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Invariant Hyperkihler Structures on the Cotangent

Bundles of Hermitian Symmetric Spaces

I.V. MYKYTYUK

ABSTRACT. Let G/K be an irreducible Hermitian symmetric spaces of compact
type with the standard homogeneous complex structure. Then the real symplec-
tic manifold (T*(G/K),Q) has the natural complex structure J~. We construct
all G-invariant Kéahler structures (J, ) on homogeneous domains in T*(G/K) anti-
commuting with J~. Each such a hypercomplex structure, together with a suitable
metric, defines a hyperkéahler structure. As an application, we obtain a new proof of
the Harish-Chandra and Moore theorem.
Bibliography: 13 titles.

§1. Introduction

Let M = G/K be an irreducible Hermitian symmetric space of compact type
with a homogeneous metric gy. Since M is a homogeneous complex manifold, its
cotangent bundle 7% M has a natural complex structure. Using gy we can identify
the cotangent and tangent bundles and thus obtain a complex structure on T'M,
with respect to which the zero section M C TM is complex. This structure J~ is
different from the standard complex structure J= on T'M induced by that on M.

On the other hand, the cotangent bundle T*M ~ T M is a symplectic manifold
with the canonical symplectic form 2. In this paper we make an explicit description
of all G-invariant Kahler structures (J, Q) (with the Kahler form €2) on homogeneous
domains D C T'M anticommuting with J~ (Theorem 4.12). In fact, each resulting
hypercomplex structure, together with the suitable metric g, defines a hyperkahler
structure.

If the domain D contains the zero section M, the restriction of the hyperkéhler
metric g to M is the given homogeneous metric gy up to a positive multiplier
(one makes this multiplier = 1 using for the identification of T*M and TM a
homogeneous metric on M proportional to gy). Such hyperkdhler metrics have
been constructed in [Bu] using twistor methods and case by case the classifica-
tion of symmetric spaces, in [Bi] using Nahm’s equations and in [DSz| (for spaces
of classical groups) using deformation of the so-called adapted complex structure
on TM. In [BG1] Biquard and Gauduchon found explicit formulas for these hy-
perkéhler metrics in terms of some operator-functions P : m — End(m) on the
space m ~ T,(G/K), where o = {K}. These hyperkdhler structures are global
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ones. Our additional structures are not defined on the zero section M. So we
cannot talk about a restriction of the corresponding hyperkéhler metric to M as
in [BG1]. Nevertheless, our expressions for P and potential functions generalize the
corresponding formulas of [BG1,BG2].

For proofs in [DSz,BG1,BG2] they used the decomposition of T'(T'M) between
horizontal and vertical directions, induced by the Levi-Civita connection of M.
Our approch is based on the fact that T(G/K) is a reduced manifold for the (right)
Hamiltonian action of K on T'G. We can substantially simplify matters by working
as in [My1,My2] in the trivial vector bundle G x m which is a level surface for the
corresponding moment map. So we use the natural homogeneous decomposition of
T(G'xm) usual for the Lie algebras theory. As an application we obtain a new simple
proof of the well-known Harish-Chandra and Moore theorem about restricted root
systems of Hermitian symmetric spaces.

The part of this work was done while the author was visiting the Ruhr—University
(Bochum, Germany) in November—December, 2001. The author would like to thank
Prof. A. Huckleberry for support and hospitality. Besides, I would like to express
my gratitude to Prof. A.M. Stepin for very helpful discussions.

§2. G-invariant K&hler structures on T(G/K)

2.1. Anticommuting structures. We recall some facts on hypercomplex and
hyperkéahler structures (see for example [BG1,0b,Hi]). Let N be a smooth real
manifold with a complex structure J and a symplectic 2-form w (all objects in this
paper are smooth). For any vector bundle L on N denote by I'L the set of its
smooth sections. For the tensor J denote by F(J) C TCN its (involutive) complex
subbundle of (0,1)-vectors, i.e. T'F(J) = {X +iJX,X € I'(TN)}. We need some
definitions.

Definition 2.1. The pair (J,w) is a Kahler structure on N if
(1) the closed 2-form w is invariant with respect to J: w(JX,JY) = w(X,Y),
VX,Y € I(TM);
(2) the bilinear form g = g(J,w), where g(X,Y") e w(JX,Y), is symmetric
and positive definite.

We will denote such a Kéhler structure also by the pair (J,g) because w(X,Y) =
g(—JX,Y), ie w=w(Jg).

Let II : N — N be a submersion of a manifold N onto N and KX € TN be
the kernel of II,. Let 7 be some complementary subbundle to K in TN, i.e.
K@ T = TN. For the complex structure .J on N there exists a unique (smooth)
(1,1)-tensor .J on N such that

J(T) =T, J(K) =0, M,oJ=Jol, on T. (2.1)

Similarly, for the (0,1)-subbundle F'(J) there exists a unique complex subbundle
F(J) C TN containing the kernel K and such that I1,(F(J)) = F(J). It is clear
that this subbundle is involutive.

Lemma 2.2. The form w is invariant with respect to J iff the (1,1)-tensor J
is skew-symmetric with respect to the form w: w(JX,Y) = w(X,-JY), VXY €
[(TM). The tensor J is skew-symmetric (with respect to w) iff w(F(J), F(J)) =0,
and symmetric iff w(F(J), F(J)) = 0.
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Proof. Taking into account that J? = —1 and
WX +iJX,Y £iJY) = i|w(JX,Y) £ w(X, JY)} + [w(X, Y) Fw(JX, JY)]

we obtain the assertions of the lemma. O
Observe the following fact:

Corollary 2.2.1. The tensor J is skew-symmetric with respect to the form w iff
(IT*w)(F(J), F(J)) =0, and symmetric iff (IT*w)(F(J), F(J)) = 0.

The following assertion is well-known (see [GS, Lemma 4.3]).

Lemma 2.3. The pair (J,w) is a Kdhler structure on N iff w(F(J),F(J)) =0
and —iw(Z,Z) > 0 for all non-zero local vector-fields Z € T1ocF(J).

Definition 2.4. A pair (Ji, J2) formed by two anticommuting complex structures
Ji1 and Js is a hypercomplex structure on N. Then J3 = J;Js is also a complex
structure on N (for a proof see [Ob]).

Remark 2.5. ~Almost:compNIex tensors J; and Js on N are anticommuting iff so are
the tensors J; and Jy on N.

Definition 2.6. [BG1] A triple (g, Ji, J2) formed by a Riemannian metric g and
two anticommuting complex structures J; and Jy on N is a hyperkahler structure on
N whenever the pairs (Ji1,g) and (J2,g) are Kéhler. Then the pair (J3 = J1J2,8)
is a Kahler one as well.

For a hyperkéhler structure (g, Ji, J2), let us denote by w; the Kéahler form corre-
sponding to J;, 7 = 1,2,3. It is clear that this hyperkahler structure is determined
by any pair (Ji, (J;,w;)), k # j. Since J and J; anticommute, the tensor J is
symmetric with respect to the form w; (while J; is skew-symmetric). It is clear that
wp(X,Y) = w;(JpJ;X,Y), XY € I'(TN) (k # j). The following simple lemma
defines a hyperkahler structure in these terms.

Lemma 2.7. Let (J’,(J,w)) be a pair, where J',J are anticommuting complex
structures and (J,w) is a Kdhler structure on N with the corresponding Hermitian
metric g = g(J,w). Then the triple (g, J’,J) is a hyperkdihler structure on N iff

(1) the tensor J' is symmetric with respect to w;

(2) the 2-form W', where w'(X,Y) d:Efw(J’JX,Y) VXY € T(TN), is closed.

Proof. Since J'J = —JJ', from (1) it follows that
W(X,Y) LT IX,Y) = w(X,—-JJY) =w(JJY,X) = -/ (Y, X),

i.e. the bilinear form w’ is skew-symmetric. Now to prove the lemma it is suffi-
cient to verify that the form w’ is J'-invariant and g(X,Y) = w'(J’X,Y). These
properties follow from the following chains of equations:

LT TTX,TY) =w(JX,JY) =w(JJX,Y) ¥ W(X,Y)

W (J'X,JY)
and
g X, V) L wIX,Y) =w(JJIX,Y) W (IX,Y).
3



Since the kernels of the (1,1)-tensors Nj 'J and the forms IT*w’, II*w coincide
with IC, it follows from the definition of J’ and J (see (2.1)) that

("W )(X,Y) = (IT"'w)(J'JX,Y),  VX,Y e(TN). (2.2)

2.2. G-invariant Ké&hler structures (J(P),Q). Let M = G/K be a sym-
metric space with a real reductive connected Lie group G and a compact subgroup
K. Let g and ¢ be the Lie algebras of the groups G and K respectively,

g=tcdm, [£,m] Cm [m,m] C ¢ (2.3)

Suppose that there is a nondegenerate Ad G-invariant bilinear form (,) on g such
that its restriction (,)|m is a positive definite form and €1lm. This form defines
G-invariant Riemannian metric gy on M = G/K. The metric gy identifies the
cotangent bundle 7™ M and the tangent bundle T'M and thus we can also talk about

the canonical 1-form 6 on T'M. The form 6 and the symplectic form 2 f 36 are
G-invariant with respect to the natural action of G on T'M.

Since g = £ ® m is Ad(K)-invariant (orthogonal) splitting of g, we can consider
a trivial vector bundle G x m with the two Lie group actions (which commute) on
it: the left G-action, [ : (g,w) — (hg,w) and the right K-action ry : (g,w) +—
(gk,Adg-1 w). Let m: G xm — G X g m be the natural projection. It is well known
that G xxg m and T'M are isomorphic. Using the corresponding G-equivariant
diffeomorphism ¢ : G x g m — TM, [(g,w)] — %‘Og exp(tw)K and the projection
7 define the G-equivariant submersion II: G x m — T M, II = g o 7. Let &' be the
left-invariant vector field on the Lie group G defined by a vector £ € g. By [Myl,
Lemma 2.3]

(IT°0) (g,u) (€' (9), 1) = (w, &), (2.4)
(I Q) (g, ((€1(9), 1), (€3(9), u2)) = (€2, w) — (€1, u2) — (w, [€1,&]),  (2.5)

where g € G,w € m, £,£1,& € g, u,u,us € m = T,,m. Since €2 is a symplectic
form, the kernel K C T'(G x m) of the 2-form IT*Q is the kernel of II,.

Let D be an open connected G-invariant subset of T'M. Denote by W a unique
Ad(K)-invariant open subset of m such that II"1(D) = G x W. Let Eqv(W) be
the set of all smooth K-equivariant mappings A : W — End(m®), w +— A, i.e. for
which

Adg oAy, 0 Adp-1 = Apg,w on m forall weW, ke K. (2.6)
Denote by Alm(W) the set of all P € Eqv(W) such that the operator P, : m® —
m® and its real part Re P, : m — m are nondegenerate for each w € W. Such

a K-equivariant mapping P € Alm(W) determines a complex (left) G-invariant
subbundle F(P) C T®(G x W) generated by (left) G-invariant vector fields &7,
¢emand (¢ €ton G x W, where

éL(ng) = (gl(g)ﬂlpw(é))’ <L(g7w) = (gl(g)7 [w7<])

The subbundle F(P) is (right) K-invariant by (2.6) and because the vector fields

¢E, ¢ € € span the (right) K-invariant subbundle (kernel) K. Therefore F(P) €of

I, (F(P)) is a well-defined (smooth) complex subbundle of T¢D (K¢ c F(P))
such that F(P)+ F(P) =T®D F(P)N F(P) = 0. In other words, the mapping
4




P determines an almost-complex structure J(P) on D C TM with F(P) as the
subbundle of its (0, 1)-vectors.

For a vector field X € I'(TW) and A € Eqv(W) denote by Lx A the derivative of

Aalong X, ice. (LxA)w % (d/dt)oAw11x(w) € End(mT). We extend this definition

on complex vector fields using linearity. Each vector £ € m defines the vector field
P& on W by (P§)w = P,(€). Now we want to present a result which will be
effectively used in a remaining part of the paper.

Proposition 2.8. [Myl] Let M = G/K be a Riemannian symmetric space. The
almost-complex structure J(P) on the domain D =1I(G x W) C TM s

(1) integrable iff for all (fized) vectors £&,n € m and w € W

(LpeP)u(n) = (LpyP)uw(§) = —[w, [€n]]; (2.7)

(2) a Kdhler structure with the Kdhler form S iff (1) holds and for each w € W
the endomorphism P, is symmetric with positive-definite real part Re P,
(with respect to the bilinear form (,) on m).

For any G-invariant Kahler structure J on D with Q as a Kdhler form there
exists a unique mapping P € Alm(W) such that J = J(P).

Observe the following fact:

Corollary 2.8.1. If the structure J(P) is integrable then so are J(—P) and J(P).

Corollary 2.8.2. Suppose that (J(P),Q) is a Kdhler structure on D. If 0 € W
and the Lie algebra g is simple then Py = g - Idy, where Rety € RT.

Proof. If g is a simple algebra, m is a simple Ad(K)-module [GG, (8.5.1)]. Since
P, is a symmetric endomorphism which commutes with all endomorphisms Ady, |m,
k € K (condition (2.6)), Py = v - Idy, for some ¢y € C. O

§3. Invariant Kahler structures on Hermitian symmetric spaces

We continue with the previous notations but in this section it is assumed in addi-
tion that G/K is an Hermitian symmetric space, i.e. there exists an endomorphism
I :m — m such that

(1) I?=— Idp;

(2) Ady, I =1 Ady on m, Vk € K;

(3) the form (,)|m is I-invariant; and

(1&g, In] = [&,n],  I[¢n=I[¢In  forall{,nem, (ct (3.1)

Such a triple (g,¢,1) we will call an Hermitian orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra.
It follows from (3.1) that [¢' + (1)}, n! +i(In)!] = 0, V&, € m. Thus the complex
subbundle of TG, generated by vector-fields &' + i(I€)!, ¢ € m, is involutive.
Since this subbundle is left G-invariant and right K-invariant, its image under
the canonical projection G — G/K defines a G-invariant complex structure on
M =G/K.

3.1. Hypercomplex structures on the tangent bundles of Hermitian
symmetric spaces. Here we apply the general results of the previous Section 2
in the special situation here. The G-invariant complex structure on M induces the
G-invariant complex structures J™ and J~ on TM and T*M ~ T M respectively.
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It is clear that the subbundle F* C T®(TM) of (0,1) vectors of J* coincide with
the subbundle I1,(F*), where F* is the (left) G-invariant and (right) K-invariant
subbundle of T¢(G x m):

FE(g,w) = {(6(9) +i(1&) (9),u £ i(Iu)), & u € m} @ K(g,w). (3.2)

Fix some mapping P € Alm(W). It is clear that the mapping PI, (PI), et

P, 1 is also an element of the set Alm (W) because the group Ad(K)|m commutes
elementwise with I.

Lemma 3.1. If J(P), P € Alm(W) is a complex structure then so is J(PI).
Proof. Since F(P) is an involutive subbundle and I is independent of w, from

Proposition 2.8 and (3.1) it follows that

(LpreyP)w(In) = (Lpg) P)w(I€) = —[w, [I€, In]] = —[w, [¢n]]

on W for any vectors &, € m, i.e. the subbundle F(PI) is also involutive. O

In order to describe the defined above complex structures in terms of their
almost-complex tensors, consider two (left) G-invariant and (right) K-invariant
subbundles 7, and 7, of the tangent bundle T'(G x W) given by

ﬂl(g7w) = {(61(9)70)7 f € m}7 %(gaw) = {(Ovu)7 uecm= TwW}'

Put 7 =T, @ Ty. Then T(G x W) = K & 7. The mapping (¢!(g),0) — (0,€) de-
termines the canonical isomorphism of the spaces 7y (g, w) and T, (g, w). Using this
isomorphism, we obtain that the (1,1)-tensors J* and J(P) on G x W (see (2.1))
at the point (g, w) are given by

- (I 0 - B —RS, —R!
J(g,u))’T_ (O :l:I) 9 J(gyw)(P)’T_ <Rw +SwR;1Sw SwREI 5 (33)

where R = Re P, S = Im P. Now it is easy to verify that the tensors J~ and J(P)
are anticommuting iff RI = IR and SI = —185, i.e. by Remark 2.5

J=J(P)=—J(P)J~ <= RI=IR, SI=—IS <= IP=TPI. (3.4)

Considering now the almost complex structures J(P) and J(PI) with a real map-
ping P € Alm(W) (i.e. with Im P = 0), we obtain that

. 0 —p? . 0 IP:!
J(g,w)(P)|T: <Pu; 0 >7 J(g,w)(PI)|T: <PwI 0 >

In this case J(P)J(PI) = —J(PI)J(P). We have established the following result.

Proposition 3.2. Let J(P), P € Alm(W) be a complex structure on D such that
Im P = 0. Then the pair (J(P), J(PI)) s a hypercomplex structure on D.

3.2. Hyperkahler structures on the tangent bundles of Hermitian sym-
metric spaces. In this subsection we study properties of the pair (J_, (J(P), Q)),
where (J(P),Q) is a Kéhler structure on the domain D C T'M.
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Theorem 3.3. Let (J(P),Q2), P € Alm(W) be a Kdhler structure on D with the
Hermitian metric g = g(J(P),Q2). Then the triple (g,J,J(P)) is a hyperkdhler
structure (on D) iff IP = PI on W.

Proof. By (3.4) the complex structures J—, J(P) anticommute iff TP = PI. For the
pair (J~,J(P)) of anticommuting complex structures the almost-complex struc-
ture J' = J~J(P) is integrable [Ob]. Therefore the triples (g,J~,J(P)) and
(g, J~J(P),J(P)) are hypercomplex structures simultaneously. Thus to prove the
theorem it is sufficient to show that for the pair (J',(J,Q)), where J = J(P),
conditions (1) and (2) of Lemma 2.7 hold.

Since by definition the form Q is J-invariant and JJ' = —J'J, we derive the
identities Q(JJ'X,JY) = QJ'X,Y) and Q(X,JJ'(JY)) = Q(X,J'Y), where
X,Y € T'(T'D). In other words, the tensor J’ is symmetric with respect to
iff so is JJ'. But the tensor JJ' = J~ is symmetric with respect to  because
(IT*Q)(F~,F~) = 0 (see Corollary 2.2.1). Indeed, using the relation [m,m]Lm,
property (3) of I and definitions (2.5), (3.2) of II*Q and F~, we obtain that for all
§1,82,u1,uz €M

(I Q) (&8 +i(1&)"  ur — i(Twy)), (& — i(I&2)"  uz +i(Iuz))) =
= (& —il&,uy — iluy) — (& + L&, ug + ilug) = 0—0.

Define the 1-form ¢’ and the tensor £’ on D putting for X,Y € I'(T'D)

def

0(X)o(—JX) and QX Y)EQ-JX,Y)=QUJX,Y) (3.5

Since we already have proved that J— is symmetric with respect to €2, we have
V(X,Y) = —Q(Y,X). To prove that the form Q' is closed we will show that
Y =df'. By (3.3) and by definition of the form 6

(H*Hl)(g,w)(fl(g)vu) = <w7 _I§> = <Iw7€>7 5 €g, ucm

Applying the well-known formula d¢’(X,Y) = X0'(Y)—-Y¢'(X)—0'([X,Y]) to the
form IT*¢’ we obtain that for &1,&s,u1,us € m

d(I1*0") (g, ((€1(9) w1), (€3(9), u2)) = (€2, Tur) — (€1, Tuz), (3.6)

because (Jw,[&1,&2]) = 0. But using expression (3.3) for almost-complex tensor
J~, we derive from (2.2) the following formula for (IT*Q')|(7, & T,)

(I Q)(¢h, ), (65, u2)) = (T Q) (1) Tw), (€hwa)) = (37)
= (&2, Tur) — (=&, u2) = (€2, Lur) — (&1, [uz),

where &1,&2,u1,u2 € m. From (3.6) and (3.7) it follows that the forms d(II*0") =
I1*(d#’) and II*QY coincide when restricted to 7p, @ T, and, consequently, on the
whole tangent bundle T'(G x W) = K & T, ® T, because K is the kernel of IL,.
Therefore ' = df’. Thus for the pair (J~J(P), (J(P),)) conditions (1) and (2)
of Lemma 2.7 hold, and we are done. O

As an immediate consequence of the proof we obtain
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Corollary 3.3.1. Let P,g be as in Theorem 3.3 and IP = PI. Let 0’ and €
be the forms given by (3.5). Then ' is the Kdahler form of the Kdihler structure
(J=J(P),g) and Q' =db'.

It is evident that integrability condition (2.7) for P is equivalent to a pair of
real equations for its real and imaginary parts R and S. The following proposition
establishes more restrictive conditions for R and S if the pair (J—, (J(P),Q)) defines
a hyperkéahler structure.

Proposition 3.4. Let (J(P),Q) be a Kdihler structure on D such that IP = PI
on W. Then

(Le(R+ SR™'9))w(In) = [[w, IR, '¢],n], weW, &nem; (3.8)
Le(SR™Y)n=L,(SR™HE, weW, &nem. (3.9)

Locally the mapping w — (SR™1Y),, is a tangent one of some vector-function.

Proof. Put J = J(P). Let g be the Hermitian metric corresponding to (J, ).

By Theorem 3.3 the triple (g, J~,J) is a hyperkéhler structure, in particular, the

2-form wy =Q7, Q7 (-, ) €of Q(J~J-,-) on D is closed and so is the form IT*Q~ on

G x W. By (2.2) the form (II*Q7)(-,-) = (I*Q)(J~J-,-). Therefore for any vector

fields X,Y,Z on G x W we have
S X(rQ)(J Y, 2)+ Y () (JJX,[Y,Z]) =0 (3.10)
XYZ XYZ

(we sum here over the cyclic permutations of X,Y.Z ).

Putting in (3.10) X = (0,€), Y = (1},0) and Z = (x*,0) for (fixed) &,7,x € m,
we obtain only two non-zero terms in the left-hand side of (3.10) (here all objects
are left G-invariant) and, consequently,

(Le(—=I(R+ SR™'S)n,X))w — (w, [-ITR7'¢, [n,X]]) =0,

because J~J(0,¢) = ((=IR1€)!, —ISR~'¢). Since the form (,) is Ad G-invariant
and IR = RI, IS = —IS, we derive condition (3.8).

To prove (3.9), put in (3.10) X = (0,£), Y = (0,n) and Z = (x},0). Then we
have only two non-zero terms on the left in (3.10), i.e. the following equation

Le(—ISR™'n,x) — L,{&, —IR™'Sx) = 0.

By Proposition 2.8 the endomorphisms R,, and S, are symmetric and by definition
I is skew-symmetric (with respect to the form (,)|m). Using (3.4) we obtain that
IR™'S = —R7'SI and, consequently, L¢(SR™')n = L,(SR™)¢. This identity
then gives the latter assertion of the proposition. O

Remark 3.5. Tt is easy to verify that conditions (3.8) and (3.9) are equivalent to
condition (1.8) in [BG1].
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Lemma 3.6. Let P € Alm(W). Assume that for P conditions (3.8) and (3.9) hold.
Then the almost complex structure J(P) on D is integrable iff for all w € W

(SE™)w ([w, [&n)]) = [[w, (R7'S)wéln] — [[w, (BT S)unl, €], &n€m. (3.11)

Proof. Since R+ SR™!'S = (1 —iSR™')(R +iS), we have
Lx(R+SR™'S)=—iLx(SR™Y)-P+ (1 —iSR™')-LxP

for X € T'(TW) and, consequently, by (3.8) and (3.9)

(L= iSR™). (LreP(n) = LeyP())

= i((Lre(SR™))(Pn) = (Lpg(SET(PE))

+ (Lre(R+ SRTS)(n) = Ly (R+ SE'S)(©))
[[w, I(R™ P)w], —In] = [[w, I(R™* P)un), —I€].

Since the operator 1 — iSR! = PR™! is invertible and IP = PI, integrability
condition (2.7) holds iff

(PR™Yw([w, [€.7]]) = [[w, (RT'P)w €], In] — [[w, (R™'P)uIn], IE].  (3.12)

Using the Jacobi identity and properties (3.1) of I, we obtain that real part of the
right-hand side of (3.12) is equal to [w, [I&, In]] = [w,[¢,n]]. The imaginary part
of (3.12) is equivalent to (3.11). O

84. Hyperkahler structures on irreducible Hermitian symmetric spaces

In this section the main theorem describing Kéahler structures anticommuting
with J~ on homogeneous domains in T(G/K) is proved. We give a general formula
for the Kéhler potential. We seek this formula in the form as in [BG1].

We continue with the previous notations but in this section it is assumed in
addition that the Hermitian symmetric space G/K is irreducible, has compact type
and the form (,) on g is positive-definite. In particular, then g is a simple compact
Lie algebra of rank [ and the subgroup K is connected.

4.1. Root theory of Hermitian symmetric spaces. Here we will review
few facts about Hermitian symmetric spaces [He, Ch.VIII, §§4-7]. The compact Lie
subalgebra € C g has the one-dimensional center 3 and coincides with the centralizer
g of 3 in g, in particular, rkg = rk€ = [. Let t be some Cartan subalgebra of ¢.
Then 3 C t and t is a Cartan subalgebra of g. The complex space t© is a Cartan
subalgebra of the simple complex Lie algebra g&. Let A be the root system of g©
with respect to t©. Denote by Ag the set of roots in A which vanish identically on
3. This is the root system of (£, t¢). Put A, = A\ A¢. Then we have the direct
decompositions

(C:t(C@Zga7 E(C:t(C@Zga7 mC:Zga.

aEA acAg a€An
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The algebra ¢ is a maximal subalgebra of g [GG, (8.5.1)]. Since this subalgebra
is ad t-invariant, according to [GG, (8.3.7)] there exists a system of simple roots
m = {o1,..,aq} C A such that for any o € A we have ny € {0,1,—1}, where
a=nfoq + - +nffoy. Then Ay = {a € A:nf =0},

Denote by At C A the corresponding set of positive roots. Choose for any
a € AT atriple (Hy, Ey, E_o) € it x g% x §~% such that [H,, F1,] = +2F 1, and
[Eo, E_o] = —H,. This choice can be made so that g has a basis consisting of a
basis of t and X, = %(Ea +E_,), Y, = %(Ea — FE_,), a € AT (the space t is
spanned by the vectors T, = %Ha, a € AT). One has

[Xaaya] = Taa [TaaXa] = Yaa [Taaya] = _Xon o€ AT

Putting Af = Ay N AT and AL = A, N AT, we obtain

t=t® Y RX,ORY,), m= Y (RX,®ORY,).

aEA?— acA

Since for each pair «, 8 € A the sum « + f is not a root, —2ia(T3) = a(Hpg) > 0.
There exists a unique element Zy € 3 such that a1(Zp) =i (a;]3 = 0 for j = 2,1).
Putting I = adz, |m : m — m, we obtain that /X, =Y, and IY, = —X, for all
a € Af. Then

[T,¢] = —ia(T)IE,, where T' € t, &, € (RX, ® RY,) C m. (4.1)

Hence I? = —Idy. Moreover, I and the automorphism exp(3adz,) € Ad(K)
coincide when restricted to m. Since the Lie group K is connected, the group
Ad(K') commutes elementwise with exp(§ adz,).

Whereas all Cartan subspaces (maximal abelian subalgebras) of m are conjugate
under the linear isotropy group Ad(K) it is possible in the special situation here
to select such a Cartan subspace a with particular reference to A. Two roots
a,f € A are called strongly orthogonal if o & 38 ¢ (A U {0}). There exists a
subset of A}, consisting of r = rk (G/K) strongly orthogonal roots f1, .., 3, [He,
Ch.VIII, Prop.7.4]. Then the subspaces a = 25:1 RXp, and la = 25:1 RYp,
are Cartan subspaces of m; the Lie subalgebra of g generated by subspaces a and
Ia is isomorphic to the semisimple compact Lie algebra g = @;:1 g;, where each

§; = (RXg, ® RYs, ® RTp,) ~ su(2). Then —if(Ts,) = 56k(Hg,) = 65. We have

Proposition 4.1. [He] Any Cartan subspace a of m has the form a = 25:1 RXpg, .
The Lie subalgebra of g generated by subspaces a and Ia is isomorphic to the
semisimple compact Lie algebra g = @;Zl g;, where each g; ~ su(2).

Denote by g% and £* the centralizers of the Cartan subspace a in g and £ re-
spectively. By (2.3), g® = a ® £*. In particular, rk¢* = rkg — r and by (3.1)
[Ia,€%] = I[a,t] =0

Proposition 4.2. Let a C m be a Cartan subspace. For the irreducible symmetric
space G/K either a is a Cartan subalgebra of g (and £€* = 0) or the centralizer of
the algebra £ in m coincides with the space a & Ia.

Proof. Let n(£*) be the normalizer of the algebra £ in g. Since £* is an ideal of
the compact algebra n(€%), we obtain the following splitting n(¢*) = £* @ g., where
10



g. = {X € g: [X,t] = 0,(X, €) = 0}. It is clear that the rank of the Lie
algebra g, does not exceed (rk g —rk€®) = r. By the Jacobi identity [[a, Ia], £*] = 0.
Therefore [g,¢%] = 0 and (g, €*) = 0. Hence g, is a semisimple algebra of rank r
containing the semisimple subalgebra § of maximal rank. Since Z; is an element
of the center of the subalgebra ¢, we obtain that adz,(g.) C g. and the triple
(g« ts, L), where &, = €N g,, m, = mNg,, [, = I|m,, is an Hermitian orthogonal
symmetric Lie algebra. Taking into account that a C m,, we conclude that this
orthogonal Lie algebra has maximal possible rank r = rkg,. Its each irreducible
component also has maximal possible rank (a is a Cartan subalgebra of g.), i.e.
corresponds to the compact symmetric space Sp(n)/U(n) for appropriate n > 1 [He,
Ch.X, §6]. Therefore g, is a semisimple Lie algebra of type C,,, & Cy,, & ---. We
claim that ny =ne =..=n, =1 or £* = 0.

Indeed, by construction the algebra g, @ €% is a subalgebra of g of maximal
rank. Hence g, is a regular subalgebra of g, i.e. [t;,g.] C g« for some Cartan
subalgebra t; of g. But the algebra g is a compact Lie algebra from the following
list A;, By, Cy, Dy, Eg, E7 [He, Ch.X, §6]. Since for algebras A;, D;, Es, E7 all roots
of their root systems have the same length, these algebras do not contain regular
subalgebras of type C,,,n > 2. So we have to consider only two cases when G/K is
the symmetric space SO(20 +1)/SO(2l — 1) or Sp(1)/U(l) with | > 2. In the first
case £ ~ s0(2] — 3) and g, ~ so(4) ~ Cy ® Cy [He, Ch.X]. In the second case ranks
of G and G/K coincide, i.e. £* = 0. So the claim is proved. O

4.2. Invariant mappings and root theory of Hermitian symmetric
spaces. In this subsection the transformation of the restricted root system of
(g,a) induced by the action of I on m is studied.

Let a be some Cartan subspace of m. For each X in the dual space of a® let
gr={X €¢%:[H,X]=\H),H € a®}. Then ) is called a restricted root if A # 0
and gy # 0. The set of all such A is denoted by 3. The simultaneous diagonalization
of ad(a®) in g© gives the decomposition g& = §o ® Y \cx+ (G2 © g—»), where X7 is
an arbitrary subset of positive restricted roots in 3.

For each linear form A on a® put

my {n €m:ad?(n) = \(w)y, Yw € a},
£ ¢ et ad’(¢) = A (w)C, Yw € a}.

Thenmy = m_,, €\ = £_,, mp = a and £; equals £%, the centralizer of a in £. By [He,
Lemma 11.3, Ch.VII] the following decompositions are direct and orthogonal:

m=a® > my, E=t"a ) b (4.2)
Aext Aext

We need the following lemma which is a weak generalization of Lemma 2.3 in [He,
Ch.VII].

Lemma 4.3. For any vector £, € my, A € X there exists a unique vector y € €
such that

[w,&] = iA(w)Cx, [0, G = —iA(w)éy for all w € a. (4.3)
In particular, dimmy = dim ¢, and

ady adyr (€3) = Mw)A(w")Ex,  where w',w" € a.
11



Proof. For completeness and mainly to fix the notation we shall prove this lemma.
It is clear that (my®€,)C = (§x@§_»). Therefore ad,,(my) C £, and ad,,(£\) C my
for w € a. So the endomorphisms ad,, and adfu when restricted to my @ £, are
nondegenerate or degenerate simultaneously. Hence the subspace {[w,{\], w €
a} C &, is one-dimensional. Since A(a) € iR, there is the element (, € £, such that
for the pair {{x, ()} condition (4.3) holds. Now the latter assertion of the lemma
is evident. O

Let f: W — m be a mapping. Identifying the tangent spaces T,y;m and Ty, m
with m, we can consider the tangent mapping f., : Tyym — Tp(,ym as an endomor-
phism on m. We say f is K-equivariant if Adgof = f o Ady on W for all k£ € K.
For such a mapping its tangent map f, : w — f., € End(m) is also K-equivariant,
i.e. satisfies (2.6). Denote by EC(W) the set of all K-equivariant mappings f (on
W) which leave some (and, consequently, each) Cartan subspace a of m invariant,
ie. fWnNa)Ca

Let f € EC(W). By K-equivariance, f..,([¢,w]) = [(, f(w)] for any ¢ € €. Hence
by (4.3) for any w € W Naand &, € my, A € ¥T

Few(IAW)EX) = frw([Cx, w]) = [Cx, fw)] = iA(f (w))Ex. (4.4)

For future use we next prove two lemmas.

Lemma 4.4. Let f € EC(W). If w € W Na then for each A\ € X the subspace
my is an eigenspace of fiy with the eigenvalue A(f(w))/AMw) and fi,(a) C a.
Moreover, for allw e W, &nem

f*w([w7 [5777]]) = “w7 *w(f)]ﬂ?] - “w7 *w(ﬁ)]7§]- (45)

Proof. Let w € W N a. Suppose that £ € a. Since by definition f,,(a) C a, the
first term on the right in (4.5) vanishes. But [ad,,ad¢] = 0. Therefore (4.5) is
equivalent to the relation

[(ady ade)[m, fiw] = 0,
which holds, because ad,, ad¢ (a) = 0 and each subspace my, A € £ is an eigenspace
of endomorphisms ad,, ade and fi.,.

Since relation (4.5) is skew-symmetric for exchanges of two variables ¢ and 7, it
remains to prove (4.5) if £ = &, € my and np = &, € m, for \,v € 1. There are vec-
tors () € £y and (] € ¢, such that for the pairs ({x,()) and (&), () condition (4.3)
holds for all w € W Na. But

[E)\ymu] + [m>n E1/] Cmyyy +my—y and [m)\ymu] C E)\-‘rl/ + E)\—l/

(see [He, Ch.VII, Lemma 11.4]). In particular, [€x, €] = (+ 4+ (—, where (4 € €5 4,.
If A\—v =0 then [a,(_] = 0. Therefore there exist vectors £+ € my, such that
[w', (1] = —i(A L v)(w)Es for all w' € a. Now from the Jacobi identity

[w/7 [€A7€II/]] = [[w/7€A]7 51,/] - [[w/7 51,/]7 SA]
it follows that

—i(A + ) (w)gs —i(A —v)(w)E = iA(w)[Cx, &) — iv(w)[¢), 6] (4.6)
(AiV)(f( )
(A £v)(w)

&x, &, we obtain (4.5) replacing w’ by f(w) in identity (4.6). Noting that m is a

v

union of its Cartan subspaces, we complete the proof. O

12
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Lemma 4.5. Let f € EC(W) and let o be a I-form on W such that o,(-) =
(f(w),-). Then

(1) the form o is Ad(K)-invariant;

(2) o is closed iff so is its restriction to the set W N a.

Proof. It is immediate that ¢ is invariant. By definition

dow(&;n) = (few(€):n) = (few(),€),  &n€m.

For w € a, by Lemma 4.4 f.,,(a) C a, fu,(at) C at and the restriction fi,|at is
a symmetric operator. Therefore do, = 0 iff do,(a,a) =0 for all w e WNa. O

Let O C R be a domain containing spectrums of all operators (— ad?, — ad?,,)|m,
w € W. For a real-analytic function ¢ on O, define a mapping § : W — m by

G(w) = q(~ady, — adj,,)(w).

Proposition 4.6. The mapping ¢ : W — m is K-equivariant and each Cartan
subspace a of m is invariant with respect to q, i.e. ¢ € EC(W). Moreover,

m = ZRX ® Y my  where X; = Xg,, (4.7)
AEXT

is the orthogonal eigenspace splitting for all G, w € a.

Proof. Since the endomorphism I belongs to the center of the group Ad(K)|m, it
follows that Adjoadr, = adrad, w) © Ady and, consequently, Ady oG = G o Ady
on W for all k € K. Now fix some Cartan subspace a = 22:1 RXp, of m (as in
subsection 4.1) and relabel X3, ,Y3,,Tj3; to read X;,Y;,T;, j = 1,7. One has

X, Vi) = KT, (T3, X4] = 68Y;, [T, Vi) = =68X;, jk=T,r.  (48)

J-a

In particular, IX; =Y; and IY; = —X. Since ad?Xj (X1) = =0, X}, and ad,,(a) =
0, for any w = 25:1 z;X; € WNa we have

(w) = ijq(a:?)Xj and  u(X;) = (q(a:?) + 2x?q'(m?))Xj, j=1r, (4.9)

i.e. (W Na) C a. The latter assertion follows immediately from (4.4) and (4.9). O

Fix in the Cartan subspace a C m a basis {X;}7_; (4.8). Let the set of restricted
roots ¥ of (g,a) be ordered lexicographically with respect to the basis {—iX;}7_;
in ia C a® (all A € X are real on the subspace ia C g®). Denote by L+ the
corresponding system of positive restricted roots. Choose the basis {¢; };7:1 in the
(complex) space (a®)* dual to the basis {X; }ioq of aC.

Proposition 4.7. For any vector £ € my, X € X the vector I€ belongs to the
subspace my,, A\ € LT U{0}, i.e. ad’(€) = N2(w), Yw € a implies ad? (I€) =
A2(w)(I€). The set X7 is a subset of the set

(BO)Y ={ie;, iej, j=1,1; L(eptep), 1<p<k<r},
13



and the set {(\, A1), A € T} is a subset of the set

{(%ej, %ej), (z'ej,()), j=1,r; (%(ep + €r), %(ep F ek)), 1<p<k< 7’} .
Proof. Fix A € . Then for any vector w = 22:1 z;X; €a MNw) = 25:1 icjxj,
where ¢; € R. Applying (4.4) and (4.9) to the function ¢ with ¢(z) = 2", n € N,
we obtain that if A(x1, ..,x,) = 0 then A(x3" ! .., 22"+1) = 0. Therefore

3 ooy L

T T2 .. Ty C1
3 3 3
l‘l ;UQ . l‘T 02 _ 0
2r—1 2r—1 2r—1
Xy Xy R it Cr

for all real vectors (x1,..,z,) € ker A. Since the column (cy,..,¢,) is nonzero, the

T
determinant & [] #; [] (27 — ) of the matrix above = 0 at these points.

Jj=1 1<p<j<r
In other words, ker A = UUG(BC)i(ker)\ Nkero). Hence ker A\ = kero for some
o € (BC); because (BC);" is a finite set, or equivalently, ay '\ € (BC); for some
ay > 0.
Now put ¢(z) = —z. Then ¢(w) = [Iw, [Iw,w]] and by (3.1)

Guw(n) € [In, [Tw, w]] + [Tw, [In,w]] + [Tw, [Tw, )]

= [1777 [Iw’ ZUH - QI[ZU, [wv 177]] = ad[w,lw](In) - 2(I adi)(]n)

for each 7 € m. Using the Jacobi identity for the vectors In, [w,w and relations (3.1)
again, we calculate the vector ady, r.)(17):
[[w’ Iw]v 177] = [wv [Iw’ IT/H - [va [wv 177]] = [wv [wv 77]] - I[w’ [w’ IT/H' (4'10)
So that Gu,(n) = ad2(n) — 3(Iad2)(In). Now from (4.4) for given &, € my it
follows that
AN—=23, .., —x2)
/\(ZEl, ooy 33‘7»)
Applying I to equation (4.11) we obtain that I, is a common eigenvector of all
endomorphisms adi}, w € a. Hence there is a unique element \; € X+ U {0} such
that ad? (I€,) = A3 (w)I&y and

Nz, .20 — 3(Tad2)(I€y) = Ex. (4.11)

A3, .., 23)

Ax, @)

It is easy to verify that if A = ay - %(ep + €x), p # k, then the pair (A, A\;) satisfies
equation (4.12) iff ay = 1 and A\; = 5(e, F €x).

Since ad_%(j (IX}) = —6(IXy), the covectors iej, j = 1,7 are positive restricted

N (21, 20) + 3N (21, 0y ) = — (4.12)

roots from X7. Therefore if the restricted roots o, A € ¥ are proportional, then
o = ie; for some j € {1,..,r} and X\ equals 5€; or 2ie;. In this case all possible

solutions (A, A7), A € B of (4.12) are pairs (ie;,0) and (%€, ¢;), j =1, 7. O
Let
St =t n{le;, iej, j=1,1 S(ep+er), 1<p<k<r}.
So
m= Z Mix, where My = m, + Im,, (4.13)
Aext++

is an orthogonal splitting of m. Since a = my and dim a = r, we have
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Corollary 4.7.1. The covector A = i¢;
from X1 with multiplicity one and my
Imy =my,.

Let t' be the subspace of t spanned by {7}}7_;. Choose the basis {€}}7_; in the
(complex) space (£©)* dual to the basis {T;}5_, of ¥ ©. Let p denote the restriction
mapping (t°)* — (¢©)* and let py be the mapping from (BC)F C (a©)* to (¢©)*
with the graph given by

{(%e;, & €;), (iej,i€y), j="1,1; ( (epter), (e, +6,)), 1<p<k<r} (414)

Corollary 4.7.2. For each j = 1,7, p(B;) = i€}. The set p(Af) is a subset of the
set

1 < 5 < r is a positive restricted root
R(IX;). If A € 7\ {ieq, .., ic. } then

II»

{%€;, ics, j=Tr; %, +€), 1<p<k<r} (4.15)
For each A € ¥,

my+Imy= > (RX, ©RY,).
€p~t(pm(N))
In particular, the space my + Imy is an eigenspace of I adr, T € ' with the eigen-
value ip, (A)(T).
Proof. Choose A € £T and &, € my. By (4.8) T, = [X,,[X,]. Putting in re-
lation (4.10) w = X; and n = —I§\ we obtain that ady, (6y) = —(AF(X;) +
N (X;)IEN. But [I,adg, |m] = 0. Therefore

IT,€] = —(Z(V( ) ANXG)ET)) IE, VT € ¥, €€ (my+ my). (416)
j=1

Thus £+iI¢ € mC are the root vectors corresponding to the roots +i Z;:1 (N2(X;)+

A7 (X;))é€) from p(Ag). Now from splitting (4.13) and Proposition 4.7 it follows that

p(AY) C (QU(—Q)), where Q is set (4.15). Taking into account that —ia(T}3,) > 0

for « € A, and —if(T3,) = 5;? (see subsection 4.1), we complete the proof. O

Let pe be the mapping from (BC);” C (a€)* to (¢©)* with the graph given by

{(26]7 263) (6]70)7 J :L—TQ ( (Epiek)v Q(EI E.Ilc))’ I<p< kgr}

Corollary 4.7.3. Let A\ € X" be a restricted root. Suppose that \; # 0. Let
Ex€my and §\, = Iy € my,. Then for any T € t' and (\ € Ey, (), € Er, with the
notations of Lemma 4.3

adr(Cy) = ipe(\)(T)C, -
If )\] =0 then [f/,E)\] =0.
Proof. Using the notations of Lemma 4.3 and the Jacobi identity for the vectors
X;,IX; and () € £\ we obtain that

(X5, 1X5]), G = [X5, [1XG, G = X5, X5, Q) = 20X, 11X, ]
= —20\(X;)[X;, T3] = 2M(X5)A1(X5)¢4, -
If Ay = 0, in the chain of equations above [X, I,] = 0 because I, € a = my. Now
the assertion of the corollary comes from Proposition 4.7. O
By (3.1) adf,,(I€) = I ad;,(€), and by (4.10) T adp,,14)() = (ady, +adF,,)(€) for
all £ € m. So as an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.7 we obtain
15



Corollary 4.7.4. Sum (4.7) (resp. (4.13)) is an orthogonal eigenspace splitting of
m for all operators ad?, ad?,,, w € a (resp. I ady, 1] ad? +ad?,, w € a). In
particular, for each w € m, [ad?,ad?, Jjm =0 and Iadpy, 1w = ad? +ad?, onm.

Remark 4.8. The well-known Harish-Chandra and Moore theorem for Hermitian
symmetric spaces (see [Wol) describes the restricted root system of (g, t') and, using
the Cayley transform, such a system for (g, a) (the spaces t' and a are conjugated
in g as Cartan subalgebras of the same compact Lie algebra a @ Ia @ [a, Ia]). This
theorem follows from Corollaries 4.7.1 and 4.7.2. But the mapping X+ — T U {0},
A — A7 of Proposition 4.7 allows us to consider directly the root decomposition for
(g,a) as a subdecomposition of the root decomposition for (g,t’).

4.3. Hypercomplex structures. Here using the result of previous subsection
we construct all antiholomorphic K-equivariant mapping on homogeneous domains
in m and prove the main theorem.

Let 0 : T(G/K) — T(G/K) be the involution which maps any tangent vector
Y at gK onto —Y at gK and let P € Alm(W), where W = —W. It is easy to see
that o is an antiholomorphic involution for the almost complex structure J(P), i.e.
o.(F(P)) = F(P), iff P, = P_,, for all w € W. But I € Ad(K)|m (see subsection
4.1), so by (2.6) I P, = Pr,I and, consequently, P, = P_,,. We have proved

Lemma 4.9. Let P € Alm(W). The mapping q o is an antiholomorphic involution
for J(P) iff P = P.

The following proposition and lemma will be crucial for the subsequent part of
the paper.

Proposition 4.10. Let P = (R +iS) € Alm(W) and PI = IP, SI = —IS.
Suppose that Le(SR™)n = L,(SR™Y)¢ for all (fived) &,m € m. Then SR™! =
(a1 + a2l)Yy on W for some aj,as € R, where Y is a rational K -equivariant
mapping on m given by

T(w) = (—adj, —adj,) ! (w).

All mappings Y, : m — m, where w belongs to the set W of all reqular points of
T, anticommute with I iff all restricted roots from X are indivisible, i.e. X has type

C,.

Proof. Fix the Cartan subspace a = 22:1 RXps, of m. Let A = a® la. We claim

that the operators (SR™1),, w € W N2 leave the space 2 invariant.
To show this, consider (m,I) as a space over C with fixed orthogonal basis

{Xo,a € AL}, For each complex number z = z + 1y put 2X, def xXo +yl X, =
rX, +yY, €m (here 1> = —1, 2,y € R). Denote by C : m — m the corresponding

complex conjugation mapping, i.e. C(zX,) = zX,, where Z def oy 1. For any
complex vector z = (z1,..,2.) € C" denote by zX the vector Z;Zl 2 X; € 2
Put Z = {z € C" : 2X € Wn#A}. Since ICSR™' = CSR™'I, there exists
the complex matrix-function z — (hq;(2)), @ € Af,j = 1,7 on Z such that the
R-linear mapping C(SR™!),x takes each vX € 2 to djahaj(2)vj - Xo € m.
Considering C' as an R-linear mapping on the set W N2 and using relation (3.9),
we conclude that locally each function h,; : Z — C is a partial derivative of some
holomorphic function, i.e. hq; is holomorphic on the set Z C C". In particular,
each holomorphic 1-form 22:1 haj - dz; is closed. From (4.1) it follows that for
16



any vector T € ¥, exp(adr)(X,) = ¢ (M X,, where o/ = —ialt' is a real linear
function on t'. Because of K-equivariance of SR™!

Ady C(CSR™) Ady—1 = C(CSR M ad, w, Yw e W,k € K,
and, consequently,
eﬂ(o‘/*B;)(T)haj(zl, o Zp) = haj(ewi(T)zl, ..,eZBL(T)z,«), Ve Z, Tet.

Therefore hq;(z1,..,27) = zaj - 21" -+ 2E7 for some constant z,; € C and integers
pr € Z such that o’ + f; = =37, _; prfj,. Then by Corollary 4.7.2 hy; = 0 if

a & {p1,...0r} and hg, j(z) = zk_lzj_l up to a complex constant. But the form
> izt hpyj - dzj is closed. Hence hg,; = 0 if k # j.

Relabel the function hg,; by h;. Since G/K is an irreducible hermitian symmet-
ric space, the restricted root system of (g,a) has the type C, or (BC), [He, Ch.X,
§6]. Therefore the restricted Weyl group of (g, a) induces all signed permutations
X; — £Xj(;). Taking into account K-equivariance (2.6) again, we obtain that
hs(jy (215, 2r) = hj(2s(1)s - Zs(r) ), Where s is any permutation. But the function
h;(z) depends only on the j-th coordinate z; of z. So there is a unique function
h(t) = 2ot ™2, z0,t € C such that h;(z) = h(z;). Then (SR™').x takes each vX € 2
to >, zoz]72vj - X; € /. Hence the claim is established.

Since YT is K-equivariant, Y, € Eqv(Wy). The restriction of the mapping
(—ad? —ad?,) "' (w) to a takes each > 25X to 32, (1/2;)X;. Thus

(SR™Y)yla = (a1 + asD)Y,yla, where —Zg =ay +1az, w e Wna. (4.17)

But by the latter assertion of Proposition 3.4 for any point wg € W N a there is
its neighborhood U C W and a mapping f : U — m such that SR~ = f, on U.
Assuming that the set U N a is connected and taking into account (4.17), we can
choose this function such that f = (a1 +a2I)Y on UNa. From (2.6) it follows that

(SR ad, w = Ady - few - Adj—1 = (Adg of 0 Adj-1) 4 Ad, w- (4.18)

Put U = U,cx Ad(U). The mappings C o f and C' o Adgof o Adj-: are holo-
morphic on U and Adg(U) respectively and differ by a constant on each con-
nected component of U N Adg(U). Therefore there exists an analytic extension
(not necessarily single-valued) of the mapping C o f to the mapping C o f de-
fined on the whole Ad(K )-invariant set U. By (4.18) the multiple-valued map-
ping f(k) = Adjof o Ady—: differ by a constant from f on U. Hence there ex-
ists a unique K-equivariant (i.e. commuting with Ad-action of K on U C m)
multiple-valued mapping fx such that fK(wo) = Ukex f(k)(wg). The mapping YT
is also K-equivariant. Since such mappings are defined by their restrictions to a
(m = Upex Adg(a)) and f = (a1 + a2I)Y on U N a, we have fre = (a1 + agD)Y
on U because f(wo) € fx(wo). In particular, the function C o fx is single-valued.
Thus SR™! = (a; + a2I)Y, on W C m. So now it remains to establish when the
operators T, anticommute with I.

Splitting (4.7) is the common eigenspace splitting for all T,,,, w € a (see Propo-

sition 4.6). The restrictions of Y., and I to A = a @ Ia anticommute because
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T|A = f, where f : 25:1 2j X — 25:1(1/27)Xj. Indeed, T|2 coincide with f on
a and f is equivariant with respect to the action of the group T/ = {expadr,T € t'}
on 2A = T'(a).

Suppose that )\;tk =i(ep £er)/2, p # k, Njj2 = i€;/2, 1 < j < r are restricted

roots and {;tk € My §ij2 € my, Then applying (4.4) to the K-equivariant

/2"
mapping T, we obtain that

o 1 1
ufpik =+——¢&; and  T.u(§2) = Péj/?v (4.19)
J

T*w + =
(€5) —

Tp £ Tk

where w = 22:1 x;X;. Remark also that

Yow(X;)=—2;2X;  and  T.,(IX;)=2;71X;, j=T1r.

Taking into account that I(m,+ ) = m,s and I(m,, ,) =m,, ,, we complete the
pk pk

proof. O
We can supplement Proposition 4.10 with the following simple statement.

Corollary 4.10.1. Suppose that the restricted root system ¥ of (g, a) has type C,..
Then for arbitrary ai,as € R the mapping (a1 + a2l) o Y satisfies (4.5).

Proof. Since Y € EC(Wry), it only remains to prove (4.5) for the mapping I o
Y. But IT,, = Y5l because the mapping T is K-equivariant and I and the
automorphism exp 7 adz, € Ad(K) coincide when restricted to m (see subsection
4.1). By Proposition 4.10 IT,,, = —Y.,I. So that Y., = —Y.,. Taking into
account already proved identity (4.5) for T at Tw and properties (3.1) of I, we
obtain

I s ([, [§, 1)) = Trw ([T, €, 7]])

[Hw, Yarw ()] 0] = [Hw, Tarw(n)], €]
[[w7 _IT*Iw (6)]7 77] - [[w7 _IT*Iw (77)]7 g]
| ]

w, I, 5) 777] - [[W,ITW(U)],Q

—~

Lemma 4.11. Let (J(P),Q) be a Kdihler structure on D such that IP = PI on W.
Then for each Cartan subspace a = 25:1 RX; Cm, Ry(a) =a, where w € WNa.

Moreover, R,,(X;) € RX;, j = 1,7 and R, (M) C My for all roots A € L++.

Proof. For arbitrary mapping A € Eqv(W) it follows from (2.6) that [ad¢, A,] =
(Li¢,w)A)w, where ¢ € €. Then by (3.8)

[ade, (1 + (SR™Y)%) Ru] (n) = I[n, [w,R;ll[C,w]}], Vet nem. (4.20)

We first shall prove that R, (a) C 2, where 2l = a®Ia. To see this, denote by K*
the connected subgroup of K with the Lie algebra ¢* (the centralizer of the Cartan
subspace a in ¢). All automorphisms Ady, k € K® leave the space a @ Ia pointwise
fixed. Then by (2.6) all these automorphisms leave R, (a) pointwise fixed. Now it
follows from Proposition 4.2 that R, (a) C 24 if €* #£ 0.

18



It remains to consider the case when £* = 0, i.e. a C m is a Cartan subalgebra
of g and ¥ is a root system of (g,a). Then ' = t and by Corollary 4.7.2 for each
root @ € A/ there is a unique restricted root AT € ¥*+ such that RX, @ RY, =
my+ @ Imy+. Here v = 5(¢, + ¢;,) and AT = (€, + €;), where 1 <p <k <r. If
At # i€, then ITmy+ = my-, where A\~ = (¢, — €), else Jmy+ = RX,,. In this
one-dimensional subspace Im,+ fix a non-zero vector X assuming that X /;] = X,

j=T1,r. Then for a = (e, +¢), T=>"_ ;T et,w=3"_ z;X;€a

adr (X)) = 2(tp + te)1X,
ad?, (X)) = —f(zp — 2)? X7, (4.21)
ad, (IX, ) = —x(zp + 2x)’1X, .

Now consider (m,I) as a space over C with fixed basis {X;, 8 € Af}. Since each
operator R,, : m — m is symmetric and commuting with I, the corresponding
complex matrix is Hermitian. Let (Rg;) and (rg;), 8 € AT, j = 1,r be two
complex matrix-functions corresponding to the operator-functions R|2l and R~ |2l
Then ZBEAﬁ R—gprgk = 52

Put =X, €aand ( =T €t in (4.20). By Proposition 4.10 (SR™1)? = (a? +
a2)(Y.,)?. Taking into account relations (4.21) and (4.19), we obtain from (4.20)

w
the following equation

(3, + 3tk — t) (1 + (af + a3)z, > %) Ran (4.22)
T
=t (100 — 5 (@p — za)ia; + (0 + ) (@p + 20)a;)
j=1
Here a = %(e; + €,), Taj and 7o; are real and imaginary parts of the complex

function 7,;. This equation then gives that R, = 7on = 0 if n # p and n # k.
Assume now that p # k. It follows from (4.22) that R,, = R, and

Rop (1 + (a% + a%)x;%f) = —%:Ep((l‘p — X )Pap + 1(xp + xk)fap) ( |
4.23

D=

= 1ok ((@p — k) Pak + 1(2p + Tk)Fak)-

Z Rgprgk = RapT‘ak = 51,: = 0,
BEAR

i.e. either Ry, or o equal zero. By (4.23) these two functions on W N a equal
zero simultaneously. Thus R,,(a) C 2.

Turning to the general case, consider again relation (4.20). Using the basis { X},
j = 1,7 in a, we deduce the following equations for the matrix elements R, and
Tpn Of R,R™ o — A

(tp — tn) (14 (af + a3)z, *) Rpn = Wy ity (Tmry,), Vt; eR, j=1,r.

Thus R,, = 0if n # p and r,, € R, ie. R,(RX,) C RX,. But I[t',a] C

a. Therefore for any ¢ € t' the expression on the right in (4.20) vanishes and,

consequently, (1+ (SR71)2)R,,(9My) C M. O
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We showed above that a structure of the mapping P depends on type of the
restricted root system X of the symmetric space G/K. For each type we define a
set A¥ C R? x {£1} by

A9 =R3 x {1} and APY =RT x {0} x {0} x {1} U{(0,0,0,-1)}. (4.24)

For an element a € AY, let a; = 3 (/a2 +4a? + 4a3 — ap) if a? + a3 > 0 and
ay = —ag if a1 = ay = 0. Put a; = {Z;Zl r;X; €a: :E? > a4 }. This subset of the
Cartan subspace a defines a unique Ad(K )-invariant open connected subset W< of
m with WS Na = ay. For a € APY let WP =mife =1 and WBY = m )\ {0} if
e=—1. Set DI =TI(G x W2).

The central result of this paper is the following.

Theorem 4.12. Let (J(P),Q) be a G-invariant Kdhler structure on the G-invariant
domain D C T(G/K), where G/K is the irreducible Hermitian symmetric space of

compact type. Suppose that IP = PI on W. Then there exists a unique quadruple
(ag,ay,as,e) € A¥ such that W C W2 and

P, = (14 i(ar+asl)Yiy)) - (1 + (a%%—a%)(T*)fU)*l By, weW Cm, (4.25)

By = (I ady g0 .0 eV 100l - 1d)[m,  d(w) = ¢(—ad, —adf,)w,  (4.26)

o(t) = Vao +t— (a? +ad)t—1 —ey/|ao
— . )

For arbitrary (ag,ay,as,¢) € A* the operator-function P (4.25) determines a
Kdhler structure (J(P),Q) on the G-invariant domain DY C T(G/K). This struc-
ture anticommutes with J~.

Moreover, if as = 0, this Kdhler structure (J(P),Q = df) (4.25) admits a po-
tential function Q, i.e. Q = 2i00Q; if, in addition, a; = 0, then § = 2Im0Q. The

1 dt
unction (IT* , W) = —ad%u —ad2w w,w), where q(t) = — .
Proof. By Proposition 4.10 SR™! = (a3 + a2I)T, on W. Define the K-equivariant
mapping B € Eqv(W) putting By, = (1 + c2(Y.)?)Ry, ¢ = a? +a3. A change
Ry — (1 + c*(Y4)2) 1B, converts (3.8) into

(LeB)w(n) = —[lw, 1B, (1 + A(TL)R)el, I, we W, &n€m. (4.27)

By Lemma 4.11 B,,(X;) = b;(w)X; for all w € W Na. Putting in (4.27) n = X,
and { = X}, we obtain that the function b; on W N a depends only on the j-th
coordinate of the vector w = z;:1 x;X;. Taking into account the action of the
restricted Weyl group of (g,a) on a and K-equivariance of B, we conclude that
all b; coincide as functions on some subset of R (see the proof of Proposition 4.10
and (2.6)). This unique function will be denoted by b, i.e. b;(w) = b(x;). Solving

equation (4.27) for £ =n = X, i.e. b'(x) = b~ (2)(1 + 2z~ *)z, we find

b(x) = \/ao + 22 — (a? + a3)x 2 (4.28)

for some constant ag € R. Also B,,(1X;) = b;j(w)IX; because B,,I = IB,,.
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By Lemma 4.11 B,,(9) = 9, for each A € ¥TF. Since [a, Ia] C ¥, from (4.27)
and Corollary 4.7.2 it follows that (4.13) is the orthogonal eigenspace splitting for
all operators (L¢B),, with w € W Na, £ € a, and, consequently, there exists a
constant operator B; : m — m such that (B, — B;)|9\ = ba(w) - Idgn,. We can
choose the operator B; with trace = 0 when restricted to each 91,.

Put B), = B,|M) for w € WNa. Fix an element A € 1+ and a vector £y € m.
There is a vector ¢ € €, satisfying (4.3). The change R, — (1 + c3(Y.)2) 1B,
converts (4.20) into

[ade, B.] (n) = I[n, [w, By (1 + CQ(T*)QW)[[C,U)H], Vet nem.  (4.29)

We claim that B,,(my) C my. Indeed, if A = A; then 9T, = m,, i.e. the claim holds.
Suppose now that A # Ay and A; # 0. Then M) = my @ my,. Put in (4.29) ¢ = ()
and n = w' € a. In view of (4.19) Y., (&x) = ux(w)éx. Because of Lemma 4.3
equation (4.29) gives

A(Buw')ex = Mw') Buw(6x) = =Aw)Ar(w)Ar (w') (1 + Pux (w)) - (Byy €3 )my
= Mw)A(w)Aw) (1 + *u} (w)) - (B € )m,, (4.30)

Setting equal in (4.30) the components belonging to the subspace my,, we obtain
that

(Bwfk)nu, = )\2(11))(1 + 027&(“))) : (BilfA)mA,'
Similarly for the vector &y, = I§x € my, we have
(BU)S)\I)mA = )‘%(w)(l + 02u§\1 (w)) : (B1;1€>\1 )mx'

But (Bylé\)m, = I[(Bw A)mxz and an analogous relation holds for the operator
B,,'. Note also that u3 = uil and A? # \2. Therefore (Bwéa)my, = 0. The claim
is proved.

Turning to the general case, we obtain for arbitrary A € X that

A(Buw')ex = Aw)Buw(6:) = = Aw)Ar(w)Ar(w') (1 + i (w) By, (6x)-

Moreover, we can replace the vector £, in this equation by the vector 1§ because
B,I =1B,. Thus
A(Buw') - B = Aw') - (BY)? = =Aw)Ar(w)Ar(w')(1 + ¢l (w)) - 1dan,

w

Since B,w' = Z;Zl b(w;)z}; X, the linear functionals A\(B,w’) and A(w') on a are
linearly independent for any w in general position. Thus By = 0 and B) is a scalar
operator. Then the real function by (w) satisfies the equation

AMByw') - by(w) — AMw') - b3 (w) = —=A(w)Ar(w)Ar(w') (1 + Eui (w)).
This equation has the following solutions

by = %(bp —I—bk) if A= %(Ep + Ek) and by = %(b] —1—6\/%) if A= %Ej, (4.31)
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where e = +1. In other words, with restrictions (4.24) on the parameters ag, a1, az, €

T

By = (I adp(w) +€v/|ag|Id)|m, where T'(w) = Z —(bj(w)—e/]ao|)T;. (4.32)
j=1

Since [[X;, X,] = —T; and —ad?,, (X;) = szXj, expressions (4.26) and (4.32) for
By, w € W N a coincide. The equivariance of the mapping B : w — B, (4.26)
proves the first assertion of the theorem.

Since Y.l = —IY,,, each operator 1+ i(a; + agl)Y,,, is invertible. So by
construction the operator-function P (4.25) determines an almost complex structure
on DZ anticommuting with J~. Therefore to prove the second assertion of the
theorem it suffices to show that the almost complex structure J(P) with P (4.25)
is integrable. The following lemma generalizes some results of Lemma 6 of [BG1],
where the case Im P = 0 was considered.

Lemma 4.13. Let P € Alm(W) and IP = PI. Suppose that P satisfies condi-
tions (3.8) and (3.9). Then the almost complex structure J(P) on D is integrable.

Proof. From Proposition 4.10 and the proof above it follows that (4.7) is eigenspace
splitting for all operators (SR™1),, and B,,, w € W Na and consequently, for all S,,
and R,,. By equivariance R,,, Sy, is a pair of commuting operators for all w € W.
Now taking into account Lemma 3.6 and Corollary 4.10.1, we complete the proof.
O

Thus to prove integrability of J(P), we have to verify only condition (4.27).
Without loss of generality, we may assume that w € W N a. By equivariance of B,
this condition is equivalent to (4.27) with £ € a and (4.29).

Considering equation (4.27) with n = &\, A € 7T and the restriction by|a as a
function of 1, .., x,, we obtain

(b /0xj) - Ex = —Tadr,; (§x) - (1 + 623:]-_4)a:jbj_1, j=1r. (4.33)

By Corollary 4.7.2 I adr,(§x) = ipm(A)(T})Ex, so (4.33) is a linear combination of
equations for b; with the solutions b(z;) (4.28).

Since I commutes with ad¢, from (4.32) it follows that the left-hand side of (4.29)
equals I adj¢ 7(w)- But the ad-representation of € in m is faithful (and irreducible) [GG,
(8.5.1)]. Hence (4.29) is equivalent to the equation

(T(w),¢] = [w, By (1 + A(C2)IGu]],  VCet (4.34)

For ( € t; = ¢ the left and right sides of (4.34) vanish, because w € a and
T(w) € ' = [a,Ia]. Similarly for ¢ € €y, A € T, where A\; = 0, because [t', €] =0
by Corollary 4.7.3 and I[a, €] C Imy C a.

Suppose now that ¢ = () € €\, and A\; # 0. Applying Corollary 4.7.3 again we
obtain that

ipe(N)(T(w)) - G4, = =Mw)Ar(w)(1 + *u3)by" - ¢,

Here A = %(ep +ex), pF# kor\= %ej. It is easy to verify this algebraic identity
using (4.19), (4.28), (4.31) and the expressions for pg(A) (4.14). Thus the almost
complex structure J(P) is integrable.
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To prove the last assertion of the theorem for (J(P),(2) consider its subbundle
F(P) of (0,1)-vectors. By definition IQ|F(P) = dQ|F(P) and 0Q|F(P) = 0.
Denote by A the one-form IT*(0Q) on G x W. Then for any £ € m, ( € ¢, w € m:

A(g,w)(gl(g)7 —ZP_w(f)) =0, A(g,w)(cl(g)7 [w7 C]) =0

and
A(g,w)(gl(g)’zpw(g)) = Z<qA(w)v Pw(£)> + Z(é*w (Pw(é))’w>

Fix w € W Na. Then §(w) € a, Guw(a) C a and Py, (a) C a® because ay = 0.
Now using the invariance of the space a' C m with respect to P, and §..,, we
obtain that A (¢ ® at,at) =0 ([w,La). Since the endomorphisms P, and
G+w commute and are symmetric, we have for £ € a

Aew) (€0, —i(R —1i8) &) =0
and
Ae,w) (0, i(R + i) wo) = i{(R 4 i5)w(§(w) + Grw(w)), &o)-
Thus for any n € g,u € m we have

Atewy(mu) = 5{(1+ SRT'SR™ ) Ry (w'),m) + 5 (1 +iSR™ )y (w'),u). (4.35)

Here w’ is the vector §(w) + Guw (w) € a. It is clear that dA = %zdé if the first term

in the right-hand side of (4.35) equals %zé and the second one determines a closed
1-form o on WZ. In other words, (1+ SR™1SR™1), R, (w') = w, i.e.

b(z)(2zq(2) + 22°¢ (2%)) = b(x) (2°q(z?)) = =
because of relation (2.4) and (4.9). Next, the form
ow(u) = 27 (1 + SR, (G(w) + Guw(w)), u)

is closed. Indeed, SR,! = a1 Y.,. The mapping w + (14 a1 Y s )(G(w) + Guw (w))
is K-equivariant because so are the mappings ¢, w — {4 and w — Y,,,. Now by
Lemma 4.5, do = 0 because a restriction o to W N a is a linear combination of the

forms (1 —i/x3)d(x3q(23)). O
Example 4.14. Hyperkdhler structures on the tangent bundles of SU(2)/U(1).
Let G/K = SU(2)/U(1). The Lie algebra g = su(2) has the basis X;,Y7,T; (4.8).

For each complex number z = = + 1wy put zX; def x X1 +ylX; = xX1 +yY, € m.
Let (J(R +i5),Q) be a Kahler structure anticommuting with J—. Then for each
w=2Xq, |z]* > at

_ Vb - (21 + aga? — (a3 +ad))

Ry, =9¥(|z]) - 1dy, where () A1 (@ a2

)

and
Sw(vX1) =¥(z]) (a1 +1a2)272%v - X3 for all veC.

Remark 4.15. The hyperkahler structure (g, J—, J(P)), where J(P) is defined by (4.25)
with ap > 0 and a; = as = 0, coincides with the structure constructed in [BG1,
Theorem 1]. Here g is the corresponding to the pair (J(P),2) (hyper) Kéhler
metric. This is a unique metric for which its restriction to G/K coincides with
the metric \/ag - gm on M = G/K (because Py = /ag - Idy). Our formula for a
potential generalizes such a formula in [BG2].
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