x2)

kF ↑
l,+

(
−

λ+ 2k
; Kl;

1

ε1

∂

∂x1
, x2

)
f(x1)

intertwines the (g1, K̃1)-action, where F ↑
l,+ is as in (4.17).

(2) ([34, Theorem 8.5]). Let K∨
l (y2) ∈ (P(l,0r−1)

(p−2 )⊗ Vl)
K1. Then the linear map

F↓
λ,k,l,+ : Hλ(D)|

G̃1
−→ Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, Vl),

(F↓
λ,k,l,+f)(x1) := F ↓

l,+

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; K∨
l ;

∂

∂x

)
f(x)

∣∣∣∣
x2=0

intertwines the G̃1-action, where F ↓
l,+ is as in (4.4).

(3) ([34, Theorem 8.5]). Suppose ck,l,+, c
∨
k,l,+ ∈ C satisfy, for v ∈ Vl,

∥∥det
n
+

2

(x2)
kKl(x2)v

∥∥2
F,x2

= ck,l,+|v|2Vl
,

∥∥det
n
+

2

(x2)
k(v,K∨

l (x2))
∥∥2
F,x2

= c∨k,l,+|v|2Vl
.

Then the operator norms of F↑
λ,k,l,+, F

↓
λ,k,l,+ are given by

c−1
k,l,+‖F

↑
λ,k,l,+‖2op = c∨k,l,+‖F↓

λ,k,l,+‖−2
op = Cd,d2

r,+ (λ, k, l),

where Cd,d2
r,+ (λ, k, l) is as in (4.6).

Theorem 4.14. Let Reλ > 2n
r − 1, k, l ∈ Z≥0 with k ≥ l.

(1) ([33, Theorems 5.7 (4), 5.19 (1), 7.2]). Let K∨
l (y2) ∈ (P(l,0r−1)

(p−2 )⊗Hom(V ∨
l ,C))K1 .

Then the linear map

F↑
λ,k,l,− : Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, V

∨
l )K̃1

−→ Hλ(D)K̃ |(g1,K̃1)
,

(F↑
λ,k,l,−f)(x) := detn+(x2)

kF ↑
l,−

(
−

λ+ 2k
; K∨

l ;
1

ε1

∂

∂x1
, x2

)
f(x1)

intertwines the (g1, K̃1)-action, where F ↑
l,− is as in (4.18).
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(2) Let Kl(x2) ∈ (P(l,0r−1)
(p+2 )⊗ V ∨

l )K1 . Then the linear map

F↓
λ,k,l,− : Hλ(D)|

G̃1
−→ Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, V

∨
l ),

(F↓
λ,k,l,−f)(x1) := F ↓

l,−

(
−k

−λ− 2k + n
r

; K∨
l ;

∂

∂x

)
f(x)

∣∣∣∣
x2=0

intertwines the G̃1-action, where F ↓
l,− is as in (4.5).

(3) ([35, Corollary 6.7]). Suppose ck,l,−, c∨k,l,− ∈ R>0 satisfy, for v ∈ V ∨
l ,

∥∥det
n+
2

(x2)
kK∨

l (x
−1

2 )v
∥∥2
F,x2

= ck,l,−|v|2V ∨
l
,

∥∥det
n
+

2

(x2)
k(v,Kl(x

−1

2 ))
∥∥2
F,x2

= c∨k,l,−|v|2V ∨
l
.

Then the operator norms of F↑
λ,k,l,−, F

↓
λ,k,l,− are given by

c−1
k,l,−‖F

↑
λ,k,l,−‖2op = c∨k,l,−‖F↓

λ,k,l,−‖−2
op = Cd,d2

r,− (λ, k, l),

where Cd,d2
r,− (λ, k, l) is as in (4.7).

The differential operators F↓
λ,k,l,± are meromorphically continued for all λ ∈ C, and

give G̃1-intertwining operators

F↓
λ,k,l,+ : Oλ(D)|

G̃1
−→ Oε1(λ+2k)(D1, Vl), F↓

λ,k,l,− : Oλ(D)|
G̃1

−→ Oε1(λ+2k)(D1, V
∨
l )

for all λ ∈ C except for poles. Then by Theorems 4.6 (3), 4.7 (3), for special λ the following
holds.

Theorem 4.15 ([34, Theorem 8.9 (1)], [35, Corollary 6.8 (4)]). Let k, l ∈ Z≥0. For a =
1, 2, . . . , k we have

F↓
n
r
−a,k,l,+ = F↓

n
r
+a,k−a,l,+ ◦ detn−

(
∂

∂x

)a

: On
r
−a(D)|

G̃1
−→ Oε1(n

r
−a+2k)(D1, Vl).

Similarly, when k ≥ l, for a = 1, 2, . . . , k − l we have

F↓
n
r
−a,k,l,− = F↓

n
r
+a,k−a,l,− ◦ detn−

(
∂

∂x

)a

: On
r
−a(D)|G̃1

−→ Oε1(n
r
−a+2k)(D1, V

∨
l ).

For λ > n
r − 1 we have

Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, Vl)K̃1
≃ dτλ(U(g1))P(k+l,kr−1)

(p+2 ) ⊂ Hλ(D)
K̃
,

Hε1(λ+2k)(D1, V
∨
l )K̃1

≃ dτλ(U(g1))P(kr−1,k−l)(p
+
2 ) ⊂ Hλ(D)K̃ ,

but this does not hold for smaller λ in general. For such λ, by Theorems 4.6 (2), 4.7 (2), the
following holds. For i = 1, 2, . . . , r, λ ∈ d

2(i−1)−Z≥0, let M
g
i (λ) be the (g, K̃)-submodule

given in (2.18).

Theorem 4.16. (1) Let k, l ∈ Z≥0. For i = 1, 2, . . . , r,

dτλ(U(g1))P(k+l,kr−1)
(p+2 ) ⊂ Mg

i (λ)

holds if and only if

λ ∈





d
2(i− 1)− (2k + l)− Z≥0 (i = 1),
d
2(i− 1)− 2k − Z≥0 (2 ≤ i ≤ ⌊r/2⌋),
d
2(i− 1)−min{2k, k + l} − Z≥0 (r : odd, i = ⌈r/2⌉),
d
2(i− 1)− k − Z≥0 (⌈r/2⌉ + 1 ≤ i ≤ r).
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(2) Let k, l ∈ Z≥0 with k ≥ l. For i = 1, 2, . . . , r,

dτλ(U(g1))P(kr−1,k−l)(p
+
2 ) ⊂ Mg

i (λ)

holds if and only if

λ ∈





d
2(i− 1)− 2k − Z≥0 (1 ≤ i ≤ ⌈r/2⌉ − 1),
d
2(i− 1)− (2k − l)− Z≥0 (r : even, i = r/2),
d
2(i− 1)− k − Z≥0 (⌊r/2⌋ + 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1),
d
2(i− 1)− (k − l)− Z≥0 (i = r).

Here, “if” follows from the holomorphy in Theorems 4.6 (2), 4.7 (2), and these are
already given in [34, Section 7], [35, Corollary 6.8 (1)]. On the other hand, “only if”
follows from the non-zeroness in Theorems 4.6 (2), 4.7 (2), and these are new except for r
even or kl = 0 for + case.
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Inc., Boston, MA, 2000.
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