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

Sp(m +n)/Sp(m) x 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('CL” y)’
is minimal, it satisfies
(1+ zi)zm — 22,2y 2y + (1 + zi)zyy =0.
Later, this was generalised to minimal submanifolds of other ambient spaces.

Definition 1.1. [I5] Let (N, h) be a Riemannian manifold and M a submanifold
with the induced metric. Let {X;,...,X,,} be a local orthonormal frame for
the tangent bundle T'M. The submanifold M is said to be minimal if its second
fundamental form

B:C*®(TM)®C>®(TM) — C>*(NM)
is traceless, i.e.

trace B = ZB(Xk,Xk) = 0.
k=1
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 reqular points.

This establishes an important connection to harmonic maps from Riemannian
manifolds. Recall that a C%-regular function f : U — R, where U C R", is
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harmonic if it satisfies the Laplace equation

82f an
Af=_2 1+...0 -2 _0.
/ 8x%+ +0x% 0

A harmonic morphism ¢ : 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 ¢~!(V) nonempty, the composition f o ¢ is harmonic
on ¢~ }(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 C%-regular functions ¢, : M — C on a Riemannian manifold, we define
the Laplace-Beltrami operator 7 by

7(¢) = div Vo,
and the conformality operator x by

K(¢,9) = g(Vo, V).

We see that a harmonic morphism ¢ : M — C satisfies

7(¢) =0 and k(¢, o) = 0.

This motivates the definition of eigenfunctions. A function ¢ : M — C on a
Riemannian manifold (M, g) is an eigenfunction if there exist A, ;1 € C such that

7(¢) = A+ ¢ and K(¢,¢) = - ¢".

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 [I3] 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 ¢ : (M,g) — C be a complez-valued eigenfunction on a
Riemannian manifold, such that 0 € ¢(M) is a regular value for ¢. Then the fibre
»~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) xSO(n), U(m-+n)/U(m)xU(n), Sp(m+n)/Sp(m)xSp(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) x 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)xSO(n), U(m+n)/U(m)xU(n), Sp(m+n)/Sp(m)x Sp(n)

are regular over 0 € C.



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



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 [Z11]). 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 R™ 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 R™ and consider a C*regular
function f : U — R. Then f is harmonic if it satisfies the Laplace equation

Af =divgrad f = 0.
Explicitly, the Laplacian of f is given by
0? 0?
Af = _f + .o+ _f

2 2
Oz3 0x?

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 ¢ : M — R
a continuously differentiable function on M. Then the gradient V¢ of ¢ is the
unique vector field satisfying

(Vo,X) = do(X) = X(¢)
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for all X € C°(T'M). With respect to local coordinates,

V=1 g% 00

i 8@ 6xj

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 ¢ to a complex bilinear form on the complexification 7CM of the tangent
bundle TM of M. Further, let ¢ : (M,g) — C be a complex-valued C*-regular
function on M. We may decompose ¢ into its real and complex part, i.e.
¢ =u+ .
Then the gradient of ¢ is the smooth vector field given by
V¢ = Vu—+iVo.

In particular, if B is a local orthonormal frame of T'M, then the gradient of ¢ is
the element of the complexified tangent bundle TCM given by

Vo= X(¢)-X.

XeB

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

div X = trace VX.

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

Definition 2.6. [5] Let ¢ : (M, g) — C be a C%regular function defined on an
open set U C M. The Laplace-Beltrami operator (alternatively: tension field) T on
(M, g) is defined by

7(¢) = div V¢ = trace V.

With respect to local coordinates, 7 is given by

m

1 0 i 0¢
T(¢) = Z ma—x] (9 |g|8xi) :

i,j=1

We say that ¢ : (M, g) — R is harmonic if 7(¢) = 0.

This allows us to define the iterated Laplace-Beltrami operator and to introduce
p-harmonic functions.



Definition 2.7. [23] Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. We recursively define
the iterated Laplace-Beltrami operator TP for a non-negative integer p as follows:

(@) =90, T7(9) =T1(""(9)).
A function ¢ : (M, g) — C is said to be
(i) p-harmonic if 77(¢) = 0,
(ii) proper p-harmonic if 7P(¢) = 0, but 7771(¢) is not identically zero.
We now define harmonic morphisms.

Definition 2.8. [5] Let ¢ : M — N be a smooth mapping between Riemannian
manifolds. The mapping ¢ is called a harmonic morphism if for every harmonic
function f : V — R defined on an open subset V of N with ¢~!(V') nonempty, the
composition f o ¢ is harmonic on ¢~ (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 ¢ : M — N be a harmonic morphism with image dense
i N and let p : N — P be a smooth map to another Riemannian manifold. Then

(i) ¥ is a harmonic map if and only if the composition 1 o ¢ is a harmonic map,

(i) ¢ is a harmonic morphism if and only if the composition 1 o ¢ 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 ¢ : (M™,g) — (N", h) be a smooth map between Rie-
mannian manifolds, and let € M. The vertical and horizontal space of ¢ at x are
given by

V., =kerd¢,, H.=Vi .

Then ¢ is said to be horizontally weakly conformal or semiconformal at x if either
(i) d¢p, =0, or
(ii) d ¢, is surjective and there is a number A(x) # 0 such that for all X, Y € H,
hd ¢2(X), d o (Y)) = A(x)g(X,Y).
The map ¢ 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).



Theorem 2.11. [5] A smooth map ¢ : M — N between Riemannian manifolds is
a harmonic morphism if and only if ¢ 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 ¢, : (M™, g) — C be two complex-valued functions on a
Riemannian manifold M. The conformality operator is the complex-valued bilinear
form given by

K(0,1) = g(Vo, V).
Locally it satisfies

T 00 0
K(o.0) =D oo o

1,j=1

Remark 2.13. A smooth map ¢ : (M, g) — C is horizontally conformal if and
only if
9(Vo, Vo) =0.

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

Thus, ¢ is horizontally conformal if Vu and Vv are orthogonal and of the same
length at every point p of M.

We will now state the well-known product rules for 7 and k.

Proposition 2.14. [21] The Laplace-Beltrami and conformality operators T, k sat-
1sfy the following product rules.

T(¢-) = ¢-7(¥) +2-K(0,0) + ¢ 7(9),
K(P1 - da, V1 - 2) = 1 -1 - K(D2,2) + d1 - Yo - K(Pa, 1)
+ ¢ - Y1 K(P1,2) + P2 - o - K(P1, Y1),

for all smooth complez-valued functions ¢, 1, ¢1, ¢a, V1,109 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 (M™, g) be an irreducible Riemannian symmetric space
of dimension m > 2. For each point p € M, there exists a complex-valued harmonic
morphism ¢ : 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 4.4l 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 Z.15]
in their papers [24],[25],[26] and [27] for all such spaces different from G5/SO(4)
and its non-compact dual.

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

In 2024, Burstall confirmed Conjecture 2.5

Theorem 2.17. [7] Let M 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 G5/SO(4).
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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

- GE@xGE—=G, (v,y)—z-y

and taking inverses

G—G, z—at

are smooth functions.

Remark 3.2. Alternatively, we may combine the two conditions given in Defi-
nition B.1] into one condition. In particular, G is a Lie group if it is a smooth
manifold, a group and the map

GxG—G, (v,y)—ay?

is smooth. This is used for example in Helgason’s book [32].

11



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 R”, C", H" 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 x 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

St={z|z€C, |z|=1}cC
is also a Lie group. Similarly,
S ={z+jw|zweC, 2>+ |wf*=1} C 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

L,:G— G, L.(g9) = ag
R,: G — G, Ra(g):ga

respectively.

Definition 3.7. [3§] Let G and H be Lie groups. A map ¢ : G — H is a Lie
group homomorphism if ¢ is both a group homomorphism and a diffeomorphism.

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

exp: (R, +) = (R*,:), x+— exp(x)

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

exp(z +y) = exp(z) - exp(y).
Proposition 3.9. Let G be a Lie group and x € G. Then the map

I,:G— G, g— xgr?
15 an automorphism. We will call it the inner automorphism.

12



Proof. The map I, is a homomorphism since
I.(gh) = xgha™' = xgx 'zha™ = I(g)I.(h).
Further, it is clear that
I, =R,-10L,.

For any x € G, the maps L,, R, are smooth by definition of a Lie group. Since
there exists an inverse 2! of = in G, the inverse maps L,-1, R,-1 are smooth too.
Consequently, the left and right translations are diffeomorphisms, and so is the
composition 1. O

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

['7']:gxg_>ga (X,Y)H[X,Y],
satisfying the following properties for all X,Y, 7 € g, and all a,b € F':

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

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

=
N

(i) antisymmetry:
(X, Y] =—-[Y, X].
(iii) the Jacobi identity:
XY, 2 + [, [2, X + 2, [X, Y]] = 0.
Example 3.11. [2] The vector space R? together with the standard cross product
x 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. [I5] Let M be a differentiable manifold. Then the Lie bracket
[-,:] : C®(TM) x C*(TM) — C*(TM),

is given by
X Yp(f) = Xp(Y(F)) = Y (X(f)),
for f € C®°(M),p € M.

13



Theorem 3.13. [15] Let M be a smooth manifold. Then the vector space C*° (T M)
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 €@,
X o Ly = d Lo(X).

More explicitly, for all a, g € G,
Xag = (d La)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.

Xo = (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] C b

and an ideal if

[b,a] C 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*(T'G).

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 — X, defines a linear isomorphism be-
tween the vector spaces g and T.G.

Proof. The function clearly is linear. It is injective since X, = 0 implies X, =
dLy,(X.) = 0 for all g € G. Finally, the function is surjective. For any v € T,.G

define the vector field X¥ by X! = (dLy).(v) for all g € G. Then X" is left-
invariant and by construction and X! = v. O

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

o(X,Y]) = [0X, 0]
for all X,Y € a. If ker o = {0}, then o is called an isomorphism.

14



Theorem 3.20. [32] Let G be a Lie group. If K is a Lie subgroup of G, then the
Lie algebra € of K is a Lie subalgebra of the Lie algebra g of G. Fach 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 GL,(C), as stated in Definition .23 We then show that any such matrix
Lie group is a Lie group in the sense of Definition 3.1l 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
GL,(C) ={z € C" | detz # 0}

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

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

Definition 3.22. The standard metric on GL,(C) is given by
9(Z, W) = Retrace(Z" - W).

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

Definition 3.23. [3I] A matriz Lie group is a subgroup G of GL,(C) with the
following property: If {z} is any sequence of matrices in G, and {z;} 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 B.Il We first need to introduce the corresponding Lie algebras of matrix
Lie groups.

Definition 3.24. Let X € M,(C). Then we define the exponential function as
follows:
K

k=0

exp(X) =

Here, define X° = I,,.

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 -YX
for X,Y € g.
It is shown in sections 3.7 and 3.8 of [31] that subgroups of GL,(C) that are

closed in the sense of Definition .23 are in fact Lie groups in the sense of Definition
Bl We state the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.26. [31] Let G C GL,(C) be a matriz 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 M, (C) of dimension m and hence a Lie group.

We resume by stating some important examples.

Definition 3.27. The real general linear group
GL,(R) = {z € R"|detz # 0}

is the group of invertible n x 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 GL,(R).

SL,(R) = {x eR"" | detx =1},
O(n) = {zeR”" |z -2'=1,}.
The special orthogonal group SO(n) is the intersection of the orthogonal and the
real special linear groups.
SO(n) = O(n)NSL,(R)
{x e R |z 2" =1I,, detz =1}.

Proposition 3.28. [31I] The subgroups GL,(R),O(n), SL,(R),SO(n) of GL,(C)
are matriz Lie groups.
Proof. Let {x;} be a sequence of matrices in GL,(R) converging to a matrix z.

Clearly the entries of x must be real. Now either x is invertible, in which case
r € GL,(R), or x is not invertible. We conclude that GL,(R) is a matrix Lie
group.

If {2} is a sequence of matrices in O(n), then each matrix zy, satisfies xyal = I,,.
Since this relation is preserved when taking the limit, we see that O(n) is a matrix
Lie group.

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

T — det x

is continuous. Indeed, if the sequence {z;} of matrices in SL,(R) converges to
some matrix x, then det z = 1 and thus x € SL,(R). O
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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 GL,(C) given by
Un) = {z€C"|z-2"=1,},

SL,(C) = {zeC"" | detz=1}.
The special unitary group is the intersection of the unitary and the complex special
linear group.

SU(n) = U(n)NSL,(C)
{zeCV" | z.2"=1,, detz=1}.

Proposition 3.30. The subgroups U(n),SL,(C),SU(n) of GL,(C) are matriz
Lie groups.

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

¢ : M,(C) = M,(C), 2z 2z

and simply note that U(n) is the inverse image of the unit matrix 7,,.
The Lie group U(n) is bounded, since for every z € U(n)

2 = (2,2} = trace(z" - 2) = trace(I,) = n.

Here, we denote the standard Frobenius inner product by (-, ). Alternatively, it
is also clear that if z € U(n), then for each entry |z;| < 1, since the columns of z
are unit vectors in C".

By the Heine-Borel Theorem, compactness follows. O

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

Proposition 3.32. [31] The Lie algebra gl,(C) of GL,(C) is given by M, (C),
which is the space of all n x n matrices with complex entries. The Lie algebra
gl,(R) of GL,(R) is given by M,(R), the space of all n X n matrices with real
entries.

17



Proof. Definition [3.25]states that the Lie algebra g of a matrix Lie group G consists

of all matrices X such that e*X € G for all s € R. Let X € M,(C). Then %X is
invertible, thus X € gl,,(C). If X has only real entries, then clearly e* is also real
and X € gl,(R). On the other hand if e*¥ is real, then X must also be real. [

Proposition 3.33. [15] For X € M, (C), the exponential map satisfies the follow-
mng.

(i) X = eX,
(iii) det(eX) = etrace(X),

Proposition 3.34. [31] The Lie algebra sl,,(R) of the special linear group SL,(R)
s given by
s, (R) ={X € gl,(R) | trace(X) = 0}.

The Lie algebra s, (C) of the special linear group SL,(C) is given by
sl,(C) ={X € ¢gl,(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 € sl,(C). Then e** € SL,(C) for all
s € R. By Proposition [3.33]

det(eSX) — 6strace(X) -1

It follows that

d S trace d
trace(X) = %(e ¢ (X))|s:0 = £(1)|s:0 =0.

Conversely, if X € gl,(C) satisfies trace X = 0, then clearly for all s € R it
holds that

det(esX) _ 6strace(X) _ 60 -1

and thus e’ € s[,(C). O

Proposition 3.35. [31] The Lie algebra o(n) of the orthogonal group O(n) is given
by
o(n)={X e€gl,(R) | X'+ X =0}.

The Lie algebra u(n) of the unitary group U(n) is given by
u(n) ={X €gl,(C) | X'+ 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 e** € O(n) and thus

(esX)t . esX — [n
Differentiating on both sides yields

d
0= () - e™)lmo = X' + X.

Here we again used Proposition [3.33
Conversely, if X € gl (R) satisfies X* + X = 0, then

¢ ¢
(esX)t . esX _ 6sX i esX _ 6s(X +X) _ 60 — 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 x 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 F,, be the n x n matrix with entries
(Ers)i,j = 5ir5js-
For 1 <r < s <n, we define

1 1 1
er:—'Ers+Esru Y;’s:—'Ers_Esrv Drs:—
NG ( ) 7 ( ) 7
Remark 3.38. [I5] Recall that a metric g on a Lie group G is said to be left-
invariant if for all p € G the left-translation L, is an isometry. In this case, g is
entirely determined by the scalar product g, : T.G x T.G — R at the origin e.
Indeed, if X,Y € g are left-invariant vector fields on G,

9p(Xp, Yp) = gp((d Lp)e(Xe), (d Le)p(Ye)) = ge(Xe, Vo).

Remark 3.39. We have seen in Proposition that the Lie algebra g of a
Lie group G is isomorphic to T.G. Thus, it suffices to compute the bracket at
the neutral element by standard matrix multiplication. As shown in [I5] the
corresponding bracket operation

[,]:T.G xT.G - T.G

: (Err — Ess)-

at the neutral element e is given by

[A€7 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. [I5] The Lie algebra so(n) of SO(n) is given by the real skew-
symmetric n X n matrices,

so(n) ={X e R"" | X + X" =0}.

The set
{Vis |1 <r<s<n}

is an orthonormal basis of the Lie algebra so(n).
Proposition 3.42. [I5] The Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n) is given by
su(n) = so(n) @ im,

where
m={X e R”" | X = X' and trace(X) = 0}.

Further, m is generated by
Sm:{Drsaer | 1<r< Sgn}

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 GL,,(H) be the group of invertible n X n quaternionic ma-
trices. Then the quaternionic unitary group Sp(n) is given by

Sp(n) = {qg € GL,(H) | ¢* = ¢ '}.

The standard complex representation of Sp(n) on C?" is given by

. zZ w
q-z+jw|—>(_u_J Z)'

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

sp(n) = {(—?/V Ig) eC™* | 2+ Z =0 cdet—W:O}.
An orthonormal basis is given by

a __ 1 1/'7'3 0 a 1 iX'f‘S O
s = (=55 (0 ) - (0 )
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3.4 Representations

Many of the Lie groups we have seen so far are subgroups of the real and complex
general linear groups GL,(R) and GL,(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

PG> GLV), g p,
for some V.
Example 3.46. [I5] Consider the representation
p: C* — Aut(R?)
given by
z=(a+1ib) — p, = <Z _b) :

a

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

p((a+ib) - (c+1id)) = plac—bd+ i(ad+ bc))
_ <ac—bd —(ad—i—bc))

ad +bc ac—bd

a —b c —d
-GG
= Pa+ib © Pc+id
= pla+ib) o p(c+id).

Since z is assumed to be non-zero, it follows that p, 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 GL, (R) or GL,(C) if there exists
a faithful representation of G.

Definition 3.48. [31] Let p 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

pg(w) € W
for all ¢ € G,w € W. An invariant subspace is called nontrivial if W # {0},
and W # V. A representation with no nontrivial invariant subspaces is called
wrreducible.

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 I, : 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) = (d1g)..

Proposition 3.50. 2] If G is a matriz Lie group, then for all g € G and all
X ey,
Ad(g)(X) = gXg~".

Proof. This fact follows from an easy computation.

Ad(G)(X) = - ((exp (X))]oco
= Ly (sX) g
= gXg L

O

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. [31I] 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

p:g— End(V), g p,.

22



Definition 3.53. [38] For a Lie algebra g, the adjoint representation
ad : g — End(g)

is given by

X — ady = (d Ad).(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 matriz 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 B.50] we have seen that for a matrix Lie group G, it holds
that
Ad(g)(X) = gXg~'

for all g € G and X € g. Thus,
d

adx(Y) = %(AdeXp(sX)(Y)”s:O
= %(exp(sX) Y - exp(—sX))|s=o
= XY -YX
(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 [£.1l In
Section [£.2] we will define Riemannian homogeneous spaces, and will then move
on to symmetric spaces in Section 4.3 In Section 4.4l 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
a:GxX—>X (g,2)—~g-x,

satisfying the following conditions:
(i) unitality: for all z € X, it holds that e - x = z,
(ii) associativity: for all g, h € G, and x € X it holds that g - (h-x) = (gh) - z.

If it is clear which action of a group G on a set X is meant, we will often use
the notations a(g,x) and g - = 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:

a:GxG—G, alg,h)=g=*h.
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Since G is closed under *, the map « is well defined. Using the other group axioms
of associativity and unitality, we see that « 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|geG}

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 x n rotation matrices acts on R™ by the
usual multiplication of matrices and vectors. Hence the map

a:S0(n) xR"—->R" (X,v)— X -0
is well defined. It is clear that for all z € R™
I, -x==x.

Further, the standard matrix multiplication is associative, hence for all A, B €
SO(n) and all z € R",
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 p: G — GL(V), g — p, be a representation of a Lie group G.
Then the group homomorphism p induces a group action

a:GxV =Vi:ia(g,v)=py(v).
Indeed, for all v € V, and all g1, go € G we have that
ale,v) = pe(v) =1y (v) = v,
@(9192,0) = Pgig,(V) = pgy (pgo(v)) = (g1, (g2, v)).

This shows that the conditions of unitality and associativity are satisfied. Thus,
we often say that a representation p 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 a : G x X — X define a group action of G on X. For an
element x € X, the orbit of x is the set

G-rx={g-z]geG} CX.
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Definition 4.7. A group action o : G x X — X of G on X is called transitive if
for every pair z;, x5 € X there exists g € GG such that

alg, 1) = xs.
This means that X has a single orbit and for any z € 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 [£.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 z,y € X, let x ~ y if
there exists g € G such that g -z = y. We will show that ~ is an equivalence
relation. First note that ~ is reflexive, since for all x € X we have that e-z =z
and thus x ~ x. Further, ~ is symmetric. Indeed, if x ~ y, then there exists
g € G such that g - x = y. Thus,
g y=9"(ga)=(g"g)r=ca=2

and since ¢g~! € G it follows that y ~ x. Lastly, ~ is associative. Let z ~ y and
y ~ z, and g1, g2 € G be such that ¢, - =y and g5 - y = 2. Then go9; € G and

(9291) x =92y = 2,

and thus x ~ z.

The equivalence classes corresponding to ~ are the orbits of X under the action
of GG. The result now follows from the fact that the set of equivalence classes forms
a partition of X.

O

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

Go={9€Glg-z=ua}
of G. It is also called the usotropy 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 forall x € X, g-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 «, and on Y via the action
0 respectively. A map f: X — Y is G-equivariant if for all g € G

flalg,x)) = By, f(x)).

4.2 Homogeneous Spaces

After having studied group actions, we are able to define the notion of a homo-
geneous space. Theorems and 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
m:G—G/K, g~ gK.

The topology on G/ K is uniquely determined by the condition that 7 : 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 dim G —dim K, and has a unique smooth structure such that the projection
map 7 : G — G/K is a smooth submersion. The left action of G on G/K given

by
g1 (92 : K) = (9192) K

turns G/ K into a homogeneous space.

Theorem A.T5] 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 G, is a closed subgroup of G, and the map ¢ : G/G, — M
defined by

p(9Gp) =g p

1s an equivariant diffeomorphism.
Proof. Consider the orbit map
0, G—-G-pC M, g—g-p.

By continuity, G, = (6,)"'(p) is closed.
We now show that ¢ is well defined. Assume ¢;G, = g¢2G, are two coset
representatives, which means that there exists & € G, such that g; = gok. Thus,

A nGp) =g1-p=gok-p=g2-(k-p) =g2-p=(52Gp).
Further, ¢ is G-equivariant because for any g1, 9, € G

(91 - 92Gp) = 0(9192Gp) = G192 - P = g1 - (92 - P) = g1 - P(92Gp).

We see that ¢ is smooth since it is obtained from 6, by passing to the quotient.
Lastly, ¢ 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,

P(9Gy) =9-p=2q.

On the other hand, if
¢(91Gp) = ¢(92Gp)7

then g, -p = gy - p, or equivalently, g, g1 € G,,. But this means that ¢;G, = ¢.G,,
and we conclude that ¢ is injective. It can now be shown that ¢ is a diffeomorphism,
see for example the Equivariant Rank Theorem in [3§]. U

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 C" (r > 2) is a Lie group of isometries.

Definition 4.18. [2],[I5] Denote (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 ¢, , € I(M)
such that ¢, ,(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 L1 satisfies L,,-1(p) = ¢. Since g
is left-invariant, every left translation is an isometry. This shows that I(G) acts
transitively on G. O

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

Example 4.20. [2] The isometry group of S™ C R"™! is the group of orthogonal
matrices O(n + 1), where O(n + 1) acts on S™ by standard matrix multiplication.

The action is well defined. Note that p € S™ if and only if (p,p) = p'p = 1.
Assume that p € S and A € O(n+ 1). Then A-p € S™, since

(Ap)' - (Ap) = p'A'Ap = pp* = 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 R™*. Then for A € O(n+1), and X,Y € C*(S"),

(A-X,A-Y) = X'ATAY = X'Y = (X,Y).

The action is transitive. Indeed, let py = (1,0,...,0)  and p = (p1,. .., Pus1)’ €
S™. Then with the Gram-Schmidt process we can find vectors vy, ...v, such that
{p,v1,...v,} forms an orthonormal basis of R"!. Then

A= (p,v,...v,) € O(n+1).

Clearly, A-py = p. For any ¢ € S™, there exists B, € O(n) such that B, -py = g,
as demonstrated earlier. Thus, AB;I -q=p.
The isotropy subgroup of py is the subgroup of O(n + 1) if the form

(é Z\04) , M € O(n).

S" 2 0(n +1)/0(n).

Consequently,
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Definition 4.21. Let G be a Lie group. The identity component G, 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 G, of G also acts transitively on M.

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

union
M = H Go P,
pEXo
where X is a complete list of orbit representatives of M under the action of G,.
Thus, any two orbits G, - p1, G, - po are either disjoint or equal. However, each
orbit is also open in the connected manifold M, hence all orbits must coincide. We
conclude that
M= Go 4
for any p € M. O
Theorem has the following consequence.

Corollary 4.23. We denote the largest connected subgroup of I(M) containing
the identity element by I,(M). If M is connected, then I,(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 .22 SO(n + 1) acts transitively on S™. For the north pole

py = (1,0,...,0)" € S™,

an element in the stabiliser subgroup is of the form

(b ),

where M € SO(n). Hence we may identify the stabiliser subgroup with SO(n).
Thus,
S" = 8S0(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, respectively. A
homogeneous space G/ K is called reductive if there exists a subspace m of g such
that

g=tdm

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

Observation 4.27. [2] Let M = G/K be a homogeneous space. Consider the
differential d 7 of the standard projection 7 : G — G /K given by

(g9) = gK.

We denote 0 = w(e) = eK. Then the differential dn. : g — 7,(G/K) acts on
X € g as follows.

dme(X) = %(ﬂ' o exp(sX))|s=o-
Thus, ker d ., = £. Since d 7 is surjective,it follows that
g/t =T,(G/K).
If M is reductive, it now immediately follows that
m=T,(G/K).

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

7.:G/K — G/K, gK — agK.
Then

p: K — GL(T,M), kv~ (d7k),
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 a of
G is given by

a:GxG, (g,h) = I,(h),

where I, denotes the inner automorphism (see Definition B.9]). Then the isotropy
representation p of G, at e coincides with the adjoint representation Ad|x 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 s, : M — M such that

sp(p) = p, and (dsp), = —1d,.
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Example 4.31. [2] R" is symmetric. For p € R", the desired symmetry is given
by s,(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 s, be the
symmetry of M at p. Then s, reverses geodesics passing through p, i.e. for a
geodesic v : (—e,€) — U C M with v(0) = p, we have that

sp(7(8)) = 7(=1).

Proof. Since isometries preserve geodesics, the image 5(t) = s,(7(t)) of v under s,
is a geodesic on M. Further, we observe that

B(0) = 5,(7(0)) = 5,(p) = p,  H(0) = —1d(%(0)) = —¥(0).

However, the geodesic a(t) = vy(—t) also satisfies

a(0) =p, a(0) =—7(0).
Due to the uniqueness of geodesics, s,(y(t)) = v(—t) for all ¢ in the interval
(—¢,€). O
Lemma 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 € T,M, there exists a
geodesic v : R — M defined on the whole of R such that v(0) = p and 4(0) = v.
Assume towards a contradiction that there exist p € M and v € T,M such that
the geodesic 7 : [0, ) — M, where o < oo, which satisfies 7(0) = p and ¥(0) = v,
cannot be extended. Choose 3 € (5, ), and let ¥ : [0,23) — M be the curve

o (@) if t € [0, 5],
= {%(5)(7(25 1) it (8.26)

This means that on the second part of the interval, we reflect v by s,(3), as we have
discussed in Lemma [£.32] We observe that 4 is continuous at 5 and ¥(3) = ~v(3).
Further, it holds that

F(B) = d sy (3 (—7(8)) = %(B).

By the uniqueness of geodesics, 7 is an extension of ~.
Since 23 > «, this contradicts the maximality of v. We conclude that M is
geodesically complete. O

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 7 : [0,1] — M such that v(0) = p, and
7(1) = ¢. Then the isometry s yel (M) reverses the geodesic, as it was shown

in Lemma [£.32]1 In particular, this means that

Sy () = ¢, and s,1)(q) = p.

1
2

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

Theorem [A.35] shows how a symmetry s, 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,

(i) there exists an involution o : G — G such that G, = {g € G | o(g) = g} and
G¢ is the identity component of G,

(iii) K is a closed subgroup of G satisfying
G, C K C G,.

Proof. Assume M is a symmetric space. We have seen in Theorem [4.34] that I(M)
acts transitively on M. Let G = I,(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 = G}, be the isotropy subgroup of p. From the Characterisation Theorem
116 it follows that M is diffeomorphic to G/K. It is left to show that there exists
an involution o of G such that G% C K C G,.

By definition, there exists a unique isometry s, of M that fixes p and satisfies
(dsp)p, = —1Id,. We now construct o as follows:

0:G—=G, o(g)=s,-9-5p
Clearly 02 = Idg, hence o is an involution. If k¥ € K, then
o(k)(p) = (sp- k- 5p)(p) =,
and
(do(k))p = (dsp)po(dk)yo(dsy), = —1d,o(dk), 0 —1d, = (dk),.
This shows that K C G,,.
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For the other inclusion, first note that p is an isolated point of
{reM|sy(x)=ux}.

This is due to the fact that ds, maps every non-zero vector v € T, M to —v, as we
have seen in Lemma This means that there exists an open neighbourhood
V' of p such that p is the only point in V' which is fixed by s,. Let U C G, be the
neighbourhood of the identity element e of G that preserves V, i.e.

U={g€G,|g(p) eV}

Then for every g € U,

sp-g(p) = sp- g 8p(p) = 0(9)(p) = 9(p)

In other words, s, 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 € G2. It follows
that G C K. O

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

Lemma [£.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=todm,

where €, m are the eigenspaces of do corresponding to the eigenvalues 1 and
-1, i.e.
E={X cg| do(X) = X},

m={Xeg| do(X)=-X}.
(ii) € is the Lie algebra of K.
(iii) m is Adg invariant.

Proof. Since o is an involution, so is d 0. For every X € g, we may now set

1
nga-(X+da(X))€? and X, =

Since X = X; + X, it follows that

(X —do(X)) € m.

N | —

g=¢t+m.
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Clearly £tN'm = 0. Thus, g = £ & m as a direct sum.

For all X € ¢ we have that do(X) = X because K C G,. Conversely suppose
that X € g satisfies do(X) = X. Let 7 be the corresponding one-parameter
subgroup. Since oo~ and 7 have the same initial velocity, it follows that oo~y = ~.
We conclude that v € G¢ C K, and thus X € €.

For the last statement, let X € m,k € K. Note that

ocoli(g) =o(kgk™) =ko(g)k™' = I, 00(g)
for all ¢ € G. But now
do(Adi(X)) =d(o o I;)(X) =d(I 0 0)(X) = Adp(—X) = — Adi(X).
This shows that Adg(X) € m. O

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 s closed. Let o be an involutive automorphism of G such that

G, C K C G,.

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

Proof. We define the function s : M — M by som = 7o g. Note that s is well-
defined, since 7(g1) = m(g2) implies that g K = g2 K. Further, o fixes K, and thus
0(g1)K = o(go) K and thus, moo(g1) = o o(ge).

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

We have that s(o) = o. For x € Ty M there exists X € gsuch thatdo(X) = —X
and dw(X) = z, as established in Lemma [£37l Now

ds(z) =(dsodm)(X)=(drodo)(X)=dn(—X) = —x.

Hence s is a symmetry at o.
In the following, we will make use of the fact that s o7, = 7, o s. Indeed, for
a € G it holds that

(s 0 79)(m(a))

Il
N N TN
V>
O
N
~—
—~
K
S
~
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Finally, s is an isometry with respect to any G-invariant metric g on M. To see
this, let y € T,(M), yo = d1,-1(y) € ToM. Now,

9(ds(y),ds(y)) = g(dsodry(yo),dsodry(y))
= g(d 7y o ds(yo), d T 0 ds(yo))
= g(ds(yo),ds(yo))
(—yo —yo)
9(y,y)-

I
Q

Hence we have found a global symmetry s at o. To conclude the proof, we note
that at every point p = 7(0) € M of a homogeneous space, the desired symmetry
at p is given by 7s77 L. O

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:gxg—R, B(X,Y)=trace(ad X oadY).
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(z,y) = 0 for all y € V implies that = = 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 = £ @ 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 ¢ 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 = £ ® m be a reductive decompo-
sition, where m is the orthogonal complement of £ 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 ¢ : € — £* such that
B (¢(V), 6(W)) = =B(V. W)
for all VW € ¢.

(ii) There exists a linear isometry ¢ : m — m* such that

[D(X), 0(Y)] = —6([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), Eg, E7, Es,
F47 G2-

(ii) Classical spaces: SO(m+n)/SO(m)xSO(n), SU(m+n)/SU(m)xSU(n),
Sp(m 4 n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n), SU(n)/SO(n), SU(2n)/Sp(n), SO(2n)/U(n),
Sp(n)/U(n).

(iii) Exceptional spaces: FEg/SU(6) x SU(2), Es/SO(10) x SO(2), Eg/Fy,
Es/Sp(4), E./SU(8), E./SO(12) x SU(2), E;/Es x SO(2), Es/SO(16),
Es/E; x SU(2), F1/Sp(3) x Sp(1), G»/SO(4).
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Chapter 5

Minimal Submanifolds via
Complex-valued Eigenfunctions

Section [B.] 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 5.1l 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 £.2] we state Theorem [5.I7, 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 and we have already
defined the Laplace-Beltrami and conformality operators. We will show in Exam-
ple and Theorem 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 ¢ : M — C is
a (A, p)-eigenfunction if there exist A, u € C such that

7(¢) = A+ ¢ and K(¢,¢) = - ¢”.
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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)) ¢ : M — C
is an eigenfunction with (A, ) = (0,0). This follows from the famous result by
Fuglede and Ishihara, which was stated here as Theorem .11l The details of this
are discussed by Ghandour and Gudmundsson in their paper [I1].

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

Theorem 5.3. [23] Let ¢ : (M, g) — C be a complez-valued (A, p)-eigenfunction
on a Riemannian manifold. Then for a natural number p > 1 and (cy,cz) € C?,
any non-vanishing function

O, W={xeM]|ep)¢(—0,0}—C
satisfying
c1log(¢(x))P ifu=0A#0
©,(z) = q c1log(¢(2))* ™" + 2 log(e(x))# 7, i 0,A=p
c1d(x)'# log(9(2)) ! + erlog(é(w)" !, if p A 0N # p
s 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 £ of complex-valued
functions from M is a (A, p)-eigenfamily (or just eigenfamily) if there exist A\, u € C
such that for all ¢, € €

7(¢) = A- ¢, and k(¢ ¥) = pi- ¢ - 1.

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

5:{¢17---7¢n}

be a finite eigenfamily of complex-valued functions on M. If P,Q : C* — C are
linearly independent homogeneous polynomials of the same positive degree, then

the quotient
P(¢17"'7¢n)
Q<¢17 sy (bn)

1$ a non-constant harmonic morphism on the open and dense subset

{pe M| Q(pi(p) -, ¢nlp)) # 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
T.

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

T(Y 0 ¢) = d(7(¢)) + trace V.dip(d ¢, d ¢).

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

Proposition 5.7. [12] Let 7 : (M,§) — (M, g) be a submersive harmonic mor-
phism between Riemannian manifolds. Further let ¢ : (M,g) — C be a smooth
function and ¢ - (M,Q) — C be the composition ¢ = ¢ o . If the dilation
A : M = R of m is constant-valued, then the tension fields on M and M sat-
1sfy
7(¢) o = A7%7(d).
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 7 : (M, §) — (M, g) be a harmonic Riemannian
submersion between Riemannian manifolds. Further let ¢ : (M,g) — C be a
smooth function and ¢ : (M,g) — C be the composition = ¢ om. Then the
corresponding tension fields T and conformality operators k satisfy

T(g?)) =71(¢p)om and KJ(QZ;, @ZA)) = k(¢, ) o .

Proof. To compute the tension field we use Proposition B.7 and the fact that 7 is
an harmonic morphism with constant dilation A = 1. The arguments needed here
can be found in [22]. O

The diagram below illustrates the situation considered in Proposition 5.8

G/K

| X

T

G——C
¢

Proposition has the following consequence.

Corollary 5.9. Let 7 : (M, §) — (M, g) be a harmonic Riemannian submersion.
For a complex-valued function smooth function ¢ : (M,g) — C let ¢ : (M,g) — C
be the composition ¢ = ¢ ow. Then the following statements are equivalent.
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(i) ¢ : M — C is a (N p)-eigenfunction on M.
(i) ¢ : M — C is a (X, p)-eigenfunction on M.

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

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

T(¢) =X+ ¢, and k(. d) = i &,
then its dual function ¢* : U/K — C on the compact U/K salisfies
T(¢%) = —A- 6", and K(¢*, ) = —p - ¢*>.

Recently, Riedler and Siffert showed in their paper [43] that the eigenvalues A, i
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 (X, p)-eigenfunction.
Then A < pu < 0.

Table 5], which is taken from [I7], gives an overview of some currently known
eigenfunctions. Here U/K refers to the domain of the eigenfunction.

42



U/K A 1 Eigenfunctions

SO(n) — (n2l) -1 see [10]

SU(n) — il — ol see [23]

Sp(n) — 2 -1 see [I6]
SU(n)/SO(n) S A e 2]
Sp(n)/U(n) —2(n+1) —2 see [22]
SO(2n)/U(n) —2(n—1) -1 see [22]
SU(2n)/Sp(n) —2ntonzl) _ 2(ncl) see [22]

SO(m +n)/SO(m) x SO(n)  —(m+n) —2 see [12]
U(m+n)/U(m) x Un)  —2(m+n) -2 see [13]
Sp(m +n)/Sp(m) x 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 [I7], 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 [B.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 (M™,g) and (N, h) be Riemannian manifolds with
m >n. Let ¢ : M™ — N" be a differentiable map. ¢ is said to be a submersion if
for every p € M, the differential d ¢, : T,M — T,N is surjective.

Definition 5.13. [5] Let ¢ : (M™,g) — (N™, h) be a smooth map between Rie-
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mannian manifolds. A point x € M is said to be critical if rank d ¢, < 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 ¢ : M — C be a
complex-valued function on M. We say that z € ¢p(M) is a reqular value if Vo # 0

along 6({z}).

In Chapter 1, we have already mentioned the following result by Eells and
Sampson from 1964 in their paper [§]. 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 reqular 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 ¢ : (M, g) — C be a complez-valued harmonic morphism
from a Riemannian manifold. Then every regular fibre of ¢ 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 ¢ : (M, g) — C be a complez-valued eigenfunction on a

Riemannian manifold, such that 0 € ¢(M) is a regular value for ¢p. Then the fibre
¢~ 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 ¢ : M — C be a (A, p)-eigenfunction not identically zero. Then the
following are equivalent.

(i) A= p.
(ii) |¢|* is constant.
(iii) ¢(z) # 0 for all x € M.
This immediately yields a highly useful corollary.

Corollary 5.19. If ¢ : M — C is a complez-valued (A, pu)-eigenfunction on a
compact and connected Riemannian manifold (M, g) such that A\ # pu, then there
exists © € M such that ¢p(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 reqular 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 we
define eigenfunctions on the special orthogonal group SO(n). In Theorem 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 631

In Section [6.2] we apply Theorem .17 to the above mentioned eigenfunctions.
We first give an easy example, which generalises an example given by Gudmunds-
son and Munn [I7]. In Theorem [6.5] we show that all the functions defined in
Theorem can be used to construct compact minimal submanifolds.

6.1 Eigenfunctions on SO(n)

We now look at eigenfunctions on SO(n). Lemma and Theorem both
stem from Gudmundsson and Sakovich’s paper [19]. Example 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,a < n, let zj, : SO(n) — R be the real-valued
coordinate function given by

l’jail’|—>€j'l"€;,
where {eq,...,e,} is the canonical basis for R™. Then the following relations hold.

n—1
7(t50) = =5 e
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1
K(Tja, Ths) = =5 (@jsTha = ap + Ojn).
From this we can derive the following eigenfamily.

Theorem 6.2. [19] Let V' be a maximal isotropic subspace of C* and p € C™ be a
non-zero element. Then the set

Ev(p) = {¢a : SO(n) = C | ¢po(x) = trace(p'az’), a € V}
of complez-valued functions is an eigenfamily on SO(n).
In the following example we see Theorem in action.
Example 6.3. From Theorem [6.2], we obtain eigenfunctions on SO(n) of the form
Tjo + iz : SO(n) — C.

Indeed, let p = e;, and a = e, + 1 - eg. Here, e; denotes the standard unit vector
of C" with zeros everywhere except in the j-th entry. Then p,a € C" clearly
satisfy the conditions of Theorem [6.2] and hence the function trace(p'az') is an
eigenfunction on SO(n). Further,

trace(p'az’) = zn:zn:psat%t

s=1 t=1
= .T}ja—i-ll’]ﬂ.

In general, it can also be shown directly through Lemma that if the indices
J,a, k., B satisfy either j # k and o = 3, or j = k and a # 3, then

Tjo +ixkg 1 SO(n) = C

is an eigenfunction on SO(n). Due to linearity, ;o + ixys is eigen with respect to
the Laplace-Beltrami operator 7. Furthermore,

K(Zjo +1T8, Tja +1Tk3) = K(Tja, Tja) + 20 - K(Tja, Tug) — K(Trs, Tp)
1 ) 1
—5(1’§a —1) =i (TjpTra — Gap " Ojk) + 5(3725 —1)

= 5 (€30 + 20 5010 — T3g)
= —— (23, 4+ 2020715 — T2
= —5 (@ " TjaThp — Thg)

1 .
= =5 (Tjo + i715)°.

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

We now wish to apply Theorem 517 to the eigenfunctions on SO(n). Example
generalises Example 7.3 from Gudmundsson and Munn’s paper [I7]. Here we
look at the function given in Example 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, o, k, § it either holds that j # k
and a = f, or j = k and o # f3, then x4 + ixyp is an eigenfunction on SO(n), as
we have shown in Example [6.3]

We will now show that the gradient of

Tjo +izgs : SO(n) — C

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

Yiaj0) = — + (s - O + 2 B0).

1
NG
It follows that for 1 <r < a < s <mn,
Tjs

Vot

xjr

Yos(Tja) = — Yia(Tja) =

5)

Similarly, for 1 <r < f <s<n,

Tks L

Vs (zrp) = 7 Yo5(Tha) = Nk

We conclude that if for all 1 < r < s < n it holds that
Y;"s(xja + Z.’L‘kﬁ) = 07

then the j-th row is zero everywhere except possibly ., and the k-th row is zero
everywhere except possibly zys. In the case that j = k and a # [ we see that
the j-th row vanishes entirely. If 7 # k and a = (3, 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 V(x4 +ixkg) = Va0 + iVarrg = 0. Theorem .17 now shows that the fibre
(o + ixks) 1 ({0}), which satisfies z;, = x5 = 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 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 € C"\{0} be an element satisfying (a,a) =0 and
let p € C"\{0} such that (p,p) # 0. Then the complex-valued eigenfunction

Gap:SO(n) = C, ¢,,(z) = trace(p'az’)
satisfies the following:
(1) ¢ap s a submersion,
(ii) ¢,,({0}) is a minimal submanifold of SO(n) of codimension two.

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem that ¢,, is an eigenfunction on SO(n). For
simplicity, for all 1 <t < n, we will denote the t-th column of x by z;. A simple
calculation shows that for Y, € so(n),

7"5 gbap — Gy Zp]x]s+as Zp]xjr = pa xs) +a5(pa :L‘r)

Assume towards a contradiction that there exists a matrix z € SO(n) such that
the gradient at z satisfies V¢, , = 0. Then for all 1 < r < s < n, it holds that
Y, s(dap) =0, ie.
ar(p, zs) = as(p, ). (6.1)

Since a € C™"\{0} satisfies (a,a) = 0, there exist at least two distinct indices
1 <t < m < n such that a;, a,, # 0. To see this, we refer to Lemma [A.2]

Note that the columns of x form a basis of the vector space C" over the field
C and thus there exists an index 1 <[ < n such that (p,x;) # 0. Without loss of
generality, we can assume [ # t.

Entering the indices [ and ¢ into Equation [6.I] we obtain

a’t(pa :L‘l) = a’l(pa "L‘t)'

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

(p7 xj) _ &

(p7 xt) a’t.

From this, we obtain the following result.

0 = (a,a)
- >
— at+Zat p,xj

X
At p7 t
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n

2

ay ( 2

= DN
2

(p7 ‘/Et) ]:1

Since we assume that a; # 0, we conclude that Z?Zl(p, z;)* = 0. Recall that due
to the assumption that x € SO(n), it holds that any two rows of x are orthogonal,

ie.
n
E .Z'ijtj == 5St'
i=1

It follows that

n

0 = > ()

j=1
= Z <Z Pssj + ZPt%j)
j=1 =1 t=1

n

= Z (%%Z%j%j)
j=1

s,t=1

= Z PsDt - Ot

s,t=1
n
_ E : 2
= Ds-
s=1

This contradicts our assumption that (p,p) # 0.
Thus, we conclude that the gradient V¢, , is non-vanishing. An easy compu-
tation using Lemma shows that the eigenvalues of the functions

wp = trace taxt
Pap (p

satisfy
\ = n— 1
2
If n > 2, then clearly A # p and by Corollary 5.19, 0 lies in the image of ¢, .
In particular, 0 is a regular value. The last statement now follows from Theorem

B.I7 O

Example 6.6. In Theorem [6.5]it is important that we assume (p, p) # 0. Consider
the setting n =3, a = p = (1,4,0). Then the matrix

1
and p = —3

cosf) sinf 0
x= [ —sinf cosf 0] € SO(3)
0 0 1
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clearly satisfies ¢, ,(z) = 0, and further V(¢,,) = 0 at . Hence ¢, , is not regular
over 0.

In Example we have remarked that the eigenfunctions x;, + iz belong
to the eigenfamily £y (p) which we have defined in Theorem [6:22l This means in
particular that Theorem shows directly that the functions x;,+ixyg are regular
over 0, which we have shown explicitly in Example 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 ¢, ,(x) = trace(ptaz') and ¢, induce the same minimal submanifolds.
Indeed, assume that = € ¢, ({0}). Then

0 = trace(p'az’) = trace(CD - ¢'ba’) = CD - trace(q'bx")
and thus z € ¢, , ({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 € C"\{0} satisfy (a,a) = (b,b) =0
and (p,p) # 0,(q,q) # 0. Let ¢, = trace(ptaz’). Then

$ap({10}) = ¢, ({0})
if and only if [a] = [b] and [p] = [q] in CP"L.

Proof. Since the polynomial ¢, ,(z) with complex coefficients is of degree one, it
is irreducible. We have shown in the proof of Theorem that ¢, ,(x) is regu-
lar everywhere, and consequently ¢, ({0}) contains a regular point. By Lemma
[£.200 it now follows that ¢,, and ¢, are multiples of one another if and only if

Pap({0}) = 04 ({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 [I.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 [[22l Theorem [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 [Tl Theorem then
provides us with a family of eigenfunctions on SU(n).

Lemma 7.1. [22] For 1 < j,a < n, let zj, : SU(n) — C be the complex-valued
coordinate function given by

. t
Zjo T > €52 €,

where {e1,...,e,} is the canonical basis for C". Then the following relations hold.
2
n®—1
T(Zja) = - n * Zjas
1
KV(’ZJ'CU zkﬁ) = —ZjBRka + E * ZjalkB-

Theorem 7.2. [23] For a,v € C"\{0}, let the complez-valued function ¢q, :
SU(n) — C be given by

n
Paw(z) = trace(a’vz’) = Z Vo Zja-

7,a=1
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Then ¢, is an eigenfunction on SU(n) and for the tension field T and confor-
mality operator k on SU(n) we obtain

n?—1 n—1

T<¢a,v) = - : (ba,v and "{I((ba,v; (ba,v) = - n *Pawe

n

7.2 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of SU(n)

In this section, we will apply Theorem [5.T17 to the eigenfunctions we have stated
in Theorem [C.2l 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 we look at the well-known
Clifford torus in S® = SU(2), and Example describes a minimal submanifold
of SU(n) that Gudmundsson, Svensson and Ville constructed in their paper [29)].

Theorem 7.3. Letn > 2. Let a,v € C"\{0}. Then the complez-valued eigenfunc-
tion
Gan(z) = trace(a'vz’)

satisfies the following:
(1) ¢ap s a submersion,
(i) ¢o4({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of SU(n) of codimension two.

Proof. First note that by Theorem [[2 ¢,, is an eigenfunction on SU(n). For
1 <r < s <n, the following holds.

(—ve(a, zs) +vs(a, 2,)), (7.1)

Sl -

1 n
Yvrs(Cba,v) = ﬁ Z(_ajvrzjs + ajvs'zjr> =
j=1

Z.er(gba,v) - % Z(ajvrzjs + a'jvszjr) = %(UT((I, 28) + vs(a, ZT))? (72)
7=1

n
1

iDrs(Qba,v) - ﬁ : Z(ajvrzjr - ajvszjs) - E(vr(aa Zr) - Us(a“a Zs)) (73)

Assume towards a contradiction that

Y;’s<¢a,v) == 07 ins(¢a,v) =0 and iDrs<¢a,v) =0

for all 1 <r < s <n. Then by Equations [(. Il and [(.2], for all such 1 <r <s<n
we have that

J=1



0 = v~ Z(ajzjr) = v, - (a, z).
j=1

Since v # 0, v has at least one non-zero entry, say v; # 0. We then see that for all
indices k # t, it holds that 0 = (a, 2;). Thus by Equation [Z.3] for any index k # ¢
we have that

v(a, zt) = vg(a, zx) = 0.
Since vy # 0 by assumption, we conclude that (a, z;) = 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 ¢,, is submersive everywhere.
Theorem shows that for n > 1 the eigenvalues A\ and pu of ¢,, are distinct.
Corollary [5.19 now shows that 0 lies in the image of ¢,,. In particular, ¢,, is
regular over 0 € C. The last statement now follows from Theorem [(E.17] O

Proposition 7.4. Let n > 1 and for a,v € C"\{0}, define the complex valued
function ¢q, on SU(N) by ¢a.(2) = trace(a’vz’). Then

$au(10}) = ¢;,,({0})
if and only if [a] = [b] and [v] = [w] in CP™L.
Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma [5.20. O

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 S = SU(2) via the map

(z,w) (_Zw 7“2”) .

A well-known minimal submanifold of S? is the Clifford torus

1 1o’ 1 i3

T ( \/56 , \/56 ) .
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 [I0], the torus 7' remains minimal if we equip S* with a generalised
Berger metric.

Example 7.6. [29] Let H € C"*" have n different eigenvalues. Then the compact
subset

M ={(z1,...,2,) €SU(n) | 2{Hz, = 0}
is a minimal submanifold of the special unitary group of codimension two. Here,
z1,...,%, 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 Rl we will first state eigenfunctions on Sp(n),
which were provided by Gudmundsson and Sakovich in their paper [19]. Th main
result of Section 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 B.1]
was first given by Gudmundsson and Sakovich in [19] and then improved by Gud-
mundsson, Montaldo and Ratto in [I6]. Theorem then helps us construct
eigenfunctions on Sp(n).

Lemma 8.1. [19], [I6] For 1 < j,a < n, let zj,, wjq : Sp(n) — C be the complex
valued coordinate functions given by

. t . t
Zja 1 gr>€-g-€y, Win - gr—>€5-g €.,

Then the following relations hold.

2n +1 2n +1
7(2ja) —T 5 Far T(Wa) = =5 Wja,
1 1
K(Zjar 2k8) = —5 " ZiB%ka; K (Wja, W) = —5 " WipWkas
1
K(2ja, Wkp) = i (Wjpzka)-

Lemma [B] 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 € C". Then the function ¢ : Sp(n) — C given
by
(2 + jw) = trace(a'vz’ + a'uw)

satisfies

2n + 1

H(6) = —T5 6 and w(0,6) = —3 &

8.2 Compact Minimal Submanifolds of Sp(n)

We now wish to employ Theorem [5.17. We start with an easy case in Example
R3] and then show with Theorem B.4] that in general, the eigenfunctions given
in Theorem are regular over 0 and hence can be used to construct compact
minimal submanifolds of Sp(n). In the following, we use Proposition B.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"\{0}. Then according to
Proposition 8.2
¢y : Sp(n) = C,
given by
¢y (2 + jw) = trace(a'vz")
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 ¢, now simplifies
to

oz + jw) = E ajzpn = (a,21).

From [I7] we have the following identities for all 1 < s < n:

X0 (6a) = ﬁ Z%:if (a,2),
X0 (6) = %-Zajsz:%(a,ws),
Di(6) = EZ‘% (a,1).
D(6n) = ;—;;ajwﬂz;—;m,wo.
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Assume now that ¢,(z+ jw) = 0, and that for every X € Byy(n), X(¢q) = 0. Then
by the above, for all 1 <t < n,

n n
0= E a;zjy and 0= E a;wj.
=1 j=1

In particular this means that the rows of z and w respectively are linearly de-
pendent. This contradicts the assumption that ¢ = z + jw € Sp(n). Hence, ¢,
must be regular over 0. Due to Theorem B.IT, ¢,'({0}) is a minimal submanifold
of Sp(n).

Theorem 8.4. Let a € C"\{0}, and u,v € C" such that at least one of the vectors
u, v is non-zero. Then, the complez-valued eigenfunction ¢g . @ Sp(n) — C given
" Pawu(z + jw) = trace(a’vz' + a'uw)
satisfies the following:

(1) Gawpu is a submersion,

(ii) ¢o1.,({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of Sp(n) of codimension two.

Proof. Gudmundsson and Munn showed in Section 9 of [I7] that the elements of
the basis Bsy(n) as specified in Proposition B.44] act on the coordinate function
Zja - Sp(n) — C as follows.

Xi(sm) = (bt 2
XE (o) = (b +100)
Di(zja) = %théata
Di(%j0) = _—letéat.

V2

Further, we computed that

. -1
er(zja) = E(wjrasa‘I“széroz)a
D?(Zja) = ijtéat.
V2
We found how the elements of the basis Bs,(n) act on the coordinate functions
Wjq : Sp(n) = C.
—1
X:Ls<wja) = —<wjr53a+wj35ra)7

V2
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7
X;’)s(w]a) = ﬁ(zjrasa + stéra)a
) 1
er<wja) = ﬁ('zjrésa + stéra),
—1
Di(wja) = ﬁwjtaata
, i
Dy (wja) = ﬁzjtaata
1
Di(wja) = —=zji0as-

V2

The eigenfunction ¢, : Sp(n) — C given by
Pawu(z + jw) = trace(a'vz' + a'uw?),

can be rewritten as follows.

n

¢a,v,u(z + ]w) = Z a’j(vazja + uawja)'

7,a=1

Then forall 1 <r < s <nand 1 <t < n, the basis elements of the Lie algebra
sp(n) act on ¢, as follows.

a )
er(¢a,v,u) - ﬁ Z CL]' (Uszjr + Urzjs - uswjr - ursz>7 (81)
J
1
st(¢a,v,u) = ﬁ Z CL]' (Uswjr + Ursz + uszjr + urzjs)u (82)
J
1
X (bapn) = —F&= Z a;(—vswjr — VWjs + UsZjy + UrZis), (8.3)

\/§ J
D?(Qba,v,u) = L Z a’j(vtzjt - utwjt)v (84)
\/§ J

D) (¢apu) = LZG'(Utw‘t+UtZ‘t), (8.5)
V2 j 7 \UtW; j
1

Di(¢awu) = ﬁzaa‘(—%wﬂ*lbtzjt)- (8.6)

Let us assume that the complex-valued vectors a,v are non-zero. The case that
u # 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. vy # 0. Assume towards a contradiction that for
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every X € Bgp(n), it holds that X (¢g,) = 0. Then Equations and imply
that for every 1 <t < n we have that

0 = wvla,wy),

Since vy, # 0, we deduce that (a,w;) = 0. Equation R4 now implies that
vg(a, zx) = ug(a,wy) = 0.

This shows that (a, z;) = 0. Combining Equations and B3] we see that for
every t # k, the following holds.

0 = wvla,w).

Hence, for every 1 < ¢t < n, we have that (a,w;) = 0. Equation [R1] now implies
that for t # k
vi(a, z:) = ug(a, wy) + u(a, wy) =0,

and thus for every 1 < ¢t < n we see that (a,z;) = 0. Since a # 0, we arrive at
a contradiction. Hence, V¢, ,, is non-vanishing and in particular 0 is a regular
value. Corollary confirms that 0 indeed lies in the image of ¢, ,, for any
positive integer n. The last statement now follows from Theorem G171 O
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Chapter 9

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

We will now consider the symmetric space SU(n)/SO(n). In Section 0.1 we
consider eigenfunctions from Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak’s paper [22]. In
Section [0.2] we apply Theorem (.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 [0.6] whereas Theorem 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 [0.41

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
o :SU(n) — SU(n) defined by

o(z) =2z
is an involutive automorphism of SU(n). Indeed, for all z,w € SU(n), we have
that

(i) o(zw) =Zw = zw = o(2)o(w),
(ii) o is bijective,
(iii) o%(2) = 2.
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Clearly SO(n) is fixed by o. It follows from Theorem 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 e R™ | X = X' and trace(X) = 0} .

The subspace im is spanned by the elements of Sy, = {i X5, iD,s | 1 <7 < 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 0.

In light of Oberservation .27, we see that im = T,(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 ® : SU(n) — SU(n) by
P(z) = 22"

For x € SO(n), we have by definition that ®(z) = za’ = I. Consequently, ® is
SO(n)-invariant, i.e. for all z € SU(n) and = € SO(n),

P(zx) = zaa’2t = 22" = @(2).

Proposition 9.4. [22] Let the complex symmetric matriz A be given by A = aa’
for some non-zero element a € C". Consider the function ¢, : SU(n) — C with

da(2) = trace(AD(z)) = trace(z'Az).

Then ¢, is a SO(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SU(n), and thus induces an eigen-
function ¢, on SU(n)/SO(n). The eigenvalues A and p satisfy

2(n®+n —2)
n

4(n—1)

A= — and = —

Remark 9.5. Let Z be an element of the Lie algebra su(n) of SU(n). Then Z
acts on the function ¢ as follows:

~ ~

Z(ba) = (0= exp(52))) im0

= %(trace(exp(sZt) 2P Az exp(sZ))]s=o

trace(Z' -2 A-z+ A2 7)
trace(Z" - 2" - A+ 2) + trace(z' - A- 2+ Z)
trace(Z' - 2" - A - 2) +trace(Z - 2" - A 2)
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= trace(Z' -2 A2+ 72 A 2)
= trace((Z'+2)-2"- A-2)

This shows that g?)a : SU(n) — C is invariant under the action of the subgroup
SO(n) of SU(n) with Lie algebra

so(n) = {X e R | X + X' =0}.

Hence ¢, induces a complex-valued eigenfunction ¢, : 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 [B.I7 to the eigenfunctions found
in Proposition in order to construct compact minimal submanifolds. Example
should clarify how we proceed, whereas Theorem 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 Ay, = 1.
Then,

n

ba(z) = trace(2'Az) = (22")1; = Z zfj. (9.1)
j=1
For iX,, = ﬁ - (E,s + E,) € im, we have that

~

iXrs(ta) = trace((iX!, +iX,s) 2"+ A-2)

= trace((2iX,,) 2" - A-2)

= trace(A -z - (2iX,,) - 2")

= 2i-(2- (X)) 211

= V20 (21,215)-

We now wish to show that 0 is a regular value of ¢,. Assume towards a con-

tradiction that there exists z € SU(n) satisfying ¢4(z) = 0 and V(¢,) = 0 at z.
Then in particular, for all 1 <r < s < n, it holds that iX,s(¢,) = 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 * R1s = 0. (92)

Since z has full rank, the first row has at least one non-zero entry, say zi,, for
some 1 < rg < n. Equation now implies that for all ¢t # r(, we have that

21t = 0.
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In other words, 21, is the only non-zero entry of the first row. Plugging this into
the Equation 0.1] we see that

n
0=¢a(z) = szj = 2},
j=1

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

a regular value of ¢, and thus of ¢,. By Theorem E17, the fibre ¢ 1({0}) is a
minimal submanifold of SU(n)/SO(n).

Theorem 9.7. For n > 2, let a € C"\{0} and A = ada’. Then the eigen-
function ¢, : SU(n)/SO(n) — C induced by the SO(n)-invariant eigenfunction
¢q : SU(n) — C, which is given by

~

Pa(2) = trace(Ad(z)) = trace(z'Az),
satisfies the following:
(i) ¢q is a submersion,

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

codimension two.

Proof. Let a = (ay, ..., a,) be a non-zero vector in C". It follows from Proposition
that ¢, is an eigenfunction on SU(n)/SO(n).

We wish to show that the gradient of ¢, 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 (¢,) = 0 at z.
Setting iXTS(gZ;a) =0 for all 1 <r < s <n, we obtain the equations

0 = (iakzkr> (iakzks> . (93)
k=1

k=1
Hence for all 1 < r < s < n, either

n

n
0= E apzpr or 0= g Ak 2 -
k=1

k=1

Since z € SU(n), the columns of z form an orthonormal basis of C". Therefore,
there exists a column z; of z such that

(z,a) = Zakzkt # 0.
k=1
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By Equation [0.3] for any other index 1 <m <n, m #t,

n

0= Z A Zkm -

k=1

By assumption, iDTS(gZ;a) =0 for all 1 <r < s <n. The latter is equivalent to

n n n n
0= E a2k + E Q) Zks E 2k — E ks | -
=1 =1 =1 =1

Using our previous findings, we see that

n 2
0= (Z ak%s) :
k=1

which again implies that 0 = >_7'_, ay2k, a contradiction.

Hence, there must exists some X € im such that X (¢,) # 0. It follows that @,
is a submersion, and so is ¢,. Due to Corollary B.19] the value 0 € C indeed lies
in the image of ¢, for all n > 2. We conclude that 0 is a regular value of ¢,. The
last statement now follows from Theorem (.17 O

Remark 9.8. By letting the vector a € C" 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
M0 Gudmundsson, Siffert and Sobak’s paper [22] provides us with eigenfunctions
on Sp(n)/U(n), which we state in Section [0.2l We then show in Section [[0.3]
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 [[0.1] that the unitary group U(n) lies in the quater-
nionic unitary group Sp(n). In Proposition [[0.3] we will show how the Lie algebra
sp(n) of Sp(n) can be decomposed.

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

v (2 0)
T4y —
is an injective homomorphism of Lie groups. Consequently, we may identify U(n)
with its image under 1.
Proof. We start by showing that 1 is a homomorphism.

Y((z1 +iy1) - (22 +iya)) = Y(T122 — Y1y2 + (2192 + Y172))

_ T1T2 — Y1Y2  T1Y2 + Y122
—T1Y2 — Y1T2 T1T2 — Y1Y2

_ ( 1 yl) i ( L2 ?/2)
- —Y2 X2
= 1/1(1’1 +Zy1) 1/1(1’2 +Zy2)

Further, the image ¢ = ¢ (z + 1y) satisfies q¢* = I,, since z + iy € U(n). Lastly, ¢
is injective. Indeed, ¥ (x + iy) = Iy, if and only if x = I,,. Hence, ker(¢)) = I,,. O
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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 o : Sp(n) — Sp(n) by

< Z w) ( Z w)
o I .
—w Z —w  z
It is easily checked that o is an involutive automorphism. It is also clear that o
fixes U(n). By Theorem 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) dm
of the Lie algebra sp(n) of Sp(n). An orthonormal basis of m is given by

_ a_z er 0 a_L Dt 0 b_z 0 er
Bm - {er - 2 ( O _XTS) 7Dt - \/§ (0 _Dt) ’XTS - 2 (XTS O ) )

b_L 0 Dy
Dt_\/ﬁ(Dt 0)|1§T<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 o(z) = z. Now define a
map ® : Sp(n) — Sp(n) by

®(q) = qq"
It follows that ® is U(n)-invariant, in the sense that for all ¢ € Sp(n) and z €
U(n),
®(qz) = ¢22'q" = q¢' = (q).

This justifies the next construction.

Proposition 10.5. [22] Let a € C**\{0}, and let A = aa'. Then

Balq) = trace(A - ®(q)) = trace(q' Ag)

is a U(n)-invariant eigenfunction on Sp(n) and thus induces an eigenfunction ¢,
on Sp(n)/U(n). The eigenvalues X\ and i of ¢, satisfy

A=-=2n+1) and p=-2.
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Remark 10.6. For any X € sp(n),

X(3) = o (trace(esp(sX')q' A exp(sX)o

= trace(X'q'Aq + ¢ AqX)
= trace(q¢'Aq(X" + X)).

Hence, if X € u(n), then X*+ X = 0. This shows that ¢, 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 ¢,. Example [[0.7] illustrates the procedure in a simple way, while in The-
orem [[0.§ we obtain a family of minimal submanifolds.

Example 10.7. We consider the case a = (1,0,...,0) € C*\{0}. Then A = aa’
has zero entries everywhere except for A;; = 1. Thus the eigenfunction ¢, satisfies

2n
dalq) =D 3.
j=1

We wish to show that 0 is a regular value. Assume towards a contradiction that
for all X € By, we have that X (¢,) = 0.

In particular, D%(¢,) = 0 and DP(¢,) = 0 for all 1 < ¢ < n if and only if
0 = Q%t - Qinﬂv (101>
0 = q1tq1,n+t (10-2)

for every such t. It is readily seen from Equation that for all 1 < ¢t < n,
either ¢;; = 0 or ¢ 4+ = 0. But then Equation [[0.1l implies that in either case the
other entry must vanish as well. Consequently, the entire first row is zero, which
contradicts the fact that ¢ is full rank. We conclude that 0 is a regular value of ¢,
and of ¢,, and further, by Theorem .17 ¢, ({0}) is a minimal submanifold.

Theorem 10.8. Let a = (ay,...,as,) € C*"\{0} and A = aa’. Then the eigen-
function ¢, : Sp(n)/U(n) — C induced by the U(n)-invariant eigenfunction
¢q : Sp(n) — C, which is given by

a(q) = trace(q" Aq),

satisfies the following:

(i) ¢q is a submersion,
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(i) ¢,1({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of Sp(n)/U(n) of codimension
two.

Proof. Let a = (ay,...,az,) € C>\{0}. By Theorem I05, ¢,(q) = trace(q’Aq)
with A = ad’, is an eigenfunction on Sp(n).

We now show that V(q@a) # 0. Assume towards a contradiction that there exists
q € Sp(n), such that for all X € By, we have that X (¢,) = 0.

From setting D%(¢,) = 0 and DP(¢,) = 0 for all 1 < ¢ < n we obtain the
following equations:

0 = (Z CLkat) - (Z ak‘Qk,nth) )
k=1 k=1

0 = <Z akat) : (Z a’ka,n—l—t) .
k=1 k=1

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

n

0= Z arGre, or 0= Z Akl tt-
k=1

k=1
By plugging this into the first equation, we now see that the respectively other
sum must also vanish, i.e. we have that

n

0= Z arqrt, and 0= Z Ok Gk,n+t;

k=1 k=1

forall 1 <t <n.
This however contradicts the fact that the columns of ¢ span C?", which means
that there exists a column ¢;, with 1 <t < 2n such that

<Qt> d) = Zak%t 7é 0.
k=1

We conclude that gz;a and thus ¢, are submersions. In particular, 0 is a regular
value, which, in light of Corollary [5.19] is attained by ¢, for any positive integer
n. Consequently, by Theorem EI7, ¢,'({0}) is a minimal submanifold for any
non-zero a € C*. O
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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 I1.1]
gives us some useful background information. We will first show in Proposition [T1.1]
how U(n) is embedded into SO(2n), and then decompose the Lie algebra so(2n)
of SO(2n). In Section [[1.2] 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 1.7, we show that the conditions on these eigenfunctions can be
relaxed.

In Section [[1.3] we aim to apply Theorem (.17, We provide examples and will
show that a particular family of eigenfunctions as given in Theorem [I1.7] can be
used to construct compact minimal submanifolds.

11.1 Preliminaries

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

Proposition 11.1. [39] The map

¥ Un) — SO(2n), = + iy s (Zf —y)

x
is an embedding of U(n) into SO(2n).
Proof. The map is well defined. Indeed, since z + 1y € U(n),
(z +1y) (2" —iy') = 22’ + yy' +i(ya* — ay') = L.
Thus, since x and y have real-valued entries, we have that
I, =z +yy' and 0= yz’ — 29"
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As a consequence, it follows that

sl e i) = (3 70)-(5 %)

¢
_ (:ca: Tty ay —y:v)
(6 1

yrt — xyt xat + yyt

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

= [2n

det(y(z +iy)) = det (‘z _xy)

= —j-det ( —.y)
Wi
o T —1y
o det (x +iy —(x+ zy))
_ T — iy —iy
- det ( 0 —(x+ zy))

_ T—iy -y
= det ( 0 (x + zy))

= det(z + 1y) - det(z + iy)
| det(x + iy)|* = 1.

Thus, ¥(U(n)) € SO(2n).
Further, ¢ is a group homomorphism. For x + iy, a + ib € U(n),

O((z +iy) - (a+ib)) = (ig;gs —;ijygéa)>

-G D6
= Yz +iy)-Pla+ib).

Lastly, 1 is injective. Indeed, ¢(x + 1y) = Iy, if and only if y = 0 and = = I,,.
Hence, ker ¢ = I,,.
We conclude that v is a group isomorphism of U(n) onto its image and we may

henceforth identify U(n) with ¢ (U(n)) € SO(2n). O
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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
0 I,
)

and consider the map o : SO(2n) — SO(2n) given by
o(x) = JyaJt.

If we write z as a block matrix
T11 12
T = ,
T21 22

a(x): T11  —T21 .
—T12 T22

Hence, if x € U(n) then z is fixed by o. Further, we see that ¢ is an ivolutive
automorphism since

() o(xy) = JuxyJy = JnwdyJuyJ;, = o(x)o(y),
(ii) o is bijective,
(iii) o*(z) = .

By Theorem .38 SO(2n)/U(n) is a symmetric space.

we see that

Proposition T3] shows us how to decompose the Lie algebra so(2n) of SO(2n).
Proposition 11.3. [39] For the orthogonal decomposition
50(2n) = u(n) & m,
where u(n) is the Lie algebra of U(n) C SO(2n), a basis of m is given by

_ a __ 1 Y;’s O b 1 O }/7"5
we P (5 ) - () erersn)

Proof. In light of Proposition [[1.1] we note that the Lie algebra of u(n) in so(2n)
is the vector subspace

w={ (3 Y ) 1w -w =0 mayiey o}

It can now be easily verified that the subspace
Yy W
m:{(W _Y)Eso(Qn)\Yt+Y:O, anth+W:O}

of s0(2n), spanned by By, as given above, is the orthogonal complement of u(n) in
s50(2n). O
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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 [T.5 In Proposition [T.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 [[1.3] the eigenfunctions given in Proposition might not
always be regular over 0 € C. Further, the computation of the gradient can be
very complicated. We however successfully apply Theorem 517 to a subset of the
newly found eigenfunctions, see Theorem [IT.11]

Remark 11.4. Notice that for y € U(n),
(I)<y) = anyt = Jn.
Hence ® is U(n)-invariant, in the sense that for any y € U(n),z € SO(2n),
O(zy) = xyJoy's’ = v 2t = O(x).

Proposition 11.5. [22] Let V' be an isotropic subspace of C*" and let a,b € V be
linearly independent. Let A € C*2" be the skew-symmetric matriz

2n
A= abYja

7,a=1

Then R
Gap(z) = trace(Ad(x)) = trace(AzJ,z")

is a U(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SO(2n), and hence induces an eigenfunction
Gap on the quotient space SO(2n)/U(n). The eigenvalues X and p of ¢ap satisfy

A=-=2(n—-1) and p=-1.

Remark 11.6. Let X be an elements of the Lie algebra so(2n) of SO(2n). Then
X acts on the function ¢, as follows.

n d -
X(bap) = —(Pap(w - exp(sX))ls=o
= trace((XJ, + J,X")z'Ax).
We have seen in Remark that if X € u(n), then X is of the form

Y -w
= )

where Wt — W =0 and Y! +Y = 0. In this case,

W — Wt Y+W)_O

t __
X%+%X—(4Y+W)W—Wt

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

Proposition 11.7. Let a,b € C** be linearly independent vectors satisfying
(a'7 (l)(b, b) - (a’7 b)2 = 0.

Let A € C*™*2" be the skew-symmetric matriz

2n
A= Z ajba}/ja-

ja=1

Then R
Gap(z) = trace(Ad(x)) = trace(AzJ,z")

is an U(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SO(2n), and hence induces an eigenfunction
Gap 0N the quotient space SO(2n)/U(n).

Proof. In this proof we proceed as in the proof of Proposition Let ®
SO(2n) — SO(2n) be the map

O(x)=x-J, 2"
Then, as shown in [22], the components of ® satisfy the following:
T(®ja) = —2(n—1)- Pja,
£ (Pja, Prg) = —(PjgPha + PjxPap) — (Okadjp — djkdas)-

Since Aj, = %(ajba — anbj), we may now write

an,b( ) = trace(Ad(z Z Ajo®ja.

J,a=1

Using linearity of 7, we immediately obtain that

2n
T(Gap) = = Y Ajat(®j0)

j a=1
= Z Ajn-2(n—1)- @,
J,a=1
= —2(n—1) " Pap.
We now calculate /i(qgmb, gzga,b).
2n
K(Gaps Gap) = > Ajadis - 5(Pja, Prg)
j,a,k,p=1
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2n
= — > AjaAis - (Bipdie + 0 Pup)

j7a7k7ﬁ:1

2n
= D Ajadig - (Orabis — Gjxdap)
j7a7k7ﬁ:1
1 2n

-2 > (aba — aab;)(axbs — apby) - (Pj5Ppa + PjxPas)

j7a7k7ﬁ:1
2n 2n
2
= Apdyg + Y A%
7,k=1 7,k=1

The first sum now simplifies to 2 - gisz,b, using the identity

2
ng’b =2- <Z ajbaéja> .
J,x

(Z ajaaq)ja> . (Z akagq)kg)
Ja k.8

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

2n 2n 2n
=) ApA D AR =2 A%

jk=1 jk=1 jk=1

Terms of the form

As in the proof of Proposition [[1.5] we obtain the following equation:
Kf(qga,ba an,b) = —ng,b +2- ((a'a a)(b7 b) - (a'a b)2) .

Since we have assumed that (a, a)(b,b) — (a,b)* = 0 we conclude that

K’(qga,ba an,b) = _ng,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 and I1.7

In Example [T.9 we show that the functions described in Proposition are
not necessarily regular over 0 € C. On the other hand, Theorem [[T.1T]shows that a
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particular subset of the functions given in Proposition [[1.7] are indeed regular over
0 € C. This allows us to construct compact minimal submanifolds using Theorem

BI7

Remark [[1.8 provides us with some useful computations.

Remark 11.8. Let ¢,,(x) = trace(AzJ,z') be the function given in Proposition
MITH Skew-symmetry of A and ® yields

Pap(z) = —ZAja‘Dja

— 7 Z ( b (la Z _xj,n+txat +xjtxa,n+t)>

t=1
= E ' tzl ((@, 2 y2) (0, 1) = (@, ) (b, Znye)) -
Consider Y and Y? as defined in Proposition TL3 A computation shows that
Y,%(¢ap) = 0 if and only if
0= (a,2,)(b, Tnys) + (@ Tngr) (0, 25) = (@, 25) (b, Tngr) = (@, Tngs) (0, 7)
and similarly, Y,%(d4) = 0 if and only if

0= (a,z.)(b, xs) + (@, Tnis) (b, Tnsr) — (@, 25) (b, 2) — (@5 Tpir ) (b, Trys)-

Example 11.9. Let n = 2, and consider a = (1,7,0,0),b = (0,0, 1,4). It is clear
that a, b satisfy (a,a)(b,b) — (a,b)?. Let

—1
€ SO(2n).

O = OO
_ o O O

0
1
0
0

o O O

We will now use the computations from Remark [[T.8 It is easy to see that
(a,21) = (a,x2) = (b,x3) = (b,x4) =0
and
(a,z3) =1, (a,z4) = —1, (byz1) =1, (b,x2) =i.

Then, since
(CL, Ig)(b, 1’1) + <a7 .§L’4>(b, 1’2) =i1—1= 07

it follows that

~

gb(l,b(l‘) = O

Further, Yfé(gzgab) = 0 and Yf’2(¢3ab) = 0. Consequently, gisa,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 1.7} it is
easier to find suitable vectors a,b that render ¢, regular over 0. We start with
an easy example in the setting n = 2.

Example 11.10. Let now QAﬁa,b be as in Proposition[IT.7 with the relaxed condition
on b. Let n = 2. We set a = (1,4,0,0), and b = (0,0, 1,0). Clearly the conditions

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

are satisfied, and consequently gzgmb as defined in Proposition [[1.7] is an eigenfunc-
tion on SO(4)/U(2).

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

- 2 : : . .

Gap(x) = E((%g +ix93) 31 + (14 + i%04) T2 — (11 + 121 )33 — (12 + 1%92)T34)).
Since all entries of z are real-valued, ¢,(z) = 0 if and only if the following two
equations are satisfied:

0 = 3231 + T14T32 — T11T33 — T12T34, (11.1)

0 = To3%31 + ToaT32 — T21T33 — T22T34. (11-2)

Similarly, by separating the real and complex parts, Yf;(qga,b) = Y&((ﬁmb) = 0 if
and only if

0 —X14%31 + T13T32 — L1233 + T11234, (11.3)
0 = —TouT31 + To3¥32 — X233 + L2134, (11.4)
0 = —T12731 + T11T32 + L1433 — T13T34, (11.5)
0 = —T9T31 + T21¥32 + L2433 — T23T34. (11.6)

Lastly, z € SO(4) yields the following equations:

0 = Znx31 + T12T32 + T13T33 + T14T34, (11-7)

0 = @131 + ToaT32 + To3%33 + T24T34. (11.8)

We now have 4 equations where entries of the third row and entries of the first
appear, namely Equations ITIIT3IT.5 and [T.7 Now assume that for some
x € SO(4), they all hold true. This means in particular that the non-zero vector
(%31, 32, 233, x34)" belongs to the kernel of the matrix

13 T4 —T11 —T12

—T14 T13 —T12 T11
M = °

—T12 T11 T4 —Z13

11 T12  T13 Z14.



However,
det(M) = (x, + 7, + 37%3 +ah)’ =1,

since © € SO(4). By a result from elementary linear algebra, ker M = {0}. This
contradicts the assumption that the third row has non-zero entries. It follows that
®ayp 1s Tegular over 0.

As a consequence, we see that ¢, is regular over 0 and that gb;ll)(O) is a minimal
submanifold, due to Theorem [5.17 7

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

Theorem 11.11. Let a,b € C* satisfy the following conditions:

(i) a and b are linearly independent,
(ii) (av a’) = (a’v b) =0,
(iii) b= z- b for some z € C* and b € R*".
Let
2n
A= Z ajba}/ja-
7,a=1

Then the eigenfunction

¢ap : SO(2n)/U(n) — C,
induced by the U(n)-invariant function ¢q, - SO(2n) — C, given by

an,b@) = trace(AzJ, 1),

is reqular over 0 € C and further, the fibre qb;ll)({()}) is a compact minimal sub-
manifold of SO(2n)/U(n) of codimension two.

Proof. Certainly ¢, satisfies the conditions of Proposition [[T.7, and thus ¢, is
an eigenfunction on SO(2n)/U(n). Due to Corollary 519 it is clear that 0 lies in
the image of ¢, ;. For x € SO(2n), we denote 1, ..., xq, the linearly independent
columns of z.

We will first consider the case b € RQ"A. Assume towards a contradiction that
for a fixed © € SO(2n), ¢up(x) = 0 and ¢, is not regular at =, meaning for all
1 <r < s<2n we have that Y (¢,,) = 0 and Y (¢gs) = 0.

In the following we will use the formulae given in Remark [[1.8 Further, we
decompose a into its real and imaginary parts

a=u-+1-v,
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where u,v € R*\{0}.

Gap(z) = %-Z((u+iv,xn+t)(b, 1) — (u+ iv, 2,) (b, Tnye)) -

t=1

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

n n

0 = Z(Ua%ﬂ)(ba%)—Z(Uﬁjvt)(bv‘”wrt%

t=1 t=1

We now turn our attention to the gradient. Remark [I1.8 states that K@(gfgab) =0
if and only if

0= (a,Tpys) (b, z) — (a, Ty ) (b, z5) + (@, 25) (b, Tpgr) — (@, 2) (b, Tits)
and similarly, Y% (d.) = 0 if and only if
0= (a,zs)(b,z,) — (a,2,)(b,z5) — (a, Tpys) (b, Tpir) + (@, Tpyy) (b, Tps).

By taking the real parts of the equations Yr‘;(qgab) = 0 and KZ(QZ;M) = 0 for
1 <r < s < 2n, we obtain the following equations:

0 = —(U, xn-{—s)(ba xr) + (U, xn-{—r)(ba $’5) - (u7 I‘S)(b, xn-‘,—r) + (u7 l‘r)(b, xn—l—s)a
0 = —(u,zs)(b, ) + (u, z,)(b, zs) + (U, Tpps) (b, Trgr) — (U, Ty ) (b, Ty s),
As we have established in Lemma [A.2] u # 0. Since the columns x4, ..., 22, form
an orthonormal basis of R?", there exist at least one index 1 < r < 2n, such that
(u,z,) #0.
Without loss of generality, assume r = 1. Further, we note that
2n 2n
0= (a'7 b) = (u + 'L.U, b) = (u7 b) + Z'(’U, b) = Z(ua xt)(ba xt) +i- Z(va xt)(ba xt)'
t=1 t=1

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

2n

0= Z(u, x) (b, ).

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

2n

0 = ) (u,2)(b,z),

t=1
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0 = —(’LL, xk)(ba x?") + (’LL, x?")(bv xk) + (’LL, xn—l—k)(b? xn—l—?") - (’LL, $n+r)(b> xn—l—k)?
0 = —=> (wzay)(bxe) + Y (u,2)(b, wnsa),

0 = _(u> xn—l—k)(b? x?") + (’LL, xn-l—?")(bv xk) - (u’ xk)(bv xn-ﬁ-T’) + (’LL, x?")(ba xn—l—k)'

These equations are true if and only if the vector

((b,21),. .., (b, w2))
belongs to the kernel of the following matrix M.

(u7x1) (u,l’g) (u,l’g) s (U, l’n) (U, ZEn+1) (U, ZEn+2) (U, ZEn+3) s (U, l’gn)
—(u, x2) (u, 1) 0 . 0 (Uy Trnt2) —(UyTnt1) 0 .. 0
—(u, z3) 0 (u,z1) ... 0 (u, Tnt3) 0 —(u, Tnt1) ... 0
—(u, zn) 0 0 . (u, z1) (u, T2n) 0 0 v —(uyTng)

—(u, nt+1) (U Tny2) (U Tngs) ... (u,Ton) (u,lxl) (u, z2) (u, z3) e (u, zn)
—(u, Tnt2) (U, Tny1) 0 . 0 —(u, z2) (u,z1) 0 .. 0
—(u, Tnt3) 0 (4, Tnt1) .. 0 —(u, z3) 0 (u, z1) e 0
f(u,lmn) O O (u, xAnH) f(u, Tn) 0 0 (u,.xl)

It is now easy to see that M = S + (u,x;) - 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 [A3]), and consequently ((b,z1),..., (b, z2,))" = (0,...,0). We
conclude that b = 0. This contradicts our assumptions, and we conclude that the
U(n)-invariant function ¢, : SO(2n) — C is regular over 0. It follows that the
compact fibre gbgll)(O) is regular.

According to Theorem BI7, ¢,,({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold of
SO(2n)/U(n) of codimension two.

If b = z - b, for some non-zero z € C and b € R?", 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.
O
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Chapter 12

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

We start off with some basic calculations in Section I2.1], and in Section
we look at a family of eigenfunctions, which was constructed by Gudmundsson,
Siffert and Sobak in their paper [22]. In Section 2.3 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 ¢ : GL,(H) — GLy,(C) given by

) Z —w
w.q—z+]w>—><w )

z

is an injective homomorphism of Lie groups. Consequently, we may identify Sp(n)

with its image under 1. Further, ¢(Sp(n)) C SU(2n).

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

Y((z1 + jwr) - (22 + jws)) = Y(z122 — Wwy + j(wi22 + Z1wy))
. 2129 — WiWey —Wi29 — Z1W2
o W1Z9 + Z1Wa 2129 — W1Ws

)G )

= Y(z1 + jwi) - (22 + jws).
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Clearly 1 is injective since keri) = I,,. If ¢ = z + jw € Sp(n), then
qq" = 27" + ww' + j(wz' — zw') = I,,.
It follows that
I, = zz'+wu',
0 = wz — zw'.
Hence,

oy Tt (22 twow' 2ot — w2
V(2 +jw) - Y(z+ jw) = (wzt—zwt z2t + wit

(L, 0
- 0 I,
= IQn~
The previous result shows that |det(¢(z + jw))| = 1. It is left to show that

det(¢(z + jw)) = 1. Let
J - 0 I,
n=\-1, 0)

As we will show in Lemma [[2.5] for z + jw € Sp(n), it holds that
Uz +jw) - Jn - Y(z 4 jw) = Jn.
Using an identity of the Pfaffian, we see that
pf(Jn) = pf (Y(2 + jw) - T - (2 + jw)) = det(yp(z + jw)) - pf(Jn).
Since pf(J,)? = det(J,,) # 0, it follows that det(¢(z+ jw)) = 1. A definition of the

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

Remark 12.2. [39] The map o : SU(2n) — SU(2n) given by
o(z) = J.z2J,

is an involutive automorphism which fixes Sp(n). By Lemma [£.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:{(_?/v Ig/t) | 7"+ Z =0, trace(Z) =0, Wt+W:0}.
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Proof. In Definition B.44] we stated that the Lie algebra sp(n) of Sp(n) can be
written as

sp(n)z{(VZV _ZW) cC*™ | 7+ Z =0, Wt—Wzo}.

Generally, since X € su(2n) satisfies X* + X = 0 and trace(X) = 0, an element
of su(2n) must be of the form
z W

such that Z* + 7 =Y* 4+ 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 (—ZT/T/ f‘%) ,
where Z, W satisty

(i) Z*r+Z =0,

(ii) Imtrace(Z) =0,

(iii) Wt+ 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= {(—?/V 2/;) | Z* + Z =0, trace(Z) =0, Wt—l—W:O}.

O

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

_ a_]' Y;’s 0 a_]' ins O b_1 0 Yvrs
s (5 0) = (0w s ().
e L[ 0 Yy
Y;S—é(_i}/rs 0)\1§r<5§n}

1

2

a 1D, 0
||{Drs_ (O iDm)’HST<SSn}’
where D,y = %-(ETT—ESS).
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Proof. In Proposition 12.3] we have seen that an element of m is of the form

zZ W
W z)

where

(i) zr+Z =0,

(ii) trace(Z) =0 and
(iii) W+ 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

Vs, 1 X5,iDrs | 1 <7 < 5 <}

] 1 a a a
The corresponding elements in S, are Y%, X2, D¢ .

Further, we note that the subspace of matrices W € C"*" is generated by
{Yis, Y5 | 1 <1 < s <n}.

The corresponding elements in S, are Y,2, and Y,°. O

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

We now aim to construct eigenfunctions on SU(2n)/Sp(n). Lemma [I2.5] helps
us to construct Sp(n)-invariant functions on SU(2n). Proposition I2.6 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. [3]]
Let & : SU(2n) — SU(2n) be the map given by

P(2) =2 J,- 2,

0 I,
e (05

An easy computation shows that if z € Sp(n) then ®(z) = J,,. In particular, ® is
Sp(n)-invariant.

where
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Proposition 12.6. [22] For non-zero linearly independent elements a,b € C**, let
A € C*2 pe the skew-symmetric matric

2n
A= Z aiijij.

ij=1
Let ® be the map given by
O(2)=2z2-J, 2"
Define the function giga,b :SU((2n) — C by

2n
Gap(z) = trace(A - ®(z)) = trace(z'AzJ,) = — Z Ain@j0(2).

ja=1

Then ¢qp is a Sp(n)-invariant eigenfunction on SU(2n), and thus induces an
eigenfunction ¢,y on the quotient space SU(2n)/Sp(n). The eigenvalues X and p

of Gap satisfy
2(2n* —n—1)

n

N 2(n—1).

and | = —

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

We wish to apply Theorem [5.17 to the functions stated in proposition I2.6l As
Theorem [I2. 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 € C*" be linearly independent and let A be
the skew-symmetric matrix given by

2n
A= Z aiijij.

ij=1
Let ¢qp : SU(2n)/Sp(n) — C be the eigenfunction induced by

gzgmb = trace(z' AzJ,).
Then ¢ap is regular over 0 € C, and ¢;},({0}) is a compact minimal submanifold
of SU(2n)/Sp(n) of codimension two.

Proof. First of all, ¢, is an eigenfunction on SU(2n)/Sp(n) by Proposition [2.61
Due to Corollary [5.19] 0 lies in the image of ¢g .
Assume towards a contradiction that for z € SU(2n) we have that ¢,,(z) = 0,

and for every Y € m, Y(q§a7b) = 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 e m, .
Y (¢ap) = trace(Az(Y J, + J,Y')2").

For simplicity we will now write (a,z;) = > jajzie for all 1 <t < 2n. It can now
be shown that for all 1 <r < s <n,

Y (bap) =0, Y2 (0ap) = 0, X&(dap) =0, Y(up) =0

if and only if

0 = (@ 2n4s)(b; 20) = (a5 20 ) (b, Z) + (@, 25) (b, Znr) = (@, 20) (D, 2ns), (12.1)
0 = (a,2)(b,2) = (a,2)(b; 2z5) = (@, 2n15)(b; Zntr) + (@, 2010 ) (b, 204s), (12.2)
0 = (a 2n4s)(b; 20) + (@, 20 ) (0, 2) — (@, 2) (b, Znr) — (@, 20) (D, 2nss), (12.3)
0 (a, z5) (b, 2) — (a, 20)(b, 25) + (a5 2n45) (D, 2ntr) — (@, 204 ) (D; 2ngs), (12.4)

By adding and subtracting Equations [[2.1] and I12.3] and Equations 12.2] and [12.4]
respectively, we see that for all 1 <r < s <mn,

a, Znts) (0, 2r) — (@, 2:)(b, 2ns),
@, Zntr ) (b, 25) = (@5 25) (b, 20 ),
a,zs)(b, z,) — (a, z.)(b, zs).
a, z.) (b, z5) — (a, z5)(b, ).

Since the columns of z form a basis of C??, there exists an index 1 < t < 2n such
that

o O O O

(
(
(
(

(a,2) = (a,2) # 0.
Without loss of generality, 1 < t < n. Equations I2Z.5I2.6/12.7 and now show
that for all 1 < s <n, s #t, it holds that

(a’v szrS) a, ZS)

= (b, zt), an Zs) = (
(bv ZnJrS) - (a’ zt) (b7 t>7 d (b7 S) (a’ Zt)

(b, z).

Now note that ¢q(z) = 0 if and only if

0= (a,zp+1)(b, 21) + - - - + (a, 22,) (b, 2n) — (@, 21) (b, 2nt1) — - -+ — (@, 2,) (b, 22p,).

Entering our latest findings into this equation, we note that

0 = (@b + Y (s (2 02
st ) <t
()b ) = ) )
st s <t

= (a, 2n41)(b; 2) — (@, 2¢) (b, 2n14)-
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Thus, we also have that

(av Zn+t)
(a, z)

(b, zpyt) = - (b, zt).

To summarise, we have now established that for every 1 < s < 2n,

AN () AN G0 B
(b, Z5) = (b, z) (@ 20) (b, 2) @) (a, 7).
Thus,
b= (b2) 7= Ez 23 Sz z = EZ 3 »

This is a contradiction, since we assumed a and b to be linearly independent.
It follows that ¢,; is regular over 0. By Theorem (.17 ng;ll)({O}) is a minimal
submanifold of SU(2n)/Sp(n). O
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Chapter 13

The Real Grassmannians

SO(m +n)/SO(m) x SO(n)

Section [I3.1] provides us with some useful details on the real Grassmannians.
We then study a family of eigenfunctions on SO(m + n)/SO(m) x SO(n), which
stems from Ghandour and Gudmundsson’s article [12]. In Section [[3.2, we study
minimal submanifolds of SO(m +n)/SO(m) x SO(n). We show in Theorem 3.8
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 3.9
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) x SO(n)

We first define the space SO(m + n)/SO(m) x 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) x SO(n), which we will
state in Theorem [I3.5

Remark 13.1. SO(m) x SO(n) consists of the block matrices of the form

xz 0

SO(m) x SO(n) = {(0 y) |z €S0(m),y € SO(n)}.

Let so(m+n) = €@ m be an orthogonal decomposition, where ¢ is the Lie algebra
of the subgroup SO(m) x SO(n) of SO(m + n). Then an orthonormal basis for
the subspace m of so(m + n) is given by

Bo={Y,s | 1<r<m<s<m+n}.
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We now study SO(m) x 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,a,5 < m+n, let z;, : SO(m +n) — R be the
real-valued matriz elements of the standard representation of SO(m+n). Then the
following relations hold:

m+n—1 1
T(Zjo) = 5 “Tja, and K(Tjo, Tkg) = —5° (j5Tka — 0jK003)-

I, O
(5 %)

A simple calculation shows that if x € SO(m) x SO(n), then

Remark 13.3. Let

o(x)=a Ipn 3" =L,

Hence, o is SO(m) x SO(n)-invariant. Indeed, for all w € SO(m + n) and = €
SO(m) x SO(n), it holds that

o(wr) =wr - Ly, v'w' =w- L, w'=o(w).

Using Lemma [13.2] and Remark [I3.3] Gudmundsson and Ghandour constructed
SO(m) x SO(n)-invariant functions on SO(m + n).

Lemma 13.4. [12] For1 < j,a < m+n, define the function qgja :SO(m+n) - R
by

m
¢ja(x) = Z TjtTot-
t=1

This function is SO(m) x SO(n)-invariant and the tension field T and the confor-
mality operator k on SO(m + n) satisfy

T(qgjoz) = _(m + n)a)ja + 5jo¢ -m,
K(Gjar Org) = —(0)8° Ora + Pji - Pap) + 5(53‘19%5 + 6ap®jk + 0j30ka + Oka®ip)-

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) x (m + n) matric
such that A*> = 0. Let

m
Gja(r) =D xjiar.
t=1
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Then the SO(m) x SO(n)-invariant function ® 4 : SO(m +n) — C given by
m+n

D) = ) Aja- djol)

J,a=1

induces an eigenfunction ®4 : SO(m + n)/SO(m) x SO(n) — C on the real
Grassmannian, if rank A = 1 and trace A = 0. In this case,

7(®a) = —(m+n) &4 and x(Pa, dy) = —2- DY,

Remark 13.6. LemmalA.4limplies that all matrices A which satisfy the conditions
of Theorem must be of the form A = aa’ for some isotropic a € C™*"\{0}.
To underline this fact and for consistency of notation, we will write ®, instead of
® 4 for the remainder of this chapter.

13.2 Minimal Submanifolds of SO(m + n)/SO(m) x SO(n)

We now show that none of the functions of the form ®,, 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 [I3.8]

Example 13.7. Let m =n =2, a = (1,7,0,0) and A = aa’. We now want to find
out whether 0 is a regular value of the function

4
$o(x) = ) 4500 - Gjal2)
7,a=1

from Theorem [I3.5l Further, for r = 1,2 and s = 3,4, an easy computation shows

A

that Y,4(®,(z)) = 0 is equivalent to
0= (xlr + ’il’gr) . (.’1713 + ’il’gs). (131)

If this equation holds, then at least one factor must be zero. Since all entries of
x are real-valued, xq; + ixo; = 0 implies that x; = xo; = 0. Now assume that
Equation [I3.1] holds for all choices of » and s. Then either

Ty =T = T2 =Ty =0 or x13=1a93 =214 =194 =0.
We further note that
qA)a(l’) = (211 — 22 +i(21 + 712)) - (211 + D22 + i(72 — T12)).
Thus, V&, = 0 at = and &,(x) = 0, if z is of the form

0 0 cosf sinf

0 0 —sinf cosf
cosa  sina 0 0
sina¢ —cosa 0 0
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for some «, 6§ € R. This shows that the set of critical points in the preimage of {0}
of @, 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

¢ja Z :L‘jtxat

and let the SO(m) x SO(n)-invariant function ®, : SO(m +n) — C be given by

m+n

= Z VR nga(x)

7,a=1

Define @, to be the eigenfunction on SO(m +n)/SO(m) x SO(n) induced by D,.
Then ®, is not reqular 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 [I3.5land Lemma

(A4
®, : SO(m +n)/SO(m) x SO(n) — C

is a well defined eigenfunction. In the following, we will denote by z; the t-th
column of a point x € SO(m +n)/SO(m) x SO(n). Through computation it can
be shown that

m-+n

bu(x) = Y ajaa- djal2)
J,a=1

m+n m

= > ) (4071w ar)

ja=1 t=1

: tzl(("faﬂjf) [0)

m

= E al’t

t=1

Further, for Y, € By, with 1 <r <m < s < m + n, we have that Y,nS(CiJG) =0if

and only if
m—+n m—+n
0= (Z ajxjr> (Z aaxas> (a,x,) - (a,z).
j=1
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We will now construct an element = € SO(m + n) such that &,(z) = 0 and for

A

every Y,s € By, we have that Y,4(®,) =0 at x.

Assume first that n > 2. Then we can choose m pairwise orthogonal unit vectors
T1,..., %y, of R™ which are also orthogonal to u and v. We may now choose n
vectors T, i1, .- - Tman € R™ that extend {zy,...,z,,} to an orthonormal basis
of R™*" Then the matrix x with columns

(SL’l, e .I‘ern)

clearly belongs to O(m + n). If detx = —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 z,,1 < r < m satisfy

(a,x.) = (u,z,) +i(v,z,) = 0.
It follows that for all choices 1 <r < m < s < m + n, we have that
Yrs(cf)a) = (a,x,) - (a,zs) = 0.

It trivially holds that

m

O4(x) = (a,2,)* =0.

t=1

We conclude that if n > 1, then 0 is not a regular value of ®,, and neither of ®,.

Let us now consider the case m > 1,n = 1. Recall from Lemma that
u,v € R™! are linearly independent, non-zero and orthogonal. We now have
to adapt our proof, since there do not exist m pairwise orthogonal unit vectors
T1,..., T, of R™T! that satisfy

(u+iv,z,) =0

for all 1 < r < m. Hence, if
Y;’,erl((I)a) =0

for all such r, we require that
(a, Tpi1) = 0.

Let # € R™™! be any real non-zero unit vector that is orthogonal to both u and
v, i.e. it satisfies
(a,7) =0.

Such a vector exists since m > 2. If m = 2, let x be the matrix with columns

uov
—, =T | .
Jul” Jo|

97



Otherwise, we may now choose m — 2 vectors x1,...,Tm,_o € R™! that extend
{‘—Z', ‘—z‘, :Z’} to an orthonormal basis of R™*!, By the same argument as above, we
may assume that the matrix x with columns

u v ~
M7max17"'7$m—27$

belongs to SO(m + 1). By construction,

A

Y;’,erl (q)a) =0

at x for all 1 < r < m. This means that <i>a is not regular at z. Further, we have
that

@)a(:v) = Z(a,xt)2

1 1
= — - (utiv,u)?® + — - (u+iv,v)?
Jul? [of?
1 1
= 12 (uau)Q + (ivav)Q
Jul? [ol?
1 1
= ol el
Jul? [ol?
Jul* = Jvl*.
0.

Here, we again used Lemma [A2l It follows that ®, is not regular over 0. This

proves the statement for m > 1,n = 1.
U

As a consequence,the application of Theorem [B.17 to functions of the form &,
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 £.24]
S? =~ S0(4)/SO(3).
Since SO(1) = {e} is the trivial group, we may write
S? 22 80(4)/SO(3) x SO(1).
A well-known minimal submanifold of S? is the Clifford torus
Ty = (% . em,% . eiﬁ) _
We have already discussed it in more detail in Example
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Chapter 14

The Complex (GGrassmannians
U(m +n)/U(m) x U(n)

We will now turn our attention to the complex Grassmannians. In Section [14.1]
we study eigenfunctions on U(m+n)/U(m)xU(n). Lemmal[l4.2 corrects a lemma
given in Gudmundsson and Ghandour’s paper [13]. This allows us to construct a
new family of eigenfunctions on U(m+n)/U(m) x U(n), which is done in Theorem
M43l We then study minimal submanifolds of U(m +n)/U(m) x U(n) in Section
M4.21 We show with Theorem [[4.7 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) x U(n)

We first show in Lemma [I4.1] 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 to correct a similar state-
ment made in [I3]. This allows us to construct a family of eigenfunctions on

U(m +n)/U(m) x U(n), as shown in Theorem [I4.7]

Lemma 14.1. [I3] Let 2z, : U(n) — C be the matriz elements of the standard
representation of the unitary group U(n). Then, the tension field and conformality
operators T, k satisfy the following relations:

T(2ja) = —N Zjar  K(Zjas 2k8) = —2i8%kas
T(Zja) = —N:Zja, K(Zja 2kp) = —ZjpZkas
H(Zja,Zkg) = 5jk5a5-

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], Lindstrom
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independently came to the same result as us using a different proof.

Lemma 14.2. [13] For 1 < j,a < m + n, we define the complez-valued functions
qgja :Um+n)—C
on the unitary group by

m
¢]a § thgat-

t=1
The tension field T and the conformality operator k on the unitary group U(m+n)
satisfy

T(Dja) = =2(m + 1) - Gjo + 2m - Gja
and o o R A
K(Pjas Prp) = =2 Djpdra + 0j5 * Pra + Oka - Pjp-
Proof. Using Lemma [I41], we now obtain the following:

T(qgjoz) = ZTZ]tZat
t=1

= —2(m+n)- Zzﬁzat +2-) o
t=1 t=1

= —2(m+ n)gZ;ja +2m - djq.

NE
NE

“(Ggg‘a, ékﬁ) =

"i<zjsza37 zkt26t>

t=1

w
Il
-

I
NE
NE

zozsgﬁt/{'(zjsa Zkt) + stzkt/{'(gasa gﬁt)

t=1

+Za82kt"{(zj87 gﬁt) + stgﬁt/{'(gasa Zkt)

w
Il
-

(_Zaszﬁtzjtzks + stzktzoztzﬁs + zocszkt(;jﬁast + stgﬁtaakast)

I
NE
NE

@
I
—
~+~
Il

1
= —2-0isbra + Oka - Dip + 0jg - ra-

U
Remark 14.3. For any z € U(m), it holds by definition that z - z* = I,,,. Conse-

quently,
m
z )]a = Z thgat = 5ja-
t=1
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If j < a, it is now clear that the functions gzgja : Um +n) — C, defined by
Gjal(2) = Yoty ZitZat are U(m) x U(n)-invariant and hence induce functions

bjo : Um+n)/U(m) x U(n) = C.
Theorem 14.4. [13], [39] For a fized natural number 1 < o < m + n, the set
o ={0ja : Um+n)/U(m)xUn) -C|1<j<m+n, j#a}

is an eigenfamily on the complex Grassmannian U(m+n)/U(m) x U(n) such that
the tension field T and the conformality operator k satisfy

T(dja) = =2- (M + 1) - Pja,
and
K(Bjas Pra) = =2 Dja - Pra
for all @ja, Pra € Ea.
Proof. The statement follows immediately from Lemma [14.2] O

Building up on the previous lemmas, we now construct a family of U(m) x 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 [I3.5]

Theorem 14.5. Let a,b € C™*™"\{0} satisfy {a,b) = 0. Then the complez-valued
function @,; : U(m +n) — C, given by

m—+n

Gap(2) = ) ajbadjal2),

Jra=1

is an U(m) x U(n)-invariant eigenfunction and thus induces an eigenfunction
O, : Um +n)/U(m) x U(n) — C. In particular,

A

T(Pyp) = —2(m+n) - @Da,b, m(ci)mb, (i)a,b) = -2 @Dzb

Proof. We will make use of Lemma [I4.2] The rest of the computation is simple.

m+n
T(Dap) = ) a;baT(Pja)
J,o=1
m+n )
= ) ajba(=2(m+n) - Pja +2m - 5ja)
J,a=1
m+n

= —2(m+n)-Dyy+2m- Z a;b;
j=1
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= —2(m+n)- Doy +2m - (a,b)
= —2(m + 77,) . (i)a,b-
In the last step we used that (a,b) = 0.

m+n m+n

KJ(qA)a,bu (I)a,b> = Z Z ajbaakbﬁ : K‘(éjou (ﬁkﬁ)
ja=1k,B=1

m+n m+n

= > ) ajbaarbs(—2 - §ipbka + 6;0ka + Sra®is)

J,a=1k,[=1
m-+n ) m+n )
= -2 (Z a’jbﬂgbjﬁ) : (Z a'kbagbkoz)
7,8=1 k,a=1
m-+n m-+n .
+2- (Z ajbj> : (Z akba¢ka>
j=1 k,a=1

= —2:02, +2-(a,b) - Dy
= _2 . &627,1)'

14.2 Minimal Submanifolds of U(m + n)/U(m) x U(n)

We will now show with Theorem [I4.7 that the functions defined in Theorem
14.5] are not regular over 0 € C. Therefore we may not apply Theorem B.I71 We

first decompose the Lie algebra u(m + n) of U(m + n), which we will use in the
proof of Theorem [I4.7

Proposition 14.6. Consider the orthogonal decomposition
u(m+n) =tdm,

where ¢ is the Lie algebra of U(m) x U(n), and m is the subspace corresponding
to U(m +n)/U(m) x U(n). Then

Bp={Y,s,iXps | 1<r<mm+1<s<m+n}
s a basis of m.
Proof. As shown in Proposition [3.35],
Bugmin) = {Yrs:iXos | 1 < < 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<morm+1<r<s<m+n, then Y,; and iX,, belong to €. This proves the
claim. O
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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.§ from the chapter on the real Grassmannians.

Theorem 14.7. Let a,b € C™*™\{0} with (a,b) = 0. Let
Q.5 : Um+n)/U(m) x U(n)
be the eigenfunction induced by the function (i)a,b :U(m+n) — C given by

m+n
Oop(2) = Y ajbadja(2).
ja=1
Then @, is not regular over 0 € C.
Proof. Let a,b € C™*™\{0} with (a,b) = 0 be given. A
We now wish to construct z € U(m + n) such that for all X € m, X(®,;) =0

at z and ®,,(2) = 0.
Let z; denote the t-th column of z. It can be shown that for 1 <r <m< s <

A

m+n, Ys(Pqp) = 0 if and only if

m+n
0= Z ajbk(zjszkr + ergks)a
k=1
and iX,nS(éa,b) = 0 if and only if
m+n
0= Z ajbk(—zjsékr + erzks).
jk=1

Thus, it holds that Ym(éa,b) = iXTS((i>a7b) =0,foralll<r<m<s<m-+nif
and only if

m-+n

0 = ) abpzisZr = (2, a)(b, 2,), (14.1)
j.k=1

m-+n

0 = > abizjZes = (2, a)(b, 2). (14.2)

jk=1

Similarly, we may write
bop(2) = Y (z,a)b, ). (14.3)
=1

Since (a,b) = 0 and a and b are non-zero, it is clear that a and b are linearly
independent. Further, we can choose m + n — 2 linearly independent vectors
{e1,.. ., emin_2} € C™™ such that the set

S = {a,, b, €1y,..., 6m+n—2}
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consists of m+n linearly independent vectors of C"™*™. Then, for example with the
well-known Gram-Schmidt-algorithm, we can derive m + n linearly independent,
mutually orthogonal unit vectors of C™*" from S :

a b
ﬁamavla---avm—i—n—Z .

a b
Z2=|V1,... ,Um+n,2,ﬁ, m .

Then z € U(m + n) by construction. Further, for all 1 <r < m, we have that

If n > 2, we let

0= (z,a) = (b, 2.
It follows that Equations T4 TT4.2, and are satisfied. Hence z € (i);ll)({O}),

and V(®,,) = 0 at 2.
c= 1=y Uy Umgn—2 | -
jal " [b] '

Ifn=1,let
Again, z € U(m + n). Clearly, Equations [[4.1] and are satisfied since
0= (zn,a) = (2n,b).

Further, ®,,(z) = 0 since (@,b) = 0. In this case we now also have constructed a

matrix z such that z € (i);})({O}), and V(®,,) = 0 at 2.
We conclude that ®,; is not regular over 0 € C. O
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Chapter 15

The Quaternionic Grassmannians
Sp(m +n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n)

In Section [[5.1] we define eigenfunctions on the quaternionic Grassmannians
G (H™™) = Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n) and show in Section [I5.2 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) x 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 [I5.6] we then define a new eigenfunction, which can be seen as the
analogue to the functions given in Theorems and [I4.5

Lemma 15.1. [I3] For 1 < j,a < n, let zj,, wjo : Sp(n) — C be the complex-
valued matriz elements of the standard representation of the quaternionic unitary
group Sp(n). Then, the tension field T and the conformality operator k on Sp(n)
satisfy the following relations:

2n +1 2n + 1
T(2ja) = T Zja, T(Wja) = — 5 " Wja,
1 1
K(2jar 2k8) = —5 " 2B ka; K(Wja, Wrp) = —5 " WipWka
_ 2n+1 _ . 2n+1
7(Zja) = — 5 Fia T(Wja) = — 5 Wias
_ _ . 1 _
K(Zjar Zkp) = —5 " Zj6Zhas K(Wja, W) = —5  WigWha,
_ 1 B 1 .
K(Zja, Wrp) = —5  WjpZkas K(Zjas Zkp) = 3 (0jsWra + Ojk0as),
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1 1

K(2ja, W) = —5 * WisTka, K(Wja, Zkp) = —5  WisFkay
_ 1 _ 1
K(Wja, W) = 3 (28Zka T+ 0jk0ap), K(Zja, Wks) = —5  WipZka-

From Lemma [I5.1, Ghandour and Gudmundsson obtained the following result.

Lemma 15.2. [13] For1 < j < a < m+n we define the complez-valued functions
bja : Sp(m +n) = C by

m
¢ga E (2jtZat + WjiWar)-
t=1

Then the tension field T and the conformality operator k on Sp(m + n) satisfy

<¢J04) = (m + n) ngau H(ngav éka) = _nga(lgkav
where j, k # a.

Remark 15.3. The functions gzgja are all Sp(m) x Sp(n)-invariant and hence
induce functions ¢;, : Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n) — C on the quotient space.

Lemma [I5.2]led Ghandour and Gudmundsson to an eigenfamily on the quater-
nionic Grassmannians.

Theorem 15.4. [13] For a fized natural number 1 < r < m + n, the set
E ={dja: Sp(m+n)/Sp(m) xSp(n) = C|1<j<r<a<m+n}

is an eigenfamily on the quaternionic Grassmannian Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n)
such that the tension field T and conformality operator k satisfy

T(¢) =—2(m+n) ¢, K(),V)=—¢ ¢
for all g, € E&,.

In the following, we will generalise Lemma[I5.2l Here, we eased our restrictions
on the indices 7 and «.

Lemma 15.5. For 1 < j,a,k, 8 < m +n, we define the complez-valued functions
dja : Sp(m +n) — C by

m
¢ga E (2jtZat + WjiWat)-
t=1

Then, the tension field T and the conformality operator k on Sp(m + n) satisfy

o o A~ A 1 - 1 -
(‘b]a) = <m+n> ¢]a +2- 5ja7 "i<¢ja7 ¢k6) = _(bjﬁ(bka + 5 : (bkaéjﬁ + 5 : ¢j65ka-
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Proof. The result follows from a computation employing Lemma [I5.1] O

The following Theorem is inspired by Theorems [[3.5 and [[4.5] in the settings
of the real and complex Grassmannians respectively.

Theorem 15.6. Let a € C™™\{0} satisfy (a,a) = 0. Then the complex-valued
function ®, : Sp(m + n) — C given by

= Z ajaa(bja
j?a

satisfies
7(Py) = —2(m +n) - &, and k(Py, Py) = —P2.

Since ®, is Sp(m) xSp(n)-invariant, it induces an eigenfunction ®, on the quater-
nionic Grassmannian Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n).

Proof. We will make use of Lemma [I5.5] For the tension field, we obtain the
following computation.

() = (Za]aa@a)
= Tuerié
_ Zajaa(—2(m+n)~<z3ja+2~5ja)
= 2(m+n)d,+2-> a?

= —2(m+n)d,.

Lastly, we compute the conformality operator.

(b b) = H(zajaaaam,zakaﬁaaw)
o k,B

= Z a;aoarag - K/(éjau (ﬁkﬁ)

j7a7k76

= Z (jQaaLag - (—(bjg(bka <Z51m i+ 5 ¢155ka)
j7a7k76

= -2+ Z a;Aa0kag - (  Dad JB+ ¢Jﬁ5ka)

j7a7k7ﬁ
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15.2 Minimal Submanifolds of Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n)

We first define a basis of the tangent space of Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n). We
use this to show that the eigenfunctions given in Section [I5.1] are not regular.

Proposition 15.7. For G = Sp(m + n), and K = Sp(m) x Sp(n), we have the
orthogonal decomposition g = € @ m, where £ is the Lie algebra of K and m is
the subspace associated with M = Sp(m + n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n). It follows that an
orthonormal basis of m is given by

a __ 1 }/;‘S O a __ 1 iX'f‘S O
wo= e ) e (0 )
1 0 1.X 1 0 X
b _ _— rs c _ = rs
X =75 <X 0 )X NG (—er 0)

|1§7’§m<5§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

a __ 1 1/'7'3 O a __ 1 iX'f‘S O
o = (0= 35 (5 ) 9= (0 ),
1 0 X 1 0 X
b _ rs c _ = rs
A= <X 0 )X V2 (—er 0)

|1§7’<s§m+n}.

It is clear that if 1 <r <s<morm+1<r < s <m-+n, then the elements

ve, Xe, Xb XE belong to Be. The fact that Bey(nin) is the disjoint union of By
and B, now proves the statement. O

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.§]

and [T4.71

Theorem 15.8. Let 1 < j < o < m+n. Let ¢j, : Sp(m~+n)/Sp(m) xSp(n) — C
be the eigenfunction on the quaternionic Grassmannians induced by the function
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$jo : SP(m +n) — C defined by

Gal@) = D (2jtZat + WjtWar).

t=1
Then ¢;q ts not reqular over 0 € C.

Proof. We know from Lemma that ¢;, : Sp(m +n)/Sp(m) x Sp(n) — C is
indeed an eigenfunction, which justifies the statement. We wish to construct an
element ¢ = z + jw € Sp(m + n) such that ¢;,(¢) = 0 and for every X € By, as
specified in Proposition [I5.7, we have that X ((}Aﬁja) =0 at ¢. A computation shows
that for 1 <r <m < s < m + n, the following holds.

Vi (dia) = ;—;(zjszar + ZjrZas + WisWar + WjrWas),
X2 (ja) = %(zjszar — ZjrZas — WjsWar + Wjrlas),
X! (0ja) = %(szzm — ZjrWas + 2jsWar — WirZas),
st(qgja) = %(_szzar — ZjpWas + ZjsWar + WjrZas)-

Hence
Y (hja) =0, X (0sa) =0, XL(¢ja) =0, and X (¢ja) =0
if and only if

= stzozr + wjrwozsa
= erzas + szu_}ah

= szgar - wjrgasa

o O O O

zjru_]as - stwar-

Let e;, e, be the j-th and a-th standard unit vectors of R™™ respectively. Let
Vi, ..., Unmyn_o denote m +n — 2 pairwise orthogonal unit vectors of C"™*", which
are also orthogonal to e;, e,. Such vectors exist, for example we may just take the
remaining elements of the canonical basis above.
Ifn>2let 2= (v1,..., Vmtn_2,€j, €q) and w = 0. By construction, ¢ = z+ jw
satisfies
I, = 27" +ww', 0=wz —zuw".

Thus g € Sp(m + n). For every column z; of z, we have that
Zjt = (2, ej)
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and
Zat = <eom Zt>~
Since vy, ..., Unin_o Were chosen to satisfy
<Ut7 e]> = <ea7vt> =0

for every 1 <t <m +n — 2, we see that

NE

nga(z +jw) = (2jtZat + WjWar)

1

o
Il

Il
NE

(21, €5) (€a) 21)

)

Thus, (fﬁja(q) = 0. Further, for every 1 < r < m, clearly z;, = (z,¢;) = 0 and
Zor = (€4, 2z-) = 0. Since all entries of w vanish, Equations [[5.1] through [[5.4] are
satisfied. We conclude that qBja is not regular at ¢q. This concludes the proof for
n > 2.

In the case that n =1, we let z = (e, €q,v1, ..., Untn_2) and w = 0. A similar
computation as above shows that gisja is not regular at z+ jw, and gisja(z +jw) = 0.

O
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Appendix A

Notation and Useful Lemmas

Remark A.1. We denote
(,):C"xC"—=C,
to be the bilinear form

k=1

When restricted to R™ x R™, this yields the standard inner product on R™. We call
a vector a € C" isotropic if it satisfies (a,a) = 0.
The standard inner product on C”

(,):C"x C" = C

is given by

n

(z,w) = Z 25 W

k=1

The following statement is widely known and the proof is a standard exercise
in Linear Algebra.

Lemma A.2. Let
(,):C"xC"—=C,

be the bilinear form
k=1

Let a = u+1i-v € C" be a non-zero vector, where u,v € R". If (a,a) = 0, then
u, v are both non-zero, orthogonal and linearly independent. Further,

Jul* = o]
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Proof. Let a € C\{0} and assume (a,a) = 0. Note that
0= ((l, a’) = (U, u) + 22(u,v) - ('Ua U).

It follows that |u|? = |v|? and (u,v) = 0. Since a # 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 = X - u for some A € R\{0}. But then

0= (u,v) = (u,A-u) =X (u,u)

implies that both v = v = 0, since (-,-) defines the standard inner product on
R™ x R™. Thus, v and v must be linearly independent. U

The following lemma was used in the proof of Theorem [I1.11] 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 X n matriz.
Then S + I is invertible.

Proof. Assume towards a contradiction that S + [ is not invertible. Then there
exists a non-zero vector x € R™ such that

(S+1)-z=S-z+x=0.
Equivalently,
S-x=—u.
Consider the following computation.
lz|> = 2'z
= —7'Sx
= 2'S'z
t

= —al”.

Hence x = 0, which is a contradiction. We conclude that S+ I must be invertible.
O

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 € C"\{0} be a symmetric matriz. Then rank A =1 if and
only if A= aa' for some a € C"\{0}. In this case, trace A = 0 if and only if a is
isotropic, and further, A*> = 0.

Proof. Let a € C" and A = aa'. 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 € C". Hence for the standard basis ey, ..., e,,

A~ei:)\i~v.

But this means that if we write w = (A1,...\,)", A = vw’. It can now be shown
that due to symmetry, v = w.
The second statement follows immediately from the fact that

(a,a) =ai + -+ a2, = trace(A).

If (a,a) =0, then for all 1 <14,j <mn,
(AQ)Z']' = Z AitAtj = aiaj Z CL? =0.
t=1 t=1

This shows that A% = 0. O
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