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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/K; C D = G/K, realized as bounded sym-
metric domains in complex vector spaces pf C pT respectively. Then the universal
covering group G of G acts unitarily on the weighted Bergman space H. (D) C O(D)
on D. TIts restriction to the subgroup G1 decomposes discretely and multiplicity-
freely, and its branching law is given explicitly by Hua—Kostant—Schmid-Kobayashi’s
formula in terms of the Kj-decomposition of the space P(p;) of polynomials on
the orthogonal complement pJ of p; in pT. The object of this article is to com-
pute explicitly the inner product <f(x2),e(m‘3)vﬂ+>>\ for f(z2) € Pk(ps) € P(p3),
r = (r1,22),2 € pT = pf @ p;, and to construct explicitly él—intertwining opera-
tors (symmetry breaking operators) H(D)|a, — Hea (D1, Pi(p3)) from holomorphic
discrete series representations of G to those of él, which are unique up to constant
multiple for sufficiently large A. In this article, we treat the case ;:PL,;:J;L are both
simple of tube type and rank p* = rank pj. When rankp® = 3, we treat all partitions
k, and when rank p™ is general, we treat partitions of the form k = (k, ..., k,k —1).
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, B5]. 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 C pT in a complex vector space pT centered at the origin. We assume that G
is connected, and K is the isotropy subgroup at 0 € p™. Let é K denote the universal
covering groups of G, K, let (7,V) be a finite-dimensional representation of K, and we
consider the homogeneous vector bundle G XV — G / K ~ D. Then we can trivialize
this bundle, and the space of holomorphic sectlons is identified with the space O(D,V) =
O-(D,V) of V-valued holomorphic functions on D, on which G acts by

(F(9)f) (@) =7(rs(g " 2) ' flg7'2z) (9€G, z€D, feOD,V)),

by using some function 7: G x D — KC. According to the choice of the representation
(,V) of K, there may or may not exist a Hilbert subspace H.(D, V) C O,(D, V) on which
G acts unitarily. The classification of (7, V) such that #.(D, V) exists is given by [6} 14].
Especially, if the G-invariant inner product of H,(D, V) is given by an integral on D, then
this is called a weighted Bergman inner product and (7, H,(D,V)) is called a holomorphic
discrete series representation. When (7,V) is of the form (7,V) = (x ™ ® 79, V) with a
suitably normalized character y of K and a fixed representation (79, V) of K, we write
H,(D,V) = H\(D,V) C O,(D,V) =: Ox(D,V). In addition, if (r,V) = (x*,C), then
we write H,(D,V) =: H (D) C O-(D,V) =: Ox(D).
Let us give a concrete example. We consider

ofro)o=( o) o(50)= (5 o))

D := {x € Alt(s,C) | I — xx* is positive definite} C pT := Alt(s,C)

G = S0*(2s) := {g € GL(2s,C)

Then G acts transitively on



by the linear fractional transform

(Z Z) 1= (ax +b)(cx +d)7".

Next let A € C, and let (79, V) be an irreducible representation of K€ = GL(s,C). Then
the universal covering group G acts on O(D) by

<TA<(CCL Z) _1> f> (z) == det(ca + d) " *19("(ca + d)) f ((az + b)(cx + d)~1).

We note that det(cz+d) =2 is not well-defined on G'x D unless A € 2Z, but is well-defined
on the universal covering space G x D. If A € R is sufficiently large, then this preserves
the weighted Bergman inner product

(f,90x = CA/ (f(x), 9(x))m, det(I — zz*) A2 dg,
D

and the corresponding Hilbert space Hx(D,V) C O(D,V) gives a holomorphic discrete

series representation, with the lowest K “type x PV = det 2@ V.

Next we consider an involution o on G, and let Gy := (G?)g be the identity component
of the group of fixed points by o. Without loss of generality we may assume o stabilizes
K, and let K7 := Gy N K. Then D; := G1.0 ~ G1/K] 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, Gq) is of holomorphic type. Then
o induces a holomorphic action on p* =~ Ty(G/K), and let (p*)° =: p, (p7)™7 =
p;, so that p™ = pf <) p; holds. Now we consider the restriction of a holomorphic
discrete series representation H.(D,V') of G to the subgroup G1. Then the restriction
H-(D,V)| &, decomposes into a Hilbert direct sum of irreducible representations of Gi,
and this decomposition is given in terms of the decomposition of P(p3) @ (V| %,) under
K, where P(p3) denotes the space of polynomials on pJ. That is, if P(p3) ® (Vlg,) is

decomposed under K, as

P(p3) @ (Vlg,) ~ EBm(T, pi)(pss Wj) — (m(T, pj) € Z20),

then H,(D,V)|s. is decomposed abstractly into the Hilbert direct sum

&,
53
H-(D,V) G, = Z m(T, pj)Hpj (D1, W])
J

(see Kobayashi [18, Lemma 8.8], [17, Section 8]. For earlier results, see also [15], [31]). We
note that if the unitary subrepresentation H,(D, V') is not holomorphic discrete, then its
K-finite part H,(D, V) may be strictly smaller than O-(D,V)z = 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 G-
intertwining operators

fipj: Ho(D,V)lg, — My, (D1, Wy) or Or(D,V)|g, — O,,(D1, W),

Flos: Mo, (D1, Wy) — Hp(D,V)|g, o Op (D1, Wj) — Oy(D,V)|g,-



]:ipj is called a symmetry breaking operator (SBO) and ]:ipj 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, B9] from the viewpoint
of automorphic forms, and their generalizations for larger groups are studied by e.g.,
[2, B, B6, 37, B8]. Similarly, the study of differential SBOs for spherical principal series
representations of (G,G1) = (SO0p(1,n + 1), S00(1,n)) is initiated by Juhl [16] from the
viewpoint of conformal geometry on the sphere S™, 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 [I3] and the author [33] 34, B5]. In addition, the
complete classification of general (possibly non-differential) SBOs for spherical principal
series representations of (G,G1) = (O(1,n+1),0(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] B3].

Especially, it is proved by [19] 24] that in the holomorphic setting, symmetry breaking
operators ]:ipj: O, (D, V)|@1 — O,,(D1,W;) are always given by differential operators,

that is, fipj are given by the form

fipj : OT(D’V)|é1 - Opj(Dla Wj)a f(CC) = f(561,$2) — Fipj (%)f(x)

for some operator-valued polynomials Fipj (2) € P(p~) ® Home(V, Wj) on the dual space
p~ of p* (localness theorem), and FTipj (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 H.(D,V) C O,(D,V) is holomorphic discrete, Fipj(z) is given by the
inner product

F, (2) = ("1t K(a2)) K(2) € (P(p}) @ Home (V, ;)%

TP Ho(D,V),z'

up to constant multiple. Here (-|-),+ is a suitable non-degenerate pairing on pt x p~.
Especially, if H,(D,V) = H,(D) is a unitary highest weight representation of scalar type,
then since its restriction Hy(D)] &, decomposes multiplicity-freely by [18, Theorem A],
symmetry breaking operators from H(D)] &, are unique up to constant multiple. On the
other hand, if A is not in the holomorphic discrete range, we do not know a priori whether
symmetry breaking operators from O, (D) ’51 are unique or not. Indeed, for tensor product
case, the space of symmetry breaking operators from O, (D) ® O, (D) may become greater
than 1-dimensional for some (A, ) € C (see [25, Section 9], [35] Section §]).

In the following, we assume G is simple, and consider the branching of the holomorphic
discrete series representations of scalar type H,(D,V) = H(D). We recall that G; =
(G%)p, and set G := (G°”)g, where 9 is the Cartan involution of G corresponding to K.
We additionally assume that both G and the non-compact part of Gy are of tube type,
or equivalently, both p* and p;r have unital Jordan algebra structures. Then one of the
following holds.



(1) p;r is a direct sum of two simple Jordan algebras, and rank p;r =rankp™.
(2) py is simple, and rank p5 = rank p* /2.
(3) py is simple, and rank p5 = rank p*.

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

( SOp(2,d+2), S0y(2,d) x SO(2), S00(2,2) x SO(d) ),
( Sp(r,R), u',r"), Sp(r',R) x Sp(r",R) ),
( U(r,r), U, r)y x U’ "), Ui,y < U’ ») ),
( SO*(4r), U(2r',2r"), SO*(4r') x SO*(4r") ),
( E7(_25), U(l) X EG(—14)a SL(Q,R) X SpinO(Q, 10) )

(r =7 +71"), let p5 = p{; ® pf. Then the decomposition of H(D)
form

‘51 is given by the

@
HaD)lg, = D Hea(D1, Plpiy) R Pi(p5)),
(kDezy  xZr",

where Z7 | = {k = (k1,...,k,) € Z" | ky > --- > k, > 0}, and &1 € {1,2}. If k =
(ky...,k)and 1 = (I,...,1), then 7'[51,\(171773(197...,19)(Pf1) X 7)(17...,1)(13;2)) is of scalar type.
In [33] [34], the author constructed the intertwining operators

Fisat Hea(D1, Puclpdy) B P1(p$)) 7, — HAD) g

Fraer: HaD)lg, — Heyx (D1 Piclpiy) B Pi(p3),

when k is of the form k = (k,...,k) (k € Z>o) and 1 € Z',, is arbitrary. Next, for Case
(2), i.e., when (G, G1,G2) is one of

( SOp(2,n), SOp(2,n — 1), SO0p(2,1) x SO(n—1) ),
( Sp(2re,R), Sp(re,R) x Sp(re, R), Ul(ra,ra) ),
( SU(2rq,2ry), Sp(2ra, R), SO*(4r3) )

the decomposition of Hy(D)|~ is given by the form

&,
@

HA(D)lg, = > Hex (D1, Plpy)).

keZ2,

Ifk = (k,....k), then He x(D1, P, 1) (p3)) = Hey (riy (D1) is of scalar type. In [33]34],
the author constructed the intertwining operators ]:I,k, ]:ik when k is of the form k =
(k+1,...,k+1,k,... k), so that H.,x(D1, Pk (pd)) is multiplicity-free under the maximal
compact subgroup K; C G;. Next, for Case (3), i.e., when (G, G1,G2) is one of

( SO(2,n), SOu(2,n') x SO(n"), SOu(2,n") x SO(W') ),

( SU(r,r), SO*(2r), Sp(r,R) )
( SO*(4r), SO*(2r) x SO*(2r), U(r,r) ),
( E7(_25), SU(Q, 6), SU(Q) X SO*(12) )

(n” > 3), the decomposition of H,(D)|~. is given by the form

&,
@
Ha(D)lg, = > Hen(D1, Plpy)).

keZr

If k = (k,...,k), then He,x(D1, P, k)03 )) = Hey(rr2m)(D1) is of scalar type. In [33],
the author constructed the holographic operators -7:11( when k is of the form one of
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(3-a) k= (k+1L,k,....k) (kl€Zsx),
(3b) k= (k... .k k—1) (k1€ Zso, k> 1),
(3-c) k= (k1,k2,ks) € Z3, (when r = rankp™ = 3),

so that H,z (D1, Pi(p3)) is multiplicity-free under K; C Gy for classical G, and in [34],
the author constructed the symmetry breaking operators ]:i « When k is of the form (3-a).
In any case, if k = (k,..., k), 1 = (I,...,1), then f;kl, ]—"Ik are given by infinite-order
differential operators whose symbols are given by multivariate oF; functions, and ]:ik 1
fi K are given by finite-order differential operators whose symbols are given by multivariate
oF) 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 ]:ik 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 ]:ikl, ]:ik for all
(k,1), k under a suitable normalization, and determined the Parseval-Plancherel type

formula. Also, in the same paper, the author found polynomials bx 1()), bx(A\) € C[A] such
that

bica(N) (), ) (f(w2) € Pilpy) B Pi(pa),
BN ((@2). 0 ) (f(x2) € Puclp)

are holomorphically continued for all A € C for all (k,1), k. This result gives some
information on the branching of O)(D)zlg, for A such that O)(D)z is reducible. By
[34], when f(x2) # 0, the above give non-zero polynomials for all A € C if, for example,
(G,G1,G,) is of Case (1) and k = (k,... k), 1 € ZTT{T/’TN} c zV., (G,G1,Gy) 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+1,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 rankp™ = 3 and general k € Zi 4, i.e., consider (3-c) case. In Section M 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 For detail see, e.g., [, Parts III,
V1, [, [30], [40].

2.1 Hermitian positive Jordan triple systems

We consider a Hermitian positive Jordan triple system (pT,p~,{-,-,-},7), where pT are
finite-dimensional vector spaces over C, with a non-degenerate bilinear form (-|-),+ : pt x



pT = C, {-,-,-}: pT x pT x p* — p* is a C-trilinear map satisfying

{xayaz} = {z,y,x},
{u,v.A{z,y,2}} = {w, 0,2}, y, 23 — {2, {v,u, 4}, 2} +{z, 9, {u, v, 2}},
({u, v, 2}y)pz = ({0, u,y})ps

for any u,x,z € p*, v,y € pT, and 7: p* — pT is a C-antilinear involutive isomorphism
satisfying (z|T),+ > 0 for any z € pt. Let D, B: p* x pT — Endc(p®), Q: pt x p* —
Homge(pT, pT), Q: pT — Home(pT, pT) be the maps given by

D(x,y)z = Q(x,z)y = {xayaz}7

Q) 1= 5Q(,),

B(z,y) = L= — D(z,y) + Q(z)Q(y)

forz,z e pt,yepT, leth = b= : pExpT — C be the generic norm, which is a polynomial
on p* x p~ irreducible on each simple Jordan triple subsystem, and write B(z) := B(z,Z),
h(x) := h(z,Z). If p* is simple, then B(z,y) and h(x,y) are related as

h(z,y)? = Detp+ B(z,y) (z€p, yep) (2.1)

for some p € Z~g.
If e € p™ is a tripotent, i.e., {e,€,e} = 2e¢, then D(e,€) € Endc(ph) has the eigenvalues
0,1,2. For 7 =0,1,2 let

P (e)
p(e)
so that pT = pT(e)s @ pT(e); ®p*(e)o holds (Peirce decomposition). A non-zero tripotent
e € pT is called primitive if p*(e)2 = Ce, and mazimal if p*(e)g = {0}. If pT(e)y = pT
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 (-|-),= : pt xpF = C

is normalized such that (e|€),+ = (€|e),- = 1 holds for any primitive tripotent e € p*. If
pT is simple, then under this normalization (z|y),+ and D(z,y) are related as

T(@); = {rep’ | D(e,e)x = jax} Cp™, (2.2)

i=p
j=p (e)j:={rep |DEex=jr} Cp,

p(aly)p+ = Trp+ D(z,y)  (z€p, yepT) (2.3)

with the same p € Z~ as in (2.)).

2.2 Jordan algebras

Next we consider a complex Jordan algebra ntC with the Euclidean real form nt ¢ ntC
and the unit element e € nt, that is, the product on n*C satisfies

2

roy=youx, xQO(ﬂUOy)ZﬂUO(ﬂU oY) (x7y€n+tc)’

where 22 := z o x, and there exists a symmetric bilinear form (-|-)y+: n™€ x n*C — C,
which is positive definite on n™, satisfying

(@oylo)at = (alyo o)t (2,,2 €n™E).



Let L: n™® — Endc(n*®), Dy+, P: n7C x ntC — Endc(n*©), P: ntC = Endc(n™C) be
the maps given by

Lz)y =z oy,
Dyt (z,y)z2 = P(z,2)y :==2(xro(yoz)+z0(yox)— (xroz)oy),

1
P(x)y:=2xo0(zoy) — 22 o Yy = §P(ﬂ:,x)y,

let tr,+, det,+ be the trace form and the determinant polynomial of n™C, and we normalize
(| )nt by (z|e)g+ = tro+ (). If n+C is simple of rank 7, dimension n, then we have

(#lyhns = trys(@0y) = - Tr(L(x 0y) = - Tr(Dye(2,y)),  detyr (@) = Det(P(w)).

For 2 € ntC, if det,+ () # 0, then the inverse 27! and the adjugate element z* are given
by

1= P(x) 'z, a* = detyr (@)1,
Then the directional derivatives of =7 and det,+ () are given by
d d
| @ty =—P@)ty, | detyr (2 +ty) = detr (@) (7 y)ur = (@Fly)ar
dt |,_o dt|,—

In addition, let

Q) := (connected component of {z € n™ | P(z) is positive definite} which contains e)

= (connected component of {x € nt | det,+(x) > 0} which contains e
n

be the symmetric cone.
For a given Hermitian positive Jordan triple system pT, if it is of tube type, then for
a fixed maximal tripotent e € p™,

QE):pt —p~,  Qe):p” —p"

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

. _
voy:=g{zeyl (wyep’),
with the unit element e € p™, and the Euclidean real form

nt={zep’ | Q)T =1}

Then the corresponding operations and the generic norm are given by

Dy+(z,y) = D(z,Q@)y),  Plz,y) =Qz,y)Q€),  Plz)=Q(x)Q(e),
(@ly)or = (@[QE)Y)p+ = WIQE)T)p+,  hyt(2,y) = hy+ (z, 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(€), and identify p™ = p~ by

the identity map, so that 7: p* — pT = pT is the complex conjugate with respect to the
Euclidean real form n* C p*, and the corresponding operations are

Dn+(x7y) = D(.%',y), P(.%',y) - Q(x,y), P(.%') = Q(.%'),
@Yo+ = @|Y)p+,  ha+(2,y) = hy+ (2, 7).

Conversely, a complex unital Jordan algebra n*C with the Euclidean real form nt ¢ ntC
becomes a Hermitian positive Jordan triple system by {z,y, 2} = D,+(z,y)z and by the
complex conjugate =: ntC — ntC with respect to nt.



2.3 Structure groups and the Kantor—-Koecher—Tits construction

In this subsection we consider some Lie algebras corresponding to Jordan triple systems
pt. For I € Endc(ph), let 1, € Endc(p™), I* € Endc(p™) be the elements given by
Iz =z, (1z[y)y+ = (@1G)y+ = (x[l*y)y+ for z,y € p*. Then the Structure group Str(p™)
and the automorphism group Aut(ph) are defined as

Str(p®) :={l € GLc(p™) [ {lz, 17"y, 12} = {z,y, 2} (z,2€p™, yep)},
Aut(pt) == {k € Str(pT) | k= = k).

Let ste(pt) = €€ and der(pt) = € denote the Lie algebras of Str(p*) and Aut(p™) respec-
tively. Then D(p™,p~) = ste(p™) holds.
Next we recall the Kantor-Koecher—Tits construction. As vector spaces let

C=prettap,
0= {(z,k7) [z €p”, ket} C ",
and give the Lie algebra structure on g€ by
(@, k, ), (2,1, )] := (kz — lz, [k, ] + D(x,w) — D(2,9), —kw + ‘ly).

Then g€ becomes a Lie algebra and g becomes a real form of g€. Let (-\-)gc cgCx g = C
be the gC-invariant bilinear form normalized such that (z|y)ec = (x[y)y+ holds for any
x€pt, yep . We fix a connected complex Lie group G with the Lie algebra g€, and
let G, KC, K,Pt, P~ c G® be the connected closed subgroups corresponding to the Lie
algebras g, €, €, pT,p~ C g* respectively. Then Ad|y+ - K® — Str(p™)o gives a covering
map, and for I € K€, z € p*, we abbreviate Ad(D)zx =: lx.

Next suppose pT is of tube type. We fix a tripotent e € p*, regard p™ as a Jordan
algebra, and let n™ C p™ be the Euclidean real form. Also, let

n"=nt=Q(n" cp,
[:= D@t n7) =" n7]ct,
‘gi=nT@ldn c g%

These become real forms of the right hand sides. Let °‘G € G be the connected closed
subgroup corresponding to the Lie algebra °g C g©, and let L := KNG, K1, := LN K,
£ := [NE. Then G and °G are isomorphic via the Cayley transform in GC, L acts transitively
on the symmetric cone  C n™, and K, acts on n™ as Jordan algebra automorphisms.
Also, for | € t© C Endc(pt) = Endc(n™®), we abbreviate Q(e)1Q(€) =: 1 € €©, and
extend it to the anti-automorphism on K.

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 {ej,...,e,} C pT, ie.,, a maximal set of primitive
tripotents in pT satisfying D(e;,€;) = 0 for i # j, where r = rankp™ = rankg g. Using
this, let

IN
IN

j<r),

r),

pg'j ={zept | Dle,e)z =06z (I=1,...,m)}, Po; = pg'j (1

pf={zept | Dlep@a = Ga+d)z (I=1,...,n)} p;=p; (

IN
IN

1



so that

= D w

0<i<j<r
(4,3)#(0,0)

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

d::dimp;-"j (1<i<j<nwr), b::dimpg'j (1<ji<r),
d
p:=2+d(r—1)+b, n:=dimpt =r+ 57"(7“ — 1)+ br. (2.4)

We note that if » = 1, then d is not determined uniquely, and any number is allowed.
Then p coincides with the one in (211, ([23)).
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 K€ acts by

(Adly+ ()" f(z) = f(I"2) (le KS, feP@ph), zeph),
(Adly- (1) f(y) = f(1y) (le K feP® ), yep ).
We assume pT is simple, fix a Jordan frame {e1,...,e,.} C p™, and consider the tripotents
ek = Zle ej. Then the subalgebras

P = P »f

1<i<j<k

are of tube type, and have Jordan algebra structures. Let nt(e*) C p*(eF)y be the
Euclidean real forms, and we extend the determinant polynomials det,+ (cx) on pt(eF)s to
polynomials on p*. We also write e” =: e, n™(e") =: n™. Using these, for

T

meZ,, ={m=(my,...,my) €Z" | M1 >mg>--->m, >0},

we define the polynomial A% (z) on pt by
AL (@) o= [ detys o) (@)™ mee,
k=1

where we set m,y1 := 0, and let

Pun(p) = spanc{A}, (I7'2) |1 € K©} € P(p*),
Pm(p™) = {f@) | f(x) € Pm(T)}  CP7).
Then the following holds.

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

Pr) = P Pumlp®).

T
mezl
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Next suppose p™ is of tube type. For u € C, let

B= (g, 1) €CT
—_———

and for m € Z7, | + let
Pm(p™) = Pm—y (p7) detys (2)" C P(p*) detys ()",

where det,,— () is the determinant polynomial on p~ :~n_c. Then Pm(ph) =~ P_mv(p™)
holds as a KC-module, where m" := (myp,...,mq) and K C is the universal covering group
of KC. In addition, for A € C, s € C", m € (Zxo)", let

L\ +s) = (2m)dr(r=1)/4 H r ()\ + 55— g(j - 1)) , (2.5)
j=1
(A +8)m.d ::jH1<A+sj— g(j_1)>mj’ (2.6)

where (M), := AA +1)(A+2)--- (A 4+m — 1), and we abbreviate T%(\ +0,) =: T¢(\),
40 +s) = T4s), (A +0,)ma = (MN)md> (0+8)md =: (8)ma4. Then the following hold.

Lemma 2.2 (Gindikin, [9, Lemma XI.2.3, Section IX.3]). Let m € Z", ., f € Pm(p™).
(1) For ReA>2% —1, we Q++/—1Int, we have

/ e~ Gt £(2) ety (2)) 7 dz = THA 4+ m) f(w™) detys (w) .
Q

(2) For Re X > 27" -1, z,a € Q, we have

Fﬁ()\ +m)

(2my/~1)" /a+\/—_1n+

and this does not depend on the choice of a € €.

el f(w™") detys (w) dw = £(2) deti (2%,

Lemma 2.3 ([9, Proposition VIL1.6]). Fork € Z>o, m € Z1 | +CL, := U ec(Z 1+ 1),
f(z) € Pm(p™), we have

dety+ ((,%)k flx) = <g(r —D+1-k+ m) kwdf(x) dety+ (2) 7

= (—1)kr(—mv)kwdf(:c) det,+ (m)*k

2.6 Projection of some polynomials
In this subsection, we assume pT = ntC is of tube type. For m € 7', let
Projh, : P(p*) — Pr(p)

be the orthogonal projection. Also, let y € p™ be an element of rank 1. Then for k € Z',_ ,
1 € Z>o, f(z) € Pk(p™), as a function of x we have

(@|y)s f(2) = > Projl, ((z]y)hs f(2)), (2.7)

meZy |, [m|=|k|+]

kj—12m;>k;

11



where we set kg := +00. More generally, for p € C, m € Z", | + B, let

Projfy : P(pT) detys (@) — Pm(p™) = Py (pF) detys ()"

be the orthogonal projection, with the same symbol.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that pt = ntC is of tube type. We fir a primitive idempotent
e ent, let pt(e)e = Ce' =: p™, pT(e)g =: p™” be as in (23), and for x € p™, let
' € pt, 2" € p™ be the orthogonal projections. Also, let y € p™ be an element of rank 1.

(1) Forp € C, m € Z% , +p , k,1 € Z>o, f(x) € P(p™)detys+ ()", we have
pt .
Projl, i ((@[y)hs detys (2)" f(2)) = detys () Projhy ((w[y)hs f(2)).

(2) Fork € Zﬁ_;l, me 7, k€ Zsy with k <min{l,m,} and for f(z") € Px(p™),
we have

Projfi ((x’y)iﬁ f(x”))

(~Du(—K), R )
— (_m\/)k p 1 detn+(x)k(e’|y)ﬁ+ PrOJfH*ET((My)fﬁk detn+//(x”) kf(x”))

(3) Fork € 22}, 1 € Zso with | < ky_1 and for f(z") € Pk(p*"), we have

(k).
)

Proj?;l) ((x]y)fl+f(x”)) = det,+ (gv)l(e’\y)f1Jr detn+~(x")_lf(x”).

l

Zr—1>»

d

(4) Fork € 27!, 1 € Zso with 1 > ki and for f(2") € Pk(p*"), we have

1= wa

p+ (=Dx.d
P (1 S0 s aregpragin = (g g @1 T
(5) There exists an element y € p* of rank 1 such that for p € C, k,m € 7', +p
l € Z>o with kj—1 > m; > k;, l/m| = |k| + 1 we have

Projby ((z]y)l. AL (z)) # 0.

Proof. (1) Clear from P (p7) = dety+ () Pm(p™).

(2) Suppose k, = 0, f(z) = f(2") € Px(pt”), and we apply detn+(a%)k to the both
sides of (2.7)). Then the right hand side is computed as

k
detn+(%) ST Proil (ke s")

meZ’ ., m|=|k|+]

kj—12m;>k;

= > (—1)F(—m")g, g detys ()~ Projl, ((@ly)l: f(z")).

meZ’ ,, |m|=|k|+
kj—12m;>k;

krflsz‘zk
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Similarly, for the left hand side, since y is of rank 1, the operator det,+ ( B ) Fe@ly)ur s
characterized by

k
det.+ ((93) @Dt @12t — et (y + 2) et el
X

= (detn+ (Z) —+ (zﬁ’y)mL)ke(x‘y)n-ﬁ- e(x‘z).ﬁ

k oo L 1

.l / 1

- Z Z <l’> " dety+ (Z)k : (zﬁ’y)iﬁ (x’y)n+€(m|z)"+ (z € p*),
1I'=01"=0 :

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

o\* k\ 1 .y N aN |\
et (52 ) Gl =0 3 (3 ) gtebitiaen (5) ((52) |9) -

U=l nt

Then since det,+ (%)k_l/f(x”) vanishes for I’ < k, we get

dete () el s = et ((2) ]0) s

k "
(=D (=D (@ly)L (€ y)is detyn (%) f@")
(=DM (=D(=k" )k, al€'[y)is (2]y)5F detyrn (a”)7F (")
(DR (=D (k" )e, _, a(€]y)ks > Projh, . ((fy)F detyen(a) 7 f(2)).
meZ++,\m\:|kH—l

k?J 1 >mj ij
kr_12mr>k

Comparing the both sides, for m, > k we have

(—m")y, gdetys (z) 78 Projby ((zly)ks f(2"))
= (=Dk(=K"), . ale[)k Profhy_, ((wly)'s* detyen () 7F f(2")),

and we get the desired formula.
(3) In (2), we set m = (k,1), k = [. Then we have

Projf ) (ely)h £ (")
(iK"Y, , = o
(—(1, k\/)) de ot (T )l(e |y)f1+ PI“OJ’(JkJ)_lT (detn+//(x ) lf(x ))

(=Du(= kv) l_1.d Lo\l 1m—l "
= dety+ (z) (€'|y),+ detyrn(z x
= (__ e et (0 et 1

- ) oty (0 (¢ et 076",
(4) Since the map

pt
Pulp™) — P @ Pt fa") = Profl g (@) F@")] oy prcpraper
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is €¢ .= [pT™” pt"]-equivariant, it is enough to prove when f(z”) € P(p™") is a lowest
weight vector. We fix a Jordan frame {ea,...,e,} of n™ so that {e; = €,ea,...,¢,} is
a Jordan frame of nt, and define AL™ (z") € Py (p™”), AL (x) € Pm(p™) by using these

Jordan frames. We prove

. i (—Dx,d +
Proj 1 ((z]e)h AL (2")) = lidﬁ‘(ik)(ﬂ?) (2.8)
(_ - §)k,d
by induction on r = rankp*. When k = 0,_; (“r = 1 case”), this is trivial. Next we
assume (Z8)) for » — 1, and prove it for r. Then by (2) with k = k,_1, y = €/, we have

Proj(lk ((w\e )n+An+”( //))
( l)kf/y‘ 1( k" )kr 1 d

r—17

(=&Y, D)k, a
d kr_1 + I—kr—1 d " Ky 1An+” "
X dety+ (:C) PrOJ(l,k)—kr,l ((:C|6 ) + ety+ ’( ) ( ))

T

(=Dkpy (K )by

— r—1

(_kv)br_l,d(_l - %(T - 1))kr,1,d

nt -k, _ +11
x det,+ (uv)k“1 PI‘O(]'(JLk)ikr_l ((uv\e')n+ lAﬁ*MT_l(x”))

N (_l)krfl kr_1 (=1 + kr*l)k_brﬂ’d nt
- (=1- %(T N 1))19”1 et () (=l + ko — %)k—kklr,lv A(Lk)f@r (z)
_ (=D (—Dxd (- d)kr Bt ot (x)
(-5 - 1))kr ! (=1- %)k,d (=Dkros Wt
-1 (=Dky —1 +
_ (_(l )k,)d - A(z () = (—(l —)2,)dkd )

where we have applied the induction hypothesis [28) for p* (e, )o = p* (322 Tej)e Cptat
the 3rd equality. This proves (Z.8]) for all 7. Then since

l 11
A(l k)( )‘x:y_;_gg//epw@pwl = (x,’e/)rﬁ Arli (x”)

holds, we get the desired formula.

(5) Let {e1,...,e-} C nT be the Jordan frame defining A‘I‘: (z), and we take an element
y € pT of rank 1 such that (ej|y),+ # 0 holds for all j =1,...,r. We prove
Projfy ((#ly)y: AL (x)) # 0 (2.9)

by induction on r. When r = 1 this is clear. Next we assume (29) for » — 1, and prove it
for r. Then by (1) we have

ot + pt +
Projiy (#ly)ps Ak (2)) = dets (2)* Projh, p ((ly)i Ay, (2)),

and it suffices to prove (29]) When k. = 0. Then by applying (2) for €/ = e, k = m, so
that p*” = p*(e,)o = p ()] €j)2, we have

Projby ((zly)ks AL (z)) = Projby ((zly)ks AL (2))

(=Dm, (=K,

Il—my Ant"
= g et @) el Prof (e A, ()
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and it suffices to prove (2.9) when k., = m, = 0. Then for k, = 0, by restricting

+n pt +
(et @)= D0 Profiy (el AL @),
mez’ ,, |m|=|k|+l
kj—12m;>k;

to the subalgebra p*” = p*(e,.)o C pT, we get

1t +11 +1

Z PI‘Oan (($|y)f1+Aﬁ ('I”)) {P'H/ = (l“|y)f1+Aﬁ (x”){p-w/
mezy |, |m|=|k|+i

kj—12m;>k;

my=0

— (x/l‘y/l)flJr,,AfL//(w//) _ Z PI‘Ojg;:”((xl/’yl/)iﬁllAfr”(x/l))7
meZ’ 7!, [m|=[k|+!
kj—12m;>k;

and hence for k. = m, = 0 we have

nt

Projg{ ((x’y)iﬁ Ak (x”)) |p+// = Proj‘l?lj:” ((x”‘y”)iﬁnAfL”(xl/))-
By the induction hypothesis, this is non-zero. Hence (2.9 holds for all r. O
Also, the following holds.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that p* is of tube type and rankp™ > 2. Let k,l,m € Z>,
m < k,l, and let y,z € p* be elements of rank 1. Then we have

+ J—
?l—m,Qr,g,m—k) (($|y)£1+ (x 1 |Z)§+)

min{k,l}

Proj

(=k);(=0);

_ (=)™
(k= l+m-g(r-1) ml ;; (~k—l+2m—g(r—1)+1)._ (j—m)

i i .
X (xly)os” (@71 2) s (yl2)ls

pt l k
PTOJ'(Jk_,_l_m,m,QT_Q)((x|y)n+($|z)n+)

min{k,l}

_ (=™ (=Fk);(=D);
B (—k—1l4+m-— %)mm! Z (—k—l—{—Qm—%—i—l)jim(j—m)!

x (|y) (@) ((@ly)wr (@]2)ar — (P@)yl2)nr ).

Proof. (1) First we prove

min{k,l} min{k,l}
=5/ — k—j j pt _
B Re' P W, = D RProf (@l @ ).
j=0 m=0
(2.10)
Indeed, by the definition of Plroj'r’:lr we have
min{k,l}
_ .pt _
(x‘y)fﬁ (v Z‘Z)§+ = Z PI“OJ;(Jlfm,QP%m,k)((x‘y)fﬁ (z ! ‘Z)§+)
m=0
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We fix a primitive idempotent ¢/ € n™, and let n*(¢/)g =: n™. Then since z is of
rank 1, z = ge’ holds for some g € K. Then as in the proof of Lemma 24](2), for
j=0,1,... ,min{k, !} we have

. J
Aoty (o dotyr (31 detyr (@) alyhe o~ )
X

1 i 2\’ _ _ 1
= detye g7 o ety (Y57 ) detys 7)o el (071 )

. o\’
= det,+ (w)?F det,+ <8_w) (w|'gy) ;- detyrn(w”)*

w=g~lz

= ()77 (=D)j(=k);,_ .adetor (wP ™ (w|'gy) s detn (") (e ') |
= (=1)"(=0);(=k); alg " 2l'gy)s’ (g7 )~ e (gule' )i

= (17" (=D)(=k);al@ly)i (a7 o) (wl2) (2.11)

dr—1’°
On the other hand, for j,m = 0,1,...,min{k, !} we have

:g_lz

k

_ a\’ . _
det,+(z)’ kdetn+ <—) detn+(x)kPr0J‘(°ltm70 mik)((m\y)fﬁ(x I\z)nJr)

ox Yr—2;
i at _
(P (= gk L= m)); aProfl (@ k), (212)

and hence

i . . . 9\’ _
() (@12 (g2, € Rdetyr (27~ detys (—) dety (@) (aly)Ls (2= 2)F,

Ox
. o j min{k,l} .
:Rdetn"‘(xyikdetn"' <%) detn+($)k Z Proj’(Jl—m,Qrfwm—k)((x|y)£1+(x71|Z)1]:+)
m=0
min{k,l}
pt _
C @ RPrOJ‘(’limQT_Q’mik)((w\y)fﬁ(aﬁ 1\z)§+)
m=j

Therefore, the left hand side of (2Z10) is contained in the right hand side. Since both sides
have the dimension min{k, [} + 1, we get (2.10).

7k)((x]y)£l+ (z71|z)k,). By (2I0) this is of the form

min{k,l}

pt _ I—i _ ki .
Proflyy (@)@ 25) = 3 aylaly) (@ 2 (),
j=0

. .pt
Next we determine PI‘OJ‘El 0
Epr—29

for some a; € C. Then since

+ _
'(Jl_m,gy_%m_k)((ﬂf|y)f1+ (z7"2)5.) € Pooticmp, ,m) (),

dety+ (2)F(z 7 |2)E7 € P, 5y (0F)

det,+ (z)* Proj

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

.pt _
dety+ (x)k PTOJ'(J17QT_27,;€)((x‘y)fﬁ(x Z‘Z)E+) = (x‘y)fﬁ (mﬁ\z)ﬁﬂ
min{k,l} . ' .
detyr (@)° Y aj(ely)y (@200 (yl2)he = ao(ely)ys (aF2)5

J=0
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for non-invertible x, and hence we get ap = 1. To determine other a;, we consider the
differential operator
32
- VIV
L:= Z(P(x)ea‘eﬁ)n"‘ m7
ap
where {e,},{ey} C n" are mutually dual bases of n™ and % is the directional derivative
. pt .
along e,. Then by [9, Proposition VI.4.4], PrOJI(Jl—m,QT,Q,m—k)((x|y)£1+( 1z )n+) is the
eigenfunction of £ with the eigenvalue
(I—m)* = (1 —m)+(m—k)*— (m—k)(L+d(r—1))
=2m? —m(2k + 20 +d(r — 1)) + k2 + P+ k(1 +d(r — 1)) — 1,

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

Lxly) (@25 ()
= (L)) @ )5 (o)l + (ly) i (L)) (y]2)
2 3PP (g e ) (g 10 e
=(<z—g> — (=) ) @ )R l2)s
+ (G k)2 = (G — B +d0r — 1) (2ly)i (=725 (y]2) s
—2(1 = 5)(k — 5)(P(@)y|P(x) " 2)ur (xly)hs @ ) (o)
= (2% = j(2k + 2 +d(r — 1)) + k2 + 2+ k(1 +d(r — 1)) — ) (z]y) (@71 |2)57 (y]2)Ls
—2(1 = §)(k — )|y T @ )R T yle)
Hence we have

0= (£— (K + 2+ k(1 +dr — 1)) = 1) Projl, . ((aly)hs (27 [2)kr)

min{k,l} ' ' '
= > a; (257 = j(2k + 2 +d(r — 1)) (2ly) (@7 |25 (wl2)s
j=0
— 20— j)(k — ) ly)h T @ )T wle)l
min{k,l}—1 d
s Y ORI G P (R BOCREIR)
x (aly)? @ )R T ),

and since ag = 1, we have

that is, we get

PYOJ"(JZQ,"_Q,%) ((ﬂc\y)f1+ (z~1 ]z)’§+)

min{k,l}

_ (=k);(=D); R ()
;) E (@ly)? (@205 1)
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Finally we determine Proj'zltm,QT_Q,WH,C)((w[y)i1+ (z71|z)k, ) form > 1. If z = ¢ € n*
is a primitive idempotent, then by Lemma [2.41(2) we have

pt _
PTOJ‘(Jl,mQT_Q,m,k) ((x‘y)fﬁ (™! ’Z)§+)
— pt
= det,+ (z)7* Proj‘(akqtlfm,ﬁ,n_g,m) ((m]y)fl+ dety+n (ac")k)

. (_l)m(_k)m,n_l,d
a (_(makrf% k41— m))mr,d

m— : + —m —m m
x dety+ () b PTOJ’(JkH_QmJﬁ__mT_Q,o) ((x|y)f1+ detn*”(x”)k ) (el|y)n+
(D(—Fn(k =9,

- (=1m)m (= — %)mr_g,d(_k —l+m—4(r-1))

pt - - k—
X Projf ok (@) (@ )8 (20

(_1)m(_l)M(_k)m
(—k—1+m— %(’I“ — 1))mm!

min{k—m,l—m}
(=k +m);(=l+m); I—m—j(, —1| \k—m—j (| _\j+m
X X X V4 z
.

min{k,l —5, ]
U k() () (a1 [2)E T (y]2)

(=k—1+2m—4%(r—1)+ 1)j7m(j —m)!

Lz, gy

=™
(-k—1l+m-— %(’I“ — 1))mm! jramd

For general z € p* of rank 1, when z = ge/ with g € K, by replacing =,y with g~

and applying the above, we get the desired formula.
(2) First we consider the case rank p™ = 2. Then for z,z € p™ we have

(@)t = (@125 = detyr () (271 [2F)ne,
and 2% is of rank 1 if z is of rank 1. Hence by (1) we have
.pt .pt _
POy y oy (1) (@12)54) = detye (@) Profly (el (0! H)E)
min{k,l l—i, _ k—7j ;
(=" detor (a)" E{Z P (k) (0, @l 18 )3
P (~k—l+2m—g+1),  (j—m)

B (—k—l+m—%)mm o
min{k,l i i ; )

_ (- i D (k)3 (=0 ()b (2] 2)E7 (]2 detye ()
(~k—l+m—9g) m = (k—l+2m—§+1),  (j-m)!

Hence it suffices to show
(@[y)n+ (2] 2)0+ — (P(@)y|2)nt = (y]2*)o+ detyr (2). (2.13)

Indeed, when y = z we have
2
(@) = (P@)yly)ns = (e|P(x!?)y) o = (P! 2)y| P 1?)y)
= 2dety+ (P(xl/g)y) = 2dety+ (z) dety+ (y) = det,+ (m)(y|yﬁ)n+,
and by polarization we get (2I3)). 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. U
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Remark 2.6. By (2.11), (213) and Proposition 23, for i =0,1,... ,min{k,l} we have

(—Di(=k)i(xly)p (@ [2) 5 (yl2)e

min{k,l}

= 3 (ke 5= n) Pl (el 10k
min{k,l} .
B (_1)m i
B Wg@ (=k—l+i+m—9%(r—1)) i (m =)
L (=k);(=D);

(2ly)s (2 |2)ne” (20

< 2.
j=m

that is, for j =i+ 1,14+ 2,...,min{k,l} we have

(—k —l+2m——(r—1)+1) G —m)!

(—1)m (=k)i(=0);
- (—k—l+z—i—m——(r—1)) i (m—1)! (—k—l—|—2m——(r—1)—|—1)J o (J—m)!

M"

_ ]Zf (=1)™(=k);(=0);
= (k=1 2ikm—4(r—1)) ml(=k—1+2i+2m—G(r—1)+1), ,  (j—i—m)
=0.

In general, for p € C, j € Z~q, we can directly verify

’ (-1 & (S (@ 2m) (- mA D)
Z (+m)mm! (p+2m+ 1) o G=m)! B Z ()2j+1m!(j —m)!

m=0

(—1) Zj: (Wm (e +2m) (—p = 2j)jem

= . =0,
(1)2j4+1 ) m! (j —m)!
by comparing the coefficients for t/ of
o q o o
u+2m)( p— u—i—?m . _2]
2 > T =y ez Z
q=0 m=0 m=0
o . .
A A —94) (—
B B o 6 N VL T G R 1 R o R (=2))q(=5 +4) 4
15 ¢!

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 —=G%/K®P~

[
12 Texp
y

pDe— o ]3+
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where

D = (connected component of {x € p* | B(x) is positive definite} which contains 0)
= (connected component of {z € p* | h(z) > 0} which contains 0).

Here we write B(z) := B(x,Z), h(x) := h(x,Z). Then its Bergman—Shilov boundary ¥ C
0D consists of all maximal tripotents in p+. For g € G®, z € D, if gexp(z) € PTKCP~
holds, then we write

gexp(z) = exp(n ™ (g,2))k(g, x) exp(r~ (g,2)),

where 7% (g, z) € p* and k(g,z) € K. Then the map 7 : G x D — D gives an action of
G on D, and we abbreviate 7t (g, ) =: gx.

Next let (7, V) be an irreducible holomorphic representation of the universal covering
group K€ of K C. with the K-invariant inner product (+,-);. Then the universal covering
group G of G acts on the space O(D,V) = O,(D,V) of V-valued holomorphic functions
on D by

(F(9)f)(@) == T(r(g"",2)) ' flg™'2) (g€ G, xeD, feOD,V)),

where we lift the map k: G X D — K C to the universal covering spaces, and represent by
the same symbol & : G x D — KC. Its differential action is given by

(dr(z, k,w)f)(x) = dr(k — D(z,w))f(x) + % Of(x —t(z + kx — Q(z)w)) (2.14)
t=

for z € pt, k € €€, w € p~. This becomes a highest weight representation with the minimal
K-type (7, V). If this contains a unitary subrepresentation H,(D,V) C O.(D,V), then
its reproducing kernel is proportional to 7(B(z,7)), and such unitary subrepresentation is
unique. Here we lift the map B: D x D — Str(p™)o C Ende(p™) to the universal covering
space, and represent by the same symbol B: D x D — KC. Especially, if the G-invariant
inner product is given by the converging integral

(f,9)2 =Cr /D(T(B(x)_l)f(w%g(w))f Dety+ (B(x)) ™" de

(a weighted Bergman inner product), then (7,H.(D,V)) is called a holomorphic discrete
series representation. Here we normalize the Lebesgue measure dx on D C p* with respect
to the inner product (-|*),+, and determine the constant C; such that ||v][+ = |v|; holds
for all constant functions v € V.

Next, let x: K€ — C* be the character of K€ normalized such that

/\

dx([z.y]) = (@ly)pr  (zepT yep),

so that h(z,y) = x(B(x,y)) holds, and we fix a representation (79, V') of KC. Whe (T,
is of the form (1,V) = (x ™ ® 10, V), we write H,(D,V) = HA(D, V) O, (D, )
Ox(D,V). In addition, if (7,V) = (x~*,C), then we write H,(D,V) = Hx(D)
OT(D,V) = OA(D) and 7T = Th-

In the rest of this subsection we assume p* is simple and (7,V) = (x~*,C). Then
HA(D) is holomorphic discrete if A > p — 1, and then the inner product is given by

ﬂll\_/\_/

(. 0x = (frg)apt == /D £ (@)g@h(x) P da, (2.16)
1 T
DT ETO-

20



where T'%()\) 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

1

e = U dhiys = [ Saiat@e et do =g 51 ) 10 (2.17)

=0
Here m is a holomorphic polynomial on p~, and we normalize a% with respect to the
bilinear form (-|-),+: p™ x p~ — C. Then the following holds.

Theorem 2.7 (Faraut-Koranyi, [§], [7, Part III, Corollary V.3.9]). For A >p—1, m €
Zh i, [ €Pmpt), g€ P(p"), we have

1

<f’g>>\ = m(fag>F’

where (N)m,q s as in (2.0).
Since the reproducing kernel on P(p*) with respect to (-, ) is given by e@¥s+  the
following holds.
Corollary 2.8. For A\>p—1, meZ, f(z) € Pm(p™), we have
(1) +> _ 1t
x), e = :
<f( ) Az ()\)m,df(y)

Here the subscript x stands for the variable of integration. By this theorem, (:,-)y is
meromorphically continued for all A € C, and the K-finite part Ox(D)z = x *@P(p*) is

reducible as a (g, K)-module if and only if A is a pole of (-, -)x. Especially, for j = 1,2,...,r,
A E %(j — 1) _ZZO7

MAN) =M= P I ePabt)cxPePrY)=0\(D);  (218)
meZl |
m;<g(j—1)—-\

gives a (g, K)-submodule. Moreover, (-,-)y is positive definite on P(p*) for A > d(r —1),
and on Mf(g(j —1)) for A =2(j —1), j =1,...,r, that is, Ox(D) 5 contains a unitary
submodule H (D) if A sits in the Wallach set

)\E{O,g,d,...,g(r—l)}u(g(r—l),oo>, (2.19)

and its K-finite part is given by
_xrePret) (>4 -1)),
Mj(i(]_l)) A=350U-1),5=12,...,7).

In addition, the quotient module Ox(D)z/M;(A) (A € %(r — 1) — Zx() also gives an
infinitesimally unitary module (see [§]). Also by the corollary, for k € Z, , f(z) € P(p™),
()\)k,d<f(:c), @M+ >)\ ., is holomorphically continued for all A € C if and only if

f(@) € &b P (p")
mezl
m;<kj (j=1,...,r)

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

d
f(m) S Mj()\) holds if A€ §(j — 1) — kj - Zzo.
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2.8 Classification

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

pt=C" (n>3), Sym(r, C), M(q, s;C),
Alt(s, C), Herm(3,0)C, M(1,2;0)C.

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

(500(2,n),50(2) x SO(n))
(Sp(r,R),U(r))
(SU(q,s),S(U(
(507(2s),U(s))
(Er(—25), U(1) x Eg)
(EG —14)5 U(1) x Spin(10))

(p* =C"),

(p* = Sym(r,C)),
q) x U(s)))  (p* = M(q,5C)),
(p* = Alt(s,C)),
(p* = Herm(3,0)%),
(

pt = M(1,20)%)

(up to covering), and the numbers (n,r,d, b, p) (see ([24])) are given by

(n,2,n —2,0,n) (pt =C", n>3),
(3r(r+1),7,1,0,7 +1) (p* = Sym(r, C)),
(¢s,min{q,s},2,|g — s|,¢ +5) (p* = M(qg,s;C)),
(n,r,d,b,p) = (3s(s — ,2,4 0,2(s — 1)) (p* = Alt(s,C), s: Ven)
(3s(s 1), [3].4.2.2s = 1)) (v = Ali(s,©), 5: odd)
(27,3,8,0,18) (p* = Herm(3,0)¢ )
(16,2,6,4,12) (pt = M(1,2;0)°).

Here, if r = 1, then d is not determined uniquely, and any number is allowed. When
b = 0, pT is of tube type, and has a Jordan algebra structure. That is, p* = C",
Sym(r,C), M(r,C), Alt(2r,C) and Herm(3,0)C are of tube type. Their corresponding
Euclidean real forms nt C p™ are given by

Rl,n—l Ccn
Sym(r, R) Sym(r, C)

nt = { Herm(r,C) Cpt =<{ M(r,C)
Herm(r, H) Alt(2r,C)
Herm(3,0) Herm(3, 0)C,

where RM™~1 C C” is a real form on which the quadratic form det,+ () has the signature
(1,n —1). For these cases p = 22 = d(r — 1) + 2 holds.

Next we fix the parametrization of finite-dimensional irreducible representations of
GL(s,C) and Spin(n,C) (n > 3). We take a basis {ej}io C HCY of the dual space
of a Cartan subalgebra h® C gl(s,C) such that the positive root system is given by
{ei—€¢ |1 <i<j<s} Form e C® with mj —mji1 € Z>o, let Vn(rf) be the irreducible
representation of EZ(S, C) with the highest weight > ; MjEj, and let Vrgf V be that with the
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lowest weight — Z mje;. If m € Z7, then Vrgf ), Vrgf WV are reduced to the representations

of GL(s,C). Similarly, we take a basis {¢;};_ n/QJ C & of the dual space of a Cartan
subalgebra hC C so(n, C) such that the positive root system is given by

{eite|1<i<yj<n/2} (n: even),
{eaxe |1<i<j<[n/2]}U{e |1 <5< [n/2]} (n: odd).
For m e 7zl"/2 y (Z—l—%)m/zJ with my > -+ > my 01 > |my | for even n, m; >

© 2 M|y 2> 0 for odd n, let Vrﬁl I'be the irreducible representation of Spin(n,C) with
the highest weight Zj mjej, and let Vn[r?]v be that with the lowest weight — Zj mje;. If
m € 7Z"/2] then er, rﬁ”v are reduced to the representations of SO(n,C). Under this

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

O\D)z =x"@PhrT) =x"® EB Pen(p

meZl
are given as
CA BVl (bt =C" n>3),
Voo (b* = Sym(r,©)),
XﬁA ~ V(qs))\\/ sA g V(83A g (p+ = M(q? 53 (C))’
() ()
V(; L) (pt = Alt(s, C)),
C_A BV (b+ = M(1,2,0)°),
(Cny—my B V(Ef})lv — (bt =C", n>3),
Vimeomy) = Vo (v+ = Sym(r,C)),
+ V(q)v ‘/(Ejb)l, .mgq;,0,...,0) = Vrg?)v X Vrgf) (p+ - M(Q7 53 (C), q< 3)7
Pm(p ) - ‘/7((72)1 mSOO)gV( D =: VIT?)\/‘EVKS) (p+ :M(Q,S,C), C]Z S)’
(s)v _. eV T+
(m17m17m2,7n[27 M s/2],M|s/2] (,0)) _' V’rn2 (p Alt(s,@)),
_ C
C 3|m| IX‘/’<m1-ﬁ—m2 mi—mg mj—mg mi{—mg mj— m2> (p+ - M(1727©) )
T2 T 2 T 2 T 2
(2.20)

when KC is classical, if we normalize the representations C_y of §5(2) ~ U(1) for the
first and the last cases suitably.

2.9 Restriction to symmetric subgroups

In this subsection we consider a C-linear involution ¢ on a Hermitian positive Jordan
triple system p¥, i.e., a Jordan triple system automorphism o: p= — p* of order 2 which
commutes with the C-antilinear map *: p* — pT, and extend to the involution of the Lie
algebra g = pT @ €€ @ p~ by letting o act on €€ = ste(p™) C Endc(p™) by o(l) := olo.
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Also let ¥ := —I,+ + Iyc — I,-. Using these, we set

= (p%)7 = {z € p* | o(2) = 2},
p2 = (%) ={zep* o) =—a},
=) ={1et®|o() =1},

b= =€ N

or == (6%)7 =pi @ ®p1,

g5 == (g%)" _132 DE Py,

g=9" =g Ng,

g2 = 9 = 92 ng,
and let Gy, G‘lc, Gg, Gg, Ky, K; C < GC be the connected closed subgroups corresponding to
91,97 ,92,92,31,31 respectlvely Such (G Gl) is called a symmetric pair of holomorphic
type (see [I8, Section 3.4]). Also let G; € G and K€ ¢ KT be the connected closed
subgroups of the universal covering groups of G and KC corresponding to g; and P(C
respectively, and let D C p™, Dy C pf be the corresponding bounded symmetric domains,
so that D ~ G/K, D; ~ G1/K; hold. Let x be the character of KC given in (ZI5).
Similarly, we normalize the bilinear form ("')p*: pj xp; — C (j = 1,2) such that

J
(e[e),+ = 1 holds for any primitive tripotent e € pj, and define the characters x; (j = 1,2)
J

of K¥ by

dx; ([z.9]) = (zly),+ (epl, yep;),
dx;(1) =0 (1€ lpfp; 1 C D).

As in Section 27 for A € R and for an irreducible representation V of KT, let H,(D) C
Ox(D) and H(D1,V) C Oz(D1,V) be the unitary representatlons of G and G, with the
minimal K -type x~* and with the minimal K;-type X1 A ® V respectively, if they exist.

In the following we assume G is simple. Then p; is a direct sum of at most two simple
Jordan triple systems. Let rankp™ =: r, rank p; =: r9, and define €1,e5 € {1,2} by
dX’e<1C = ¢g;dx;, or equivalently, by

(@ly)pr = e5laly)yr (=12, 2€ Py, Yy EP;) (2.21)
When pj is not simple, we write p5 =: pj; @ pdy, 7 =: ply, and let rankp];, =: 7/,
rank pg, =: 7”/. Now we consider the restriction of the representation H,(D) of G to

the subgroup Gi. If X satisfies (ZIJ), then the unitary representation H,(D) exists,

Ha(D)|g, is discretely decomposable, and every Gi-submodule in (D)5, contains a

&,
p; -null vector, that is, has an intersection with (’;’-[A(D)f()";r = (x; " @P(pS NNHA(D) 7
Especially, HA(D)z = X~ ® P(p*) holds if A > %(r — 1), and Hx(D) is holomorphic

discrete if A > p — 1. For such A, according to the decomposition

@ Prc(p3) (p3 : simple),
keZ'?,
@ EB Pk(Pﬁ) I PI(PQLQ) (p;: non-simple)

/ "
kez | 1ezr,

(Theorem 2.1]), the following holds.
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Theorem 2.9 (Kobayashi, [I8, Theorems 8.3]). For A > 4(r—1), the restriction of H(D)

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

@ .
HA(D)|@1 = Z Heyn (D1, Pi(p3)) (p3 : simple),
keZ!?,
b S .
H/\(D)|@1 = Z Z Heya (D1, Pic(piy) B Pi(p3)) (n3 : non-simple).

kezr | ez’
In the following, when p3 is not simple, we write Py (p3) = Pr(pf]) X P1(p3y). Then

by the above decomposition, for each \ > %(r —1l)andk e Z? orke Zi 4 X Z:L”Jr, there

exist Gp-intertwining operators

f}\L7k: %A(D)|é1 — 7_[61)\(D1,Pk(p§r))a
Flr: Her (D1, Pic(p3)) — Ha(D)l g, -

which are unique up to constant multiple. ]:i K is called a symmetry breaking operator, and
f;k is called a holographic operator, according to the terminology introduced in [24] 25]

and [20] respectively. Then the construction of ]:ik is reduced to the computation of
some inner product. In the following, let Vi be an abstract Kj-module isomorphic to
Pi(p3), let || - [ kpt be the Gi-invariant norm on H., (D1, Vi) normalized such that

vl o = |v|v; holds for all constant functions v € Vi, and let || - [ z,+ be the Fischer
norm on p* given in (ZI7).

Theorem 2.10 ([33, Theorem 3.10 (1)], [35, Proposition 2.9]). For A > p—1 and fork €
772, (when p3 is simple) ork € Z1 | x Z1}', (when py is not simple), let Cptp; (Mk)eC
be the constant satisfying

<f(x2), @)+ >

= Cpepr MK f(22)  (f(2) € Picpd)-

Axlz1=0

We take a vector-valued polynomial Ky (z2) € P(p3, Vi)Xt normalized such that

[(F (@), Kic(wa) gy [, = 113y (F(32) € Pulp)),

and define the vector-valued polynomial Fik(z) ePp—, V) by

1
| — (@[2)p+
Fyy (2) : c,. pg(}v K <e p ,Kk(x2)>>\,x. (2.22)

Then the differential operator

i HDllg, — Hep(Du Vi, (Faho) = B (5 ) 1@ 229)

x9=0

becomes a symmetry breaking operator satisfying
2 2
IFX st 12 s = Mg (f(22) € Pucpd))-
Its operator norm is given by

H]:ikHip - Cp‘hpQ7L (A, k)il-
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The notion of symmetry breaking operator is extended to the map
Fae: OaD)lg, — =i (D1, Pic(p3)

for all A € C. Especially, the operators constructed in the above theorem are meromor-
phically continued for all A € C, and give symmetry breaking operators on O, (D) for all
A € 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 ‘Fik 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 A € C,
let Bii be the vector-valued differential operator

B"i:mp) P(s*) @ b7,
Z Qe iig )+AZe§£—‘;(z), (2.24)

where {eT} C pT is a basis of pT, and {21} is the coordinate of p* dual to {eI} (Bessel
operator [5], [9, Section XV.2]), let

+
(BY )1 P(p*) — P(p*) @ pf
be the orthogonal projection of B';\i onto py, and let

Solpge) (BL 1) = {f(2) € P(o®) | (B 1 f =0}

Theorem 2.11 (F-method, [25, Theorem 3.1]). Let V be a KC-module, and V" be its
contragredient. Then we have

Homg (OA(D), Ocya(D1,V)) = Homyeo - { X ( vV, 1nd§c@p_ ()8‘))

- Ky
= (Solp) (B 1) @ V)

Especially, if A > %(r—l) then since H (D) |C~v‘1 decomposes multiplicity-freely, the space
of symmetry breaking operators is 1-dimensional for each V =~ Py (p3 ), and combining the
above two theorems, for A > %(r — 1) we get

Homp, (Pk(pg), Solpp+) ((B§\+)1)) = C(f(:ﬂz) — <f(l“2)a (@Z)p+ >)\7$>-

In this article, we consider the symmetry breaking operators for the case pﬂp; are

simple of tube type and ey = 1, so that » = ry holds. In [34] Section 6], we treated
k = (k+1Lk,... k) case. In this article, we treat general k € ZE}’HL for r = 3 case in
Section Bl and treat k = (k,...,k,k — 1) case for general r in Section Ml
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3 Rank 3 case

In this section we treat p* = (p*)? @ (p*)~7 = pT @ p5 such that p*, p3 are both simple,
of tube type, and of rank 3, that is, we treat

(p%,pT,p) = (Herm(3,F)C, Alt(3,F')C, Herm(3,F)€)  ((F,F') = (C,R), (H, C), (0, 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(3,0)C, M (2,6;C), Alt(6,C)) ((F,F') = (O, H)).

Then the corresponding symmetric pairs (G, (G?)o, (G°?)) = (G, G1,G>) are given by

(SU(373)7SO*(6)7SP(37R)) ((F7F/) = (CaR))a
(G,G1,Ge) = (50*(12), SO*(6) x SO*(6),U(3,3)) ((F,F) = (H,C)),
(Br(—25),5U(2,6),SU(2) x SO*(12)) ((F,F') = (O,H))

(up to covering). We have (d,ds) = (dimg F,dimg F') € {(2,1),(4,2),(8,4)}, and g1 =
2 for (F,F') = (C,R), &1 = 1 for (F,F') = (H,C), (O,H). p* and pj have Jordan
algebra structures with the Euclidean real forms nt = Herm(3,F) and nj = Herm(3,F’)
respectively.

3.1 Jordan algebra structure on Herm(3,[F)®

First we look at the Jordan algebra structure on p™ = ntC = Herm(3,F)® for F =

R,C, H, O given by
1
zoy:= o (zy +yz),
with the unit element e = I3, the Euclidean real form n™ = Herm(3,F), the symmetric
cone Q = Hermy(3,F) C nt (the set of positive definite matrices), and the associative

bilinear form (-|-) = (-]-)+ : 17 x ntC€ = C,
(xly) = (z[y)a+ = Rep tr(zy) = Rep tr(yz),

where Rep: FC = F @z C — C is the C-linear extension of the F-real part. Next, for
z € ntC let 2f be the adjugate matrix given by

ay T3 I3 (a3 — T1T1 ToX1 —a3r3 T3T] — A2
CAC3 as I = | T1T2 — a3f3 asal] — l‘2§32 f3f2 — a1y (ai S (C, x; € FC),
T2 1 a3 T123 — asr2 T2T3 — a1d1  ara2 — T3T3

where 2; — #; is the C-linear extension of the F-conjugate, and for x,y € Herm(3,F)C, let
x X y be the Freudenthal product given by

zxy = (z+yt—af -yt

so that « x = 2zf. Then the determinant polynomial, the inverse element, the generic
norm, and the map P(z) € Endc(n*®) are given by

det() = detys () = 5 (s]a), ot = gt
h(z,y) =1 — (z|y) + (2*]y*) — det(x) det(y), P(x)y := (z|y)z — z* x y.
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za* = z'z = det(z)I holds for F = R,C,H, and 3(za* + z%z) = det(z)I holds for F = O.
Also, for x,7,z € n™C we have

(z xylz) = (y x z|x) = (2 x z|y), (xﬁ)ti = det(z)x.
If F = R, C, H, then by taking the directional derivative of zz# = det(2)I along y, we get
yzt + 2(z x y) = (Y1, (3.1)
and by substituting z = zf and multiplying det(z)~ 1z from the left, we get
P(x)y = (z|y)x — 2% x y = zya.

We note that these do not hold for F = O. Let =: nt€ — n*C be the complex conjugate
with respect to the real form n™ € n*tC. Then the bounded symmetric domain D C p+ =
ntC is the connected component of {z € n*tC | h(x,Z) > 0} which contains the origin.

Next we consider the Cayley—Dickson extension F = F'@F'j for (F,F') = (C,R), (H, C),
(0, H), and as in [41}, 42] we consider the involution o on p* = Herm(3,TF),

ap T3 +Y3] T2 — Yo ai T3 —Yy3] T2+ Y2
o T3 —y3j as 1+ | i=— | T3+ y3j as 1 —y1j
To+y2) T1— Y1) as To —y2) T1+yij as

(a; € C, x;,y; € F'C), so that we have

(7,93 = ((0)7, (b)) = (ALt(3,F')j, Herm(3, F')°),
(wf,nd) i= ()7, (04)77) = (ALt(3, F')j, Herm (3, F)).
p; = n;’c becomes a Jordan subalgebra with the Euclidean real form nj and the symmetric

cone Qp :=QNnj Cny, but p| = nfc is not. We identify pj = nj“ = Alt(3, ")} with
(F'©)3 (the space of row vectors) by

Y ) 0 i~
(FI )3 — Alt(3a FI) j, (yl, Y2, y3) = _y3.] 0 le
v —yij O
In the following, we use lowercase Greek alphabets and capital Latin alphabets to express
elements in nf€ ~ (F'C)? and n© = Herm(3, )€ respectively. For &, € (F'C)3, let
(€]n) == Rew (€5).
Then for = (z1,22) = (£, X), y = (y1,42) = (,Y) € v = (F)> © Herm(3, ') we
have
(@lY)ar = (@1]y1)a+ + (@2|y2)ar = 2(&ln) + (X]Y),
(€, X)F = (—€X, XF —¢¢),
det((€, X)) = det(X) — £X7¢,
P((6,X)(n,Y) = (€9€ + nX* + (X|Y)E — £XY,
XYX + (€6) x Y +2(E|n) X — X'én — "¢ X).
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pli, p;ﬁ are preserved by the action of K := G N Gy. Especially, the action of the real
form Ly = K NL c KT,

{1} x GL(3,R) {9 € GL(3,C) | det(g) € R} ((F,F') = (C,R)),
Ly:=1{ {1} x GL(3,C)  CL:={ GL(3,H) ((F,F') = (H,C)),
Sp(l) X GL(37H) R0 % EG(—QG) ((F7F/) = ((O)?H))a

on uf D u;r = F” @ Herm(3,F') is given by, for g = (g1, 92) € Lo,

gz = (921, 972) = (x(92)91€95 ', 92X "G2),

and this preserves the symmetric cone €2y C n;.

3.2 Definition of some functions

In this subsection we define some functions on p? <) p;t. First we note that, for m € Zx,
(y1,22) = (1, X) € pT ®p3, (x1,22) = (£, X) € pf @ py, we have

(= ((1)H(x2))™ = X*D)™ € Pam (0T g1 @ Pmm,0) (93 s

(z)fz2) \™ _ (X \"
(— detigt (é)) = ( 3o X)> € Pom (b5 ) @ Plo,—m,—m) (15 )

where P, (p] ) is the space of homogeneous polynomials on pf of degree m. Next let k €
L3, +Cly = 78, +C(1,1,1), and take f(22) € Pi(py) = Pk, ks ko—hs,0)(P3) det,z (2)".
Then we have

+
(_((yl)ﬁ|(x2)ﬁ))mf(x2) € @ P2m(p1$)y1 b2y P(k‘l+l2+13,k52+l1+13,k3+l1+12)(p2 )1’27
1€Z3, [1|=m
0<i1<k1—ko
0<lo<ko—ks3
0<ls

X : X m
<_%(|$2;> f(I'Q) e @ PQm(pit)xl ® P(kl7127l3,k27117l3,k37117l2)(pg:)l‘Q'

0<lo<k1—keo
0<l3<ko—k3

According to these decompositions, for 1 € (Z>()? we define the polynomials FIII[ 1y, z2)
= R0, X) and B [f](@,20) = By [f1(6 X) by
FT =P -132i 1 f i [
k71[f](yl,x2) = PTO) (kg 41y 413, ko Hly s ks 41 ) zo W(_((yl) |(z2) )) f(z2)
€ Pop (0T )ys @ Py 1541 ko 1+ s +12) (P35 o
t 1]
. b bE 1 ((1)*|z2)
@ w2) = Proji vty —ts ks —t—12) .00 (W (‘M flz2)
"o
€ Popt (0721 ® Pk —ta—1s ko111 ks 11 —12) (3 -

Under the identification Py (p3) =~ P_yv (pF), £+ f((-)~1), where k" := (k3, ko, k1), these

are related as

Fo[f)(@1,22) = FL o[£ D)@, 237).
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We also set

Fealfl(@1,@2) = ()@, 2) dets (a2) = Progl,, . (,1—1,, (~(@ 1)) ”f(w))
€ Pop(p1)er © Prca1(p3 )era-

Since Fgl[f](yl, x9) is recovered from Fil[f] (1, x2), in the following we only consider

+
Filfl(@1,22). For k € Z3, + Clg, let d}? = dimPy(p]), and let Xy C pj be the
Bergman—Shilov boundary of Dy := DN p;

Proposition 3.1. Let k € Z3 | 4+ Cl,, f(22) € Px(pg), 1 € (Z>0)? with 0 <ly < ky — ko,
0<I3<ky— k3.

(1) For zy € pf, 2 = ge € p3 with g € IN(iC, we have

\ & % 0oy (g an g Ton)
| B4 f](@,22)| < P D)2 -

1! 21

(2) If f(z2) # 0, then Flil[f](xl,xg) # 0.

Proof. (1) Since f(xg) — Fél[f](xl,xg) is KC-equivariant, we have

Flf1(x1,22) = Fylf)(@1,g¢) = Ry [FgO)(g ™ 2,e),

and hence it suffices to prove when zo = e, so that Fil[f](xl,e) = Fia[f](€,e). Next,
since the reproducing kernel of Pyy(p3) with respect to the L?(¥3)-inner product is

+ + _ + + _ +
given by Kj_ (X, Z) := diﬂrlrbiirl(P(Zl/ )X) = di2 By (P(X1/2)Z), where &) (X) :=

+
Jxink, Ay (kX) dk (see [9, Proposition XII.2.4]), we have

|Fk,l[f](£’ 6)| = |<Fk,l[f](£’ ')’ Kl/(-i-l(" 6)>L2(22)‘
< HFk,l[f](§7')HL2(22)HKII<+1('7e)”LQ(Zg)

- HFk,l[f](& ')HL2(22) \/ Klth](e? 6) - d'ljcg;rlHFk,l[f] (57 .)HL2(22).

Now since Fi 1[f](&, X) is defined by the orthogonal projection of EXEMF(X) /N, we
have

1 il
< — Xt | |
2(3,),X - |l|| Hg £HL<><>(22),X||f||L2(22)

HFk,l[f](g’ ‘)HLQ(EQ) < Hﬁ(&Xté)”f(X)

L

and for X € Y9 we have

A _ — — 1
[EXTE] = |(€16X)] < 1/ (EIO)(EXIEX) = (£[€) = 5 (@1[TT)pe
We also have

+ + o+
ey = dim Picya(py) < dim(Pic(p3) © P00 (b3) = 2 dify .09
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Hence the proposition follows. B
(2) Again since f(z2) — Fil[f] (z1,72) is KT-equivariant, it is enough to prove when

+ + .
f(xze) = AV (z2) = A2 (X). Then since €€ € pd is at most of rank 1 for z; = £ € p}
k k 2 1

and every rank 1 element is written as this form, by Lemma 2.4](5) we have
B [AY = L det(3) M Proftt |  ((X[Ee)AM (x
k,l[ k ]($1,352) = et(X) TOJy 1, x (X[EHMAZ (X)) #0

for some 1 =& € pf. Hence we get the desired formula. O
The following proposition gives some examples of Fli,l[ fl(z1, x2).
Proposition 3.2. Let x = (v1,22) = (£, X) € p] ®p5.
(1) Fork € C,1€ (Z>0), k€ Z3 ., f(z2) € Pk(ps), we have

ot

Kt (ko) 1 If det%] (x1,x2) = detn;r (xg)kFlil[f](xl, x9).

(2) For k € C, | € Z>¢, we have

L/ ((@1)fwa) ' 1/ X%\
- k N kE_ =~ k
d (e [detyg ) (@1, 22) = ( det, + (x2) detys (@2)" = 7\ Geey ) detX)
1 1 1 A
F(T/%c,okl)), [detﬁg] (w1, 22) = ﬁ(—((xl)”(@)ﬁ)) det,,+ (22)F = ﬁ(ﬁXﬁtﬁ)l det(X)*.

(3) Let € € nf be a primitive idempotent, and let p*(e')o =: p™”, p5 (€/)o =: p3”" be as
in (Z2). Then for f(z5) € Py iy (p3”), 1=10,1,..., ks, we have

do m\ !
il _ l(_kl - 7)[ _detn+u($1) I
F(k17k270)7(07071) [f](xhxz) - (—k2 — _2)1(—141 — dg)ll! det+n( ”) flr2)

Lo
(k- %), (éele) \', on
(—kQ _ 7g)l(_kl _ d2)ll' <d€tn§t//(X”)> f(X )

(4) Let wo =W € p3 be of rank 1. Then for k,l1,ly € Z>¢ with ly < k we have

. k _ ot —1y, \k 1
F 010,00, (11,12,0) [(‘|w2)n;](~’ﬂ1a~’ﬂ2) = Fo.0 1,010 () |w2)n2+](~’61,:62 )

_ (D) dety (@) ™h mm{iﬁl?} (=k); (=l — ba);
(—k =l — %), !l +1o)! o (k=i Ly 1),,0 —12)!
% (wa) (21)")17127 (o wa)F I ((wal (1)) (w2l ws) — (w2(@1)*2lwz))’

_ (-1)" mm{%m} (k) (=l — ),
(k=0 = %), L + 1) o (kb F+1). 0~ b)

X (X['€€) 7T (X W) (X[68) (X|W) — (X'EEX|W))” det(X) 1",
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(5) Let wo =W € p3 be of rank 1. Then for k,l1,l3 € Z>o with I3 < k we have

| —1 k _ it k —1
Fio 0,1y, 049 L(C) |w2)n2+](331a$2) _F(k,070)7(l3,0711)[('|w2)n;r](x1’x2 )

1y min{k,l1+13} (=k)j(=ly —I3);
TRl — Al + ). El: (h=litls = d2+ 1), (7 = Ia)!

% (ol (z1)F) 17 (g w2)* 7 (1) fwa)? dety (22) ™75

(k)i (=l —13);

_ (1) Z
(—kﬁ—ll —d2)l3l3!(l1 —|—l3)' s (—kﬁ—ll —|—l3—d2—|—1)j_l3(j —lg)!

X (X[ (X HW )M (€W Y det (X) 0,

min{k,ll +l3}

Proof. (1) Clear from ’Pk+(k,k,k)(p;—) = detn; (xQ)kPk(p;),
(2) By the definition of Fil[f](xl,xg), Fil[f](xl,xg),

| k . aF 1 ((xl)ﬁ|x2) i
F(k) k ko))y [detn;] (xla xQ) - Pro-](li,kfl,kfl),xz <ﬁ < det +( ) det ( )

(
1,0 :%<_M>ldet (@ )k_ll<df)§tf ) det(X)F,

detn;(azg) X)
b 1 1
(lc(k kl)), [det ]($1’$2) = ProJ?éH,kH,k),m <ﬁ(_(($1)ﬁ|($2)ﬁ)) det, + ($2)k>
0,0

1

= 51 (= (@) |(@2)") " ety (22)" = %(5){“5)1 det(X)F.

(3) By Lemma [2.41(3) we have

Filo ko). 000 @15 22) = Fy s 0) 0.0 (@1, 22) det, 1 ()™

= ( ll) Pro-](k1,k2,) ((le(xl)ﬁ)lf(x’z/)) det +(.%'2)_l
_ (—1)! (k1 —2),  ((z1)f]e)! .
(- kz 72)( ki — dy); dety e (a5)!

and we have )
(21)fle) = deton(2]),  ((@1)F]e)) = —(€€le’).
(4) By Proposition 2.5](2) we have

FY, 0.0),012.0) [('|w2)k+] (@1,22) = F(,0,0),(11,12,0) [('|w2)§;] (1, x2) det, 4 (x2) 70"
(=R 1)l1+l2 R k N —li—1
( L] Pr03(2+11,12,0),x2 ((x2|w2) (z2](z1)")™ 2) detn;(azg) 17t
_ (= )ll+l2 (=D min{%m} (=k)j (=l — I);
() (k=1 - 2),,0b! = (kb - G +1), 0 —b)

X (o] (1)) 27 (o] wa) ¥ (o] (1)) (w2 |ws) — (mz(m)ﬁxz!wg))j det,,+ (z9) "1l
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min{k,l1+1
1 (—1)k (lrte) (=k);j (=l — In),

- (l1+l2)' (— -l — d;)blgl lez (—k‘—ll+l2—d72—|—1)j712(j—l2)!

X (X |'€€)1 I (X W) (X T%6€) (X|W) — (X'EEX W) det(X) ™",
(5) By Proposition 2.5(1) we have

F(¢00 —k), ()~ ‘wQ)ﬁ;](xhx?) = Flo,0,-x), [(() 7 \W)ﬁ;](m1,x2)detn2+(x2)*llfl3
(l1,0 lg) (1170,l3)

( 1)l1+13
l3)!

(L

_ (= )11+13 (—1)is S ()5t — 1),
() (k== da)l j=ls (=k—=lLi+1l3—da+1)j_1,(j — I3)!
x (2] (21)) 8377 (25 we ) ¥ 7 ((21)F [wa ) detn; (g) 118

min{k,l1+l3} (=k); (=11 — 13);

p _ -
PrOJ(} 1 1yap (@2 [w02)* (2] (21)F)1H12) deet - (2) ™10

min{k,l1+13}

1 (1)

T (A ) (—k — 1y — da)pl3! jzz?, (—k—l+1s —dy+ 1);_1,(j — I3)!
X (XJIEE)Hs=d (X~ |W )R (PEg|W ) det(X) ™1 7, O

Using Fi’l[f](xl,xg), for A € C, k € Z3 | + Cl; and for f(z) € Pr(p3), we define a
function of x = (z1,22) € Q by

FY(\k; f;2)

- T ((=ks3, —k2, k1)) (1 +io L +s I +s) da
(A + 3do+ 1 — (ko + ks, k1 + ks, k1 + k2))

Flil[f] (z1,22)
0<ly
0<l2<k1—k2
0<iz<ka—ks3

(I1,l2,13),d2

S (=k1 = 9) o ir, (2 = D), (CRs)i i By [, 22)
S (A-ke—ky+d+1), (A—ki—ks+5d+1), (A —ka+jd+ 1),

0<lo<k1—keo

0<l3<ka—ks

(3.2)
where (A +8)m 4, is as in (2.6]), and recall that do = d/2. This has continuous parameters
(A, k3) € C? and discrete parameters (K, kb)) == (k1 — ks, ko — k3) € ZiJr. When we put
f(x2) := f(x2) det, i(@) Fs e P, ks, )(Pzi), we have

Fi()\ k- f x) N Z (_k3 - (07 ké? kﬁ))(l1+l2,l1+l3,l2+l3)7d2
’ - 3
0<ly (_)\ B 2k3 + §d2 +1- (ké’ kji’ kji + ké))(ll,b,lg),dz
0<lo <k, — kK,
0<13<k'

X detng[ (x2)k3F(¢kg,ké,0),l[f/] (71, 72),

and when we fix (k{,k}) € Z2 ., as a function of (), k3) € C? this has poles at
3
A+2k36{§d2+1—k§+3"jezzo}u{d2+1—k’1+g‘\jeZ,0§j<k§—k§}

1
U{§d2+1—(k:{+k:§)+j‘jeZ,0§j<k§}.
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If we additionally fix k3 € Zx>o, then FY(\ k; f;x) becomes a polynomial in z, and the
singularities A € {%dg +1—Fk)—2ks+j ‘ j € Zst} are removable. We use the same
notation Fi()\, k; f;x) to express this polynomial also for these .

Proposition 3.3. Suppose A\ € C is not a pole of FY(\k; f;z). Then F*(\k; f;x)
converges if xo = ge for some g € K‘lc and (gflxﬂg_lxl)w < 2. Especially, this converges
for x = (z1,22) € Q.

Proof. By Proposition 3., for x1 € p], 2 € ge € pJ with g € IN(ic, we have

3 by
|((=ks, =k, =k0) 1y 413,01 11 0 +1) 02 |\ D 0,09

|(_)\ + %dZ + 1- (kQ + k37 kl + k37 kl + kQ))(ll,lg,l3)7d2Hl’!

FrO K fio) < )
0<ly

0<l2<k1 —k2

0<iz<ka—ks3

(g a1 |g~Tay)!)

+
X o gD r2ss)-
Then | 1
+ . . +ng —
d‘(a\21|,0,0) = dlmp(m,op)(]ﬂ;—) < dlm’P“‘(p;) = < no — 1 >

is of polynomial growth, where no := dim p;. Also, since I, I3 run over the finite sets, by
Stirling’s formula, there exist constants C , C&,k € R such that

‘((—k3, _k2? _kl))(11+12711+13,l2+13),d2‘
‘(_)\ + %dZ + 1- (kQ + k37 kl + k37 kl + k2))(11712,l3),d2|’1’!

1 1 1
(ll 4 l2)—k3+ll+l2—§efl17l2 (ll 4 lg)_k2_§d2+l1+13_§6*11*13
< Cik

) A3 o —feo— 1 1
ll A5da—k2 k3+11+26_11(11+12+l3)ll+l2+l3+§e_ll_12_l3

< Cg7k|l|Re A—2do—2

holds. Hence the above converges if (¢~ x1|g_1x1)p+ < 2. Especially, if © = (x1,22) =
(z1,g€e) € Q with g € Ly = K€ N L, then by

1

1, (1
0 < detys (2) = detys (x2) detyr (e + g ay) = det,,+ (x2) (1 _ g xl)“+>

2
(9~ zalg~ w1y
= detn; (z2) (1 — 5 p ,
we have (g '@1|g~@1),+ < 2. Hence the above converges if 2 = (z1,22) € Q. O

This F¥(\, k; f;2) has the following property. Recall that ky := (k, k, k).

Proposition 3.4. For A € C, k € Z3 | + Cls, f(x2) € Pk(py), k € Z>o, we have

o k
det+ <—> FYO\K; fr2)
2 8562

— (—1)*((—ks3, =k, — k1)) F* <)\ + 2%,k — ka; fdet;;; x)
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PTOOf' Since F]i][f] ('Ila 'IQ) € P2|k‘(pik) ®P(kl—lg—lg,k‘g—ll—lg,k‘g—ll—lg)(p;) hOldS? by Lemma
2.3 we have

and easily we have

3
(—)\ + §d2 +1- (k:g + k3, k1 + k3, k1 + k2)>
1,do

- (-(sz) + ng 1 ((ky— k) + (ks — k), (k1 — k) + (ks — k), (k1 — k) + (ko —k)))
1,ds

Hence the desired formula follows from the definition of F¥(\,k; f; ). O

3.3 Results on weighted Bergman inner products

For)\E(C,kGZ‘f’,__i_, let

do/- .
G (3 1) DS (A= 50+7T— 2Dy,
[Ticicj<a (A - %(i +Jj- 3))ki+k‘j
Ot bt k= ), (3 stk K~ 8o O R~ 1)
(A1 ks ()‘ - %)min{kl,ngrkg}()\ — ),
d
_ ()\ - 72 + (kl + ]{?3, maX{kl’ k2 + kg}’ kQ))(k;g—kg,min{k3,k1—k2},k3),d2
(A)(lﬂ +ko,min{k1,ka+ks},k3),d

: (3-3)

where ky := 0, dy = d/2. Then the following holds.
Theorem 3.5. Suppose k € Z3 , + Cly =Z3 | + C(1,1,1), f(x2) € Pk(pg).
(1) When'k € Z3 ., for ReA > 2d + 1 we have

(F@2), ™) = CUB (K FH K f12).

, T

(2) Whenk € Z3 ., as a function of A,

(N +k‘2,min{k1,k2+k3}7k3)7d<f(gg2)’ o(1Z)+ >A )

is holomorphically continued for all C, and give non-zero polynomials in z for all

X € C if f(za) #0.
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(3) Fork € Z3 , + Cls, A € C, we have

FY O\ K; f;2)
= detys (2) MR (—)\ +2(d+ 1),k + A —d — 1 fdet z).
2

Especially if k € Z‘:’L+ and X =d+1—a with a = 1,2,..., k3, then F*(\ k; f; 2) is
factorized as

Fi(d—i— 1—a,k;f;2) = detn+(z)“F¢(d+ 1+ak —g3;fdet;f;z).
2

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

6.6 (2)]).

Remark 3.6. By [35, Theorem 3.3 (1)], fork € Z3 ., f(x2) € Px(p3), ReA > 2d + 1 we
have

z|Z 1 B b k3 o
() )| = ey detar (@) A*d*ldmm;<zﬁ;> oty (2)+24 =41
9 7337

X <detn2+ (22) "5 f (o), e<f|3>p+> (3.4)

A2ks,

Combining this with Proposition and Theorem [323(1), (3), we have
<f(x2)7 e(xIE)p+ >>\
Chd2(\ + 2%,k — ks.,) o \*
_ ’ 533) qet A+l o L (220 et A2k —d—1
()‘)%3@ € n+(z) € nt D29 Cly+ (Z)
x F4 <)\ + 2k, k — kay: fdet z>
2
Atk +ky— %2 o\
= ( 2 )krkg detn+(z)_’\+dJrl det, + <—>
(A) (ko s ks 2k) 2\ 02
x B4 (== 2ks +2(d + 1) k+ A+ by —d = 1 fdet) TR )

= 0% () k) dety,+ (z)*Hd“Fi(—A +2(d+ 1),k + A —d = 1g; f det) 77 z)
2
= CYE(\K)FH(\ K f;2).

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

(@?) —40i+J-
(F@). e )y alomo _ Thsicies (A y*ﬂm%wzawwm
1

f(22) a [eicjca A=56G+7 - 3))k¢+kj

Therefore to prove (1), it is enough to prove that <f(562),e(gc‘z)¥’+ >)\m is proportional to
FY(\ k; f; 2), and by the F-method, enough to prove

(f(x2) = FY(\ K; f;2)) € Homp, (Pi(p3), Solp)(Ba)1)), (3.5)
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where (B)); is the orthogonal projection of By = B§+: Ppt) — P(pT) @ pt given in
@24) (with the identification p~ ~ p* = n*C) onto p. This follows from the next
proposition. Recall that we write z = (21, 22) = (, Z) € p] @ py ~ (F'©)3 @ Herm(3, F')C,
and use lowercase Greek alphabets and capital Latin alphabets to express elements in
(F©)? and in Herm(3,F)C respectively. Also we abbreviate detn;r (X) =: det(X), and
let (X]Y) := Rep tr(XY), ({[n) := Rew/(£9), so that ((&, X)[(n,Y))n+ = 2({[n) + (X]Y)
holds. Especially we have —((zl)ﬁ\zg)n;r = (Z%. Let T%(\ +s) be as in (Z5).

Proposition 3.7. Let A € C, k € Z3 , + Cl, f(x2) € Px(p3)-
(1) If Reky < —da, Re()\—{—kzl —{—kzg) < _%dQ, then for z = ((,Z) € Q, A € Qq, we have
Fr*(\X; ¢, 2)
D (A+ Bdy + 1 — (ko + ks, ky + ks, ky + ko))
- 52 ((—kg, —ka, —k1))

1 / (X|Y?) (X—1% Arlk|—3da—1 p(y—1 >
X | ——— e e det(X 227 (X dX |dY.
((27TV _1)n2 AJr\/filngr ( ) ( )

/ e~ Y12) det(y)2A+|k\—2d2—1
Q2

(2) Suppose X € C is not a pole of F¥*(\,k; f;¢,Z). Then for g € I~((1c we have
FYONK F(9()); 6, 2) = FHON K £19(C, 2)).
(3) F*(\k; f;¢, Z) satisfies the differential equation
(B FH (A K £, 2) = 0.
Proof. (1) By the definition of Fi)[f] and Lemma 22, we have

TP (A + 3do 4+ 1 — (ko + k3, by + k3, k1 + k2))
U9 ((—ks, —ka, —k1))

x (; [ e ey f(X—1>dX)dy
A+y/=InJ

/ e—(Y|Z) det(y)Q}wHk‘—ng—l
Qo

(2my/—1)n2
CTP(N+3do+ 1 — (ko + ks, by + ks by + ko))
T%((—ks, —ka, —k1))
1 / (X|¥?) Ak~ 3da-1 - _1 >
f— e det(X 3da F X1ydx )dy
((2W—_1)"2 AT o 2 Falfex

0<ly
0<l2<ky —k2
0<iz<ka—ks3

/ e=(Y12) qet (v )2 kI =202 -1 qog (yh) —A= Ikl +3d2
Qo

/ ¢~ (Y12) dep ()2l ~22-1
Q2

1
- T9((—ks, —ka, —k1))
3 PP (=A+3dy + 1 — (ko + ks, ki + ks, k1 + k2))
1 F§2(—)\— ’k’+%d2+1+(k1 +l1,/€2+12,k3+l3))

Falf1(¢, Y?) dy

_ 1 / e~ Y12) det (V) ~IKI=d2=L B ([ £](¢, det (Y)Y ) -
TP (—ks, —ka, —h1)) Jog T (=N + §d2 + 1= (ko + ks, by + ks, ki +k2)) 1009 0,

_ 1 / e~ 17 det(V)M-= 1 F (¢ YY) Iy
TP (—ks, —ka, —k1)) Joy T (FA+ §d2 + 1= (ka + ks, by + ks, ki +K2)) 1),
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Fd2 (U + (—kg — I3, —ka — lo, —k1 — 11)) det(Z) "M E 1 [f1(¢, Z)
Sy

(—ks, —k2, —k‘l))(—)\ + %dQ +1-— (k?2 + k3, ki + k3, k1 + k2))(11712,13)7d2

Z k3a _k2a kl))(ll+lg7ll+l3,lg+13) dg [f](C Z)

Ft Nk fiC2).
)\+3d2+1—(k2+/€37/€1+k37k1+k2)) e fie2)

1 (I1,l2,13),d2

Hence we get the desired formula.
(2) Clear from the KF-equivariance of f(X) Fil[f](g, 7).

(3) We take bases {E,} C ng, {ea} C nf, let {EY} C nj be the dual basis of {E,}
with respect to (|)n2+, and let {eY} C n] be the dual basis of {¢,} with respect to the

bilinear form (£|n) = Rew (£'), so that {eq, Eq} and {3e€7, EY} are mutually dual with
respect to (+|-)q+. Also let 9/0Z, and 0/9(, denote the directional derivatives along E,,
and €, respectively. Then (B)); is given by

0? 0?
(B = Z 5( s +5 ZP )CBZ 97,

32
Z Vo pV\r7_ ~ n v_ Y
+2QZBP(6047E[3)Z6<&826 + 2§eaaga'

We put det(X))‘Jr‘k'*%drlf(X_z) =: F(X). By (1) it is enough to prove, for Re ky < —da,
Re(A+ k1 + ko) < —3da,

(Ba)1 / e~ V12) det (v )2 Flkl—2d2—1 (/ e(XIY”)eCX_Ith(X) dX) dYy = 0.
Q2 A++/—1In]

First we consider (BA)le*(Y‘Z)eCthCA. In the following we use the notation ([a%f] g)h =
gh + fag h. Then we have

(By)e~ (V19 eeX 1%

0? 0?
[ BN ocas 2 ZP Bl 5707,
o (¥12) X1
+ = ZP (9(8Z5+ ZO‘OC} e
< ZP A(CX " |ea)(CXeg) + 2ea X~ leg)) + 5PV Y)C

—ZP €/ Y)Z(CX 1 ey) +>\Z (X eq )>e—<YZ>e<X‘“5

( D+~ ZP (e, ea X )¢+ P(Y )g—P(gX—f,Y)Z+AgX—1>e—<Y|Z>e<X“5
= [P((XJ)C +CYP 4 <>\ - % + 1> (X4 PXTY)EY] 68 } e~ (V12) (X711
where at the last equality we have used

ZP(EZ, X 1) = Z(egtﬁeaXfl e X 1Y) =2(2 — dy)C X1,
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which follows from Y, €/%e, = 37, €a'€el = (2 — do)€. Thus we get

(B)\)l/ ef(Y\Z) det(y)2A+|k\f2d271 </ e(X|Yﬁ)e(X*1tCAF(X) dX)dY
Qo A++/—1In]

:/ </ <[P(QX1)<+<W+ <A—@+1><X1
Qo \J A+y/—InJ 2

+ ZP((X—J,Y)EC{; ] —<YZ>> det (Y )2kl =2d2 =1 (XY ) (CX ™ o dX> ay

= / (/ e(Y|Z)<[P(§X1)§ + Y+ ()\ _ 1> ¢x—!
A+\/_n2 2

—Z PgX Y)EV] det(Y )2’\+|k2d2le(X|Yu)>e<X_“éF(X)dX)dY.

Next we consider

0 \ 2)\+|k\—2d2—1 (X|yﬁ)
oy, P(CX™1Y)EY det(Y) .
- Z P CX_I 9 EO()E;/ det(Y)zA—Hk‘_QdQ_le(X‘Yﬁ)
+ (2A+ k| —2dy — 1) Z P(CX*J , Y)EX(Y*I |E,) det(Y)z)”L‘k|72d2*16(X\Yﬁ)

+ 3 PUX T Y)BY(X]Y x Eg) det(y )M HKI=2d2m1 (XY

Then for the 1st term we have
Y PCX T Ba)E] =) (BalE)CX ™! = (X ELEY)
=3(1+d)¢X T = (1+da)¢X T =2(1+dg)(X 7,

for the 2nd term we have

Y PEX L Y)EL(Y T EL) = PEX L Y)Y = (VYT )(X T X vy

=3¢X 1 —¢Xx 1 =2x"1,

and for the 3rd term we have

S PXTY)EYX|Y x Eo) =Y P(X ' Y)EY(X x Y|E,)

:ap(gX—f,Y)(X xY)=(Y|X x ;)gX—f — (XY (X xY)
= (X' X|YHI - V(X xY)) = XN ((X|YDHT+ XYH) = (X|YH X! +¢Ye,

where we have used (B.1)) at the 5th equality. Hence we have

d )
PCX )+ Y+ <A — 52 + 1) (X1 - Za: a—YaP((X’J,Y)EZ

% det(y)2A+\k|—2d2—16(X\Yﬁ)
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= (P(CXI)C + (Y (A - % + 1><X1 —(X|yHex—! — vt

—2(1+dy)¢CX ™1 =202\ + k| — 2dy — 1)gX—1> det (V)2 k=22 -1 o (X[Y)

_ -1 _ _ § - 1 v 0
= [P(gX )¢+ ( A= 2lk| + Sda + 1 (X1 —¢Xx~ Z X|EY) X,
% det(Y)2A+\k|—2d2—1e(X\Yﬁ)’

and we get

(B)\)l / ef(Y|Z) det(y)2A+|k\f2d271 </ e(X\Yﬁ)egxfztéF(X) dX) ay
Q2 A++/—1nd
= / e~ (Y12) </ <[P(CX1)C +CYF 4 <>\ _ b + 1> (x!
Q9 Ady/—InS

- Z —P (cx—1 Y)EV] det(Y )2”k"2d2—16<xY”>>6<X‘“5F(X) dX)d

= / e~ Y12 (/ ([P(CXJ)C + (—3)\ k| + 2dy + 1) (X1
Qo A+\/—_1n; 2

— (X~ JZ X|EY) af( }det( )”*ki?d?1e<XY”>>e<X‘”5F(X) dX>dY

:/ o~ (V12) det(y)2A+k|—2d2—1</ e(X|Yﬁ)<[P(<X—1)C
Qo A+v/=InJ

3 _1 8 1 Vi <X71t§
( 3 2\k\+2d2+1>§X +Za:aXa<X (X|EY)| X P (X) )dX )dY

Then since we have
> o
- 0X,

_ZCX—IE X1(X|EY)etX

—1<X\Ex>e<X*“5F<X>

+ZCX (Eo| EY)eSX R (X)

—Z(X (X|IEV)(CX B, X 110)eX " F(X

= (XXX X TCR(X) 4 3(1 4 do)CX 1 eSX ”CF(X)

(CXIXX )X 1SN (X)) + ¢X el “CZ X|EY) oF

) ox. X)

= X B PO (X SR IE e| FX)

we get

(B)\)l/ ef(Y\Z) det(y)2)\+\k|72d271 </ e(X|Yﬁ)e§X—1tC‘F(X) dX)dY
Qo A++/—1ng

= [ emBaappeen ([ i ((pexei
Qo A+\/—_1n;

_ay 3 1 IR vy | ex—1t
( 3\ 2]k[+2d2+1>§X +Za:aXagX (X|EY)|e F(X))dX |dy

40

1 OF
X 1(X|EY)etX '
+Z< | K.

(X)



= / e*(Y|Z) det(y)?)\+|k\f2d271 </ e(X‘Yu)QCX_Jté
Q2 AJr\/_n;r

K 3\ — 2|k| + d2+3>CX + (X~ IZX|EV af(] (X)dX):O

where the last equality holds since F'(X) = det(X ))“Hk'_id?_l f(X~1) is homogeneous of
degree 3\ + 2|k| — 3dy — 3. Hence we get the desired formula. O

Especially, when k € Z3 | we have (3.5]), and this proves Theorem B.5(1).

Proof of Theorem [3.2(2). By Theorem B.5](1) we have

(A)@n+%a;nhﬂkhk2+k3hk3xd<jxda)’e@ﬂ§%+—>Al

d
= (A= G+ by b + b)) FYOLK £
(k‘g—k3,min{k‘37k‘1—k‘g},k‘g),dg

d
= Z (}\ — 52 + (/{?1 + k:g,max{kl, ko + kg}, /{?2)>

0<ly

0<lo<k1—k2

0<iz<ka—ks3
l1+12<ks

(ko—ka—l3 ,min{k3 k1 —k:g}—lg Jks—11),d2

X (_1)“‘ ((_k?’? —ka, _kl))(11-1-12,l1-i-l3,l2-|-13)7d2Fli,l[f](z17 22)’
and this is analytically continued for all A\ € C. Moreover, all Fi Wl f](zl, Z9) are NON-zero

by PropositionB.11(2) and linearly independent, and the coefficients of F, k (k.0 ks —ks) [f](z1,

) and Fk ,(max{0,ks—k1+k2},min{ks,k1 —k2},ko—k3) [f](zh 22)7

d
<)\ — —22 + (k1 + k3, max{k1, ko + k3}, k2)>
(0,min{ks,k1—k2},0),d2

)\ do + max{k‘l, ko + k3})m1n{k3 k1—ka}>

<)\ - — + k?l + k:g,max{kl, k‘Q + k‘g} k‘2)>

= ()\ — —d2 + kQ)
2 min{ks,k1—ko}

do not vanish simultaneously. Hence (A)(k1+k2,min{k17k2+k3}7k3),d<f(x2)a e(#1)p+ >)\ ., is non-

)

Zero. O

(0,0,min{ks3,k1 —k2}),d2

Proof of Theorem[3.2(3). By combining Theorem B.5l(1) and (34, for ReA > 2d + 1,
k e Z‘Lr we have

Cha2(\ 4 2ks. k — k ks
O (0, ) FH (O K f2) = S O 2R R) oy o (2
(A)%S,d 822

x detys (2)M+2Ra—d-1p! ()\ + 2k, — kg f det z)
2

that is,

1 d \ s
1 e Abd+1
FY(\k; f;2) = O ; )k33,d2 det,+(z)~ det, + ( z2>

% dety s (2)\T2s—d=1pt <)\ + 2k, K — kg f det 5, z>
2
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Then this is meromorphically continued for all A € C, and if A\ =d+1—a,a=1,2,..., ks,
then the right hand side of

1 o \"
dety+ (2)CFHd +1—a,k; f;2) = PSS det,,+ <3—22> det,+ (z)2Fs e
34,02

X Fi(d%— 1-— a+2k3,k—@3;fdet;;3;z)

becomes a polynomial. Hence F*(d + 1 — a,k; f; 2) is divisible by det,+ (2)%. Also, by
Bn_,dety+(2)* = dety+(2)*Bry, (see the proof of [9, Proposition XV.2.4]), we have

(Biyi4a)1 detys (2) “FHd + 1 —a,k; f; 2)
= detp+ (Z)_Q(BdJrlfa)lFi(d +1-ak;f; Z) =0,

and hence
( fdet = ety (2)“FHd+1 - a.k f; z))
€ HommC (Pk—gg, (P;)a SOIP(p+)((Bd+1+a)1))
=~ C(fdetr;f = Fi(d +1+4+a,k —as; fdet;f;z))
holds. Then comparing the values at z; =0, for a = 1,2,..., ks we get

FHd+1—a,k; f;2) = dety+ (2)*F* <d +1+a,k—ag; fdet z>
2

(see [35, Theorem 6.6] for more general case). We put (k{, k) := (k1 — ks, ko — k3) € Z2
let f/(x9) := det, + (z2)7%3 f(x9) € P k4.0) (p7), and rewrite the above as

Fi(d—i— 1 —a, (ky, k), 0) —i—@g;f'detiz;;z)
= dety,+ (2)*F* (d +1+a, (ky, k5,0) + k3 — ag; f detﬁf“; z) (3.6)
2
((a,k3) € (Z20)%, a < ka).

Now we want to prove this for general (a,ks3) € C2. We recall that the left hand side of
B9) is given by

F (d 1, (R, K5, 0) + Ry f/detf z)

(—k3 — (0, kY, K1) (11 +10,11 +13,12-+13) o -
= > Ml ot (2 F, o[ 22).
d K k0,1 ,
0<iy (a — 2ks — 72 N (ké’ kji’ kll + ké))(ll,IQ,ls),dQ " (0
0<lo <k, k)
0<l3<k,

(3.7)
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Similarly, the right hand side is computed as
detys (2)*F4 (d+ 1+ a, (K, k), 0) + ks — ay; f' ety 2)

_ Z (@ — k3 — (0, k5, K1) @ 1.0, 14,1413

det ¢ (z9)"~ apt, [f'](21, 22)
n (K} 4,0,V ;
o<t (a 2k3———(1€§,k‘/1,k3’ +k5,))(l’l,l’2,lé),d2 : 2
0<I, <k —k}
0<I, <k,

x dety (22)" <1 + M)“

detna- (22)

_ Z (@ — k3 — (0, k5, K1) @ 1.0, 14,1413

det i (z2)FF, ., 1f](21, 22)
n (k! k,,0),V ’
o<t (a 2k3———(1€§,k‘/1,k3’ +k5,))(l’l,l’2,lé),d2 : L
0<ly <k} —k}
O<l’ <k'

@)m 21)”22) "
x Z m)! det
Then we have

<f’ - F(%g w0121, 22) <—M>m>

detn2+ (22)

€ Homyec (Peir .00 (03 )5 Py ge2m (07 @ Piaet -t w1, — 1) (P3 ) © P0,—m,—m) (§3))

~

~ P Hompe (P y0)03)s Povisom 1) © P~y -1z kgt —ty—r—1, (03)

1"€(Zs0)3, —ly—l5—15 1)
|1//‘;m
_ + + +
= @ Hom g (Pt 00 (P2 )s Payj (1) © Pt 1yt k1113, —1a—15) (P2 ) )5
1€(Zx0)3, 1|=|V|+m
(1

and by the Pieri rule,

Hom e (Pry k.00 (P35 )s P (1) @ Pk 115,k —13 15,115 (P )

=~ Hom g (Pewr 1,0) (P3) @ Popyy (01 s Pkt —ty—ta i~ —13,—1o—15) (P3 ) 7# {0}
holds only if 0 <y < k] — k), 0 < I3 < k). Therefore, for |1] = [I'| + m we set

Fli 00,0111 (21, 22)

! ((z1)*z2) \ ™
_PTOJ(k' —ly—lg,kly—ly—lg,— 11 —12),z ( F(k/ K, )1/[f,](21,22)<—7

detn; (22)
€ Popi(P1) © Pkt —ty sk~ —11 1) (P3 )

so that
1 o / ((21)fl22) \™ )
mlF(k?,lykévO)Jl[f](21’22)< detn+(z2) Z F(k/ kl )l,l[f](z1722)
2 1=[V]+m
1hi<h
1, <ly<k'—k,
15<I3<k)
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Then the right hand side of (3.6]) becomes
dety+ (2)"F* <d +1+a, (K, k5, 0) + ks — ag; f' detii’r—a; z)
da

= > > (a—ks—(0 kz,k ))(l/+l/2,l'1+l§,7l'+l') (—a)py—pv
(a — 2k3 — (Ko, Ky, kY +k§))(z' 1.14).ds

0<ly O<l’ <ly
0<lg<k k2 0<l’ <ly

0<ls<k 0<l/<13
x det +(22) S Fuet kg 0)0a[f1(21, 22). (3.8)

If a,ks € Z>0, a < ks, then in (B7) and B8) only I; + l2 < k3 terms remain, and all
denominators in the remaining terms are non-zero. Hence for l; + ls < k3, by comparing
both formulas we get

(—k3 — (0 Ky k1)) (1) 4,11 +1s I +5) do
(a—2ks — L — (Kb, K, K + k)

F(i:/ kY, )l[f,](zlaz2)

(11,l2,13),d2

_ Z (a—k3 (0, k2,k D@ i, 1 +13),d2 (— ) 1 -
(a— 2ks — & — (K, K, K| + k)

Fur g 0yl (21, 22).

0<l} <l (11,15,15) d2

Then since {(a,k3) € (Z>0)? | k3 > l1 +1la, k3 > a} C C? is Zariski dense, this holds for all
(a,k3) € C? without the assumption I; +1y < k3, and hence (B.6]) holds for all (a, k3) € C2.
This completes the proof of Theorem [B.5(3). O

Example 3.8. Let k = (k,k, k) with k € C and f(z2) = detn2+ (x2)*. Then by Proposition
(32 (2), for v = (z1,22) = (§,X) € p+ we have

S (—=k)(1.0,0).a
FHA kg dety o) = F} dett, ] (a1,
( S x) 2 (A =2k +3d2+1) ) (e 0.00) 40tz | (@1, 22)

=0
X (=k)(—k— %), <_<<x1>ﬁ\xz>
(A =2k +3d2 +1), 11\ det+(a2)

—k, —k-% X% K
=oF; ) 2 ; det(X)".
21<—A—2k+%®+4%mﬂX) et(X)

l
) detn; (xg)k

Also, for k € Z>¢ we have

(A= % + (2K, 2k, k))(o,o,k),dz _ (A+k—3dy),

O (N k) =
(&) (A) @2k, k) d (A) 2k, k) d
Combining these we get
<detn; (x2)k’ e(:v\E)p-O— >)\7$
Ak —3d kg :
— ( 2 2)k2 | k? k 3 2 ’_((21) |Z2) det +(22)k.
(A) 2k, k), d “A—=2k+35dy+1 detng(f@) "2

In addition, Theorem [3.0(3) is equivalent to

g —k—k—gd ((21)*|a2)
2471 3 y
—A—=2k+gd+1 detn;(m)

Ly (@) \ T Ak d 4 L A~k fd 41 (30)f o)
detn;(xg) 2 —\—2k+ %d +1 ’ detng(mg) ’
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Example 3.9. Let k = (ky,k9,0) € Z?)Hr’ let €' € u;r be a primitive idempotent, and let
pt(e)o = pt, p3(e)o =: p3" be as in (23). We take f(x2) = f(2h) € P(kh/@)(p;").
Then by Proposition[32(3), for € = (£, X) € pT™ we have

FHA, (K, k2, 0); f; @)
& ((0, =ka, —k1))
, —ka, (0,1,1),d2 0
F (11, 22)
< (A + 3da + 1 — (ko k1, by + k2))(070,l)7d2 (k1. 2,0),(0,0)
2 (—k2 - %Q)I(—k?l - d2)l (_k2)l(_k1 - %2)1 <_ detn+u(x’1/)>lf( "
(—)\ — k1 — ko + %2 + 1)1 (—kg - %)l(—lﬁ —da)l! dety+r (25)
(=ha)i (k1 = F), (_detnw(x’{)
(AN —k1—ky+ %+ 1)1\ detyin(af)
—kg, —k1 — & (téﬂe,) : "

—,F, : PR L, S O

2 <—)\ — k1 — ke + G + 1" det, 1 (X") U

l

I

o~
Il

Il
N\

a
N

>lf(w’2’)

We also have

A= %+ (ki ki ko) Nt oy — &2
Cd7d2 ()\7 (k17k270)) — ( 2 )(k27070)7d2 — ( 1 2 )kg

(A)(k1+k2,k2,0),d ()\)(k1+k2,k2),d .

Combining these we get
m (z]Z),+
(Fat) o)

d
G < e k- 5 ._M>lf(zu)
()\)(lcl-i—]@,]gg),d 2 -\ — /{:1 — k;2 + d72 + 17 detn-H/(Zé/) 2)-

Example 3.10. Letk = (kl, kQ, /{?2) with k1 — kg € ZZO, ko € (C, let wy € ]J;— be Of rank Z,
and let f(xg) := (m2|w2)ii_k2 detn; (z2)*2. Then we have
2

FYN, (K1, ko, ko) f )

((—k2; =k, —=K1)) (1 412,11 12) do .
— 501y ) F I:f](l-l 1;2)
; k1,k2,k2),(l1,l2, )
(gll (_)\ + §d2 +1-— (2]4?27 k1 + ]4?2, k1 + k2)>(l1,l270)7d2 (k1,k2,k2),(11,l2,0)
0<lo<k1—k2
_ Z (=k2)i, 41, (ko — dg)ll(_kl —dy),
0<iy (_)\ — 2k2 + %dQ + 1)l1(_>‘ — k1 —ka+dy + 1),
0<l2<k1 —k2

ki1—k
X F(Lklfk%op)’(ll,lg’o) [(.’wQ)nélF 2] (xh x2) detn; ($2)k27

and F(%el—kg,o,o),(ll,lg,o) [(-]wg)i;[l”] (x1,22) is given in Proposition[3.2(4). Also, when ky €
Z>o we have
d
(A= F + (k1 + ko, max{ky, 2ks}, k2))(o,min{kg,krkg},kg),dz
(A) (k1 4k mingki 2ka ko) d
(A + max{ki1, 2ko} — d2)min ko 1 —ko} (A + k2 = 3d2),

(A) (k1 4k, mingki 2ka ko), d

CH2 (N, (k1, ko, ko)) =

)
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and <(:U2|w2)%—k2 detn2+ (z2)"2, e(l"z)p+>>\,x is given by the product of the above two formu-
las.

Example 3.11. Let k = (ko, ko, k3) with ky — kg € Z>0, ko € C, let wy € p3 be of rank 1,
and let f(x3) == (x5! \wg)ii_]% det, + (x2)*2. Then we have
2

FY(N, (K, ko, k3); f5 )
_ Z ((_k3?_k2?_kQ))(ll7ll+l3,l3)7d2
(—)\ + %dg +1-— (k‘Q + k3, ko + ks, 2]{32))

0<ly
0<iz<ka—ks3

1
F(k27k2,k3)7(1170,13)[f] (1‘1, x2)
(ll 707l3)7d2

(—k3)i, (k2 — df)lﬁlg(—kz —da)y,

- Ogll (_)‘_k2—k3+%d2+1)l1(—)\—2k2+d72+1)
0<l3<ka—ks3

I3

% F(%,O,ks—k2)v(ll,0,l3) () fwa) 3] (21, 22) det, ¢ (2)",

2

1
and F o ks ko), (11,01)

ks € Z>o we have

()1 |w2)i2+7k3] (1, x2) is given in Proposition[32(5). Also, when
d
(A= + (k2 + ks, ko + k3, k2)) 0, 401y

() (2ka ko ks d
()‘ + ko + k3 — d2_2)kg—k3 ()‘ + k2 — %dz)k‘g

Cd7d2 (Aa (k:Q, k25 k3)) —

)

(A) 2k k2, k3) d
and { (x5’ \wg)ﬁi_k?’ det, - (g)k2, @+ )\, 18 given by the product of the above two for-
2 k)
maulas.
3.4 Results on restriction of #,(D) to subgroups

In this subsection we consider the decomposition of H(D) under Gi. Let Vk_be an
irreducible Kj-module isomorphic to Py (p5 ). Then Hy(D) is decomposed under G as

®
HA(D)lg, =~ Z Heyn (D1, Vi)

keZ3 |
For each case, H(D) has the minimal K-type
Vi By ~ vV RV ~ v e v® (6 =su(3,3)),

IV NRE
X V@V (G = SO*(12)),
X (G = Er(_2s5)),

and H. (D1, Vi) has the minimal Ki-type

3)Vv _ .
Vx o (21 22, 2ks) (G1 =50%(6)),
V(3)\/ X V(3)\/ (Gl _ SO*(6) « SO*(6)),

\ A/2,+(k1,k2,k3) A/2,+(k1,k2,k3)
~e1 ~ OV (6)
X1 @k =gV XV
gkl T P+ [K| —(Ks ks ke k2 ki k)
~ 172V (6)
- VQ2 X VA5+(k1+k2,k‘1+k‘2,k1+k3,
k1+ks,ka+k3,ka+k3)

(G1 = SU(2,6)).
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To describe the intertwining operators, for A € C, k € Z3 | + Clg, f(z2) € Pk(p3 ), we
define a function FT(\ k; f;y1,22) on p; @ p3 by

FYOK; i1, 22)

1
= E : FT [f](yhxz)
1ez3 ()\ n d22_2 T (kl + ko, by + k3, k2 + ks))(l37l2,l1)7d2 ol
0<l1<k1—k2
0<l3<ka—ks3
0<ls

FL [y, 22)

3 1 1
IGZZ:S (A +hot+ky—gd+1), Ak +ks—5d+1), (A ki +ky — 3d +1)
0<i1<k1 —ko
0<lo<ko—ks3
0<l3

I3

(3.9)

Theorem 3.12. Let ReA > 1+2d, k € Z‘Lr.
(1) ([33, Theorems 5.7(5), 5.12]). Let Ki(w2) € (Pk(p3) ® Hom(Vi, C))5t. Then the

linear map

.7-";1{: Hena (D1, Vi) g, — Ha(D) gl g, 71

1 0
FlLu)@) = F' (A, e xz)f(:vl)

intertwines the (g1, K1)-action, where F' is as in (3.9).
(2) Let KY/(y2) € (Px(py) ® Vi)X1. Then the linear map
‘;Eik: HAD)|g, — Hein(D1, Vi),

Fah o) = (MK 57 ) £(2)

22=0
intertwines the Gi-action, where F¥ is as in (52).
(3) (|35, Corollary 6.7]). Suppose cx, ¢y, € Rsg satisfy, for v € Vi,
Kk (22)vl|Fmy = elolly, 0Kk (@2))Fo, = ciclvl, -
Then the operator norms of fi’k, ‘Fik are given by
G IF e = Al F oy = CH2 (1K),

where CH%2(\ k) is as in (33).

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

The differential operators ]:ik are meromorphically continued for all A € C, and give

él—intertwining operators
Fix: Oa(D)lg, — Oa(D1, Vi)

for all A € C except for poles. Then by Theorem B.51(3), for special A the following holds.
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Theorem 3.14 ([35, Corollary 6.8 (4)]). Let k € Z3,. For a = 1,2,...,ks, we fix a
(K1, Ki]-isomorphism Vi ~ Vi_q,, and assume that

Ky (y2) = dety- (y2) Ky, (12) € (Pi(py) ® Vi)™

holds. Then we have

fi—i—l—a,k = fi—l—l-{—a,k—g?, o det,- <(%> :
Out1-a(D)lg, — Ocy@r1-a)(D1, Vi) = Ocy(dv14a)(D1; Vi—ay)-
For A > d we have
Hen (D1, Vid) g, = dra(U(91))Pr(p3) C HA(D) g,

but this does not hold for smaller A in general. For such A, by Theorem [3.5](2) the following
holds. For i =1,2,3, A € $(i — 1) — Zx, let M}(\) C O\(D)z be the (g, K)-submodule
given in (2.I8]).
Theorem 3.15. Letk € Z% . Fori=1,2,3,

d\(U(g1))Pi(p3) C M (V)

holds if and only if

—(/{?1 + kz) — ZZO (Z = 1),
A€ % — min{kl,kg + kg} — ZZO (Z = 2),
d—kig—Zzo (i:3).

Here, “if” follows from the holomorphy in Theorem [B.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 B.5](2) and this is new except for k1 = ka = k3 or k3 = 0.

4 General rank case

In this section we treat p* = (p¥)7 @ (p¥) =7 = p? @péﬁ such that pT, péﬁ are both simple,
classical, of tube type, and rank p* = rank p;c, that is, we treat

(Ccn,c”,Cc") (n=n'+n", n" >3) (Case 1),
(1%, p1,p3) = { (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, (G?)o, (G°?)) = (G, G1,G>) are given by

(SOp(2,n),S00(2,n") x SO(n"),S0y(2,n") x SO(n')) (Case 1),
(G,G1,G2) = < (SU(r,1),SO*(2r), Sp(r,R)) (Case 2),
(SO*(4r),SO*(2r) x SO*(2r),U(r,r)) (Case 3)
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(up to covering). (r,d,ds,e1) are given as follows, and we define ¢ by the following.

(2n—2n —2,1,n" —2) (Casel, n' >2),
—-2,2,—1 1.n=1
(T7 da d?a €1, 6) = ( ) (Case o )7 (41)
(r,2,1, 2, 1) (Case 2),
(T7 4’ 2) 15 0) (Case 3)

Especially d = 2dy holds if 7 > 3. We fix a maximal tripotent e € pj C p*, regard
p; C p* as Jordan algebras with the unit element e, the Euclidean real forms n;r Cnt,
the symmetric cones Qp C €, and identify p™ ~ p~, p3 ~ p; via Q(e), Q(e).

4.1 Definition of some functions
L

In this subsection we define some functions on pi @ pE. First, for m € Z v fJ, let m? :=

(my,my, ma, ma,... s /2] T /2] (,0)) € 7', let
P(m,m)(cn/) (Case 1, n' > 3)
Pm) (P1i) = { Pam(C) (Case 1, n' = 1),
Pom (Alt(’l“, (C)) (Case 2),
Pm(Alt(r,C)) @ Pm(Alt(r,C)) (Case 3)

(where C? = CaC corresponds to the local isomorphism SOy (2,2) ~ SL(2,R)x SL(2,R)),
+ F JOE
and 0L 2 (21, y2), P T2 (21, 2) € Pim) (P) 2y @ P (pF )y, be the polynomials satisfying

e3(@|Py2)z1),+ — Z 7T dim CI)';}T’% (x1,Y2) Z CI)pl 7p2 (z1,v2),
czlr/2) (§(L§J - 1) + 1) ,d mezl/2]
i
where
C (Case 1), 1 (Case 1),
p:=M(|5].C) (Case 2), db :=dimPy(p) = dim(V(Lr/zJ)V)®2 (Case 2),
Alt(2|%5],C) (Case 3), dim V( Lr/2))V (Case 3).
Then for 1 € C we have
P
hot (w1, P(y2)z1) % = Z i T(M)m’ddm @‘E}T’pg (x1,72)
meZE:/QJ (E(LEJ - 1) + 1) d

_ (i)pfmi
= Z (,Uf)m,d m ($1,y2),

mezl /)

det,+ (z1 + z2)# = detyx (x2) Hhyx (21, P(mQ_Z )xl)_“/z
(

db *pF
= detys (z9)H Z . rﬂ)m,d m <1>‘r311l Pa (ml,mgl)
mEZ-L;fJ (§(L§J - 1) + 1)m,d
~ant o F
=detys(z2) " D (Wma®i P (21,257) (4.2)
mEZ_L’_T_fJ

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

det,+ (.%'1 + 1‘2) = detng (.%'Q)hn+ (.%'17P(x2_1)x1)1/2

/2] .
= etz (22) Y (~1) (Lr/2j>q>p1 RN

= j (L;,0(r/2)—5)

— . - .
where k; 1= (k,...,k), and comparing the homogeneous terms of degree 2L§J with respect
to x1, we have

det,+ (1) (r: even),

)2 et (20)@% P (2,25 1) =
(1) ety (22) lwl(m zy) ((z1)t|22) s (r: odd),

where x — ¥ is the adjugate in p* = ntC. That is, for x, € pf, Y2 € P, , we have

PT,PE(x ) = (—1)”2detn+($1)detn2—(y2) (r: even),
Lo VP COl2 (@) @n))e G odd).

More generally, for k € Z>o we have

(I)pf,p;

vy

+ - —1)kr/2 det k det _ k : ’
(z1,42) = 1™ (21, y0)" = {E ) eto+ (21)" det, - (y2)"  (r: even)

/2] — )R ()8 (y2)F)E, (r: odd).

Next, for m € ZELTJ/?J, 1€ (Z>0)"/?!, we define ¢+ (m,1) € Z" by

¢+ (m,1) = {(m1 + 1, my,ma + L2, ma, . My + Ly, My o) (r: even),
(ml + U, m1,mo +la,ma, . .. s /2] +lLr/2J7er/2JalW2]) (7“: Odd),

é_(m,1) = {(m1,m1 —ly,ma,ma —la, ..., My 2, My jp — 1) (r: even),
(ml,ml - l17m27m2 - 12, A ,er/2J7mU-/2J — ZLT/2J7 _l[r/2]) (7“: Odd).

Then for I € Z>o, f(y2) € Puo, ,)(p3), we have

~ ot O F
cI)';rll P2 (21, yz)f(yg) € @ 7)<m) (pi‘:)xl ® P¢+(m71)(pg:)y27
1e(Z )fr/ﬂ
\iozl

oot O F
O (1,2 f(ys ') € EB Pian) (971 @ Py () (8
1€(Zs)[7/21
i

where Py (m1)(#3), Po_mun(P3) = {0} if ¢ (m,1), ¢_(m,1) ¢ Z}, == {k € Z" | ky >
-+ > k,}. According to these decompositions, for 1 € (Z>g)"/?! with || = I, we define
the polynomials F;:l,l[f](xl,yg) and F;ll[f] (1,y2) by
oF < pE pF
Fyalf)(@,y9) -= Prof;i(m,l),w (‘I’fﬁ b2 (wlayZ)f(y2)> € Plany (11)e1r @ Py (m1) (P )y
T ~pT pF
Fo (@i y2) i=Proji 1y <<I>§,11 s (9017y2)f(y2_1)> € Plen) (P71 © P (1) (P -
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Then F$7l[f](x1,y2) # 0 holds only if

0§l1, Ogljgmj,l—mj (1<]

<%) (r: even),
0<l, 0<lj<mji-m; (1<j<|3

J), Oglwﬂ Sm\_r/zj, (T‘I Odd), (43)
and F [f](21,92) # 0 holds only if

0<l; <mj—mjn (1§j<§), 0 <1l (r: even),
0<lj<mj—mjrr (1<j<[3]), O<lpjp) Smpppzpy 0<lppym  (r:odd).

If r = 3, then these polynomials and FII WLl Fi 1[f] in the previous section are related as

FJ,(ZI,I2)[f] (1,92) = F(Tll—i—lg,O,O), (fl(x1,y2) = F(%,o,—ll—zg), FC)D@1,95 ")
(12,0,m—12) (m—12,0,l2)

€ P(m) (pit)l‘l ® ’P(m+l1,m,lz)(pg:)y2,

F,;,(hh)[f](iﬁ,yz) = F(T()70,_11_12)7 [f((-)_z)](xl,yQ) = F(¢11+l2,070)7 [f](xl,ygl)
(0,l1,m—11) (m—11,11,0)

€ P(m) (pit)l‘l ® ’P(m,mfll,flz)(p;:)yr

+
For general r, Fr;—:’l[f] (x1,y2) satisfies the following. For k € Z" | let d;f = dim Pk (p3),

and let Yo C p; be the Bergman—Shilov boundary of Dy := D N p; For z € pt, let
|Z|0o := inf{t > 0 | 'z € D} be the spectral norm of z.

Proposition 4.2. For m € ZELTfJ, 1€ (Zo)"21, 1] =1, f(y) € P, ,)(py) and for
1 € pf, Y2 = ge € py with g € Kic, we have

+ o+
d?2,d?,  \di
m27(1,0,_4)

(15 =D+ Vg

| Falf) (@1, m2)] < (I'g21100) ™ 1 (9O 22 (52

("g21lo)*™ 1 (g (D)l 22(0)-

Proof. Since f(x2) — Fr;l[f]($1,y2), flay") = Fy

L Ufl(z1,y2) are KT-equivariant, we
have

Fialfl@ny2) = Fy[f](21, ge) = Fii [ (9(-))(gz1, ),
Froalf)(@1,92) = Fig[f)(21, 9¢) = F [£ (g™ ()9, e),
and hence it suffices to prove when ys = e. Next, since the reproducing kernel of Py (p5 )
with respect to the L?(Xq)-inner product is given by Kj (y2, 22) := d‘g <I>£2_ (P(Z1/2%)y) =
dfg @;E(P(yzl/g)@), where <I>]1:; (x9) = leﬂKL AE (kxq) dk (see [9, Proposition XII.2.4]),
we have
’Frﬁﬂf](xlae)’ = ‘(Frﬁﬂf](xh')7K;>i(m,1)('7€)>L2(22)|
<Nl 1@, M2 ) 1K, oy (s Ol 225

+
— IFE 1 e K oy (€06 = /42 oy I )1, -
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wpt o
Now since Fr:—Ll 1Lf1(z1,y2) is defined by the orthogonal projection of PhL P2 (z1,y2) f(y2) or
oot p
B0 (21, 2) f 431, we have
it o —

||F:rrl,][f]($la ‘)HLQ(EQ) < Hq)flll P2 (xlayQ)f(y2)HL2(22)7y2 < “(I)f’}l P2 (xly ')HLoo(EQ)HfHLQ(Eg)a

- < ||§Pi P2 —1 < ||§P1 P2

|| m,][f](xla ')HL2(22) > H m ($1,y2)f(y2 )HLQ(EQ),ZBQ > H m (xl")HLoo(22)HfHL2(22)'

In addition, let 3; C pf be the Bergman—Shilov boundary of Dy := DN pf. Then we
have

~pt - ~pt - ~pt o=
19572 (21, )| ooy S sup PR (2, 92)| = (J21]oo) ™™ sup [ €5 (2], 42)].
|$,1|oo§|$1|oo $,1€ZI
Y26EX2 Y26E32

oot o
Also, since b1 "2 (2, y2) is defined by using the roots of t["/2 bt (=12, P(yo)x})'/?, and
these roots have absolute values 1 when | € X1, ya € X, by [9, Theorem XII.1.1] we
have

B[ D8 (a1, 9) | _ d
G5 -+, G5 =1 +1) 0,

)

(i)pf,p; / . I ey >
‘m (9617y2)|— (7 € X1, 2 € 2)-

We also have

+ + ot
dgbi(m,l) = dim P¢i(m,l) (p;) < dirﬂ(Pm2 (P;) ® P(l,Qrfl)(pgz)) = difpdl(aigril)-

Combining these, we get the desired formulas. O

The following proposition gives some examples of Frjfl (@1, 92)-

Proposition 4.3. Let m € Z'/% 1€ (Z50)"/2, 1] = 1.
(1) Suppose r is even. For k € Z>o, f(y2) € Puo, ,)(Py), we have

1

Fnji+kr/2,1[f](xl,y2) pETE—— ) dFil[f](ﬂfhw) dety+ (1)" det, - (y2)",

where m¥ = (M, /9], ..., m1).

(2) Suppose r is odd, and let wy € p3 be of rank 1. Then for k,l,m € Zxq with m < k,1
we have

l
Fﬁtmy(l_mglrmwm) [(‘|w2)n2+] (x1,92)
(=1)™ det,s (y2)*
(_k)E[r/zyd(_k —l4+m- %2(7“ -1 )mm!
mindh ) (—k);(—1);(yg ' [(20)8) (yalwa) 7 ((21)F[wa)?
2 2 2

(—k=l+2m—R(r-1)+1)._ (j—m)

X

j=m
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(3) Suppose r is odd, and let wy € p3 be of rank 1. Then for k,l,m € Zsq with m < k,1
we have

l
FELT/QP(QLT/%_l,m,l,m) [('\w2)n2+](9€1,y2)
(=K, ppa(—k=1+m—%) m! S (<k=l+2m—%+1)._ (j—m)

J—m

x (yy ! \(wl)ﬁ)ﬁgj(yr;] !w2)f;+j((yz_1 (1))t (g2 ' ) s — (P(yZ)fl(xl)ﬁ\wz)n;)j-

(4) Suppose r > 3. Let m € Z_[:f]A, l € Z>o, m1 <1, and put m, ;5 := 0 for even r.
We define I(m) € (Zs0)"/?1 by

I(m) = (I —m1,m1 —ma,ma — M3, ..., M[j21-2 = M[r/2]-1, M[r/2]-1);
so that
¢+(m7 l(m)) _ (lamlamlam2am2,' .. )mr/271’mr/271?0) (T: 6’0671),
(l,ml,ml,mg,mg,... ,m(r/ﬂ,l,m(r/ﬂ,l) (T: Odd)

=(l,m?) €7 .

Let €' € nd be a primitive idempotent, let pT(e')o =: p*" be as in (22), let p] Np*”
=:p!", py Npt" = p3”, and for x € p* let 2" € p*"' be the orthogonal projection.
Then we have

_ _l d - -l»//7 — 1 B
det(22) Py [ (o, 2Ty =~ qer (a0 (at, a)~1).
2 ) ( 2 (_l _ i)md 2
Proof. (1) Follows from
+ g k +
~ - + —
(bpl Po T , — m Lo /2 P1 7p2 T ,
w00 = Ty ), (o
Do /2
dﬁ + = + .=
= 7d(r = DR P2 (21, y2) B2 (21, 90)"
EEEnESy
2\2 m+ﬁr/2,d
d(r
5(5—1)+1 . _
(2 (2 ) ) d  zpt, ¥,
== m, (I)fﬁ Pa (x1’y2)®zi/§2 (w1,yz)k
(5(E-1)+ 1)m+kr/2,d
(=DM ey Pt b k
= Pm " (21,y2) P71 72 (71,92
Chom)g ™ 08I0, (1)
1

= HhL P2 (21, y2) detys (z1)" det,_— (y2)".
Choml)yam Trp)det "

(2) Since r is odd, 21 € p] is not invertible, and (x1)* € pJ is at most of rank 1. By
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Example 4] and Proposition 25](1) we have

R [(fws)! ] (1, 32) = Pr (B 7 (21, 32) (ol )
ko) (1=m0 o) w2 0t T1,Y2 OJ(kJrl Mk, _5m)y2 \ " k|5 9 T1, Y2)\y2|w2 nf
(_1)k|_7"/2J g k I

= det +(y2) PrOJ ((y |($1)ﬁ) + (y2|wa) +)

d I—m,0 k 2

(E(L%J — 1) + 1)ELT/2J7d n; (I=m,0,_5,m—k),y2 n; n;

k
detn2+(y2) (=)™
dy

N (_k)ELT/QJ d (_k —l+m- (T ))
min{kl} (—k);(—1);(y5 1 (x1)H)*; s (y2!w2) ((wl)ﬁ!wz)

n

8 (—k—l+2m—d;(r—1)+1) (G —m)!

j=m

(3) By Example [4] and Proposition 2.5(2) we have

+ —_
[Clwn)l (o) = Proffe (@ (1) (5 o))

FAT/2J7(Q[T/2J717m7l_m) LAPYeY
(—1)kbr/2] k.. P2 "y k(11 A
= det +(y2)" Proj§ ((yy "1 (@)D)Es (T |wa)l 1)
d(|r 0,_o,—m,m—k—l), 2 2
BT )+ D Mt it
det, ¢ (y2)" (—1)m minf’} (_k)j(—Z)j
( )k[ /2J7 (_ —l+m—— mm' j:m (—k:—l+2m— +1)] m(']_ )'

x (yy ! !(xl)ﬁ)ﬁf( s ! |wa)! ]((yz T(@0)) 0 (05w = (Ply2) ™ (1) w2) 2 ).

(4) Let pg (¢')2 = Ce’ =: pJ’, and let Px, C KT be a maximal parabolic subgroup

stabilizing P(p{”) C P(p) and P(p5”") C P(p3). First, we have

(et (2)! flay 1)) > detyg (w2) By [ (21, 257))

€ Homp, (P, _,,0)(P2 ) Plan) (1) @ P~ am.1am)v (P3)

~ Homg, (P, ,)(P2) @ Pimy (1) Pm2)(p2))
and this space is 1-dimensional by the Pieri rule for Cases 2, 3. KEspecially, since
det, - (z9) (x5 " ]e")! = = det, (zh)! € Pu._,.0) (p3) is relatively invariant under the para-
bolic subgroup PKI, detng (x2)1F+ l(m [( ]e) ](ml’% ) € 7)<m> (pf) ® Plr—(l,mQ)V (p;) is
also relatively invariant under Pk, w1th the weight same with detn2+ (zo) (x5 1€ )fl y =

detn;u («f )l, and such function is unique up to constant multiple. Hence
! ! —1 R -
detng(aﬂg) F£71(m) [("el)ng](xhxz )= cdet@n(mg) o P2 (2, ()T

holds for some ¢ € C. To determine ¢, it is enough to consider the case xq3 = zf € pt”.
ot o
Then since B8 2 (2, y5) = ‘1>p1 e ( !,y5) holds, by Lemma [Z4](4) we have

; _ ! ~p-9-//,p—//
Fnt](m) [("e/)n;] (x,1/7 Ty 1)‘352 =ahtal = PrOJ( ((y2’e/)n2+q)rr11 2 (mllla yg)) | yy 1 =ah+al
p+/@p+// ]J'H@]J'H/
l
= e )
( )m2,d2
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and hence we get
d2

(Dm0,
(_l B %)m,d(_l B %l)m,d

_ (_l)m,d
N (_l - %)m,d. .

_ ( l)m2 ,do
( [ )mQ,dg

[f1(x1,y2), for | € Z>o, p,v € C and for f(z2) € P, )(pzi), we define a

Using Fil
function Flh_(,’j ; f3z) by

+<Z;f;x> —detz@) ™ Y Y Folfl@nas)

mezl/2 1e(Z) /7
=l

( d
(V)md(y N 72 N (_7"/2_1’ l))m*H(Qr/Lvl)’d (7“' eVeH)

e
(h=% = O p-1:D) 140, 1 0 (4.4)

_dy — L -1)-
(V)m,d(’/ 22)m71’,d(y 7(r—1) l)lfl“m (r: odd),

d
(- %)mfl/,d('u - 72(7” -1)- Z)Hrrm
l1r/2)) so that 1= (1,1}, /57) holds, and we define a

where, when 7 is odd, let 1 := (Iy,...,

function Fliﬁ(z s x) b

Flf_<:;f;x> —dete (@)™ Y Y Fhfena)

mezl" (2 1e(Z50) /2]
=l

(V + (l O]'r/2'|71))m+17(l0[r/2} 1)d (V B %)m,d (4 5)
(AUJ_ 5 (l 0[7"/2] 1))m+1 (l(]“/21 1),d

where we identify m € ZW ! and (m,0) € ZEL/rﬂ when r is odd. Then as a function of p,

+(u,f, ) has poles at

T\ .| JEZ, )
(2 1) J ‘ i —l} (r: even),
jEeZ, dy dfr -\ | JjELZ, ‘

. }U{ + 1 j I<j<0 (r: odd)

(we note that d = 2dy holds if r is odd), and Fl%_(z;f; x) has poles at

d ez P (dy d ez
_2_< .] 9 _2 (s A J ’ .
,uE{Q ]‘jzl}ug{Q—i—Q(z 1) j'jzo} (r: even),

) /2]
dy . |jez, dy d,. | jiez,
eels a2 U{g 003 50)
do d r . jEZ, .
U{2+2<’72-‘_1>_3'0_j<l} (r: odd)



for generic v € C. On the other hand, if v = —k € —Z>( then Fh_(’f;f;x) becomes
a finite sum and is a polynomial in z, and if v = —k € —Z>; then Fl{(*f;f;m) also
becomes a polynomial. For these cases, all poles satisfying p < %2 — k become removable,
and we use the same notations Fli + ( _Mk 0 f; x), Flt ( _Mk 0 f; x) to express these polynomials
also for p at such removable singularities. If r = 3, then since d = 2ds holds, Flii ( _f i f; :c)

and F¥(\ k; f;2) in the previous section are related as

—k
F\L()‘a (klyk2a k?)?fdet§37x> = F]ill_k;%_y <_)\ _ 2k22—|—d + 17fax>a

) (=T qegkz . ) b —ky s
F <)‘7 (k27k27k3)7f(() )detn2+7x> Fk27k377 <_)\ _ 2k2 +d+ 17f7x>'

Proposition 4.4. Suppose u € C is not a pole of Flii(ﬂf,x) Then Flii(fl,fw)

1

converges if xo = ge for some g € Kic and |97 x1]0o < 1 holds. Especially, this converges

for x = (x1,22) € Q.

Proof. By Proposition we have

(l9™ " 2 1]o0) ™ L (GO 22 ()

(lg™ " w1loo) ™ ILF (g™ Oll22 ()

and we have

T 2 -1
dfﬁZ = dimpm2(p;') < dimPQ‘m‘(ng) = ( ] + n21 ),
no —
: ) ) i1
@B, = dim P (§) < it Pl (F) = (‘m‘;_”l )
where ng := dimpy, 7 := dimp. Then the convergence for |g7171|s < 1 follows from

standard argument. Especially when = = (x1,x2) € , we have
0 < detys (2) = det .« () hys (1, P(22) 1) = detys (w2)hs (P )ar, Play %)),

and hence P(wQ_Z/Q)ml € DN Q, that is, |P(w2_1/2)x1|oo < 1 holds. Thus Flii(,'j;f;x)
converges for x € Q. O

These Fl% 4 ( E x) has the following property.
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Proposition 4.5. For p,v € C, k,l € Z>o, f(z2) € Py 71)(]35:), we have

9 : s Vo, kr 1 I/—l—]{:‘ .
det+ 63:2 Fl7+ /"f’x :(—1) (V_(Qrfl’l))ET#bFl,-i- i ’f’x

" d d +k
= ()Y, ) 0 (” - 32> (V - 72(7“ -1) - l) B, (V ;f;x>,
krpyo1-1.d k K
9 * | v kr 1 v+ k
det, + <8—x2> e <M; f;:v> =(-D"(v+ (Z’er))kr,tbFl,—( s >

T d v+k
- (—1)/’C (v+ (l,Q[r/21_1))EW2]7d<u — ;) Fl¢< ) ;f;x).

Eprjapd

Proof. First, the numerator of each term of Fli i(Z; I x) satisfies

(v = (0,—1,0))¢ 0, 1,0).da

m7d<’/ -5 — (02 1,l)> (r: even),
(

m—1+(0, )5 _.0).d

v— )m y <V—%(r—1) z> (r: odd),

=2

m,d

d
¥+ (0r—1)) s mn-.0,_1)de = ¥+ (L0211 ) me1-(10;, jo1 1) d (V - ;) :
m,d

Then since Ff | [f](21,52) € P(p) ® Py (m,p(pz ) holds, by Lemma 23] we have

o \"* o -
det,+ <5x2> (¥ = (01 D)o (mt) (0, _y 1) detyt (22) ™ Frpy [f) (1, 257)

= (-1 (+o—(m, 1)k, 0, (V= (0, 1.D) g ()40, 1).da det, - (w2) " Fp [, 25 7")
= (=D = (O 1, 1) 6_ (ml)+k, +(0,_,.0),ds det,+ (w2) ™ F o (1,25 )
= (=" (v = (0,1, 1))k, s

X (V+k—=(0,_1:1)_ (m1)+(0,_,.0).do detn;(xz)f"*kF;,l[f](wla9651),

k

det, s <a%2> W+ (1.0,-1)) g (mD)— (10, _)o etygy (2) ™ F y[)(21, 25 7)
= (DY W+ 6 (M D), (v + (1,01 (m) -0, o Aty (22) ™ F L [f] (21,257
= (=DM v+ (1,0,21)) oy (md) 1, — (10, ). ety (22) T EL[fl(@1, 257
= (=D W+ (1,0,-1))k, .ds

X (k4 (00 1))ps mb) -0, ).ds detys (£2) 77 FER (a5

Hence the 1st and 3rd equalities follow from the definition of Fli jE( R :c) The 2nd and
4th equalities are easy. U
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4.2 Results on weighted Bergman inner products

For A€ C, k,l € Z>q, we set

()\—Fk‘—%T’—F%Q‘F(l,grﬂfl))@r/wd ( )
r:even),
(A)(2k+l7%r/271£r/2)7d
d,d d|r dlr d;
Crit (k1) = ¢ (A= 5 [5] +max{2h b+ 1}) gy M+ R =55+ F), 4
(N) @2k, o) min{2h b4}y g)sd
(r: odd),
(4.6)
and when k£ > [ we set
d d
()‘ +k—gr+ %)(ET/Q_l,kfl),d ( )
r: even
(A 2k 2%k—1Lk k—1),d ’
CH (N k1) = Hr /2 1R 0 /21 T (4.7)
A Ak =915+ B+ (*k=10,2))) 14 k—1).d
LTI Sl (r: odd).

(A)(%LT/QJ 7E[r/2j k—1),d
If 7 =3, then since d = 2d; holds, Cg,’f()\, k,1) and C%92(\ k) in (B.3) are related as

Cd’dQ ()‘7 (kla k27 kQ)) = C?C,l:jl? ()‘7 k27 kl - k2)7
CH2 (N, (ky, ko, ks)) = C§P (N, ko, kg — ks).

Also, for general r we have

A+k=4[51+ ), . 4
O3 (0 b, 0) = G (0 ,0) = (0, k) = L
’ ()‘)(%Lr/zj Ky y21)d

Now, for det, + (z2)F f(x2) € P(kJrl,Er_l)(p;)’ the following holds.
Theorem 4.6. Let k.l € Z>q, f(x2) € P(l,QT_l)(p;).

(1) For ReA > 2% — 1 we have

<detn2+ (m2)kf(x2)’ o(@l2)p+ >

_ o> | ko
)\7$_Cr7+ (A7k7l)F1l7+<_A_2kj+%7f7z>

(2) As functions of A,

k (z]z) .
()‘)(Qk-i-l,%r/g,l,Er/g),d<detn; (562) f(x2)a € L >)\7$ (T . even),

(N (@k+1,2k )y min{2k et} ko, ),d<detn2+ (22)" f (22), Pt > (r: odd)

A,z

are holomorphically continued for all A € C, and give non-zero polynomials in z € p*+

for all A € C if f(xg) #0.
(3) For p,v € C we have



Especially if p = a — 2k and v = —k with a,k € Z>o, a < k, then P}¢+(Z;f;z) i
factorized as

1 =k .\ apl (a—k
e <a — 2k’ I Z) = detys (2)" 17, <a — 2k 1 Z>

Theorem F6l(1) and (3) for v = —k € Z>( case are already proved in [34], Theorem
6.3 (1)], and we can prove (3) for general v € C by using the Zariski denseness of —Z>q C C.
For Theorem [£6](2), their holomorphy for general 7, 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 &, # 0. Next, for det,+ (zo)* f(zy 1) € P(E,n_l,k‘fl)(p;_)a the following holds.

Theorem 4.7. Let k,l € Z>¢ with k > 1, and f(z2) € P(l&r,l)(p;)'
(1) For ReA > 22 — 1 we have

1l —k
<detn;(x2)kf(x21)’e( | >p+> = OB\ kD) F (—A—2k+ E;f;z).

A,z
(2) As functions of A,

k —1 x|z .
()‘)(2_161"/2_1,21671,5”2_1,kfl),d<detn;(m2) [z ),e( | )p+>k,w (r: even),

k —1 (z]Z) .
(A)(2_k\_7‘/2j 7ELT/2J,k71)7d<detn; (.%'2) f(xZ )7 € LA >)\7$ (T' Odd)

are holomorphically continued for all A € C, and give non-zero polynomials in z € p*+

for all A € C if f(z2) #0.
(3) For p,v € C we have

F_ (: fi Z> = dety+ (2)" "2 F}'_ (M ; Ui F; z>

FEspecially if p = a — 2k and v = —k with a,k € Z>o, a < k — 1, then Flt(z,f,z)

1s factorized as
| -k . _ apt [(a—F
The <a i f,z> = dety+(2)"Fy _ (a _ 2k:’f’ z).

The holomorphy in Theorem [£.7](2) is already proved in [35, Theorem 6.2], but the
other results are new except for [ = 0 (Example [£10) or r = 2 (Example [£.17]).

Remark 4.8. For + case, in [3}, Theorem 6.3 (1)] we proved

<detn2+ (xQ)kf(ﬂjQ), (@)t >

A,z

1 gz 9 \" .
e et (0 ety () et (0 e

= -1/

1 " 2 \" “A—2k+ 2
= dety (z) M T det s (= | F} v f.

(AN @k+1,26,_).d et (2) “nf (322> L+ <_)\ ok 4 %,f, z)

_ rp (CAkEE
= CP(\ K, 1) detys (2) TR (_)\ AT f. Z)

_ i | -k
_Cr,Jr (Aakal)}?lﬂL(_)\_Qk_i_%vfaz)-
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Similarly, for — case, by [35, Theorem 3.3 (1)] we have
<detn; (.%'Q)kf(.%'Q_Z )’ e(:v\E)WL >)\7m

dety+(z) A7 o\ \ _a _ 2
D et () detwe(@) F(dety (o) f (231, € >m(k_l>7m’
(4.8)

and combining with Proposition [{.3 and Theorem [ (1), (3), we have
(detyg (@) oy ).t

(N +2(k —1),1,1 . k=l .
=0 ( ( LD dety+ (2) "M det_+ 9 dety+ (2)M2E0—%
(Mage—) ,a 2 \ 0z

. -l g
XE,(-)\_Qk+H’f7Z>

A2k —1-2|] + & kel
= ( L J )l[r/ﬂ_hd det,+ (Z)_M_% det + <i>
(N 2ky, o7 (2Kl 2k—20).d 2 \ 0z

L [(—A— 2/€+l+;
XFl,—( Aoy i

- Cﬁl’ib (A’ k’ l) detn+ (Z)_A—i_%Flif <_)f\— 2]{]:{3_:_717 fﬂ )

_ > | kL
_CT‘,— ()\,k,l)F}7_<_>\_2k+%7f,Z>

First we prove Theorem [7(1). By [35, Theorem 6.1] with k = (k,_1,k—1), k41 = 0,

when d = 2dy we have
<detn; (xQ)kf(wgl ) e >>\,x HQT ’ Hzlha/niix{l,cﬂrlfr} ()‘ —fla- 1))ki+ka+1_i

detﬂg(@)k (257) HQT ! Hzl—a/nzlx{l,aJrlfr} (A—ga— 1))ki+ka+2_i
T - G- 1)y T L7 (= §la = 1)y,
= T O = fa = 1)y =1 (A= la = 1)y, T2 (A = fla = 1)y,
o H (A -gla—1)),, leaﬁJﬂ YA =g —1),,
aor (A= fa-1), (A= fa-1),,, Hz[i{fj—?)—r (A= 9(a—1))y,
d(a-1)), , ¥ 1

IRy | I

% 2k—1
A o=y, Al o
1 Hg;i—l,even ()‘ B %(a’ - 1) + 2k — l)l

I e =G =1D)y Thisrieaa( = fla=1)y
(A= Fa= 1)+ k) 15 2 (A= $a=1) +k),_,

o0 §e-1), Lo (- fe-D),
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O R PR Oy e Y
(N @k, 1 26—Lk, jy_y —0).d - (N 2k, 1y 1 2hL o1t r: even),
I RS (G R C e N )
(A)(%Lr/zj ’ELT/QJ Jk—1),d
= Brh-slal+ 3+ (k- l’QWQJ))(lﬁtr/zmvk—l)vd (r: odd)
B (A)(%Lr/u ko) k=1),d " oad);

and again by [35, Theorem 6.1] this also holds for r = 2, d # 2ds case. Therefore, to
prove (1), it is enough to prove that <detn2+ (xg)kf(xgl),e(x‘z)ﬁ >)\m is proportional to

Fl{ ( _A:QIZJFQ 0 fs z), and by the F-method, enough to prove

<de‘5n2+ (z2)" f(a3 ") Eﬂ(fxilhg i [ Z)> € Homg, (P, j—0)(03 ), Solpp+) ((Ba)1)),
(4.9)

where (By):1 is the orthogonal projection of By = B’;f: P(pt) — P(p') @ pT given in
[@24) (with the identification p~ ~ p* = n*C) onto p;.

Proposition 4.9. Let u,v € C, | € Z>g, f(x2) € P(l,Qr,l)(p;)-

(1) For z = z1 + 20 € Q, as € Qo with z1 + a GQandforRe,u>l+2%—1,
Rev > [+ =2 — 1, we have

1 % (p—(0,_1,1)) —(y2]22) + _
Ey V; ;z)z : L / e "2 det VTR
bt <,u d (2my/=T)m2 12 (v =1(0,_1,10)) Jas o (v2)

X (/ e(mm)“? dety+ (21 + z2) H f(z2) dm2>dy2.
(12-}—\/—_111;

Similarly, for Re u > %2 + 2% —1, Rev > "2 — 1, we have

1 d2(y — 42 [ 0,_ —(y2]#
B (i512) = G g ) [0 g gyt
' H (27T _1)n2 FT2(V+ (Z’Qrfl)) Q2 2

X (/ e(mlm)%+ det + (xg)_d?2 detys (21 + @2) HHe2 f (a5 1) dﬂ:g)dyg.
a2+\/—71“3_ 2

(2) Suppose p € C is not a pole of Flii(,'j;f;z). Then for g € ch we have

(% 100+ = dengtoor v, (4 1:00).

Lo(Vopt =10y .| — vipb (V. .
ﬂ,_<ﬂaf(g ())’Z> _detn;(ge) ﬂ,_<ﬂafagz>-
3) FF Wi fi2) satisfies the differential equation

L+\n

12
(B*,LL+21/+%)1F}¢::|: (M; Ve Z) =0.
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For F’l¢+(z;f;z), this proposition is a repost of [34, Proposition 6.4], and we only
prove this for Flt(z;f; z).

Proof. (1) By (42) and the definition of F:rrl,l[f](xl, Y2), we have
detys (21 + @2) % f(wy 1) = detys (2) T P hye (21, Plag 1) z0) THHRI2 f ()

ot o
= det,+ (9)HTd2 Z (1 — d2)m,d@fﬁ P2 (G ag ) fag!)
mEZH_fJ

= det, () 2N 3T (= dp)mali, (1,75 ),

mezl"(2 16(Z>0) /2]
1=l

and hence by Lemma we get

1 rd2(p— %2 4 (1,0, ~(y2lz
r (5 5 T ( 2r 1)) / e (y2l 2)]1; detn+(y2)yi‘u+d72
(27T —1)n2 T 2(1/ + (l 07,. 1)) Qo 2

x (/ (x2|y2)n+ det +($2)_d72 detn+(21 —|—562)_M+d2f(5621)d$2>dy2
az2+v n2
1 d2(y— %2 4+ (1,0, 2

- — (5 2+ 00, 1))/ ¢ PP Gt +(y2)"_“+d72
(27T _1)n PT‘Q(V + (Z,Qr_l)) Qo
x d

X </ e( 2M2), 1 det + (xg)_“+?2 Z(,u — dQ)m,dFr';,l[f](zl,xQ_])dx2>dy2

az++v/—1ng 2

m,l

L (=% + (L0, 1) [ ~Gela)s yor2 x (B = d2)maF i, [f](21,2)
_ - e 2 det nf (y2)V ™ Z & - dys
2w+ 1,0,1)  Jo, 2 (p— %2+ ¢4 (m,1))

1 / —(y2]22), Z (1 —d2)m.d det, + (yQ)V*%F$7l[f](21’ yo)
- © ’ Y2
FgQ (V + (lagr—l)) Q2 m,l (lu - d_22 + (laQrfl))¢+(m,1)7(l7g1ﬁ_1)7d2
1 —(y2l22) + det, + (92)V_72F,:1,1[f](21,y2)
Tk ¢ & Z s dys
Iy (V + (laQrfl)) Q2 m,l (,U -5+ (l7Q’—T/Q]_1))m+1—(179“/2171)7d
_ Z Td2(y+ ¢ (m,1)  dety(22) " F (21,2 7)
- d
TR+ (100) (=% + (L0r/2-1))mir- oy, 1)

Z 1/+ (1,0, 1))¢>+(ml) (1,0, 1),d2

m,d - ~1
_ Z = det,+ (22) VL [f1(21,25 )
i = F G021 mnor, b |

1%

(2) Since Fif([f](z1,2, ) satisfies

m,l

det,s (20) ™ F 1 [f](21, 25 1)
M — a2 —|— (l Oﬁ“/ﬂ 1))m+l—(l Orr /21— 1),d k |

(v+ lo[r/z] 1)) m1- (L0721 —1)vd a(v—%)

Faalf (g7 Oz, 23 1) = B[ f] (921, (922) ™),
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we get the desired formula.
(3) As in the proof of [34, Proposition 6.4], we can show that

_ d
(B—M+2u+ﬂ)1/ e (valia)ug det + (m)lﬁlﬁ?2 (/ e
" Qs 2 a2+\/j1n;

—ptda —L2
X dety+ (21 + x2) detng(m) 3 f(xg ) dxs |dys

= [ detn+<y2>”“*d22</ e
Qo 2 a2+ 7111;

d
x detyr (21 4 29) HT2 (B papn ) det, + (w2) " % flzg ) d$2> dys.

(22 \yz)n;

Hence it is enough to prove (By)1 det, - (z9)~%/2f(x51) = 0. In the following we write
(z1,m2) = (¢, X), let {E,} C pd be a basis with the dual basis {EY} C p3, and let %,
a% denote the directional derivatives along F, and EY. Then we have

2
(B)\)1d€tn2+( ) d2/2f ZP aXaaX detn;(X)fdz/Qf(Xfl)

— _ZP JE3)C et (X) d2/2<<%(Ea|XJ)HEF(EMXI)%*

d2 0

ESIPLX) By ) FOXT) = (Bl X ) 52 F X+ e 1))
= ety 00 (Lo i+ 2 S PUEY, POO B 105
+%;P<E5,X1><;<wa> By iy (X )
o2 f

+%ZﬁP(EX,EE)C<Z(E,Y|P(X—I)Ea)n;(E5|P( ") Eg)s W(X—z)

)

# Y EIPE PR BB ke (1) ) )

ot (2P0 e Y P PO )G 1)

d _ _ of
+§;P<P<X> B X Gy (X

82 f

5 D PUPOO™ By, PO B (X7

0
g P PO PO B G e (X).

Then at the 5th term, since >, P(EY, P(X~1, P(X)™1E,)E,)( does not depend on the

choice of { E, } and {EY}, we may replace these with {P(X!/2)E/} and {P(X~1/2)E!} by
using an orthonormal basis {E/,} C nj. Then by using the equality X~ = P(X~1/%)E,
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where E € nj is the unit element, and P(P(X)Y, P(X)Z) = P(X)P(Y, Z)P(X), we have
ZP EY,P(X~ 1, P(X)'E,)E,)¢

= ZP B, P(P(XTP)E, P(XT2)EL)E,)C

= ZP “UR)P(EL, P(E, EL)P(X T2 E) P(X1/%)¢

= P(X~ /%) (P(EL) Do (P(X™'/?)E,, E) 4+ Dy (B, P(X /%) E,) P(EL)) P(X/*)¢

«

= P (G0 (P )E, ) -

EDw (B P18 | PO
=~ P(XH) P(P(X) By, E)P(X V) = ~dyP(P(X) ™ By, XN

where at the 3nd equality we have used [7, Part V, Proposition 1.2.1 (J2.3)], at the 4th
equality > P(E,)n = —d2—277 follows from direct computation with an explicit basis, and
at the 5th equality we have used D,+(Y,FE) = D,+(E,Y) = P(Y,E). Similarly, at the
2nd term we have

ZP Ey, P(X) ™ Ea)¢ = ZP ~1/2) BV p(X~1/2)E,)C
—1/2 ZP El El ]/Q)C:_d2P(X71/2)2C:_d2P(X)71<
Therefore we get
(Ba)1 det,s (X) ™22 f(X)
—do /2 d% -1 d% -1 -1
= oty ()2 (P00 1= 2P0 )
d _ _ of o _
+ 5 PP X g ()

oYy

0% f

5 2 PUPOO™ By, PO ™ B (X7

-2 Y PP X <X—1>)
Y v
0% f

1 )2/ 1
= g ot (X)) PR B PO G

(x).

Now, let pt = 0, <i<j<r p;; be the simultaneous Peirce decomposition given in Section 2.4]
with respect to a Jordan frame {ei,...,e.} C nd Cnt. If f(V) = (Y1)l € Puo._»®3),
then since pj; Npf = {0}, for n € p;” we have
*f -2
%:P(E”’E‘S)naYvaYv( ) =1l =1)P(E1, By)n(Yu) = =0,

and by the Ki-equivariance, ) s P(E,, E(g)?]%(}/) = O holds for all f € P 1)(p;).
Y 5 =r—
Hence we get (B))1 detn;(xg)*d2/2f(x2_1) = 0 for all f € P(IQT_I)(p;), and also get
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(B_M+2y+%)1ﬂ{/_(z;f;z) = 0 for Rep > %2 + 2% — 1, Rev > %2 — 1. Then by ana-
lytic continuation, this holds for all u, v € C except for poles. O

Especially, when p = —X\ — 2k + 2, v = —k with k € Z>o, k > I, we have ([49), and
this proves Theorem [7(1). Next we prove Theorems [L6l(2) and [£.71(2).

Proof of Theorem[.6](2). Let pn:= =X\ —=2k+% = —A—2k+1+ %l(r —1). We recall from
the proof of [34, Corollary 6.6 (1)] that, by Theorem [£.6](1), for f(z2) € P(l,Qr,l)(p;)’ for
even r we have

(A)(2k+l’%’"/2—l7Er/2)7d<detn; (I'Q)kf(I'Q)’ e(l“z)p+ >
= 4, 4 2 L (ko
_<)\+k T +(laQr/21)>k Fl7+<,u’f’z>

Ryr /25

A,z

. d
— (—1)k /2 <,U, _ 52 — (Qr/2717 l)) detn;(zz)k
Er/de

d
(—F)m,a(—k = F = (0,21, l))m71+(9,n/2_1,l) d

DYDY ] CFo ez,

_ a2
meZhTfJ IE(ZZO)“/Q] (M 2 (Qr/Q—l’ l))m—l-f-(gr/%l,l),d
[1|=!

(4.10)

and for odd r we have

k (@1%)
(A)(2k+l,2_kp~/2j—1,min{2k,k+l}7ﬁp/2j),d<detn;(x2) flag), e >M

d d d _
- (A——FJerax{?k,kJrl}) <A+k——H+—2> Fh( k;f;z>
212 min{k,l} 212 2 E|yj2)d ’ n

- d d
= et (- 2) (i Reon-1)  detyg (et
kiy/2)d min{k,l} 2

(=k)m,a(—k— %)m—y,d(_k ~F(r-1)-1)
(1 — d2_2)m—1',d(:“ - d72 r—1)—1)

I —1
LLE 1z, 2 ).
=17 /21

DI

(4.11)

These are holomorphically continued for all u € C. Moreover, all non-zero F[f](21,25 ")
are linearly independent, and when r is even, the coefficient of (@10 for

- —1 TP ps —1
FET/Q,(QT/Q_IJ)[JC](ZMZz ):(I)ET/Q (21,2, ") f(22)

is independent of p and non-zero. Hence ([@I0) is non-zero for all u € C when f(z3) # 0.
Similarly, when r is odd, the coefficients of ([II) for (m,1) = (k|, /5, (0,/.1)) and
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(m,1) = (k|, 2], (Q|;/2)—1, min{k, I}, max{l — k,0})),

(M N %)Ev/% (’u B _(T o 1) l)min{k,l} _ do . ]
(n—2) (n—%(r—-1)-1),, _E(T_ ) -1 ’
27k (v y21 =014 2)00 2 - min{k,l}

(-~ _)kl /205 d(M —F(r—1) - l)min{k,l}

d d
(- TQ)ELT/QJ—(QLT/QJ_l,min{k,l}),d (h=%0—-1) - l)lfmax{lfk,O}

= <,u - @(r —2) + max{0,k — l})
2 min{k,l}

do not vanish simultaneously, and if f(z9) = (m2|w2) for some wy € p; of rank 1, then
2

by Proposition €3](3) we have

- —1 - —1
FELT/QJ’(QLT/QJ ) [f1(21,257) # 0, FELT/QJ7(QL7~/2J717min{kvl}7max{l_k70})I:f](ZI, zo ) #0.

By the KT-equivariance these hold for all non-zero f(z3) € P(ler_l)(p; ). Hence (411 is
non-zero for all p € C if f(z2) # 0. O

Proof of Theorem[4.7(2). Again let p := —X\ =2k + 2% = -\ =2k +1+ %(r —1). By
Theorem [7](1), for even r we have

(A)(%r/Q—th*lvEr/Q—l7k7l)7d<detn; (mQ)kf(xz_l )’ e(x‘z)wk >

()\—i—k—gr—FdZ) Ff(—k;f;z)
4 2 (Er/2—17k_l)vd 7 M

_ d
_ (_1)kr/2 l(ﬂ — ?2 + (Z7Qr/21)> detn; (Zg)k

(kLo 1).d
x> )

d
(_k + (l 0’—7-/21 1))m+l (l Ol'r/g],l)vd(_k - 72)m7dF+ [f](Zl Z—])
m,l 172 )
meZLT/QJ 16(Zs0)"/?] (n=F+( Ofr /21~ 1))m+1—(l,9rr/2w71)7d
=l

Az

(4.12)

and for odd r we have

k —1 (z|z)
(A)(2_k\_7‘/2j 7ELT/2J,k71)7d<detn; (.%'2) f(xZ )7 € et >)\,m

d d —k
(lvkLr/ijhk_l)vd M

, d
= (—1)k/ (M - 52 + (Z7QL7«/2J)> detn;(zg)k

(k=LE| /2y —1:0),d
DD

d
(_k‘ + (l 0’}/2] 1))m+1 (t, O(T/z]—l),d(_k - 72)m,dF+ [f](zl 2_1)
m,l 172
mezl(? 16(Z50) /2] (“ -3+ Opr /21— 1))m+1_(l79|'r/2‘\71)7d
1=t

(4.13)

These are holomorphically continued for all ;1 € C. Moreover, all non-zero F.\ [f](21,25 ")
are linearly independent. When r is even, the coefficient of (ZI2]) for (m, l) ((Byj2—1
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k —1),(0,/2-1,1)) is independent of p and non-zero, and when r is odd, the coefficient
of (@I3) for (m,1) = (k,/2): Q) /2], 1)) is independent of p and non-zero. Moreover, if
f(z2) = (zo]e ) for some primitive idempotent ¢’ € nj, then for even r, by Proposition

13(1), (4) and Example [£.J] we have

detn;(22) (k /2— lvk l)( r/2— 17l) [( |6) ](21’22 1)

1 - ! : .
T (k= Lk )i, detys (21)" " detyg (22)' L o) 0, 0 0 [CleDs] (z27)
—k -l —1d
(=R Dt raa g o) ety (07 (2, ()1

l21

(R g k=, 5 ) (=1 =)

I G TSRS
- (—k)&/%dd tot (21)° " ((2))7] ) ” £ 0,

and for odd r, by Proposition [£.3](2) we have
(1)) )

— (=D (=k) (=), VRTEN
T MR R

:—(_k)l 2| (z0))* (21 |e!
(_k)(ELr/zyl),d( 2/(21)) " ((21)°] ) o 70,

lr/2717d

det,_+ (z0)FFF
“g( 2) kiry2)5(0pry2p0t)

and by the K ic—equivariance,

Flky o k1.0, L1122 ) 70 (r: even),
+ _ '
FELT/2J7(QL1~/2J J)[f](zl’ 2 ) #0 (7«_ Odd)

hold for all non-zero f(z3) € 73(17Qr_1)(p;). Hence (£I3) is non-zero for all u € C if
F(23) 0. o

Proof of Theorem[{7(3). Combining Theorem [7I(1) and ([@X), for ReA > 2% —1, k,l €
Z>p, k > 1| we have

d,da k-1
d,dz J —k Cr,— ()‘+2(k_l),lal) PR 0
k, 1) F, i fiz2] = det r det
=k l"<—>\—2k+%’f’z> (Nak—1) a ) et g
__n -l
X detn+(z)>\+2(k ) TFl%f <_)\ _op 4 1 f;z),

that is,

—k det - )"
Fl%, (_)\ ok s f; z) = a df ot (2) det + (3—>
T (A —ir+35+ (k1. b — l))ﬁrvcb ’ .

_N_n -1
X ety (2) 2603 (—A— ok + n;f;z>'
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Then this is meromorphically continued for all A € C, and if A = I —a = %(r —1)+1—a,
a=1,2,...,k — 1, then the left hand side of

det (z)*aFi < -k f z) ! det < 0 )kl
+ _ s fiz) = o=
n L=\a— 2k (d—;(r— 1) +1_a+(kr—1’k_l))ﬁwd2 "2 \ Oz

—1
x det,+ (z)Q(kfl)faFl%_ (a _ ok f; Z>

becomes a polynomial (note that do = d/2 or r = 2 hold). Hence Fli_(a:gk; ;2) is

divisible by det,+(z)*. Also, by Bx_, dety+ (2)* = dety+ (2)*Bzy, (see the proof of [9,
Proposition XV.2.4]), we have

—a —k —a —k
(Bztq)1 dety+(2) Flf— <a _op f;z> = det,+(2) (B%_G)lFli’_ (a _op f;z> =0,
and hence
—ag(— —a —k
(detn; (z)F f(z3 By detn;(z) Fli_ (a _ o) f; z>>
€ Hompe (Phoa _ k1-a)(P3 ) SOlp(yt) (Brya)1))
—a . — a—k
~ (C<detn2+ (mQ)k f(x 1) — Fl{ (a _ 2k;f; z>>

holds. Then comparing the values at z; = 0, for a,k € Z>¢ with a <k — 1, we get
| =k .\ apl (a—k .
o ( ko ) — detys (=) F}- ( T ) (4.14)

(see [35, Theorem 6.6] for more general case). Now we want to prove this for general
(a,k) € C2. We recall that the left hand side of (£I4) is given by

d
R (RUNTR T SR gt SIS ST, 1
L\g_op/i?) = d
o mez!{? 16(Z50) /7] (a-2k-%+ (l’Q“m*1))m+1—(179w2w—1)vd
1=t

X detn;(zg)kFIjl’][f](zl,z;]). (4.15)

Similarly, by (£2), the right hand side is computed as

a a—k . f.
ety ()50 gy i)

_ oy > (@ =k + (021110200 = K = B) g

d;
a—2k— 22 [,0
m’ezl/? 1’6(2;0)“/2] ( 7+ ’_Wﬂ_1))m'+1'—(179rr/2w71)7d
=t

X detn;(ZQ)kiaFI—;/’ll [f](z1, zz_l)detn; (22)%hos (21, P25 1))/

_ Z Z ((Z —k+ (l’Q[r/ﬂ71))m’+1/*(179[,~/2}_1)7d(a — k- d%)m/,d
- d
m'€z7(? VE(Z50)I™/?] (a =2k -3+ (l’Q“‘/ﬂ_1))m’+1'—(179|'r/2'\71)7d

V=t

- =py by -
X detn;(ZQ)kFrfl/,l/ ) Y (—a)mra®ll? (21,257).

Lr/2]
m” ez
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Then we have

~pF o

(f = Ff y[f1(z1,92) B0 (21, 10))

€ HomKalc (P(l,QT_l)(pz_), P<m/>(pf) ® 'P¢+(m/,1/)(]32_) ® 'P<m//>(]3f) @ Pryrr2 (Pz_))

c EB fan Hom see (P, (P2 ) Pi(pi) @ Prr (b)),

klezr
|k|=|(m )HI( )l e A2
S et ('S (! |k'|=|¢4 (m".1')|+|m"?|
k‘]Z {( >J7< >J} k;Zmax{(b_,_(m/,l’)j,(mm)j}
where k € Zg_r_/flJ (Case 1 (n' # 2), Case 2) or k € (Z_L:fJ) (Case 1 (n' = 2), Case 3). Now
since Hom e (Puo._ ) (2), Pu(pi) ® Pu(py)) # {0} implies (k, k') = ((m), ¢4 (m,1)) for
some (m,1) € ZELTfJ X (Z0)["/? satisfying [1| = | and ([@3J)), we set

— - + —
Fm’,lﬂm’ﬂm,l[f] (Zl, y2) = P]I’Oj'(;2 (m,1),y2 (F+/ B [f](zly y2)q)‘:rll/;p2 (Z17 y2))
€ Pim) (0721 ® Py (m,1) (P2 o

so that
Fnt’,l’[f](zl’yz)(bnll” (zl,yg) Z Z Fm'7l’,m//,m,1[f](217y2)'
meZLr/2J le(Zzo)“m

jml=l'| jm W=t
m; >max{m/,m/} mj+l;>ml 4l

Then the right hand side of ([£I4]) becomes
Aoty (2)"F}- (“‘ i 52)

= detys ()" Y > > Y, (mra

GZLT/QJ 1€(Z>0)[7"/2W 2 //GZLT/QJ 1’€(Z>0)W/21
[V|=l \m'|+\m“\ |m| [V]=t

m],m"<m m’ +l’ <mj;+l;

d
(a—k+ (l,Q[r/z]fl))m’+1’*(179rr/2%1)7 (a—k—3) m’,d

. 2k — % 1 (1,0
(a — 2k —F +( ’—f7"/2]—1))m’-l-l’—(l,Q(r/z]fl)vd

Fm’,l’,m”,m,l[f](zh z2_1 )-

(4.16)

If a,k € Z>p, a < k — 1, then in (4I5) only m; + [; < k terms remain, and both in
(415) and (@I6]), all denominators in the terms with mj 4+ 13 < k are non-zero. Hence for
m1 + l; <k, by comparing the both formulas we get

do

(—k+ (l’Q]’r/2'|71))m+lf(l,gh/2],1),d(_k 2

)md

CFLf (21, 257)
7 m,l 172
(a — 2k — ?2 + (luQ[T‘/Q1—1))m+l—(l,grr/2“71)7d

- Z Z (—a)m” d

m' ezl [* Ve(Zo)?]
| +{m”|=|m| V=
mmy<my GG <M+l

(a —k+ (l7Q[T‘/Q.l—1))m,+1,—(l79|'r/2‘\71)7d(a — k= d2_2)m’,d

(@ =2k = G+ (1.0rr/21-1)) s v—(107, 1.

Fm/,l/,m”,m,l[f](zl’ 251 )
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Then since {(a,k) € (Z>0)* | k > a+ 1,k > my +1;} C C? is Zariski dense, this holds
for all (a,k) € C? without the assumption m; + I3 < k, and hence (&I4) holds for all
(a,k) € C2. This completes the proof of Theorem 7(3). O

Example 4.10. Suppose [ =0, f(z2) =1 € P, 0 (pd). Then we have

- - - =pi.py -
Fm,gwg] [1](21, 2 1) = F;,QWQ] [1](21, 2 1) =Pm " (21, 2 1)’

da
v . Wmd (V= F) ma =p* oo _
F(ii (M; 1; z) = detn;—(ZQ) Z m.d Gh1 P (21,25 1).

d
meZE:fJ (,U - TQ)m,d

Especially, for k € Z>p, Re X > 27" — 1, we have

T|Z —k
<detn;(:v2)k,e( | )p+> = Cf,{’f()\, k:,O)F&i (_)\ _ o 4 0 1;z>

)

_dfr d2 d
B A +k—5[5] +5 )EWQJ,d dot . (—k)m,a(—k — 72)m,d i)pltp; 71
= ()\) (¢ n;r(ZQ) Z \ ok o s m (21,22 )
(2K, j2) k11 y21)d mez-{r_{ﬂ (_ —2k+ 5 - 7)m7d
In addition, Theorems[{.0(3), [{-7(3) are equivalent to
d
(V)ma(v - 72)m,d P —1
Z ( - d_2) m (21722 )
mez!"[* H7 2 md
(= )ma(h =V = F) = o s
_ hn+ (Zl,P(ZQ)_lzl)(M_ZV)/z Z - m, q)fﬁ Pa (217251)-
(,U,— ?)m,d

mezl{?)

Example 4.11. Suppose r = 2. We fiz a Jordan frame {¢',e"} C n3, and consider
f(z2) = (z2]e) s or f(y2) = (y2|e”)f1+. Then we have
2

+
gy

— _ 1 det +(21) m
AV 1N o n N/
Ein [Cle )“JJ(ZI’ZQ )= m! < detn+(22)> (2l
_ 1 detyr (21)\™ _

l 1 1 1

o [('|6”)n2+](zl’22 )= m! <_det:+(22) (2 1 g
- V)m(V—l—d—Q) dety+ (21)\™
F\L V, . AV . — d t —v ( 2 )m . n IN|
I+ (M’( [3 )n;,2> ety+ (22) mgzo (- 1—%) m Tt () (za]€) ;.

. vyv—1—% dety(z1)
— d t v F 9 2. _ n AV
ety+(22) "2 1( p - detyr () (22e )n2+,

[e.e]

do m
LoV oml . _ —v (V+l)m(y_ 7)m _detn+(21) N/
Fi- <M’( e )"3’Z> = detns (277 ) (n+1-%),m \ dety(22) (2271

m=0

e +lv—%  dety(21)
= det vl g (VTR YT e et AL e
ety (22) 7" 2 1( pl— B detys (z2) (22]e )n;
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FEspecially, for k € Z%——H Re A > 27" — 1, we have
+ _

<A;2 (x2)7 e($|z)p+ >

Ax

<($2‘e/)i§r—k2 detn; (1’2)k2, e($|5)p+ >>\ ) — <(1’2_1 ’el/)llgr—/m detn; (1.2)161 , e($|5)p+>

A,z
d,d —k _
:C2,+2(>\;k2)k31_k2)F];L1k27+<_)\_2k22+%;(-|6/)ié_ kQ;Z)
—k _
= Oy (N k1, ki — ko) F} LR,
27_( s V1, V] 2) k1—ko,— _)\_2k1+%7(‘e )n; V2
(A+ by — d52), F( kg, —hy — 2 '_detn+(21)>An§r(Z)
N stodmrd - \A =kt — ko + 952 4 U detys (20) ) K

Example 4.12. Suppose r >3, —v =k =1¢€ Z>o, f(y2) € P(l,Qr,l)(p;) Then since

(—l+ (lvQ[r/ﬂ71))m+17(l,gw/21_1),dFr-1‘r17l[f](z17 7 ")

= ((Oa;%/214))m+1—(l,gwﬂ_1),dFrJ1r1,1[f](Zla 251) 70

implies m1 + 11 =1 and ¢4 (m,1) € Z7, that is,
my <, mp 21 =0 (for even r),
1= l(m) = (l — mi, M1 —mg, My — M3,

My j2]—2 = M /2] =1, Mr/2]—1)s
so that ¢4 (m,1(m)) = (I, m?), m +1(m) = (I,m), we have

Lo,
R (L)

((O’jr 7))m m)— —l—d—2m
= det, s (22)’ > /21—t 1(m)— (L0r, 7). ( %)

d _
CES 121, 257)
d m,l(m » 2
(,U -3+ (l7Q’—T‘/Q-lfl))m+l(m)_(l7g(’r/2~|71)7d ()

[r/2]-1
meZ, |

_J]_4d _J_ do
IR WE

2
mGZLTJ(2-‘71 (M - %)

m,d —
F:L](m) [f](zl’ 29 ! ),
m,d

and hence for Re A > 27" — 1 we have

— x|z —l
<det,12+ (22) f23 1), CIEIM >)\7$ = Cg"_i2()\,l, l)Fl%_ <_)\ gy £ z)
A+1-22] +2)

T
2

Lrrjo1-1.d

(A)(Q_l[r/zw —1ljry2))d

X detn+ (22)1 Z (_l _ %Zm’d(_l _ d%)n;;d F;:l 1(m) [f](zla 251)
3 el (-A=204+5(r—-2)+1-%) ’

m,d

Especially, we fix a primitive idempotent €’ € nd and let p3 (') =: p3”, pT(e')o N pT
wy
Py

be as in (Z2). If f(y2) = (y2|€’)!

+
Ny

so that detn;r (z0) (25 !) = detn;r// (z8)!, then by
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Proposition [{.3 (4) we have

<d€tn§t// (.%'g)l, emz)ﬁ >>\’x
d d
Orimds ),
(A)(Q_lw/ﬂ—plp/zj),d

X detn;u(zg)l Z

/21-1

d,d —l
= C?",7—2()‘7 lJ)ﬂ%_ (_)\ — 92l + no (’el)fgh Z)

d
(—D)m,a(—1 — 72)m,d = pi " py " —1
p] o q) (2’1,(2’2) )
(FA=2+5(r-2)+1-%)

meZ“

This fits with Example [7.10 applied for p3".

4.3 Results on restriction of H,(D) to subgroups

In this subsection we consider the decomposition of H(D) under Gi. Let Vi _be an
irreducible Kj-module isomorphic to Pk (ps ). Then Hy(D) is decomposed under G as

®
Ha(D)lg, ~ Y Hen (D1, Vi)
keZl,,

For each case, H (D) has the minimal K-type

Ca VO[Z]L/V2 (G = 500(2,n)),
r r r)V r
X v VO = YRV~ YRV (@ = SUGn),
v (G = SO*(4r)),

and H. (D1, Vi) has the minimal Ki-type

X1 @ i
(C_(rihy k) B vo[L ]/VQJ ([IZ”];%OWWI) (G1 = SOy(2,1') x SO(n"), n' > 3),
C—(rthrk2) B C (g ) BV }kmow/% ) (G1=500(2,n) x SO(n"), n' =2),
~ 4 Coaonbitie) BV g 1) (Gy = SOu(2,1') x SO("), n' = 1),
Vi (G1 = SO*<2r>>,
VA(/% AN /; i (G1 = SO*(2r) x SO*(2r))

(note that SOy(2,2) ~ SL(2,R) x SL(2,R), SOy(2,1) ~ SL(2,R) hold up to covering).
In this section we only deal with the cases k = (k + l,k,_;) or k = (k,_;,k — ). Let
Vi=Vqyp,_,), and let VY be its contragredient. Then we have

Hea (D1, Viggik, ) = Heyon2e) (D1, VI), Hea (D1, Vig, k) = Hey a2y (D1, V).

To describe the intertwining operators, for 4 € C, [ € Z>¢ and for f(z3) € P(l,QT_J(p;r)’
we define a function FlTJr(; ; f;yl,mg) on p; @ p; by

- Flf(y1, 2)
0 . f. - m,l ’
A (prme)= ¥ Y e
mez!"[? 1€(Z50)("/?) n=3 P=Lr/21 =1 ) m (1,0, 9 1) d
1=t

. (4.17)
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where 0 is given in (4]]), and define a function FZT_ ( ws [y, xQ) onp; @ p; by

Bl (;;f;yhxz)

F , T
Z Z 5 m’l[f](yl 2 (r: even),

mezl7 /2 16(Z50) /7] (n=2- (QW2J—1’l))mfu(gw_l,l),d
1=t
= _ 4.18
Z Z Fm,l[f](ylam?) ( )
é
o e B D aln = 1= 1= 4G - D),
\ 1=t

where for odd r let I := (I1,...,1/2))-
Theorem 4.13. Let Re A > 27" —1, k,l € Z>y.

(1) ([33, Theorems 5.7(3), 5.17(2), 5.19(1)]). Let K;(z2) € (Puo,_,)(p3) ® Hom(V},
C))X1. Then the linear map

}-I,mﬂtz H€1(>\+2k)(D1’ W)fﬁ - H)‘(D)f(’(mf(ﬂ’

- 1 0
0 ._ kgt R
(Pl ) i ety (o)l (| 7y 252 ) )

intertwines the (g1, K1)-action, where FZT+ is as in ({.17).
(2) ([34, Theorem 8.5]). Let K (y2) € (Pao,_,)(py) @ Vi)K1. Then the linear map
fikl-ﬁ-: HAD)lg, — Hey(rraw) (D1, V1),

— 0
Fped o = By gy ikl )1

xo=0
intertwines the Gy-action, where Fli+ is as in ({.4).
(3) ([34), Theorem 8.5]). Suppose cj .+, czl + € C satisfy, forveV,
|| det, +(9€2) K (w2)v HFx = crat|vl3;,
Hdetn;(.%'g) (v, K) (73) HFM c%7l7+\v\%/l.

Then the operator norms of ]:Ik L ]:ik 14+ are gien by

d,d
Ckl-i-HfIkl-i-HOP - Ckvlﬂ-”]:ikl-i—uop - Cr,+2()" k1),
where Cg’_‘iQ()\, k,l) is as in ({4.0).
Theorem 4.14. Let ReX > 22 — 1, k,l € Zx with k > 1.

(1) ([33, Theorems 5.7(4), 5.19 (1), 7.2]). Let KY (y2) € (P, _,)(p3 )@Hom(V}¥,C))*
Then the linear map

Fla Heynazny (D1, V) g, — HaA(D

(Pl D) = ety (o) F]_ (s

)itl (1. 7%0)

1 0
5_8—1’ $2> f(z1)
intertwines the (g1, K1)-action, where FZT_ is as in (4.13).
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(2) Let Ki(z2) € (73(179“1)(]3;) ® V;Y)K1. Then the linear map

’F;\L,k;,l,— : H)\(D)‘él — H€1()\+2k) (D17 ‘/lv)7

—k 0
(‘Fi,k,l,ff)(xl) = Flff <_)\ — 2%k + %;K;/§ %)Jc(w)

22=0
intertwines the él—action, where Fl%_ is as in ([4.9).
(3) (|35, Corollary 6.7]). Suppose cj ., C}C/’l,i € Ry satisfy, forve VY,
Hdetng (9162)’l<“‘I{lv(9162_1)v”iw2 = Ck,l,—’”’%/lw
et (w2)" (0, Kalry D|[7,., = elaloly-
Then the operator norms of .7-";,6717_, ]:ik,l,— are given by
ot Mg N3 = eI F g log = CRE OB D),
where 03’52()\, k1) is as in (4.7).
The differential operators .Fik"l’ 4 are meromorphically continued for all A € C, and
give Gi-intertwining operators
Frpis: OaD)lg, — Ociaiany(D1, VD), Fi gy _: Ox(D)g, — Oy rgaiy (D1, V1Y)

for all A € C except for poles. Then by Theorems[L.6](3), 4.7 (3), for special A the following
holds.

Theorem 4.15 ([34, Theorem 8.9 (1)], [35, Corollary 6.8 (4)]). Let k,l € Z>o. For a =
1,2,...,k we have

| _ AW
‘F%—a,k,l,—i- = f%—i—a,k—a,l,—l— o dety - (%) : O%—a(D)‘él - Oel(%fa+2k)(D1’ V).

Similarly, when k > 1, fora=1,2,...,k — 1 we have

a a
féfa,k,l,f = }—ém,kw,l,f o dety- <8_x> : O%—G(D)|€:1 - O&l(%—a-ﬁ-?k)(Dl’V}v)'

For A > % — 1 we have
He, a2k (D1, Vi) g, = dra(U(81))Plisik, ) (03 ) € HA(D)

Hey a2y (D1, Vi) g, = dra(U(01)) P, k—1y(P3 ) € HA(D)
but this does not hold for smaller A in general. For such A, by Theorems[.6l(2), L.7(2), the

following holds. For i = 1,2,...,7, A € $(i —1) — Zx0, let M?()\) be the (g, K)-submodule
given in (ZI8).
Theorem 4.16. (1) Let k,l € Z>o. Fori=1,2,...,r,
drAU(91)) Pk, ) (03) C MP(N)
holds if and only if

§i—1) = 2k +1) = Zxg (1=1),

)\ e 4(i— 1) = 2k — Zxo (2<i<|r/2]),
4(i — 1) — min{2k,k + 1} — Z>o (r: odd, i = [r/2]),
4(i—1)—k—Zxg ([r/2]1+1<i<r)
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(2) Let k,l € Z>o with k> 1. Fori=1,2,...,r,

dra(U(91)) Pk, _, k—1)(p3) C MF(N)

holds if and only if

4(i—1) — 2k — Zxo (I<i<[r/2]-1),
\ e %(z’—l)—(Qk:—l)—ZZO (r: even, i =r/2),
d .
5(1—1)—/{)—220 (I_T'/QJ+1<Z<7“—1)
-1 —(k—1)—Zso (i=nr).

Here, “if” follows from the holomorphy in Theorems [4.6](2), [£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), [£7](2), and these are new except for r
even or kl = 0 for + case.
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