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Abstract

Minimal submanifolds constitute a central area within the realm of differential
geometry, due to their many applications in various branches of physics. An illus-
trative example is found in the behavior of soap films, which in striving to balance
pressure, naturally assume surfaces characterised by zero mean curvature.

In this thesis we will employ a recent result of S. Gudmundsson and T.J. Munn
to construct minimal submanifolds of the classical compact Riemannian symmetric
spaces using eigenfunctions. In some of those, we obtain families of compact
minimal submanifolds.

Chapter 1 serves as an introduction to our work. It is followed by four chapters
which aim to familiarise the reader with different aspects of the theoretical back-
ground. In Chapter 2 we will discuss some basic facts on harmonic morphisms.
We then proceed with Lie groups and Lie algebras in Chapter 3, with a special
focus on the classical matrix Lie groups. Further, we give a brief overview of Rie-
mannian symmetric spaces in Chapter 4. In Chapter 5 we take a closer look at
the above mentioned result of Gudmundsson and Munn, which we aim to employ.

In the following part we apply their theorem to ten different cases of symmetric
spaces. In Chapters 6-8, we look at the compact Lie groups

SO(n), SU(n), Sp(n).

In Chapters 7-12, we study the symmetric spaces

SU(n)/SO(n), Sp(n)/U(n), SO(2n)/U(n), SU(2n)/Sp(n),

respectively. In all those spaces we construct families of compact minimal sub-
manifolds.

In Chapters 13-15, we investigate minimal submanifolds of the real, complex
and quaternionic Grassmannians

SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n), U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n),

Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n).

In the Appendix we clarify our notation and prove some useful lemmas.

Throughout this work it has been my firm intention to give reference to the
stated results and credit to the work of others. All theorems, propositions, lemmas
and examples left unmarked are either assumed to be well known, or are the fruits
of my own efforts.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

In the three-dimensional Euclidean space, a surface is minimal if, given certain
constraints, it minimises the area. Due to the many applications in physics and
engineering, generations of mathematicians have studied minimal surfaces. Among
them, Lagrange characterised minimal surfaces with the Lagrange equation ([36],
1760). He showed that if a surface, locally parameterised by

z = z(x, y),

is minimal, it satisfies

(1 + z2y)zxx − 2zxzyzxy + (1 + z2x)zyy = 0.

Later, this was generalised to minimal submanifolds of other ambient spaces.

Definition 1.1. [15] Let (N, h) be a Riemannian manifold and M a submanifold
with the induced metric. Let {X1, . . . , Xm} be a local orthonormal frame for
the tangent bundle TM. The submanifold M is said to be minimal if its second
fundamental form

B : C∞(TM)⊗ C∞(TM) → C∞(NM)

is traceless, i.e.

traceB =
m
∑

k=1

B(Xk, Xk) = 0.

More than two hundred years after Lagrange, Eells and Sampson provided the
following result (1964).

Theorem 1.2. [5] A weakly conformal map from a Riemannian manifold of di-
mension two is harmonic if and only if its image is minimal at regular points.

This establishes an important connection to harmonic maps from Riemannian
manifolds. Recall that a C2-regular function f : U → R, where U ⊂ Rn, is
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harmonic if it satisfies the Laplace equation

∆f =
∂2f

∂x21
+ · · ·+ ∂2f

∂x2n
= 0.

A harmonic morphism φ :M → N on the other hand is a smooth mapping between
Riemannian manifolds such that for every harmonic function f : V → R defined on
an open subset V of N with φ−1(V ) nonempty, the composition f ◦ φ is harmonic
on φ−1(V ). In Chapter 1 we will give a more detailed introduction to harmonic
morphisms, mainly based on Baird and Wood’s classic textbook [5].

Chapter 2 serves as an introduction to Lie groups and Lie algebras. A particular
focus is put on matrix Lie groups, which will play an important role in this thesis.

In Chapter 3 we will define Riemannian symmetric spaces, which are the main
site of action of this thesis.

For C2-regular functions φ, ψ : M → C on a Riemannian manifold, we define
the Laplace-Beltrami operator τ by

τ(φ) = div∇φ,
and the conformality operator κ by

κ(φ, ψ) = g(∇φ,∇ψ).
We see that a harmonic morphism φ :M → C satisfies

τ(φ) = 0 and κ(φ, φ) = 0.

This motivates the definition of eigenfunctions. A function φ : M → C on a
Riemannian manifold (M, g) is an eigenfunction if there exist λ, µ ∈ C such that

τ(φ) = λ · φ and κ(φ, φ) = µ · φ2.

We will discuss eigenfunctions in more detail in Chapter 4. In their paper [19] from
2008, Gudmundsson and Sakovich constructed eigenfunctions on SO(n),SU(n),
and Sp(n). Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak found eigenfunctions on the Rieman-
nian symmetric spaces

SU(n)/SO(n), Sp(n)/U(n), SO(2n)/U(n) and SU(2n)/Sp(n)

in their work [22] from 2022. In their articles [12] and [13] from 2023, Ghandour and
Gudmundsson constructed eigenfunctions from the real, complex and quaternionic
Grassmannians.

As shown by Gudmundsson and Munn in their work [17] from 2023, eigenfunc-
tions can be used to construct minimal submanifolds:

Theorem 1.3. [17] Let φ : (M, g) → C be a complex-valued eigenfunction on a
Riemannian manifold, such that 0 ∈ φ(M) is a regular value for φ. Then the fibre
φ−1({0}) is a minimal submanifold of M of codimension two.
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The aim of this thesis is to apply the previous result to the ten classical families
of compact Riemannian symmetric spaces: the compact Lie groups

SO(n), SU(n), Sp(n),

the symmetric spaces

SU(n)/SO(n), Sp(n)/U(n), SO(2n)/U(n), SU(2n)/Sp(n),

and the real, complex and quaternionic Grassmannians

SO(m+n)/SO(m)×SO(n), U(m+n)/U(m)×U(n), Sp(m+n)/Sp(m)×Sp(n).

We have obtained the following results. On the symmetric spaces SU(n)/SO(n),
Sp(n)/U(n), SO(2n)/U(n) and SU(2n)/Sp(n) we have constructed families of
compact minimal submanifolds. In their paper [17], Gudmundsson and Munn have
given some easy examples of the application of Theorem 5.17 on the compact Lie
groups SO(n), SU(n) and Sp(n). We generalise those examples and construct
families of compact minimal submanifolds.

On the complex Grassmannians U(m + n)/U(m) × U(n), we were able to
construct new eigenfunctions. However, we also showed that none of the known
eigenfunctions on

SO(m+n)/SO(m)×SO(n), U(m+n)/U(m)×U(n), Sp(m+n)/Sp(m)×Sp(n)

are regular over 0 ∈ C.
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Figure 1.1: A catenoid, one of the first known non-trivial minimal surfaces. It is well known
that soap film spanning wire frames takes the shape of a minimal surface. Photo courtesy of
soapbubble.dk
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Chapter 2

Harmonic Morphisms

In this chapter we give an introduction to harmonic morphisms. We will start
off with some basic definitions the reader might be familiar with. We will define
the Laplace-Beltrami and conformality operators. This will lead us to some useful
results, for example by Fuglede and Ishihara (see Theorem 2.11). A standard
reference here is the textbook [5] by Baird and Wood. For further reading, we
recommend the frequently updated online Bibliography of Harmonic Morphisms
[14].

We begin with the definition of harmonic functions from Rn into R, which the
reader has probably seen before in a course on Complex Analysis.

Definition 2.1. [5] Let U be an open subset of Rn and consider a C2-regular
function f : U → R. Then f is harmonic if it satisfies the Laplace equation

∆f = div grad f = 0.

Explicitly, the Laplacian of f is given by

∆f =
∂2f

∂x21
+ · · ·+ ∂2f

∂x2n
.

Example 2.2. The real and the imaginary part of a holomorphic function are
both harmonic.

We now aim to generalise this notion to functions on Riemannian manifolds.
Recall the definition of the gradient of a real-valued function from a Riemannian
manifold.

Definition 2.3. [42] Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and φ : M → R

a continuously differentiable function on M. Then the gradient ∇φ of φ is the
unique vector field satisfying

〈∇φ,X〉 = dφ(X) = X(φ)

5



for all X ∈ C∞(TM). With respect to local coordinates,

∇φ =
∑

i,j

gi,j
∂φ

∂xi

∂

∂xj
.

We wish to extend the definition of the gradient to complex-valued functions.

Definition 2.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m.We extend
the metric g to a complex bilinear form on the complexification TCM of the tangent
bundle TM of M. Further, let φ : (M, g) → C be a complex-valued C2-regular
function on M. We may decompose φ into its real and complex part, i.e.

φ = u+ iv.

Then the gradient of φ is the smooth vector field given by

∇φ = ∇u+ i∇v.

In particular, if B is a local orthonormal frame of TM, then the gradient of φ is
the element of the complexified tangent bundle TCM given by

∇φ =
∑

X∈B
X(φ) ·X.

Definition 2.5. [5] Let X ∈ C∞(TCM) be a smooth vector field and ∇ denote
the Levi-Civita connection on (M, g). Then the divergence of X is given by

divX = trace∇X.

We are now ready to define the Laplace-Beltrami operator, which we will fre-
quently encounter throughout the thesis.

Definition 2.6. [5] Let φ : (M, g) → C be a C2-regular function defined on an
open set U ⊂M. The Laplace-Beltrami operator (alternatively: tension field) τ on
(M, g) is defined by

τ(φ) = div∇φ = trace∇φ.
With respect to local coordinates, τ is given by

τ(φ) =
m
∑

i,j=1

1
√

|g|
∂

∂xj

(

gij
√

|g| ∂φ
∂xi

)

.

We say that φ : (M, g) → R is harmonic if τ(φ) = 0.

This allows us to define the iterated Laplace-Beltrami operator and to introduce
p-harmonic functions.
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Definition 2.7. [23] Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. We recursively define
the iterated Laplace-Beltrami operator τ p for a non-negative integer p as follows:

τ 0(φ) = φ, τ p(φ) = τ(τ p−1(φ)).

A function φ : (M, g) → C is said to be

(i) p-harmonic if τ p(φ) = 0,

(ii) proper p-harmonic if τ p(φ) = 0, but τ p−1(φ) is not identically zero.

We now define harmonic morphisms.

Definition 2.8. [5] Let φ : M → N be a smooth mapping between Riemannian
manifolds. The mapping φ is called a harmonic morphism if for every harmonic
function f : V → R defined on an open subset V of N with φ−1(V ) nonempty, the
composition f ◦ φ is harmonic on φ−1(V ).

In other words, as explained by Baird and Wood in [5], a harmonic morphism
is a smooth map pulling back harmonic functions to harmonic functions.

We have the following composition rule for harmonic morphisms.

Proposition 2.9. [5] Let φ :M → N be a harmonic morphism with image dense
in N and let ψ : N → P be a smooth map to another Riemannian manifold. Then

(i) ψ is a harmonic map if and only if the composition ψ ◦φ is a harmonic map,

(ii) ψ is a harmonic morphism if and only if the composition ψ ◦φ is a harmonic
morphism.

Next, we will introduce the notion of horizontally weakly conformal maps. As
we will see in Theorem 2.11, this is closely linked to harmonic morphisms.

Definition 2.10. [5] Let φ : (Mm, g) → (Nn, h) be a smooth map between Rie-
mannian manifolds, and let x ∈M. The vertical and horizontal space of φ at x are
given by

Vx = ker dφx, Hx = V⊥
x .

Then φ is said to be horizontally weakly conformal or semiconformal at x if either

(i) dφx = 0, or

(ii) dφx is surjective and there is a number Λ(x) 6= 0 such that for all X, Y ∈ Hx

h(dφx(X), dφx(Y )) = Λ(x)g(X, Y ).

The map φ is called horizontally weakly conformal or semiconformal on M if it is
horizontally weakly conformal at every point x of M.

A different characterisation of harmonic morphisms is due to Fuglede and Ishi-
hara (1978 and 1979).
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Theorem 2.11. [5] A smooth map φ :M → N between Riemannian manifolds is
a harmonic morphism if and only if φ is both harmonic and horizontally weakly
conformal.

This motivates the definition of the conformality operator, which we will en-
counter frequently in the rest of this thesis.

Definition 2.12. Let φ, ψ : (Mm, g) → C be two complex-valued functions on a
Riemannian manifoldM. The conformality operator is the complex-valued bilinear
form given by

κ(φ, ψ) = g(∇φ,∇ψ).
Locally it satisfies

κ(φ, ψ) =

m
∑

i,j=1

gij
∂φ

∂xi

∂ψ

∂xj
.

Remark 2.13. A smooth map φ : (M, g) → C is horizontally conformal if and
only if

g(∇φ,∇φ) = 0.

If we decompose φ = u+ i · v into its real and imaginary parts, then

κ(φ, φ) = g(∇φ,∇φ) = |∇u|2 − |∇v|2 + 2i · g(∇u,∇v).

Thus, φ is horizontally conformal if ∇u and ∇v are orthogonal and of the same
length at every point p of M.

We will now state the well-known product rules for τ and κ.

Proposition 2.14. [21] The Laplace-Beltrami and conformality operators τ, κ sat-
isfy the following product rules.

τ(φ · ψ) = φ · τ(ψ) + 2 · κ(φ, ψ) + ψ · τ(φ),
κ(φ1 · φ2, ψ1 · ψ2) = φ1 · ψ1 · κ(φ2, ψ2) + φ1 · ψ2 · κ(φ2, ψ2)

+ φ2 · ψ1 · κ(φ1, ψ2) + φ2 · ψ2 · κ(φ1, ψ1),

for all smooth complex-valued functions φ, ψ, φ1, φ2, ψ1, ψ2 on a manifold M.

We will conclude this chapter with a recent result. For the reader who is not
familiar with symmetric spaces, we recommend to take a look at Chapter 4. In the
nineties, Gudmundsson conjectured the following about the existence of harmonic
morphisms from irreducible Riemannian symmetric spaces.

Conjecture 2.15. [24] Let (Mm, g) be an irreducible Riemannian symmetric space
of dimension m ≥ 2. For each point p ∈M, there exists a complex-valued harmonic
morphism φ : U → C defined on an open neighbourhood U of p. If the space (M, g)
is of non-compact type, then the domain U can be chosen to be the whole of M.
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We will explain in more detail what we mean by duality in Section 4.4. For
now, we point out that the irreducible Riemannian symmetric spaces come in pairs
of compact and non-compact spaces. Gudmundsson and Svensson have shown in
[24] that a harmonic morphism on a compact space induces a harmonic morphism
on the non-compact dual space, and vice-versa.

Gudmundsson and Svensson were able to prove the statement of Conjecture 2.15
in their papers [24],[25],[26] and [27] for all such spaces different from G2/SO(4)
and its non-compact dual.

Theorem 2.16. [28] Let (M, g) be an irreducible Riemannian symmetric space
which is neither G2/SO(4) nor its non-compact dual. ThenM carries local complex-
valued harmonic morphisms. If M is of non-compact type, then global solutions
exist.

In 2024, Burstall confirmed Conjecture 2.15.

Theorem 2.17. [7] LetM be a Riemannian symmetric space of non-compact type.
Then there is a non-constant, globally defined harmonic morphism from M to C.

By the duality principle, we note that there must also exist a harmonic mor-
phism defined locally on the compact G2/SO(4).

9
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Chapter 3

Lie Groups and Lie Algebras

This chapter summarises some important facts about Lie groups and Lie alge-
bras. We provide several examples and will state some basic properties. We will
then talk about representations of Lie groups and Lie algebras, including the ad-
joint representation. In the last section of this chapter, we introduce the classical
matrix Lie groups, as well as their Lie algebras.

The chapter is mainly based on the very accessible yet highly informative book
[2] by Arvanitoyeorgos. For further reading, we recommend the books [31] by Hall,
the classic textbook [32] by Helgason and [34] by Knapp.

3.1 Lie Groups

In this section we take a first look at Lie groups and Lie group homomorphisms.
We will give some concrete examples as well.

Definition 3.1. A smooth manifold G is called a Lie group if it is also a group
(G, ·), such that the group operation

· : G×G→ G, (x, y) 7→ x · y

and taking inverses

G→ G, x 7→ x−1

are smooth functions.

Remark 3.2. Alternatively, we may combine the two conditions given in Defi-
nition 3.1 into one condition. In particular, G is a Lie group if it is a smooth
manifold, a group and the map

G×G→ G, (x, y) 7→ xy−1

is smooth. This is used for example in Helgason’s book [32].
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We state some well-known examples. They appear in many introductory texts
on Lie groups, for example [2].

Example 3.3. For n ∈ N, the sets Rn,Cn,Hn with the standard vector addition
as group operation are Lie groups.

Example 3.4. Let G be a Lie group with the group operation · : G × G → G.
Then if H is both a submanifold and a subgroup of G, (H, ·) is also a Lie group.

Example 3.5. The sets R∗,C∗,H∗ are Lie groups with the usual multiplication.
Thus, the unit circle

S1 = {z | z ∈ C, |z| = 1} ⊂ C
∗

is also a Lie group. Similarly,

S3 = {z + jw | z, w ∈ C, |z|2 + |w|2 = 1} ⊂ H
∗

is a Lie group.

Next, we turn our attention to some important maps on Lie groups.

Definition 3.6. [2] Let G be a Lie group and a ∈ G. The the left and right
translations are the maps

La : G→ G, La(g) = ag

Ra : G→ G, Ra(g) = ga

respectively.

Definition 3.7. [38] Let G and H be Lie groups. A map φ : G → H is a Lie
group homomorphism if φ is both a group homomorphism and a diffeomorphism.

Example 3.8. [38] We have seen in Example 3.3 that R is a Lie group under
addition, and in Example 3.5 that R∗ is a Lie group under multiplication. Then
the map

exp : (R,+) → (R∗, ·), x 7→ exp(x)

is smooth with inverse log : R+ → R. Further, the exponential map is a Lie group
homomorphism since

exp(x+ y) = exp(x) · exp(y).

Proposition 3.9. Let G be a Lie group and x ∈ G. Then the map

Ix : G→ G, g 7→ xgx−1

is an automorphism. We will call it the inner automorphism.

12



Proof. The map Ix is a homomorphism since

Ix(gh) = xghx−1 = xgx−1xhx−1 = Ix(g)Ix(h).

Further, it is clear that
Ix = Rx−1 ◦ Lx.

For any x ∈ G, the maps Lx, Rx are smooth by definition of a Lie group. Since
there exists an inverse x−1 of x in G, the inverse maps Lx−1 , Rx−1 are smooth too.
Consequently, the left and right translations are diffeomorphisms, and so is the
composition Ix.

3.2 Lie Algebras

In this section we review Lie algebras. Most importantly, we recall that the
left-invariant vector fields of a Lie group together with the so-called Lie bracket
form a Lie algebra.

Definition 3.10. Let the field F be either R or C. A Lie algebra is a vector space
g over F, equipped with a bracket operation

[·, ·] : g× g → g, (X, Y ) 7→ [X, Y ],

satisfying the following properties for all X, Y, Z ∈ g, and all a, b ∈ F :

(i) bilinearity:
[aX + bY, Z] = a[X,Z] + b[Y, Z],

[Z, aX + bY ] = a[Z,X ] + b[Z, Y.]

(ii) antisymmetry:
[X, Y ] = −[Y,X ].

(iii) the Jacobi identity:

[X, [Y, Z]] + [Y, [Z,X ]] + [Z, [X, Y ]] = 0.

Example 3.11. [2] The vector space R3 together with the standard cross product
× is a Lie algebra.

We will now define the Lie bracket for vector fields on a manifold. As we will
see, this yields a Lie algebra.

Definition 3.12. [15] Let M be a differentiable manifold. Then the Lie bracket

[·, ·] : C∞(TM)× C∞(TM) 7→ C∞(TM),

is given by
[X, Y ]p(f) = Xp(Y (f))− Yp(X(f)),

for f ∈ C∞(M), p ∈ M.

13



Theorem 3.13. [15] LetM be a smooth manifold. Then the vector space C∞(TM)
of smooth vector fields on M together with the Lie bracket [·, ·] is a Lie algebra.

We now introduce a special subset of vector fields on a Lie group.

Definition 3.14. [2] A vector field X on a Lie group G is left invariant if for all
a ∈ G,

X ◦ La = dLa(X).

More explicitly, for all a, g ∈ G,

Xag = (dLa)g(Xg).

Remark 3.15. Left-invariant vector fields are entirely determined by their value
at the origin e, which is evident from the following identity.

Xa = (dLa)e(Xe)

Definition 3.16. [32] Let b be a vector subspace of a Lie algebra a. Then b is a
subalgebra of a if

[b, b] ⊂ b

and an ideal if
[b, a] ⊂ b.

If b is an ideal, then the factor space a/b is a Lie algebra with the bracket operation
inherited from a.

It can be shown that the left invariant vector fields of a Lie group G form a
subalgebra of C∞(TG).

Theorem 3.17. [15] Let G be a Lie group. Then the set of left invariant vector
fields g together with the Lie bracket forms a Lie algebra.

The following shows that the Lie algebra g of a Lie group G is isomorphic to
the tangent space of G at the neutral element. As a consequence, g and G have
the same dimension.

Proposition 3.18. [2] The function X 7→ Xe defines a linear isomorphism be-
tween the vector spaces g and TeG.

Proof. The function clearly is linear. It is injective since Xe = 0 implies Xg =
dLg(Xe) = 0 for all g ∈ G. Finally, the function is surjective. For any v ∈ TeG
define the vector field Xv by Xv

g = (dLg)e(v) for all g ∈ G. Then Xv is left-
invariant and by construction and Xv

e = v.

Definition 3.19. [32] Let a, b be two Lie algebras over the same field F of char-
acteristic zero, and σ : a → b a linear mapping. Then σ is called a homomorphism
if

σ([X, Y ]) = [σX, σY ]

for all X, Y ∈ a. If ker σ = {0}, then σ is called an isomorphism.
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Theorem 3.20. [32] Let G be a Lie group. If K is a Lie subgroup of G, then the
Lie algebra k of K is a Lie subalgebra of the Lie algebra g of G. Each subalgebra
of g is the Lie algebra of exactly one connected Lie subgroup of G.

3.3 Matrix Lie Groups

We now introduce matrix Lie groups, which we will reencounter in the later
chapters. This sections follows the approach Hall takes in his book [31]. We
first consider matrix Lie groups as closed subgroups of the complex general linear
group GLn(C), as stated in Definition 3.23. We then show that any such matrix
Lie group is a Lie group in the sense of Definition 3.1. This can also be shown
in concrete cases using the Implicit Function Theorem. In the remainder of the
section, we give several examples and discuss the corresponding Lie algebras.

Definition 3.21. The complex general linear group

GLn(C) = {x ∈ C
n | det z 6= 0}

is the group of invertible n×n-matrices with complex entries. The group operation
is the usual matrix multiplication.

For the remainder of the thesis, we will equip GLn(C) with the following inner
product.

Definition 3.22. The standard metric on GLn(C) is given by

g(Z,W ) = Re trace(Z̄t ·W ).

A matrix Lie group is a closed subgroup G of GLn(C). Formally, we define it
as follows.

Definition 3.23. [31] A matrix Lie group is a subgroup G of GLn(C) with the
following property: If {zk} is any sequence of matrices in G, and {zk} converges
(entrywise) to some matrix z, then either z ∈ G or z is not invertible.

Theorem 3.26 shows that a matrix Lie group G satisfies the conditions of Def-
inition 3.1. We first need to introduce the corresponding Lie algebras of matrix
Lie groups.

Definition 3.24. Let X ∈ Mn(C). Then we define the exponential function as
follows:

exp(X) =
∞
∑

k=0

Xk

k!
.

Here, define X0 = In.

15



Definition 3.25. [31] Let G be a matrix Lie group. The Lie algebra g of G is the
set of all matrices X such that exp(sX) ∈ G for all s ∈ R. The bracket operation
is given by

[X, Y ] = XY − Y X

for X, Y ∈ g.

It is shown in sections 3.7 and 3.8 of [31] that subgroups of GLn(C) that are
closed in the sense of Definition 3.23 are in fact Lie groups in the sense of Definition
3.1. We state the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.26. [31] Let G ⊆ GLn(C) be a matrix Lie group with Lie algebra
g and let m be the dimension of g as a real vector space. Then G is a smooth
embedded submanifold of Mn(C) of dimension m and hence a Lie group.

We resume by stating some important examples.

Definition 3.27. The real general linear group

GLn(R) = {x ∈ R
n| detx 6= 0}

is the group of invertible n× n-matrices with real entries. The group operation is
the usual matrix multiplication. The orthogonal and real special linear group are
the following subgroups of GLn(R).

SLn(R) = {x ∈ R
n×n | det x = 1},

O(n) = {x ∈ R
n×n | x · xt = In}.

The special orthogonal group SO(n) is the intersection of the orthogonal and the
real special linear groups.

SO(n) = O(n) ∩ SLn(R)

= {x ∈ R
n×n | x · xt = In, det x = 1}.

Proposition 3.28. [31] The subgroups GLn(R),O(n),SLn(R),SO(n) of GLn(C)
are matrix Lie groups.

Proof. Let {xk} be a sequence of matrices in GLn(R) converging to a matrix x.
Clearly the entries of x must be real. Now either x is invertible, in which case
x ∈ GLn(R), or x is not invertible. We conclude that GLn(R) is a matrix Lie
group.

If {xk} is a sequence of matrices inO(n), then each matrix xk satisfies xkx
t
k = In.

Since this relation is preserved when taking the limit, we see that O(n) is a matrix
Lie group.

Finally, SLn(R) is a matrix Lie group since the function

x 7→ det x

is continuous. Indeed, if the sequence {xk} of matrices in SLn(R) converges to
some matrix x, then det x = 1 and thus x ∈ SLn(R).
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We define groups of matrices with complex-valued entries.

Definition 3.29. The unitary and complex special linear group are the subgroups
of GLn(C) given by

U(n) = {z ∈ C
n×n | z · z∗ = In},

SLn(C) = {z ∈ C
n×n | det z = 1}.

The special unitary group is the intersection of the unitary and the complex special
linear group.

SU(n) = U(n) ∩ SLn(C)

= {z ∈ C
n×n | z · z∗ = In, det z = 1}.

Proposition 3.30. The subgroups U(n),SLn(C),SU(n) of GLn(C) are matrix
Lie groups.

Proof. The proof is similar to the real case, see Proposition 3.28.

Some of the matrix Lie groups are compact, as the next proposition shows.

Proposition 3.31. [31] The Lie groups O(n), SO(n),U(n), and SU(n) are com-
pact.

Proof. We will prove the statement in the complex setting. The corresponding
proof in the real case is similar.

To see that U(n) is closed, we consider the continous map

φ :Mn(C) → Mn(C), z 7→ zz̄t

and simply note that U(n) is the inverse image of the unit matrix In.
The Lie group U(n) is bounded, since for every z ∈ U(n)

|z|2 = 〈z, z〉F = trace(z̄t · z) = trace(In) = n.

Here, we denote the standard Frobenius inner product by 〈·, ·〉F . Alternatively, it
is also clear that if z ∈ U(n), then for each entry |zij | ≤ 1, since the columns of z
are unit vectors in C

n.
By the Heine-Borel Theorem, compactness follows.

We now dive a description of the Lie algebras of the previously discussed matrix
Lie groups.

Proposition 3.32. [31] The Lie algebra gln(C) of GLn(C) is given by Mn(C),
which is the space of all n × n matrices with complex entries. The Lie algebra
gln(R) of GLn(R) is given by Mn(R), the space of all n × n matrices with real
entries.
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Proof. Definition 3.25 states that the Lie algebra g of a matrix Lie group G consists
of all matrices X such that esX ∈ G for all s ∈ R. Let X ∈ Mn(C). Then e

sX is
invertible, thus X ∈ gln(C). If X has only real entries, then clearly esX is also real
and X ∈ gln(R). On the other hand if esX is real, then X must also be real.

Proposition 3.33. [15] For X ∈Mn(C), the exponential map satisfies the follow-
ing.

(i) eX
t

= (eX)t,

(ii) eX̄ = eX ,

(iii) det(eX) = etrace(X).

Proposition 3.34. [31] The Lie algebra sln(R) of the special linear group SLn(R)
is given by

sln(R) = {X ∈ gln(R) | trace(X) = 0}.
The Lie algebra sln(C) of the special linear group SLn(C) is given by

sln(C) = {X ∈ gln(C) | trace(X) = 0}.

Proof. We prove the claim for the complex special linear group, as the proof is the
real setting is done analogously. Assume X ∈ sln(C). Then e

sX ∈ SLn(C) for all
s ∈ R. By Proposition 3.33,

det(esX) = es trace(X) = 1.

It follows that

trace(X) =
d

ds
(es trace(X))|s=0 =

d

ds
(1)|s=0 = 0.

Conversely, if X ∈ gln(C) satisfies traceX = 0, then clearly for all s ∈ R it
holds that

det(esX) = es trace(X) = e0 = 1

and thus esX ∈ sln(C).

Proposition 3.35. [31] The Lie algebra o(n) of the orthogonal group O(n) is given
by

o(n) = {X ∈ gln(R) | X t +X = 0}.
The Lie algebra u(n) of the unitary group U(n) is given by

u(n) = {X ∈ gln(C) | X̄ t +X = 0}.
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Proof. We will prove the statement for the orthogonal group. Assume X ∈ o(n).
Then for all s ∈ R, we have that esX ∈ O(n) and thus

(esX)t · esX = In.

Differentiating on both sides yields

0 =
d

ds
((esX)t · esX)|s=0 = X t +X.

Here we again used Proposition 3.33.
Conversely, if X ∈ gln(R) satisfies X

t +X = 0, then

(esX)t · esX = esX
t · esX = es(X

t+X) = e0 = In

for all s ∈ R. It follows that X ∈ o(n). The proof for u(n) is done analogously.

The last two propositions we draw the following conclusion.

Corollary 3.36. [31] The Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n) consists of all skew-herminitian
n× n matrices, and the Lie algebra so(n) of SO(n) is the same as that of O(n).

We now wish to find bases or generators for the Lie algebras given above. For
this, we define our “building blocks” of matrices. This is the standard notation
used in the research papers cited in this thesis, for example [19] and [17].

Definition 3.37. For 1 ≤ r, s ≤ n, let Ers be the n× n matrix with entries

(Ers)i,j = δirδjs.

For 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, we define

Xrs =
1√
2
· (Ers + Esr), Yrs =

1√
2
· (Ers − Esr), Drs =

1√
2
· (Err −Ess).

Remark 3.38. [15] Recall that a metric g on a Lie group G is said to be left-
invariant if for all p ∈ G the left-translation Lp is an isometry. In this case, g is
entirely determined by the scalar product ge : TeG × TeG → R at the origin e.
Indeed, if X, Y ∈ g are left-invariant vector fields on G,

gp(Xp, Yp) = gp((dLp)e(Xe), (dLe)p(Ye)) = ge(Xe, Ye).

Remark 3.39. We have seen in Proposition 3.18 that the Lie algebra g of a
Lie group G is isomorphic to TeG. Thus, it suffices to compute the bracket at
the neutral element by standard matrix multiplication. As shown in [15] the
corresponding bracket operation

[·, ·] : TeG× TeG→ TeG

at the neutral element e is given by

[Ae, Be] = Ae · Be − Be · Ae.
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Remark 3.40. The metric g as given in Definition 3.22 defines a left-invariant
metric on the groups O(n), SO(n), U(n), SU(n), turning them into Riemannian
Lie groups.

Proposition 3.41. [15] The Lie algebra so(n) of SO(n) is given by the real skew-
symmetric n× n matrices,

so(n) = {X ∈ R
n×n | X +X t = 0}.

The set
{Yrs | 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n}

is an orthonormal basis of the Lie algebra so(n).

Proposition 3.42. [15] The Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n) is given by

su(n) = so(n)⊕ im,

where
m = {X ∈ R

n×n | X = X t and trace(X) = 0}.
Further, m is generated by

Sm = {Drs, Xrs | 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n}.

Here, the second statement is a direct consequence of the fact that all elements
in m are symmetric and traceless.

Lastly, we will introduce the quaternionic unitary group, as well as its Lie
algebra.

Definition 3.43. Let GLn(H) be the group of invertible n× n quaternionic ma-
trices. Then the quaternionic unitary group Sp(n) is given by

Sp(n) = {q ∈ GLn(H) | q∗ = q−1}.

The standard complex representation of Sp(n) on C2n is given by

q = z + jw 7→
(

z w
−w̄ z̄

)

.

Proposition 3.44. [19] The Lie algebra sp(n) of Sp(n) satisfies

sp(n) =

{(

Z W
−W̄ Z̄

)

∈ C
2n×2n | Z∗ + Z = 0 and W t −W = 0

}

.

An orthonormal basis is given by

Bsp(n) =

{

Y a
rs =

1√
2

(

Yrs 0
0 Yrs

)

, Xa
rs =

1√
2

(

iXrs 0
0 −iXrs

)

,
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Xb
rs =

1√
2

(

0 iXrs

iXrs 0

)

, Xc
rs =

1√
2

(

0 Xrs

−Xrs 0

)

,

Da
t =

1√
2

(

iDt 0
0 −iDt

)

, Db
t =

1√
2

(

0 iDt

iDt 0

)

,

Dc
t =

1√
2

(

0 Dt

−Dt 0

)

| 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, 1 ≤ t ≤ n

}

.

3.4 Representations

Many of the Lie groups we have seen so far are subgroups of the real and complex
general linear groups GLn(R) and GLn(C). A natural question, as suggested by
Lee in [38], would be if all Lie groups are of this form. This motivates the study
of representations, which are Lie group homomorphisms from Lie groups into the
real or complex general linear group.

In this section we will define representations of Lie groups and Lie algebras. We
will also define the so-called adjoint representation.

Definition 3.45. [31], [38] Let the field F the R or C. For a finite-dimensional real
or complex vector space V over F we denote GL(V ) the group of invertible linear
transformations of V. Let G be a Lie group. A finite-dimensional representation
of G on V is a Lie group homomorphism

ρ : G→ GL(V ), g 7→ ρg

for some V.

Example 3.46. [15] Consider the representation

ρ : C∗ → Aut(R2)

given by

z = (a+ ib) 7→ ρz =

(

a −b
b a

)

.

Due to basic properties of matrix multiplication, this map ρz is linear for each
complex-valued z. A simple computation shows that ρ is a group homomorphism:

ρ((a + ib) · (c+ id)) = ρ(ac− bd+ i(ad+ bc))

=

(

ac− bd −(ad+ bc)
ad+ bc ac− bd

)

=

(

a −b
b a

)

·
(

c −d
d c

)

= ρa+ib ◦ ρc+id

= ρ(a + ib) ◦ ρ(c+ id).

Since z is assumed to be non-zero, it follows that ρz is bijective.
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Definition 3.47. [38] A representation is said to be faithful if it is injective.

It follows that a Lie group G is a subgroup of GLn(R) or GLn(C) if there exists
a faithful representation of G.

Definition 3.48. [31] Let ρ be a finite dimensional real or complex representation
of a Lie group G, acting on a vector space V. A subspace W of V is called invariant
if

ρg(w) ∈ W

for all g ∈ G,w ∈ W. An invariant subspace is called nontrivial if W 6= {0},
and W 6= V. A representation with no nontrivial invariant subspaces is called
irreducible.

Recall the inner automorphism, which we defined in Proposition 3.9. We will
now define the adjoint representation of a Lie group. It maps elements of a Lie
group to the automorphisms of its Lie algebra.

Definition 3.49. [2] Let Ig : G → G be the inner automorphism. The adjoint
representation of a Lie group G is the homomorphism

Ad : G→ Aut(g)

given by
Ad(g) = (d Ig)e.

Proposition 3.50. [2] If G is a matrix Lie group, then for all g ∈ G and all
X ∈ g,

Ad(g)(X) = gXg−1.

Proof. This fact follows from an easy computation.

Ad(g)(X) =
d

ds
(Ig(exp (sX)))|s=0

=
d

ds
(g · exp (sX) · g−1)|s=0

= gXg−1.

Similarly to representations of Lie groups, we will now define representations of
Lie algebras.

Definition 3.51. Let F be a field an V a finite dimensional vector space over F .
By End(V ) we denote the F -linear endomorphisms of V.

Definition 3.52. [31] Let g be a real or complex Lie algebra and V be a vector
space over C. A finite dimensional complex representation of g is a Lie algebra
homomorphism

ρ : g → End(V ), g 7→ ρg.
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Definition 3.53. [38] For a Lie algebra g, the adjoint representation

ad : g → End(g)

is given by
X 7→ adX = (dAd)e(X).

For a matrix Lie group G with Lie algebra g, the adjoint representations of G
and g respectively satisfy the following property.

Proposition 3.54. [31] Let G be a matrix Lie group and g be its Lie algebra. Let
Ad : G → GL(g) be the adjoint representation of G, and ad : g → End(g) the
adjoint representation of g. Then for all X, Y ∈ g the adjoint representation of g
satisfies

adX(Y ) = [X, Y ].

Proof. In Proposition 3.50 we have seen that for a matrix Lie group G, it holds
that

Ad(g)(X) = gXg−1

for all g ∈ G and X ∈ g. Thus,

adX(Y ) =
d

ds
(Adexp(sX)(Y ))|s=0

=
d

ds
(exp(sX) · Y · exp(−sX))|s=0

= XY − Y X

= [X, Y ].
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Chapter 4

Riemannian Symmetric Spaces

The main goal of this chapter is to introduce Riemannian symmetric spaces. In
particular, we will study how Lie groups act on smooth manifolds. In preparation,
we clarify what we mean by a group action on an abstract set in Section 4.1. In
Section 4.2, we will define Riemannian homogeneous spaces, and will then move
on to symmetric spaces in Section 4.3. In Section 4.4, we will briefly talk about the
notion of duality. We cover similar contents as the book [2] by Arvanitoyeorgos.
For a more detailed discussion of quotient manifolds we highly recommend Chapter
21 of [38] by Lee. For many of the theorems and proofs we also used the standard
textbooks [42] by O’Neill and [32] by Helgason.

4.1 Group Actions

In order to define homogeneous spaces, we first need to introduce group actions.
We will give a handful of examples and will study some important properties.

Definition 4.1. [38] Let G be a group and X a set. A (left) group action of G on
X is a map

α : G×X → X, (g, x) 7→ g · x,
satisfying the following conditions:

(i) unitality: for all x ∈ X, it holds that e · x = x,

(ii) associativity: for all g, h ∈ G, and x ∈ X it holds that g · (h · x) = (gh) · x.
If it is clear which action of a group G on a set X is meant, we will often use

the notations α(g, x) and g · x interchangeably. We will now look at some easy
examples.

Example 4.2. Let (G, ∗) be any group. Then G acts on itself via the usual group
operation ∗. Explicitly, the action is defined as follows:

α : G×G→ G, α(g, h) = g ∗ h.
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Since G is closed under ∗, the map α is well defined. Using the other group axioms
of associativity and unitality, we see that α is indeed an action.

Example 4.3. Let G be a group and K a subgroup of G. Then G acts on the set
of left cosets

G/K = {gK | g ∈ G}
by left translation, i.e.

a · gK = agK.

This action clearly satisfies the conditions of a group action. The action of G on
G/K is called the natural action.

Example 4.4. The group SO(n) of n × n rotation matrices acts on Rn by the
usual multiplication of matrices and vectors. Hence the map

α : SO(n)× R
n → R

n, (X, v) 7→ X · v

is well defined. It is clear that for all x ∈ Rn

In · x = x.

Further, the standard matrix multiplication is associative, hence for all A,B ∈
SO(n) and all x ∈ Rn,

A · (B · x) = (AB) · x.

In Definition 3.45 we have defined representations of Lie groups. As it turns
out, they can be thought of as linear actions of a Lie group on a vector space.

Example 4.5. Let ρ : G→ GL(V ), g 7→ ρg be a representation of a Lie group G.
Then the group homomorphism ρ induces a group action

α : G× V → V : α(g, v) = ρg(v).

Indeed, for all v ∈ V, and all g1, g2 ∈ G we have that

α(e, v) = ρe(v) = 1V (v) = v,

α(g1g2, v) = ρg1g2(v) = ρg1(ρg2(v)) = α(g1, α(g2, v)).

This shows that the conditions of unitality and associativity are satisfied. Thus,
we often say that a representation ρ of G acts on a vector space V.

We now state a few more important definitions and properties of group actions.

Definition 4.6. Let α : G × X → X define a group action of G on X. For an
element x ∈ X, the orbit of x is the set

G · x = {g · x | g ∈ G} ⊆ X.
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Definition 4.7. A group action α : G×X → X of G on X is called transitive if
for every pair x1, x2 ∈ X there exists g ∈ G such that

α(g, x1) = x2.

This means that X has a single orbit and for any x ∈ X,

G · x = X.

Example 4.8. Clearly, the action defined in example 4.3 is transitive.

It is well know that if a group G acts on a non-empty set X, then X can be
expressed as the disjoint union of the orbits under the action of G. We formulate
this in the following Lemma 4.9.

Lemma 4.9. [1] Let G be a group acting on a non-empty set X. The action of G
on X induces a partition of X into its orbits.

Proof. We define the relation ∼ on X as follows. For any x, y ∈ X, let x ∼ y if
there exists g ∈ G such that g · x = y. We will show that ∼ is an equivalence
relation. First note that ∼ is reflexive, since for all x ∈ X we have that e · x = x
and thus x ∼ x. Further, ∼ is symmetric. Indeed, if x ∼ y, then there exists
g ∈ G such that g · x = y. Thus,

g−1 · y = g−1 · (g · x) = (g−1g) · x = e · x = x

and since g−1 ∈ G it follows that y ∼ x. Lastly, ∼ is associative. Let x ∼ y and
y ∼ z, and g1, g2 ∈ G be such that g1 · x = y and g2 · y = z. Then g2g1 ∈ G and

(g2g1) · x = g2 · y = z,

and thus x ∼ z.
The equivalence classes corresponding to ∼ are the orbits of X under the action

of G. The result now follows from the fact that the set of equivalence classes forms
a partition of X.

Definition 4.10. Let G be a group acting on X . Then for an element x ∈ X, the
stabiliser of x is the subgroup

Gx = {g ∈ G | g · x = x}

of G. It is also called the isotropy subgroup.

Definition 4.11. A group action of G on a set X is said to be free if for all x ∈M,
the stabiliser group is trivial. In other words, X is free if for all x ∈ X, g · x = x
implies that g = e.
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Lastly, we define a notion of compatibility of a map between two sets with the
actions of a group.

Definition 4.12. Let G act on the set X via the action α, and on Y via the action
β respectively. A map f : X → Y is G-equivariant if for all g ∈ G

f(α(g, x)) = β(g, f(x)).

4.2 Homogeneous Spaces

After having studied group actions, we are able to define the notion of a homo-
geneous space. Theorems 4.15 and 4.16 show that all homogeneous spaces arise in
shape of coset manifolds G/K, where G is a Lie group and K a closed subgroup
of G. We are particularly interested in the case when G is the group of isometries
of a manifold. Further, we will define reductive homogeneous spaces.

Definition 4.13. A smooth manifold on which a Lie group G acts transitively is
called a homogeneous space.

We will show how to construct and characterise homogeneous spaces in Theo-
rems 4.15 and 4.16.

Definition 4.14. [32] Let G be a Lie group and K a closed subgroup of G. The
coset space is the set of left cosets

G/K = {gK | g ∈ G}.

The natural projection of G onto G/K is the map

π : G→ G/K, g 7→ gK.

The topology on G/K is uniquely determined by the condition that π : G→ G/K
is continuous and open.

Theorem 4.15. [38] (Construction Theorem) Let G be a Lie group and K a closed
subgroup of G. The left coset space G/K is a topological manifold of dimension
equal to dimG−dimK, and has a unique smooth structure such that the projection
map π : G → G/K is a smooth submersion. The left action of G on G/K given
by

g1 · (g2 ·K) = (g1g2) ·K
turns G/K into a homogeneous space.

Theorem 4.15 tells us that the coset space G/K is a homogeneous space. We
will now see that every homogeneous space is of the form G/K.
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Theorem 4.16. [38] (Characterisation Theorem) Let G be a Lie group and M a
homogeneous manifold on which G acts transitively. Let p be any point of M. Then
the stabiliser subgroup Gp is a closed subgroup of G, and the map φ : G/Gp → M
defined by

φ(gGp) = g · p
is an equivariant diffeomorphism.

Proof. Consider the orbit map

θp : G→ G · p ⊆ M, g 7→ g · p.

By continuity, Gp = (θp)
−1(p) is closed.

We now show that φ is well defined. Assume g1Gp = g2Gp are two coset
representatives, which means that there exists k ∈ Gp such that g1 = g2k. Thus,

φ(g1Gp) = g1 · p = g2k · p = g2 · (k · p) = g2 · p = φ(g2Gp).

Further, φ is G-equivariant because for any g1, g2 ∈ G

φ(g1 · g2Gp) = φ(g1g2Gp) = g1g2 · p = g1 · (g2 · p) = g1 · φ(g2Gp).

We see that φ is smooth since it is obtained from θp by passing to the quotient.
Lastly, φ is bijective. Due to transitivity of the action of G on M , for any

q ∈M there exists g ∈ G such that g · p = q. Thus,

φ(gGp) = g · p = q.

On the other hand, if

φ(g1Gp) = φ(g2Gp),

then g1 · p = g2 · p, or equivalently, g−1
2 g1 ∈ Gp. But this means that g1Gp = g2Gp,

and we conclude that φ is injective. It can now be shown that φ is a diffeomorphism,
see for example the Equivariant Rank Theorem in [38].

This leads us to the following important result by Myers and Steenrod from
1939.

Theorem 4.17 (Myers-Steenrod, 1939). [41] Any closed group of isometries of a
Riemannian manifold of class Cr (r ≥ 2) is a Lie group of isometries.

Definition 4.18. [2],[15] Denote I(M) the isometry group of a Riemannian mani-
fold (M, g). A Riemannian homogeneous space is a Riemannian manifold on which
I(M) acts transitively. In other words, for all p, q ∈ M there exists φp,q ∈ I(M)
such that φp,q(p) = q.
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Thus, the crucial difference between Riemannian homogeneous spaces and ho-
mogeneous spaces is the compatibility of the group action and the metric. Infor-
mally, Riemannian homogeneous spaces are often said to “look the same every-
where”. This refers to both the smooth structure and the Riemannian metric.

As a first example, we see that Riemannian Lie groups are Riemannians homo-
geneous spaces.

Proposition 4.19. [15] A Lie group G equipped with a left-invariant metric g is
a Riemannian homogeneous space.

Proof. For every p, q ∈ G the left translation Lqp−1 satisfies Lqp−1(p) = q. Since g
is left-invariant, every left translation is an isometry. This shows that I(G) acts
transitively on G.

From Theorems 4.16 and 4.17 it follows that a Riemannian homogeneous space
M is isomorphic to G/K, where G = I(M), and K = Gp is the stabiliser subgroup
of any p ∈M. It can be shown, for example in [32] by Helgason, that Gp is compact
for any choice of p.

Example 4.20. [2] The isometry group of Sn ⊂ Rn+1 is the group of orthogonal
matrices O(n+ 1), where O(n+ 1) acts on Sn by standard matrix multiplication.

The action is well defined. Note that p ∈ Sn if and only if (p, p) = ptp = 1.
Assume that p ∈ Sn and A ∈ O(n + 1). Then A · p ∈ Sn, since

(Ap)t · (Ap) = ptAtAp = ppt = 1.

Unitality and associativity follow immediately from the properties of matrix mul-
tiplication.

Similarly, it can be shown that the action is an isometry. To see this, let 〈·, ·〉
denote the standard metric on Rn+1. Then for A ∈ O(n+1), and X, Y ∈ C∞(Sn),

〈A ·X,A · Y 〉 = X tAtAY = X tY = 〈X, Y 〉.
The action is transitive. Indeed, let pN = (1, 0, . . . , 0)t and p = (p1, . . . , pn+1)

t ∈
Sn. Then with the Gram-Schmidt process we can find vectors v1, . . . vn such that
{p, v1, . . . vn} forms an orthonormal basis of Rn+1. Then

A = (p, v1, . . . vn) ∈ O(n + 1).

Clearly, A · pN = p. For any q ∈ Sn, there exists Bq ∈ O(n) such that Bq · pN = q,
as demonstrated earlier. Thus, AB−1

q · q = p.
The isotropy subgroup of pN is the subgroup of O(n+ 1) if the form

(

1 0
0 M

)

, M ∈ O(n).

Consequently,
Sn ∼= O(n + 1)/O(n).
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Definition 4.21. Let G be a Lie group. The identity component Go of G is the
largest connected subset of G containing the identity element e of G.

Theorem 4.22. [32] Let G be a Lie group acting transitively on a connected smooth
manifold M. Then the identity component Go of G also acts transitively on M.

Proof. Since Go is a subgroup of G, we may consider the action of Go onM induced
by the action of G on M. By Lemma 4.9, we may decompose M into the disjoint
union

M ∼=
∐

p∈X0

Go · p,

where X0 is a complete list of orbit representatives of M under the action of Go.
Thus, any two orbits Go · p1, Go · p2 are either disjoint or equal. However, each
orbit is also open in the connected manifoldM, hence all orbits must coincide. We
conclude that

M ∼= Go · p
for any p ∈M.

Theorem 4.22 has the following consequence.

Corollary 4.23. We denote the largest connected subgroup of I(M) containing
the identity element by Io(M). If M is connected, then Io(M) also acts transitively
on M.

Example 4.24. It is well known that SO(n + 1) is the connected component of
O(n+1). By Theorem 4.22, SO(n+1) acts transitively on Sn. For the north pole

pN = (1, 0, . . . , 0)t ∈ Sn,

an element in the stabiliser subgroup is of the form
(

1 0
0 M

)

,

where M ∈ SO(n). Hence we may identify the stabiliser subgroup with SO(n).
Thus,

Sn ∼= SO(n+ 1)/SO(n).

We will now define reductive homogeneous spaces. For this special class of
homogeneous spaces, the tangent space of G/K at the origin o can be conveniently
identified with a subspace of g.

Definition 4.25. [2] Denote the Lie algebras of G,K by g, k respectively. A
homogeneous space G/K is called reductive if there exists a subspace m of g such
that

g = k⊕m

and Ad(k)m ⊂ m for all k ∈ K, that is, m is Ad(K)-invariant.
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Remark 4.26. [2] If Ad(k)m ⊂ m for all k ∈ K, then [k,m] ⊂ m. The converse
holds if K is connected.

Observation 4.27. [2] Let M = G/K be a homogeneous space. Consider the
differential dπ of the standard projection π : G→ G/K given by

π(g) → gK.

We denote o = π(e) = eK. Then the differential d πe : g → To(G/K) acts on
X ∈ g as follows.

d πe(X) =
d

ds
(π ◦ exp(sX))|s=0.

Thus, ker d πe = k. Since d π is surjective,it follows that

g/k ∼= To(G/K).

If M is reductive, it now immediately follows that

m ∼= To(G/K).

Definition 4.28. [2] Let M = G/K be a homogeneous space. Let p ∈ M and
K = Gp. For every a ∈ G, consider the diffeomorphism

τa : G/K → G/K, gK 7→ agK.

Then
ρ : K → GL(ToM), k 7→ (d τk)o

is called the isotropy representation of K at o = eK

Remark 4.29. The isotropy representation is related to the adjoint representation
in the following way. Let G act on itself by conjugation, i.e. the group action α of
G is given by

α : G×G, (g, h) 7→ Ig(h),

where Ig denotes the inner automorphism (see Definition 3.9). Then the isotropy
representation ρ of Ge at e coincides with the adjoint representation Ad|K re-
stricted to K. For more details on this we refer to [2].

4.3 Symmetric Spaces

In the following, we discuss a particular class of homogeneous spaces, namely the
symmetric spaces. We will prove that they are indeed homogeneous and reductive.
This allows us to draw conclusions concerning the Lie algebra of a symmetric space.

Definition 4.30. [2] A connected Riemannian manifold M is called a symmetric
space if for each p ∈M there exists a unique isometry sp :M →M such that

sp(p) = p, and (d sp)p = − Idp .
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Example 4.31. [2] Rn is symmetric. For p ∈ Rn, the desired symmetry is given
by sp(x) = 2p− x.

In the following lemma, we study how symmetries act on geodesics.

Lemma 4.32. [2] Let (M, g) be a symmetric space and for p ∈ M , let sp be the
symmetry of M at p. Then sp reverses geodesics passing through p, i.e. for a
geodesic γ : (−ǫ, ǫ) → U ⊂ M with γ(0) = p, we have that

sp(γ(t)) = γ(−t).

Proof. Since isometries preserve geodesics, the image β(t) = sp(γ(t)) of γ under sp
is a geodesic on M. Further, we observe that

β(0) = sp(γ(0)) = sp(p) = p, β̇(0) = − Id(γ̇(0)) = −γ̇(0).

However, the geodesic α(t) = γ(−t) also satisfies

α(0) = p, α̇(0) = −γ̇(0).

Due to the uniqueness of geodesics, sp(γ(t)) = γ(−t) for all t in the interval
(−ǫ, ǫ).

Lemma 4.32 proves to be useful for the following two results.

Proposition 4.33. [32] A symmetric Riemannian manifold (M, g) is geodesically
complete.

Proof. We wish to show that for every p ∈ M and every v ∈ TpM , there exists a
geodesic γ : R → M defined on the whole of R such that γ(0) = p and γ̇(0) = v.
Assume towards a contradiction that there exist p ∈ M and v ∈ TpM such that
the geodesic γ : [0, α) → M, where α <∞, which satisfies γ(0) = p and γ̇(0) = v,
cannot be extended. Choose β ∈ (α

2
, α), and let γ̃ : [0, 2β) →M be the curve

γ̃(t) =

{

γ(t) if t ∈ [0, β],

sγ(β)(γ(2β − t)) if t ∈ (β, 2β).

This means that on the second part of the interval, we reflect γ by sγ(β), as we have
discussed in Lemma 4.32. We observe that γ̃ is continuous at β and γ̃(β) = γ(β).
Further, it holds that

˙̃γ(β) = d sγ(β)(−γ̇(β)) = γ̇(β).

By the uniqueness of geodesics, γ̃ is an extension of γ.
Since 2β > α, this contradicts the maximality of γ. We conclude that M is

geodesically complete.

Theorem 4.34. [32] A symmetric Riemannian manifold (M,g) is homogeneous.
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Proof. We will show that the group of isometries I(M) acts transitively on M. Let
p, q ∈ M. Assume there exists a geodesic γ : [0, 1] → M such that γ(0) = p, and
γ(1) = q. Then the isometry sγ( 1

2
) ∈ I(M) reverses the geodesic, as it was shown

in Lemma 4.32. In particular, this means that

sγ( 1
2
)(p) = q, and sγ( 1

2
)(q) = p.

In general, since M is path connected, there exists a piecewise smooth geodesic
joining any points p and q of M. Then the finite composition of isometries as
described above yields the desired element of I(M).

Theorem 4.35 shows how a symmetry sp of M induces further structure on a
symmetric space M.

Theorem 4.35. [32],[42],[9] Let M be a symmetric space. Then M is of the form
M = G/K, where

(i) G is a connected Lie group,

(ii) there exists an involution σ : G→ G such that Gσ = {g ∈ G | σ(g) = g} and
Go

σ is the identity component of Gσ,

(iii) K is a closed subgroup of G satisfying

Go
σ ⊂ K ⊂ Gσ.

Proof. Assume M is a symmetric space. We have seen in Theorem 4.34 that I(M)
acts transitively on M. Let G = Io(M) be the identity component of the isometry
group of M. Due to Corollary 4.23, G acts transitively on M. Choose p ∈ M and
let K = Gp be the isotropy subgroup of p. From the Characterisation Theorem
4.16 it follows that M is diffeomorphic to G/K. It is left to show that there exists
an involution σ of G such that Go

σ ⊂ K ⊂ Gσ.
By definition, there exists a unique isometry sp of M that fixes p and satisfies

(d sp)p = − Idp . We now construct σ as follows:

σ : G→ G, σ(g) = sp · g · sp.

Clearly σ2 = IdG, hence σ is an involution. If k ∈ K, then

σ(k)(p) = (sp · k · sp)(p) = p,

and

(d σ(k))p = (d sp)p ◦ (d k)p ◦ (d sp)p = − Idp ◦(d k)p ◦ − Idp = (d k)p.

This shows that K ⊂ Gσ.
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For the other inclusion, first note that p is an isolated point of

{x ∈M | sp(x) = x}.

This is due to the fact that dsp maps every non-zero vector v ∈ TpM to −v, as we
have seen in Lemma 4.32. This means that there exists an open neighbourhood
V of p such that p is the only point in V which is fixed by sp. Let U ⊂ Gσ be the
neighbourhood of the identity element e of G that preserves V, i.e.

U = {g ∈ Gσ | g(p) ∈ V }.

Then for every g ∈ U,

sp · g(p) = sp · g · sp(p) = σ(g)(p) = g(p).

In other words, sp fixes g(p) ∈ V, but due to our assumptions on V, we conclude
that g(p) = p. This shows that K contains a neighbourhood of e ∈ Go

σ. It follows
that Go

σ ⊂ K.

Definition 4.36. We call (G,K) a symmetric pair if there exists an involution σ
of G such that Go

σ ⊂ K ⊂ Gσ.

Lemma 4.37 gives us more insight of the Lie algebra of a symmetric space. In
particular, it shows that a symmetric space is reductive

Lemma 4.37. [42] Let G,K be a symmetric pair. Then:

(i) We have the direct decomposition

g = k⊕m,

where k,m are the eigenspaces of dσ corresponding to the eigenvalues 1 and
−1, i.e.

k = {X ∈ g | d σ(X) = X},
m = {X ∈ g | d σ(X) = −X}.

(ii) k is the Lie algebra of K.

(iii) m is AdK invariant.

Proof. Since σ is an involution, so is d σ. For every X ∈ g, we may now set

Xk =
1

2
· (X + dσ(X)) ∈ k and Xm =

1

2
· (X − d σ(X)) ∈ m.

Since X = Xk +Xm, it follows that

g = k+m.
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Clearly k ∩m = 0. Thus, g = k⊕m as a direct sum.
For all X ∈ k we have that d σ(X) = X because K ⊂ Gσ. Conversely suppose

that X ∈ g satisfies d σ(X) = X. Let γ be the corresponding one-parameter
subgroup. Since σ◦γ and γ have the same initial velocity, it follows that σ◦γ = γ.
We conclude that γ ∈ Go

σ ⊂ K, and thus X ∈ k.
For the last statement, let X ∈ m, k ∈ K. Note that

σ ◦ Ik(g) = σ(kgk−1) = kσ(g)k−1 = Ik ◦ σ(g)

for all g ∈ G. But now

d σ(Adk(X)) = d(σ ◦ Ik)(X) = d(Ik ◦ σ)(X) = Adk(−X) = −Adk(X).

This shows that Adk(X) ∈ m.

There exists a converse statement of Theorem 4.35.

Theorem 4.38. [42] Let (G,K) be a symmetric pair such that G is connected and
K is closed. Let σ be an involutive automorphism of G such that

Go
σ ⊂ K ⊂ Gσ.

Then every G-invariant metric on M = G/K turns M into a Riemannian sym-
metric space such that s ◦π = π ◦σ, where s is the symmetry of M at o = eK, and
π : G→M the standard projection.

Proof. We define the function s : M → M by s ◦ π = π ◦ σ. Note that s is well-
defined, since π(g1) = π(g2) implies that g1K = g2K. Further, σ fixes K, and thus
σ(g1)K = σ(g2)K and thus, π ◦ σ(g1) = π ◦ σ(g2).

Note that s is an involutive diffeomorphism, which follows from σ being an
involution.

We have that s(o) = o. For x ∈ T0M there exists X ∈ g such that d σ(X) = −X
and dπ(X) = x, as established in Lemma 4.37. Now

d s(x) = (d s ◦ d π)(X) = (dπ ◦ d σ)(X) = d π(−X) = −x.

Hence s is a symmetry at o.
In the following, we will make use of the fact that s ◦ τg = τσ(g) ◦ s. Indeed, for

a ∈ G it holds that

(s ◦ τg)(π(a)) = (s ◦ τg)(aK)

= (s ◦ π)(ga)
= (π ◦ σ)(ga)
= π(σ(g)σ(a))

= (τσ(g) ◦ π)(σ(a))
= (τσ(g) ◦ s)(π(a)).
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Finally, s is an isometry with respect to any G-invariant metric g on M. To see
this, let y ∈ Tg(M), y0 = d τg−1(y) ∈ T0M. Now,

g(d s(y), d s(y)) = g(d s ◦ d τg(y0), d s ◦ d τg(y0))
= g(d τσ(g) ◦ d s(y0), d τσ(g) ◦ d s(y0))
= g(d s(y0), d s(y0))

= g(−y0,−y0)
= g(y, y).

Hence we have found a global symmetry s at o. To conclude the proof, we note
that at every point p = τ(o) ∈ M of a homogeneous space, the desired symmetry
at p is given by τsτ−1.

4.4 The Duality

In this section we will talk about the notion of duality between compact and
non-compact symmetric spaces. We will also give an overview over the simply
connected, irreducible symmetric spaces of compact type.

We first introduce the so-called Killing form of a Lie algebra.

Definition 4.39. [32] Let g be a complex Lie algebra. The Killing form B of g is
the symmetric bilinear form

B : g× g → R, B(X, Y ) = trace(adX ◦ adY ).

We recall the following properties bilinear forms can take.

Remark 4.40. A bilinear form f on a finite dimensional vector space V is

(i) non-degenerate if f(x, y) = 0 for all y ∈ V implies that x = 0,

(ii) positive definite if f(v, v) ≥ 0 for all v ∈ V, with equality only if v = 0,

(iii) negative definite if f(v, v) ≤ 0 for all v ∈ V, with equality only if v = 0.

This allows us to make the following definitions.

Definition 4.41. [2] A Lie algebra g is called semisimple if its Killing form is
non-degenerate. We call a Lie group G semisimple if its Lie algebra is semisimple.

We have seen in Lemma 4.37 that a symmetric space is reductive. Recall that
reductive spaces have a direct decomposition g = k⊕m, which we have elaborated
in Definition 4.25.

Definition 4.42. [2] A symmetric space is said to be of compact type if the Killing
form B of g is negative definite, and of non-compact type if B is negative definite
on k and positive definite on m.
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Before we define duality, we clarify what is meant by a normal homogeneous
space.

Remark 4.43. [2] Let G/K be a homogeneous space and 〈·, ·〉 be an Ad-invariant
scalar product on The Lie algebra g of G. Let g = k⊕m be a reductive decompo-
sition, where m is the orthogonal complement of k in g with respect to the scalar
product 〈·, ·〉. Then the restriction of 〈·, ·〉 to m induces a G-invariant metric on
G/K, which is called a normal homogeneous Riemannian metric.

Definition 4.44. [2] Two normal symmetric spaces M = G/K and M∗ = G∗/K∗

are said to be dual if the following statements hold:

(i) There exists an isomorphism of Lie algebras φ : k → k∗ such that

B∗(φ(V ), φ(W )) = −B(V,W )

for all V,W ∈ k.

(ii) There exists a linear isometry φ̃ : m → m∗ such that

[φ̃(X), φ̃(Y )] = −φ̃([X, Y ])

for all X, Y ∈ m.

We conclude the chapter with Cartan’s famous result from 1926. He gave a
complete classification of the Riemannian symmetric spaces.

Theorem 4.45. [2] The simply connected, isotropy irreducible symmetric spaces
of compact type are the following.

(i) Compact simply connected groups: SU(n), Spin(n), Sp(n), E6, E7, E8,
F4, G2.

(ii) Classical spaces: SO(m+n)/SO(m)×SO(n), SU(m+n)/SU(m)×SU(n),
Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) × Sp(n), SU(n)/SO(n), SU(2n)/Sp(n), SO(2n)/U(n),
Sp(n)/U(n).

(iii) Exceptional spaces: E6/SU(6) × SU(2), E6/SO(10) × SO(2), E6/F4,
E6/Sp(4), E7/SU(8), E7/SO(12) × SU(2), E7/E6 × SO(2), E8/SO(16),
E8/E7 × SU(2), F4/Sp(3)× Sp(1), G2/SO(4).

38



Chapter 5

Minimal Submanifolds via
Complex-valued Eigenfunctions

Section 5.1 serves as an introduction to eigenfunctions. They are functions
which are eigen with respect to the tension field and conformality operator. There
exist eigenfunctions on all compact simply connected Lie groups and classical sym-
metric spaces, as shown in Table 5.1. A lot of those contributions are due to Gud-
mundsson, Siffert and Sobak (see [22]) on the symmetric spaces, and Gudmundsson
and Ghandour on the real, complex and quaternionic Grassmannians (see [12] and
[13]). In their paper [19], Gudmundsson and Sakovich have shown that eigenfunc-
tions can be used to produce harmonic morphisms. Eigenfunctions can also be
applied to construct proper p-harmonic functions, as shown by Gudmundsson and
Sobak in [23].

In Section 5.2, we state Theorem 5.17, which is a fundamental tool in the fol-
lowing chapters. This new result by Gudmundsson and Munn from their work [17]
allows us to find minimal submanifolds with the help of complex-valued eigenfunc-
tions.

5.1 Eigenfunctions

We will now define eigenfunctions. In Definitions 2.6 and 2.12 we have already
defined the Laplace-Beltrami and conformality operators. We will show in Exam-
ple 5.2 and Theorem 5.5 how eigenfunctions are related to harmonic morphisms.
We will then give some important results, which will help us construct eigenfunc-
tions on quotient spaces.

Definition 5.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. A function φ :M → C is
a (λ, µ)-eigenfunction if there exist λ, µ ∈ C such that

τ(φ) = λ · φ and κ(φ, φ) = µ · φ2.
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This definition was first formulated by Gudmundsson and Sakovich in [19] in
2007.

As we will see, we have already encountered a particular class of eigenfunctions
in a previous chapter.

Example 5.2. Clearly, a harmonic morphism (see Definition 2.8) φ : M → C

is an eigenfunction with (λ, µ) = (0, 0). This follows from the famous result by
Fuglede and Ishihara, which was stated here as Theorem 2.11. The details of this
are discussed by Ghandour and Gudmundsson in their paper [11].

Gudmundsson and Sobak showed in [23], that eigenfunctions can be used to
construct proper p-harmonic functions.

Theorem 5.3. [23] Let φ : (M, g) → C be a complex-valued (λ, µ)-eigenfunction
on a Riemannian manifold. Then for a natural number p ≥ 1 and (c1, c2) ∈ C2,
any non-vanishing function

Φp :W = {x ∈M | φ(x) /∈ (−∞, 0]} → C

satisfying

Φp(x) =











c1 log(φ(x))
p−1, if µ = 0, λ 6= 0

c1 log(φ(x))
2p−1 + c2 log(φ(x))

2p−2, if µ 6= 0, λ = µ

c1φ(x)
1−λ

µ log(φ(x))p−1 + c2 log(φ(x))
p−1, if µ 6= 0, λ 6= µ

is proper p-harmonic on its open domain W in M.

We will now introduce the notion of eigenfamilies.

Definition 5.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. A set E of complex-valued
functions fromM is a (λ, µ)-eigenfamily (or just eigenfamily) if there exist λ, µ ∈ C

such that for all φ, ψ ∈ E
τ(φ) = λ · φ, and κ(φ, ψ) = µ · φ · ψ.

Eigenfamilies are powerful tools to construct harmonic morphisms, as Gud-
mundsson and Sakovich showed in their paper [19].

Theorem 5.5. [19] Let (M, g) be a semi-Riemannian manifold and

E = {φ1, . . . , φn}
be a finite eigenfamily of complex-valued functions on M. If P,Q : Cn → C are
linearly independent homogeneous polynomials of the same positive degree, then
the quotient

P (φ1, . . . , φn)

Q(φ1, . . . , φn)

is a non-constant harmonic morphism on the open and dense subset

{p ∈M | Q(φ1(p), . . . , φn(p)) 6= 0}.
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Our aim is now to show how to construct eigenfunctions on Riemannian sym-
metric spaces. We first need the well-known composition rule for the tension field
τ.

Proposition 5.6. [5] (Composition Law) The tension field of the composition of
two maps φ :M → N and ψ : N → P is given by

τ(ψ ◦ φ) = dψ(τ(φ)) + trace∇ dψ(dφ, dφ).

Leveraging the composition law, Gudmundsson and Ghandour established the
following result.

Proposition 5.7. [12] Let π : (M̂, ĝ) → (M, g) be a submersive harmonic mor-
phism between Riemannian manifolds. Further let φ : (M, g) → C be a smooth

function and φ̂ : (M̂, ĝ) → C be the composition φ̂ = φ ◦ π. If the dilation

Λ : M̂ → R of π is constant-valued, then the tension fields on M and M̂ sat-
isfy

τ(φ) ◦ π = Λ−2τ(φ̂).

The following lemma allows us to construct eigenfunctions on quotient spaces.
This has already been established in the paper [22] by Gudmundsson, Siffert and
Sobak.

Proposition 5.8. [16],[22] Let π : (M̂, ĝ) → (M, g) be a harmonic Riemannian
submersion between Riemannian manifolds. Further let φ : (M, g) → C be a

smooth function and φ̂ : (M̂, ĝ) → C be the composition φ̂ = φ ◦ π. Then the
corresponding tension fields τ and conformality operators κ satisfy

τ(φ̂) = τ(φ) ◦ π and κ(φ̂, ψ̂) = κ(φ, ψ) ◦ π.
Proof. To compute the tension field we use Proposition 5.7 and the fact that π is
an harmonic morphism with constant dilation λ ≡ 1. The arguments needed here
can be found in [22].

The diagram below illustrates the situation considered in Proposition 5.8

G/K

G C

π
φ

φ̂

Proposition 5.8 has the following consequence.

Corollary 5.9. Let π : (M̂, ĝ) → (M, g) be a harmonic Riemannian submersion.

For a complex-valued function smooth function φ : (M, g) → C let φ̂ : (M̂, ĝ) → C

be the composition φ̂ = φ ◦ π. Then the following statements are equivalent.
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(i) φ :M → C is a (λ, µ)-eigenfunction on M .

(ii) φ̂ : M̂ → C is a (λ, µ)-eigenfunction on M̂ .

We will now discuss eigenfunctions in the context of the duality between com-
pact and non-compact spaces.

Proposition 5.10. [22] If φ : G/K → C is an eigenfunction on the non-compact
symmetric space G/K, such that

τ(φ) = λ · φ, and κ(φ, φ) = µ · φ2,

then its dual function φ∗ : U/K → C on the compact U/K satisfies

τ(φ∗) = −λ · φ∗, and κ(φ∗, φ∗) = −µ · φ∗2.

Recently, Riedler and Siffert showed in their paper [43] that the eigenvalues λ, µ
of an eigenfunction on a compact manifold satisfy the following condition.

Theorem 5.11. [43] Let (M, g) be compact and f :M → C a (λ, µ)-eigenfunction.
Then λ ≤ µ ≤ 0.

Table 5.1, which is taken from [17], gives an overview of some currently known
eigenfunctions. Here U/K refers to the domain of the eigenfunction.
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U/K λ µ Eigenfunctions

SO(n) − (n−1)
2 − 1

2 see [19]

SU(n) − n
2
−1
n

− n−1
n

see [23]

Sp(n) − 2n+1
2 − 1

2 see [16]

SU(n)/SO(n) − 2(n2+n−2)
n

− 4(n−1)
n

see [22]

Sp(n)/U(n) − 2(n+ 1) − 2 see [22]

SO(2n)/U(n) − 2(n− 1) −1 see [22]

SU(2n)/Sp(n) − 2(2n2
−n−1)
n

− 2(n−1)
n

see [22]

SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n) −(m+ n) −2 see [12]

U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n) −2(m+ n) −2 see [13]

Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n) −2(m+ n) −1 see [13]

Table 5.1: Eigenfunctions on the classical compact irreducible Riemannian symmetric spaces.

5.2 A New Method for Finding Minimal Submanifolds

In the following, we explain the new method introduced by Gudmundsson and
Munn in [17], which allows us to construct compact minimal submanifolds with the
help of eigenfunctions. We first state two important results by Eells and Sampson
([8]) and Baird and Eells ([3]) respectively. They yield an important connection
between minimal submanifolds and weakly conformal and harmonic maps. Finally,
we will state Theorem 5.17 by Gudmundsson and Munn. The goal of this thesis
is to apply it to all known eigenfunctions which satisfy its conditions.

We need the following definitions.

Definition 5.12. [5] Let (Mm, g) and (Nn, h) be Riemannian manifolds with
m ≥ n. Let φ :Mm → Nn be a differentiable map. φ is said to be a submersion if
for every p ∈M, the differential dφp : TpM → TpN is surjective.

Definition 5.13. [5] Let φ : (Mm, g) → (Nn, h) be a smooth map between Rie-
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mannian manifolds. A point x ∈M is said to be critical if rank dφx < min{m,n}.
The image of a critical point is called a critical value.

Definition 5.14. [5] Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and φ : M → C be a
complex-valued function on M. We say that z ∈ φ(M) is a regular value if ∇φ 6= 0
along φ−1({z}).

In Chapter 1, we have already mentioned the following result by Eells and
Sampson from 1964 in their paper [8]. Here we are citing it from Chapter 3 of the
book [5].

Theorem 5.15. [5] A weakly conformal map from a Riemannian manifold of
dimension two is harmonic if and only if its image is minimal at regular points.

In 1981, Baird and Eells showed in their work [3] that harmonic morphisms are
useful instruments in the study of minimal submanifolds.

Theorem 5.16. [3] Let φ : (M, g) → C be a complex-valued harmonic morphism
from a Riemannian manifold. Then every regular fibre of φ is a minimal subman-
ifold of (M, g) of codimension two.

The next result, by Gudmundsson and Munn from 2023, now brings eigenfunc-
tions into play.

Theorem 5.17. [17] Let φ : (M, g) → C be a complex-valued eigenfunction on a
Riemannian manifold, such that 0 ∈ φ(M) is a regular value for φ. Then the fibre
φ−1({0}) is a minimal submanifold of M of codimension two.

This provides us with a new method to find minimal submanifolds. In the
following chapters, we will look at the classical compact symmetric spaces and
check if the known eigenfunctions are regular over 0 ∈ C. If so, then Theorem 5.17
allows us to construct families of compact minimal submanifolds.

A theorem from Riedler and Siffert’s paper [43] supplies us with a straightfor-
ward way of checking whether an eigenfunction attains the required value 0 ∈ C.

Theorem 5.18. [43] Let (M, g) be a compact and connected Riemannian mani-
fold and let φ : M → C be a (λ, µ)-eigenfunction not identically zero. Then the
following are equivalent.

(i) λ = µ.

(ii) |φ|2 is constant.

(iii) φ(x) 6= 0 for all x ∈M.

This immediately yields a highly useful corollary.

Corollary 5.19. If φ : M → C is a complex-valued (λ, µ)-eigenfunction on a
compact and connected Riemannian manifold (M, g) such that λ 6= µ, then there
exists x ∈M such that φ(x) = 0.
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Lastly, we state another useful lemma by Milnor (1968).

Lemma 5.20. [40] Let V be a real or complex algebraic set defined by a single
polynomial equation f(x) = 0, where f is irreducible. In the real case make the
additional hypothesis that V contains a regular point of f. Then every polynomial
which vanishes on V is a multiple of f.
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Chapter 6

The Special Orthogonal Group
SO(n)

We now start with the more practical part of the thesis. In Section 6.1 we
define eigenfunctions on the special orthogonal group SO(n). In Theorem 6.2 we
will introduce a family of eigenfunctions on SO(n), which stems from Gudmunds-
son and Sakovich’s paper [19]. We take a closer look at a particular function in
Example 6.3.

In Section 6.2, we apply Theorem 5.17 to the above mentioned eigenfunctions.
We first give an easy example, which generalises an example given by Gudmunds-
son and Munn [17]. In Theorem 6.5, we show that all the functions defined in
Theorem 6.2 can be used to construct compact minimal submanifolds.

6.1 Eigenfunctions on SO(n)

We now look at eigenfunctions on SO(n). Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 6.2 both
stem from Gudmundsson and Sakovich’s paper [19]. Example 6.3 gives us a first
example of an eigenfunction and illustrates that they are not necessarily compli-
cated.

For the construction of eigenfunctions on SO(n) we need the following Lemma,
which shows how the Laplace-Beltrami and conformality operators act on the
coordinate functions.

Lemma 6.1. [19] For 1 ≤ j, α ≤ n, let xjα : SO(n) → R be the real-valued
coordinate function given by

xjα : x 7→ ej · x · etα,

where {e1, . . . , en} is the canonical basis for Rn. Then the following relations hold.

τ(xjα) = −n− 1

2
· xjα,
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κ(xjα, xkβ) = −1

2
(xjβxkα − δαβ · δjk).

From this we can derive the following eigenfamily.

Theorem 6.2. [19] Let V be a maximal isotropic subspace of Cn and p ∈ Cn be a
non-zero element. Then the set

EV (p) =
{

φa : SO(n) → C | φa(x) = trace(ptaxt), a ∈ V
}

of complex-valued functions is an eigenfamily on SO(n).

In the following example we see Theorem 6.2 in action.

Example 6.3. From Theorem 6.2, we obtain eigenfunctions on SO(n) of the form

xjα + ixjβ : SO(n) → C.

Indeed, let p = ej , and a = eα + i · eβ . Here, ej denotes the standard unit vector
of Cn with zeros everywhere except in the j-th entry. Then p, a ∈ Cn clearly
satisfy the conditions of Theorem 6.2, and hence the function trace(ptaxt) is an
eigenfunction on SO(n). Further,

trace(ptaxt) =

n
∑

s=1

n
∑

t=1

psatxst

= xjα + ixjβ.

In general, it can also be shown directly through Lemma 6.1 that if the indices
j, α, k, β satisfy either j 6= k and α = β, or j = k and α 6= β, then

xjα + ixkβ : SO(n) → C

is an eigenfunction on SO(n). Due to linearity, xjα + ixkβ is eigen with respect to
the Laplace-Beltrami operator τ. Furthermore,

κ(xjα + ixkβ , xjα + ixkβ) = κ(xjα, xjα) + 2i · κ(xjα, xkβ)− κ(xkβ, xkβ)

= −1

2
(x2jα − 1)− i · (xjβxkα − δαβ · δjk) +

1

2
(x2kβ − 1)

= −1

2
· (x2jα + 2i · xjβxkα − x2kβ)

= −1

2
· (x2jα + 2i · xjαxkβ − x2kβ)

= −1

2
· (xjα + ixkβ)

2.

In this computation we used our assumptions on the indices j, α, k, β.
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6.2 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of SO(n)

We now wish to apply Theorem 5.17 to the eigenfunctions on SO(n). Example
6.4 generalises Example 7.3 from Gudmundsson and Munn’s paper [17]. Here we
look at the function given in Example 6.3. We then give a general statement in
Theorem 6.5, where we show that we can construct a family of compact minimal
submanifolds of SO(n) with the eigenfunctions from Theorem 6.2.

Example 6.4. Let n > 2. If for the indices j, α, k, β it either holds that j 6= k
and α = β, or j = k and α 6= β, then xjα + ixkβ is an eigenfunction on SO(n), as
we have shown in Example 6.3.

We will now show that the gradient of

xjα + ixkβ : SO(n) → C

does not vanish. Indeed, for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n,

Yrs(xjα) =
1√
2
· (−xjs · δαr + xjr · δαs).

It follows that for 1 ≤ r < α < s ≤ n,

Yαs(xjα) = −xjs√
2
, Yrα(xjα) =

xjr√
2
.

Similarly, for 1 ≤ r < β < s ≤ n,

Yβs(xkβ) = −xks√
2
, Yrβ(xkα) =

xkr√
2
.

We conclude that if for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n it holds that

Yrs(xjα + ixkβ) = 0,

then the j-th row is zero everywhere except possibly xjα, and the k-th row is zero
everywhere except possibly xkβ. In the case that j = k and α 6= β we see that
the j-th row vanishes entirely. If j 6= k and α = β, then the j-th and k-th rows
are multiples of one another. In either case we arrive at a contradiction, since
the matrix x ∈ SO(n) is assumed to be of full rank. Hence it cannot be the case
that ∇(xjα + ixkβ) = ∇xjα + i∇xkβ = 0. Theorem 5.17 now shows that the fibre
(xjα + ixkβ)

−1({0}), which satisfies xjα = xkβ = 0, is a minimal submanifold of
SO(n).

We conclude this chapter with an application of Theorem 5.17. Namely we show
that the eigenfunctions as given in Theorem 6.2 are regular over 0 ∈ C if p is not
isotropic. As a consequence, they can be used to construct minimal submanifolds
of SO(n).
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Theorem 6.5. Let n > 2. Let a ∈ Cn\{0} be an element satisfying (a, a) = 0 and
let p ∈ Cn\{0} such that (p, p) 6= 0. Then the complex-valued eigenfunction

φa,p : SO(n) → C, φa,p(x) = trace(ptaxt)

satisfies the following:

(i) φa,p is a submersion,

(ii) φ−1
a,p({0}) is a minimal submanifold of SO(n) of codimension two.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 6.2 that φa,p is an eigenfunction on SO(n). For
simplicity, for all 1 ≤ t ≤ n, we will denote the t-th column of x by xt. A simple
calculation shows that for Yrs ∈ so(n),

Yrs(φa,p) = −ar
n
∑

j=1

pjxjs + as

n
∑

j=1

pjxjr = −ar(p, xs) + as(p, xr).

Assume towards a contradiction that there exists a matrix x ∈ SO(n) such that
the gradient at x satisfies ∇φa,p = 0. Then for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, it holds that
Yrs(φa,p) = 0, i.e.

ar(p, xs) = as(p, xr). (6.1)

Since a ∈ C
n\{0} satisfies (a, a) = 0, there exist at least two distinct indices

1 ≤ t < m ≤ n such that at, am 6= 0. To see this, we refer to Lemma A.2.
Note that the columns of x form a basis of the vector space Cn over the field

C and thus there exists an index 1 ≤ l ≤ n such that (p, xl) 6= 0. Without loss of
generality, we can assume l 6= t.

Entering the indices l and t into Equation 6.1, we obtain

at(p, xl) = al(p, xt).

The left hand side of the equation is non-zero, hence (p, xt) 6= 0. Thus, for every
j 6= t, it follows from Equation 6.1 that

(p, xj)

(p, xt)
=
aj
at
.

From this, we obtain the following result.

0 = (a, a)

=
n
∑

j=1

a2j

= a2t +
∑

j 6=t

a2t ·
(p, xj)

2

(p, xt)2
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=
a2t

(p, xt)2
·

n
∑

j=1

(p, xj)
2.

Since we assume that at 6= 0, we conclude that
∑n

j=1(p, xj)
2 = 0. Recall that due

to the assumption that x ∈ SO(n), it holds that any two rows of x are orthogonal,
i.e.

n
∑

j=1

xsjxtj = δst.

It follows that

0 =
n
∑

j=1

(p, xj)
2

=
n
∑

j=1

(

n
∑

s=1

psxsj ·
n
∑

t=1

ptxtj

)

=

n
∑

s,t=1

(

pspt

n
∑

j=1

xsjxtj

)

=
n
∑

s,t=1

pspt · δst

=

n
∑

s=1

p2s.

This contradicts our assumption that (p, p) 6= 0.
Thus, we conclude that the gradient ∇φa,p is non-vanishing. An easy compu-

tation using Lemma 6.1 shows that the eigenvalues of the functions

φa,p = trace(ptaxt)

satisfy

λ = −n− 1

2
and µ = −1

2
.

If n > 2, then clearly λ 6= µ and by Corollary 5.19, 0 lies in the image of φa,p.
In particular, 0 is a regular value. The last statement now follows from Theorem
5.17.

Example 6.6. In Theorem 6.5 it is important that we assume (p, p) 6= 0. Consider
the setting n = 3, a = p = (1, i, 0). Then the matrix

x =





cos θ sin θ 0
− sin θ cos θ 0

0 0 1



 ∈ SO(3)
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clearly satisfies φa,p(x) = 0, and further ∇(φa,p) = 0 at x. Hence φa,p is not regular
over 0.

In Example 6.3 we have remarked that the eigenfunctions xjα + ixkβ belong
to the eigenfamily EV (p) which we have defined in Theorem 6.2. This means in
particular that Theorem 6.5 shows directly that the functions xjα+ixkβ are regular
over 0, which we have shown explicitly in Example 6.4 through a computation.

Remark 6.7. It is clear that if a = C · b and p = D · q for some constants C,D ∈
C, then φa,p(x) = trace(ptaxt) and φb,q induce the same minimal submanifolds.
Indeed, assume that x ∈ φ−1

a,p({0}). Then

0 = trace(ptaxt) = trace(CD · qtbxt) = CD · trace(qtbxt)

and thus x ∈ φ−1
b,q ({0}).

The claim formulated in the above remark should be intuitively clear. We can
however also make a converse statement using Milnor’s Lemma 5.20.

Proposition 6.8. Let n > 2, and let a, p, b, q ∈ Cn\{0} satisfy (a, a) = (b, b) = 0
and (p, p) 6= 0, (q, q) 6= 0. Let φa,p = trace(ptaxt). Then

φ−1
a,p({0}) = φ−1

b,q ({0})

if and only if [a] = [b] and [p] = [q] in CP n−1.

Proof. Since the polynomial φa,p(x) with complex coefficients is of degree one, it
is irreducible. We have shown in the proof of Theorem 6.5 that φa,p(x) is regu-
lar everywhere, and consequently φ−1

a,p({0}) contains a regular point. By Lemma
5.20, it now follows that φa,p and φb,q are multiples of one another if and only if
φ−1
a,p({0}) = φ−1

b,q ({0}).
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Chapter 7

The Special Unitary Group SU(n)

In this chapter we aim to find compact minimal submanifolds of the special uni-
tary group SU(n). In Section 7.1 we define a family of eigenfunctions on SU(n),
which were found by Gudmundsson and Sobak in their paper [23]. Thereafter, we
study compact minimal submanifolds of SU(n) in Section 7.2. Theorem 7.3 shows
that those eigenfunctions are submersive and can hence be used to construct min-
imal submanifolds. We will then provide two more examples of compact minimal
submanifolds of the special unitary group SU(n).

7.1 Eigenfunctions on SU(n)

We first look at the coordinate functions in Lemma 7.1. Theorem 7.2 then
provides us with a family of eigenfunctions on SU(n).

Lemma 7.1. [22] For 1 ≤ j, α ≤ n, let zjα : SU(n) → C be the complex-valued
coordinate function given by

zjα : x 7→ ej · z · etα,

where {e1, . . . , en} is the canonical basis for Cn. Then the following relations hold.

τ(zjα) = −n
2 − 1

n
· zjα,

κ(zjα, zkβ) = −zjβzkα +
1

n
· zjαzkβ.

Theorem 7.2. [23] For a, v ∈ Cn\{0}, let the complex-valued function φa,v :
SU(n) → C be given by

φa,v(z) = trace(atvzt) =
n
∑

j,α=1

ajvαzjα.
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Then φa,v is an eigenfunction on SU(n) and for the tension field τ and confor-
mality operator κ on SU(n) we obtain

τ(φa,v) = −n
2 − 1

n
· φa,v and κ(φa,v, φa,v) = −n− 1

n
· φ2

a,v.

7.2 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of SU(n)

In this section, we will apply Theorem 5.17 to the eigenfunctions we have stated
in Theorem 7.2. As we will show, they can be used to construct compact minimal
submanifolds of SU(n).We then state two more examples of compact minimal sub-
manifolds of the special unitary group. In Example 7.5 we look at the well-known
Clifford torus in S3 ∼= SU(2), and Example 7.6 describes a minimal submanifold
of SU(n) that Gudmundsson, Svensson and Ville constructed in their paper [29].

Theorem 7.3. Let n ≥ 2. Let a, v ∈ Cn\{0}. Then the complex-valued eigenfunc-
tion

φa,v(z) = trace(atvzt)

satisfies the following:

(i) φa,v is a submersion,

(ii) φ−1
a,v({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of SU(n) of codimension two.

Proof. First note that by Theorem 7.2, φa,v is an eigenfunction on SU(n). For
1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, the following holds.

Yrs(φa,v) =
1√
2

n
∑

j=1

(−ajvrzjs + ajvszjr) =
1√
2
(−vr(a, zs) + vs(a, zr)), (7.1)

iXrs(φa,v) =
i√
2

n
∑

j=1

(ajvrzjs + ajvszjr) =
i√
2
(vr(a, zs) + vs(a, zr)), (7.2)

iDrs(φa,v) =
i√
2
·

n
∑

j=1

(ajvrzjr − ajvszjs) =
i√
2
(vr(a, zr)− vs(a, zs)). (7.3)

Assume towards a contradiction that

Yrs(φa,v) = 0, iXrs(φa,v) = 0 and iDrs(φa,v) = 0

for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n. Then by Equations 7.1 and 7.2, for all such 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n
we have that

0 = vr ·
n
∑

j=1

(ajzjs) = vr · (a, zs),
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0 = vs ·
n
∑

j=1

(ajzjr) = vs · (a, zr).

Since v 6= 0, v has at least one non-zero entry, say vt 6= 0. We then see that for all
indices k 6= t, it holds that 0 = (a, zk). Thus by Equation 7.3, for any index k 6= t
we have that

vt(a, zt) = vk(a, zk) = 0.

Since vt 6= 0 by assumption, we conclude that (a, zt) = 0 as well.
This means that the rows of z are linearly dependent, contradicting the as-

sumption that z is an element of SU(n). Hence φa,v is submersive everywhere.
Theorem 7.2 shows that for n > 1 the eigenvalues λ and µ of φa,v are distinct.
Corollary 5.19 now shows that 0 lies in the image of φa,v. In particular, φa,v is
regular over 0 ∈ C. The last statement now follows from Theorem 5.17.

Proposition 7.4. Let n > 1 and for a, v ∈ Cn\{0}, define the complex valued
function φa,v on SU(n) by φa,v(z) = trace(atvzt). Then

φ−1
a,v({0}) = φ−1

b,w({0})
if and only if [a] = [b] and [v] = [w] in CP n−1.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.20.

For the interested reader, we provide two more examples of compact minimal
submanifolds of SU(n).

Example 7.5. Let now n = 2. It is well known that S3 ∼= SU(2) via the map

(z, w) 7→
(

z w
−w̄ z̄

)

.

A well-known minimal submanifold of S3 is the Clifford torus

T =

(

1√
2
eiα,

1√
2
eiβ
)

.

In 1970, Lawson famously conjectured in his paper [37] that this is the only com-
pact minimal submanifold of genus 1 embedded in S3. This result was proven
by Brendle in 2013 in [6]. There however exist infinitely many immersed tori in
S3, which were constructed by Hsiang and Lawson in [33]. As it was shown by
the author in [10], the torus T remains minimal if we equip S3 with a generalised
Berger metric.

Example 7.6. [29] Let H ∈ Cn×n have n different eigenvalues. Then the compact
subset

M =
{

(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ SU(n) | zt1Hz̄2 = 0
}

is a minimal submanifold of the special unitary group of codimension two. Here,
z1, . . . , zn denote the columns of z.
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Chapter 8

The Quaternionic Unitary Group
Sp(n)

We now aim to construct compact minimal submanifolds of the quaternionic
unitary group Sp(n). In Section 8.1, we will first state eigenfunctions on Sp(n),
which were provided by Gudmundsson and Sakovich in their paper [19]. Th main
result of Section 8.2 is Theorem 8.4, which shows that these functions can be used
to construct compact minimal submanifolds of Sp(n).

8.1 Eigenfunctions on Sp(n)

We first look at the coordinate functions on Sp(n). The following Lemma 8.1
was first given by Gudmundsson and Sakovich in [19] and then improved by Gud-
mundsson, Montaldo and Ratto in [16]. Theorem 8.2 then helps us construct
eigenfunctions on Sp(n).

Lemma 8.1. [19], [16] For 1 ≤ j, α ≤ n, let zjα, wjα : Sp(n) → C be the complex
valued coordinate functions given by

zjα : g 7→ ej · g · etα, wjα : g 7→ ej · g · etn+α.

Then the following relations hold.

τ(zjα) = −2n+ 1

2
· zjα, τ(wjα) = −2n + 1

2
· wjα,

κ(zjα, zkβ) = −1

2
· zjβzkα, κ(wjα, wkβ) = −1

2
· wjβwkα,

κ(zjα, wkβ) = −1

2
· (wjβzkα).

Lemma 8.1 now allows us to construct eigenfunctions on Sp(n). The following
eigenfunctions were constructed by Gudmundsson and Sakovich in their paper [19].
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Proposition 8.2. [19] Let a, u, v ∈ Cn. Then the function φ : Sp(n) → C given
by

φ(z + jw) = trace(atvzt + atuwt)

satisfies

τ(φ) = −2n + 1

2
· φ and κ(φ, φ) = −1

2
· φ2.

8.2 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of Sp(n)

We now wish to employ Theorem 5.17. We start with an easy case in Example
8.3, and then show with Theorem 8.4 that in general, the eigenfunctions given
in Theorem 8.2 are regular over 0 and hence can be used to construct compact
minimal submanifolds of Sp(n). In the following, we use Proposition 3.44, which
provides us with a basis for the Lie algebra sp(n) of Sp(n).

Example 8.3. Let v = (1, 0, . . . , 0), u = 0 and a ∈ C
n\{0}. Then according to

Proposition 8.2,

φv : Sp(n) → C,

given by

φv(z + jw) = trace(atvzt)

is an eigenfunction. We will show that it is regular over 0 ∈ C.
For our choices of a, u and v, a simple calculation shows that φa now simplifies

to

φa(z + jw) =

n
∑

j=1

ajzj1 = (a, z1).

From [17] we have the following identities for all 1 < s ≤ n:

Xa
1s(φa) =

i√
2
·

n
∑

j=1

ajzjs =
i√
2
· (a, zs),

Xb
1s(φa) =

i√
2
·

n
∑

j=1

ajwjs =
i√
2
· (a, ws),

Da
1(φa) =

i√
2
·

n
∑

j=1

ajzj1 =
i√
2
· (a, z1).

Dc
1(φa) =

−1√
2
·

n
∑

j=1

ajwj1 =
−1√
2
· (a, w1).

58



Assume now that φa(z+ jw) = 0, and that for every X ∈ Bsp(n), X(φa) = 0. Then
by the above, for all 1 ≤ t ≤ n,

0 =

n
∑

j=1

ajzjt and 0 =

n
∑

j=1

ajwjt.

In particular this means that the rows of z and w respectively are linearly de-
pendent. This contradicts the assumption that q = z + jw ∈ Sp(n). Hence, φa

must be regular over 0. Due to Theorem 5.17, φ–1
v ({0}) is a minimal submanifold

of Sp(n).

Theorem 8.4. Let a ∈ Cn\{0}, and u, v ∈ Cn such that at least one of the vectors
u, v is non-zero. Then, the complex-valued eigenfunction φa,v,u : Sp(n) → C given
by

φa,v,u(z + jw) = trace(atvzt + atuwt)

satisfies the following:

(i) φa,v,u is a submersion,

(ii) φ−1
a,v,u({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of Sp(n) of codimension two.

Proof. Gudmundsson and Munn showed in Section 9 of [17] that the elements of
the basis Bsp(n) as specified in Proposition 3.44 act on the coordinate function
zjα : Sp(n) → C as follows.

Xa
rs(zjα) =

i√
2
(zjrδsα + zjsδrα),

Xb
rs(zjα) =

i√
2
(wjrδsα + wjsδrα),

Da
t (zjα) =

i√
2
zjtδαt,

Dc
t (zjα) =

−1√
2
wjtδαt.

Further, we computed that

Xc
rs(zjα) =

−1√
2
(wjrδsα + wjsδrα),

Db
t (zjα) =

i√
2
wjtδαt.

We found how the elements of the basis Bsp(n) act on the coordinate functions
wjα : Sp(n) → C.

Xa
rs(wjα) =

−i√
2
(wjrδsα + wjsδrα),
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Xb
rs(wjα) =

i√
2
(zjrδsα + zjsδrα),

Xc
rs(wjα) =

1√
2
(zjrδsα + zjsδrα),

Da
t (wjα) =

−i√
2
wjtδαt,

Db
t (wjα) =

i√
2
zjtδαt,

Dc
t (wjα) =

1√
2
zjtδαt.

The eigenfunction φa,v,u : Sp(n) → C given by

φa,v,u(z + jw) = trace(atvzt + atuwt),

can be rewritten as follows.

φa,v,u(z + jw) =

n
∑

j,α=1

aj(vαzjα + uαwjα).

Then for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n and 1 ≤ t ≤ n, the basis elements of the Lie algebra
sp(n) act on φa,v,u as follows.

Xa
rs(φa,v,u) =

i√
2

∑

j

aj(vszjr + vrzjs − uswjr − urwjs), (8.1)

Xb
rs(φa,v,u) =

i√
2

∑

j

aj(vswjr + vrwjs + uszjr + urzjs), (8.2)

Xc
rs(φa,v,u) =

1√
2

∑

j

aj(−vswjr − vrwjs + uszjr + urzjs), (8.3)

Da
t (φa,v,u) =

i√
2

∑

j

aj(vtzjt − utwjt), (8.4)

Db
t (φa,v,u) =

i√
2

∑

j

aj(vtwjt + utzjt), (8.5)

Dc
t (φa,v,u) =

1√
2

∑

j

aj(−vtwjt + utzjt). (8.6)

Let us assume that the complex-valued vectors a, v are non-zero. The case that
u 6= 0 is done in the same way. In particular, there exists 1 ≤ k ≤ n such that the
k-th entry of v is non-zero, i.e. vk 6= 0. Assume towards a contradiction that for
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every X ∈ Bsp(n), it holds that X(φa,v,u) = 0. Then Equations 8.5 and 8.6 imply
that for every 1 ≤ t ≤ n we have that

0 = vt(a, wt),

Since vk 6= 0, we deduce that (a, wk) = 0. Equation 8.4 now implies that

vk(a, zk) = uk(a, wk) = 0.

This shows that (a, zk) = 0. Combining Equations 8.2 and 8.3, we see that for
every t 6= k, the following holds.

0 = vk(a, wt).

Hence, for every 1 ≤ t ≤ n, we have that (a, wt) = 0. Equation 8.1 now implies
that for t 6= k

vk(a, zt) = uk(a, wt) + ut(a, wk) = 0,

and thus for every 1 ≤ t ≤ n we see that (a, zt) = 0. Since a 6= 0, we arrive at
a contradiction. Hence, ∇φa,v,u is non-vanishing and in particular 0 is a regular
value. Corollary 5.19 confirms that 0 indeed lies in the image of φa,v,u for any
positive integer n. The last statement now follows from Theorem 5.17.

61



62



Chapter 9

The Symmetric Space
SU(n)/SO(n)

We will now consider the symmetric space SU(n)/SO(n). In Section 9.1, we
consider eigenfunctions from Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak’s paper [22]. In
Section 9.2, we apply Theorem 5.17 and show that these eigenfunctions can be
used to construct a family of compact minimal submanifolds of SU(n)/SO(n).
We will first look at a simplified case in Example 9.6, whereas Theorem 9.7 proves
the general case.

9.1 Eigenfunctions on SU(n)/SO(n)

We will first show that SU(n)/SO(n) is a symmetric space, which helps us to
decompose the Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n) in a suitable way. Thereafter, we look
at eigenfunctions on the symmetric space SU(n)/SO(n), which are provided in
Proposition 9.4.

Example 9.1. [39] Since the special orthogonal group SO(n) of real matrices is
a subgroup of the special unitary group SU(n) of complex matrices, the quo-
tient space SU(n)/SO(n) is defined in a natural way. Further, the mapping
σ : SU(n) → SU(n) defined by

σ(z) = z̄

is an involutive automorphism of SU(n). Indeed, for all z, w ∈ SU(n), we have
that

(i) σ(zw) = zw = z̄w̄ = σ(z)σ(w),

(ii) σ is bijective,

(iii) σ2(z) = z.
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Clearly SO(n) is fixed by σ. It follows from Theorem 4.38 that SU(n)/SO(n) is
indeed a symmetric space.

Remark 9.2. Recall from Proposition 3.42 that the Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n)
satisfies su(n) = so(n)⊕ im, where

m =
{

X ∈ R
n×n | X = X t and trace(X) = 0

}

.

The subspace im is spanned by the elements of Sm = {iXrs, iDrs | 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n} .
It is easy to see that so(n) and im are the subspaces of su(n) corresponding to the
eigenvalues ±1 of d σ.

In light of Oberservation 4.27, we see that im = To(SU(n)/SO(n)). A similar
argument will be used in the following chapters.

The following remark will help us constructing SO(n)-invariant functions on
SU(n).

Remark 9.3. Define the function Φ : SU(n) → SU(n) by

Φ(z) = zzt.

For x ∈ SO(n), we have by definition that Φ(x) = xxt = I. Consequently, Φ is
SO(n)-invariant, i.e. for all z ∈ SU(n) and x ∈ SO(n),

Φ(zx) = zxxtzt = zzt = Φ(z).

Proposition 9.4. [22] Let the complex symmetric matrix A be given by A = aat

for some non-zero element a ∈ Cn. Consider the function φ̂a : SU(n) → C with

φ̂a(z) = trace(AΦ(z)) = trace(ztAz).

Then φ̂a is a SO(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SU(n), and thus induces an eigen-
function φa on SU(n)/SO(n). The eigenvalues λ and µ satisfy

λ = −2(n2 + n− 2)

n
and µ = −4(n− 1)

n
.

Remark 9.5. Let Z be an element of the Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n). Then Z

acts on the function φ̂ as follows:

Z(φ̂a) =
d

ds
(φ̂(z · exp(sZ)))|s=0

=
d

ds
(trace(exp(sZt) · zt ·A · z · exp(sZ))|s=0

= trace(Zt · zt · A · z + zt ·A · z · Z)
= trace(Zt · zt · A · z) + trace(zt · A · z · Z)
= trace(Zt · zt · A · z) + trace(Z · zt ·A · z)
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= trace(Zt · zt ·A · z + Z · zt · A · z)
= trace((Zt + Z) · zt · A · z)

This shows that φ̂a : SU(n) → C is invariant under the action of the subgroup
SO(n) of SU(n) with Lie algebra

so(n) =
{

X ∈ R
n×n | X +X t = 0

}

.

Hence φ̂a induces a complex-valued eigenfunction φa : SU(n)/SO(n) → C on the
quotient space SU(n)/SO(n).

9.2 Compact Minimal submanifolds of SU(n)/SO(n)

The goal of this section is to apply Theorem 5.17 to the eigenfunctions found
in Proposition 9.4 in order to construct compact minimal submanifolds. Example
9.6 should clarify how we proceed, whereas Theorem 9.7 gives a general statement.

Example 9.6. We first consider the simplest case. Let a = (1, 0, . . . , 0). Then A
is the matrix with entries zero everywhere, except A11 = 1.

Then,

φ̂a(z) = trace(ztAz) = (zzt)11 =
n
∑

j=1

z21j . (9.1)

For iXrs =
i√
2
· (Ers + Esr) ∈ im, we have that

iXrs(φ̂a) = trace((iX t
rs + iXrs) · zt · A · z)

= trace((2iXrs) · zt · A · z)
= trace(A · z · (2iXrs) · zt)
= 2i · (z · (Xrs) · zt)11
= 2

√
2i · (z1rz1s).

We now wish to show that 0 is a regular value of φa. Assume towards a con-
tradiction that there exists z ∈ SU(n) satisfying φ̂a(z) = 0 and ∇(φ̂a) = 0 at z.

Then in particular, for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, it holds that iXrs(φ̂a) = 0. The above
computation shows that this is the case if and only if for all choices of such r, s it
holds that

z1r · z1s = 0. (9.2)

Since z has full rank, the first row has at least one non-zero entry, say z1r0 for
some 1 ≤ r0 ≤ n. Equation 9.2 now implies that for all t 6= r0, we have that

z1t = 0.
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In other words, z1r0 is the only non-zero entry of the first row. Plugging this into
the Equation 9.1, we see that

0 = φ̂a(z) =
n
∑

j=1

z21j = z21r0 .

It now immediately follows that z1r0 = 0, a contradiction. We conclude that 0 is

a regular value of φ̂a and thus of φa. By Theorem 5.17, the fibre φ−1
a ({0}) is a

minimal submanifold of SU(n)/SO(n).

Theorem 9.7. For n ≥ 2, let a ∈ Cn\{0} and A = aat. Then the eigen-
function φa : SU(n)/SO(n) → C induced by the SO(n)-invariant eigenfunction

φ̂a : SU(n) → C, which is given by

φ̂a(z) = trace(AΦ(z)) = trace(ztAz),

satisfies the following:

(i) φa is a submersion,

(ii) the fibre φ−1
a ({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of SU(n)/SO(n) of

codimension two.

Proof. Let a = (a1, . . . , an) be a non-zero vector in Cn. It follows from Proposition
9.4 that φa is an eigenfunction on SU(n)/SO(n).

We wish to show that the gradient of φ̂a is non-vanishing. Assume towards a
contradiction that there exist a critical point z ∈ SU(n). Then for all iX ∈ im,

we have that iX(φ̂a) = 0 at z.

Setting iXrs(φ̂a) = 0 for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, we obtain the equations

0 =

(

n
∑

k=1

akzkr

)(

n
∑

k=1

akzks

)

. (9.3)

Hence for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, either

0 =

n
∑

k=1

akzkr or 0 =

n
∑

k=1

akzks.

Since z ∈ SU(n), the columns of z form an orthonormal basis of Cn. Therefore,
there exists a column zt of z such that

〈zt, ā〉 =
n
∑

k=1

akzkt 6= 0.
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By Equation 9.3, for any other index 1 ≤ m ≤ n, m 6= t,

0 =

n
∑

k=1

akzkm.

By assumption, iDrs(φ̂a) = 0 for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n. The latter is equivalent to

0 =

(

n
∑

k=1

akzkr +

n
∑

k=1

akzks

)(

n
∑

k=1

akzkr −
n
∑

k=1

akzks

)

.

Using our previous findings, we see that

0 =

(

n
∑

k=1

akzkt

)2

,

which again implies that 0 =
∑n

k=1 akzkt, a contradiction.

Hence, there must exists some X ∈ im such that X(φ̂a) 6= 0. It follows that φ̂a

is a submersion, and so is φa. Due to Corollary 5.19, the value 0 ∈ C indeed lies
in the image of φa for all n ≥ 2. We conclude that 0 is a regular value of φa. The
last statement now follows from Theorem 5.17.

Remark 9.8. By letting the vector a ∈ Cn vary, this yields a family of minimal
submanifolds of SU(n)/SO(n).
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Chapter 10

The Symmetric Space Sp(n)/U(n)

We start this chapter by studying the symmetric space Sp(n)/U(n) in Section
10.1. Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak’s paper [22] provides us with eigenfunctions
on Sp(n)/U(n), which we state in Section 10.2. We then show in Section 10.3,
that those eigenfunctions are regular over 0 ∈ C and hence they can be used to
construct compact minimal submanifolds.

10.1 Preliminaries

We will see in Proposition 10.1, that the unitary group U(n) lies in the quater-
nionic unitary group Sp(n). In Proposition 10.3 we will show how the Lie algebra
sp(n) of Sp(n) can be decomposed.

Proposition 10.1. [31] The map ψ : U(n) → Sp(n) given by

x+ iy 7→
(

x y
−y x

)

is an injective homomorphism of Lie groups. Consequently, we may identify U(n)
with its image under ψ.

Proof. We start by showing that ψ is a homomorphism.

ψ((x1 + iy1) · (x2 + iy2)) = ψ(x1x2 − y1y2 + i(x1y2 + y1x2))

=

(

x1x2 − y1y2 x1y2 + y1x2
−x1y2 − y1x2 x1x2 − y1y2

)

=

(

x1 y1
−y1 x1

)

·
(

x2 y2
−y2 x2

)

= ψ(x1 + iy1) · ψ(x2 + iy2).

Further, the image q = ψ(x+ iy) satisfies qq̄t = In since x+ iy ∈ U(n). Lastly, ψ
is injective. Indeed, ψ(x+ iy) = I2n if and only if x = In. Hence, ker(ψ) = In.
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Remark 10.2. [39] We will now show that Sp(n)/U(n) is a symmetric space.
Indeed, we define the map σ : Sp(n) → Sp(n) by

σ :

(

z w
−w̄ z̄

)

7→
(

z̄ w̄
−w z

)

.

It is easily checked that σ is an involutive automorphism. It is also clear that σ
fixes U(n). By Theorem 4.38, Sp(n)/U(n) is a symmetric space.

Proposition 10.3. [22] Let M = Sp(n)/U(n). Consider the following decompo-
sition

sp(n) = u(n)⊕m

of the Lie algebra sp(n) of Sp(n). An orthonormal basis of m is given by

Bm =

{

Xa
rs =

i

2

(

Xrs 0
0 −Xrs

)

, Da
t =

i√
2

(

Dt 0
0 −Dt

)

, Xb
rs =

i

2

(

0 Xrs

Xrs 0

)

,

Db
t =

i√
2

(

0 Dt

Dt 0

)

| 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n, 1 ≤ t ≤ n

}

.

10.2 Eigenfunctions on Sp(n)/U(n)

In this section, we look at eigenfunctions on Sp(n)/U(n). They were found by
Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak in their work [22].

Remark 10.4. We have shown that if z ∈ U(n), then σ(z) = z. Now define a
map Φ : Sp(n) → Sp(n) by

Φ(q) = qqt.

It follows that Φ is U(n)-invariant, in the sense that for all q ∈ Sp(n) and z ∈
U(n),

Φ(qz) = qzztqt = qqt = Φ(q).

This justifies the next construction.

Proposition 10.5. [22] Let a ∈ C2n\{0}, and let A = aat. Then

φ̂a(q) = trace(A · Φ(q)) = trace(qtAq)

is a U(n)-invariant eigenfunction on Sp(n) and thus induces an eigenfunction φa

on Sp(n)/U(n). The eigenvalues λ and µ of φa satisfy

λ = −2(n + 1) and µ = −2.
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Remark 10.6. For any X ∈ sp(n),

X(φ̂a) =
d

ds
(trace(exp(sX t)qtA exp(sX)))|s=0

= trace(X tqtAq + qtAqX)

= trace(qtAq(X t +X)).

Hence, if X ∈ u(n), then X t+X = 0. This shows that φ̂a is constant on U(n) and
indeed induces an eigenfunction on Sp(n)/U(n).

10.3 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of Sp(n)/U(n)

In this section we construct minimal submanifolds of Sp(n)/U(n) via the eigen-
function φa. Example 10.7 illustrates the procedure in a simple way, while in The-
orem 10.8 we obtain a family of minimal submanifolds.

Example 10.7. We consider the case a = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ C2n\{0}. Then A = aat

has zero entries everywhere except for A11 = 1. Thus the eigenfunction φ̂a satisfies

φ̂a(q) =
2n
∑

j=1

q21j .

We wish to show that 0 is a regular value. Assume towards a contradiction that
for all X ∈ Bm, we have that X(φ̂a) = 0.

In particular, Da
t (φ̂a) = 0 and Db

t (φ̂a) = 0 for all 1 ≤ t ≤ n if and only if

0 = q21t − q21,n+t, (10.1)

0 = q1tq1,n+t (10.2)

for every such t. It is readily seen from Equation 10.2 that for all 1 ≤ t ≤ n,
either q1t = 0 or q1,n+t = 0. But then Equation 10.1 implies that in either case the
other entry must vanish as well. Consequently, the entire first row is zero, which
contradicts the fact that q is full rank. We conclude that 0 is a regular value of φ̂a

and of φa, and further, by Theorem 5.17, φ−1
a ({0}) is a minimal submanifold.

Theorem 10.8. Let a = (a1, . . . , a2n) ∈ C2n\{0} and A = aat. Then the eigen-
function φa : Sp(n)/U(n) → C induced by the U(n)-invariant eigenfunction

φ̂a : Sp(n) → C, which is given by

φ̂a(q) = trace(qtAq),

satisfies the following:

(i) φa is a submersion,
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(ii) φ−1
a ({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of Sp(n)/U(n) of codimension

two.

Proof. Let a = (a1, . . . , a2n) ∈ C2n\{0}. By Theorem 10.5, φ̂a(q) = trace(qtAq)
with A = aat, is an eigenfunction on Sp(n).

We now show that ∇(φ̂a) 6= 0. Assume towards a contradiction that there exists

q ∈ Sp(n), such that for all X ∈ Bm, we have that X(φ̂a) = 0.

From setting Da
t (φ̂a) = 0 and Db

t (φ̂a) = 0 for all 1 ≤ t ≤ n we obtain the
following equations:

0 =

(

n
∑

k=1

akqkt

)2

−
(

n
∑

k=1

akqk,n+t

)2

,

0 =

(

n
∑

k=1

akqkt

)

·
(

n
∑

k=1

akqk,n+t

)

.

From the second equation we learn that for all 1 ≤ t ≤ n either

0 =

n
∑

k=1

akqkt, or 0 =

n
∑

k=1

akqk,n+t.

By plugging this into the first equation, we now see that the respectively other
sum must also vanish, i.e. we have that

0 =

n
∑

k=1

akqkt, and 0 =

n
∑

k=1

akqk,n+t,

for all 1 ≤ t ≤ n.
This however contradicts the fact that the columns of q span C2n, which means

that there exists a column qt, with 1 ≤ t ≤ 2n such that

〈qt, ā〉 =
n
∑

k=1

akqkt 6= 0.

We conclude that φ̂a and thus φa are submersions. In particular, 0 is a regular
value, which, in light of Corollary 5.19, is attained by φa for any positive integer
n. Consequently, by Theorem 5.17, φ−1

a ({0}) is a minimal submanifold for any
non-zero a ∈ C2n.
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Chapter 11

The Symmetric Space
SO(2n)/U(n)

In this chapter we examine the symmetric space SO(2n)/U(n). Section 11.1
gives us some useful background information. We will first show in Proposition 11.1
how U(n) is embedded into SO(2n), and then decompose the Lie algebra so(2n)
of SO(2n). In Section 11.2, we then turn our attention to the eigenfunctions on
SO(2n)/U(n) which Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak constructed in their paper
[22]. In Theorem 11.7, we show that the conditions on these eigenfunctions can be
relaxed.

In Section 11.3, we aim to apply Theorem 5.17. We provide examples and will
show that a particular family of eigenfunctions as given in Theorem 11.7 can be
used to construct compact minimal submanifolds.

11.1 Preliminaries

We will first show that the unitary groupU(n) can be identified with a subgroup
of SO(2n).

Proposition 11.1. [39] The map

ψ : U(n) → SO(2n), x+ iy 7→
(

x −y
y x

)

is an embedding of U(n) into SO(2n).

Proof. The map is well defined. Indeed, since x+ iy ∈ U(n),

(x+ iy)(xt − iyt) = xxt + yyt + i(yxt − xyt) = In.

Thus, since x and y have real-valued entries, we have that

In = xxt + yyt and 0 = yxt − xyt.
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As a consequence, it follows that

ψ(x+ iy) · (ψ(x+ iy))t =

(

x −y
y x

)

·
(

xt yt

−yt xt

)

=

(

xxt + yyt xyt − yxt

yxt − xyt xxt + yyt

)

=

(

In 0
0 In

)

= I2n.

Further, det(ψ(x+ iy)) = 1, as shown in the following computation. Here we use
that for x+ iy ∈ U(n), | det(x+ iy)| = 1.

det(ψ(x+ iy)) = det

(

x −y
y x

)

= −i · det
(

x −y
iy ix

)

= − det

(

x −iy
x+ iy −(x+ iy)

)

= − det

(

x− iy −iy
0 −(x+ iy)

)

= det

(

x− iy −iy
0 (x+ iy)

)

= det(x+ iy) · det(x+ iy)

= | det(x+ iy)|2 = 1.

Thus, ψ(U(n)) ∈ SO(2n).

Further, ψ is a group homomorphism. For x+ iy, a+ ib ∈ U(n),

ψ((x+ iy) · (a+ ib)) =

(

xa− yb −(xb+ ya)
xb+ ya xa− yb

)

=

(

x −y
y x

)

·
(

a −b
b a

)

= ψ(x+ iy) · ψ(a+ ib).

Lastly, ψ is injective. Indeed, ψ(x + iy) = I2n if and only if y = 0 and x = In.
Hence, kerψ = In.

We conclude that ψ is a group isomorphism of U(n) onto its image and we may
henceforth identify U(n) with ψ(U(n)) ∈ SO(2n).
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Remark 11.2. [39] We will now show that SO(2n)/U(n) is indeed a symmetric
space. For this, let

Jn =

(

0 In
−In 0

)

and consider the map σ : SO(2n) → SO(2n) given by

σ(x) = JnxJ
t
n.

If we write x as a block matrix

x =

(

x11 x12
x21 x22

)

,

we see that

σ(x) =

(

x11 −x21
−x12 x22

)

.

Hence, if x ∈ U(n) then x is fixed by σ. Further, we see that σ is an ivolutive
automorphism since

(i) σ(xy) = JnxyJ
t
n = JnxJ

t
nJnyJ

t
n = σ(x)σ(y),

(ii) σ is bijective,

(iii) σ2(x) = x.

By Theorem 4.38, SO(2n)/U(n) is a symmetric space.

Proposition 11.3 shows us how to decompose the Lie algebra so(2n) of SO(2n).

Proposition 11.3. [39] For the orthogonal decomposition

so(2n) = u(n)⊕m,

where u(n) is the Lie algebra of U(n) ⊂ SO(2n), a basis of m is given by

Bm =

{

Y a
rs =

1√
2

(

Yrs 0
0 −Yrs

)

, Y b
rs =

1√
2

(

0 Yrs
Yrs 0

)

| 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n

}

.

Proof. In light of Proposition 11.1, we note that the Lie algebra of u(n) in so(2n)
is the vector subspace

u(n) =

{(

Y −W
W Y

)

| W t −W = 0, and Y t + Y = 0

}

.

It can now be easily verified that the subspace

m =

{(

Y W
W −Y

)

∈ so(2n) | Y t + Y = 0, and W t +W = 0

}

of so(2n), spanned by Bm as given above, is the orthogonal complement of u(n) in
so(2n).
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11.2 Eigenfunctions on SO(2n)/U(n)

In their paper [22], Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak constructed the family of
eigenfuntions given in Proposition 11.5. In Proposition 11.7, we show that the
conditions on the vectors a, b can be relaxed. The proof still works as before.
This serves two purposes. We not only obtain more eigenfunctions, but as we
will see in Section 11.3, the eigenfunctions given in Proposition 11.5 might not
always be regular over 0 ∈ C. Further, the computation of the gradient can be
very complicated. We however successfully apply Theorem 5.17 to a subset of the
newly found eigenfunctions, see Theorem 11.11.

Remark 11.4. Notice that for y ∈ U(n),

Φ(y) = yJny
t = Jn.

Hence Φ is U(n)-invariant, in the sense that for any y ∈ U(n), x ∈ SO(2n),

Φ(xy) = xyJny
txt = xJnx

t = Φ(x).

Proposition 11.5. [22] Let V be an isotropic subspace of C2n and let a, b ∈ V be
linearly independent. Let A ∈ C2n×2n be the skew-symmetric matrix

A =
2n
∑

j,α=1

ajbαYjα.

Then
φ̂a,b(x) = trace(AΦ(x)) = trace(AxJnx

t)

is a U(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SO(2n), and hence induces an eigenfunction
φa,b on the quotient space SO(2n)/U(n). The eigenvalues λ and µ of φa,b satisfy

λ = −2(n− 1) and µ = −1.

Remark 11.6. Let X be an elements of the Lie algebra so(2n) of SO(2n). Then

X acts on the function φ̂a,b as follows.

X(φ̂a,b) =
d

ds
(φ̂a,b(x · exp(sX))|s=0

= trace((XJn + JnX
t)xtAx).

We have seen in Remark 11.3 that if X ∈ u(n), then X is of the form

X =

(

Y −W
W Y

)

,

where W t −W = 0 and Y t + Y = 0. In this case,

XJn + JnX
t =

(

W −W t Y + Y t

−(Y + Y t) W −W t

)

= 0.

This demonstrates that φ̂a,b is U(n)-invariant.
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The following result is the same as Proposition 11.5 from [22], except that the
conditions on a, b are slightly weakened.

Proposition 11.7. Let a, b ∈ C2n be linearly independent vectors satisfying

(a, a)(b, b)− (a, b)2 = 0.

Let A ∈ C2n×2n be the skew-symmetric matrix

A =

2n
∑

j,α=1

ajbαYjα.

Then
φ̂a,b(x) = trace(AΦ(x)) = trace(AxJnx

t)

is an U(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SO(2n), and hence induces an eigenfunction
φa,b on the quotient space SO(2n)/U(n).

Proof. In this proof we proceed as in the proof of Proposition 11.5. Let Φ :
SO(2n) → SO(2n) be the map

Φ(x) = x · Jn · xt.
Then, as shown in [22], the components of Φ satisfy the following:

τ (Φjα) = −2(n− 1) · Φjα,

κ (Φjα,Φkβ) = −(ΦjβΦkα + ΦjkΦαβ)− (δkαδjβ − δjkδαβ).

Since Ajα = 1√
2
(ajbα − aαbj), we may now write

φ̂a,b(x) = trace(AΦ(x)) = −
2n
∑

j,α=1

AjαΦjα.

Using linearity of τ, we immediately obtain that

τ(φ̂a,b) = −
2n
∑

j,α=1

Ajατ(Φjα)

=
2n
∑

j,α=1

Ajα · 2(n− 1) · Φjα

= −2(n− 1) · φ̂a,b.

We now calculate κ(φ̂a,b, φ̂a,b).

κ(φ̂a,b, φ̂a,b) =

2n
∑

j,α,k,β=1

AjαAkβ · κ(Φjα,Φkβ)
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= −
2n
∑

j,α,k,β=1

AjαAkβ · (ΦjβΦkα + ΦjkΦαβ)

−
2n
∑

j,α,k,β=1

AjαAkβ · (δkαδjβ − δjkδαβ)

= −1

2
·

2n
∑

j,α,k,β=1

(ajbα − aαbj)(akbβ − aβbk) · (ΦjβΦkα + ΦjkΦαβ)

−
2n
∑

j,k=1

AjkAkj +

2n
∑

j,k=1

A2
jk.

The first sum now simplifies to 2 · φ̂2
a,b, using the identity

φ̂2
a,b = 2 ·

(

∑

j,α

ajbαΦjα

)2

.

Terms of the form
(

∑

j,α

ajaαΦjα

)

·
(

∑

k,β

akaβΦkβ

)

appear twice with a plus and twice with a minus sign, and thus they cancel. By
skew-symmetry of A, we have that

−
2n
∑

j,k=1

AjkAkj +
2n
∑

j,k=1

A2
jk = 2 ·

2n
∑

j,k=1

A2
jk.

As in the proof of Proposition 11.5, we obtain the following equation:

κ(φ̂a,b, φ̂a,b) = −φ̂2
a,b + 2 ·

(

(a, a)(b, b)− (a, b)2
)

.

Since we have assumed that (a, a)(b, b)− (a, b)2 = 0 we conclude that

κ(φ̂a,b, φ̂a,b) = −φ̂2
a,b.

11.3 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of SO(2n)/U(n)

We will now investigate the regularity over 0 ∈ C of the functions given in
Propositions 11.5 and 11.7.

In Example 11.9 we show that the functions described in Proposition 11.5 are
not necessarily regular over 0 ∈ C. On the other hand, Theorem 11.11 shows that a
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particular subset of the functions given in Proposition 11.7 are indeed regular over
0 ∈ C. This allows us to construct compact minimal submanifolds using Theorem
5.17.

Remark 11.8 provides us with some useful computations.

Remark 11.8. Let φ̂a,b(x) = trace(AxJnx
t) be the function given in Proposition

11.5. Skew-symmetry of A and Φ yields

φ̂a,b(x) = −
∑

j,α

AjαΦjα

= − 1√
2
·
∑

j,α

(

(ajbα − bjaα) ·
n
∑

t=1

(−xj,n+txαt + xjtxα,n+t)

)

=
2√
2
·

n
∑

t=1

((a, xn+t)(b, xt)− (a, xt)(b, xn+t)) .

Consider Y a
rs and Y b

rs as defined in Proposition 11.3. A computation shows that

Y a
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0 if and only if

0 = (a, xr)(b, xn+s) + (a, xn+r)(b, xs)− (a, xs)(b, xn+r)− (a, xn+s)(b, xr)

and similarly, Y b
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0 if and only if

0 = (a, xr)(b, xs) + (a, xn+s)(b, xn+r)− (a, xs)(b, xr)− (a, xn+r)(b, xn+s).

Example 11.9. Let n = 2, and consider a = (1, i, 0, 0), b = (0, 0, 1, i). It is clear
that a, b satisfy (a, a)(b, b)− (a, b)2. Let

x =









0 0 0 −1
0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0









∈ SO(2n).

We will now use the computations from Remark 11.8. It is easy to see that

(a, x1) = (a, x2) = (b, x3) = (b, x4) = 0

and
(a, x3) = i, (a, x4) = −1, (b, x1) = 1, (b, x2) = i.

Then, since
(a, x3)(b, x1) + (a, x4)(b, x2) = i− i = 0,

it follows that
φ̂a,b(x) = 0.

Further, Y a
12(φ̂a,b) = 0 and Y b

12(φ̂a,b) = 0. Consequently, φ̂a,b is not regular over 0
for our choices of a, b.
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We will now show that with the relaxed conditions of Proposition 11.7, it is
easier to find suitable vectors a, b that render φ̂a,b regular over 0. We start with
an easy example in the setting n = 2.

Example 11.10. Let now φ̂a,b be as in Proposition 11.7, with the relaxed condition
on b. Let n = 2. We set a = (1, i, 0, 0), and b = (0, 0, 1, 0). Clearly the conditions

(a, a) = 0, (a, b) = 0

are satisfied, and consequently φ̂a,b as defined in Proposition 11.7 is an eigenfunc-
tion on SO(4)/U(2).

We now wish to show that φ̂a,b is regular over 0. For our choice of a and b we
have that

φ̂a,b(x) =
2√
2
((x13 + ix23)x31 + (x14 + ix24)x32 − (x11 + ix21)x33 − (x12 + ix22)x34)).

Since all entries of x are real-valued, φ̂a,b(x) = 0 if and only if the following two
equations are satisfied:

0 = x13x31 + x14x32 − x11x33 − x12x34, (11.1)

0 = x23x31 + x24x32 − x21x33 − x22x34. (11.2)

Similarly, by separating the real and complex parts, Y a
12(φ̂a,b) = Y b

12(φ̂a,b) = 0 if
and only if

0 = −x14x31 + x13x32 − x12x33 + x11x34, (11.3)

0 = −x24x31 + x23x32 − x22x33 + x21x34, (11.4)

0 = −x12x31 + x11x32 + x14x33 − x13x34, (11.5)

0 = −x22x31 + x21x32 + x24x33 − x23x34. (11.6)

Lastly, x ∈ SO(4) yields the following equations:

0 = x11x31 + x12x32 + x13x33 + x14x34, (11.7)

0 = x21x31 + x22x32 + x23x33 + x24x34. (11.8)

We now have 4 equations where entries of the third row and entries of the first
appear, namely Equations 11.1,11.3,11.5 and 11.7. Now assume that for some
x ∈ SO(4), they all hold true. This means in particular that the non-zero vector
(x31, x32, x33, x34)

t belongs to the kernel of the matrix

M =









x13 x14 −x11 −x12
−x14 x13 −x12 x11
−x12 x11 x14 −x13
x11 x12 x13 x14.









.
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However,

det(M) = (x211 + x212 + x213 + x214)
2 = 1,

since x ∈ SO(4). By a result from elementary linear algebra, kerM = {0}. This
contradicts the assumption that the third row has non-zero entries. It follows that
φ̂a,b is regular over 0.

As a consequence, we see that φa,b is regular over 0 and that φ−1
a,b(0) is a minimal

submanifold, due to Theorem 5.17.

We will now give a more general statement on how to choose vectors a, b such
that the corresponding function φa,b is regular over 0.

Theorem 11.11. Let a, b ∈ C2n satisfy the following conditions:

(i) a and b are linearly independent,

(ii) (a, a) = (a, b) = 0,

(iii) b = z · b̃ for some z ∈ C
∗ and b̃ ∈ R

2n.

Let

A =
2n
∑

j,α=1

ajbαYjα.

Then the eigenfunction

φa,b : SO(2n)/U(n) → C,

induced by the U(n)-invariant function φ̂a,b : SO(2n) → C, given by

φ̂a,b(x) = trace(AxJnx
t),

is regular over 0 ∈ C and further, the fibre φ−1
a,b({0}) is a compact minimal sub-

manifold of SO(2n)/U(n) of codimension two.

Proof. Certainly φa,b satisfies the conditions of Proposition 11.7, and thus φa,b is
an eigenfunction on SO(2n)/U(n). Due to Corollary 5.19, it is clear that 0 lies in
the image of φa,b. For x ∈ SO(2n), we denote x1, . . . , x2n the linearly independent
columns of x.

We will first consider the case b ∈ R2n. Assume towards a contradiction that
for a fixed x ∈ SO(2n), φ̂a,b(x) = 0 and φ̂a,b is not regular at x, meaning for all

1 ≤ r < s ≤ 2n we have that Y a
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0 and Y b

rs(φ̂a,b) = 0.
In the following we will use the formulae given in Remark 11.8. Further, we

decompose a into its real and imaginary parts

a = u+ i · v,
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where u, v ∈ R2n\{0}.

φ̂a,b(x) =
2√
2
·

n
∑

t=1

((u+ iv, xn+t)(b, xt)− (u+ iv, xt)(b, xn+t)) .

Since all entries of the matrix x and the vector b are real-valued, φ̂a,b(x) = 0 implies
that

0 =

n
∑

t=1

(u, xn+t)(b, xt)−
n
∑

t=1

(u, xj,t)(b, xn+t),

We now turn our attention to the gradient. Remark 11.8 states that Y a
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0

if and only if

0 = (a, xn+s)(b, xr)− (a, xn+r)(b, xs) + (a, xs)(b, xn+r)− (a, xr)(b, xn+s)

and similarly, Y b
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0 if and only if

0 = (a, xs)(b, xr)− (a, xr)(b, xs)− (a, xn+s)(b, xn+r) + (a, xn+r)(b, xn+s).

By taking the real parts of the equations Y a
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0 and Y b

rs(φ̂a,b) = 0 for
1 ≤ r < s ≤ 2n, we obtain the following equations:

0 = −(u, xn+s)(b, xr) + (u, xn+r)(b, xs)− (u, xs)(b, xn+r) + (u, xr)(b, xn+s),

0 = −(u, xs)(b, xr) + (u, xr)(b, xs) + (u, xn+s)(b, xn+r)− (u, xn+r)(b, xn+s),

As we have established in Lemma A.2, u 6= 0. Since the columns x1, . . . , x2n form
an orthonormal basis of R2n, there exist at least one index 1 ≤ r ≤ 2n, such that

(u, xr) 6= 0.

Without loss of generality, assume r = 1. Further, we note that

0 = (a, b) = (u+ iv, b) = (u, b) + i(v, b) =
2n
∑

t=1

(u, xt)(b, xt) + i ·
2n
∑

t=1

(v, xt)(b, xt).

Then clearly the real part of the right hand side vanishes, i.e.

0 =

2n
∑

t=1

(u, xt)(b, xt).

Then for 1 < k ≤ n, we obtain the following system of 2(n−1)+2 = 2n equations.

0 =

2n
∑

t=1

(u, xt)(b, xt),
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0 = −(u, xk)(b, xr) + (u, xr)(b, xk) + (u, xn+k)(b, xn+r)− (u, xn+r)(b, xn+k),

0 = −
n
∑

t=1

(u, xn+t)(b, xt) +
n
∑

t=1

(u, xt)(b, xn+t),

0 = −(u, xn+k)(b, xr) + (u, xn+r)(b, xk)− (u, xk)(b, xn+r) + (u, xr)(b, xn+k).

These equations are true if and only if the vector

((b, x1), . . . , (b, x2n))
t

belongs to the kernel of the following matrix M.






































(u, x1) (u, x2) (u, x3) . . . (u, xn) (u, xn+1) (u, xn+2) (u, xn+3) . . . (u, x2n)
−(u, x2) (u, x1) 0 . . . 0 (u, xn+2) −(u, xn+1) 0 . . . 0
−(u, x3) 0 (u, x1) . . . 0 (u, xn+3) 0 −(u, xn+1) . . . 0
−(u, xn) 0 0 . . . (u, x1) (u, x2n) 0 0 . . . −(u, xn+1)

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

−(u, xn+1) (u, xn+2) (u, xn+3) . . . (u, x2n) (u, x1) (u, x2) (u, x3) . . . (u, xn)
−(u, xn+2) (u, xn+1) 0 . . . 0 −(u, x2) (u, x1) 0 . . . 0
−(u, xn+3) 0 (u, xn+1) . . . 0 −(u, x3) 0 (u, x1) . . . 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

−(u, x2n) 0 0 . . . (u, xn+1) −(u, xn) 0 0 . . . (u, x1)







































It is now easy to see that M = S + (u, x1) · I, where S is a skew-symmetric
real-valued matrix. It is well known that matrices of this form are invertible (as
shown in Lemma A.3), and consequently ((b, x1), . . . , (b, x2n))

t = (0, . . . , 0). We
conclude that b = 0. This contradicts our assumptions, and we conclude that the
U(n)-invariant function φ̂a,b : SO(2n) → C is regular over 0. It follows that the
compact fibre φ−1

a,b(0) is regular.

According to Theorem 5.17, φ−1
a,b({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of

SO(2n)/U(n) of codimension two.

If b = z · b̃, for some non-zero z ∈ C and b̃ ∈ R2n, then due to linearity of the
form (·, ·), we may divide all equations by z before taking real and complex parts.
We then proceed as in the real case.
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Chapter 12

The Symmetric Space
SU(2n)/Sp(n)

We start off with some basic calculations in Section 12.1, and in Section 12.2
we look at a family of eigenfunctions, which was constructed by Gudmundsson,
Siffert and Sobak in their paper [22]. In Section 12.3 we use those eigenfunctions to
construct compact minimal submanifolds of the symmetric space SU(2n)/Sp(n).

12.1 Preliminaries

We show how the quaternionic unitary group Sp(n) can be identified with a
subgroup of SU(2n).We also present the corresponding orthogonal decomposition
of the Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n), which we will work with later.

Proposition 12.1. The map ψ : GLn(H) → GL2n(C) given by

ψ : q = z + jw 7→
(

z −w̄
w z̄

)

is an injective homomorphism of Lie groups. Consequently, we may identify Sp(n)
with its image under ψ. Further, ψ(Sp(n)) ⊂ SU(2n).

Proof. We will first show that ψ is a homomorphism.

ψ((z1 + jw1) · (z2 + jw2)) = ψ(z1z2 − w̄1w2 + j(w1z2 + z̄1w2))

=

(

z1z2 − w̄1w2 −w̄1z̄2 − z1w̄2

w1z2 + z̄1w2 z̄1z̄2 − w1w̄2

)

=

(

z1 −w̄1

w1 z̄1

)

·
(

z2 −w̄2

w2 z̄2

)

= ψ(z1 + jw1) · ψ(z2 + jw2).
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Clearly ψ is injective since kerψ = In. If q = z + jw ∈ Sp(n), then

qq̄t = zz̄t + w̄wt + j(wz̄t − z̄wt) = In.

It follows that

In = zz̄t + w̄wt,

0 = wz̄t − z̄wt.

Hence,

ψ(z + jw) · ψ(z + jw)
t

=

(

zz̄t + w̄wt zw̄t − w̄zt

wz̄t − z̄wt z̄zt + ww̄t

)

=

(

In 0
0 In

)

= I2n.

The previous result shows that | det(ψ(z + jw))| = 1. It is left to show that
det(ψ(z + jw)) = 1. Let

Jn =

(

0 In
−In 0

)

.

As we will show in Lemma 12.5, for z + jw ∈ Sp(n), it holds that

ψ(z + jw) · Jn · ψ(z + jw) = Jn.

Using an identity of the Pfaffian, we see that

pf(Jn) = pf (ψ(z + jw) · Jn · ψ(z + jw)) = det(ψ(z + jw)) · pf(Jn).

Since pf(Jn)
2 = det(Jn) 6= 0, it follows that det(ψ(z+jw)) = 1. A definition of the

Pfaffian and detailed statements of its properties can be found in Haber’s lecture
notes [30].

Remark 12.2. [39] The map σ : SU(2n) → SU(2n) given by

σ(z) = Jnz̄Jn

is an involutive automorphism which fixes Sp(n). By Lemma 4.38, SU(2n)/Sp(n)
is indeed a symmetric space.

Proposition 12.3. The Lie algebra su(2n) of SU(2n) admits an orthogonal de-
composition

su(2n) = sp(n)⊕m,

where

m =

{(

Z W
−W̄ Zt

)

| Z∗ + Z = 0, trace(Z) = 0, W t +W = 0

}

.
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Proof. In Definition 3.44, we stated that the Lie algebra sp(n) of Sp(n) can be
written as

sp(n) =

{(

Z −W̄
W Z̄

)

∈ C
2n×2n | Z∗ + Z = 0, W t −W = 0

}

.

Generally, since X ∈ su(2n) satisfies X∗ + X = 0 and trace(X) = 0, an element
of su(2n) must be of the form

X =

(

Z W
−W ∗ Y

)

,

such that Z∗ + Z = Y ∗ + Y = 0, and trace(Z) + trace(Y ) = 0. Let

su(2n) = sp(n)⊕m

be an orthogonal decomposition. Then m has elements of the form

(

Z W
−W̄ −Z̄

)

,

where Z,W satisfy

(i) Z∗ + Z = 0,

(ii) Im trace(Z) = 0,

(iii) W t +W = 0.

Since the first condition on Z implies that the real parts of the diagonal entries of
Z vanish, we see that due to the second condition trace(Z) = 0. Thus,

m =

{(

Z W
−W̄ Zt

)

| Z∗ + Z = 0, trace(Z) = 0, W t +W = 0

}

.

Proposition 12.4. Consider the orthogonal decomposition of the Lie algebra su(2n)
of SU(2n) given by

su(2n) = sp(n)⊕m.

Then m is spanned by

Sm =

{

Y a
rs =

1

2

(

Yrs 0
0 −Yrs

)

, Xa
rs =

1

2

(

iXrs 0
0 iXrs

)

, Y b
rs =

1

2

(

0 Yrs
Yrs 0

)

,

Y c
rs =

1

2

(

0 iYrs
−iYrs 0

)

| 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n

}

⋃

{

Da
rs =

1

2

(

iDrs 0
0 iDrs

)

, | 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n

}

,

where Drs =
1√
2
· (Err − Ess).
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Proof. In Proposition 12.3 we have seen that an element of m is of the form

(

Z W
−W̄ Zt

)

,

where

(i) Z∗ + Z = 0,

(ii) trace(Z) = 0 and

(iii) W t +W = 0.

We must now find generators of all matrices of the forms Z and W, as described
above.

We see that such matrices Z must be in the Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n), which
is is spanned by

{Yrs, iXrs, iDrs | 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n}.

The corresponding elements in Sm are Y a
rs, X

a
rs, D

a
rs.

Further, we note that the subspace of matrices W ∈ Cn×n is generated by

{Yrs, iYrs | 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n}.

The corresponding elements in Sm are Y b
rs and Y

c
rs.

12.2 Eigenfunctions on SU(2n)/Sp(n)

We now aim to construct eigenfunctions on SU(2n)/Sp(n). Lemma 12.5 helps
us to construct Sp(n)-invariant functions on SU(2n). Proposition 12.6 from Gud-
mundsson, Siffert and Sobak’s paper [22] then provides us with a family of eigen-
functions on SU(2n)/Sp(n).

Lemma 12.5. [31]
Let Φ : SU(2n) → SU(2n) be the map given by

Φ(z) = z · Jn · zt,

where

Jn =

(

0 In
−In 0

)

.

An easy computation shows that if z ∈ Sp(n) then Φ(z) = Jn. In particular, Φ is
Sp(n)-invariant.
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Proposition 12.6. [22] For non-zero linearly independent elements a, b ∈ C2n, let
A ∈ C2n×2n be the skew-symmetric matrix

A =
2n
∑

i,j=1

aibjYij.

Let Φ be the map given by
Φ(z) = z · Jn · zt.

Define the function φ̂a,b : SU(2n) → C by

φ̂a,b(z) = trace(A · Φ(z)) = trace(ztAzJn) = −
2n
∑

j,α=1

AjαΦjα(z).

Then φ̂a,b is a Sp(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SU(2n), and thus induces an
eigenfunction φa,b on the quotient space SU(2n)/Sp(n). The eigenvalues λ and µ
of φa,b satisfy

λ = −2(2n2 − n− 1)

n
and µ = −2(n− 1)

n
.

12.3 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of SU(2n)/Sp(n)

We wish to apply Theorem 5.17 to the functions stated in proposition 12.6. As
Theorem 12.7 shows, they are regular over 0 ∈ C and thus can be used to construct
compact minimal submanifolds of SU(2n)/Sp(n).

Theorem 12.7. Let n ≥ 2. Let a, b ∈ C2n be linearly independent and let A be
the skew-symmetric matrix given by

A =

2n
∑

i,j=1

aibjYij.

Let φa,b : SU(2n)/Sp(n) → C be the eigenfunction induced by

φ̂a,b = trace(ztAzJn).

Then φa,b is regular over 0 ∈ C, and φ−1
a,b({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold

of SU(2n)/Sp(n) of codimension two.

Proof. First of all, φa,b is an eigenfunction on SU(2n)/Sp(n) by Proposition 12.6.
Due to Corollary 5.19, 0 lies in the image of φa,b.

Assume towards a contradiction that for z ∈ SU(2n) we have that φ̂a,b(z) = 0,

and for every Y ∈ m, Y (φ̂a,b) = 0. We will show that under those assumptions, z
does not have full rank. We will start by unravelling what our assumptions mean.
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For Y ∈ m,
Y (φ̂a,b) = trace(Az(Y Jn + JnY

t)zt).

For simplicity we will now write (a, zt) =
∑

j ajzjt for all 1 ≤ t ≤ 2n. It can now
be shown that for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n,

Y a
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0, Y b

rs(φ̂a,b) = 0, Xa
rs(φ̂a,b) = 0, Y c

rs(φ̂a,b) = 0

if and only if

0 = (a, zn+s)(b, zr)− (a, zn+r)(b, zs) + (a, zs)(b, zn+r)− (a, zr)(b, zn+s), (12.1)

0 = (a, zs)(b, zr)− (a, zr)(b, zs)− (a, zn+s)(b, zn+r) + (a, zn+r)(b, zn+s), (12.2)

0 = (a, zn+s)(b, zr) + (a, zn+r)(b, zs)− (a, zs)(b, zn+r)− (a, zr)(b, zn+s), (12.3)

0 = (a, zs)(b, zr)− (a, zr)(b, zs) + (a, zn+s)(b, zn+r)− (a, zn+r)(b, zn+s), (12.4)

By adding and subtracting Equations 12.1 and 12.3, and Equations 12.2 and 12.4
respectively, we see that for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ n,

0 = (a, zn+s)(b, zr)− (a, zr)(b, zn+s), (12.5)

0 = (a, zn+r)(b, zs)− (a, zs)(b, zn+r), (12.6)

0 = (a, zs)(b, zr)− (a, zr)(b, zs). (12.7)

0 = (a, zr)(b, zs)− (a, zs)(b, zr). (12.8)

Since the columns of z̄ form a basis of C2n, there exists an index 1 ≤ t ≤ 2n such
that

〈a, z̄t〉 = (a, zt) 6= 0.

Without loss of generality, 1 ≤ t ≤ n. Equations 12.5,12.6,12.7 and 12.8 now show
that for all 1 ≤ s ≤ n, s 6= t, it holds that

(b, zn+s) =
(a, zn+s)

(a, zt)
· (b, zt), and (b, zs) =

(a, zs)

(a, zt)
· (b, zt).

Now note that φ̂a,b(z) = 0 if and only if

0 = (a, zn+1)(b, z1) + · · ·+ (a, z2n)(b, zn)− (a, z1)(b, zn+1)− · · · − (a, zn)(b, z2n).

Entering our latest findings into this equation, we note that

0 = (a, zn+t)(b, zt) +
∑

s 6=t

(a, zn+s) ·
(a, zs)

(a, zt)
· (b, zt)

−(a, zt)(b, zn+t)−
∑

s 6=t

(a, zs) ·
(a, zn+s)

(a, zt)
· (b, zt)

= (a, zn+t)(b, zt)− (a, zt)(b, zn+t).
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Thus, we also have that

(b, zn+t) =
(a, zn+t)

(a, zt)
· (b, zt).

To summarise, we have now established that for every 1 ≤ s ≤ 2n,

〈b, z̄s〉 = (b, zs) =
(a, zs)

(a, zt)
· (b, zt) =

(b, zt)

(a, zt)
· 〈a, z̄s〉.

Thus,

b =

2n
∑

s=1

〈b, z̄s〉 · z̄s =
(b, zt)

(a, zt)
·

2n
∑

s=1

〈a, z̄s〉 · z̄s =
(b, zt)

(a, zt)
· a.

This is a contradiction, since we assumed a and b to be linearly independent.
It follows that φa,b is regular over 0. By Theorem 5.17, φ−1

a,b({0}) is a minimal
submanifold of SU(2n)/Sp(n).

91



92



Chapter 13

The Real Grassmannians
SO(m + n)/SO(m)× SO(n)

Section 13.1 provides us with some useful details on the real Grassmannians.
We then study a family of eigenfunctions on SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n), which
stems from Ghandour and Gudmundsson’s article [12]. In Section 13.2, we study
minimal submanifolds of SO(m+n)/SO(m)×SO(n). We show in Theorem 13.8
that none of the aforementioned eigenfunctions is regular over 0. Example 13.7
illustrates this fact in the setting m = n = 2. For m = 3 and n = 1, Example 13.9
shows the existence of a compact minimal submanifold.

For the rest of the chapter we assume that the positive integers m,n are not
simultaneously equal to 1.

13.1 Eigenfunctions on SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n)

We first define the space SO(m + n)/SO(m) × SO(n) and give a suitable
decomposition of the Lie algebra so(m + n) of SO(m + n). Thereafter, we show
how to construct eigenfunctions on SO(m + n)/SO(m) × SO(n), which we will
state in Theorem 13.5.

Remark 13.1. SO(m)× SO(n) consists of the block matrices of the form

SO(m)× SO(n) =

{(

x 0
0 y

)

| x ∈ SO(m), y ∈ SO(n)

}

.

Let so(m+n) = k⊕m be an orthogonal decomposition, where k is the Lie algebra
of the subgroup SO(m) × SO(n) of SO(m + n). Then an orthonormal basis for
the subspace m of so(m+ n) is given by

Bm = {Yrs | 1 ≤ r ≤ m < s ≤ m+ n}.
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We now study SO(m)× SO(n)-invariant eigenfunctions on SO(m + n). They
stem from Gudmundsson and Ghandour’s work [12]. We start off by looking at
the coordinate functions, which are our smallest building blocks.

Lemma 13.2. [12] For 1 ≤ j, k, α, β ≤ m + n, let xjα : SO(m + n) → R be the
real-valued matrix elements of the standard representation of SO(m+n). Then the
following relations hold:

τ(xjα) = −m+ n− 1

2
· xjα, and κ(xjα, xkβ) = −1

2
· (xjβxkα − δjkδαβ).

Remark 13.3. Let

Im,n =

(

Im 0
0 −In

)

.

A simple calculation shows that if x ∈ SO(m)× SO(n), then

σ(x) = x · Im,n · xt = Im,n.

Hence, σ is SO(m) × SO(n)-invariant. Indeed, for all w ∈ SO(m + n) and x ∈
SO(m)× SO(n), it holds that

σ(wx) = wx · Im,n · xtwt = w · Im,n · wt = σ(w).

Using Lemma 13.2 and Remark 13.3, Gudmundsson and Ghandour constructed
SO(m)× SO(n)-invariant functions on SO(m+ n).

Lemma 13.4. [12] For 1 ≤ j, α ≤ m+n, define the function φ̂jα : SO(m+n) → R

by

φ̂jα(x) =
m
∑

t=1

xjtxαt.

This function is SO(m)×SO(n)-invariant and the tension field τ and the confor-
mality operator κ on SO(m+ n) satisfy

τ(φ̂jα) = −(m+ n)φ̂jα + δjα ·m,

κ(φ̂jα, φ̂kβ) = −(φ̂jβ · φ̂kα + φ̂jk · φ̂αβ) +
1

2
(δjkφ̂αβ + δαβφ̂jk + δjβφ̂kα + δkαφ̂jβ).

We now introduce a family of eigenfunctions on the real Grassmannian, which
Gudmundsson and Ghandour constructed in [12].

Theorem 13.5. [12] Let A be a complex symmetric (m + n) × (m + n) matrix
such that A2 = 0. Let

φ̂jα(x) =

m
∑

t=1

xjtxαt.
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Then the SO(m)× SO(n)-invariant function Φ̂A : SO(m+ n) → C given by

Φ̂A(x) =

m+n
∑

j,α=1

Ajα · φ̂jα(x)

induces an eigenfunction ΦA : SO(m + n)/SO(m) × SO(n) → C on the real
Grassmannian, if rankA = 1 and traceA = 0. In this case,

τ(ΦA) = −(m+ n) · ΦA and κ(ΦA,ΦA) = −2 · Φ2
A.

Remark 13.6. Lemma A.4 implies that all matrices A which satisfy the conditions
of Theorem 13.5 must be of the form A = aat for some isotropic a ∈ Cm+n\{0}.
To underline this fact and for consistency of notation, we will write Φa instead of
ΦA for the remainder of this chapter.

13.2 Minimal Submanifolds of SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n)

We now show that none of the functions of the form Φa, as defined in Theorem
13.5, are regular over 0 ∈ C. We will first provide an easy example, and will then
prove the general case in Theorem 13.8.

Example 13.7. Let m = n = 2, a = (1, i, 0, 0) and A = aat. We now want to find
out whether 0 is a regular value of the function

Φ̂a(x) =
4
∑

j,α=1

ajaα · φ̂jα(x)

from Theorem 13.5. Further, for r = 1, 2 and s = 3, 4, an easy computation shows
that Yrs(Φ̂a(x)) = 0 is equivalent to

0 = (x1r + ix2r) · (x1s + ix2s). (13.1)

If this equation holds, then at least one factor must be zero. Since all entries of
x are real-valued, x1t + ix2t = 0 implies that x1t = x2t = 0. Now assume that
Equation 13.1 holds for all choices of r and s. Then either

x11 = x21 = x12 = x22 = 0 or x13 = x23 = x14 = x24 = 0.

We further note that

Φ̂a(x) = (x11 − x22 + i(x21 + x12)) · (x11 + x22 + i(x21 − x12)).

Thus, ∇Φ̂a = 0 at x and Φ̂a(x) = 0, if x is of the form








0 0 cos θ sin θ
0 0 − sin θ cos θ

cosα sinα 0 0
sinα − cosα 0 0
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for some α, θ ∈ R. This shows that the set of critical points in the preimage of {0}
of Φ̂a is not discrete. Clearly 0 is not a regular value.

We will now make a general statement.

Theorem 13.8. Let a ∈ C\{0} and assume (a, a) = 0. Let

φ̂jα(x) =

m
∑

t=1

xjtxαt

and let the SO(m)× SO(n)-invariant function Φ̂a : SO(m+ n) → C be given by

Φ̂a(x) =

m+n
∑

j,α=1

ajaα · φ̂jα(x).

Define Φa to be the eigenfunction on SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n) induced by Φ̂a.
Then Φa is not regular over 0 ∈ C.

Proof. Let a ∈ C\{0} be a vector satisfying (a, a) = 0. Let a = u + iv be the
decomposition of a into its real and imaginary parts. By Theorem 13.5 and Lemma
A.4,

Φa : SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n) → C

is a well defined eigenfunction. In the following, we will denote by xt the t-th
column of a point x ∈ SO(m+ n)/SO(m)× SO(n). Through computation it can
be shown that

Φ̂a(x) =

m+n
∑

j,α=1

ajaα · φ̂jα(x)

=

m+n
∑

j,α=1

m
∑

t=1

(ajaαxjtxαt)

=

m
∑

t=1

((

m+n
∑

j=1

ajxjt

)

·
(

m+n
∑

α=1

aαxαt

))

=
m
∑

t=1

(a, xt)
2.

Further, for Yrs ∈ Bm, with 1 ≤ r ≤ m < s ≤ m+ n, we have that Yrs(Φ̂a) = 0 if
and only if

0 =

(

m+n
∑

j=1

ajxjr

)

·
(

m+n
∑

α=1

aαxαs

)

= (a, xr) · (a, xs).
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We will now construct an element x ∈ SO(m + n) such that Φ̂a(x) = 0 and for

every Yrs ∈ Bm, we have that Yrs(Φ̂a) = 0 at x.
Assume first that n ≥ 2. Then we can choosem pairwise orthogonal unit vectors

x1, . . . , xm of Rm+n, which are also orthogonal to u and v. We may now choose n
vectors xm+1, . . . xm+n ∈ Rm+n that extend {x1, . . . , xm} to an orthonormal basis
of Rm+n. Then the matrix x with columns

(x1, . . . xm+n)

clearly belongs to O(m + n). If det x = −1, multiply one of the columns by −1.
Hence we may assume that there exists a matrix x ∈ SO(m + n), such that the
first m columns xr, 1 ≤ r ≤ m satisfy

(a, xr) = (u, xr) + i(v, xr) = 0.

It follows that for all choices 1 ≤ r ≤ m < s ≤ m+ n, we have that

Yrs(Φ̂a) = (a, xr) · (a, xs) = 0.

It trivially holds that

Φ̂a(x) =

m
∑

t=1

(a, xt)
2 = 0.

We conclude that if n > 1, then 0 is not a regular value of Φ̂a, and neither of Φa.
Let us now consider the case m > 1, n = 1. Recall from Lemma A.2 that

u, v ∈ Rm+1 are linearly independent, non-zero and orthogonal. We now have
to adapt our proof, since there do not exist m pairwise orthogonal unit vectors
x1, . . . , xm of Rm+1 that satisfy

(u+ iv, xr) = 0

for all 1 ≤ r ≤ m. Hence, if
Yr,m+1(Φ̂a) = 0

for all such r, we require that

(a, xm+1) = 0.

Let x̃ ∈ Rm+1 be any real non-zero unit vector that is orthogonal to both u and
v, i.e. it satisfies

(a, x̃) = 0.

Such a vector exists since m ≥ 2. If m = 2, let x be the matrix with columns
(

u

|u| ,
v

|v| , x̃
)

.
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Otherwise, we may now choose m − 2 vectors x1, . . . , xm−2 ∈ Rm+1 that extend
{

u
|u| ,

v
|v| , x̃

}

to an orthonormal basis of Rm+1. By the same argument as above, we

may assume that the matrix x with columns
(

u

|u| ,
v

|v| , x1, . . . , xm−2, x̃

)

belongs to SO(m+ 1). By construction,

Yr,m+1(Φ̂a) = 0

at x for all 1 ≤ r ≤ m. This means that Φ̂a is not regular at x. Further, we have
that

Φ̂a(x) =

m
∑

t=1

(a, xt)
2

=
1

|u|2 · (u+ iv, u)2 +
1

|v|2 · (u+ iv, v)2

=
1

|u|2 · (u, u)
2 +

1

|v|2 · (iv, v)2

=
1

|u|2 · |u|
4 − 1

|v|2 · |v|4

= |u|2 − |v|2.
= 0.

Here, we again used Lemma A.2. It follows that Φa is not regular over 0. This
proves the statement for m > 1, n = 1.

As a consequence,the application of Theorem 5.17 to functions of the form Φa

does not yield compact minimal submanifolds. For sake of completeness, we will
state an Example of a compact minimal submanifold on SO(4)/SO(3), namely
the famous Clifford Torus.

Example 13.9. (A consolation prize.) As we have seen in Example 4.24,

S3 ∼= SO(4)/SO(3).

Since SO(1) = {e} is the trivial group, we may write

S3 ∼= SO(4)/SO(3)× SO(1).

A well-known minimal submanifold of S3 is the Clifford torus

Tπ/4 =
(

1√
2
· eiα, 1√

2
· eiβ

)

.

We have already discussed it in more detail in Example 7.5.
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Chapter 14

The Complex Grassmannians
U(m + n)/U(m)×U(n)

We will now turn our attention to the complex Grassmannians. In Section 14.1
we study eigenfunctions onU(m+n)/U(m)×U(n). Lemma 14.2 corrects a lemma
given in Gudmundsson and Ghandour’s paper [13]. This allows us to construct a
new family of eigenfunctions onU(m+n)/U(m)×U(n), which is done in Theorem
14.5. We then study minimal submanifolds of U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n) in Section
14.2. We show with Theorem 14.7 that those eigenfunctions are never regular over
0 ∈ C. Overall, this chapter uses similar arguments as in the last chapter on the
real Grassmannians.

14.1 Eigenfunctions on U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n)

We first show in Lemma 14.1 how the tension field and conformality opera-
tor act on the coordinate functions. This Lemma stems from Gudmundsson and
Ghandour’s paper [13]. We then use it in Lemma 14.2 to correct a similar state-
ment made in [13]. This allows us to construct a family of eigenfunctions on
U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n), as shown in Theorem 14.5.

Lemma 14.1. [13] Let zjα : U(n) → C be the matrix elements of the standard
representation of the unitary group U(n). Then, the tension field and conformality
operators τ, κ satisfy the following relations:

τ(zjα) = −n · zjα, κ(zjα, zkβ) = −zjβzkα,
τ(z̄jα) = −n · z̄jα, κ(z̄jα, z̄kβ) = −z̄jβ z̄kα,

κ(zjα, z̄kβ) = δjkδαβ .

We offer the following correction of Lemma 8.1 of Ghandour and Gudmunds-
son’s paper [13]. We would like to point out that in his thesis [39], Lindström
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independently came to the same result as us using a different proof.

Lemma 14.2. [13] For 1 ≤ j, α ≤ m+ n, we define the complex-valued functions

φ̂jα : U(m+ n) → C

on the unitary group by

φ̂jα(z) =

m
∑

t=1

zjtz̄αt.

The tension field τ and the conformality operator κ on the unitary group U(m+n)
satisfy

τ(φ̂jα) = −2(m+ n) · φ̂jα + 2m · δjα,
and

κ(φ̂jα, φ̂kβ) = −2 · φ̂jβφ̂kα + δjβ · φ̂kα + δkα · φ̂jβ.

Proof. Using Lemma 14.1, we now obtain the following:

τ(φ̂jα) =
m
∑

t=1

τ(zjtz̄αt)

= −2(m+ n) ·
m
∑

t=1

zjtz̄αt + 2 ·
m
∑

t=1

δjα

= −2(m+ n)φ̂jα + 2m · δjα.

κ(φ̂jα, φ̂kβ) =

m
∑

s=1

m
∑

t=1

κ(zjsz̄αs, zktz̄βt)

=

m
∑

s=1

m
∑

t=1

z̄αsz̄βtκ(zjs, zkt) + zjszktκ(z̄αs, z̄βt)

+z̄αszktκ(zjs, z̄βt) + zjsz̄βtκ(z̄αs, zkt)

=
m
∑

s=1

m
∑

t=1

(−z̄αsz̄βtzjtzks + zjszktz̄αtz̄βs + z̄αszktδjβδst + zjsz̄βtδαkδst)

= −2 · φ̂jβφ̂kα + δkα · φ̂jβ + δjβ · φ̂kα.

Remark 14.3. For any z ∈ U(m), it holds by definition that z · z∗ = Im. Conse-
quently,

(z · z∗)jα =

m
∑

t=1

zjtz̄αt = δjα.
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If j < α, it is now clear that the functions φ̂jα : U(m + n) → C, defined by

φ̂jα(z) =
∑m

t=1 zjtz̄αt are U(m)×U(n)-invariant and hence induce functions

φjα : U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n) → C.

Theorem 14.4. [13], [39] For a fixed natural number 1 ≤ α < m+ n, the set

Eα = {φjα : U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n) → C | 1 ≤ j ≤ m+ n, j 6= α}

is an eigenfamily on the complex Grassmannian U(m+n)/U(m)×U(n) such that
the tension field τ and the conformality operator κ satisfy

τ(φjα) = −2 · (m+ n) · φjα,

and
κ(φjα, φkα) = −2 · φjα · φkα

for all φjα, φkα ∈ Eα.
Proof. The statement follows immediately from Lemma 14.2.

Building up on the previous lemmas, we now construct a family of U(m)×Un-
invariant eigenfunctions on U(m+n). Those constructions are very similar to the
ones we have seen in the last chapter, c.f. Theorem 13.5.

Theorem 14.5. Let a, b ∈ Cm+n\{0} satisfy 〈a, b̄〉 = 0. Then the complex-valued

function Φ̂a,b : U(m+ n) → C, given by

Φ̂a,b(z) =
m+n
∑

j,α=1

ajbαφ̂jα(z),

is an U(m) × U(n)-invariant eigenfunction and thus induces an eigenfunction
Φa,b : U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n) → C. In particular,

τ(Φ̂a,b) = −2(m+ n) · Φ̂a,b, κ(Φ̂a,b, Φ̂a,b) = −2 · Φ̂2
a,b.

Proof. We will make use of Lemma 14.2. The rest of the computation is simple.

τ(Φ̂a,b) =
m+n
∑

j,α=1

ajbατ(φ̂jα)

=
m+n
∑

j,α=1

ajbα(−2(m+ n) · φ̂jα + 2m · δjα)

= −2(m+ n) · Φ̂a,b + 2m ·
m+n
∑

j=1

ajbj
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= −2(m+ n) · Φ̂a,b + 2m · (a, b)
= −2(m+ n) · Φ̂a,b.

In the last step we used that (a, b) = 0.

κ(Φ̂a,b, Φ̂a,b) =
m+n
∑

j,α=1

m+n
∑

k,β=1

ajbαakbβ · κ(φ̂jα, φ̂kβ)

=
m+n
∑

j,α=1

m+n
∑

k,β=1

ajbαakbβ(−2 · φ̂jβφ̂kα + δjβφ̂kα + δkαφ̂jβ)

= −2 ·
(

m+n
∑

j,β=1

ajbβφ̂jβ

)

·
(

m+n
∑

k,α=1

akbαφ̂kα

)

+2 ·
(

m+n
∑

j=1

ajbj

)

·
(

m+n
∑

k,α=1

akbαφ̂kα

)

= −2 · Φ̂2
a,b + 2 · (a, b) · Φ̂a,b

= −2 · Φ̂2
a,b.

14.2 Minimal Submanifolds of U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n)

We will now show with Theorem 14.7 that the functions defined in Theorem
14.5 are not regular over 0 ∈ C. Therefore we may not apply Theorem 5.17. We
first decompose the Lie algebra u(m + n) of U(m + n), which we will use in the
proof of Theorem 14.7.

Proposition 14.6. Consider the orthogonal decomposition

u(m+ n) = k⊕m,

where k is the Lie algebra of U(m) ×U(n), and m is the subspace corresponding
to U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n). Then

Bm = {Yrs, iXrs | 1 ≤ r ≤ m,m+ 1 ≤ s ≤ m+ n}
is a basis of m.

Proof. As shown in Proposition 3.35,

Bu(m+n) = {Yrs, iXrs | 1 ≤ r < s ≤ m+ n}
is a basis of the Lie algebra u(m+n) of U(m+n). It is easily seen that if 1 ≤ r <
s ≤ m or m+ 1 ≤ r < s ≤ m+ n, then Yrs and iXrs belong to k. This proves the
claim.
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We are now ready to show the main result of this chapter. The statement and
proof are similar to Theorem 13.8 from the chapter on the real Grassmannians.

Theorem 14.7. Let a, b ∈ Cm+n\{0} with 〈a, b̄〉 = 0. Let

Φa,b : U(m+ n)/U(m)×U(n)

be the eigenfunction induced by the function Φ̂a,b : U(m+ n) → C given by

Φ̂a,b(z) =

m+n
∑

j,α=1

ajbαφ̂jα(z).

Then Φa,b is not regular over 0 ∈ C.

Proof. Let a, b ∈ C
m+n\{0} with 〈a, b̄〉 = 0 be given.

We now wish to construct z ∈ U(m+ n) such that for all X ∈ m, X(Φ̂a,b) = 0

at z and Φ̂a,b(z) = 0.
Let zt denote the t-th column of z. It can be shown that for 1 ≤ r ≤ m < s ≤

m+ n, Yrs(Φ̂a,b) = 0 if and only if

0 =
m+n
∑

j,k=1

ajbk(zjsz̄kr + zjrz̄ks),

and iXrs(Φ̂a,b) = 0 if and only if

0 =
m+n
∑

j,k=1

ajbk(−zjsz̄kr + zjrz̄ks).

Thus, it holds that Yrs(Φ̂a,b) = iXrs(Φ̂a,b) = 0, for all 1 ≤ r ≤ m < s ≤ m + n if
and only if

0 =
m+n
∑

j,k=1

ajbkzjsz̄kr = 〈zs, ā〉〈b, zr〉, (14.1)

0 =
m+n
∑

j,k=1

ajbkzjrz̄ks = 〈zr, ā〉〈b, zs〉. (14.2)

Similarly, we may write

Φ̂a,b(z) =
m
∑

t=1

〈zt, ā〉〈b, zt〉. (14.3)

Since 〈ā, b〉 = 0 and a and b are non-zero, it is clear that ā and b are linearly
independent. Further, we can choose m + n − 2 linearly independent vectors
{e1, . . . , em+n−2} ∈ C

m+n such that the set

S = {ā, b, e1, . . . , em+n−2}
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consists ofm+n linearly independent vectors of Cm+n. Then, for example with the
well-known Gram-Schmidt-algorithm, we can derive m + n linearly independent,
mutually orthogonal unit vectors of Cm+n from S :

{

ā

|ā| ,
b

|b| , v1, . . . , vm+n−2

}

.

If n ≥ 2, we let

z =

(

v1, . . . , vm+n−2,
ā

|ā| ,
b

|b|

)

.

Then z ∈ U(m+ n) by construction. Further, for all 1 ≤ r ≤ m, we have that

0 = 〈zr, ā〉 = 〈b, zr〉.

It follows that Equations 14.1,14.2, and 14.3 are satisfied. Hence z ∈ Φ̂−1
a,b({0}),

and ∇(Φ̂a,b) = 0 at z.
If n = 1, let

z =

(

ā

|ā| ,
b

|b| , v1, . . . , vm+n−2

)

.

Again, z ∈ U(m+ n). Clearly, Equations 14.1 and 14.2 are satisfied since

0 = 〈zn, ā〉 = 〈zn, b〉.

Further, Φ̂a,b(z) = 0 since 〈ā, b〉 = 0. In this case we now also have constructed a

matrix z such that z ∈ Φ̂−1
a,b({0}), and ∇(Φ̂a,b) = 0 at z.

We conclude that Φa,b is not regular over 0 ∈ C.
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Chapter 15

The Quaternionic Grassmannians
Sp(m + n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n)

In Section 15.1 we define eigenfunctions on the quaternionic Grassmannians
Gm(H

m+n) = Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n) and show in Section 15.2 that they are
not regular over 0. Our main reference is Ghandour and Gudmundsson’s paper
[13].

15.1 Eigenfunctions on Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n)

We now study eigenfunctions on the quaternionic Grassmannians. We first
define an eigenfamily found by Gudmundsson and Ghandour in their paper [13].
In Theorem 15.6, we then define a new eigenfunction, which can be seen as the
analogue to the functions given in Theorems 13.5 and 14.5.

Lemma 15.1. [13] For 1 ≤ j, α ≤ n, let zjα, wjα : Sp(n) → C be the complex-
valued matrix elements of the standard representation of the quaternionic unitary
group Sp(n). Then, the tension field τ and the conformality operator κ on Sp(n)
satisfy the following relations:

τ(zjα) = −2n+ 1

2
· zjα, τ(wjα) = −2n + 1

2
· wjα,

κ(zjα, zkβ) = −1

2
· zjβzkα, κ(wjα, wkβ) = −1

2
· wjβwkα,

τ(zjα) = −2n + 1

2
· zjα, τ(wjα) = −2n + 1

2
· wjα,

κ(zjα, zkβ) = −1

2
· zjβzkα, κ(wjα, wkβ) = −1

2
· wjβwkα,

κ(zjα, wkβ) = −1

2
· wjβzkα, κ(zjα, zkβ) =

1

2
· (wjβwkα + δjkδαβ),
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κ(zjα, wkβ) = −1

2
· wjβwkα, κ(wjα, zkβ) = −1

2
· wjβzkα,

κ(wjα, wkβ) =
1

2
· (zjβzkα + δjkδαβ), κ(zjα, wkβ) = −1

2
· wjβzkα.

From Lemma 15.1, Ghandour and Gudmundsson obtained the following result.

Lemma 15.2. [13] For 1 ≤ j < α ≤ m+n we define the complex-valued functions

φ̂jα : Sp(m+ n) → C by

φ̂jα(q) =
m
∑

t=1

(zjtz̄αt + wjtw̄αt).

Then the tension field τ and the conformality operator κ on Sp(m+ n) satisfy

τ(φ̂jα) = −2(m+ n) · φ̂jα, κ(φ̂jα, φ̂kα) = −φ̂jαφ̂kα,

where j, k 6= α.

Remark 15.3. The functions φ̂jα are all Sp(m) × Sp(n)-invariant and hence
induce functions φjα : Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n) → C on the quotient space.

Lemma 15.2 led Ghandour and Gudmundsson to an eigenfamily on the quater-
nionic Grassmannians.

Theorem 15.4. [13] For a fixed natural number 1 ≤ r < m+ n, the set

Er = {φjα : Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n) → C | 1 ≤ j ≤ r < α ≤ m+ n}

is an eigenfamily on the quaternionic Grassmannian Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) × Sp(n)
such that the tension field τ and conformality operator κ satisfy

τ(φ) = −2(m+ n) · φ, κ(φ, ψ) = −φ · ψ

for all φ, ψ ∈ Er.
In the following, we will generalise Lemma 15.2. Here, we eased our restrictions

on the indices j and α.

Lemma 15.5. For 1 ≤ j, α, k, β ≤ m+ n, we define the complex-valued functions
φ̂jα : Sp(m+ n) → C by

φ̂jα(q) =
m
∑

t=1

(zjtz̄αt + wjtw̄αt).

Then, the tension field τ and the conformality operator κ on Sp(m+ n) satisfy

τ(φ̂jα) = −2(m+n) · φ̂jα+2 · δjα, κ(φ̂jα, φ̂kβ) = −φ̂jβφ̂kα+
1

2
· φ̂kαδjβ+

1

2
· φ̂jβδkα.
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Proof. The result follows from a computation employing Lemma 15.1.

The following Theorem is inspired by Theorems 13.5 and 14.5 in the settings
of the real and complex Grassmannians respectively.

Theorem 15.6. Let a ∈ Cm+n\{0} satisfy (a, a) = 0. Then the complex-valued

function Φ̂a : Sp(m+ n) → C given by

Φ̂a =
∑

j,α

ajaαφ̂jα

satisfies

τ(Φ̂a) = −2(m+ n) · Φ̂a and κ(Φ̂a, Φ̂a) = −Φ̂2
a.

Since Φ̂a is Sp(m)×Sp(n)-invariant, it induces an eigenfunction Φa on the quater-
nionic Grassmannian Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n).

Proof. We will make use of Lemma 15.5. For the tension field, we obtain the
following computation.

τ(Φ̂a) = τ

(

∑

j,α

ajaαφ̂jα

)

=
∑

j,α

ajaατ(φ̂jα)

=
∑

j,α

ajaα(−2(m+ n) · φ̂jα + 2 · δjα)

= −2(m+ n)Φ̂a + 2 ·
∑

j

a2j

= −2(m+ n)Φ̂a.

Lastly, we compute the conformality operator.

κ(Φ̂a, Φ̂a) = κ

(

∑

j,α

ajaαφ̂jα,
∑

k,β

akaβφ̂kβ

)

=
∑

j,α,k,β

ajaαakaβ · κ(φ̂jα, φ̂kβ)

=
∑

j,α,k,β

ajaαakaβ ·
(

−φ̂jβφ̂kα +
1

2
· φ̂kαδjβ +

1

2
· φ̂jβδkα

)

= −Φ̂2
a +

∑

j,α,k,β

ajaαakaβ ·
(

1

2
· φ̂kαδjβ +

1

2
· φ̂jβδkα

)
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= −Φ̂2
a +

∑

j

a2j · Φ̂a

= −Φ̂2
a.

15.2 Minimal Submanifolds of Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n)

We first define a basis of the tangent space of Sp(m+ n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n). We
use this to show that the eigenfunctions given in Section 15.1 are not regular.

Proposition 15.7. For G = Sp(m + n), and K = Sp(m) × Sp(n), we have the
orthogonal decomposition g = k ⊕ m, where k is the Lie algebra of K and m is
the subspace associated with M = Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) × Sp(n). It follows that an
orthonormal basis of m is given by

Bm =

{

Y a
rs =

1√
2

(

Yrs 0
0 Yrs

)

, Xa
rs =

1√
2

(

iXrs 0
0 −iXrs

)

,

Xb
rs =

1√
2

(

0 iXrs

iXrs 0

)

, Xc
rs =

1√
2

(

0 Xrs

−Xrs 0

)

| 1 ≤ r ≤ m < s ≤ m+ n
}

.

Proof. In Proposition 3.44, we have seen that a basis of the Lie algebra sp(m+n)
of Sp(m+ n) is given by

Bsp(m+n) =

{

Y a
rs =

1√
2

(

Yrs 0
0 Yrs

)

, Xa
rs =

1√
2

(

iXrs 0
0 −iXrs

)

,

Xb
rs =

1√
2

(

0 iXrs

iXrs 0

)

, Xc
rs =

1√
2

(

0 Xrs

−Xrs 0

)

| 1 ≤ r < s ≤ m+ n
}

.

It is clear that if 1 ≤ r < s ≤ m or m + 1 ≤ r < s ≤ m + n, then the elements
Y a
rs, X

a
rs, X

b
rs, X

c
rs belong to Bk. The fact that Bsp(m+n) is the disjoint union of Bk

and Bm now proves the statement.

In the following, we will show that the eigenfunctions defined on Lemma 15.2
are not regular over 0 ∈ C. In the proof, we will proceed similar to Theorems 13.8
and 14.7.

Theorem 15.8. Let 1 ≤ j < α ≤ m+n. Let φjα : Sp(m+n)/Sp(m)×Sp(n) → C

be the eigenfunction on the quaternionic Grassmannians induced by the function
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φ̂jα : Sp(m+ n) → C defined by

φ̂jα(q) =

m
∑

t=1

(zjtz̄αt + wjtw̄αt).

Then φjα is not regular over 0 ∈ C.

Proof. We know from Lemma 15.2 that φjα : Sp(m + n)/Sp(m)× Sp(n) → C is
indeed an eigenfunction, which justifies the statement. We wish to construct an
element q = z + jw ∈ Sp(m + n) such that φ̂jα(q) = 0 and for every X ∈ Bm as

specified in Proposition 15.7, we have that X(φ̂jα) = 0 at q. A computation shows
that for 1 ≤ r ≤ m < s ≤ m+ n, the following holds.

Y a
rs(φ̂jα) =

−1√
2
(zjsz̄αr + zjrz̄αs + wjsw̄αr + wjrw̄αs),

Xa
rs(φ̂jα) =

i√
2
(zjsz̄αr − zjrz̄αs − wjsw̄αr + wjrw̄αs),

Xb
rs(φ̂jα) =

i√
2
(wjsz̄αr − zjrw̄αs + zjsw̄αr − wjrz̄αs),

Xc
rs(φ̂jα) =

1√
2
(−wjsz̄αr − zjrw̄αs + zjsw̄αr + wjrz̄αs).

Hence

Y a
rs(φ̂jα) = 0, Xa

rs(φ̂jα) = 0, Xb
rs(φ̂jα) = 0, and Xc

rs(φ̂jα) = 0

if and only if

0 = zjsz̄αr + wjrw̄αs, (15.1)

0 = zjrz̄αs + wjsw̄αr, (15.2)

0 = wjsz̄αr − wjrz̄αs, (15.3)

0 = zjrw̄αs − zjsw̄αr. (15.4)

Let ej , eα be the j-th and α-th standard unit vectors of Rm+n respectively. Let
v1, . . . , vm+n−2 denote m+ n− 2 pairwise orthogonal unit vectors of Cm+n, which
are also orthogonal to ej, eα. Such vectors exist, for example we may just take the
remaining elements of the canonical basis above.

If n ≥ 2, let z = (v1, . . . , vm+n−2, ej, eα) and w = 0. By construction, q = z+ jw
satisfies

In = zz̄t + w̄wt, 0 = wz̄t − z̄wt.

Thus q ∈ Sp(m+ n). For every column zt of z, we have that

zjt = 〈zt, ej〉
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and
z̄αt = 〈eα, zt〉.

Since v1, . . . , vm+n−2 were chosen to satisfy

〈vt, ej〉 = 〈eα, vt〉 = 0

for every 1 ≤ t ≤ m+ n− 2, we see that

φ̂jα(z + jw) =
m
∑

t=1

(zjtz̄αt + wjtw̄αt)

=
m
∑

t=1

〈zt, ej〉〈eα, zt〉

= 0.

Thus, φ̂jα(q) = 0. Further, for every 1 ≤ r ≤ m, clearly zjr = 〈zr, ej〉 = 0 and
z̄αr = 〈eα, zr〉 = 0. Since all entries of w vanish, Equations 15.1 through 15.4 are

satisfied. We conclude that φ̂jα is not regular at q. This concludes the proof for
n ≥ 2.

In the case that n = 1, we let z = (ej , eα, v1, . . . , vm+n−2) and w = 0. A similar

computation as above shows that φ̂jα is not regular at z+jw, and φ̂jα(z+jw) = 0.
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Appendix A

Notation and Useful Lemmas

Remark A.1. We denote

(·, ·) : Cn × C
n → C,

to be the bilinear form

(x, y) =

n
∑

k=1

xkyk.

When restricted to Rn×Rn, this yields the standard inner product on Rn.We call
a vector a ∈ Cn isotropic if it satisfies (a, a) = 0.

The standard inner product on Cn

〈·, ·〉 : Cn × C
n → C

is given by

〈z, w〉 =
n
∑

k=1

zkw̄k.

The following statement is widely known and the proof is a standard exercise
in Linear Algebra.

Lemma A.2. Let
(·, ·) : Cn × C

n → C,

be the bilinear form

(x, y) =

n
∑

k=1

xkyk.

Let a = u + i · v ∈ Cn be a non-zero vector, where u, v ∈ Rn. If (a, a) = 0, then
u, v are both non-zero, orthogonal and linearly independent. Further,

|u|2 = |v|2.
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Proof. Let a ∈ C\{0} and assume (a, a) = 0. Note that

0 = (a, a) = (u, u) + 2i(u, v)− (v, v).

It follows that |u|2 = |v|2 and (u, v) = 0. Since a 6= 0, at least one of u, v is non-
zero. But from the previous assertion it follows that both u, v are non-zero. If u, v
were linearly dependent, then v = λ · u for some λ ∈ R\{0}. But then

0 = (u, v) = (u, λ · u) = λ · (u, u)

implies that both u = v = 0, since (·, ·) defines the standard inner product on
Rn × Rn. Thus, u and v must be linearly independent.

The following lemma was used in the proof of Theorem 11.11 and is covered in
basic level courses in Linear Algebra or Matrix Theory.

Lemma A.3. Suppose that S is a skew-symmetric and real-valued n× n matrix.
Then S + I is invertible.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that S + I is not invertible. Then there
exists a non-zero vector x ∈ Rn such that

(S + I) · x = S · x+ x = 0.

Equivalently,
S · x = −x.

Consider the following computation.

|x|2 = xtx

= −xtSx
= xtStx

= −xtx
= −|x|2.

Hence x = 0, which is a contradiction. We conclude that S+ I must be invertible.

The next statement was used in the chapter on the real Grassmannians. This is
well known and is partially discussed in Gudmundsson and Ghandour’s work [12].

Lemma A.4. Let A ∈ Cn×n\{0} be a symmetric matrix. Then rankA = 1 if and
only if A = aat for some a ∈ Cn\{0}. In this case, traceA = 0 if and only if a is
isotropic, and further, A2 = 0.

Proof. Let a ∈ Cn and A = aat. Since any two rows of A are multiples of one
another, the rank of A is one.
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Conversely, assume A has rank one. Then the columns are all multiples of some
v ∈ Cn. Hence for the standard basis e1, . . . , en,

A · ei = λi · v.

But this means that if we write w = (λ1, . . . λn)
t, A = vwt. It can now be shown

that due to symmetry, v = w.
The second statement follows immediately from the fact that

(a, a) = a21 + · · ·+ a2m+n = trace(A).

If (a, a) = 0, then for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

(A2)ij =

n
∑

t=1

AitAtj = aiaj

n
∑

t=1

a2t = 0.

This shows that A2 = 0.
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