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1 Introduction

Let G be a real semisimple Lie group. Geometric quantization [2I] associates a G-
invariant symplectic manifold X to a unitary G-representation H, where H consists of
some sections of line bundles on X. For G with compact Cartan subgroup, we apply
geometric quantization to obtain a family of discrete series representations in [6]. In
view of great mathematical interests in supersymmetry (see for instance [9][22][27]
and references therein), it is natural to extend the above result to the super setting.
In this article, we consider Berezin integration [27, §4.6] on invariant measure of X
to provide an L2-structure on H. This leads to a super unitary G-representation [10]
on a family of highest weight Harish-Chandra supermodules [3]. We also consider
the notions of moment map [I4, §26] and symplectic reduction [I4], and study their
effects on the unitary representation. We now explain these projects in more details.

In what follows we use the word “ordinary” for the theory of Lie algebras, Lie
groups and their representations, to make a distinction from the theory of their su-
per counterparts. We shall discuss many concepts such as pseudo-Kéahler, geometric
quantization, unitary representation, moment map, symplectic reduction, and it is
understood that they are handled in the super setting. To avoid lengthy terminology,
we refrain from adding the word “super” such as super pseudo-Kéahler and so on.

Let L be a complex Lie supergroup, with [ = Lie(L) a contragredient Lie super-
algebra. So [is one of sl(m,n), B(m,n), C(n), D(m,n), D(2,1;a), F(4), G(3) [18,
§2]. Let g be a real form of [, namely g is a real subalgebra such that g & ig = [ [25].
We assume that g has a compact Cartan subalgebra t. Let a =it, so that h =t+a
is a Cartan subalgebra of . It leads to a root space decomposition [ = b+ >, [,
where [, is the root space of @ € A. By a choice of positive system AT, we let n
consist of the positive root spaces. Then [ = g+ a + n is the Iwasawa decomposition.
We always let the uppercase Roman letters be the subgroups for the subalgebras in
lowercase Gothic letters, so for instance a = Lie(A) and so on.

We are interested in the supermanifold

X =GA.
We express the real supergroups by
super Harish-Chandra pair (SHCP) G = (G, 9) , X = (GgA, g+ a),

where G and GgA are the ordinary Lie groups with Lie algebras g and g5 + a
respectively [2, Prop.7.4.15]. We will treat X as a supermanifold with symplectic
structures and supersymmetries. By the Iwasawa decomposition, GAN is an open
subset of L, so we can identify X with an open subset of the complex superspace



L/N (see [3]). Hence X is a complex supermanifold with G x H-action (namely left
G and right H) because H normalizes N.

For convenience, we make the convention that h* denotes the real subspace (L10)
of the dual space of b, so that h* = it* = a*. See Remark [.8

We fix a nondegenerate invariant super symmetric bilinear form B on g. It ex-
tends to [ by C-linearity, and is unique up to multiplication by non-zero scalar [I8],
Prop.2.5.5]. For each o € AT, we have the coroot

(1.1) ho € a, B(ha,v) = a(v)
for all v € h. We define the regular elements

a, ={N€a"; AMhy) #0 for all « € AT}

reg

Then ay,, is a disjoint union of open cones, known as Weyl chambers.

We shall discuss in Section 3 the G x T-invariant differential forms on X. In
particular, a symplectic form is a closed nondegenerate 2-form, and a pseudo-Kahler
form is a symplectic form of type (1, 1) with respect to the complex structure of X. We
shall compute the moment map [I4, §26] of the right T-action on the pseudo-Kéhler

form,
(1.2) DX —at".

The original formula of moment map has image in t*, but we intend to relate it to
the integral weights A € it* of T-action, so we add a factor 7 and obtain (.2)).

We identify a G x T-invariant function on X with F' € C*°(A), namely F': A — R
is a smooth function. By the exponential map, we identify F with F € C*(a) by
F(e*) = F(v). In Remark 8 we use the derivative of F' to define the gradient
map I’ : A — a*. Also, we say that I is nondegenerate (resp. strictly convex) if
the Hessian matrix of F is nondegenerate (resp. positive definite) everywhere. The
assertion ®(ga) = 3 F’(a) below makes use of it* = a*.

Theorem 1.1. Every G x T-invariant closed (1,1)-form on X can be expressed as
w = i00F, where F € C*®(A). It is pseudo-Kdhler if and only if F is nondegenerate
and Im(F") C a

reg*

The right T-action has moment map ®(ga) = £F'(a).

We shall use the pseudo-Kahler form to obtain unitary realizations of an important
class of G-representations, known as Harish-Chandra highest weight supermodules
Oxtp- Let A, A7 be the even and odd roots. Let £ be the Lie subalgebra of [
containing b, such that € N gg is a maximal compact subalgebra of gz. We say that
an even root is compact if it is a root of £, and is noncompact otherwise. We write



Ag = A. U A, for the compact and noncompact roots. So for example A} are the
positive compact roots. The coroots h,, of (L)) are used to define

(1.3) C={reh"; Aha) >0 forall @ € Af, A(hg) < 0 for all B € A UAT},

We call C' the Harish-Chandra cone, since for the ordinary setting, it is defined in
[15, §5] to study Harish-Chandra representations. The irreducible highest weight
supermodules ©,,, are parametrized by integral weights A € h* in the set

(1.4) C={reC; Atp)(hy) <0forall e Af UAT},

where

p= %(ZQ—ZQ).

+
Ai

The condition in (4] assures that ©,, is irreducible, and moreover \ is typical. See
also [0, (1.7)] for the ordinary setting.

In general C' may be empty. To avoid this, we recall the notion of admissible
system. Let € = h + >, [, and qt = ZA%LA% lo, so that [ = €+ q" 4+ q~. The
positive system is called admissible if

(1.5) gl Cca” . [q7,97]=0.

Then C' # () if and only if the positive system is admissible [7, Thm.1.1]. The real
forms with admissible systems are classified in [7, Figs.1-6]. We now assume that the
positive system is admissible, so that C' # ().

Fix a G x T-invariant pseudo-Kahler form w = i00F on X, where F is strictly
convex. We first construct a super line bundle . on X. In the ordinary setting, the
canonical line bundle L over X = GgA has the property that the Chern class of g
is the cohomology class [wg| [21]. Here we extend Lj to L, by fixing a global splitting
of the complex supergroup X = GA.

The line bundle ILj has a connection V whose curvature is wy. A section s of L is
said to be holomorphic if V,s = 0 for all anti-holomorphic vector fields v. We extend
the holomorphic structure to L, via the fixed global splitting of X. Let H(LL) denote
the space of holomorphic sections on L.

For each integral weight A € it*, let H (L), denote the holomorphic sections that
transform by A under the right T-action (see (2.I1])). Let W(LL), be the smallest
SHCP representation of (Gg, g) in H(LL), which contains the highest weight vector.
For A € C, as irreducible G-modules [3, Thm.1],

Oy, = W(L),.



[a¥)

Here we apply b* = it* = a* as explained in Remark [[8 By this isomorphism, we
or a*. We assume that ©,,, is unitarizable; see

*

can regard C' as a subset of h*, it
Proposition 211

There is an invariant Hermitian structure (-, -) on Ly, which extends to L canoni-
cally, if we require orthogonality between odd and even subspaces [18, Sec.1]|. Let pa
be the positive Haar measure of A. We assume that G has a positive Haar superme-
asure pg [S[I], i.e. G has non-zero volume, so that px = fig f14 is a positive measure
of X for us to perform Berezin integration [27) §4.6].

Consider @¢W (L)), summed over the integral weights A in C' of (L4]). Let

(1.6 (5.0 = [{sthnx o st eeoW (L,
s
We shall show that ([IL6) is positive definite on the square integrable elements, so we
can define
(1.7) W?(LL) = completion of {s € W (L), ; (s,s) converges}.

Then W?2(LL) is a super Hilbert space, and it is a unitary G x T-representation. See
1), [22) and Proposition [4.11

The next theorem determines the occurrences of © 4, in W?(L). Let Im(®) denote
the image of the moment map ® : X — it*. By Theorem [LT} Tm(®) C it;,,, so

Im(®) is contained in an open Weyl chamber. We choose w so that Im(®) C C of

@3).

Theorem 1.2. Let w = iO0F be a G x T-invariant pseudo-Kdhler form on X, where
F is strictly convex. Then we have a unitary G x T -representation on the super Hilbert

space W2(L) = 371 @) Orto

In Theorem [I.2] we identify h* = it* by Remark [[.8 Also, Zlm@) denotes the
Hilbert space sum over the integral weights A in Im(®).

Let us consider the consequences of Theorems [T and [[2l Let C° be the interior
of C, given by replacing > with > in (L3]). By Theorem [T| Im(®) C C°. So if
A € C\C°, then A\ ¢ Im(®), and by Theorem [[.2] ©,, cannot occur in W?*(L). To
remedy this defect, we generalize the construction of X.

Let II. denote the compact simple roots. Given R C Il., we define

(1.8)  o={AeC; A(hy) =0 for all @ € R and A(h,) > 0 for all a € II.\R}.

We call o a cell. The subsets of II. correspond to the cells, and C'is a disjoint union
of the cells. Note that R = ) corresponds to the cell o = C°.



Fix a cell o, and equivalently R C II.. We define
bcr - ﬂR ker(a) C ba

and by convention b, = hif R = 0. Let t, = tNh, and a, = aNbh,. We use the
coadjoint action to define g7 = {v € g ; adjoc = 0}. Its commutator subalgebra
9% = [97, 97| is a semisimple Lie algebra. Let

X, = G/G%, x A,.

It is a complex supermanifold (see (B.3))) with G x H,-action. The special case
X, = GA corresponds to o = C°.
Let R be the roots which are nonnegative linear combinations of R. Then

(a)eg = {N € a5 A(hy) # 0 for all @ € AT\R}.

This is a disjoint union of open cones in af. Similar to (ILI]), we have a} = it}, and
we define (it} ),e, accordingly. The following theorem generalizes Theorem [I11

Theorem 1.3. Every G x T,-invariant closed (1,1)-form on X, can be expressed as
w = i00F , where F € C*®(A,). It is pseudo-Kdhler if and only if F is nondegenerate
and Im(F") C (a})reg. The right T,-action has moment map ®, : X, — it given

o

by @, (ga) = $F(a).

Fix a G x T,-invariant pseudo-Kéhler form w, = i00F on X,, where F is strictly
convex. We similarly construct a super line bundle L7 over X, with Hermitian struc-
ture. Let H(IL7) denote its holomorphic sections, and we similarly define H(IL7), for
integral weight A € it;. This is a G-module, and we let W (L), be its irreducible
submodule which contains the highest weight vector. Consider &,W (L7),, summed
over the integral weights A in 0. There exists a G x H,-invariant measure py, on X,.
Similar to (L6 and (L7), we integrate to define

(s,1) :/ (s,t) px, , s,t € DWW (),
and obtain the super Hilbert space
W?2(IL7) = completion of {s € @, W (L), ; (s,s) converges}.

By Theorem [L3] Im(®,) C (it} )reg, so Im(P,) is contained in an open Weyl

chamber of it}. We choose w so that Im(®,) C C of (IL3]). Theorem [[.2] generalizes
to the following.



Theorem 1.4. Let w = i00F be a G x Ty-invariant pseudo-Kahler form on X,
where F' s strictly convex. Then we have a unitary G x T,-representation on the
super Hilbert space W?(IL7) = > im(@,) Orto-

According to Gelfand [12], a model of compact Lie group is a unitary represen-
tation on a Hilbert space in which every irreducible representation occurs once. For
non-compact Lie groups with compact Cartan subgroups, this notion is generalized to
models of holomorphic discrete series representations [16], and is constructed via geo-
metric quantization [6]. We now extend this construction to the super setting, where
we obtain a model of irreducible highest weight Harish-Chandra supermodules.

Fixacello C €' Ca”. Let {)\;} be a basis of a; such that o = {3, ¢;A; ; ¢; > 0}.
Define

(1.9) F,:a, — R, F,(z) = Zexp()\j(:c)).

This is related to F, € C*°(A,) by Remark [[8 We apply geometric quantization to
(X,,i00F,) and obtain W2(L?). Let 3. (o} denote the sum over the collection of all
the cells o.

Theorem 1.5. For each cell o, let F, € C™(A,) be given by (L) Then Y-, W*(L7)
s a unitary G-representation on a super Hilbert space in which every irreducible high-
est weight Harish-Chandra supermodule occurs once.

For symplectic manifolds with Lie group actions, symplectic reduction transforms
them to symplectic manifolds of lower dimensions [23]. We now extend this process
to the super setting.

Let w = i00F be a G x T,-invariant pseudo-Kahler form on X, with moment
map ¢, : X, — it} of the right T,-action. Let A € Im(®,), and let

E (I);l()\) — X,

be the natural inclusion. There is a natural right T,-action on ®_'(\), and it leads
to the quotient map
7 ® ) — (N /T,

o

Theorem 1.6. There erists a discrete set I' C A, such that ®;'(\)/T, = G/G? xT.
It has a unique G-invariant pseudo-Kdhler form —id\ such that 7 (—id)\) = j*w.

In Theorem [[.6], d is the exterior derivative [3], p.234], and we shall explain in (Z.9))
that —id\ can be regarded as a G-invariant 2-form on G/G?. Write
(Xo))\ = (I)_l()\)/TU , Wy = —id\.

o
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The process
(Xo,w) ~ ((Xg)a,wn)

is called symplectic reduction with respect to A, and ((X,)x,wy) is called the sym-
plectic quotient.

The concept of “quantization commutes with reduction” is proposed by Guillemin
and Sternberg [13], often fondly written as [Q, R] = 0. See [26] for its later develop-
ments. We now show that it holds in our setting.

Let us write Q(X,,w) = W?(L?) to emphasize that we obtain W?(IL) from
(X,,w) via geometric quantization. Let Q(X,,w), denote the elements of Q(X,,w)
that transform by A under the right T,-action.

We similarly apply geometric quantization to ((X,),w,), and obtain a unitary
G-representation Q((X,)x,wy). The following theorem says that applying symplectic
reduction followed by geometric quantization is equivalent to geometric quantization
followed by taking subrepresentation.

Theorem 1.7. Let w = i00F be a G x T,-invariant pseudo-Kdahler form on X,,, where
F' is strictly convex. As unitary G-representations, Q((Xy)x, wa) = Q(Xy, w)a.

We end this Introduction by stating two conventions.

Remark 1.8. Conventions on h* and C*(A).
For convenience, we define

(1.10) h* ={A:h — C; Xis C-linear, A(t) C iR and \(a) C R}.

So b* is a real subspace of the dual space of . By restricting the elements of h* to t
and a respectively, we have an isomorphism

(1.11) b* = it = a*.

We let A denote an integral weight of b*,it*, a* in various contexts, and they are all
related by (ILII). For example, when Theorem [l writes about ®(ga) = F’(a), it
makes use of (LI because ®(ga) € it* and $F'(a) € a*.

Let * = (z1,...,x,) be some linear coordinates on a. Given H € C*(a), we
can define dH = (g—gdzzi) :a — a*, and this is independent of z. The Hessian
6‘2?5{(} j) depends on x, but its nondegenerate or positive definite property is
independent of x.

Let F' € C*(A). By the exponential map a = A, so F' uniquely determines Fe
C>(a) by F(v) = F(e*) for all v € a. We define the gradient mapping F” : A —» a*
by F'(e”) = (dH)(v). We say that F' is nondegenerate (resp. strictly convex) if the

Hessian matrix of F' is nondegenerate (resp. positive definite) everywhere.

matrix (
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The sections in this article are arranged as follows. In Section 2, we construct
an L%-structure on the holomorphic functions by Berezin integration, and obtain a
unitary representation on some highest weight supermodules. In Section 3, we study
the pseudo-Kéhler forms and prove Theorem [Tl In Section 4, we perform geometric
quantization and prove Theorem In Section 5, we generalize the above results
to the setting with cells, and prove Theorems and [L4l Consequently in Section
6, we construct the Gelfand model and prove Theorem [[LAl In Section 7, we study
symplectic reduction and prove Theorems and [L.71
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2 Unitary supermodules

In this section, we construct an invariant L?-structure on the holomorphic functions
of the complex supermanifold X = GA. As a result, we obtain unitary realizations
of highest weight Harish-Chandra supermodules of G.

We say that u € g is homogeneous if it belongs to g, for r € {0,1}. In that case
we let |u| = r denote its parity. A super Hermitian metric on a super vector space
Visamap H : V x V — C which is linear (resp. anti-linear) on the first (resp.
second) entry, such that for all non-zero homogeneous vectors u, v,

(a) H(u,v) =0 if |u| # |v] (consistent),
(2.1) (b) H(u,v) = (=1)“"H(v,u) (super Hermitian symmetric),
(¢) H(u,u) € RT, H(v,v) € iR for u € Vg, v € V; (super positive).

See [10, §4.1]. Then H |y, ® (—iH)|y; is an ordinary inner product on V' = V5 @ V1.
We say that V' is a super Hilbert space if it is complete with respect to this inner
product.

We say that a representation of a Lie superalgebra g on a super Hilbert space V'
is unitary if:

(22) (X ’ U,'LU) + (_]_)|XHU‘(,U’X ' 'LU) = 07 X € g, v,weE V

[27, p.101][4, Sec.3]. This is equivalent to conditions (Ul), (U2) of [4 Sec.1], as
specified in Sec. 3 of the same work. We say that a representation of the supergroup
G = (Gy, g) is unitary, if it is a unitary representation of the ordinary group Gg and a
unitary representation for the superalgebra g, together with compatibility conditions
expressed in [2][4].

Since we consider only unitarizable highest weight supermodules, let us first obtain
a list of all real forms with such modules. The list (23] indicates [ and gg, which
uniquely determines the real form g of [ [I8, Prop.5.3.2]. Here go . denotes the compact
real form of Gs.

(2.3)
A(m, n) : su(p,m — pln)
B(m,n) :s0(2m + 1) @ sp(n, R)
C(n) :sp(n —1,R) ®so(2)
D(m,n) : ,n) s50(2m) @ sp(n,R) , so(2m — 2,2) B sp(n,R) , so(2m)* & sp(n, R)
F(1) :50(2,5) + su(2)
G(3 g2 +51(2,R)

D(2,1;a) : su(2)? @ sl(2,R) , sl(2,R)3

Proposition 2.1. Let A € C. The highest weight supermodule ©y4, of g is unita-
rizable if and only if g belongs to (2:3) (apart from exceptions in F(4) and G(3), see
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Remark[2.3).

Proof. In [17], Jakobsen provides a complete list of all the unitarizable highest weight
modules for basic classical Lie superalgebras. We check case by case that, for all
G = (Gg, g) with g5 in (Z3)), our condition A € C of (4] ensures that ©,,, belongs
to Jakobsen’s list.

We demonstrate our computation by an example, g = osp(2m + 1|n), m,n > 0,
with gg = s0(2m + 1) & sp(n,R). Unlike the general positive systems in [I7], we
consider only the admissible positive system (LH).

Following the notation in [I7, Ch.7], we write for the highest weight

A:(,ul,...,,um,)\,A—ag,...,)\—an), an2-~-2a220, ,UqZZ,U/nZO

We can see that ([L3)) is satisfied, in fact the parameters y;, a; are defined to make
such necessary condition true. For example A(e; — &3) = 3 — o > 0. We write

Adp=(pu+m—1/2, .. pm+1/2A+n—-—m—-1/2,.... A—a,+1—m—1/2)
and impose ([L4]). We get for one odd root:
(A—I—p)(51—51)=u1+m—1/2+()\—l—n—m—1/2)<0.

It gives A < 1 — piy — n, which ensures that ©,4, is unitarizable [I7, Prop.7.4].

The remaining cases are checked in similar ways. Namely for each g in (23], we
check that (L3]) and (L4) imply that ©,,, appears in the list of unitarizable modules
in [I7]. The only rare exceptions occur in F'(4) and G(3), see remark below. O

Remark 2.2. Unitarizable modules for real forms of F'(4) and G(3).

For F'(4) and G(3), the condition A € C of (IL4)) is neither weaker nor stronger than
unitarizability in [I7]. So the real forms in (23] have some supermodules which are
unitarizable, as well as other supermodules which are not unitarizable. For example,
we consider G(3). We are concerned only about the case I in [I7, p.102], since it
is the only admissible positive system (LH). In the notation of [I7, Prop.11.2], a
short calculation gives (L)) as p < a + b — 10, but unitarizability is under the more
restrictive condition pu < —3a — 3b — 9; we have in both cases a, b — a > 0, due to
ordinary unitarizability. For convenience, we shall ignore these exceptions without
explicitly saying so.

Proposition 2] is consistent with [24, Thm.6.2.1], which provides a list of g with
no nontrivial unitary representation.

11



Assume for now that G is an ordinary connected Lie group. We identify g with the
left invariant vector fields of GG, so we similarly identify A"g* with the left invariant
n-forms of GG. Let U C G be a closed subgroup. We define

(2.4) A'(g,u)* == {we A"g"; adjw = 1(v)w =0 for all v € u}.

Here ad’ : A"g* — A"g* is the coadjoint map, and 1(v) : A"g* — A" 'g* is the
contraction map. The natural quotient 7 : G — G/U intertwines with the left
G-action, so it has pullback 7* : Q"(G/U)¢ — Q"(G)“, where Q"(-)¢ denotes n-
forms that are invariant under the left G-action. Since 7* is injective, we can identify
Q" (G/U)Y with its image in Q"(G)“ =2 A"g*, consisting of elements that are invariant
under the coadjoint map of g and annihilate tangent vectors of g. This motivates (2.4]),
which gives

A™(g,u)* =2 QY(G/U).

For n = dim g — dimu, the non-zero elements (if they exist) in A"(g,u)* are unique
up to non-zero scalar multiple, and they amount to G-invariant measures of G/U.
The existence of such measures is closely related to the notion of unimodular groups.

We recall the unimodular Lie groups; see for instance [20, VIII]. For each x € G,
let Ad, € Aut(g) denote the adjoint representation, and let A(z) = det Ad,. Then
A : G — R" is a group homomorphism, called the modular function of G. If
A(z) =1 for all z € G, we say that G is unimodular.

The Haar measure pg is invariant under the left action of G on itself. One can
also consider a right invariant measure of G, and in fact A - g is right invariant |20,
Cor.8.30(c)]. Therefore, we have two equivalent definitions for unimodular groups.

Definition 2.3. [20, VIII-2] We say that a Lie group G is unimodular if its left
invariant Haar measure is also right invariant, or equivalently A(x) =1 for all x € G.

Example 2.4. [20, Cor.8.31] An abelian Lie group is unimodular because its adjoint
representation is trivial. A compact Lie group is unimodular because the image of A
is a compact subgroup of R*, and hence is {1}. A semisimple Lie group is unimodular
because its 1-dimensional representation is trivial. A reductive Lie group is unimod-
ular because it is generated by an abelian subgroup and a semisimple subgroup, both
of which are unimodular.

We now let G be the real form of a contragredient Lie supergroup, as outlined
in the introduction. Motivated by the Lie group setting, we again adopt (2.4]) as
the definition for Q"(G/U)Y = A"(g,u)*. It differs from the Lie algebra setting
because odd vectors commute, namely v A w = w A v for v,w € g;. If G or g has
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super dimension r|k, we say that its dimension is r + k, to ease the notation. Let
dim G = m. Then A™g* is more than 1-dimensional, for instance it contains f A...A f
where f € gi. The Haar super measure of GG is given by 7y A ... A7, € A™g", where
{7} is a basis of g*. Because of G invariance, this notion is equivalent to the Haar
super measures as in [§][I].

Proposition 2.5. Let G be a real contragredient Lie supergroup. Let U be a uni-
modular subgroup of Gg. Let n = dimgg — dimu and k = dimg;. There exists a
G-invariant measure of G/U given by 7 A v € A"TF(g,u)*, where 7 € A™(g,u)* is
extended from A"(gg,uw)* by annihilating g1, and v € N*(g, gg)*.

Proof. Let 01, ..., 0m, 1, ..., vy be a basis of g, where 9; annihilates g1, and v; annihilates
g5 Let 0 =61 A...ANd,, and v =11 A ... Ay, Then 6 A v is a Haar super measure of
GG, so ¢ and v are measures of G5 and G7 respectively.

We claim that v € AF(g, gg)*. Clearly 2(z)v = 0 for all z € gg, so it remains to
show that

(2.5) adiv =0, = € gg.

Let g € Gy, and let R, denote the right action. Then R,(d A v) is again a Haar

super measure of G. Such measures are unique up to scalar multiple, so there exists
c € C*(Gp) such that

(2.6) c(g)(0 Av) = Ady (0 Av) = (Adyo) A (Adgr) , g € Gp.

Since G is a real form of a contragredient Lie supergroup, it follows that Gj is
reductive [I8, §2]. So by Example 24 Gj is is unimodular, and its Haar measure
satisfies Adjd = 0. Then (2.6) implies that Adjr = ¢(g)v, namely we have a real
representation

(2.7) Ad*: Gg — Aut(R(v)).

Since G is reductive, it is generated by its center Z and semisimple subgroup (Gg)ss.
We have Z C T, so Z is compact. For compact groups and semisimple Lie groups, the
only real 1-dimensional representation is the trivial representation. Hence Ad*(Z) and
Ad*(Gp)ss act trivially on R(v), and so (2.1) is a trivial representation. This implies
[235). We have shown that:

(2.8) G1 = G/Gy has a G-invariant measure given by v € A¥(g, gg)*.

Let n = dim g5 —dim u. Since G5 and U are unimodular, Gi5/U has a Gg-invariant
measure [20, Prop.8.36]. In other words, there exists 0 # 15 € A"(gg, u)*. We extend
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it to 7 € A"g* by annihilating g;. We claim that 7 € A"(g,u)*. Let v € u. It is clear
that +(v)7 = 0, and it remains to check that ad’T = 0. Let z',...,2" € g, and write
&' = x4 %, We have

(adfﬁ)(f’fl>-~-a93 ) :ZZT($1> [ ]7---axn)
= > 7(x}, ..., [v, 275, ..., 2) because T annihilates g
= >, 7@, o [V, 5], 2f)  because [v, 7] € g;
— (adimo) (b, v 23)

=0 because 15 € A"(gg, u)*.

This shows that 7 € A"(g,u)* as claimed.

Let v € AF(g,g9)* be given by 8). Then 7 A v € A""*(g,u)*. Since 7 and v
give super measures of G5/U and Gy respectively, it follows that 7 A v gives a super
measure of G/U. O

The contragredient Lie supergroup L has an Iwasawa decomposition of open subset
GAN C L, where the unipotent subgroup N is determined by an admissible positive
system (LLH). In this way, we obtain the complex supermanifold

X=GA

as an open subset of the complex homogeneous superspace L/N (see [3]).

Let ‘H(X) denote the space of holomorphic functions on X. We first define an
action on H(X). In the Super Harish-Chandra pairs (SHCP) formalism, an action
of G = (Gg,g) is given by a pair consisting of an action of the ordinary Lie group
Gy and an action of the Lie superalgebra g, with compatibility conditions [2, Ch.7].
Since X is the Cartesian product of the Lie supergroup G and the ordinary Lie group
A, it splits [2, Ch.9]. So we can express a holomorphic function as

(2.9) F=> figh € H(GsA) @ AN(€) = H(X).

Here we use multiple index notation, for example if [ = {1,2}, then ¢/ = ¢1£2. The
action of Gg on f € H(X) is given by the action on each component f; together with
an action on ¢ preserving degree [3, Sec.4]. The action of the Lie superalgebra g is
via left invariant vector fields.

We have G x H-action (namely left G and right H) on X, because H normalizes
N. The actions of G and T" commute. This is true in the ordinary setting, so the
actions of Gg and T" commute. As for the super setting, in the SHCP language, the
infinitesimal action of g is via the left invariant vector fields, hence it also commutes
with the right action of T
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We now want to give a functorial point of view of these actions. Let g = Lie(G),
' i=1,...,m} abasis for g;. We write any g € G(95) as

g:g()(l—l—flEl)...(l-l—mem), 8 € 51,95 EG()(S),

where S is the superalgebra of global sections of a supermanifold, and G(S) are the
S points of the Lie supergroup G [I1, Props.3.2.4,3.5.2][2] Ch.3]. Hence to define an
action of G on H(X), we only need to provide a functorial action of g5 € G(.S) and
1+ &2 on the S points of the super vector space H(X), that is on:

H(X)(S) := Sg @ H(X ) @ ST ® H(X)1

[2L Ch.1,3,8]. The action of gg is given by the ordinary theory, S linearity and (29,

=1,
=

so we only need to specify the action of 1 + &

(L4+EZ) - (rf+pp) =rf +pd + E(rE(f) — p=E(9)),

2.10
(2.10) where rf € S5 @ H(X)g and pp € S ® H(X);.

For an integral weight A € it*, we let y : T — S! be its character, namely
exp(A(v)) = x(expv) for all v € t. Then for a G x T-module V' (such as V = H (X)),
we use A € it" to define the G-subrepresentation

(2.11) Ww={feV; Rf=x()fforalteT},

where R is the right T-action.
We now consider the holomorphic functions H(X). By (2.1I1]), we obtain H (X)) C
H(X). Let A € C, for C in (4. Let

Wy = smallest SHCP representation of (Gg, g) in H(X),

2.12
( ) which contains the highest weight vector.

Then W, = O,4,, where ©,,, is the Harish-Chandra supermodule with highest
weight A [3, Thm.1]. Consider

ScWy C H(X),

summed over all the integral weights A € C'. In this way, each W), is irreducible. We
provide an L?-structure on ®¢W, by Berezin integration [27, §4.6] on the invariant
form of X. Let uq, pg; and pyg be the Haar super measures of GG, G and A respec-
tively, and let px = pgpa be their product measure on X. Fix a positive real valued
function ¥ € C*(A), and extend it uniquely to a G-invariant function on X, still
denoted by . We define

(2.13) (f.h) = /X fhbpx o f.h € Gy,
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We shall see in the next proposition that (ZI3) is positive definite on the square
integrable functions, so that we can take the completion,

(2.14) W? = completion of {f € ®cW; (f, f) converges}.

Clearly W? depends on %. In later section, we shall let 1 = e, where F is the
potential function of a pseudo-Kéahler form.

Proposition 2.6. For all g in (Z3), W? is a unitary G x T-representation with
respect to the positive definite super Hermitian metric (213).

Proof. Let
(DW= {f € DcWy; / ff ux converges}.
X

We restrict the g-action on W, to t, and obtain the weight space decomposition
Wy = ®,Wy. The proof is divided into four steps:

(a) (®cWa)? is a super vector space,
(b) the G x T-action on ®&cW, preserves (Z13),
(2.15) (c) for any G x T-invariant super Hermitian form H on W, & W,
we have H(Wy, W,) = H(W&, W) =0 for A # v and a # b,
(d) the G-invariant Hermitian forms on each W) are unique up to scalar.

We apply Proposition with U = {e} and express the Haar super measure
of G as pug = pay ha;, where pgy is the Haar measure of Gy, and pg; is the G-
invariant measure of G; = G/Gj. We take its product with the Haar measure 4 of
A, and obtain a G' x A-invariant measure of X by ux = pgpa = paya pia;, where
HazA = ey fha- Let P be the power set of {1,...,dim g7 }. Since px is a real measure,
there exists S C P and non-zero constants {ax }rxes such that

(2.16) HX = HGpA HGy = MG(—)A(Z ar€"Er).
KeS

We first prove [2I5)(a). For I € P, we let I° be its complement, for example
{1,2}¢={3,...,dimgg}. For S given by ([2ZI0), let S¢ = {I°; [ € S}. By [29), we
write f =37, p fr¢ € ©cWy. By [I3) and ([2IG),

(2.17) (f, f) :/ AffwucﬁAMGi = ZZ/G - Frfie' & paya ag™ER.

G1 /Gy KeS IeP

The Berezin integration annihilates all the monomials £/¢7 other than &...6,.&...&m
[277, §4.6]. So for each K € S, the only [ in (2.I7) with non-trivial Berezin integration

16



is [ = K¢ € S¢ and in that case we write ¢; = fGi ag&TETERER £ 0. Then ([2I7)
becomes

(2.18) Z €1 flflﬁb teea 5 cr # 0.

rese
Let H*(GpA, ) = {h € H(GHA) fG L hhi pigaa < oo}, By ([ZI8),
(2.19) f € (@cW))? < fr e H*(GoA, ) for all I € S°.

By ([ZI9), since H?(GyA, 1) is a vector space, so is (BcWy )2 This proves (Z.I5)(a).
Next we prove (ZI5)(b). Let f,h € ®cW, and X € g. By the property of super
Haar measure [8, Lem.2.2],

(XF:0) + (DXL XR) = o |(XUR+ ()X FXE)| i
_IGA fh¢NX—O

The representation of g satisfies the conditions (U1l) and (U2) of [4, Thm.2|, so the
action of G on W preserves (2.I3]). Since Gj is unimodular, its Haar measure is
invariant under the right 7T-action, so the right T-action preserves (2.13)). This proves
@I5)(b).

Next we prove (ZI0)(c). Let H be a G x T-invariant super Hermitian form on
Wy@®W,. We first show that H(Wy, W,) = 0. Let xx, x» : T — S! be the characters
of \,v. Since \, v are distinct, there exists ¢ € T" such that y,(f)x,(t) # 1. Let R
denote the right T-action. By (2.I2]), the elements of W, and W, transform by x
and Yy, respectively under R. So for f € W, and h € W,

(2.21) H(f,h) = H(Rif, Rih) = H(a(6) f, xo(Dh) = xa(t)x, () H (f. h).

Since x(t)xy(t) # 1, this implies that H(f, h) = 0. Hence H(Wy, W,) = 0.

Next we show that H (W2, W) = 0. We restrict the g-action on Wy to t, and let
7 be the corresponding T-action. We repeat the method of (Z.21]), namely if f € W
and h € WP, then H(f,h) = H(m.f, mh) = Xa(t)xs(t)H(f, h) vanishes. This proves
T3 (c).

Finally we prove (ZI5)(d). The highest weight space of Wy = @, W is W, It
is even and satisfies dim W3\ = 1. Let H;, H, be G-invariant super Hermitian forms
on Wy. We multiply H; by a scalar so that H; = H, on W;\\ Let 0 £ v € WA’\, and
consider all vectors of the form X;...X,,v where X; € g. For j = 1,2, we have

(2.20)

(222) Hj(Xl...XnU, YiYmU) = (—1)nHj(’U, Xnleme)

Let p : Wy — W3 be the projection which annihilates all the weight spaces other
than W}. By (I5)(c), different weight spaces are orthogonal, so the last expression of
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222) is (—=1)"H;(v, p(X,,..X1Y1...Y;,0)). It has the same value for j = 1,2, because
Hy, = Hy on W3. So [Z22) has the same value for j = 1,2. Since W) consists of all
linear combinations of {X;...X,,v ; X; € g}, it follows that H; = Hy on W,. This
proves (Z.13))(d).

Let H be the Hermitian form (2.13). By [2IH)(b), the G-action preserves H, so
each irreducible subrepresentation W, satisfies W, C (©cWy)? or W, N(DcWy)? = 0.
So (EBCW,\)2 = ®pW, for some D C C.

Let A € D. Since g belongs to the list (23]), by Proposition 21, W) is a uni-
tarizable g-module. So together with (2.13])(d), there exists ¢ € C such that cH is
positive definite on W,. But by ([2.18]), we have H(f, f) > 0 for all ordinary non-zero
functions f, so ¢ is a positive real number, namely H is already positive definite on
Wy. By ([ZI3)(c), distinct summands of &pWW, are orthogonal in H, so H is positive
definite on ®pW,. We take its completion with respect to H, and obtain the unitary
representation W?2. O
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3 Pseudo-Kahler structures

In this section, we prove Theorem [[LIl Let [ be a complex contragredient Lie super-
algebra. Let h be a Cartan subalgebra of [, and let [ =6 + >\ [, be the root space
decomposition. We have fixed a nondegenerate bilinear form in (II]). It identifies [
with [*, so it allows us to write h* C [* and so on.

Similar to (Z4]) and thereafter, the left invariant n-forms on L are Q"(L)* = A"[*.
We consider the elements which are also invariant under the right H-action. Since the
simultaneous left and right actions amount to the adjoint action, they are invariant
under the adjoint action of H. So the L x H-invariant forms on L are

(3.1) QL) = AU = {w € A" ; adjw = 0 for all v € h}.

Here ad® : [ — End(A™I*) is the coadjoint action. We have a chain complex under
the exterior derivative d : Ajl* — /\’h”l[* [5, p.234], and we let H"(Ajl*) denote the
cohomology at degree n.

Let g be a real form of [, and suppose that g has a compact Cartan subalgebra
t=gnNh. We similarly define the chain complex Afg*.

Proposition 3.1. H*(Ajl*) = H*(Ajg*) = 0.

Proof. Let w € AfI*. We first claim that for all o + § # 0,

(3.2) w(h, l,) = w(ly, Ig) = 0.

Let z, € [, and x5 € l5. Pick z € h such that (o + §)(z) # 0. Then
a(2)w(Ta, 25) = w([z, Ta], 25) = —w(2a, [2,25]) = =B(2)w(Ta, 25).

This shows that w(l,,lg) = 0. By similar arguments (regard b as gp), we also have
w(h,l,) = 0. This proves ([3.2) as claimed.

The coroot ([LT)) can be written as h, = [24, T_4], where 24, € [i,. Let II be a
simple system of [. Since {h, ; a € II} is a basis of h, we can define ¢ € h* by

(3.3) O(ha) = O([ra, 1_a]) = —w (o, v_4) for all a € TI.
To simplify notations, we let w; = w and wy = d¢. By (8.2)) and ([B3),

(3.4) (@D)yiyte = W)l -

Clearly wy is closed. Suppose that w; is also closed. We now prove that w; = w».
By (82]), we need to show that for all positive roots «,

(3.5) (a) (Wi)lp = (W2)lp » (B) (W1)|tari o = (W2)art_a-
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Since dw; = 0, there exist a,b = %1 such that for all a, 8 € I,

wj(ha, hg) = wj([Ta, 2-al; [25, 7-5])
(36) = awj([xav [Iﬁv x—ﬁ]]v SL’_a) + bwj([x—av [Iﬁv x—ﬁ]]v SL’Q)
= (=D)l*l(a + b)a([zp, v—g])wj(2-a, a).

The values of a,b depend only on the parities of @ and 3, so they are the same for
j = 1,2. By [B4), the last expression of (3.0) is the same for j = 1,2. This proves
E3)(a).

It remains to show (B.5])(b). The height of o € A™ is the positive integer h such
that a = a1 +...+apand o; € II. Let II = S; C ... € S,, = A", where S; consists of
positive roots of heights < i. We already know that ([B.5])(b) holds for all € IT = 5.
To complete the induction, suppose that it holds for all a € S;. An element of S;,4
can be expressed as a+ 3, where o, § € S;. Let [z4, 28] € loyp and [x_n,2_5] € [_,_p.
Since dw; = 0,

(3'7) wj([meﬁL [I—OC>I—5]) = awj([xm [x—OHZE—BH’ 1135) + bwj([a?@ [x—on x—B]LIa)a

where a, b are the same for j = 1, 2. By the induction assumption, the right hand side
of [B.7) are the same for j = 1,2. so w; and wy agree on [, 5+ [_,_g. This completes
the induction, which proves ([B.H)(b). Together with ([8.2]), they imply that d¢ = w.
We have proved that H*(Agl*) = 0.

Since ApI* is the complexification of A?g*, by the universal coefficient theorem on
chain complexes, it implies that H?(Afg*) = 0. The proposition follows. O

We are interested in X = GA. By the Iwasawa decomposition, it is a complex
supermanifold via the embedding GA — L/N. The G x T-invariant (1,0) (resp.
(0,1)) forms are the complex 1-forms that are eigenvectors of the complex structure
on GA with eigenvalue i (resp. —i), and their exterior products lead to the G x T-
invariant (p, q)-forms QP¢(G A, C)9*T. The Dolbeault operators 0,9 acts on them,
where O raises the p-degree and O raises the g-degree.

Proposition 3.2. Every closed element of Q% (GA)S*T can be written as w = i00F
for some F € C>®(A).

Proof. The G x T-invariant forms on GA are the product of chain complexes,
(3.8) Q*(GA)PT =% (A) @ (AT = Q°(A) @ ALgh,

where Afg* is defined similarly as ([B1]). Since °(A) has trivial cohomology, and
since H%(A?g*) = 0 by Proposition B} the chain complex ([B.8) at degree 2 gives

(3.9) H*(Q(GA)T) = 0.
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Given f € g*, it satisfies ad)f = 0 for all v € t if and only if f € t*. Hence
Alg® = t*. The chain complex ([B.8) at degree 1 gives

QH(GA)T = Q(4) + C¥(A) ® Alg*
(3.10) = 0%(A) @ a* + C=(A) @ t*
= C=(A) ® b*.

Let w be a closed element of QM (GA)“*T. By ([33) and 3I0), we can write
(3.11) w=dB , BeC(A)®b".

Write 8 = 1 + 1, where ¢ € C®(A, C) ® A%'h*. Since w is a (1, 1)-form, it follows
that 01 = 0. Let z = x + iy be the holomorphic coordinates of H, where z and y are
the coordinates on A and 7" respectively. Write 1) = ", fi dZ, where f, € C*(A,C).
Then

O

_ 1 a a
(3.12) 0=0¢p =3 ]Z]; a—g:jdzj A dz,.

By B12), %= = ngi for all j, k. Hence there exists h € C*°(A, C) such that % = fi.

7 Oxj

Let F' = —2i(h — h) € C*(A). Then
i00F =200(h — h) = 0 + 0 = d(¢ + ) = dB = w.
This proves the proposition. O

We recall the symplectic action and moment map for ordinary symplectic manifold
(Xp,wp) [14, §26]. Suppose that a Lie group 7" acts on Xj. Originally, its moment
map is written as Xg — t*. But it is more convenient to work with it*, so we add ¢
and write

(3.13) D5 Xy — it™.

We say that ®j is T-equivariant if it intertwines the T-action on X with the coadjoint
action on #t*.
We recall the construction of ®5. Let & € t. Let ¢ denote the infinitesimal vector

field on Xj, given by (£°f)(z) = &|—of(e"z) for all functions f and = € X5. Let

1(€9)wp be the 1-form given by (1(£%)wg)(v) = wy(&F, v) for all vector fields v. We say
that the T-action on X3 has moment map ([B.I3) if ®g is T-equivariant and

(3.14) d(®o, €) = i1(E")wo.

Here (®g,¢) € C™(X5) denotes the function x — (Pg(x))(§), so that d(Pg, &) is a
1-form on X3 with imaginary values (due to the factor ¢ in (B13)).
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An action on a symplectic manifold may not have moment map. An obstruction
to (BI4) is the cohomology H'(Xj), so for example the ordinary 2-torus acting on
itself preserving the invariant volume form has no moment map.

A sufficient condition for (3.14) is that wg = dfj, and [ is also T-invariant. In
that case the moment map is given by

(P5(2))(€) = —ifs(€). ; 1€ X5, E€t.

We now turn to the supermanifold X. A symplectic form on X is a closed nonde-
generate 2-form, and a pseudo-Kéhler form is a symplectic (1, 1)-form. We want to
define the moment map of the T-action on the symplectic supermanifold (X,w),

(3.15) DX — it

Denote, as usual ®* : O(it") — O(X) the map on the superalgebras of global
sections, induced by ® (see [2, Ch.4] [19, Ch.6]). Let (®,¢) := &*(¢) € O(X), £ € ¢,
viewed as an element of O(it*). We say that ® as in (3.10]) is the moment map if it
is T-equivariant and

(3.16) d(®, &) = (& )w.

Proposition 3.3. Let T be a Lie group acting on a supermanifold X. Let w = df8
be a symplectic form on X, where 3 is T-invariant. Then (®, &) = —if(&*) defines a
moment map.

Proof. We first observe that, since i¢t* is an ordinary manifold, by the Chart theorem
(see [2, Thms.4.1.11,4.2.5]), ® is determined by the choice of rk(t) even functions in
O(X) the global sections on X. Since ¢ € O(it*) are generators, (®,&) = —if(¢F)
defines a map ® : X — it. We now prove ([B.I6). It is the same as for the ordinary
setting; we apply the Lie derivative Lg = o(£%)d + du(€%) to 8, obtaining d(5(£%)) =
1(E9)w (see for example [19] for the Lie derivative in super setting). O

Remark 3.4. Functor of points notation.

In what follows, to ease the notation, we shall employ the functor of points notation
for the moment map, writing ®(ga) for ¢ € G(R) and a € A(R) for an arbitrary
supermanifold R. For more details see [2, §3.2]. Also, since G' acts on GA, we can
define g - ® as in [3| p.35], via SHCP terminology.

Proof of Theorem [
The first statement of Theorem [[.1] follows from Proposition 3.2, We now study
the conditions for w to be nondegenerate. Since w is G-invariant, it suffices to consider
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w, for a € A. By [BI1), we have w = df, where € C*(A) ® h*. Since da* = 0, we
may assume that

(3.17) 8= ka& ECT(A) @t , w=dp= dek A&+ kadfka
% % %

where f, € C*°(A) and &, € t*.
Since t is a compact Cartan subalgebra of g, we have the root space decomposition

(3.18) g:H—Zga c Ga=0N ([ + ).

A+
Write g+a = h+V, where V =3 1+ go. In BID), >, dfi A&k € QY (A)@t* annihilates
V. Also, >, fxd&), annihilates h. Hence for each a € A, w, is nondegenerate if and
only if the following restricted 2-forms are both nondegenerate,

(3.19) (@) O _(dft)a A&y - ( ka )der) v

k

We identify A with a, and F with F, see Remark [L8 Write z = x + iy, where
and y are linear coordinates on a and t respectively. By Proposition and (317,

(3.20) p= kagk 8F dyp.

Thus ([BI9)(a) is nondegenerate for all a € A if and only if {fi(a)&} is a basis of
t*, or equivalently >, fr&, : A — t* is a local diffeomorphism, namely the Hessian
matrix of F' is nondegenerate everywhere.

Next we consider ([B19)(b). Given a basis v,, W, of gq, we have [v,, w,] = ct, €t
for some ¢ € R*. Then

(3.21) (D fe(@)dén) (vas wa) = (Y fil@)éxs [va: wal) = Balcta)-
k k

*
reg

So (B.21)) is nonzero for all « € A™ if and only if 5, € t;,,,
due to ([3:20).

We compute the moment map & : X — it" of the right T-action. Since w is
G-invariant, we have ®(gx) = ®(z) (see Remark B.4). By Proposition B3] and (3.20),

or equivalently Im(F’) € a

322 (@@)E) = i) = 5 3 Tl = 5(F)(E)

Here we make use of it* = a* (see (ILIT])), as the images of ® and F’ lie in it* and a*
respectively. This proves Theorem [l O
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4 Geometric quantization

In this section, we prove Theorem Let w = i00F be a pseudo-Kihler form on
X = (GA as given by Theorem [Tl and suppose that F' is strictly convex. Let wg be
restriction of w to the ordinary manifold GgA. We first recall geometric quantization
on GgA [21]. Let Lg be the complex line bundle on GgA whose Chern class is the
cohomology class [wg]. Since w is exact, so is wg, hence Lg is topologically a trivial
line bundle. It has a connection V whose curvature is wp, along with an invariant
Hermitian structure (-,-)5. Let H(Lg) denote the holomorphic sections on L. The
Gy x T-action on GgA lifts to a Gg x T-representation on H(Lg). There exists a
G x T-invariant section ug € H(Ly) such that (see [6, Prop.4.2])

(4.1) (ug, ug)s = e

Since X = G A is a Lie supergroup, it is globally split, so H(X) = H(X5) @ A(E).
If we fix such an isomorphism, the line bundle L on GgA extends to the 1|0 vector
bundle L on X, (see [2, Ch.4], [19, Ch.6]) and we can view H(Lg) as a subalgebra
of H(L), the holomorphic sections on L. The above section ug extends uniquely to
u € H(L). Since ug is nowhere vanishing, so is u. Therefore, it gives an identification
between H(L) and the free 1/0 module (X ) of holomorphic functions on X, i.e. the
global sections of the structural sheaf on the complex supermanifold X:

(4.2) H(X) — HL), f— fu

By (1) and ({2), we extend the Hermitian structure of H (L) to a super Hermitian
structure on H (L) by

(4.3) (fu,gu) = fge™",

where f, g € H(X) have the same parity.

We shall always let v € H(L) denote the above section. The Gy x T-action on
H(Lg) keeps ug invariant. We extend this to a G x T-action on H(L) such that u is
invariant. In the same fashion as (2.10), we define an action of G on H (L) via functor
of points; this amounts to an action of G(S) on

H(L)(S) = (S5 ® H(L)s) ® (51 @ H(L)1),
g-(rfu+pou):=(g-rf+g-pd)u where rf € Sg @ H(L)g , pp € St ® H(L)1.

Let A € it" be an integral weight, and define H(L), with respect to the right
T-action; see (ZIT]). Let W (L), C H(L)x be smallest SHCP representation of G =
(G, g) in H (L), which contains the highest weight vector. Consider

@CW(L>)\7
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summed over the integral weights A\ € C' of ([L4]). Let ux = pe pa be the product of
Haar super measures. We define

(4.4) (s,t) = /X(s,t> pux 5 S, t € &cW(L),.

Similar to (2I4), we can take the following completion because ([&4) is positive defi-
nite on the square integrable sections,

W?(L) = completion of {s € ®cW (L), ; (s,s) converges}.
In (ZTI4), W? depends on a function ¢ of [ZI3)). Let us rewrite it as W2(e™*) to
emphasize that 1) = e~ F.

Proposition 4.1. W2(IL) is a unitary G x T-representation, and W?(e= ) = W?(L)
as G x T-modules.

Proof. By 213)), (E3) and (@4, for all f € W?2(e™ 1),
= fe ' = U = u).
(0= [ 7 = [ Fu e = (e

The nowhere vanishing section v is G X T-invariant, so the trivialization f — fu is
a G x T-equivariant isometry W?2(e~*") = W?2(L). By Proposition 26, W?(e™ ) is a
unitary G' x T-representation, and so is W?2(L). O

Proof of Theorem [L.2:

In (2.I6), uy determines a subset of the power set of {1,...,dim g;}, denoted by
S. By Proposition Tl W?(IL) is a unitary G x T-representation, and the study of
W?2(L) can be replaced by W?(e7F). Let A € C, and we define W), in ([ZI2). Let
0# f=>,fr& € Wy. We have

few?e ) «— f1e H*(GyA,e ) for all I € S¢ by ([ZI9)
< X € Im(5F") by [6, Thm.2]
<= X € Im(P) by Theorem [l

By [3, Thm.1], Wy = ©,,. It follows that W?(L) = W?(e™") = 37, ) Onipe O
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5 Cells

In this section, we prove Theorems and [L4l Recall that [ is a contragredient Lie
superalgebra with real form g, and it has an admissible positive system (LT so that
C # 0 in (L4). Let II. be the compact simple roots. We have a correspondence
between the subsets R C II. and the cells o C C defined in (L8)). In this way, C is a
disjoint union of all the cells.

Fix a cell o, and equivalently R C Il.. For any root «, let ker(«) C b denote its
kernel. Let

b, = Ng ker(a),

and by convention h, =hif R=10. Let n=>",, [, and b = h + n is a Borel subal-
gebra. Let R C A™ be the positive roots that are non-negative linear combinations

of elements of R. It determines a parabolic subalgebra p = b+ > [, Let [p,p] be
its commutator subalgebra. Let hr = b N [p, p], and we have

p=b+ > L [ppl=brt+ Y I

A+U(-R) A+U(-R)

We have a direct sum h = b, + hr. By intersecting with t and a, we obtain
(5.1) t=1t, + tg, a=a,+ ag.

Let g = gnp, and it is the centralizer of ¢ in g under the coadjoint action.
[ts commutator subalgebra g7 = g N [p,p] is a semisimple ordinary Lie algebra (see
proof of Proposition [i.1]). By the Iwasawa decomposition, [ = g @ a @ n. We have

ar,n C [pvp]a S0

(5.2) [/lp;p] = g/(aN [p,p]) © a, = g/9% © ao.

The Lie algebra g7, corresponds to Lie subgroup G% C Ggz. We are interested in

the space
X, =G/GL x Ay, (Xo)5 = Go/GL x Ay

By (B2)), the map
(5.3) X, =G/G% x A, < L/(P,P).

is a super diffeomorphism at each point as the tangent spaces are isomorphic, and it
is an ordinary diffeomorphism of (X, ) onto its open image in (L/(P, P)). Hence X,
is diffeomorphic to an open subsupermanifold in L/(P, P). In this way, X, inherits a
natural complex structure.

In the special case where o is the interior of C, we have R = 0, h, = b, P = B,
(P,P)= N, G° =T and GZ, = {e}, so X, is just GA discussed previously.
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We have a G x H,-action on X,, as T, normalizes GZ. Similar to ([24), (8] and
([3.8)), and using the complex structure inherited from ([5.3)), we have

(5.4) QX)) = C*(Ay) @ A9+ 00, 08)"

AHg+ a0,00)" = {w € AP(g +a5)" ;
adyw = 0 for all u € t, and adjw = 1(v)w = 0 for all v € gZ}.

The Dolbeault operators 0 and O raise the degrees of p and ¢ respectively.
By (50), we have the Cartesian product A = A, Ag, so we can identify C'*°(A,)
with the Ag-invariant elements of C*°(A). In this way we have the subspace

(5.5) C*(As) @ N (g + 85, 95)" € CF(A) @ A (g + a)7,

where the latter is discussed in Section 3. The natural fibration L/N — L/(P, P)
leads to the inclusion map in (G.1H).

Proof of Theorem [L.3:

Let w € QM (X,)9*T~ be a closed element. By (54) and (&.H), we treat it as an
element of C=(A) ® AV“(g + a)*. So by Theorem [T, we obtain w = i00F where
F € C*(A). But since w belongs to the subspace in (5.5]), we have F' € C*(A,). We
identify it with ' € C*(a,) by Remark 8

Let x4, ...,z, and y1, ..., y, be the linear coordinates on a, and t, respectively. Let

9/9% +a, = b, +V, , where V, =gn Z (In 4 (o).
AN\R

Similar to (8.19), w, is nondegenerate if and only if

1 PF 1 8F

(5.6) wlp, = 01' e ———dz; A&, wly, = dfk

are both nondegenerate. We follow the proof of Theorem [Tl The first term of (5.6))
is nondegenerate if and only if the Hessian matrix of F' is nondegenerate everywhere.
The second term of (5.0]) is nondegenerate if and only if F'(a) € (). Similar to

(322), the moment map is ®,(ga) = $F'(a) (see notation via the functor of points
in Remark B.4] and also 2], 3.2]). This proves Theorem O

Let w = iO0F be given by Theorem 1.3, and suppose that F' is strictly convex.
Let wp be its restriction to (X,)s = (G/G%)As. Let LE be the complex line bundle
on (X,)g, whose Chern class is the cohomology class [wo] = 0. It has an invariant
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Hermitian structure (-, )5, and there exists a nowhere vanishing Gg x T,-invariant
holomorphic section u§ such that

(ug, ug)g = e *.

See [6, Prop.4.2]. We let uf denote this specific section, and later u” its extension.
The line bundle L extends to the 1|0 vector bundle L7 on X,, and uJ extends

uniquely to u? € H(IL7), similarly to the corresponding result in Section 4 regarding

Lo, L and w. Since u§ is nowhere vanishing, so is u?. We have an identification

between H(LL7) and the free 1|0 module H(X,) of holomorphic functions on X,:

(5.7) H(X,) — H(L) , frs fu.

We define, both on H(X,) and H(L?), an action of G x T, via SHCP, similarly
to what we did in Section 4 for G x T'. The action of G on H(X,) is via left invariant
vector fields (see [2, Sec.8.3]). On H(L?) we have:

g(_]'fua::(g(_]'f)uaa X'fuJ:(X'.f)uUa gEG(‘),XGQ.

We also have a right T,-action R on H(X,) given by the dual of right translation.
On H(L7), we have R;(fu) = (R;f)u® for all t € T, and f € H(X,). In this way,
u? is G x Ty-invariant. The G and T, actions commute.

For A € o, we define W (IL7), (resp. W (X,),) to be the irreducible submodule of
H(L7)y (resp. H(X,)x) which contains the highest weight vector.

Proposition 5.1. Let )\ € 0.

(a) W(L7)\ = W(Xs)r = Oxpp,

(b) X, has a G x H,-invariant measure of the form pux, = H(x,)sHaGy s where pix,)s
is a G X H,-invariant measure of (X,)s, and pg; is a G-invariant measure of G =

G/Gy.

Proof. The trivialization (5.7)) implies that W (L), = W(X,)x. Next we show that
W(Xs)r = Oy, The fibration 7 : X — X, is G x T,-equivariant, so it leads to
an injection of G-modules, 7 : H(X,)x — H(X)r. By [B, Thm.2.12,4.27], we have
W(X)x = ©,4,, and it is irreducible. Hence its G-submodule 7 (W (X,),) is either 0
or ©)4,. In the ordinary setting, H((X,)s)x is a discrete series representation of Gf,
so it is not 0 [I5]. It follows that W (X,)y = ©,1,. This proves part (a).

For part (b), we first recall the root space decomposition g = t+  \+ g, in (BIF]).
By ([3]) and the discussions preceding (5.2)),

(5.8) 07 =t+> ga, 85 =ta+ Y 0o
R R
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where R consists of the positive roots a such that A(h,) = 0 forall A € C. All X € C
and 3 € Al satisfy A(hg) < 0, so R does not contain any odd root. Hence (E.3)
implies that: g7, g% C g5, and g7 is reductive, and g2 is semisimple. By Example 2.4]
semisimple and reductive Lie groups are unimodular, so

(5.9) GZ, and G7 are unimodular Lie groups.

We apply Proposition with U = G, and obtain a G-invariant measure of G/GZ,

o
ss)

given by pajas = Hayjag iy, where pg,qe is a Gp-invariant measure of Gg/G

and pg; is a G-invariant measure of G; = G/Gp. Since T, is compact, /g, Ge,
is automatically Gy x T-invariant. We take the product of pg/ge with the Haar
measure of A, and obtain the desired result of part (b). O

Consider @,W (IL7), and ®&,W (X, )\, summed over all integral weights A € o. Let

(5.10) (s,t) ::/ (s, ty px, , s,t € BW(IL7),,

and

(5.11) (f,h) = fhe ™ pux. . fh € W (X,)x.
Xo

We shall show that (BI0) and (5I1]) provide positive definite Hermitian metrics
on the square integrable elements, so we can define their completions W?(IL?) and
W2(X,, e ) respectively.

Proposition 5.2. W2(LL?) and W?(X,,e™ ) are equivalent unitary G x T,-modules
with respect to the positive definite super Hermitian metrics (210) and (Z11) respec-
tively.

Proof. Similar to Proposition [.T], the square integrable elements of (5.10) and (5.1T)
are identified by fu” — f, where u? is the section in (57). It remains to show that
W2(X,,e ) is a unitary G x T,-representation with respect to (5.11)). Let

(EBUW(Xcr))\)z = {f S EBUW(Xcr))\ ) (f7 f) converges}.

The arguments resemble Proposition 2.6 namely we check the following four steps:
(5.12)
(a) (®.W(X,)r)? is a super vector space,
(b) the G x T,-action on W2(X,, e~F") preserves (E.11)),
(¢) for any G x T,-invariant super Hermitian form H on W (X,), & W(X,),,
HW (X,)\, W (X,),) = HW(X,)$, W(X,)5) =0 for X\ # v and a # b,
(d) the G-invariant Hermitian forms on each W (X, ), are unique up to scalar.
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Since the arguments are similar to (2I5]), we merely sketch the ideas here.
Let P be the power set of {1,...,dimg;}. By Proposition BI(b), we have

(5.13) Hx, = (X, )sHhay = ,U«(XU)(—)(Z agc™EN)
Kes

for some S C P and non-zero constants {ax }xes. Let f=3>", 1l € @, W(X,)a.

Similar to (ZI7) and (2.I8)), we have

511 (£.H= [ | /( R

where ¢; = fG apETETEI e’ 7é 0 for all I € S¢. Tt follows that f € (®, W (X,)x)? if
and only if f; € H*((X,)g,e ) for all I € S¢. Since the latter is a vector space, so
is the former. This proves (L.12))(a).

Similar to the arguments of (2.20), the G-action preserves (L.I1l). Since jig /g
is right T,,-invariant, the right 7,,-action also preserves (G.I1]). This proves (L.I2)(b).
The proofs of (512)(c,d) are identical to (2ZI5)(c,d). This proves (5.12).

Let H be the Hermitian form (GII). By (BI2)(b), the G-action preserves H,

0 (BW(X,)2)? = &, W(X,), for some 7 C 0. Let A\ € 7. By Proposition 2]
and (BI2)(d), there exists ¢ € C such that ¢H is positive definite on the unita-
rizable g-module W (X,),. But by (5I4), we have H(f, f) > 0 for all ordinary
non-zero functions f, so ¢ > 0, and H is already positive definite on W (X,),. By
(EI2)(c), distinct summands of &, W (X, ), are orthogonal, so H is positive definite
on &, W(X,)r. We take its completion with respect to H, and obtain the unitary
representation W2(X,, e ). O

ZCI/ f1f1€ H(X5)g

Iese (Xo)o

Proof of Theorem [1.4)
By Proposition 5.2 we may consider W?(X,, e~ ) in place of W?(IL). Let S be
the index set in (5.I3). Let A € 0. Given 0 # f =Y, f1&! € W(X,),, we have

feWwW?*X,,e ) — fre H*((Xy)g, e ) for all I € S¢ by (EI4)
<« X e Im(5F) by [6, Thm.2]
<= ) € Im(D,) by Theorem [[.3l

By Proposition B.Tl(a), W(X,)x = Oy, s0 WAHLT) = W2(X,,e™") = 370 5y Onipe
This proves Theorem [L.4] U
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6 Models

The notion of a model was first proposed by Gelfand for compact Lie groups [12].
It refers to a unitary representation on a Hilbert space in which every irreducible
representation occurs once. It has been extended to non-compact semisimple Lie
groups [6], and here we construct models of real forms G of contragredient Lie su-
pergroups. A model of highest weight Harish-Chandra supermodules is a unitary
G-representation on a super Hilbert space in which every irreducible highest weight
Harish-Chandra supermodule occurs once. In this section, we construct such a model
and prove Theorem [L5l

Fix a cill o C a*, see (II%I) Let 0 = {}_;c;A; ; ¢; > 0} for some \; € a*. In (L3),
we define F, € C*(a,) by Fy(z) = 3_,exp(A;(z)). We have
(6.1) dF, a0, — oy | dF,(x) =Y exp(A;(z))\;,

J

and its Hessian matrix is the diagonal matrix with positive entries exp(\;(z)). We
identify F, with F, € C*(A,) by Remark [[.8 Then F, is strictly convex, and by
@), Im(F.) = 0 C (a%)wg. By Theorem [[3 w, = i00F, is a G x T,-invariant
pseudo-Kéhler form on X,. Its moment map has image Im(®,) = Im(3F.) = 0. So
by Theorem [[.4]

(62) WAL= Y e,
AEo

summed over the integral weights A. We repeat this construction for each cell o, and
take the sum over the collection {o} of all the cells. By (62]),

(63) D WAL =)D Oy =) Osip

{0} {oc} \eo AeC

The irreducible highest weight Harish-Chandra supermodules ©,, are parametrized
by the integral weights A € C of (IL4)). So (G.3)) is a model for such supermodules.
This proves Theorem [l
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7 Symplectic reduction

In this section, we discuss symplectic reduction and prove Theorems and [L7l Let
X, = G/G7 x A, be equipped with a G x T,-invariant pseudo-Kihler form w = i90F,
with moment map @, : X, — it} of the right T,-action. Let A € Im(®,) C (it})ycq.
By Theorem [[.3] the Hessian matrix is nondegenerate, so the gradient map F” is a

local diffeomorphism. We have ®,(ga) = 2F'(a), so the restriction of ®, to A, C X,

is also a local diffeomorphism. Hence there exists a discrete set I' C A, such that

(7.1) 7: 91\ =G/G x T — X,,

g S

where 7 is the inclusion. There is a right T,-action on ®_!()\) because T, normalizes
GZ,. This leads to the quotient map

(7.2) T\ — @1 (N\)/T, =G/G° xT.

In [6, §7], we show that if G is an ordinary Lie group, there exists a unique
symplectic form wy on G/G? x I' such that

(7.3) Wy = J'w.

Write (X,)x = G/G? x I'. The process (X,,w) ~» ((Xy)x,wy) is called symplectic
reduction [23]. We shall show that (73] holds in our super setting, then compute wy
and show that it is pseudo-Kéahler.

Proof of Theorem [L.8:
Let u € tand £ € t* C g*. Here t* C g* is given by annihilation of the root spaces.
We claim that

(7.4) (a) 1(u)(d€) =0, (b)ad,(d€) = 0.

In (T4), we regard d¢ € A%g* and ad] € End(A"g*) (not A?t* and End(A"t*)). Recall
from ([BI8) that g = t+ V, where V is the sum of root spaces. Given z +y € t+V,
we have (d€)(u, z+vy) = &([u, z] + [u, y]) = 0 because [u, x] = 0 and [u,y] € V. Hence
1(u)(d§) = 0, which proves (T.4)(a).

To prove (Z4)(b), let z,y € g and we have

(ad,, (d€))(x, y) = E([[u, «], y] + [, [u, y]]) = &([u, [z, y]])
= (d€)(u, [z,y]) = (u(u)(d€))([z, y]) = 0.

The last expression of (5] vanishes because (u)(d§) = 0 by (Z4)(a). This proves
@A) (b).

(7.5)
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By Remark [[8, we identify F with F € C*(a,). Recall from (50) that w =
wly, + wly,, where

1 O2F OF

(76) w\ha = a 8 dl’] /\gk y w‘va = 8

P32

Here x; are the linear coordinates on a,, and §, € t;,. The expression dxz; A §; means
that t, and a, are Lagrangian subspaces of wl|y,. The image of j of (] intersects
the submanifold A, C X, on the discrete set I', so *(wls,) = 0. It follows that

(7.7) Z 7 dgk

By (Z2) and (T0),
(7.8) 1(u)(f'w) = ady (y*'w) =0 for all u € t.

Since 7 is G-equivariant, j*w is G-invariant. Hence 7*w € Q?(G/G%)% = A% (g, g2)*
(see definition in (24))). This, together with (&), imply that j*w € A%(g, g%)*. So
there exists wy € Q?(G/G?) such that 7wy = 7*w, where 7 is the map (T.2). Here
wy is unique because 7* is injective. This proves (Z3).

Next we compute wy. By (T3) and [T1), wy = 3>, g—i(a)d@. By Theorem [[.3]

A= CDJ( ) - QZk) 8wk( )gka S0
(7.9) —id\ = Z &Ck a)d&, = wy.

Finally we show that w) is pseudo-Kéhler. The supermanifolds (G/G%)A, and
G /G acquire their complex structures as open subsets of L/(P, P) and L/P respec-
tively. The quotient map L/(P, P) — L/P leads to a holomorphic fibration

p:GJGT x A, — GG

By (Z8) and (Z9), p*wy = wly,. Since w is a (1,1)-form and w(h,, V,) = 0, it follows
that w|y, is also a (1,1)-form, and so is wy. Since w|y, is nondegenerate, so is w.
Hence w) is pseudo-Kéhler. This proves Theorem [L.Gl U

Guillemin and Sternberg [13] propose that symplectic reduction is the geometric
analogue of taking subrepresentation. This is known as “quantization commutes with
reduction”. We now prove Theorem [[L7] which shows that our setting fulfills this
principle.
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Proof of Theorem [1.77:

By (9), G is a unimodular Lie group (see Definition 2.3)). Since G is reductive
[18, §2], by Example 2.4] it is also unimodular. So G§/G? has a Gg-invariant measure
ey /ce [20, Prop.8.36]. We recall Harish-Chandra’s construction of the discrete series
representations. Fix an integral weight A\ € o. It determines a homogeneous line
bundle L} = G x, C over G5/G?. There exists a Hermitian structure (-, -) on the

holomorphic sections H (L), and we define

ALY = (s €MLY+ [ (5:5) ayor < o),
Gg/G7
Then H?*(Lj) is irreducible, and is the discrete series representation with Harish-
Chandra parameter \ + p [16].

We extend Harish-Chandra’s construction to the super setting. Since G is a Lie
supergroup and G is an ordinary Lie group, G/G? is globally split, hence H(G/G7) =
H(G5/G7) @ A(§). If we fix such an isomorphism, the line bundle L) on Gj/G°
extends to the 1|0 vector bundle L* on G/G° (see [2, Ch.4], [19, Ch.6]), and we can
view H(LL}) as a subalgebra of H(LL*), the holomorphic sections on L*. We extend
the Hermitian structure to H(IL*) by (s&1,t&) = (s, t)&1s.

Let W (L") be the irreducible G-submodule of #(IL*) which contains the highest
weight vector. Since G is unimodular, we can apply Proposition with U = G°,
namely there exists a G-invariant measure of G/G? given by

pajar = Hay/Geo Gy = ,UG(-)/G“(Z ag€™EN),
Kes

where S is a subset of the power set of {1,...,dimg;}, and ax # 0 for all K € S. We
then define

(7.10) W2 = {s € W) ; / (s,8) pa/qe converges}.
G/Ge
Let s =Y, s;&" € W(LL*). Similar to (5.14), we have

<5> S> Ha/ge = CI/ <SI, 81) HGs/Ge,
[ e =Y | y

Iese 0/G7

where ¢; # 0 for all I € S°. Thus s € W?(IL*) if and only if s; € H?*(L}) for all I € S°.
Here H*(LL}) is a discrete series representation [16], so W?(L*) is a non-trivial vector
space. The Hermitian form (ZI0) is G-invariant, so W2(IL*) is a G-subrepresentation
of W(LL*). But by [3, Thm.4.2.7], W (L") is irreducible and is given by ©,,. Hence
as algebraic G-representations,

(7.11) W2(LY) =2 0,4,
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Similar to the arguments of Proposition B2, W?2(IL*) is a unitary G-representation
with respect to (I0). The holomorphic sections form a closed subspace within the
square integrable sections, so W2(IL*) is complete.

By Theorem [[LG, the symplectic quotient is (G/G? x I', —id\). If F' is strictly
convex, then F” is injective, so there exists a unique a € A, such that %F "(a) = A,
namely I' = {a}. We write the symplectic quotient as

(Xo)a,wy) = (G/G7, —idN).
We perform geometric quantization to it. By (ZI0) and (ZI1), we write
(7.12) Q((Xo),wr) = WA(LA) = Oy,

where Q denotes geometric quantization. By Theorem [L4, Q(X,,w)y = W?(L7)y =
Oxtp. So together with (ZI2), we have

Q((Xo)r,wa) = Q(Xo, W)

This proves Theorem [L7] O
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