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BRANCHING LAWS AND A DUALITY PRINCIPLE,
PART 1

BENT ORSTED, JORGE A. VARGAS

ABSTRACT. For a semisimple Lie group G satisfying the equal rank
condition, the most basic family of unitary irreducible represen-
tations is the Discrete Series found by Harish-Chandra. In this
paper, we continue our study of the branching laws for Discrete
Series when restricted to a subgroup H of the same type by use
of integral and differential operators in combination with our pre-
vious duality principle. Many results are presented in generality,
others are shown in detail for Holomorphic Discrete Series.

We are delighted to make this paper part of a tribute to Karl-Hermann Neeb,
for his indefatigable dedication to representation theory
and Lie theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For a unitary representation 7 of a Lie group G in a Hilbert space
V' we have for each one-parameter subgroup exp(tX) a unitary one-
parameter group of operators U(t) = w(exp(tX)), and this is given
by the Fourier transform of a spectral measure on the real line with
values in the projections in V. It is a fundamental question to know this
spectral measure and in particular the spectrum, i.e. its support. When
the generator of U(t) corresponds to a physical interpretation such as
energy, then one thinks of the notion of positive energy as related to the
spectrum being bounded below. This notion has been studied in great
detail by Karl-Hermann Neeb in connection with unitary highest weight
representations, where also the connection to causality and field theory
is central. In the works by Harish-Chandra this class of representations
was introduced as holomorphic Discrete Series of a semi-simple Lie
group GG and related to analysis and holomorphic vector bundles on
the Riemannian Symmetric space G/K. Now in general for a unitary
representation of a Lie group G it is of interest to find the spectrum of
its restriction to a subgroup H (just as for one-parameter subgroups) -
the branching law - and this will reveal much about the nature of the
representation. One important aspect is that one needs good models
of the Hilbert space in order to carry out the restriction explicitly, and
again typical models are in homogeneous vector bundles over G/K in
the semi-simple situation, or equivalent versions (via parallelization of
the bundles) in vector-valued function on G/K. Whereas the overall
principles are simple, the computations involve the structures of G and
H in suitable coordinates using the root systems. The coordinates are
relevant since we want to represent the branching laws using integral
kernel operators and also differential operators.

In this paper we continue our study of the Discrete Series of a con-
nected linear semisimple Lie group GG, namely the unitary irreducible
representations 7 arising as closed subspaces of the left regular repre-
sentation in L?(G). Here G and a maximal compact subgroup K have
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the same rank and Harish-Chandra gave a parametrization of such m,
the so-called Discrete Series of G.

Our aim is to understand the restriction of the Discrete Series of G
to a symmetric subgroup H of GG in the admissible case, namely when a
7 restricted to H is a direct sum of irreducible subspaces, each of them
Discrete Series p of H with finite multiplicities. There are a number of
techniques that we use here, firstly the theory of reproducing kernels,
corresponding to convenient models of the Discrete Series. There are
two kinds of operators we analyze, namely

e symmetry breaking operators, i.e. H equivariant linear maps
from 7 to the individual p

e holographic operators, i.e. H-equivariant linear maps from the
individual p to 7

As it turns out differential operators play a key role as symmetry break-
ing operators, and we shall explain this using homogeneous vector bun-
dles over G/ K. Another technique is that of pseudo-dual pair, a notion
introduced in [O5], and useful in our situation is that we associate to
H another symmetric subgroup Hy of G, and there is a corresponding
duality theorem, which in a sense reduces the branching law (the ex-
plicit decomposition of ) to a branching law for Hy under its maximal
compact subgroup.

We treat in special detail the case of G/K of Hermitian type and
the holomorphic Discrete Series; here we give a simpler proof of the
duality theorem and also more information about the differential op-
erators and kernel operators arising as holographic operators. This
case has been treated earlier using the models specific to this case,
namely seeing G/K as a bounded symmetric domain; we are partic-
ularly interested in the nature of the symmetry breaking differential
operators, in particular whether they are purely tangential or contain
normal derivatives.

In order to describe the main results we set up some notation.

From now on, GG is a connected semisimple matrix Lie group. K
is a maximal compact subgroup of GG. 6 denotes the Cartan involu-
tion associated to K. Lie(G) = g = €+ p is the associated Cartan
decomposition. ¢ a involution in G that commutes with the Cartan
involution 6. H := (G?), the connected component of the identity of
G°. The associated subgroup to H is Hy := (G°%)y. L= KN H is a
maximal compact subgroup of both H, Hy. (7,W) (resp. (0, 7)) is an
irreducible representation of K (resp. L). dg denotes a Haar measures
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in G. We recall the space
LG x, W)={f:G—=W: flzk) =7(k™") f(x),

ke K,ze G,/ £ ()|l dr < oo},
€

The left action on functions is denoted by LY L.. Similarly, we de-
fine L?(H x, Z). An irreducible unitary representation of G is square
integrable, equivalently a Discrete Series representation, if each of its
matrix coefficient is square integrable with respect to Haar measure.
It is a Theorem that square integrable representations are determined
by their lowest K-type, in the sense of Vogan, and that the lowest K-
type has multiplicity one when we restrict a given square integrable
representation to the maximal compact subgroup K. Thus, Frobe-
nius reciprocity let as conclude that a Discrete Series representation
of lowest K-type (7,W) has multiplicity one in L*(G x, W). Let
H?(G, 1) C L*(G x, W) denote the unique closed linear subspace that
affords the square integrable representation of lowest K-type (7, ).
It can be shown that H?*(G,7) is a eigenspace of the Casimir op-
erator §2;. We denote by A, the value of such eigenvalue. Hence,
a key property of H?*(G,7) is being a reproducing kernel subspace.
We denote the corresponding reproducing kernel by K, : G x G —
Home(W,W). We have K. (z,y) = K,(y,2)*, K,(z,-)* € H*G,T),
the orthogonal projector onto H?*(G, ) is the integral operator f —
Jo K+ (y, ) f(y)dy, and for every f € H*(G,7),w € W the identity
(f(@),w)w = [,(f(y), K+(y, z)*w)wdy holds. Also, Vw € W, K. (e,-)*w €
H?(G,7)[W]. Similarly, for a irreducible representation (o, Z) of L, we
consider H*(H,0) C L*(H X, Z).

To continue, we describe the main results and a resume of the pa-
per. Before we proceed, we would like to point out that the style of
this note is inspired by K.-H. Neeb in the sense of aiming first a pre-
sentation with a high degree of generality followed by particular (and
interesting) more special cases. In Proposition 2.1, Proposition 2.3,
we recall scattered results on basic properties of intertwining linear
operators between two representations modeled on reproducing kernel
spaces. In 2.6.1,2.6.2, we recall on the general notion of differential
operator in our context. With respect to the main results a descrip-
tion is as follows: In Theorem 2.6 we generalize a result of Helgason,
we show whenever a symmetry breaking operator is equal to the re-
striction of a plain differential operator, we may replace a differential
operator by a canonical differential operator between the vector bun-
dles that describe the representations. In the same section, we carry
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out in thorough detail the problem of writing a symmetry breaking
operator as a differential operator given the kernel and viceversa. In
Theorem 2.11 we continue the study of the relation between symmetric
breaking operators for different realizations of the same representation,
among them, maximal globalization, Hilbert space realization, Harish-
Chandra module realization. In section 3 we consider the problem
of representing a symmetry breaking operator as generalized gradient
operator, the obtained result is valid for an arbitrary symmetric pair
(G, H) and arbitrary symmetry breaking operator for an arbitrary H-
admissible Discrete Series representation for G. To follow, in section
4, we present a new proof of the duality Theorem for the holomor-
phic setting, Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.3, Theorem 4.4, Theorem 4.6.
Our proof is of algebraic nature. In order to carry out the proof, we
introduce the subspace Lfy ; to be the linear span of the totality of
subspaces of the representation that affords the lowest L-type of each
irreducible H-subrepresentation, and, U(ho)W :=the U(h,) submod-
ule spanned by the subspace that realizes the lowest K-type of the
representation. Then, in Proposition 4.2, we explicit find an isomor-

phism Ly, 2 U(ho)W. In Proposition 4.5 we show that D may be
replaced by the orthogonal projector onto U(ho)W. In Theorem 4.11
we present a new formula for holographic operators based on the re-
producing kernel for the initial space. As a consequence, we show a
"separation of variable" formula for the kernel of holographic as well
for symmetry breaking operators, we believe this formula is valid under
more general hypothesis, see Corollary 4.15 and the previous corollar-
ies. In section 5 we present an overview of some of the results that will
appear in Part II. The results are on a quite careful analysis of when all
"first order" symmetry breaking operators are represented by normal
derivative differential operators, later on, we study, when the totality
of symmetry breaking operators are represented by normal derivative
operators. That is, following | , Proposition 6.3], we analyze the
equality Lf, ; = U(bo)W. Aspects of the notion of duality via dual
pairs (also called pseudo dual pairs) has been considered in earlier pa-
pers by several authors, notably Jakobsen-Vergne, Kobayashi-Pevzner,
Speh and Nakahama ; we believe it is useful for branching theory in
quite general situations. Some natural open problems arise from our
study, for example we mention a few:

(1) the explicit nature of the branching laws in terms of the repro-
ducing kernels for the representations; since these are essentially gener-
alized hypergeometric functions with parameters coming from the large
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group (resp. the subgroup), there will be in the admissible case an ex-
plicit identity expressing the kernel for the large group as a sum over
kernels for the subgroup.

(2) Since other families of unitary representations have aspects in
common with the discrete series (such as reproducing kernels given in
terms of certain matrix coefficients) we may have similar results for
these.

(3) For the non-admissible cases of branching laws (with both a dis-
crete and a continuous spectrum) it is still interesting to consider the
symmetry-breaking operators for the discrete spectrum - here we have
some conjectures, but the theory remains incomplete.

1.1. Notation. For unexplained concepts please consult the partial
list below as well as the Section Partial list of symbols and defini-
tions, or | | |. The complexification of a real vector space V' is
denoted V. Quite often we are somewhat sloppy in writing the com-
plex subindex C. A symmetry breaking operator, that is, a continuous
H-intertwining linear map from a representation of GG into a represen-
tation of H is denoted by S, whereas, a holographic operator, that is,
a continuous H-intertwining linear map from the representation of H
into a representation of G is denoted by T'. For a module M and a sim-
ple submodule N, M[N] denotes the isotypic component of N in M.
That is, M[N] is the sum of all irreducible submodules isomorphic to
N. If topology is involved, we define M[N] to be the closure of M|[N].
Hompy(V,U) denotes the linear space of continuous H-intertwining lin-
ear maps from V into U. For a finite dimensional representation Z and
a representation U of a compact Lie group L, Hom(Z,U) is equal to
the set of linear maps from Z into U that intertwines the action of L.

2. ANALYSIS OF SYMMETRY BREAKING (HOLOGRAPHIC)
OPERATORS IN THE SYMMETRIC SPACE MODEL.

2.1. Symmetric space model for Discrete Series. We recall the
notation G, K, H, L, (t,W), (0, Z), H*(G, 1), H*(H, o). Our hypothe-
sis for subsections 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 is: (G, H) is a arbitrary reductive pair.
From section 2.4 on, we further assume (G, H) is a symmetric pair. Let
¢ GXxG/K = GL(W),c, : Hx H/L — GL(Z) be cocycles. Thus,
c(ab,x) = c(a,bx)c(b,z) and ¢ (k,eK) = 7(k),co(l,el) = o(l),k €
K,l € L. Let dmgx denote a G-invariant measure on G/ K adjusted

so that
/Gf(:)s)dx:/G/K/Kf(zk)dk:dmg/;((xl().
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We recall the space (for a reference see [Hi] | |, | )
(2.1) LAG/K,W):=L:(G/K,W):={f:G/K—>W:
I/

%E(G/K,W)

/G et eyt L)) ), Se)wedma(e) < oo}

and the unitary representation m. of G on L2 (G/K,W) defined by
means of the equality 7. (z)(f)(yK) = ¢, (z7',yK)" ' f(a7'yK). We
also obtain L? (H/L,Z), ., etc.

Roughly speaking, the space L? (G/K,W) may be thought as the
space of square integrable functions with respect to the "measure"
fre, = (cr(z,e)er(x,e)*) 'dme i (x). Henceforth, H? (G/K, W) de-
notes the A -eigenspace of m. (Q) in L2 (G/K,W). The map [ —
E. (f)() :=c-(-,e) f(+) is a unitary equivalence between

(L, TA(G x, W)) and (.., I2.(G]K, V),

carrying H*(G, 1) onto H? (G/K,W). Thus, H? (G/K,W) is a repro-
ducing kernel space. We denote the corresponding reproducing kernel

by
(2.2) K(zK,yK) = ¢ (y, e K) K (x,y)e - (z, e K)*
We have,
K¢(hy, hz) = ¢, (h,x)K(y, x)e, (h,y)*, Vh € G,z,y € G/K.

Since, K. (z,x) = d(m.,)Iw, for every z € G, it holds,
K¢(zK,z2K) =d(m.,) c;(x,e)c.(z,e)*.

2.2. Symmetry breaking operators. Next, we fix a continuous sym-
metry breaking operator
S:H*G/K,W)— H*(H/L,Z).
Since the target space is a reproducing kernel space, there exists K¢ :
G/K x H/L — Homc(W, Z) so that for z € Z,h € H, K(-,hL)*z €
H2(G/K,W) and for all F € H*(G/K,W),h € H,z € Z, it holds

(2.3) (S(F)(hL), 2)z = (F, K§(-, hL)"2) 2 (a/kw)-

Similarly, for S* and each w € W, we have a kernel K§.(-,zK)*w €
H2(H/L,Z) such that for all gy € H?(H/L,Z),z € G, the equality
(S*(g1)(zK), w)w = (g1, K& (-, 2 K)*w) 2 (#/1,2) holds. To follow, we
show a result analogous to some statements in | , Proposition 3.7/,
and, in the proof of | , Lemma 4.2].
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Proposition 2.1. Under the assumptions of the previous paragraph,
the following facts hold for an intertwining continuous linear map

S:HXG/K,W)— H*H/L,Z).

h,y€ Hax€G,z€ Z,weW,F € H(G/K,W),g€ L2(H/L,Z).
(1) S(F)(h) 1

= fG/K K¢(zK, hL) (¢, (z, e)cT(:c e)*)  F(zK)dme/x(zK).
K{(xK,hL)w = Kg.(hL, xK)*w = S(K:(-, o K)*w)(hL).
K. (2K, eL)w = S*(Kg (-, eL)*w )(
K§(haK,hyL) = c,(h,yL)K§(x K,
K¢ (hL,z2K)z = K{(xK,hL)*z =
The linear map,

Z 3z Ké(,eL)*z = Kg«(eL, )z € HX(G/K, W),

is a L-map . Moreover, for each z € Z,

K§(-,eL)*z = Kg«(eL,")z € H? (G/K,W)[H2 (H/L, Z)|(Z].
(7) (S(K7(, 2K) w)(hl), 2) 7 = (w, S*(KG(, hL)*2) (x K))w
8) (5 () (k). whw = (9 SUCE(+ k) w0) 210182,

If we replace the space H2(H, o) by L*(H x, Z), the fourth identity
might not hold!

K).
yL)c,(h,zK)*.
S*(KS(, hL)*2) (2 K).

Proof. A justification of all the statements but the fifth, is in | |-

We carry out the necessary computation to justify the first and the
fifth assertions.

(S(F)(hL), 2)z

= /G/K((CT(I, e)CT(x>€)*)—1F(JTK),Kg(l'K, hL)*Z)de(ng)
— /G/K(KE(xK, L) (en(z, €)s(z, €)*) P (2K, 2) pdm(a )

= ( K&(xK,hL)(c (x,e)er(z,e)*) " F(zK)dm(zK), 2) 5.
G/K

For the fifth statement, we apply the third statement to l € L,x =
el = o = lo, we obtain K§(ly,0)* = ¢;(I,y)KS(y,0)*cy(l,0)*. Since,
co(l,0)* = o(I71), we have ¢, (I, y) ' K§(ly, 0)* = K&(y,0)*o(I7!). Thus,
the map z — K§(-,0)*z is a L-map.
Now, for Gy € (H2 (G/K,W)[H2 (H/L,Z)|)*, due that H2 (H/L, Z)
is H-irreducible, we have S(Gy) = 0. Hence, 0 = (S(Gy)(hL),z)z =
(G, K§(+, hL)* ) m2(c/x,w) yields
K§(-,hL)*z € H? (G/K,W)[H2 (H/L, Z)], the previous computation
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gives K¢(-,hL)*z € H? (G/K,W)[H? (H/L, Z)][Z] and we have veri-
fied (5). (6), (7) readily follows. O

The diagram below shows how to transfer intertwining operators S
in the functions on group model of representations to operators S¢ in
the symmetric space model. The corresponding relation between the
kernels Kg, K¢. is

(2.4) K§(zK,hL) = cy(h,e)Ks(z, h)c,(z,e)*, Yh € H,x € G.

[ , Proposition 3.7| yields K¢. is a smooth function.

c

HX(G,7) —= H2(G/K,W)  f—=c.(e)f(")

sl lsc

HX(H,0) —= H2 (H/L,Z)  g—="2,(e)g().

Remark 2.2. Let r : H*(G,7) — C®(H x, W) denote the restriction
map. In [OV] it is shown the image of 7 is contained in L?(H x, W) and
ris (2, 2) continuous. It readily follows that the corresponding map 7€ :
H? (G/K,W) — L2 (H/L,W) is again the restriction map. We will
apply this observation for the restriction ro : H*(G, 1) — L*(Hox,W).
Note: Under the assumption of resy(H?(G, 7)) is H-admissible, in

[OV2], we analyze the orthogonal projectors P, (resp.P¢,) onto the
isotypic components H?(G, 7)[H?*(H X, Z)]
(vesp. H? (G/K,W)[H? (H/L, Z)]) we state without proofs the follow-
ing relation among the respective kernels.

K: (2K, yK) = c;(y,e) K7 o (7, y)co (7, €)".

Kr,a(l',y) = @H2(H><UZ)(h — Kr(h_lza y))

K7 ,(2,y) = Onz(1x,2)(h = Ki(h™'z,y)).

Here, © 2, z) is the Harish-Chandra distribution character of H 2(Hx,4
7).

2.3. Holographic operators. By definition, holographic operators
are the continuous H-intertwining linear maps

(2.5) T H2(H/L,Z) — H2.(G/K,W).

Holographic operators, have properties quite similar to the symme-
try breaking operators, and they satisfy a Proposition quite similar to
Proposition 2.1. To follow, we state without proof (the proof is quite
similar to the proof of facts valid for symmetry breaking operators)
facts about holographic operators necessary for further developments.
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A holographic operator T is represented by a smooth kernel K :
H/L x G/K — Hom¢(Z,W) so that for z € Z,h € H, Kr(hL, )z €
H? (G/K,W); for w € W,s € G, Ky(-,sK)*w € H. (H/L,Z) and
for gy € H2 (H/L,Z),w € W,z € G, we have (T(¢g1)(zK),w)w =
(91, K5(-, 2 K)*w) 12 (#/1,z)- The analogue to Proposition 2.1 is the
following;:

Proposition 2.3. Under the assumptions of the previous paragraph,
the following facts hold for an intertwining continuous linear map

T:H2(H/L,Z) — H2(G/K,W).

Notation: h,ye Hx € G,z € Zywe W,ge H2 (H/L,Z).

(1) T(g)(K) 1

= [y Ki(hL, 2 K)(co(h, e)es(h,e)*)  g(hL)dmuy i (hL).
K$&(hL,zK)z = K§. (e K, hL)*z = T(KS(-,hL)*2)(xK).
KS(hyL,hxK) = ¢ (h,e K)K$(yL, 2K )c,(h,yL)*.
K& (K, hL)w = K&(hL, 2K )*w = T*(K(-, oK )*w)(hL).
The linear map,

Z >z KS(eL,")z = Kp«(-,eL)*z € H*(G/K,W), is a
L-map. Moreover, for each z € Z,
K§(-,eL)z = Kp«(-,eL)*z € H2 (G/K,W)[H? (H/L, Z))|Z].
(6) (TH(KE(, 2Ky w)(hL), 2) s = (o, TOKE( ALY 2) (0K
(1) Vg, (T(o)(K), whw = (g, T*(KE( 2K 0) oy 2

(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

The diagram below shows how to transfer intertwining operators 7'
on group model of representations to operators T° in the symmetric
space model. The corresponding relation between the kernels Kp, K.
is

(2.6) K$e(hL,2K) = ¢, (x,e)Kr(h,z)c,(h,e)*, Vh € H,x € G.
[ , Proposition 3.7] yields K. is a smooth function.

HX(G,7) —= H2(G/K,W)  f—Zc.(e)f()

I ]

HXH,0) —> H2 (H/L,Z)  g—%c,(-e)g().

2.4. Duality Theorem in G-bundle space model. In this subsec-
tion we assume (G, H) is a symmetric pair. More precisely, G is a
connected reductive group and H is the identity connected component
of the fixed points of an involution ¢ of G. Let K := G a maximal
compact subgroup for G so that ¢ commutes with . Hence L := HNK
is a maximal compact subgroup of H. Let Hy := (G°?), the associated
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subgroup to H, then L is a maximal compact subgroup of Hy. Next,
we fix H?(G,T) a Discrete Series representation for G so that is H-
admissible. Let U (ho)W := U(ho) (H*(G,7)[W]) denote the subspace
of H*(G, 7) spanned by the left translates by () of the lowest K-type
H?(G,7)[W] of H*(G, 7). Finally, we fix a Discrete Series H*(H, o) for
H. Then, the duality Theorem [OV3] claims that

Hompy(H?*(H,0), H*(G,7)) = Homy(Z,U(bo)W).

To follow, we describe the isomorphism = and some structural facts.
Later on, we will present a analogue statement in the realm of sym-
metric space model realization of Discrete Series representations. In
Section 4 we will present an independent proof of the Duality Theorem
under the extra hypothesis: the inclusion H/L — G/K is holomorphic
and H?(G, 1) is a holomorphic Discrete Series representation.

The following statements are verified in | , Proposition 4.9].

a) We write resp(7) as a sum of irreducible representations. That
is, we write resy(7) = 01 @ --- ® og with (o;,W;) an irreducible rep-
resentation of L. Then, each o; is the lowest L-type of a Discrete
Series H?(Hy, 0;) for Hy, and, U(bo)W is (ho, L)-equivalent to the di-
rect sum over 1 < j < R of the underlying Harish-Chandra modules
for H?(Hy, 0;). Formally,

U)W = ®1<j<r H*(Ho, 05) L fin

b) Let Ly the linear span of subspaces of H*(G, ) that realize the
lowest L-type of each irreducible H-factor of H*(G, 7). That is,

‘CW,H = @HQ(H,,u)ESpec(resH(HQ(G,T))H2(Ga 7-) [H2(H> IU“)] [ZM]
Here, (u, Z,,) is the lowest L-type of H?(H, u). Then, there exists
(2.7) a bijective linear L — map D from Ly, y onto U(ho)W.

c¢) Bach T € H*(H,p) — H?*(G, 1) is represented by smooth kernel
Kr : Hx G — Homc(Z,,W). Then, for each z € Z,, Kr(e,-)z €
H*(G,7)[H*(H, 1)][Z,], whence we obtain a map from Z, into U (o)W
via D. This is the map

Zy 32 D(G 3z~ Kr(e,x)2))(-) € U(ho)W.

The resulting map belongs to Hom,(Z,,,U(ho)W). In | | it is shown
that the map 7' — (z — D(Kr(e,-)z)(+)) is bijective.

d) For each j we may and will realize Z,,, as a linear subspace of
W. Thus, we may write W = &1<j<rZ,;, and we have the inclu-
sions H*(Hy,0;) C L*(Hy %o, Z,,) and the equality L*(Hy x, W) =
@1§j§RL2(HO><Uj)ZM. We define the subspace

Hz(H(),’T) = @1§j§RH2(H0,O'j) C L2(H0 Xr W)



12 (Orsted- Vargas

Now, since H*(G, 7) consists of smooth functions, let ro : H*(G, ) —
C*(Hy x, W) denotes the restriction map. It is shown in | :
Proposition 1] that ry yields a (ho, L)-equivalence from U(ho)W onto
H2(H0, T)L—fin-

e) The previous comments provide another version of the Duality
Theorem. This is, Homy(H?*(H,0), H*(G,7)) = Hom(Z,H?*(Hy, 7))
via the map

Homy(H*(H,0), H*(G,7))> T
— (Z Sz 1o(D(Kr(e,)2))(-) € Homp(Z, H2(H0,’7‘))).

f) A expression for the inverse to the map defined in e) has been
computed in | , Section 4]. A formula is:

Ep(h,x)z = (D[ | K. (ho, )(C(ro(D(Kr(e,)2))(-)) (ho)dho)) (h ™ ).
Hy
Here, C' = (rorg) ™! is a bijective endomorphism of H?(Hy, 7).
When, D can be chosen equal to the identity map, the formula reads
Kr(h,x)z = | K (ho,h™"2)2)(C(ro((Kx(e,))())(ho))dho.
Hy

Remark 2.4. In the holomorphic setting, in the formulas in e), ) we
are able to replace the linear map roD by rq.

2.5. Duality Theorem in Symmetric space model. The state-
ment in this case is:

Hompy(H? (H/L,Z), H? (G/K,W)) = Hom(Z,HZ2 (Hy/L,W))
A explicit isomorphism is:

Homy(H. (H/L,Z),H? (G/K,W))>T*

— (Z >z r§(D(Kfe(e,+)2))(-) € Homy(Z,H2 (Ho/L, W)))

Here, TeSL(T> = EBjO-ja Hz.,— (HO/L7 W) = EBch%—(HO? aj)u
U(ho)W = U(bo) (H2 (Ho/L,W)[res,(W)]) C H2 (Ho/L, W),
D asin 2.7, D¢ := ECTDE;l cEe (Lw) =: 'Cf/V,H — U(ho)W.

2.6. Differential operators.
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2.6.1. Generalities on differential operators. In | , Proposition 6.1],
we have shown in the group model H*(G, 1), H*(H, o) the following
result: Ly y = U(ho)W if and only if for every (o,Z) every sym-
metry breaking operator is represented by a normal derivative dif-
ferential operator. Actually, if follows from the proof of the previ-
ous statement that if S : H?(G,7) — H?*(H,o) is continuous H-
map so that Vz € Z Kg-(e,")z2 = Ks(-,e)*z € U(ho)W, then, S
is represented by a normal derivative differential operator, and con-
versely. For X € U(g), Rx denotes infinitesimal right derivative by
X. Then, our definition of normal derivative differential operator is
based on the fact (for a proof | , Chap. II|, [Wal, chap V])
A linear map D : I'*(G x, W) — I'°(G x, Z) is a differential
operator if and only if there exists finitely many smooth functions
ca : G = Homc(W, Z) so that D(f) = > callyor. xgn oOr a similar
expression by means of left derivatives. Such a D is invariant by left
translations by G if and only if, for every «, ¢, is a constant func-
tion and Y, ¢, X{' - X0 € (Homc(W,Z) ® U(g))*. As in | :
4.0.1] S : H*G,7) — H*(H,0) is represented by a differential op-
erator (resp. normal derivative differential operator) if there exist a
G-invariant differential operator D : I'°(G x, W) — I'*(G x, Z)
so that V f € H?*(G,7) we have S(f) = res(D(f)) (resp. if D =
Do Caltyor. xon, with X7 - - X2 € U(ho)). Here, res is the restric-
tion map res : I'°(G x,Z) — I'°(H X, Z). According to Theorem 2.6,
in order to show that S is the restriction of a differential operator, as
in Fact 2.5, it suffices to show S is the restriction of a global differential
operator. We also recall that in | , Lemma 4.2] it is shown that S
is the restriction of a differential operator if and only if Kg(-,€)*z is a
K-finite vector for each z € Z.

2.6.2. Let (1,WW),(n, F) be two finite dimensional representations of
K, ¢;, ¢, cocycles from G x G/K into GI(W), GI(F). Then, from
C*(G)®W into C*(G)® F we have two families of operators, namely
the one’s constructed by means of left infinitesimal translation Lp, D €
U(g) ® Homc(W, F), and the one’s constructed via right infinitesi-
mal translation Rp, D € U(g) ® Homc(W, F). We know [\Wal], when
D € (U(g) @ Home (W, F))Ade’@n(K) “the operator Rp transform the
subspace (C(G)@W)E&E) into the subspace (C®(G) @ F)HE-em )
whence, Rp defines a left invariant differential operator from I'°(G X,
W) into I'™°(G X, F'). In [Wal] it is shown that every G-left invariant
differential operator from I'*(G x, W) into I'*(G x,, F) is obtained in
this way.
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Kobayashi-Pevzner have generalized the previous result, we present
a version according to our future needs. We fix H C G connected
reductive subgroups, H closed in G. We fix respective maximal com-
pact subgroups L C H, K C G so that L = KN H. We fix (7,WW)
(resp. (n, F)) a finite dimensional representation of K (resp. of L).
0295 Then, we have the natural inclusion H/L < G/K and the spaces
(G x, W) ~ C=(G, W) ESWIE) 'Po(H x, F) ~ C®(H, F)#2)(L),
In | |, they have shown the space of H-invariant differential oper-
ators from I'°(G x, W) into I'°(H x, F') is isomorphic to the space
Homp(FY,U(g) ®uwy WY). A isomorphism is achieved via the map
¢ € Homp(FY,U(g) Quey W) is mapped to the differential operator
D, defined, for f € C*(G) ® W, by the equality,

(2.8) < Dy(f),=" >:Z < Ry, (f),w] > |y for 2¥ € FY,
J

where ¢(zV) = >, ujw) (u; € U(g), wj € WY).
An equivalent expression for the H-invariant differential operator is

Fact 2.5.
Dy(f) =Y _T;Rp,(f), T; € Home(W, Z), D; € U(g)

which corresponds to ¢ € Homp(FY,U(g) @ue W) defined by
¢(2¥) = >, Dj @ T}(2"). The L-equivariance of ¢ is represented by
the equality

(2.9) Y D;eT;=> Ad(l)(D)) @ c()Tr(I™"), Vi€ L

We fix cocycles ¢; : GXG/K — GI(W),c,: HxH/L — GI(F'). The
cocycles c;, ¢, carries respective parallelization for the respective vector
bundles G — G x, W, H — H x, I and respective isomorphisms as

the following picture shows
Ee,

I'(G x, W) —=T, (G/K,W) f—=c(e)f(")
T
D(H %o F) —T,,(H/L,F) g —=co(e)g(").
Here, T', T, represents I'>°,I'2°, L?, L2 and so on.

In particular, when H = G, (7,W) = (n, F') we obtain three families
of differential operators on I'*(G/K, W), namely,

(2.10) For, D € U(g) ~ 7., (D), L} == E.. LpE, .
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For D € (U(g) @ Home(W, W))Adom'enE) o R¢ .= F, RpE.".

Moreover, the action of G on G/K by left translation gives rise to
another family of differential operators Lg/ K, D € U(g) by the formula
for X € g, Lf(/K(f)(z) = {4 f(exp(—tX)x)}i—0. We would like to
recall the following identities

Forz € G, X € g, f € C®(G/K, W) = C¥(G) @ W)

e, (X)) () = L (1)) + { e (eap(tX), eap(~1X)a)} ().
(2.11) LS = 7. (D), D€ Ul(g).

(2.12) Lp(f)(e) = Rp(f)(e), D € U(g), f € C=(G,W).

Here, D — D is the anti automorphism of U(g) associated to the
map g3 X — —X €g.

The equality L}, (f)(e) = R5(f)(e), D € U(g), f € C=(G/K, W), is
not true, as it readily follows from the formula for LS.

However, it holds [L,(f)](e) = [Rp(c,(-,0) 71 f(:))](e).

We could define R$}Y for any D € U(g) ® Home(W, W) as follows:
Let Py the projector of C®(G) ® W onto (C=(G) @ W)@7(K) the
projector is given by integration along K. For any D € U(g) we set

R = E. PyRpE .

Certainly, the definition of differential operator in the language of
supports, yields R7" is a G-invariant differential operator on I'*(G %,
W). Whence, the result of Kobayashi-Pevzner just quoted, implies the
existence of Dy € (U(g) ® Home (W, W))AdST @) g5 that RGP =
R$,. In Theorem 2.6 we show Dy = Qo(D). Here, Qy is usual projector
from U(g) ® Home(W, W) onto (U(g) @ Home (W, W))AdST @n)()

2.6.3. The technique developed in the next result has several applica-
tions. We would like to point that the result generalizes [Hel, Ch. 1I
Theorem 4.6].

Theorem 2.6. Let S : H*(G,7) — H?*(H,o) be a continuous H-
intertwining map. We assume there exists a differential operator D :
C*(G)@W — C*(H)® Z so that D restricted to H*(G,T) is equal
to S and D=3 . T;Rp,;, T; € Homc(W, Z), D; € U(g). Then, there
exists Do = >, P; @ L; € (U(g) ® Home(W, 7))Ader?@o)(L) 5o that
Dy =Y P;Ry, restricted to H*(G,T) is equal to S.
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In Kobayashi-Pevzner notation, Dy € Diff; ((C™(G) @ W)Ad@mE),
(C®(H) @ Z)Wdeo) L)) = Diff 5 (I°(G x, W), T°(H X, Z)) represents
S. That is, in vector bundle language, and, according to definition 2.5,

S is equal to the restriction of a H-invariant differential operator from
['°(G x, W) into I'*°(H x, Z).

Proof. For v € K, let Xv (resp. d,) be the character of v (resp. the
dimension of v). Then, for the representation R ® 7, the isotypic com-
ponent corresponding to v is

(C=(G) @ W] == {f : d, fKXu(k 7(k)(f(zk))dk = f(z)}, then
C*(G)eW = Cl(a, AC°°( ® Wv]) and C*(G) @ W|[Triv] =
{f s 7R (f (k) = F(@)}.

Similarly, for n € L and the action R ® o the isotypic component
s (C(H) @ Z)n] = {f : dy [, xy(Do()(f(2]))dl = f(x)}, then

C*(H)® Z = Cl(& neL(COO< ) ® Z)[n)).

We recall Homy (ZY,U(g) QuepyW") = (U(8) QuepyW")RZ) [Triv] =
(S(p)@WVY® Z)Ader’@a)(l)  The equality is the expression for the iso-
typic component associated the trivial character for the representation
Ad ® 7V ® o of L. The equivalence is given by means of the sym-
metrization map. For the representation Ad ® 7 ® o of L, we write
the decomposition U(g) @u@e W' ® Z = @, 1 (U(9) Quey WY ® Z)[n].
We write D = Do+ rpivei, Dy Do € (U(9)@ug) WV®Z)<Ad®TV®U><L>
D, € (U(g)RueyW"'®Z)[n]. Wenotice that D € (U(g) Quey W' ®Z)[n]
if and only if

(2.13) > /L dyXn (o ()T (17 Raaayp,dl = ZTRDS

To follow, we verify for D =3 D, ® Ty € (U(g) Quey WY & Z)[n],
it holds D(C*(G) ® W)[T'riv]) C (C*(H) ® Z)[n]. For this, for f €
(C*(G) @ W)[Triv], we must verify

Do ) D) (YL = D) (R), b € H.

/Ldnin(l)a(l)D(f)(hl)dl:/Ldnin(l)ZU(Z)TS(RDS(f)(hl))dl

s

The equality (Rp,(f))(hl) = 7(I""))(Raawp, (f)) (), applied to the

second member, yields the first member is equal to
= Jp dnXn(D) 22, o (DT (I71) (Raaqyp. (f)) (R)dl = D(f)(h).

We now finish the proof of the Theorem, for this we notice
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H?*(G,7) C C*(G) ® W|[Triv], and
S(H*(G, 7)) = D(H*(G, 7)) = Do(H*(G, 7))DD, 4yipet Do (H* (G, 7).
Since our hypothesis is
S(H?*(G,7)) C H*(H,0) C C*(H) ® Z[Triv], and the sum is direct
we have D,(H*(G,7)) = 0 for n # Triv € L, so D restricted to
H?*(G, ) is equal to Dy restricted to H*(G, ). O

Actually, the proof applies to the subspaces (C*(G) @ W)[Triv],
(C>(H) ® Z)[T'riv], to obtain that any D = ) T,Rp, so that
D((C*(G)@W)[Triv]) C (C*(H)® Z)[Triv], can be replaced by the
component Dy as above.

2.7. Differential symmetry breaking operators. To follow, we ap-
ply the previous definitions and results to the different realization’s of
Discrete Series representations.

2.7.1. Symmetry breaking op’s in case G-bundle model. We recall and
sketch a proof of a result in | , Thm 4.3|.

Fact 2.7. We assume the restriction to H of (L, H*(G, 7)) is an ad-
missible representation. Then, any intertwining map S : H*(G,7) —
H?(H,0) is the restriction of a differential operator.

To follow, we outline a verification of Fact 2.7, in turn, the proof
yields how to represent S as a differential operator from Kg and vicev-
ersa. We recall in | , Remark 3.8], we have shown that the function
Kg(-,e)*z is L-finite. Thus, owing to | , Proposition 1.6], "In an
H-admissible representation, L-finite vectors are K-finite vectors", our
hypothesis forces that Kg(-,e)*z is a K-finite vector in H*(G, 7). We
fix 0 # wy € W. Whence, the irreducibility of the representation L%
implies there exists a linear function Z > z — D, € U(g), so that
Ks(-,e)*z = L, K. (-, e)*wy. Therefore,

(S(F)(e), 2)z = / (f(2), Ks(x, e)"=)wda

G

- / (F(2), L. (K, (&, ) wo)wda

:/(LDgf(z),KT(x,e)*wo)de
G

= (Lp: f(e), wo)w-

Thus, (S(f)(h),2)z = (S(Lp-1(f))(e),2)z = (LD;(thl(f))(e)awo)W-
We recall the equality Lp(f)(e) = Rp(f)(e). Hence, (S(f)(h),2)z =
(Réz(thl(f))(e),wo)W = (Rb;(f)(h),wo)w. Whence, after we fix an
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orthonormal basis {z;,1 < j < dim Z} for Z, an expression of S by
means of left invariant differential operators is

S = 3 (Bp, (F(R), wolw .

1<j<dim Z

Next, we apply Theorem 2.6 and obtain a differential operator Dy,
according to Fact 2.5, that represents S. We define 7; : W — Z
by the equality Tj(w) = (w,wo)w z;. Hence, S(f) = >, TiRp, (f).
The component "Dy" of the right hand side, according to 2.1]3, is
S22, 0T (7R y 4 D)) ydl. Next, we fix a ordered linear basis

{Dt}t for L{( ). Thus, Ad(l)(D Zj) = >, a;+(1)D; and we obtain S(f)(h) =
> i JpoOTir(I7a; (1) dl Rp,(f)(h), a expression of S as differential
operator in the realm of Fact 2.5. A expression for S by means of in-

finitesimal left translations invariant differential operators is

SO = Y (Laaww:) (F) (), wo)w 2.
1<j<dim Z
In the ordered linear basis {D,};, we write Ad(h)(DZ,) = 3=, ¢r;(h) Dy
with ¢, ;(-) € C*(H), and we obtain the expression

Z¢t] )(Lp, f(h), wo)w 2;. (1)

This concludes the outline for the direct implication in the proof of
Fact 2.7

Next, we answer the converse statement to Fact 2.7, that is, we
sketch a way to recover the kernel Kg when we know a representation
of S as a differential operator. A tool is | , Proposition 16| and the
identity S(K,(-,z)*w)(h) = Kg(z, h)w, | , Proposition 3.7]. The
hypothesis yields the existence of D; € U(g), and ¢;,;, Home(W, Z)-
valued smooth functions, so that for f € H*(G, 7)™

W) = 30 5L, (N0 = S s ()R, (F)(B). b € H.

Both sums are finite sums!

In [OV2] it is verified that K, (-, h)*w is a smooth vector for H*(G, ),
hence, we have

Ks(l', h)w = S(KT(7 ZL’)*’LU)(h)

= 32, G (L) (K (- 2)"(w)) (h) = 32,5 (W R (Ko 2)*(w)) ().
Therefore, knowing a expression of S as differential operator, we just
follow the above recipe to obtain the kernel Kg.
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2.7.2. Symmetry breaking op’s for symmetric space G/K-model. We
recall our hypothesis, the representation resy (7S , H (G/K,W)) is
admissible and S¢: H? (G/K,W) — H? (H/L, Z) is symmetry break-
ing operator. Under these hypothesis it follows S¢ is represented by a
differential operator.

Note that we already have an isomorphism between the bundle model
and the symmetric space model; but is convenient to work entirely
within the symmetry space model.

To follow we show how to compute a differential operator that repre-
sents the operator S¢ knowing the kernel K¢. and viceversa.

We recall Proposition 2.1 shows

Ké(-,el)*z € H2 (G/K,W)[H? (H/L, 2))|Z].

We fix a nonzero wg € W. Then, due that the representation
H? (G/K,W)is H-admissible, we have K§ (-, eL)*z € H2 (G/K,W)k_fin
[ |, also we have that infinitesimal representation in H? (G/K, W)k_ fin
is algebraically irreducible. Thus, there exists a linear function Z >
z+— D, € U(g) so that

75 (D) (KE(-, e)*wo) () = Kge(-,eL)*z,z € Z.

Next, we point out equalities that will justify a later development:
7w (D) (KE(,e)*wo) (-) = L, (KE(-, e)*wo) (-);

Lo(F)(@) = (@, 0) LG ((er( ) T F())(@);  erlesyK) = T
K¢(zK,eK) = ¢, (e,e K) K (x,e)c (v, e K)* = K, (z,e)c, (x, e K)*.
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Equation 2.3 justifies the first equality, the others are justified by
means of the previous equalities

(S°(f)(0),2)z
= /G/K((CT(I, 0)cr(,0)*) "\ f(2), K&e(w, eL)*2)wdme,x ()

/G/K((CT(% 0)er(x,0)") 7 f(x), L, (K7(+, ) wo) (x))wdmeyx ()

/G el o) el o) et o) ).
Lo, (e-(,€) UK (-, €)w) () wdmey i (x)

/G/K(LD; (CT(~, 0)_1f(~)) (7), cr(x,0) LK (x, e)*wo)wdme /K ()

= [ oo 0 @),
G/K

cr(z,0)7?

= (Lpz (e (-,0) 7" () (), wo)w
= (Rp, (cr(-,0) T F (1)) (€), wo)w-
We compute,

(S°(F)(h), 2)z =

cr(x,0) K1 (x, e) wo)wdme k()

= (B .
We fix a linear basis {D;} for U(g). Then, it readily follows from the
fact, for X € g, Rx is a derivation, that there exists a finite family ¢;
of Homc (W, Z)-valued smooth functions on H, giving,

(214)  SHh-o)= D O dilh)Rp,(f)(h-0),2)z 2.

1<j<dim Z i=1

whence, S¢ is represented by a differential operator.

Next, in a similar path to the development of the G-model, we ap-
ply Theorem 2.6 and obtain a differential operator Dy, according to
Fact 2.5, that represents S°¢.

To follow, we describe an algorithm to compute the kernel K§. when
we know a representation of S¢ by means of differential operators.
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The hypothesis is that m. is H-admissible, the tools are 2.14 and
the equality K¢(xK, hL)w = K& (hL,2K)*w = S(K:(-,xK)*w)(hL).
Therefore

K&(xK, hL)w
= S 2 w) (b

Y (AR KK ) 0,5z

1<j<dimZ i=1

and we have computed the kernel Kge.

Remark 2.8. We would like to point out, the following fact shown in
[ , Lemma 4.2|. S° is represented by a differential operator if and
only if the function Kgc(-,e)*z is a K-finite vector for each z € Z.

2.7.3. Case of holomorphic imbedding H/L — G/K. For this para-
graph we assume, both symmetric spaces are Hermitian symmetric
and the natural inclusion is holomorphic. We consider two holomor-
phic Discrete series representations realized, respectively on space of
functions defined over the corresponding bounded symmetric domains
obtained by Harish-Chandra. In this part we follow the notation in
Section 4. We quote the necessary notation. g =t +p,h =1+p, =
ENb+pnb,p=p"+p,py =ptNbh, D Cp* the Harish-Chandra
realization of the Hermitian symmetric space G/K, Dy C p+ the re-
alization of H/L. Thus, we have the holomorphic inclusions Dh C D.
Let (7, W) (resp. (o, Z)) irreducible representations of K (resp. L)
so that the respective spaces of holomorphic functions (L7, V;) (resp.
(L°,V,) on L2(D, W) (resp. L?(Dy, Z)) are nonzero. From now on, we
assume (L7,V,) is a irreducible H-subrepresentation of (L7, V;). The
action of g in V, has been computed by [JV], see 4.0.1, the formulas
they obtained let us state. For every D € U(g) (resp. D € U(h)),

L7, (resp. L%) is a holomorphic differential operator on V. (resp.
Vy).

Next, we fix a symmetry breaking operator S : V, — V. Then, due
that V, is a reproducing kernel space, as in 2.1, it follows there exists
Kg : D x Dy — Home(W, Z) a smooth function, anti holomorphic in
the first variable and holomorphic in the second variable, so that

S(f)(z) = /DKg(w,z)Kﬁ(zD,w)‘lf(w) dmei(w), ¥ f € Vi, 2 € Dy,

Here, we have appealed to equation 2.2 and its consequences.
Our hypothesis implies V; is H-admissible, next, reproducing word by
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word the computation in 2.7.2 and recalling L7, is a holomorphic differ-
ential operator, we obtain S is represented by a holomorphic differential
operator.

[IXP1] have strengthed this observation to:

S is represented by a constant coefficient holomorphic differential
operator.

Actually, this follows from that L7,, D € U(p™) (resp. LG, D € U(py))

is a constant coefficient holomorphic differential operator.

By means of the same computations as in 2.7.2 we can derive Kg
from the knowledge of a differential operator that represents S and
viceversa. This problem has been analyzed by [Na, Section 3.3] in the
holomorphic setting.

2.7.4. On the uniqueness of the map z — D,. In either the group model
or symmetric space model, the function (z — D.) € Hom¢(Z,U(g))
so that Ly K- (-,e)*wy = Kg(-,e)*z is far from unique, since if we
consider the annihilator A in U(g) of the copy of W in each model,
then we may replace the function D by D+ D, where D is an arbitrary
element of Hom¢(Z, A). However, when we consider the case H/L —
G/K is a holomorphic embedding and both V,,V, are holomorphic
representations, we may replace the function Z 2 z — D, € U(g) by
a function from Z that takes on values in the space U(p~) ® W, then,
the new function z — D, is unique.

Proposition 2.9. H/L — G/K is a holomorphic embedding and both
V.,V are holomorphic representations. Then, there exists a unique
linear function Z > z — D, := >, D! @ w’. € U(p~) @ W so that
Ve Z, Kg(-e) 2=, LTé(KT(~,e)*wi).

z

Proof. Under our hypothesis, we may and use the notation in Sec-
tion 4. Thus, (V;)k_fin is K-isomorphic to U(p~) ® W by means
of the map U(p~) @ W > D @ w — L} (K. (-,e)*w)(-), hence, after
we fix a ordered linear basis {w;,7 = 1---dim W} for W, for each
v € (V;)k—fin, there exists unique family (D;)i<i<aimw € U(P~) so
that v = Y, L}, K- (e,-)*w;. Therefore, for each z € Z there is unique
family D% € U(p~) so that Kg(-,e)*z = >, LT;-(KT(-,e)*w,-). We de-
fine the new function D, to be function Z 3 z — >, D! ® w;. This
function does not depend on the choice of basis and is unique. 0

A consequence of the previous discussion is that whenever 7 is one
dimensional, that is, V. is a scalar representation, there is unique, up
to a constant that depends only on the choice of wy, map Z 35 z —
D, € U(p~) so that Kg(-,e)*z = L}, (K-(-, e)*wy).
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Remark 2.10. We like to point out, that Nakahama in [Na, Section
3.3] has consider the problem of representing intertwining operators
via differential operators under the hypothesis of Proposition 2.9. His
solution is constructive and quite different to the one we found.

2.8. Some properties of symmetry breaking operators. Here
we treat a general discrete series representation (and not necessarily
a symmetric pair for the branching problem); we recall the Schmid
construction via an elliptic operator (the "Schmid operator"), namely
the kernel of this operator yields the Discrete Series in question. Under
the assumption resg((L., H*(G, 7))) is H-admissible in | , Theorem
4.11] we find a proof that any continuous symmetry breaking operator
from H?(G, ) into H?(H,o) extends to continuous symmetry break-
ing operator from the maximal model of first representation given by
the kernel in C>°(G x, W) of the Schmid operator, into the maximal
model of the second representation given by the Schmid operator, and
that any continuous symmetry breaking operator from the maximal
model of (L., H*(G, 7)) into the maximal model of (L., H*(H,0)) is
represented by a differential operator. In | , Theorem 5.13], under
the assumption of resg((L., H*(H, o)) being H-admissible, they show,
in the realm of holomorphic Discrete Series, that any symmetry break-
ing continuous operator from the maximal model given by holomorphic
functions on D¢ with values into the lowest K-type, into the maximal
model given by holomorphic functions on Dy into the lowest L-type,
carries the unitary model inside the maximal model onto the unitary
model contained in the maximal model. We would like to point out,
that the result, as well as the proof, yields the following generalization.

Let Ker(D¢) denote the kernel of the Schmid operator, | |, owing
to D¢ is elliptic, Ker(Dg) is contained in I'°(G x, W). As usual, we
endow I'°(G x,. W) with the smooth topology. That is, the topology of
uniform convergence on compact subsets of the sequence as well as any
of its derivatives. We have: H*(G,7) C Ker(D¢) is a dense subspace,
the subspace of K-finite vectors of each of them are identical. A similar
results holds for H. Let us recall that when H?(G, 1) is a holomorphic

Discrete Series, the Schmid operator is equal to the 0-operator.

Theorem 2.11. We assume resy((L., H*(G,7)) is a H-admissible
representation. Then, the following four statements hold:

(a) Any continuous H-intertwining linear map from Ker(Dg) into
Ker(Dy) is the restriction of a differential operator.

(b) Any continuous H-intertwining map from H?(G, 1) into H*(H, o)
extends to a continuous linear map from Ker(Dg) into Ker(Dpg).
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(¢) Any nonzero continuous H-intertwining linear map from Ker(Dg)
into Ker(Dg) maps continuously H*(G, 1) onto H*(H, o).

(d) Any (b, L) morphism from H*(G,T)k— pin into H*(H, o)1 pin €1-
tends to a continuous intertwining map from H?*(G, 1) into H*(H, o).

In [Na, Theorem 3.6|, for the holomorphic setting, we find a proof of
some of the statements in the Theorem.

Proof of Theorem 2.11. (a)and (b) are shown in [OV2]. For (c¢) we fol-
low | , Theorem 5.13| quite closely. Let S : Ker(Dg) — Ker(Dg)
a continuous H-map. Ker(Dg) is maximal model [Sch] [Wol, yields

S(Ker(Dg)k—fin) = S(H G, 7)k—fin)
= K(BT’(DH)L_fm = Hz(H, U)L—fin-

The hypothesis resy((L., H*(G, 7)) is H-admissible, gives [DV]
resr((L., H*(G, 7)) is L-admissible and the work of Kobayashi | |
[ |, we write, for short, V\¢ := H?(G, 1), Vulj := H?*(H,0,), then,

H*(G,7) = ®1<j<cc VW V] = @r<jcoom; Vi (Hilbert sum),

H2(G, T)K—fin = @1§j<w[mj(vu’;])]L_fm (algebraic sum).

Here, Vj, 1 <m; < oo; for i # j, VI £ V[

Thus, for all j but one, S carries the V, isotypic component in
H?(G,7)k—yin to the zero subspace, and let’s say for py = p, (V1 =
H?*(H,0)), S(mi(V,[)—fin) # {0}. Let Bj linear, invariant U(h)-
irreducible subspaces so that we write (V) x_ fin [VMH | =my (Vulf VL= fin =
B1<j<m, Bj, and let’s say S(B;) # {0} for exactly 1 < j < m <
my. Then S restricted to each B;,1 < j < m is a equivalence with
H?*(H,0)[tin. By classical theory of Harish-Chandra, [Wal, Lemma
8.6.7], S extends to a continuous linear H-bijection S; from the clo-
sure of B; in H?*(G,7) onto H?(H,o). We define S = > 1<j<m Si
on ®CI(B;)1<j<m and S = 0 in either Cl(> acjcon ijl(Vqu)L_fm))
Or @pmt1<j<m, Cl(B;). Thus, S is a continuous H-map from H*(G, 1)
onto H?(H, o). Owing to (b), the map S extends to a continuous lin-
ear map from Ker(Dg) into Ker(Dy) and the map S restricted to
H?*(G,T)k—pin agrees with the restriction of S. Since the subspace of
K-finite vectors is dense in Ker(Dg), we have they agree everywhere.
Thus, S maps H%(G, 1) onto H?(H, ), and we have shown (c). Finally,
(d) is shown in | |. O

Remark 2.12. Summary on automatic continuity After, we assume
resg((L., H*(G, 1)) is a admissible representation. Then, in | | we
find a proof of the following statements:

a) Any (b, L) morphism T from H?*(G,T)k—_tin into H*(H,0) 1 tin
extends to a continuous intertwining map from H?*(G, 1) into H?(H, o).
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(b) Any continuous intertwining linear operator from the space of
smooth vectors in H%(G, 7) into the space of smooth vectors in H%(H, o)
extends to a continuous morphism between the corresponding maximal
model representations.

We do not know whether or not a),b) is true after we drop the H-
admissibility assumption.

3. SYMMETRY BREAKING OPERATORS AS GENERALIZED
GRADIENTS.

In | | and references therein, we find a proof that intertwining
operators between representations realized as spaces of holomorphic
functions are given by covariant differential operators. We may rein-
terpret their results in the language of symmetric spaces as follows,
consider the symmetric pair (G, G) so that G/K — G/K is a holomor-
phic embedding, and respective holomorphic representation’s of G, G.
Then, they have shown that each symmetry breaking operator is repre-
sented by a covariant differential operator. In this section we generalize
their result to an arbitrary symmetric pair (G, H) and a H-admissible
Discrete Series representation for G. To begin with, we recall that in
[OV2] we find a proof that existence of a nonzero H-symmetry break-
ing operator represented by a differential operator forces the Discrete
Series of G that we are dealing with is H-discretely decomposable. In
the same paper we find a proof that if every H-symmetry breaking op-
erator is represented by differential operators, then the representation
is H-admissible.

For this section, G is a arbitrary connected semisimple Lie group
K = GY is a maximal compact subgroup of G. (G, H = (G%),) is a
symmetric pair, Hy := (G°?)y the associated subgroup to H.

We fix (L., H*(G, 1)) a H-admissible Discrete Series for H of lowest
K-type (1, W).

Let (L., H*(H,0)) be a irreducible factor of resy(m). The lowest
L-type of H?(H,0) is (0,7). We note that for each representative of
the equivalence class associated to (o, Z), we obtain a different space
of functions H*(H, o). We show that the expression of each symmetry
breaking operator as "generalized gradient operator" is obtained from
a particular choice of a representative of the class of (0, 7). In order
to present the definition of "generalized gradient operator" we recall
definitions and facts from [OV]. For this section e denotes the natural
representation of L in the vector space S™(py,) ® W .The normal de-
rivative operator of order n, r,, is a map from

H?*(G,7) into C*®(H x4 Home(S™ (g, ), W)) = C®(H xo S™(py,) @W).
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The formal definition of r, is: for Xy, .-+, X, € py,,

Pl D)X X)) = o By - By (F)(B).

The first order normal derivative map is a gradient in the direction
orthogonal to the tangent space to H/L — G /K. The n'"-order normal
derivative may be thought as a iteration of first order normal derivative,
whence, we call a n'"-order normal derivative a "generalized gradient",
actually for H = {e}, r, is the iteration of gradients. In [OV] we find
a proof for: r,(H*(G,7)) C L*(H xe Home(S™(py,), W)) and r, is
(2,2)-continuous.

A generalized gradient representation of a symmetry breaking op-
erator S : H*(G,7) — H?*(H,0) is a composition S = Rr,, where
R : S*(py,) @ W — Z is a L-map, and, R : C®(H x, S™(py,) ®
W) — C®(H x, Z) is the map R(g)(h) := R(g(h)),g € C®(H x,
S™(py,) ® W), h € H. We would like to point out that the unique-
ness of the lowest L-type of a Discrete Series representation yields that
any nonzero intertwining operator from H?*(H,o) C L*(H x, Z) into
H?(H,00) C L*(H X, Zp) is the restriction of a operator of the type
R, where R is a equivalence from Z onto Zo.

Proposition 3.1. Under the stated hypothesis, let S : H*(G,T) —
H?(H, o) be a symmetry breaking operator, then for a convenient choice
of a representative of the equivalence class of (0,7), S is represented
as a generalized gradient operator.

Proof. We define T' := S*. In | , 3.1.7], we find a proof for the
inclusion
T(H*(H,0)[Z]) € H*(G, 7)[H*(H,0)][Z].

We claim the subspace T'(H?(H, 0)[Z]) is intrinsic, that is, does not
depend on the choice of representative of the equivalence class of (o, 7).
In fact, we fix an intertwining linear operator, which we may assume
is unitary, R from (o, Z) onto (o1, Z1). Hence, the map L*(H x, Z)

g (h — R(g(h))) € L*(H X4, Z1) is a unitary, H-equivalence that
maps H%(H,o) onto H*(H,0y), as well as R maps H?(H,o)[Z] onto
H?(H,0,)][Z]. Finally, TR™" is equivalent to 7. Whence, we have
shown the claim.

Next, we fix the n > 0 so that for j < n,

r(T(H2(H, o) [2])) = {0}, and, r(T(H2(H, 0)[2])) # {0}.

To follow, for simplicity of exposition, we assume the rank of K is
equal to the rank of L and the system of positive roots ¥ determined by
the Harish-Chandra parameter of H*(G, 7) has the Borel de Siebenthal
property, for unexplained notation or facts we refer to | , Section
4]. The duality Theorem 2.4, | , Theorem 3.1] together with the
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elements in the proof of | , Lemma 4.5] implies the Harish-Chandra
parameter of (o, Z) is equal to A + p, + B, here, B stands for a sum
of noncompact roots in Wy, we observe that the coefficient, of the
unique noncompact simple 3 for Wy, in the expression of B as a linear
combination of simple roots, is equal to n.

An argument based on the fact, that any noncompact root in Wy, is
equal to f plus a linear combination of compact simple roots, as well
as that the highest weight of any irreducible component of a tensor
product is equal to the highest weight of one factor plus weight of the
other factor, shows that A+ p, — pr, + B is not a L-type for S?(py,) @ W
and 7 < n.

We note that since r,,(T(H?*(H, 0))) # 0, Frobenius reciprocity yields:

r(T(H?(H,0))) contains a L-type in S™(pp,) ® W

Now, a result of Schmid, see | , Proof of Lemma 4.5| gives that a
L-type of H*(H, o) is equal XA+ p, — pr + B+ By, where By, stands for a
sum of roots in Wy'. Next, comparing the coefficient of the noncompact
the simple root of ¥ in A+ p,, — pr + B + B}, and the weight structure
of S™(py,) ® W we obtain By, = 0 and hence, actually Z is an L-type
of S™(py,) ® W. Thus, H?*(H, o) does not occur as a subrepresentation
for L*(H x4 Homg (57 (py,), W)) for j < n.

We set Zy = r,(T(H?(H,0)[Z]))) and we conclude the proof of
Proposition 3.1. The subspace Zy of S™(py,) ® W affords a represen-
tation of L equivalent to (o, 7). Let P denote the orthogonal pro-
jector in S™(py,) @ W onto Z. Then, g — P(g)(-) := P(g(-)) maps
L2(H x, Home(S™(py,), W)) into L2(H x4 Zy), and R := Pr,T is
a nonzero H-intertwining continuous linear map from H?(H, o) onto
H?(H,e). Hence, R = Ry, with Ry a L-map from Z onto Z,, and the
equality Ry = Pr,S* is true. Now S$5* = T*T = clg2(g6) ¢ > 0. Thus,
S = Rg ' Pr,,. Whence, we have verified Proposition 3.1. [l

4. HOLOMORPHIC EMBEDDING, DUALITY THEOREM.

In this section we present a new and self contained proof of the
Duality theorem for the holomorphic setting. We actually, present
three different versions of the Duality Theorem in in the context of
holomorphic embedding. The precise statements are in: 4.3, 4.4, 4.6.
The original result for this section is Theorem 4.11 on the structure
of holographic operators. Later on, we derive consequences on the
structure of symmetry breaking operators. For specific applications of
the duality Theorem to branching laws, see [OV3].

A statement for the duality Theorem is:
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Theorem 4.1. There ezists a linear isomorphism between Homy(V,, V)
and Homp(Z,U(ho)W).

In order to present the elements of the Theorem, to follow, we re-
call the standard description on a symmetric complex domain of the
holomorphic Discrete Series. (details in [vDP], | , XIL5])

G a semisimple Lie group and a maximal compact subgroup K of G.

(G,H = (G7)o) is a symmetric pair.

Hy := (G°%)q associated subgroup to H.

L = KN H a maximal compact subgroup of H.

H/L — G/K a holomorphic embedding.

(L7,V,) is a holomorphic Discrete Series for G of lowest K-type
(1, W), realized as holomorphic W-valued functions in the bounded
symmetric domain D = G/K. The action, LT of g, is recalled bellow.

(L7, V,) is a holomorphic Discrete Series for H of lowest L-type
(0, Z), realized as holomorphic Z-valued functions in the bounded sym-
metric domain Dy = H/L.

Further notation: 7" maximal torus of K so that U = TN H is a
maximal torus of L. o :=the coset eK.

U holomorphic system in ®(g,t), ¥y, Uy, holomorphic systems in
D(h,u), (ho, u) so that 35 4n8s = p* = p; = py + py, are iso-
morphic to the respective holomorphic tangent spaces at o. Therefore
G C P KcP_,D Cyp",H/L="DyCp;,Hy/L =Dy, Cpy.

We recall the triangular decomposition

P,KcP_ > x = exp(zy )voexp(z_), 2+ € pT, 20 € Ke.

The cocycle ¢, and the reproducing kernel K¢ that defines the Hilbert
structure on V; are: for g € G, z,w € D,
c-(9,2) = 7((gexpz)o), Ki(w,z) = 7(((expw) 'expz)o)~".

We consider the space L2(D, W) := L? (D, W) and the subspace

Veim VE = (£ € O W): [ (ew,w)f(w), f(w)wdmaync(w) < oc).

D

We recall the subspace Vi _ ¢, of K-finite vectors in V; is
(4.1) Vi—pin =Pp", W) =U(g) Queespry W=S(pT )W

Here, we have identified W with the subspace of constant functions.

The isomorphisms in 4.1 are L], (w) - [D ® w] +~ D ® w.

Here, we use that pT is an abelian Lie algebra, and hence, the sym-
metrization map may be thought as the identity map.

The action L] := 7., (g),g € G in O(D, W) is defined by the formula

Ly(f)(z) = 7((g™ expz)o)~ f((9 eapz)1), g € G,z € p™.
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4.0.1. In [JV] they have computed the the action of g (resp. K) in
O(D,W). For this

we define (6(x)f)(v) =
o(z)p)(v),

v) = lim
and for x € ¢, L7 (p)(v) =
and for x € p+ LT (p)(v)

and for = € p~, L7(p)(v) = 7([z,v])(p(v)) — 5(3([[z, v], v])p) (v),
and for k € K, L (p )(v) (k)( (k=t)).

Then, it readlly follows that

M then, for p € O(D, W),
_T( )(( p(v)) — (6([z, o))p) ().

VI =W, VI = {p € Vie it 0()p = 0,V € pi } = Pls, W),

The hypothesis the inclusion H/L — G/K is a holomorphic embed-
ding and V. is a holomorphic representation yields that the restriction
of (L7,V;) to H is a H-admissible representation and the totality of
irreducible factors are holomorphic Discrete Series for H for a reference
[[LO]. Therefore, after we write

TeSH(VT> = eauGSpec(resH(Vf))vT[VuH]7

the subspace Ly, == E., (£y), defined in [Va[ |, equal to the sum
of the sum of the lowest L-type of the totality of irreducible H-factors
of resy(V;) is equal to P(p,., W). In fact,

v = Ee,(Lw) = Buespecresnviy V=V V. it
= {p € Vik—yin : 6(x)p =0,V € p } = P(p,,, W).
Via the Killing form, B, py_ is in duality with pho, which provides un
isomorphism between P(py , W) and S(p,, ) ® W. That is, the inverse
map to
P, @W Y @w— (pf 3 X 25 B(X,Y)w) € P(p, W),

extends to a L-equivariant isomorphism

Do : P(py,, W) = S(py,) @ W.

The action of L in S(p; ) ® W is tensor product action.

We recall W is 1dent1fy with the constant functions, the equality
bo = Py, + 1+ ph+0 and that V. is a holomorphic representation. Next,
as in [Va]|[OV3] we consider the subspace

u(hO)W = {ngu D e Z/{(bo),w S W}
={Lpw,D € U(py,),w e W}
and the map D; defined by

Upy) ©W 3 D@ w 2 Lyw € Ulhy)W.
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4.0.2. Then, 4.1 yields D, is a L-equivariant isomorphism.

Finally, we recall p; is an abelian Lie algebra, hence, the sym-
metrization map from S(p; ) onto U(p; ) may be thought of an iden-
tification. Thus, we have given a new proof of [Va] | , Proposition
4.9] in the holomorphic setting.

Proposition 4.2. The map D := DDy is a L-equivariant, degree
preserving, linear isomorphism between Lfy, y and U(bo)W .

Obviously, Dy preserves the degree of polynomials. D; preserves the
degree of polynomials owing to the explicit formula for L7,z € p~,
hence Lz(w) is a polynomial of the same degree as the degree of R €
Up™).

The map D in Proposition 4.2 is an example of the map D¢ in 2.5.

4.0.3. Statement and proof of the first version of duality. We are ready
to provide a statement and proof of the first version of the duality
theorem for holomorphic setting.

For this, we assume the inclusion H/L — G//K is holomorphic. Let
(L7, V) be a holomorphic Discrete Series representation for G realized
in a Hilbert subspace of O(D, W). Let V, a holomorphic Discrete Series
for H of lowest L-type (o, Z), realized as a Hilbert space of holomor-
phic Z-valued functions on the bounded domain Dy C py~ associated
to H/L. Thus, resy(V;) is a H-admissible representation. Each con-
tinuous linear, H-map, 7', from V, into V, is represented by a kernel
Kr : Dy x D — Home(Z,W). Among the properties of K7 we recall
forw € Dyw € W, Kr(-,x)*w € V,; forz € Z, Kr(o,-)z € V;[V,][Z] C
Lw,u C Vi_fin; the map Z 3 2z — Kr(o,-)z € V; is a L-map.

Theorem 4.3. Under the previous assumptions, we have a linear iso-
morphism between Homp(Vy, V;) and Homp(Z,U(ho)W). An isomor-
phism is the map

Homy(V,,V2) 5T+ (Z 3 2= D(Kr(o,)z)(-) € Homy(Z,U(ho)W)).

Proof. We recall a Discrete Series representation for H is determined by
its lowest L-type. The following computation shows the two involved
spaces have the same dimension.
dim Homp(V,, V;) = dim Ly, ;[ 7]
2 dimU(ho)W[Z] = dim Homy (Z,U(he)W).

The map T +— D(Kr(e,-)) is injective, owing to D is injective and
the equality K7(h - o,w) = ¢o(..,..)Kr(0o,h™1 - w)c,(..,..). Equality of
dimensions shows the surjectivity. U



Duality, branching 31

We suggest to confront Theorem 4.3 with [Na, Theorem 3.10]| ,
Theorem 3.1| and subsection 2.4.

4.0.4. Multiplicity formulae. The duality Theorem provides a formula
for dim Homy(H?*(H, o), H*(G,7)) in terms of a partition function
based on the noncompact roots for (ho,u) and a Weyl group, see [DV],
[OV3] and references therein. In [GW] we also find a multiplicity for-
mula based on a partition function and Weyl groups. In | , The-
orem 8.3| the author computes the Harish-Chandra parameters of all
the factors in resy(V;). In | | it is shown a multiplicity formula
for either weak factors or factors based on the map r, considered by
[OV]. On the other hand, Paradan, [Pa], Duflo and Vergne, | |
have obtained dim Homg(V,,V;) as the volume of a orbifold.

4.1. Global structure of U (hy)W and second version of the Du-
ality Theorem. We decompose W = Z; + --- + Z,, with Z; a L-
invariant, L-irreducible linear subspace. Then, since for x € p;ro, weWw
we have LTw = 0. It readily follows that U(ho)Z; is the underlying
Harish-Chandra module of the irreducible square integrable represen-
tation of lowest weight Z;. Therefore,

4.1.1. U)W = S1<j<, U(bo)Z; = B1<j<r U(bo) ®u([‘c+ph+o) Z;.
Whence, we have obtained the decomposition of U ()W as the sum

of underlying Harish-Chandra modules of Discrete Series representa-
tions for Hy. The conclusion of Theorem 4.3 can be written as,

Theorem 4.4.
HomH(Vo, ‘/;_) = @1SJST HOmL(Z,U(f)o) ®U([C+Ph+0) ZJ)

We would like to point out that Theorem 4.4 follows from facts
proven in Kobayashi-Pevzner | , Theorem 2.7], Nakahama |\ a||Lemma
3.4, Theorem 3.6]. Our proof is of algebraic nature.

Owing to our hypothesis Dy, is a subset of D and the inclusion is
holomorphic, we may restrict holomorphic function on D and we ob-
tain holomorphic functions on Dy,. Let ro : O(D, W) — O(Dy,, W)
denote the restriction map. In [OV] it is shown that ry maps L*-
continuously the space V; into L2 (Dy,, W). In | , Lemma 3.6] it is
shown that the kernel of r( is equal to the orthogonal to the subspace
Cl(U(bo)W). Whence, ro : CL{U(ho)W) — L2 (Dy,, W) is injective.
Now, L? (Dy,, Z;)) contains just once the holomorphic Discrete Series
of lowest weight Z;. Let’s denote by H2 (Dy,, Z;) such a subspace. Ac-

T X

tually, H2 (Dy,, Z;) is the kernel of the 9 operator in L2 (Dy,, Z;)) As
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in | |, we define
Hz, (Dhm W) = @1SJSTHc27 (Dhm Zj) C Lz, (Dhm W)

Then, from the previous calculations, it readily follows that the image
of 1 is H2 (Dy,, W). Finally, we define

(4.2) TOD : HOmH(Vm Vr) — HomL(Za HET (Dho’ W))

by the rule
rg (T)(2) = ro(D(Kz(0,)2)).
Obviously, 7{ is a linear bijection. The isomorphism r{’ is our second
version of the duality Theorem.

4.2. Another equivalence map for Lf,; = U(ho)W and third
version of Duality Theorem. To begin with, we show, we may re-
place the map D defined in Proposition 4.2 by the orthogonal projector
Q onto Cl(U(ho)W). That is,

Proposition 4.5. Let Q) : V., — V. denote the orthogonal projector
onto CYU(ho)W). Then,
Q 1 LSy 5 — U(bo)W is a L-equivalence.

Proof. Indeed, to begin with we recall P(p™, W) C V, = O(D, W) N
L2(D,W). Here, Ly, ;; = P(py,, W). Thus, ro(p) = p, Vp € P(p,,, W).
We write V; 2 p = p1+Q(p) with p; € CL{U(ho)W)*, Q(p) € CLU(ho)W).
Since, Ker(rq) = CL{U(bo)W)* [OV3], we have

ro(p) = ro(Q(p)) Vp € V7,
hence, @ restricted to Ly, = P(p;),W) is injective. Since @ is a
L-map, the L-admissibility of V;, 4.2 and that CL{U(bo)W)r—fin =
U(ho)W we obtain @ restricted to Lf, ; is a bijection onto U(ho)W .
Since the equivalences between the different models are unitary inter-
twining operators, it readily follows the general statement. U

We believe the statement holds for arbitrary symmetric pairs (G, H)
under the hypothesis of H-admissibility.

A consequence of the previous Proposition is an improvement of the
duality Theorem.

Theorem 4.6.
a) For T1,Ty, € Homyg(V,,V,;), we have K1, = Ky, if and only if
KT1 (6, ho)Z = KT2<6, ho)Z Vz € Z,hg € Hy.
b) The map
Homgx(V,,V;)>T
= (Z 3 2z — ro(Kr(e,)2)(-) € H*(Hy, 7))) € Homy(Z, H*(Hy, 7))

1s a bijection.
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Actually, a) can be extracted from Nakahama in [Na, Lemma 3.4].
Statement b) can be deduced from [Na, Lemma 3.4| or the work of
Kobayashi | , Proof of Lemma 8.8]. Their proofs apply quite dif-
ferent techniques.

In | | we have computed the orthogonal projector @ in terms of
the operator r{ry, for example, when 7 restricted to L is irreducible, @)
is up to a constant the operator rjry, whence, applying the results in
[ | we may compute the inverse to the map defined in part b) of the
Theorem. In general, under the hypothesis of H-admissibility, in | ,
Theorem 3.1] it is shown that Im(ry) is a closed subspace of L*(H X,
W), actually, it is a finite sum or irreducible subrepresentations, and
that rory is a bijective linear operator for I'm(rg). It can be checked
that Q = r§(rorg) ~'ro.

Due to the equality ro = roQ), we obtain a simpler description of
inverse map in Theorem 4.6 b). In fact, formula 2.4 simplifies to

Er(h,x)z = (Q'[ [ Kr(ho,-)(Clro(Kr(e,)2))()(ho)dho] ) ().

Hy

Here, C' := (rory)~" is a bijective endomorphism of H?*(Hy, 7).

4.3. Some versions of the inversion formula. In Theorem 4.6 we
have presented a new proof that the map

Homu(V,, V) 3T v (2 — ro(Kr(e,)2)(-)) € Homy (Z, H2(Hyx, W)).

is bijective. Actually, we have shown injectivity and that both spaces
are equidimensional. In this manner, we have obtained the surjectivity
of the map. Nakahama |[Na|(see Proposition 4.7) have written an ex-
plicit inverse map based on the reproducing kernel of the target space
V. and the realization of holomorphic Discrete Series in spaces of func-
tions on the bounded symmetric domain attached to the group G. In
the next paragraph we present Nakahama’s formula, and, in 4.11, we
show another expression for the inverse map, based on the reproducing
kernel of the initial factor V, that we are considering and a realization
of the Discrete Series representation on space of functions on G.

4.3.1. Nakahama’s formula. The hypothesis is: both representations
are realized in a space of holomorphic functions. Thus, V, = O(D, W)N
L3(D,W) is a H-admissible holomorphic Discrete Series representa-
tion for G. V, is a holomorphic Discrete Series for H realized on a
space of holomorphic functions on Dy. We also assume the inclusion
Dy = H/L — G/K = D is holomorphic map. Whence, we may con-
sider the triangular decomposition,
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P KcP_ > 1 =exp(xy) (x)gexp(x_), v+ € Lie(Py) = p*, (z)o € Kc.
Forge G,z €D, g-x := (gexp(x)),. Since H is the fixed point set of
an involution that commutes with the Cartan involution determinate by
K, we have that the triangular decomposition P, K¢ P_ is invariant un-
der the involution that defines H. Therefore, P, KcP_-NH =: PH Lo PH
and the triangular decomposition of h € H is equal to the triangular
decomposition of h thought in G. This also holds for the action of H
in Dy C D. We consider T" : V, — V. a continuous H-map, and its
kernel K7 : Dy x D — Home(Z,W). Hence, it holds the equality
(4.3)
Ki(h-w,h-z)=c;(h,2) Ki(w, 2)ce(h,w)*, Vh € Hiw € Dy, 2z € D,

Here, owing to our hypothesis we have,

¢r(g,2) = 7((gexpz)o), co(h, w) = o((hexpw)o), L - z = Ad(l)z.

Hence, for [ € L,z € D C p*, we obtain
(4.4) K%(0,Ad(1)(2)) = K5(1-0,1- 2) = T() K5 (0, 2)a(I71).
That is K7(o,-) € Homp(Z,O(D) @ W).

Writing w = hy, - 0, hy, € H, we obtain the equality
(45) KW, 2) = el ()™ - DKo, ()™ - 2)cp (s, o)

Therefore, the kernel K% is determined by the functions
(4.6) {z+— Kf(0,")z,z € Z}.

Actually, this can improved. For this we recall the orthogonal de-
composition pi = p, @ p; and denote by P, the projector onto pg-
along p;r.

4.3.2. Let, as usual, be r§ : V; — L2 (Dy,, W) the restriction map, it
is obvious that 7§ : Ly, = P(py , W) — P(p;,, W) C L2(Dy,, W) is
the "identity" map. In other words, r§ restricted to Ly, ; is injective.
Whence, we obtain a new proof of Theorem 4.6 a), namely, the kernel
K is determined by the function
Z 3z 1§(K§(0,-)2) € P(pyy,, W) C L2(Dy,, W).
Equivalently, the following equality hods
Ki(0,-) = K7(0, Py(:)).
Let = +— Z denote the conjugation associated to the pair (gc,g).

Then, the conjugation carries p* onto p~.
In [Na, Proposition 3.3| we find a proof of,

Proposition 4.7 (Nakahama’s formula). Let T : V, — V. a continuous
H-map. Then, for w € Dy, z € D,

(4.7) Ki(w, z) = Ki(w, z) K7(o, PQ((QLL’]D(—TI))QLL’]D(Z))+)).
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Thus, Nakahama provides an explicit inversion formula to the map
in Theorem 4.6 b).

Note. Nakahama’s statement as well as his proof is written in the
language of Jordan algebras. We are able to obtain a quite long proof of
the Proposition without the terminology of Jordan algebras, however,
it is just a copy, without Jordan algebras language, of the techniques of
Nakahama. Our proof replaces, the result Nakahama needs from [FI<,
Part V, Thorem IIL.5.1(ii)], by facts in | , Lemma XII.1.8] [Sa,
Chapter II, § 5].

4.3.3. Nakahama’s formula for the kernel of a holographic operator
together with Theorem 2.1 let us compute the kernel of a symmetry
breaking operator. The final result is:

Proposition 4.8. We assume H/L — G/K is a holomorphic embed-
ding, and V, = O(D,W)NLA(D, W) (resp. V, = O(Dy, Z)NL2(Dy, Z))
is a holomorphic Discrete Series representation of G (resp.is a holo-
morphic representation for H). Then, for each S € Homy(V,,V,),
and the function ®5 = K§.(0,-) € Homp(Z,P(p,,W)) = (P(pg,) ®
Homg(Z, W))E2o"@n)(L) ye have

K5z, w) ()
= (@s(Py((exp(~m)exp(2)) ) (K(z.w)(). 2 € Dow € D,

Actually, for each ® € Homp(Z, P(p;ro, W), there is a unique symme-
try breaking operator S so that &g = P.

When we write ®g(v)(2) = ), Cp(v)z5,v € Z,C, € Home(Z, W),
20 € p;:), then, (@S(z))* = ZT C: 20"

4.3.4. Nakahama’s formula in H?-model. The hypothesis H/L — G/K
is a holomorphic embedding is in force, H*(H, o), H*(G, T) are respec-
tive holomorphic Discrete Series representations.

Proposition 4.9. Let T : H*(H,o0) — H?(G,T) be a holographic op-
erator. Then,

KT(h7 $) = KT(hv $) KT(€7 (h)S (ga (ga>0_1> (h)S_l)

Proof. To begin with we recall that for z € D, the unique g, € exp(p)N
G sothat g,-0 = zis g. = exp(2) K<(z, 2)Y?exp(Z). We note K¢(z, z)'/?

is well defined due to the identity K¢(w,z) = K¢(z,w) , and in con-
sequence, K¢(z, z) belongs to the exp(p)-part of K¢ = Kexp(iLie(K))
so log(K¢(z,2)) is defined. [Sa, Chap II, § 5, Exercise 2|| .
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For w € Dy, z € D, we write (at least for small w, z it is true)

Py((exp(—w)exp(2))+) = ga - 0, a € Dy, go € exp(p N ho). Now, we
apply 2.6 and Nakahama’s formula 4.7 to obtain

Kr(9u, 9:) = K7 (9w, 9:) T((9)0)*7((9a)o) K (e, ga) o((gu)o)* ™"

= Ko (gus 92) Kr(e, ((90)0)" da (((9)0)*(9a)0) ™)
= K. (gu: 9:) Kr(e. ((92)0)* (90 (90)5") ((9)0)™ 1)

The second equality is due to Kz (e, lzk) = 7(k™1) Kr(e, z)o(I7!). Ow-
ing to real analyticity of both sides in the formula, the equality holds
for every w, z. Next, we write h = gp., [, * = g,., k, and compute

Kr(h,x) = 7(k™) K1(gh-o, -0 (1)
= 7(k") K+ (9hos 9r0)) T((9-0)0)"7((9a)0) Kr(e, ga) 0 ((gn-0))0) ' (1)
= Ko (ghol: gook) (1) K1 (e, (1) (9h0)0)* ga (((910)0)* (9a)0) )
= K- (h,x) Kr(e,a(I7)(9n0)0)" (9a ()5 ") ((gh0))o) o (1))
= K- (h,x) Kr(e, (h)5(9a (9a)g ) (R)57H).
]

We note that ((guw)o)* (da (ga)61> ((gw)o)*_l =ee’,re p;:)v S € Py,
When both representations are scalar the formula turns into

K1(gw, 92) = 7((9w)0) " 7((ga)o) U((gw)o)*_l K (9w, 9-) Kr(e, ga)

4.4. A formula for holographic operator’s in the H? -model.
In Theorem 4.6 we have presented a new proof that the map

Homp(V,,V,) 3T+ (z = ro(Krp(e,)2)(-)) € Homp(Z, H*(Hyx,W)).

is bijective. Actually, we have shown injectivity and that both spaces
are equidimensional. Nakahama (see Proposition 4.7) have written
an explicit inverse map based on the reproducing kernel of the tar-
get space V, and the realization of holomorphic Discrete Series in
spaces of functions on the bounded symmetric domain attached to
the group G. In the next paragraph we will present another expres-
sion for the inverse map, based on the reproducing kernel of the ini-
tial factor V, that we are considering and a realization of the Dis-
crete Series representation on space of functions on G. In order to
present the formula we recall a fact shown by Bailey-Borel and an-
other realization for the holomorphic Discrete Series. We assume G/K
is isomorphic to a bounded symmetric domain D C p*. Let (7,W)
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denote the lowest K-type of a holomorphic Discrete Series represen-
tation realized in V, = O(D,W) N L2(D,W). Then, we have trian-
gular decomposition G C PYKcP~, © = exp(zy)(x)oexp(z_), the
cocycle ¢;(x,w) = 7((xexp(w))y), © € G,w € D, the reproducing
kernel for V; is K.(w,z2) = 7((exp(—w)exp(2))y'). We also have
the linear isomorphism E. : C®(G x, W) — C>®°(D,W) defined by
E. (f)(zK) = c-(z,0)f(x) (see 2.10). Then, Bailey-Borel [B5] have
shown the pre-image of the space of holomorphic functions O(D, W),
via the map E,._, is equal to the subspace

(4.8) O(G x, W) :={f:G— W, smooth,
flzk) =1k f(z), k€ K,o € G,Rx(f) =0VX € p}.

We also consider similar isomorphisms for the domains H/L, Hy/L.
Now, we may realize holomorphic Discrete Series representations in
spaces of "holomorphic" sections in I'*°(G x,W). That is, given (7, W)
the lowest K-type of a Holomorphic Discrete Series representation, we
consider the realization

(4.9)
HY (G W) ={f:G—=W:C=® flzk) =7k f(z), k€ K,z € G,

/ |f(x)|*dr < oo, and Rx(f) = 0,VX € p~}.
€

In a similar way, we realize the holomorphic Discrete Series represen-
tations for H or Hy. In order to justify this realization of Holomorphic
Discrete Series we recall that the equivalence E._ is a isometry from
L*(G x, W) onto LS(D, W), see section 2 and references therein.

We recall that (G, H) is a symmetric pair, Hy = (G°%),, and the
generalized Cartan decomposition, this is the smooth decomposition
G = exp(h Np)exp(hy Np)K. For x € G, we write the corresponding
unique decomposition z = xx9k.

A aim of this subsection is to show

Theorem 4.10. The kernel Kt of each holographic operator T for
holomorphic Discrete Series presented in HP,,-model, decomposes as
the composition "separation of variables formula”

Kr(h, m129k)(2) = (k™) Kr(e, 22) (Ko (h, 21)2),
he€ H,x1 € exp(hNp),zs € exp(hoNp), k € K.

For this we consider a holomorphic Discrete Series H?,,(H X, Z) for
H and we fix & : Z — O(Hy x, W). We define Ty : O(H X, Z) —
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C*(G x, W) by the rule: For x = x1x0k, x1 € exp(hNp), x2 € exp(hoN
pkeK

(4.10) Ts(g)(w) = 7(k~")P(g(x1))(22).

We claim: Ty is H-intertwining map for the respective left translation
actions if and only if

(4.11) o )(iyl™) = r()P(a (") ())(y), V1 € L,y € exp(bho N p).

In fact, we fix h € H. We write hx; = x3l3 with 23 € exp(h N
p),l3 € L, hoimok = a3l3myl3 sk, Then, the equality Ty(g)(hx) =
To(Ly-19)(z) is equivalent to the equalities

Tk 7(l5 )2 (g(3)) (lszaly ) = 7(k~)m(157) @ (g (hasls ) (lszals )
= 7(k™)7(ly ) (0 (I3)g(ha)) (lszal5 ™)
(k™) ®(g(ha1))(@2).
]

(
Since, the set linspanc{g(hz1) : g € H},,(H,0)[Z]} is equal to Z, we
get the equivalence.

We would like to point out that condition 4.11 on ® is equivalent to
® belongs to Homp(Z,C®(Hy x, W)).

4.4.1. Injectivity of ro restricted to Ly g = L. In 4.3.2 we have shown
the restriction map r§ : C*°(D, W) — C*°(Dy,, W) when restricted to
Ly is injective. The commutativity of the diagram below, shows
the restriction map ro : '°(G x, W) — I'°(Hy x, W) restricted to
Lw g = Ly is one to one.

C

ﬁW,H £W,H Hfzwl(G X r W) C L2(G Xr W)

lc l% l%

H}y(G <, W) Ly —— V. C LZ(D,W)

ro r§ r§
R |
L*(Hy x; W) —— L2(Dy,, W) L3(Dy,, W).

Here, Ly g := L, is the linear span of the totality of lowest L-type
subspaces on each irreducible factor for resy(HZ (G x, W)), that is,
Lw.i = ®uz (5%, 2)espeen (i, (@x-w) (G xe W) Hj, (H %, Z)][Z].
V. =O(D,W)NL:D,W). Lw,y = P(pg,, W) is the linear span of the
lowest L-type subspaces on each H-isotypic component for resy(V;).
E._is the map f — ¢, (-,e)f(:). E.. establishes a H-bijection between
H} (G X W) (vesp. L*(G x, W)) and V, (vesp. LZ(D,W)). Lfy y =
E. (Lwm).
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4.4.2. To follow, we present a new expression for holographic opera-
tors. The hypothesis are: (G, H) is a symmetric pair; We also assume
H/L — G/K is a holomorphic embedding, and HZ,(G x, W) (resp.
H}?,(H %, Z)) is a holomorphic Discrete Series representation of G
(resp. is a holomorphic representation for H). We recall Hy = (G?%),
and the "refined Cartan decomposition", that is, the smooth decom-
position G = exp(h Np)exp(ho Np) K.

Theorem 4.11. For each holographic operator T € Homy (H?,,(H X,
Z),H: (G x, W) there exists ® € Homp(Z, H? ,(Hy X, W)) so that
for every g € H?;(H x, Z), G > x = xyxok,x1 € exp(h Np),zo €
exp(ho Np), k € K, we have

T(g)(x) = To(g)(x) = T(k™) @ (g(21))(w2)-
Whence, its kernel K is equal to the function
Kp(h,z)z = (k"D ®(K, (21, h)*2)(22) = 7(k™ (K, (h, 11)2)(22).
Here, K,(h,z)z is the reproducing kernel for H? ,(H X, Z).

Theorem 4.11 generalizes [Na, Theorem 5.1].

Proof. For Hy © hy = z3l,x9 € exp(ho Np),l € L,z € Z, we define
D(2)(zol) == Kr(e,xal)(2) = 7(I"")Kr(e,z2)(z). Hence, ®(2)(-) €
['*°(Hy x, W). Next, the functional equation, 4.3, for the kernel
Kr yields ® satisfies 4.4, and, owing to Rx(Kr(h,-)z) = 0 for each
h € H, X € p~ we obtain ® is "holomorphic", that is, Rx(®(2)(-)) =0
for each X € p, . Therefore, ® € Homp(Z, O(Ho x, W)). To follow,
we verify ®(z)(-) belongs to L*(Hy X, W). Owing to the representation
H? (G x,.W)is H-admissible, we may apply the result of T. Kobayashi
[ | "In a H-admissible representation, every L-finite vector is K-
finite" and we obtain, Kr(e,-)z € HZ,(G x, W)[H?,,(H x, Z)||Z] C
H? (G X W)k—tin. A result due to Schmid, Knapp-Wallach [Sch]
[ , Cor. 9.6] shows H? (G x; W)k_fin = H*(G x; W)g_ i and
H? (G x, W) C H*G x, W). Finally, 7o maps H*(G x, W) into
L*(Hy x, W) (see |OV]), and, ®(2)(z2l) = 7(I7)ro(Kr(e,-)z)(x2),
whence we have verified ®(2)(-) € HZ ,(Ho X, W).

It readily follows: Tg(g) is "holomorphic" for each g € H? ;(H x, Z).

Since, via E.,, H,(H X, Z) is isomorphic to the kernel of an el-
liptic operator, we have that L?-convergence in H? ,(H X, Z) implies
convergence in the natural topology in O(H X, Z), we conclude T :
H? (Hx,Z) — O(Gx,W)is a continuous linear map. Moreover, since
for g € H}(H X, Z) the equality g(h) = [, K,(y,h)g(y)dy,h € H
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holds, we have Ty is a kernel linear map represented by the kernel
Ky (h, 2122k) () i= 7(k ™) (Ko (h, 21)()) (22).

Owing to Te(K,(-,e)*)(2)) = Kr,(e,-)(2), as in Proposition 2.3(5),
we obtain Kr,(e,-)(z) is a L-finite vector. Thus, E. (Kr,(e,-)z) is
a L-finite vector in the H-admissible representation (L7, O(D,W))
Kob implies E. (K7Ts(e,-)) is a K-finite vector, now, we recall tha

a K-finite holomorphic function is polynomial, thus ECT(KT(I)( e,-))
O(D,W) N LA(D,W) and hence, Kr, (e, ")z as well as Ly(Kr, (e, ))
Kz, (h,-) belongs to H?,;(G x, W). Finally, the equality Kr, (e, )z
Te(K,(-,e)*z) yields Kr,(e,r) € HE (G x, W)[H}?,(H x, Z)[Z]
Lwp. Also, Kr(e,-)(z) € Lwpu. By construction, ro(Kr(e,-)z)
ro( K71, (€,+)z), whence, due that rq is injective in Ly g (see 4.4.1) we
obtain that both kernels are equal and 1" = T&.

m

Nl

Remark 4.12. The converse to Theorem 4.11 holds. In fact, given ® €
Homp(Z, H?,,(Hy x, W), the duality theorem 4.6 shows there exists
Ty € Homy(H?;(Hx,Z), H? ,(Gx,W)) so that ro( K7, (e, -)z) = ®(2).

Corollary 4.13. The kernel K of each holographic operator T €
Hompy(H},(H %o Z), H? (G x. W)), decomposes as the composition
"separation of variables formula"

Krp(h, m129k)(2) = (k™) Krp(e, 22) (Ko (h, 21)2),
he H,x; €explbNp),zy € exp(hy Np), k € K.

Theorem 4.11 and its corollary generalizes | , example 10.1] for
the case G = SU(n,1),H = S(U(n—1,1) xU(1)), Hy= S({U(n—1) x
U(1,1)).

To follow, we rewrite Theorem 4.6 in the symmetric space model,
later on, after a change of the coordinates (x1,z2) to holomorphic co-
ordinates we obtain another formula for the kernel of a holographic
operator.

We recall that for each holographic operator T : H?,(H X, Z) —
H? (G x, W) we have associated a unique holographic operator T° :
H¢ (H/L,Z) — H¢ (G/K,W) via the composition T, = E, TE_ and
the respective kernels are related by the equality 2.6

Kf.(hL,z2K) = c;(x,e)Kr(h,z)c,(h,e),Vhe Hxz € G. ()
Hence, the formula for K7 obtained in Corollary 4.13 and 2.3 (5) yields
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Corollary 4.14.

Kie(hL, 212, K) = 7((2162p(22) 1 )0) Ko (0, (21)022K) KG (L, 21 K).

Here, z; € exp(bnp), z2 € exp(hoNp), G > a = exp(ay) (a)y exp(a_),
ax € p*, (a)y € K.

In fact, the equality f, a - 0 = a4, ¢ (2122,0) = ¢, (21,22 - 0)c, (22, 0)
= 7((x1exp((r2)+)))0)T((22)0), ¢ (b,0) = a((b)o) and 2.2 let us obtain

KS.(hL,z12:K)z

= 7((z1ezp((22)+)))0)7((22)0) K1 (€, 22)(Ky (h, 21)o((h)o)*2

= 7((zrexp((22)+)))o) Kfe (e, 22 K)o ((21)0) T Ko (AL, 21 K)z.

| , Example 10.1] for (SU(n,1),S(U(n —1,1) x U(1)) and holo-
morphic scalar representations in the bounded symmetric space real-
ization, shows the factor

T((wrexp(r2)1)o) Kie (0, 22K) o((21)5 ")
does not depends on z1,”w;” € p;r. We do not know, in the bounded
symmetric realization of holomorphic Discrete Series, when "separation
of variables via K¢ " does hold. On the positive side, in the Hjy
realization, Corollary 4.13 gives:

Corollary 4.15. Let S : H? ,(Gx, W) — H? ,(H X, Z) be a symmetry
breaking operator. Then,
KS(x1x2k7 h) = KS('T% 6>K0(x17 h’>7—(k)
Ezample 4.16. G = SU(1,1) x SU(1,1), o(x,y) = (y,x), H = {(x,z) :
v € SUL )}, K =T = {(diag(e®®, e%), diag(e, e )},
G = Hy = {(z,2*7Y) : 2 € SU(1,1)}, b = LieHy = {(x, —2*) :
resu(l,1)} = (1 x au1))H.

exp(p Nh) = {z1(a) := (cosh(|a|)]
N sinh(|al)

ol (8). cosh(ja! +

exp(p Nho) = {22(a) := (cosh(|a|)I
N sinh(|al)
|al
The generalized Cartan decomposition for G reads:
G 3z =ux(a)ra(b)k, a,be C k€ K.
We set a(exp(o (& %)) = e X > 2.

Let vu((52)) = (V.06 then, v, € H2,(SU(1, 1), m)[7a0.]
An orthonormal basis for HZ,(SU(1,1),7) is {vs, s = 0,1,...}. For
H2,(SU(1,1),7yv) we denote the corresponding basis for v],t = 0,1, .. ..

(28), cosh(lal)] + W( ©)),aech.
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A computation in the unit disc, for A\, \' > 2, yields
H3,(SU(1,1),73) @ Hi oy (SU(L,1), 7)) [Taga+20) 0 Lesua
= C®(1)(+), where, for z € C,
s(n —1)! —1)!
B(2)(-) = 2 Xpcsen(=1)(7) (A(ili)s)! ()\’(—)\14-711)—5)!2}5 ®v,() -
Therefore, the associated holographic operator
Ty : H}%ol(SU(la 1)7 T>\+>\’+2n) - Hfzzol(SU(L 1)a 7_)\) ® H}%ol(SU(L 1)a 7_)\’)
is the operator that maps g € H?,(SU(1,1), Tayx12n) tO

To(g)(w1(a)z2(b) (K1, k2))
=7\ ®@ 7w (k1, k2) (P(g(z1(a))) (22(D))
= (k7 )7y (k) g(1(a))

5 0 () T a0,

oot —14s)! N=1+n-—y3)!

Remark 4.17. For an arbitrary symmetric pair (G, H), arbitrary H*(H, o),
H?*(G,7), and, for ® € Homy(Z, H*(Hy x, W)), the linear map Ty
defines a H-map, T € Homy(H?*(H X, Z),C®(G x, W)). If we
could show Dgepmia(Kry,(h,-)) = 0 and [, ||Te(g)|?dg < oo for all
g € H?,(H,o) we would obtain holographic operators. By means
of the analysis of leading exponents of a representation (see | ,
Chap IV]) we are able to show that Ts(g) is square integrable for
Harish-Chandra parameters far away from the walls. The equality
Dschmia(Kry (R, -)) = 0 would follows if we knew a Hartog’s Theorem
for the Schmid operator. We refer to Hartog’s Theorem as the Theorem
that shows: a function is holomorphic if and only if it is holomorphic
in each variable.

4.4.3. A result of Kitagawa on holographic operators. Recently, some
remarkable new results have been obtained by Kitagawa, as follows: Let
(LY, VC .= H?(G, 7)) be a H-admissible Discrete Series representation.
Let V# := H?(H, o) be an irreducible factor of resy (V).

The H-admissibility hypothesis yields:

For any intertwining map T : (V)*®[VH] — (V) in particular, for
each R € U(g)¥, the either the map T or LG : (VE)®[VH] — (V)
extents to a continuous linear endomorphism for V¢ [V #].

In fact, we write VE[VH] = M, @ - - - ® My, where M; are irreducible
H-factors, thus L% maps the U (h)-irreducible representation (M;)z— fin
into the unitary representation VE[V*] we now apply [Wal, Lemma
8.6.7] and obtain T or L% extents to a continuous linear map from M,;
into VY[V#], whence, the claim follows.



Duality, branching 43

A consequence of this that for any T € Hompy(V*, V%) and for any
R € U(g)", the composition map LG T from (V) _ 4, — V& extends
to a holographic operator. Whence, U(g)* also acts in Homy(VH, V)
by the rule R-T = L& T. We note that we have verified the inclusion
Homyg(VE VY C Homy (V) (VE)H=>) becomes an equality. In
[Ii, Theorem 5.26], appealing to a particular Zuckerman functor’s re-
alization of the space of K-finite vectors of a Discrete Series repre-
sentation, it is shown that the action of U(g)" in Homy (VI V) is
irreducible. Thus, we obtained the observation: once we know one
nonzero holographic operator T from V¥ into V¢, all the others have

the shape L& T, R € U(g)*.

5. FURTHER PERSPECTIVES

The aim of this section is to present an overview of some of the re-
sults that will be shown in Part II. A major goal of branching laws
is to understand the structure of symmetry breaking (holographic)
operators for a general pair (G, H) and (w7, V) a H-admissible Dis-
crete Series. For this, we present some considerations on the struc-
ture of symmetry breaking operators. Whence, we fix a symmetry
breaking operator S : H*(G, 1) — H?(H, o), represented by the kernel
Kg:GxH — Homc(W, Z) and recall the subspace Zg := Image(Z >
2+ Kge(e,-)(2) = Kg(-,€)*z € H*(G, 7)) is a L-irreducible subspace
contained in Ly, g. Thus, either ZgNU(ho)W = {0} or Zg C U(ho) V.
In | |, it is shown that in the later case S is represented by a normal
derivative differential operator, whereas in the former case S is repre-
sented by a differential operator that never will be a normal derivative
differential operator. To be more precise, we write

(1) Homg(V,V,) ={S: Zs CUHo)W}U{S : ZsnU(ho)W = {0}}.

After ignoring the zero operator, this is a disjoint union, the first sub-
set is the one that contains the symmetry breaking operators that are
represented by normal derivatives operators and the second subset is its
complement. Roughly speaking, Ly g NU(hy)W measures the "quan-
tity" of symmetry breaking operators represented by normal derivatives
operators, whereas, Ly, g \(Lw.g NU(Ho)W), "measures" the totality
of "non normal" derivative symmetry breaking operators. We do not
know if for given o, 7 both subsets in () might be nonempty. That
is, we do not know whether every nonzero element in Homy(V,,V,) is
represented by a normal differential operator or not

Obviously, if H*(H, o) has multiplicity one in H?(G, 7), the symme-
try breaking operators in Homy(V,V,) are either normal derivatives
differential operators or not.
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Henceforth, our hypothesis is: H/L — G/ K is a holomorphic immer-
sion and (m, V) is H-admissible holomorphic representation of lowest

K-type (1, W).
For a scalar holomorphic representation 7 and (g,h) a real rank
one pair, in | , Table 4.1, Theorem 5.1] it is shown: For the pairs

(su(m,n),s(u(m,n—1)+u(l))), (so(2m,2),u(m, 1)), (so*(2n),so(2) +
50*(2n — 2)) every symmetry breaking operators is represented by nor-
mal derivative operators. Whereas, for the pairs (so(m, 2),s0(m—1,2)),
(su(m, 1) dsu(m,1),su(m, 1)), (sp(m,1),sp(m+1,R)Dsp(1,R)) there
exists symmetry breaking operators not represented by normal deriva-
tive operator’s. We can provide a new proof of their result.

Due that the Lie algebra p~ is anabelian Lie algebra, the symmetriza-
tion from S(p~) onto U(p~) becomes an associative algebra isomor-
phism. Whence, after we recall 4.1, U(p~) ® W may be written as a
graded vector space, the n'" subspace been V™ := lin.spanc{LZ, .., (w)
z; € p~\{0},w e W}

We will compute examples so that the following inclusions might be
proper, {0} C Lwyxy N VY NUb)W C Ly N VY. Hence, since
for a symmetry breaking operator S so that Kg(-,0)*(Z) C Lwpu N
V) we know it is always represented by a differential operator, and
Kg(-,0)*(Z) c U(bo)W N VW is equivalent to being a normal deriva-
tive operator. We have that there are symmetry breaking differential
operators which are not represented by normal derivative even though
there are non trivial normal derivative symmetry breaking operators.
The next Proposition analyzes the question of when every first order
symmetry breaking operator is represented by a normal derivative op-
erator.

Proposition 5.1. When g is simple and is not isomorphic to su(m,n),
m > 2,n > 2, then, U(ho)W N Ly NV = Ly N VY if and only if
T 1S a one dimensional representation.

We also have a similar equivalence for g = su(m,n), m >2n > 2.

The next statement, shows that under certain hypothesis we find first
order symmetry breaking operators represented by normal derivatives
as well as that there exists first order symmetry breaking operators
which are not represented by normal derivative.

Proposition 5.2. For a pair (g,h) so that both b, by are isomorphic to
the product of one noncompact simple Lie algebra times a compact Lie
algebra, and, T is not a scalar representation, the representation of L
in U)W N Ly.y NVWY is irreducible and not a scalar representation.
Moreover, U(ho)W N Ly.x N VWY is a proper subspace of Ly N VY.
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The following fact shows that, sometimes, every second order sym-
metry breaking operator is represented via normal derivative. For a
scalar representation (7, W), we claim:

Proposition 5.3. U(ho)W N L.y NV = Ly N VP if and only if
(o5, by 1 Py, ] = {0}

It follows, via the Poincare-Birkoff-Witt Theorem, that the equalities
U)W N VD = Lyy N VD i = 1,2 yields the equality Ly py =
U(bo)W.

5.1. Examples and comments on Branching Laws. The concrete
problems of Branching Laws entails the use of special functions, Fourier,
Laplace y other transforms as we can learn from the work of Kobayashi-
Pevzner, Frahm-Oshima and many other researchers. In the case of
working of Branching Laws for Discrete Series representations appears
new mathematical objects, like reproducing kernel spaces, Schmid op-
erators as well as the classical Casimir operator. In this note, we essen-
tially have analyzed holomorphic Discrete Series representations, how-
ever, there are non-holomorphic Discrete Series with admissible restric-
tion to appropriate subgroups, for references, and examples, we sug-
gest to browse the work of Gross-Wallach, Kobayashi-Oshima, Orsted-
Vargas, Genkai Zhang and many other authors. Many open prob-
lems remain, for example, in | |, for a quaternionic Discrete Se-
ries representation 79P(:P+Y) e derive an abstract decomposition for
TQSSp(l)XSp(Lp)(WSp(l’p+1)), however, we do not explicitly present such
a decomposition. That is, we do not provide equations for isotropic
subspaces PP+ [p9p(1)xSp(Lp)] a5 well as for the symmetry (holo-
graphic) operators. Other open problem is to explicit the continuous
spectrum for the restriction of a Discrete Series representation, impor-
tant results on the subsect are found in the work Harris-He-Olafsson
and many other authors.

To finish this section, we explicit two examples of admissible re-
striction. For details, | |. Here, the symmetric pair (G, H) is so
that the corresponding pair of Lie algebras is: (es(2), faay). This is
not a holomorphic pair. However, there exists a Borel-de Siebenthal
system Wpg of positive roots in ®(eg, t) so that a Discrete Series for
FEg2) whose Harish-Chandra parameter is dominant with respect to
Ups has an admissible restriction to H = Fy4). In particular, this
holds for the quaternionic, that is, the SUs(qunq.)-finite, representa-

tions H?(Eg(), ﬁfgi(ﬁ”f;;;i?(ﬁ)), n=1,2,---. In order to be more ex-
2

plicit, we fix a compact Cartan subgroup 7' C K = SUs(paz) X SU(6)
so that U := T N H is a compact Cartan subgroup of L = K N H =
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SUs(maz) % Sp(3). Then, the quaternionic and Borel de Siebenthal
positive root system Wpgg for ®(eg, t) is, after we write the simple roots
as in Bourbaki, compact simple roots are oy, ag, ay, s, g (They de-
terminate the As-Dynkin sub-diagram) and «s is noncompact. «y is
adjacent to —q, and to ay.

The automorphism o of g acts on the simple roots as follows

o) = ag, o(ay) = ag, o(asg) = as, o(ay) = ay.

The associated pair is (es(2), 5p(1, 3)). Let ¢, denote the restriction map
from t* into u*. Then, for )\ dominant with respect to g, the simple
roots for Wy \ = Wi, s Tespectively We 3) 3, are:

g, a4, qu(az) = qulas), qular) = qulas).
B = qulaz + as+as) = qu(az + s + az), B2 = qular) = qu(as),
p3 = Qu(Oé?,) = Qu(%), By = ay.
Both systems of positive roots, Urmns Yep(1,3) satisfies the Borel-
de Siebenthal property and they are quaternionic. The fundamental
weight A; associated to f; is equal to % Bmaz- Hence,
Ay :ﬁ1+ﬁ2+53+%542042—1-%Oé4+043+045+%(041+046)-
Pe = PSU6) T PSUz(amaz) = §CY1 + §043 + 9044 + §CYs + é046 + lamax;
\Ilﬁ
‘IIBS = %O&mamu Pn P — %amama PSp(3) = 352 + 553 + 3ﬁ4
The highest weight of the lowest K-type for Discrete Series of Harish-
Chandra parameter n®2 + pgyg) for Egpy,n > 1 is

Amax amax
Y i= N +PSU()+P7\I;BS—/7 (n +10) 5

Thus, the Duality Theorem, applied to the restriction of the quater-
nionic representation

H (Eﬁ( ) SUz(amaz)XSU( ))

to Fyu, yields

T€8F4(4) (H (Eﬁ( ) SU2(O£ma;v)><SU( ))>
= @ H2(F4 SU2(C|lmaz)><Sp( )>

O'n m
m>0

Here, the highest weight oy, ,, is: 0pm = (0 + 11 4 m)%me + mA;.

However, this is in some sense an abstract decomposition, owing to
we do not provide either the equations or a description of each isotopic
component

2 SUz(avmaz ) xSU(6) 2 SUz(amaz ) X Sp(3)
H (EG( 2)5 71- amaz +psU(6) ) [H (F4(4)7 ﬂ-(n—i-ll-i-m) a'néaz +m]\1)j| .
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Nevertheless, in | , Proposition 6.8] we have obtained a formula
for the kernel that represents the orthogonal projector onto a given
isotypic component, for the precise statement see Remark 2.2. We note
that the Harish-Chandra parameter of the irreducible F}4)-factors are
dominant with respect to a Borel-de Siebenthal system of positive roots.
Moreover, each Fjyg)-irreducible factor is a generalized quaternionic
representation. This ends the first example.

The second example is on the pair (so(2m, 2),50(2m, 1)). We restrict
from Spin(2m,2),m > 2, to Spin(2m,1). We notice the isomorphism
between (Spin(4,2), Spin(4,1)) and the pair (SU(2,2),Sp(1,1)). In
this setting, K = Spin(2m) x Zy, L = Spin(2m), Zx = T. Obviously,
we may conclude that any irreducible representation of K is irreducible
when restricted to L. In this case Hy = Spin(2m, 1), and (for m = 2,
Hy = Sp(1,1)). We always have: the representation H?(Hy, ) is ir-
reducible. Therefore, the duality theorem together with that any ir-
reducible representation for Spin(2m, 1) is L = Spin(2m)-multiplicity
free [Th, page 11], let us to obtain:

Any Discrete Series representation for Spin(2m,2), with a admis-
sible restriction to Spin(2m,1), is a multiplicity free representation.

We fix a maximal torus T" for K, so that U := L NT is a maximal
torus for L. Then, there exists a orthogonal basis €1, ..., ¢€,,,0 for it
so that 35 = Co, and ®(s0(2m,2),t) = {H£(ex £ €),1 <k < s <
m}U{x(e; £0),1 < j < m}. We consider the systems of positive roots
in ®(s0(2m, 2),t) defined as follows: ¥_ =S, S, sV, and

U, ={epte,1<k<s<m,(e£0),1<j<m}.

The systems W are not Borel-de Siebenthal.

For Spin(2m,2),m > 3 in [Va, Table 2 |, [KO] it is verified that any
Discrete Series of Harish-Chandra parameter A dominant with respect
to one of the systems V. has admissible restriction to Spin(2m, 1) and
no other Discrete Series representation has admissible restriction to
Spin(2m, 1).

We compute, py* = m(e;+- - +€m_1%€n), pe = (m—1)eg 4+ -—(m—
1)ém. Let g, denote the restriction map from t* onto u*. For A\ € it*
dominant integral for one of the systems W, the highest weight Harish-
Chandra parameter (infinitesimal character) of the lowest K-type for

the Discrete Series of Spin(2m, 1) attached to X is A + pY*. Thus,
Spin(2m)xSO(2 Spin(2m)xSO(2
(7, W) = (7220 o G s0e),
The restriction of (7, W) to L is the irreducible the representation
(TSpin(2m) ( Spin(2m) )
qu(A+Pgi)’ qu()\‘FP;IL,i)
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Let Specy (H?(Spin(2m,1),res.((t,W)))) C iu* denote the totality
of the infinitesimal character, dominant with respect to ¥, N &, N
iu*, of the irreducible L-factors of H?(Spin(2m,1),resy((t,W))). In
[T1h], we find an algorithm to compute the set Specr(H?(Spin(2m, 1),
resp((r,W)))). Then, the duality theorem yields

T€SSpin(2m,1) (Hz(Spm(zm, 2)’ Tfi;ffp(im)xsoe)))

o€Specr, (H?(Spin(2m,1),resr ((1,W))))

The above formula provides a description of the restriction, however,
we have not been able to compute the isotypic component

HA(Spin(2m, 2), 770 SO [HE(Spin(2m, 1), 77 Em).

as well as, either holographic or symmetry breaking operators. Nev-
ertheless, in | , Proposition 6.8] we have obtained a formula for the
kernel that represents the orthogonal projector onto a given isotypic
component, for the precise statement see Remark 2.2.

6. PARTIAL LIST OF SYMBOLS AND DEFINITIONS

(1, W), (0,2), L*(G x, W),L*(H x, Z), H*G,7) = V\ = VZ,
H*(H,0) =V L7 =7]l, 7 =7l (cf. Section 1).

Vi, Vo, LY = LC dy = d(LY) LY, K., K,, (cf. Section 2).

-Px orthogonal projector onto subspace X.

-Ix identity map on the set X.

-For a closed linear map R between Hilbert spaces, R* is its adjoint.
-®(x) = Pywr(x)Py spherical function attached to the lowest K-type
W of L¢. K, (y,x) = d(LY)®(x1y).

~My¢_tin(respM®, MH =) K —finite vectors in M (smooth vectors in
M, H-smooth vectors in M).

-dg, dh Haar measures on G, H.

-A unitary representation is square integrable, equivalently a Discrete
Series representation, (resp. integrable) if some nonzero matrix co-
efficient is square integrable (resp. integrable) with respect to Haar
measure on the group in question.

-O(...) Harish-Chandra character of the representation mll
-Mpy_gise is the closure of the linear subspace spanned by the totality
of H—irreducible submodules. My := Ma_gise

-A representation M is H—discretely decomposable if My _gisc = M.
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-A representation is H—admissible if it is H —discretely decomposable
and each isotypic component is equal to a finite sum of H —irreducible
representations.

-U(g) (resp. 3(U(g)) = 3,) universal enveloping algebra of the Lie alge-
bra g (resp. center of universal enveloping algebra).

-Cl(X) =closure of the set X.

-T = S' = SO(2) one dimensional torus.

-S™(V) the r**-symmetric power of the vector space V.

-Cartan decomposition Lie(G) = g = £+ p, § Cartan involution asso-
ciated to €, t maximal abelian subalgebra for €.

d(g,t) = ®(g) = P root system attached to the pair (gc,tc). Then,
either g, C ¢c (« is compact) or g, C pc (o is noncompact).

- &, = P(8,t) set of compact roots.

-0, = ®(p,t) = ,(g) = P"(g) = ¢} = @ set of noncompact roots.
-For a system of positive roots ¥ = U, = ¥(g) in O(g,t),

U=V t) =UNd. =0 NO(Et),

U, =V,(g) =V :=0UNd, =VNP(p,t) =¥NP,(g) = VNP (g).
-0 involution in g that commutes with . h = {X € g: o(X) = X},
g={Xe€g:0(X)==-X},g=0b+q,[=bN¢E hy =[+qgNp, u=tNE.
-Similar notation for the pairs (h,u), (ho, 1)
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