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CURVATURE OF QUASI-SYMMETRIC SIEGEL
DOMAINS

R. ZELOW LUNDQUIST

1. Notation, definitions and basic facts

I. Satake has introduced the concept of quasi-symmetric domains. They
occur as fibers in certain fiberings of symmetric domains over their boundary
components, and they are contained in the larger class of spaces called
homogeneous Siegel domains. The homogeneous bounded domains are biho-
lomorphically equivalent to the homogeneous Siegel domains, and the sym-
metric bounded domains are equivalent to those quasi-symmetric domains
that satisfy a certain additional identity, by a theorem of Satake. The
quasi-symmetric domains have some convenient algebraic properties, and
Satake has classified them algebraically. We work out the basic differential
geometric properties of these spaces, such as Bergman metric, Bergman
connection, curvature tensor, and holomorphic (bi)-sectional curvature. We
also give a differential geometric proof of Satake’s symmetry condition, given
that the space is quasi-symmetric. The author is very indebted to his thesis
adviser, Professor S. Kobayashi.

Let D(Q, F) = {(z,u) € C* X C"|Imz — F(u, u) € 2} be a Siegel do-
main (of the second kind), defined by the cone € in R”, (2 open, convex, not
containing a whole straight line), and the Q-hermitian form F with values in
C"—(F is C-linear in first variable, F(u,, u,) = F(u,, u,) and F(u, u) €
(closure of @) — {0} if u # 0). Identifying C"*™ with C* X C™, and denoting
the affine transformations of C"*™ by Aff(C"*™), we let

Aff(Q, F) = { g € Af(C"*™)|gD(Q, F) = D(R, F)},
GI(R, F) = Aff(Q, F) n Gl(n + m, C).

We also let
G(Q) = {4 € GI(n, R)|AQ = Q}.

As is well-known [5], [7], we have
Aff(Q, F) = {(4, 4, a, b) € G(R) X GI(m, C) X R* X C"|
AF(v,, v,) = F(Av,, Av,)¥v,, v, € C"},

Communicated by S. Kobayashi April 3, 1978.
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with action
(A4, A, a, b)(z, u) = (Az + a + 2iF(Au, b) + iF(b, b), Au + b).

The group multiplication in Aff(2, F) is
(1) (A4, A, a,b)(B, B, c,d) = (AB, AB, a + Ac + 2 Im F(b, Ad), b + Ad),
and (/, 1, 0, 0) is the unit element. One calculates the Lie algebra to be

R Aff(2, F){(X, X, a, b) € a(R) X gi(m, C) X R* X C™|XF(v,, v,)

= F(Xv,, v,) + F(v,, X~02)V01, v, € C"},

where g(§2) is the Lie algebra of G(§2). The bracket product is

[(X, X, a, b), (Y, Y,c, d)]
@ = ([X, Y], [X, ¥, Xc — Ya + 4 Im F(b, d), Xd — ¥b).
Now Aff(, F) c Hol, F) := group of holomorphic automorphisms of
D(Q, F), and if g(Q, F) is the Lie algebra of Hol(Q, F), then we have an
anti-isomorphism of g(f2, F) with the Lie algebra of complete holomorphic
vector fields on 9 (R, F). The vector field corresponding to Z € g(, F) has
the value
d
E '=0{(exp tZ)(Z, u)} € T(z,u)GD(Qa F)
at (z, u), where T, , is the real tangent space at (z, u). More precisely, its
value is the vector Z'(Z,u) € U, (@, F) such that Z'(z,u) =3(Zew — UZ( ),
where (L, F) is the holomorphic tangent bundle and J is the complex
structure. Let now 9, = 9/9z = (3/3z',- - - ,3/0z") = (3,1, - - -, 9,»), and
fora ER" let a- 9, == = a'0,.. Use similar notation for u. Then one calcu-
lates that

Z(z,u) =

(X, X,a,b),=a-3, + (2iF(u,b)- 3, + b-3,)
3) +(Xz-9, + Xu- d,)-
In general, we have a grading
6 F)=q,®0,,96®a,9Dq,

where g, is the A-eigenspace for ad(z - 9, + yu- 9,). We have

L AFQ F)=a,9Da,,,9 0
and a- 9, €9, 2iF(u, b)- 9, + b-3,Eq /5, Xz- 9, + Xu- 3, € g, From
now on, let € be self-dual with respect to a positive-definite inner product
{, > on R”, in the sense that @ = @* = {r € R*|(y,y’)> > 0 Vy’ € closure
@ — {0}} and G(2) acts transitively on 2. Then

Fact 1. [8]. G(f2) is an open subgroup of a reductive real algebraic group
and the isotropy subgroup K, of G(f2) at any point ¢ € Q is a maximal
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compact subgroup. There exists an element e € Q such that K, = {4 €
G(R)|4’ = A7}, where the prime is the adjoint with respect to {, >. The
Cartan involution of g({2) at e is X — —X’, and the Cartan decomposition is
therefore g(2) = £, + p, where

f,={X €g(@)X' =-X}={X €g(Q), Xe =0},

p.={X €g(Q|X’' = X}.
We fix the base point e € Q. Observing that g(2) C g/(n, R) consists of
certain endomorphisms of R”, one makes the

Definition 1 [8]. It is easily seen that there is a unique element T, € p,
such that T,e = a for any given a € R”". In particular, T, = idg..

The mapping R” 3 a+—> T, € p, is a linear isomorphism, and one sees
easily that under the isomorphism p, — T,(2) given by X
d/dt|,_o{(exp tX)e}, we have T, > a - 3, where T,(Q) is the tangent space at
e, and y is the standard coordinate on R”".

Definition 2 [8]. Let a, ° a, = T, (a,) for a;, a, € R". It is known [8] that
under this product R” becomes a (commutative) formally real Jordan algebra
with unit e. We also need
4) a° Xe = Xa forX € p,.

Infacta o Xe = T,Xe = [T,, X]e + XT,e = Xa, since [T,, X] € £,.

Definition 3 [8]. Given a Siegel domain ) (R, F), we say that 4 €
gl(m, C) is associated to A € g(12) if
(5) AF(v,, v)) = F(Av,, v,) + F(v,, Av,) Yo,, v, € C.

Definition 4 [8]. Extending {(, > to a C-bilinear symmetric form on
C" X C", we put, fora € R”,

F,(vy, v)) = <a, F(v}, v,)).
We have that F, is a hermitian form on C™, and that it is positive-definite if
a € Q*, by virtue of the definition of ©*. So if Q is self-dual, then F, is a
positive-definite hermitian form on C™. '

Definition 5 [8). If Q is self-dual, for a € R” let R, € gl(m, C) be given by

F, (v, vy) = 2F,(v}, R,v,),
ie.,
<a’ F(Ul’ 02)> =2 <e’ F(vl’ Rav2)>~
If JC(F,) are the F,-selfadjoint transformations of C™, and P(F,) is the set
(cone) of the positive definite subsets of JC(F,), then R, € J((F,), and

R, € P(F,) fora € Q.
Remark. Satake uses an F which is conjugate to ours, but this does not

affect the definition of R,.
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We also let R denote the map R” 3 a+ R, € J((F,) and also the C-linear
extension C" — gl/(m, C) of this, [8]. The relation (5) can be written, [8],
(6) Ry, = A*R,+ R, A fora €R".

From [8] we quote

Fact 2. If (R, F) is a Siegel domain with  self-dual, then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) For every a € R", R, is associated to T,.
(ii) The map R: a — R, of R" into JC(F,) satisfies
R, ., =R,R, +R,R

a, o ay ay” a,’

(iii) There exists a (unique) Lie algebra homomorphism B: g(2) —»
al%m, C) == {X € gl(m, C)|trace X € R} such that

7 B(X) is associated to X,
ie.,

Ry, = B(X)*R, + R,B(X) Va ER",
(®) B(X") = B(X)*.

(iv) The projection map g, 3 (X, X)X € ¢(R) is surjective.
(g, is a term in the decomposition

82 F)=g,+0.,,0+ G+ a2+ 6)

Now finally we can define the spaces which we want to study.

Definition 6 [8]. A Siegel domain 9 (R, F) with self-dual Q is said to be
quasi-symmetric if the equivalent conditions in Fact 2 are satisfied.

A quasi-symmetric domain is homogeneous, since  and therefore also
6D (R, F) are homogeneous [5].

To have the situation as simply as possible, we have the

Definition 7. A cone @ C R” is said to be decomposable if there exist
nonzero linear subspaces U,, U, of R", and cones &, C U,, @, C U, such that
R" = U, ® U, and @ = @, X Q,. If no such decomposition exists, the cone is
said to be indecomposable.

Similarly we have

Definition 8. A complex manifold biholomorphic to a homogeneous
bounded domain is said to be decomposable if it is biholomorphic to the
product of two nontrivial homogeneous bounded domains. If no such decom-
position exists, the manifold is said to be indecomposable.

It has been shown [2] that any homogeneous bounded domain is biholo-
morphic to the product of indecomposable homogeneous bounded domains,
and also that a homogeneous Siegel domain D (R, F) is indecomposable if
and only if 2 is indecomposable. (See also [10].)



SYMMETRIC SIEGEL DOMAINS 633

Because of the above, we restrict attention to (homogeneous) Siegel do-
mains D (R, F) with a self-dual and indecomposable cone  satisfying the
condition of quasi-symmetry.

Up to isomorphism the self-dual indecomposable cones can be described as
follows [10], [11].

I. Let F=R, C, H, the sets of real numbers, complex numbers, and
quaternions respectively, and for each integer m > 1, let

In(F) = {X €M, (F)|X* = X},

where M, (F) is the set of m X m matrices with coefficients in F, and
X* = X’ is the conjugate transpose, using the standard conjugation on F.
Then the set ¥?,,(F) = {X € ¥, (F)|X positive-definite} is an indecompos-
able cone which is self-dual with respect to the inner product

(X, Y) = trace(XY)

on the real vector space J(, (F). We call these cones classical cones. The set
A,,(F) of upper triangular matrices in M,,(F) with real positive diagonal
entries acts simply transitively on &, (F) by

(t, X)> tXt* forX € @, (F)andt € A, (F).

II. For n > 3 we define the quadratic form Q, on R" by

0u(x) = x1x, = X3=- - - —xp.
We put S, = {x € R"|Q,(x) > 0, x, > 0}. Then S, is an indecomposable
cone which is self-dual with respect to the ordinary inner product on R”. We
call these cones spherical cones. The connected component of the identity of
the group of similitudes of Q, acts transitively on S,. (We modify the inner
product slightly in §2.)

III. There is also an exceptional cone ¥, (Cayley) which we exclude here,
since Satake has proved that a quasi-symmetric domain with this cone must
be the tube domain defined by it, and we are mainly interested in Siegel
domains of the second kind. (Reason for the exclusion is simply that this case,
being symmetric, is already well understood.) So we agree to forget about this
cone in all statements belows.

The key fact we need in order to establish a connection between the
differential geometry of 9D (2, F) and Satake’s algebraic description is

Fact 3 [5]. Let 9D (Q, F) be a homogeneous Siegel domain. The Bergman
kernel function is of the form H = A o ®, where A is a positive function on @,
and @ is the map

®(z, u) = Im z — F(u, u)
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of (8, F) onto Q. Moreover, if (4, A) € GI(Q, F), then
A(Ax) = |det A|‘2|det /fl'z}\(x)
forx € Q.
Observe that the Bergman metric is defined, since (£, F) is biholomor-

phic to a bounded domain, [5], and hence we can transfer the metric from
that domain just as in the case of the upper half-plane.

2. The Bergman metric
We need some lemmas. Recall (§1) that A,(F) denotes the group of upper
triangular matrices in M,(F) with positive entries on the diagonal, where
F =R, C, H. The image of 4 € A,(F) under the mapping 4,(F) — G(@ng))
is denoted here by A. We have AY = AYA* for Y € ?PP(F). Now 4 €
GI(3C,(F)), and I(,(F) is a real vector space of dimension d =3p(p + 1), p?,
2p? — p for F = R, C, H respectively.

If
a, *
A= . ,
0 a,
letdet A = a, - - - a, also in the quaternionic case. We have

Lemma 1. det 4 = (det A for A € A,(F), where e = p + 1, 2p, 4p — 2
for F = R, C, H respectively.

Proof. If there is such an ¢, we find it by rzzplacing A by s4 with s > 0.
Then (sA) = 5?4, and det s24 = s*? det A = s?*(det A)°. On the other hand,
(det s4)° = (s* det A)° = sP*(det A)°. Soe = 2d/p.

We have only to prove that det A = 1 =>det 4 = 1. Using the Lie algebra,
we have to show that if

X = . € LA, (F)
0 a

P
has trace zero, then so has the endomorphism
Y XY + YX*
of JC,(F). Using a standard basis for JC,(F), we see that this is an elementary
computation, which is omitted here. q.e.d.
We use z = x + iy as (part of) coordinates on %D (R, F). In order not to
have any confusion, we use a different name ¢ for coordinates on £ C R".
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Also observe that we can take e = id € ?PP(F) as the base point satisfying the
conditions in §1 with respect to the metric introduced in that section.

Lemma 2. There is a C* solution A(1) € G(P,(F)) of the equation t = A-
e for t near e =id € &P »(F), satisfying the condition: (det A0 is a homoge-
neous polynomial of some degree | in t € R?. (The basis for I, (F) ~R? is
inessential.)

Proof. Consider first the cases F = R, C. By §1, there is 4 € A ,(F) for
given t € & (F) such that t = 44* = A - e. By Lemma 1 we have (det 1) =
(det 4 - det A"‘)e (det A)* = (det A)?, since A is triangular and has real
diagonal entries. The degree of the homogeneous polynomial (det ¢)* is p,.
Since (§1) A,(F) is simply transitive on ¥,(F), the rest is clear.

A similar computation works in the quaternionic case. Here we have to use
Dieudonné’s theory of noncommutative determinants, as can be found in [1,
Chapter IV]. The determinants now take values in the semigroup obtained by
adding O to the abelian group H* /[H*, H*], where H* is the multiplicative
group of nonzero quaternions, and [H*, H*] is the commutator subgroup. The
computation of a determinant in this semigroup is formally the same as in the
ordinary case, and we can proceed as before. q.e.d.

We need these lemmas also for the spherical cone S,. Since the proofs are
analogous to the above ones, we sketch them.

First we write t = (7, t,, - - - , t,) as a symmetric “matrix”:
ot
=1 |
t 1
where f = (t5, - - - , t,) € R""2. The form Q(2) is like a determinant:
0(t) = tyty — 2=+ - - —t2 = 1,1, — 1> =: det 1.

We let A = {(g ;,")|a >0, b > 0,5 € R"2} be the upper triangular group
(with positive diagonal elements), with usual group operations:

a d\c W\_(ac aw +d6) (a 5)“ _ (a-‘ —a"b“ﬁ)‘
(o b)(O d)_(O bd )\0 b 0 b
If f € R""2 and r € R, then A acts to the left on ('. )-vectors and (%)-vectors by
© )(’) = ("} ) and (& )(’) = (‘"*" ?). Similarly the lower triangular group A’
acts to the right on (7, r)- and (r, 7)-vectors, and one checks that products of
the form

oo e -

a’t, + 2ab -f + 1,6 abf + btyp

abf + bt,6 b4,
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are well-defined elements of S, for (3 )y € §,, with determinant a’2Q(f) > 0

71
and positive diagonal elements. (Enough to see that b%, > 0.)
In this way we have a homomorphism
h:AD A A €G(S,),

as A -t = AtA’. Then A is transitive on S,, for the element

g

1)

sendse = ({9 € S, to ¢.
The stability group is trivial, and we note that

(1) (detA)2 = Q(t) = det t.
Furthermore, we have
) det A = (det A)".

To see that we replace 4 by s4 with s > 0, as before. Then det(s4)" =
det(s’4) = s> det A, and on the other hand (detsA)” = (s* det 4)" =
s?(det A)". So we have only to check that detA=1if detd =1. We
compute that the Lie algebra of {4 € Aldet 4 = 1} is {(% )} with bracket

6 2G 2= *76™)

. o j \J
a 0\ _ S(a 0
exps(o —a) ) j!(O —a)'

Jj=0

and that

Doing the same for A’ and differentiating the equation

Hows(g a)) e=(ooas _o)ews(3 2))

with respect to s, we find

h(a 6): (a 13) +t(a 0).
0 -a) "7 \o )TN a

Putting L == k(% ) and using the basis

0 e
(1 0) =(0 0) = j S 2.
“ (0 of 2=\o 1) %= \e of /= om

7

for the space of symmetric “matrices” {(% :;)}, where {e;} is the standard

basis for R"™2 = {(t3,- - -, )}, we find Lu, = 2au,, Lu, = 2au, +
273 vu, Lu; = 2cu,, j =3,- - -, n, and hence trace L = 0. So we get the
lemmas as before:

Lemma 1. detA = (detA) forA=@E3) €A=A,
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Lemma 2. There is a C*® solution A'(t) € G(S,) of the equation t = A-e
for t near e=@9=(1,1,0---,0) €S, satisfying the condition:
(det A(1))? is a homogeneous polynomial ((det 1)) of degree I(=2n)int € R".

Now by Fact 1 we have g(Q) = D g(Q) ® Zg(R), where Dg = [g, g], and
Zg is the center of g and @ = P,(F) or S,. We have dim Zg = 1 since  is
indecomposable, (see [9]), and we let Z;, be a generator for £g. Then any
element X € g({2) can be written X = Y + ¢Z, with Y € g and ¢ €R,
and hence trace X = ¢ trace Z,. This implies det exp X = exp trace X =
exp c trace Z,. We cannot have trace Z; = 0, since then the determinant of
any element in G(RQ)° the identity component of G(R), would be 1, in
contradiction to Lemmas 1 and 1'.

Consider now the homomorphism 8: g(2) — a/°(m, C) C gl(m, C) given in
Fact 2. We have BX = BY + c¢BZ, for the above X, and here BY €
D gl(m, C). Therefore trace BX = ¢ trace BZ,, which gives

trace BZ,/trace Z,

det B exp X = (exp ¢ trace Z,)
= (det exp X)" for all X € g(2),

where r = trace B8Z,/trace Z,, by observng that 8 extends to a group homo-
morphism G(2)° — GI(m, C), [8], [9]. We thus have

Lemma 3. det B4 = (det A) for any A € G(Q)°, the identity component of
G(R), where r € R is independent of A.

Here (A, BA) € GIQ, F). (We still write 4 in order not to confuse with
elements of A,(F) or A.)

Using Lemmas 2 and 2’ and the notation there, and combining with
Lemma 3, we have

Lemma 4. (det BA(?))? is a homogeneous function of degree Ir in t.

We now turn to the Bergman metric of a quasi-symmetric Siegel domain

(R, F) with  C R” as above. Putting Z"** := u* k. =1,- - -, m for the
moment, where F: C” X C™ — C", we have
n+m 821 o n+m o
ds? = dshgp =2 3 i_% dde =2 Y gpdid7,
ij=1 0z'3z’ ij=1

where K = A o ® is as described in Fact 3, and so A(¢) = H(it, 0) > 0. (We
also write ¢, ), for this metrical product at the point p later on.) By Fact 3
and Lemma 3 we have for 4 € G(Q)° that

AMA1) = |det A|?|det BA|A(7) = |det A|2A+DA(2).
Hence w(Af) = |det A|"w(z), where w := AY/@*?) andsow dt' A - - - Adt”
is a G(Q)’%invariant volume form on €. (We cannot have 1 + r = 0, since

then A and hence K would be constant. But K cannot be constant since
% (R, F) is (equivalent to) a bounded domain.)
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The following is clear.
Lemma 5. For the G(Q)-invariant Riemannian metric

n 2
a2= S L1BY 4iiong,
ij=1 ot ‘ot

we have ds§ = ds@(ﬂ)m, where ais,,m) is the Bergman metric on the tube domain
DQ) = R" + Q.

With obvious indexing, slightly different from the above, and using the
summation convention, we get from log { = (logA) c ® and ¥/ = &/(z, u) =
Im z/ — Flzu°a® that

02log K 8210g}\ aq>' ld alog}\ 020/
ousazP  oror EC @) Suwas”
Now 99 /0u® = —F' zu” and I)""(I)’/au"‘au'g = —F’ag, so at o = (ie, 0), which
we choose as base point in 9D (Q, F),

d log A
(3) gaﬂ—O = aﬁ ot J

(e); a,B=1,---,m.

Similarly we have 32 log ¥ /3z/3i”® = 0 at o, since 39/ /it = —Fzu® and
02®/ /3z°0uP = 0. So

(4) gl§0=0; i=1’...’n;B=1,...’m.
Further
192 9% log A
5 ,"_= -
5) 874 Toron

since 39% /0z' = —3 V-1 8, where 8* is the Kronecker symbol. This gives ,
at any point of ) (Q, F),

(6) g(8,,9,) =2Img; = 0.

Definition 1. For any point p € D (R, f), we let V, c T,D(Q, F) denote
the vertical space at p, i.e., the tangent space to the fiber of ®: D (Q, F) - Q
through p. Similarly we let 3(, C 7,9 (R, F) denote the horizontal space at p,
i.e., the orthogonal complement to °\§, with respect to ds?.

Looking at ¥/ = ®/(z, u) = y/ — F/(u, u) and using (4), (5), (6), we get

Lemma 6. ;= {a-3,}® {b-9, + b-3;) and I, = {a- 3}, where ®
is the orthogonal sum and a € R", b € C™.

Letting 7: Af(Q, F) — G(Q) be the homomorphism 7(d, 4, a, b) > A, we
easily have

Lemma 7. The mapping ®: D(Q, F) —» Q is w-equivariant, i.e., ®(gp) =
7(g)®(p) for g € Aff(Q, F)andp € D(Q, F).
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. Th.erefore the distributions {J(,},ca@, r) and {V,},caq, Fy are Aff(Q, F)-
invariant, and we have

Lemma 8. %, , = {a-9,} +{b-93, + F(b, u) - 9, + conj} and I, , =
{a-9,}, where a €R", b € C™. Also the summands in V' are orthogonal if
u=0.

Proof. Assume first that (z, u) = (it, 0), and choose g = (A A) €
GI(2, F) such that At = e. Then g: (z, u)l—)(Az Au), whence (summation
conventlon) 8,0, ,82,, 840, = A,,aauﬂ, org.a-9,)= (Aa) 9,, 8«(b-3,)

= (Ab) - 3,. Since g(zt 0) = o, we see V0 ={a-93,)® {b-3,+b-3;)
and J(;, 0 = {a- 9,}, by Lemma 6.

Now let (zy, up) be any point, and observe that

g(zg, ug) = (i®(zo, uy), 0),
where now g = (I, I, —Re z,, —uy) € Aff(, F), and that
8(z, u) = (z — Re zy — 2iF(u, ug) + iF(ug, up), 4 — ug).
Then g, (a-9,) =a- 9, and g (b-9,) = -2iF(b, uy) - 9, + b- 9,, and hence
also g, (b- 9, + F(b, up) - 3,) = —iF(b, uy) - 9, + b- 0,. The rest then follows
from the first part. q.e.d.
Since ®,(a-9d) = a- 9,, and

192logA

<ay” >—2R 8ip = 5 otior > &(p)

by (5), and since w = A'/@*2) Lemmas 5 and 8 give
Corollary 1. With r as in Lemma 3, we have

(1 + r)as3(®,Y, @,Y) = dsdg (Y, Y)

for any Y € I, ), and so the mapping
D:D(Q, F) > Q

is a Riemannian submersion [6] when we give Q the metric (1 + r)ds}.

Remark. Wesee that 1 + r > 0.

We now have to connect the metric with the algebra in [8]. First we shall
identify the inner product in J(, with the given inner product {, > on R". By
Corollary 1 this means that we must identify go , with {, >. As in Lemmas 2
and 2/, we write t = A(t) e = A(t)eA(r)* for ¢ near e € £, where A(t) comes
from an element A(f) € A,(F) or A, according as Q is classical or spherical.
For

dllogw ., .
ds2 = ———— dt' av
6= 2 oo
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we have w(f) = w(A(7) - e) = (det A(£))'w(e) = (det A(7))"*w(e), by Lemmas
1 and 1I’. We saw further in the proofs of Lemmas 2 and 2’ that dett =
(det 4)?, and therefore

log w(?) = L log det ¢ + log w(e).

2
Thus
2
2 = £ 1 _ade;z'ade_u_ 1 9 flet.t at di
(det ) ot ot/ dettr rigy
Since det e = 1, we see
a 2 . .
s, =< 2 { dett 9 de‘tt 9 flet.t } at dv.
at/ ar'ar ).

Consider first the classical cones Gj’p (F), and change the indexing so that for
instance for ?,(C) we have

t=( I f + i’fz)
t — it In

Then det ¢ = 1,,t,, — (},)* — (¢],), and one verifies that
<6,”, 9, >9’e =1, <8,“, 9y, >ﬂ,e =0, <a,”, 6,,(1>9,e =0,
<a,“, 8,22>Q’e =0, <8,,u, 8,,u>9,e =2, {8,,11, a,,l,z>n‘e =0
etc., except for the factor e/2. This works in the other cases too, and we have

(except for €/2): The d,’s are orthogonal to each other, those on the diagonal
have length 1, the others have length V2 . On the other hand, if

1 0 , (0 1 ) 0 i
E“=(0 8)’ E”:(g 1)’ E”=(1 0)’ E‘2=(—i (;)

form a (real) basis for J3(,(C), then (E,, E, ) = trace(E}) =1, and
CEy, Efy) =0, Ey, Efy) =0, CEyy, Exy) =0, Ej, Ef;) =2, {E}, E{j
= 0, etc., and again this holds in general. So we have

@) {a,- 9, ay- 9,09, = ‘§‘<ala a,»

for a;, a, € R" (= space in which @ lies).

Consider then the spherical cone S,. As quoted in §1, the reference [10]
uses the ordinary inner product on R” for this cone. Since we treat S, as a set
of symmetric “matrices”, we change the product slightly: If

X=(x..l x)’ Y=(y~| y)ER",
X X y )2

Xy, + Xy XY +y,X )
WX +x,y Xyp, + Xy

then

xr -
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is well-defined, and has “trace” x,y, + x,y, + 2%-y. So we define
(X, Y) = trace(XY), as in the case of @F(F). It is easy to verify that S, is
self-dual with respect to this {, > and thate = (9 =(1,1,0,- - - ,0) ER"
satisfies the condition in Fact 1. Then the calculation goes just as before, and
again we have (7), (with e = n). Since ®,(a- 9)) = a- 9,, using Corollary 1 we
get

Lemma9. Fora,-9d,a,- 93, € I, we have

{a,-3,,a,- 3,5 = C{ay, a),

where C = %(1 + r)e, and {, ) is the inner product given on R", where Q lies.

Next we want to determine g,5, = <9,«, 3750, since by (4), (5) and (6) we
then know the metric. By (3) we have to calculate the gradient of log A at e.
Using Fact 3 and Lemmas 2, 2’ and 4, we have, for ¢ near e,

A7) = (det 4 (1)) (det BA (1)) *A(e),
with (det A (¢))* and (det BA(1))? homogeneous functions in ¢ of degrees / and
Ir respectively. Using Fuler’s lemma on homogeneous functions and summa-
tion convention, from

log A(r) = —log(det A (t))2 — log(det B4 (t))2 + log A(e)

we get that
a_g_k, b=~ {(det (1)1 (det A (1))}
+ (det BA (1)) - Ir- (det BA())*} = -I(1 + r).

Differentiation once more gives

2
R W 2
or'or at'
By (3) we then get, with summation convention,
. 9%logA
8 g0 = Fo5" —
® Bago = TaB " Tarian
By (5) we have also
192logA
<a.vi’ ayj>0 =2Re g’l-o - -2_ atiatj
and so
- o — 3%log A . ; .
(b, d,, By 0, 9o = Figbi bf- at:)gtj - = 2F(by, b)(3,, 8, €’

= 2(F(by, by) - 3, €~ 9,0,
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By Lemma 9 this equals 2C{F(b,, b,), e) = 2C{e, F(b,, b,)). In the notation
of Definition 4 of §1 we thus have
Lemma 10. For the vectors b, - 9, + conj, b, 9, + conj € V,, we have

by -9,y by- 3, Do = 2C<e, F(by, b))y = 2CF,(b,, by),
where C =%(1 + r)e.

This completes the determination of the metric, since our space (2, F) is
homogeneous.

3. The Bergman connection

In this section we calculate the Riemannian connection induced by the
Bergman metric (the Bergman connection) on the quasi-symmetric domain
(R, F). Since %D (R, F) is affinely homogeneous, and the metric is invariant
under Aff(Q, F) (and under Hol(R, F) too, of course), we will use the
terminology of [4], to which we refer for general details.

We have

Lemma 1. The stability subgroup of Aff(Q, F) at o = (ie, 0) is

{(4, 4, 0,0) € Aff(Q, F)|de = ¢} c GI(Q, F),
where e is the base point of Q.

Proof. Trivial.

However, it is a little bit inconvenient to work with Aff(R, F) since the
element A is not uniquely determined by A. (We still have the freedom of the
“unitary group of F”.) But since % (R, F) is quasi-symmetric, we have the
homomorphism B: G(R)° — Gl(m, C) such that (4, BA) € GIQ, F) for A €
G(Q)°, where G(2)° is the identity component of G(R2). We can then consider
the connected subgroup

(1) G = {(4,pA,a,b)|4 € GQ)°,a ER", b € C"}

of Aff(R2, F). (See (1) of §1 for group operations.) We also write (4, a, b) for
the element (4, BA, a, b).

Lemma 2. G is transitive on D(Q, F).

Proof. This follows from the fact that since G(R) is transitive on £, so is
G(Q)°, and from the fact that the subgroup {(a, b)} = {(I, a, b)} of G is
transitive on ®-fibers. Recall that ® is 7-equivariant, where 7: G 3 (4, a, b)
A4 € GQ)°

Lemma 3. The stability subgroup of G at o = (ie, 0) is the group

K ={(4,0,0)|4e = ¢} C G N GIQ, F).
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Proof. See Lemma 1. q.e.d.

Writing K, = {4 € G(Q)%|4e = e} for the stability subgroup of G(2)° at e,
t, for its Lie algebra and f for the Lie algebra of K, from the above we have
2) t={(X,0,0)x €t,} =£.

Now let g(f2) = f, + p, be the Cartan decomposition of g(Q2) at e, as in
Fact 1, §1, and let
3) m= {(X,a,b)|X €Ep,a ER", b EC"}.

Then letting g be the Lie algebra of G we have, in the terminology of [4],
Lemma 4. D (Q, F) = G/K is a reductive homogeneous space with respect

to the decomposition
g=f+m

Proof. Thatf N m = {0} is clear. Since
[t m]c{([X,Y].ab)X €L,Y Ep,,aER", bEC"}
c{(Z,a,b)|Z €p,,aeR" bEC"} =m,

the rest is clear. (Use the homotopy sequence for G — G/ K together with the
fact that D (Q, F) is simply connected, to see that K is connected, and then
we only need [f, m] c m.) q.e.d.

By [4] the Bergman connection, being G-invariant, can be expressed by a
certain linear mapping A : m — gl(2n + 2m, R), where 2n + 2m is the real
dimension D (R, F).

Now choose u, in the linear frame bundle of %) (2, F), over the point o.

As in [4], it is more convenient to make the identifications

m = Ty(D(Q, F)) = R¥+2m,
the first “by exp”, i.e., by value of induced field at o, and the second by u,.

Then A (X): m—m is a linear map, and we write both A (X)Y and
A, (X, Y) for its action on Y. Then using these identifications we have

4) VyiX=AX,Y) forX,Y em,
where again X is the field induced on 9D (R, F) by X € m.

Now the metric gives us a symmetric bilinear form on m, as
(X, Y) = (X, Y ), using the identification. There is then in [4] the follow-
ing formula for the connection A induced by the metric.

) A(X, Y) = %[x, Y] +UX,Y) forX, Y em,
where U: m X m — m is the symmetric, bilinear mapping defined by
(6) NUX,Y),Zy=<X,[2,Y] >+<[ZX],Y>

for X, Y, Z € m, where [X, Y],, means the m-component of [ X, Y], etc.
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When we apply this to our special case, we again have to write (X, a, b)
instead of X, of course. Specifically, we have first (see §1)

[(X,a,b),(Y,c,d)]

) = (0, Xc — Ya + 4 Im F(b,d), B(X)d — B(Y)b) forX,Y € p,,
since [p,, p.] C £.(C g(R2)). Further, by (3) of §1 we get
8) (X,a,b)0=Xe~8y+a-8x+(b-au+l;~8,;).

We then calculate, for (X, a, b), (Y, ¢, d), (Z, f, h) E m,
<[(Z’f’ h)’ (X’ a, b)]m’ (Y’ < d)>
={{Za— Xf+41Im F(h, b)}-0,,c-0,)

+ (({ B(Z)b — B(X)h} - 3,, d -3z + conj),
where we have used the orthogonality properties in §2, Lemma 8, and also the
fact that since the metric is hermitian, {d, - 9,, d,- 9,) = 0, etc. We get then,
by interchanging (X, a, b) and (7Y, ¢, d), and adding

QU(X, a, b|Y, c,d), (Z, f, h))
=<{{Za - Xf+41Im F(h, b)}-d,,c- 3,
+{{Zc— Yf+4Im F(h,d)}- d,a- 3,

+ (<{B(Z)b — B(X)h)}-d,,d-3;> + conj)
+ ({ B(Z)d = B(¥)h} - 3,, -85 = conj).

It is more convenient now to look at cases. Then (9) tells us:
L. QU(X,0,0/Y,0,0),(Z,f, h)) =0.
By definiteness of ( , >, we get
U(X,0,0]Y,0,0) =0.
II. QU(X,0,0[0,c,0),(Z,f,h)) = —(Xf:-8,,c* 0,0
By Lemma 8 of §2 and (8) we can then write U(X, 0, 0|0, ¢, 0) = A(X]|c) - 9,
with
CAX[6) 8, 1 8,50 = —5 (KT B0 8,50 = —%(Xf- 3, c 3%

where the last equality follows from the fact that {, ) is a hermitian metric.
This is further equal to —3 C{Xf, c) by §2. Now X € p,, and by Fact 1 of §1,
X is symmetric with respect to the product <, » on R". So —3 C{Xf, ¢) = —
3 C{f, Xc), and by Lemma 9 of §2, this finally gives us <A(X|c) - 3., f+ 3,
= -23(Xc-d,, f- 9., Hence

U(X, 0,0[0,c, 0) = —1Xc- 3, = (0, -1 Xc, 0).

)
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Proceeding similarly in the other cases, using the information in §§1 and 2
about o, p,, T: R"Sp,, R: R"— H(F), B: a(@) — al%m, C), and the
Bergman metric, we easily find:

III. U(X, 0, 0|0, 0, d),

= -3B(X)d- 3, - 1B(X)d- 3; = (0, 0, -1 B(X)d).
IV. U(0, a,0[0,¢c,0) = (a°c)- 3, =(T,,,, 0, 0).
V. U0, a,0[0, d) = iR,d- 9, + conj = (0, 0, iR,d).

VL. U(0, 0, b0, 0, d) =2 Re F(b,d) - 3, = (T,g, F.ay 05 0).
Using I,- - -, VI we express all terms in the expansion of
A(X, a, b)(Y, c, d) arising from the symmetric mapping U, put these terms
and (7) into formula (5), and obtain

Proposition 1.  With respect to the decomposition g = ¥ + m in Lemma 4 for
the indecomposable, quasi-symmetric domain 9 (R, F) = G/ K, the Bergman
connection is given by

A (X, a, b)Y, c,d)
= (T4 cv2re oty — Ya + 2 Im F(b, d), -B(Y)b + V-1 (R,d + R.b)).

a

In order to simplify the appearance and handling of this formula, we
introduce “a more complex notation”. For already the component b in
(X, a, b) stand for (at o) the vector b- 8, + b- 3, while X stands for Xe - 9,
and a stands for a - 9,. Since p, D X > Xe € T((D(Q, F)) is a linear isomor-
phism, we can write Xe instead of X, and further, we write a = a’ + ia” for
a-9, +a”-93, =a-9,+a-9;ato, witha’,a” € R’ just as we write b for
b-9, + b- 9; at 0. Denoting by m the space C" X C™, we have therefore an
isomorphism

meD (a,b)>a-9, + a-d; +b- 93, + b-9; ET,(D(R, F))

of complex vector spaces, where of course the complex structure on T, is “the
one given by the manifold”. With the isomorphism m 3 (X, a’, b) > (a’ +
iXe, b) € mc with inverse (a’ + ia”, b) > (T,., a’, b), the identifications be-
tween m, mc and Ty(%D (82, F)) are compatible.

When we talk about the field generated on (R, F) by (a, b) € m, we
mean of course, as before, the field generated by (7., a’, b), which agrees
with the field a- 9, + a- 9; + b- 9, + b - 9, only at the origin o, in general.
For simplicity we continue to write A, .. Then we translate

A (a + ia”, b)(c' + ic”, d)
= ATy, B)(T, ', )
= i(a’ o (¢' + ic") + 2F(d, b), R,d + R, .+b).
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Here we have used the definition of 7, the fact that Im F(b,d) = -
Im F(d, b), the commutativity of o, and we have extended © bilinearly to a
product o : C" X C" — C". We have also used

(10) B(T,) = R, fora ER",

which follows easily from Fact 2 of §1.

We then have the following reformulation of A,,..

Propeosition 1'. With respect to the decomposition ¢ =t + m in Lemma 4
for the indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain %) (R, F) = G /K, the Bergman
connection is given by A : mc X m¢e — m as follows:

A,(a, b)(c,d) =V =1 (a’ ° ¢ + 2F(d, b), R,d + R.b),

where a,c € C",b,d € C" and a’ = Re a.

We also want to obtain an explicit expression for the covariant derivative
V.

Propeosition 2.  For the indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain %D (R, F) the
Bergman connection is given by

V(C.az+d.au)0(a' az + b- 8“) =V -1 {(a ° C)' az + (Rad + Rcb) au}
e("TO(GD(Q’ F))’

where a, c € C"; b, d € C"; 9 is the holomorphic tangent bundle.

Proof. Use the ordinary and Kéhlerian properties of V, and observe ((3)
of §1) that (a, b) = (T,., a’, b) represents the field
(a, b)zuy = {@' - 9, + 2iF(u, b)- 9, + b- 9, + T,.z- 3, + R,u-9,} + conj
(see also (10)). Then the result follows by combining (4) with Proposition 1’.

Example. The formula in Proposition 2 generalizes the expression for the
Poincaré-Bergman connection on the upper half-plane JC. For here the cone
isQ = {t ER|t > 0} withe = 1, and G(?) = {4 € R|4 > 0} with g() = R
=p,, since K, = {1}. For a €R we have T, = a, since a= T,e =T,
=a- 1. Thus a > ¢ = T, = ac is ordinary multiplication, and hence V,, 9,
=V-1 9,, which is the correct expression.

In case 9 (R, F) is symmetric, we can derive a relation between A, and the
symmetry ¢ of g(R2, F), the Lie algebra of Hol(°D(R, F)). Let JC be the
stability subgroup of Hol(%D (R, F)) at o, and g(2, F) = h + p the Cartan
decomposition at o. It is clear that we have

o
(11) b= —2—~m,

since any vector X € m decomposes as X = %(1 + o)X + %(1 —-o0X €h+
p, and vectors in § do not give any tangent vectors at o. Since we have to
obtain al/ tangent vectors, (11) must hold. This also follows from [8], where it
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is stated that in the decomposition g(, F) = g_; + g, + 6o + g,, + g, in
§1, the involution o reverses gradation, i.e., o(g,) = g_,. So if Z € p, then
withZ , €g,,»=0,1/2,1,and 0Z, = -Zywecanwritt Z=Z , + Z_, ,
+2Zy-0Z,—0Z .BUZ  +Z ,p+ZiEmandZ=(Z,+2Z,,
+ Zy) —o(Z_+ Z_,,, + Zy). We now have

Proposition 3. If the indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain ) (R, F) is
symmetric, then the above A, satisfies

l-o0 l1+o l1—o
3 A(X, Y) = 3 X, 3
where o is the involution on the Lie algebra of Hol(D (R, F)).

Proof. Let X, Y Em, and X := 1(1 — 0)X, ¥ = 1(1 — 0)Y € p. Then
A (X)Y =V, X. We can also express V by a A, with respect to the
decomposition g(f2, F) = b + p, but this A, is zero in the symmetric case.
(The Bergman metric induces the canonical connection on a symmetric space,
[4], and this is given by A, = 0.) So

0=(A(X)Y), =V; X =V, X =V; Y +[Y,X] =V, Y+[Y,X],
=Vy X +[X, Y], +[Y, X], = (A(X)Y)y +[X — X, Y],

Y] for X, Y €m,

2

where the brackets are field brackets. Now the mapping g — {vector fields} is
an antihomomorphism, and so

= (4,07, +| 1oy, Y]o,

(An(X) 1)y = 5K,

where the bracket now is an algebra bracket. Since these tangent vectors are
equal, so are the p-components of the indicated algebra elements, i.e.,

1 —

2

o l—-6[1+0 1+o0 1-o¢
Am(X,Y)——z—[—Z-—X,Y]—[ > X’TY'

4. Curvature
In [4] there is the following formula for the Riemannian curvature:
R(X, Y)o =[A(X), A(Y)] - Am([X, Y]m) - A([X, Y]f)
as a mapping from m to m, where X, Y € m and A is, in this section, the
linear isotropy representation (and [, ], and [, J; mean m- and f-components
of brackets, of course). One checks easily that via the identification m =

Ty(D(R, F)), the linear isotropy representation is A > (ad 4)|,, for 4 =
(4, 0, 0) € K. We use our mg instead, and recall the identification m = m¢ of
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§3: m >3 (X, d, by (a + iXe, b) € mc with inverse (a’ + ia”, b)
(T,., a’, b). Now we calculate the three terms separately in the curvature
expression:

R(a, blc, d)(f, h) =[A(a, b), A, (c, d)](f, h)
~Au([(a, B), (¢, d)],, )(f: ) = A([(a, b), (¢, d) ] )(f, h),
where a, ¢, f € C*, b, d, h € C™. First we get
[(a, b), (e, d)]n1c =[(T,,a,b),(T,,c,d)]_

1
) =(T,.c’ — T..a’ + 41m F(b, d), R,.d — R_.b),
and similarly

2 [(a, b), (c, d)]f = ([ T, T.],0, 0).

By a straightforward calculation, we now find

[An(a, b), An(c, d)](f, h)
3) = ([ T,, Ta,]f + 2F(h, R,b — R,d) + 2F(be, d) — 2F(Rjd, b),

[RC" Rar]h - Rch/b + RfRa/d + R2F(h,b)d - RZF(h,d)b)'
~A([(a b), (¢, d) ], )(fs )
= _i((a// oc/) of—' (c/r oa/) °f
(4) +fo Im F(b,d) + 2F(h, R,.d — R_.b),
Ra” oc’—c¢” oa’+4Im F(b,d)h + Rj(Ra"d - Rc”b))

(5) —)\([(a, b), (c, d)]f)(f, h) = - ([ T,., Tc,,]f, [Ra,,, ch]h).
Using f o F(b, d) = F(R:b,d) + F(b, Rd) in (4), and then putting (3), (4)
and (5) together, we obtain

Proposition 1.  For the indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain %D (2, F) we
have the curvature expression

Ry(a, ble, d)(f, k) = (- ([ Ts» T.] + [ Ton T ))f
—i(a” o ¢’ — a °c") o f+ 2F(d, Rib)
~2F(b, Rid) + 2F(h, R:b — R;d),
~([Rs» R,] +[Ryn R.])R
—iRy ool — iRy mbayh + Ropensyd
~Rypnayb — R(R:b — R;d)) € mg,

where (a, b) € me = C" X C" witha’ = Re a, a” = Im aq, etc.
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Also for the curvature do we want to obtain a more direct expression, in
terms of d,, 9,, etc. The calculation here is quite straightforward, but some-
what lengthy. The main point is to use

(a,b)0=a'.ax+a”.ay+b~au+5-6,;=a-8,+b-au+conj,

and the Kéhler conditions on the curvature, namely: Only

R(a-9,+ b-9,c-9,+d-9d)and R(a-9, + b-3,)c-3, +d-3,)
can be different from zero, and each sends (1.0)-vectors to (1, 0)-vectors, and
(0, 1)-vectors to (0, 1)-vectors. We find

Proposition 2.  For the indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain D (2, F) we
have

Roa-d,+b-9d,c-d,+d-3,)(f 9, +h-3,)
= ([T, T:]f +3(a > &) o f + 2F(b, Rid) + 2F(h, Rzd)} - 3,
~{R,R:h + RR:b + Ryppayh + Ropnayb} - 9,
where a, ¢, f € C", b, d, h € C™, and also T has been extended linearly to a

map C" — gl(n, C).
Example. For the upper half-plane again, we get (see the example in §3)

RO(azl a—z)az = _% az’

where the origin o is the point i. This is of course the well-known expression
for the curvature.

Finally we calculate the holomorphic sectional curvature, or, being no
more complicated, the bisectional curvature.

For two vectors Z, W of type (1, 0) at o with (Z, Z—>O = (W, W), =1, the
bisectional curvature determined by the complex lines Z and W is

K(Z, W) = (R(Z, Z)W, W), = K(W, Z) €R.

Using Lemmas 8, 9, 10 of §2 and Proposition 2 we calculate
(R(a-3,+b-3,)a- 3, +b-3,)(f 3, +h-3) f8, +h 3D
= ~({4[ T, T;)f +3(a = @) o f + 2F(b, RD))
© +2F(h, Rb)} - 3, T3,
~({R,R;h + RR;b + Rypsiyh + Rypniyh} - 3,0 B- 13, )
We get
{ay+ 9, ay- 0;D9 =3{<a, 3y, @y 8,09 + <a;- 3, @ 3,0}
=1C{ay, ay)
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by using Lemma 8, 9. Also
Cao(@of).f>=<T(a°f).f>=<a-fT,fy=<afa-f),
etc., and
<U7 F(ul’ u2)> = 2<e’ F(Rvul’ u2)> = 2<e’ F(ul’ R6u2)>
for v € C", u;, u, € C™. Thus (6) implies, in consequence of Lemma 10,
Proposition 3.  For the indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain °D (2, F) the
holomorphic bisectional curvature determined by the vectors Z = a- 93, + b- 9,
W=f-0,+h-0,atowith{Z,Z =W, W),=1lis
Kz w)=-C{i[<acfiacfy+<acafofy—<acfa-f]
+4 Rele, F(R;b, Rih))
+2{e, F(R;h, R;h)) + 2{e, F(R:b, Rf-b)>
+2(F(b, b), F(h, h)y + 2(F(b, h), F(h, b))},
where C is the constant in Lemmas 9, 10 of §2.
In particular, we get
Corollary 1. For the indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain D (R, F) the
holomorphic sectiomil curvature determined by the vector Z = a-09, +
b-9,atowith{Z,Z),=lis
K(Z)=-C{i[2€acaa-a)y—Cacaac-a)]
+8{e, F(R;b, R;b))
+4{F(b, b), F(b,b)>} < 0.
Proof. We only have to prove th_e last statement. Inside { } the last term is
positive for b # 0 since F(b, b)) € & C R”, and the middle term is nonnega-
tive since e, F(R;b, R;b) € @ and the cone is self-dual. To calculate the first

term, we put here a = a + i with a, B real (rather than a’, a”, in order to
avoid too many primes), and a8 = Ba instead of a o B = B © a, etc. Then

(Ka® + B2 a* + B*) — (a® — B% a® — B)
+ (<a2 + ﬁz’ a2 + B2> - <2¢XB, 2aB>)
= 4a? B2 + {(a + B)?, (a — B)*).

Now by [8], a®> € Q for any a € R”, so here a?, B2, (a + B), (a« — B)? € Q.
Since £ is self-dual, the inner products between these elements are nonnega-
tive, and the corollary follows from the fact that C > 0.
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5. Symmetric domains

In this section we shall find necessary and sufficient conditions for an
indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain to by symmetric. A Riemannian
manifold is Riemannian locally symmetric if and only if VR =0, and a
complete simply connected Riemannian locally symmetric space is Rieman-
nian symmetric [4]. Now a homogeneous Siegel domain is complete and
contractible, and hence is symmetric if and only if VR = 0. So we have to
calculate VR. For this purpose, it is practical to consider cases, i.e., we
calculate (V,,R)(X, Y) where W, X, Y € T (D(?, F)) have components
either “along d,” or “along 9,”.

Now (a, b) € m induces a field with value a- 9, + b- 9, + conj at o, and
we write {a, b} for the vectora- 9, + b- 9, at o. By using the second Bianchi
identity and the Kéhlerian properties of the curvature, it is then sufficient to
calculate (V,, R)(X, Y)Z with the vectors W, X, Y and Z as in the following
table:

1|2 ]3| 4|5 | 6 | 7] 8 |9 |10 ]|1]|I12
W (5,0)|(s5,0){(5,0) | (5,0) {(5,0) | (5,0) [(O, w)]| (O, w) |(O, w)]| (O, w) |(O, w)]|(O, w)
X {a,0}|{a, 0}|{a, 0} |{a, 0} |{a, 0} | {a, O} |{a, 0} | {a, 0} |{a, 0} | {a, O} | {0, b} | {0, b}
Y {c, 0} [{c, 0}|{0, d}| {0, d} |{0, 4} {0, 4} |{0, 4} | {0, d} |{0, d} | {0, d} |{0, d} |{0, d}
Z (£, 0}{0, k)| (/. 0} |[{ £ 0} | {0, A} |{ O,k }[(f, 0} |{ £, 0}|{0, k) [{ 0, 4 }|(F, 0}|(0, k)

We use the following formula for VR:
(V WOR)(X’ Y)Z = VRO(X,Y)ZW - RO(X, Y)VZW

—Ry(VxW,Y)Z — R|(X, V,W)Z,

where X, Y, Z € Ty(D(R, F)), and W is the vector field induced by W € g.

This formula follows from the one given in the Appendix by observing that

A (W) =V, for zero torsion and W € m, and that V, W = A (W)X =0

for W € f. The reason why this is a more convenient expression than

(VoR)X,Y)Z=V,{R(X,Y)Z} — R(X,Y)V,Z

—R(VyX,Y)Z — R(X,V,Y)Z,

is that in the latter we would have to know how R(X, Y)Z varies from point

to point, and also to differentiate this field. To help the reader check the

calculations, we collect here the necessary formulas, where X, Y, Z, W are as

in the above table. (Observe that W is a real field, and hence VyW =V W)
The first such formula is

(Vi R)X, Y)Z =V x.7)zW — Rf(X, YV, W

(1) — Ry W, T)Z - Ry(X, Ty )Z.
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Also writing R {a, b|c, d}{f, h} for R(a- 3, + b-d,|c- 3, + d- 3, )(f- 9, +
h - d,), we have (Proposition 2 of §4)
Rofa,bl'c,d }{f, h)
) = —{3[T. T:]f +3(a ° €) o f + 2F(b, Rd) + 2F(h, R;d),
R,R:h + RR:b + Ryppayh + Rypnarb}-
Further

Viany(s, w) =V{a,b)({s’ w} + { S, w }) =Viany{s, w}
= (1, 0)-component of V, ;) (s, w).
Since A, (s, w)(a, b) =V, (s, w), by Proposition 1" of §3 we then have

3) Viapy(s,w) =V -1 {a o s + 2F(b, w), R,w + R,b},
4 V{H}(S’ w) = V{a,b)(s’ w) .

We also use
5 a o F(u, v) = F(R,u, v) + F(u, Rzv),
(6) RaI °ay = Ra,Raz + RazRal'

Finally, it is convenient to note that from (2) we have
(7 R{a,0]0,d }{f,0} =0, R{0,b|c,0}{0,h} =0,
and that by the Kihlerian properties of the curvature we have
(8) R{a,blc,d}{f,h} =-R{c,d|a,b}{f h}.

In the table we do not have to calculate Case 1. For then all vectors are
“9d,-like”, and all formulas used will be those which we have if there is no F,
i.e, if we are dealing with the tube domain ) (R): Now 6D () is symmetric,
and hence VR = 0 in that case. For the other cases we have to apply the
method of brutal force, but the calculation is quite straightforward. The result
is that (V,,R)(X, Y)Z = 0 in all but the last four cases. We find:

Case 9.

=2i{0, [ R,Rphay = Rpwopay )W + [ RiRevuay = Recrowa |1}
Case 12.
—4i{(F(Rpp,ayh, w) — F(b, Ry iyd))
+ (F(Rpayb, w) — F(h, Rpowpyd)), 0}.
In the final stage of the calculation of Case 9, we used the following

identity:

(9) RF(u,v)Ra - RF(u,R;v) = _[RaRF(u,o) - Rf(R,u,v)]
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fora € C", u, v € C™, which we prove as follows:
R, Rpuvy + RpuoyR, = R, puo) = Re(R,u,0)+ F(u,Ry)

= Rpruv) T Rpur,0)
Consider Case 9. The expression there is symmetric in w and 4, and hence
is identically zero if and only if

(10) RaRF(h,d)h = RF(R,h,d)h'
Cases 10 and 11 give the same kind of condition.

In Case 12, the expression is symmetric in b and A, and hence is identically
zero if and only if

(11) F(Rpp,ab, w) = F(b, Ry pd).

We claim

Lemma 1. Conditions (10) and (11) are equivalent.

Proof. First recall that 3{a, F(u, v)) = {e, F(R,u, v)> = {e, F(u, R;v)>
for a € C", u, v € C™, where <, ) is the C-bilinear extension of the inner
product on R”. Now assume (10) holds. Then

%(a, F(Ri(b,d)b’ w)) = e, F(RaRF(b,d)b, w))
= <e’ F(RF(R,,b,d)b’ w)> = %<F(Rab’ d)’ F(b’ W)>
= <e’ R(Rab’ RF(b,w) d)> = %<a’ F(bs RF(w,b)d)>

for all a, b, d, w. Hence (11) holds.

Since F,(u,v) = {e, F(u,v)) is definite, the converse calculation also
works, showing that (11) implies (10). q.e.d.

Without loss of generality we can restrict a in (10) to be in R” and get

Theorem 1. An indecomposable quasi-symmetric domain D (R, F) is sym-
metric if and only if the following equivalent conditions hold:

@) R,Rep0p = Rerpab Va ER", Vb, d € C7,

(ii) F(Rpp a)bs w) = F(b, Rgg, yd), Vb, d, w € C".

Remark. This theorem was proved algebraically by Satake (with condition
(ii). Observe that his F is conjugate to our F. See [8]). His statement is
somewhat stronger, since he does not suppose that 9 (£, f) is indecomposable
and quasissymmetric. He states that symmetry < quasi-symmetry +
condition (ii).

Appendix
We prove the formula for VR, or more generally, for Va, where a is any
G-invariant tensor on G/ K.
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Proposition. Let M = G/ K be a reductive homogeneous space with respect
to the decomposition ¢ = £ + m of the Lie algebra of G, t being the Lie algebra
of K, and let A,;: m X m —m be an invariant connection on M. If a is any
G-invariant tensor on M of type (r, s), then

(V Woa)(X]’ LX) = Am( W)a(X,, -, X,)

— 21 a(Xp' .. sAm(W)Xja' - ’Xs) € m®,

Where o is the origin K of M, W, X, - - , X, Em=TM, a(X,, - -, X)) €
m®S, and A (W) € End(m®*) is defined as A (W)®id® - - - ®id
+ - +id® - - - ®id ® A (W) for s > 0and as zero for s = 0.

Proof. We prove this in the case r = 1, the more general case being just
notationally more complicated. Let W, X,,- - -, X, also denote the fields
generated by these elements of m. Then

(VWOa)(Xl’ te ’Xs) =VWD{‘1(X1, o ’Xs)}

s
- Zl ao(Xv' .. ’VW)(j" . va)-
j=

Now

Vi =V 4 TW, X) + [ W, X, = A%, +[W, X,

where T is the torsion [4, pp. 188—-191]. Similarly,
VWo{a(X,,- LX) = AW a(Xy, LX) [ W alXy, -, Xs)]o.

So we get the formula stated plus
[(Woa(Xy, - X))y = ey af( Xy -, [WL X)), -+, X))

>
However, if Ly, is the Lie derivative, then

[W7 a(Xl’ Tt ’Xs)] = LW{a(Xl’ s ’Xs)}

= (LWa)(Xl’ T ’Xs)
s
+ 2 a(Xv' .. ’LWXj” .. ’Xs)
Jj=1

s

=2| "‘(Xp""[W:Xj],"‘,Xs),
j=

by the invariance of a.
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Corollary. In the above situation, for the curvature R and the torsion T we
have

() (Vi R)(X, Y) =[A (W), Ry(X, Y)] = Ry(A (W)X, Y)
—Ry(X, A (W)Y) €EEnd m,

(i) (Vu, T)(X, Y) = A (W)T(X, Y) — T(A (W)X, Y)
—T(X, A (W)Y) Em.

Proof. Applying (i) to Z € m, we have a term Ry(X, Y)A, (W)Z in the
above commutator, and this term comes from the sum in the proposition.
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