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A MINIMAL REPRESENTATION OF THE ORTHOSYMPLECTIC LIE
SUPERGROUP

SIGISWALD BARBIER AND JAN FRAHM

ABSTRACT. We construct a minimal representation of the orthosymplectic Lie supergroup
OSp(p, q|2n), generalising the Schrodinger model of the minimal representation of O(p,q) to
the super case. The underlying Lie algebra representation is realized on functions on the mini-
mal orbit inside the Jordan superalgebra associated with osp(p, ¢|2n), so that our construction
is in line with the orbit philosophy. Its annihilator is given by a Joseph-like ideal for osp(p, ¢|2n),
and therefore the representation is a natural generalization of a minimal representation to the
context of Lie superalgebras. We also calculate its Gelfand—Kirillov dimension and construct a
non-degenerate sesquilinear form for which the representation is skew-symmetric and which is
the analogue of an L?-inner product in the supercase.

1. INTRODUCTION

Minimal representations. The orbit philosophy is a guiding principle in the representation
theory of Lie groups and suggests a relation between coadjoint orbits and irreducible unitary rep-
resentations. For nilpotent groups, or more generally solvable groups, it can be used to establish
a bijective correspondence between coadjoint orbits and irreducible unitary representations, but
already for the semisimple group SL(2,R) this correspondence does not cover the whole unitary
dual. One of the main problems is the quantisation of nilpotent coadjoint orbits of semisim-
ple groups, which are expected to correspond to rather small unitary representations. Minimal
representations are the irreducible unitary representations of semisimple Lie groups which are
supposed to correspond to a minimal nilpotent coadjoint orbit. Prominent examples are the
Segal-Shale-~Weil representation of the metaplectic group Mp(n,R), which is a double cover of
the symplectic group, or the more recently studied minimal representation of O(p, q).

More technically, a unitary representation of a simple real Lie group G is called minimal if the
annihilator ideal of the derived representation of the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie
algebra of GG is the Joseph ideal. The Joseph ideal is the unique completely prime, two-sided
ideal in the universal enveloping algebra such that the associated variety is the closure of the
minimal nilpotent coadjoint orbit (see [GS]). Minimal representations have been constructed in
various different ways, algebraically, analytically, or through Howe’s theta correspondence.

L?-models. For a minimal representation, the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension which measures the
size of an infinite-dimensional representation attains its minimum among all infinite-dimensional
unitary representations. Therefore, explicit geometric realisations of minimal representations
are expected to have large symmetries and allow interactions with other mathematical areas
such as conformal geometry, integral operators or special functions (see [Ko, KM, [HKMM]).
In every known realisation, some aspects of the representations are rather clear to describe
and some are more subtle. One realisation in which for instance the invariant inner product

is particularly easy to see is the L2-model (also called Schrédinger model) which is due to
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Vergne-Rossi [VR], Dvorsky—Sahi [DS] and Kobayashi-Orsted [KOJ. Here the representation
is realized on the Hilbert space L?(C) where C' is a homogeneous space for a subgroup of G.
The three constructions in [VR] [DS| [KO] are different in nature, and only more recently a
unified construction of L?-models of minimal representations was developed in [HKM], using
the framework of Jordan algebras. The approach consists of the following steps:

Start from a simple real Jordan algebra.

Consider the Tits—Kantor—Koecher (TKK) Lie algebra of the Jordan algebra.

Construct a representation of the TKK algebra on functions on the Jordan algebra.

Identify a minimal orbit of the structure group of the Jordan algebra and restrict the

representation to functions on this orbit.

e Find an admissible subrepresentation which integrates to the conformal group.

e Show that this representation is unitary with respect to an L2-inner product on the
minimal orbit.

e Show that the constructed representation is indeed a minimal representation.

We remark that the indefinite orthogonal groups G = O(p, q) are special among the cases dis-
cussed above, since their corresponding minimal representations are in general neither spherical
nor highest/lowest weight representations. This makes them harder to construct than in the
remaining cases, but as a consequence their L?-models allow a richer analysis.

Minimal representations of Lie supergroups. Supersymmetry is a framework introduced
in the seventies to consider bosons and fermions at the same level [SS, [WZ]. Lie supergroups
and Lie superalgebras are the mathematical concepts underlying supersymmetry. Since the
ingredients of the orbit method also exist in the super case, it is expected that the orbit method is
a useful tool also in the study of irreducible representations of Lie supergroups [Ki, Chapter 6.3].
For example, the orbit method provides a classification of irreducible unitary representations of
nilpotent Lie supergroups (see [Sal [NS|). With this perspective in mind, it is natural to ask for
a super version of minimal representations.

The goal of this paper is to construct a minimal representation of the orthosymplectic Lie
supergroup OSp(p,q|2n) following the same approach as in [HKM]. Therefore we need the
following concepts in the super case:

Jordan superalgebras,

TKK algebra of a Jordan superalgebra,

a representation of the TKK-algebra on functions on the Jordan superalgebra,

a minimal orbit to which the representation restricts,

an admissible subrepresentation which integrates to the group level,

an invariant inner product,

minimality of the constructed representation, i.e. show that the annihilator ideal is a
Joseph-like ideal.

The notion of Jordan superalgebras is already well-developed (see e.g. [Kacl [CKl [MZ, [Sh]). For
the TKK-algebra different definitions exist in the literature [T, [Kanl Ko, [Kad, K1, but it is
shown in [BC2] that for the Jordan superalgebra J corresponding to the orthosymplectic Lie
superalgebra osp(p, ¢|2n) all different definitions are equivalent.

The next step is to construct a representation of osp(p,¢|2n) on functions on the Jordan su-
peralgebra J. This has been done in [BCI], where for general three-graded Lie superalgebras a
family of representations 7 depending on a complex parameter A € C was obtained.
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The first new feature of this work is the construction of the minimal orbit C' in the super
setting. Orbits under the action of a Lie supergroup on some supermanifold are delicate objects
to handle. Supermanifolds, in contrast to ordinary manifolds, are not completely determined
by their points, so in the super case we cannot define an orbit through a point x as all points
given by g -z for g in G. Instead we will define an orbit as the quotient supermanifold of G and
the stabilizer subgroup G,. Using this definition, we can construct a minimal orbit C' which
in our situation can be characterized by R? = 0, where R? = Zij z; 892, with 8 the defining
orthosymplectic metric of our Jordan superalgebra. We then show that for precisely one value
of the parameter A the representation 7 considered in [BCI] restricts to a representation w¢ on
this minimal orbit.

The main part of this paper is the integration of the obtained Lie superalgebra representation
mo to a Lie supergroup representation. For this we make use of the theory of Harish-Chandra
supermodules developed in [Al]. The key point here is to construct an admissible submodule of
7o, which then, by the general theory in [Al], integrates to a representation of the Lie supergroup
OSp(p,q|2n). This submodule is generated by a superversion of a K-Bessel function, resembling
the K-Bessel function in [HKM]| (see also [DS| [KO]). In contrast to the classical case, we have
to work harder to show that this submodule is indeed admissible. In [HKM]| some unitarity
properties were implicitly used to do this, but these tools are not available in the supersetting.
Instead we find an explicit decomposition of the submodule generated by the K-Bessel function
in terms of radial functions and spherical harmonics. This decomposition is even new in the
classical case and gives explicit formulas for all K-finite vectors in the minimal representation
of O(p,q). To derive the decomposition of the Harish-Chandra module we have to go through
several technical computations which are responsible for the length of this paper.

A priori, we know that the representation of OSp(p, q|2n) we construct cannot be unitary, since
it was shown in [NS| Theorem 6.2.1] that there exists no unitary representations of OSp(p, ¢|2n)
if p,q and n are all different from zero. This shows that minimal representations of Lie super-
groups cannot be expected to be unitary in the usual sense. It is our hope that the representation
constructed in this paper will be useful to find an appropriate replacement for the notion of uni-
tarity for Lie supergroups. We remark that in [dGM], a new definition of Hilbert superspaces and
unitary representations using the super version of Krein spaces is introduced, which allows for a
more general notion of unitary representations of Lie superalgebras than the one considered in
NS, Theorem 6.2.1]. However, it seems that our representation is not unitary even with respect
to this broadened notion of unitarity. Nevertheless, we are able to define a non-degenerate super-
hermitian, sesquilinear form for which the representation is skew-symmetric. This sesquilinear
form is the analogue of the L?-inner product on the minimal orbit in the classical case.

Finally, we compute the annihilator ideal of our representation and show that it agrees with
one of the two Joseph-like ideals constructed in [CSS|]. In this sense, our representation is the
natural generalization of a minimal representation to the context of Lie superalgebras.

We remark that this construction only works for p + ¢ even, which is the same condition as for
the existence of a minimal unitary representation of the Lie group O(p, q).

Relation to other work. The representation we construct is a natural analogue of the minimal
representation of the group O(p,q) (see e.g. [KQOJ). This highlights the first factor of the even
part O(p,q) x Sp(2n,R) of the supergroup OSp(p, q|2n). The second factor Sp(2n,R) does not
admit a minimal representation, but its double cover Mp(2n,R) does, the Segal-Shale—Weil
representation. An analogue of this representation in the super context was constructed in
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[AGM] (see also [Ni] for the corresponding Lie superalgebra representation of osp(p,q|2n)). Its
annihilator ideal is equal to the second Joseph-like ideal constructed in [CSS].

We further remark that in [AS] Section 5.2] highest weight representations of the Lie algebra
su(p, p|2p) are considered. It seems likely that, for a specific parameter, their representation has
a subrepresentation which is the analogue of the minimal representation of su(p,p).

Structure of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the
notation and collect some results needed in the rest of the paper. In Section Bl we present the spin
factor Jordan superalgebra J Spin, 1 422, and define and compute some Lie superalgebras and
groups associated with it. In particular the Tits—Kantor-Koecher algebra of JSpin, 1 4 22,
is given by o0sp(p, q|2n). We also consider the family ) of representations of osp(p, ¢|2n) on
functions on the Jordan superalgebra constructed in [BCI|] depending on a complex parameter

reC.

The first new results are contained in Section [ about the minimal orbit. We define a superspace
characterized by R?> = 0. We then show that this gives a well-defined supermanifold and that
this supermanifold is the orbit through a primitive idempotent under the action of the structure
group on our Jordan superalgebra (see Theorem [1.3)). For a specific value of A the representation
7y can be restricted to the minimal orbit (see Proposition I0]). Section [ contains the main
body of this paper. We introduce a submodule of the representation restricted to the minimal
orbit and give a very explicit description of this submodule in Theorem We also show that
for p+ ¢ even and p — 2n — 3 ¢ —2N, this module can be integrated to the group level (see

Corollary (.14]).

In the last three sections we derive some further properties of our representation. We compute
the annihilator ideal of our representation in Section [0l and show that it is equal to a Joseph-like
ideal of 0sp(p, ¢|2n) constructed in [CSS] (see Theorem [6.4]). This links our representation to the
definition of minimal representations in the classical case. The Gelfand—Kirillov dimension is
computed in Section [fand equals p+q—3 (see Proposition[Z.1]), which is the same as the Gelfand—
Kirillov dimension of the minimal representation of so(p,¢q) and thus independent of the ‘super
part’. In Section 8 we introduce a linear functional which defines a non-degenerate sesquilinear
form on W resembling the L2-inner product on the minimal orbit in the classical case. Our
representation is shown to be skew-symmetric with respect to this form if p4+¢—2n—6 > 0
(see Theorem [B9]).

Finally in the Appendix, we give a short introduction to supermanifolds and gather some results
on Gegenbauer polynomials, the Bessel functions and the generalized Laguerre functions intro-
duced in [HKMM]. In particular, we also prove some new recursion relations for the generalized
Laguerre functions, which are needed in Section [l
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

In this paper, manifolds, affine spaces, Jordan and Lie algebras will be defined over the field of
real numbers R, while functions spaces will be over the complex field C, unless otherwise stated.

We use the notation Rt for {x € R | z > 0} and Rig) for R™\{0}. We use the convention

N={0,1,2,...,}. We always assume p,q € N with p > 2 and ¢ > 2.

A super-vector space is a Zy-graded vector space V = V5 @ V7. Elements in Vj are called even,
elements in V; odd and elements in V5 U V5 homogeneous. We use the notation |z| for the
parity of a homogeneous element. So |z| = 0 for x even and |z| = 1 for x odd. We use the
convention that the appearance of |z| in a formula implies that we are considering homogeneous
elements and the formula has to be extended linearly for arbitrary elements. Write R™" for the
super-vector space V with V5 = R™ and V7 = R"™.

2.1. The orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra and superpolynomials. We will start with a
realisation of the orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra as differential operators on superpolynomials.
Denote by P(R™) the space of complex-valued polynomials in m variables and by A?" = A(R?")
the Grassmann algebra in 2n variables. Then we define the space of superpolynomials as

P(Rm|2n) — P(Rm) c A2n,
the space of complex-valued polynomials in m even and 2n odd variables. These variables satisfy
the commutation relations .

zizj = (—=1)lz; 2,

We define the differential operator d' as the unique derivation in End(P(R™?")) such that
9"(z5) = bij-
Consider a supersymmetric, non-degenerate, even bilinear form (-, -)3 on R™2" with components
Bi; and let (% be the components of the inverse matrix. So Zj Bl-jﬁjk = ;. Set 27 = > 2 BY.
We also set 9; =, 9'Bj;. 1t satisfies 9;(27) = §;;.
The orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra osp(m|2n, ) is the subalgebra of gl(m|2n) spanned by
homogeneous operators X that satisfy

X(u),v) g + (=DX Ny, X ()5 =0 for all u,v € V.

B B

We can realise the orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra using differential operators acting on P(Rmp").
A basis of the orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra in this realisation is given by

Li,j = Ziaj — (—1)‘”“‘4(%, for ¢ <j and Li,i = 222‘(%, for M = 1.

Define also operators by
R? = Z,Bijzl-zj, E:= Zz’ﬁi and A := Zﬁijaﬁj. (1)
i, i 1,J
The operator R? acts through multiplication, E is called the Euler operator and A the Laplacian.
We have the following.

Lemma 2.1. The operators R%, E and A commute with the orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra
in End(P(R™2")). Furthermore, they satisfy

[A, R%] = 4E + 2M, [AE] = 2A, [R? E] = —2R?

where M = m — 2n is the superdimension.
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Proof. A straightforward calculation or see, for example, [DeS]. O

In particular, Lemma 1] implies that (R?/2,E + M/2,—A/2) forms an sl(2)-triple.

Later on we will need these operators not only as operators acting on superpolynomials but
as global differential operators acting on an affine superspace. (We refer to Appendix [Al for a
definition of the affine superspace and for an explanation of the notations we use.) We can extend
their definition as follows. Consider a finite-dimensional super-vector space V' equipped with a
supersymmetric, non-degenerate, even bilinear form (-, -) 3. Denote by z; the coordinate function
on the affine superspace A(V*) given by z;(v) = v; for v = Y, v;e’, where (e'); is a homogeneous
basis of V*. Define &' as the unique element of ['(Dy(v+)) which satisfies 9%(zj) = 6;j. We define

R? A, E and L;j similarly as for the R™2% case. The operators L;; will give a realisation of
osp(V) and Lemma 2] still holds.

2.2. Spherical harmonics. We will collect here also some results on spherical harmonics, which
we will use later on. We write Pk(Rm|2") for the space of homogeneous polynomials of degree k.
These polynomials satisfy

Ef =kf forall f € P(R™?™).

The space of spherical harmonics Hj,(R™2") of degree k are the homogeneous polynomials of
degree k which are also in the kernel of the Laplace operator:

Hi(R™2) = {f € Po@®™P") | Af = 0}.
We have the following decomposition of P(R™?"), [DeS|, Theorem 3]:
Proposition 2.2 (Fischer decomposition). If m — 2n & —2N, then P(R™?") decomposes as

k=0

k=0 j=0

Proposition 2.3. If m — 2n ¢ —2N and n # 0, then H(R™>™) is an irreducible osp(m|2n)-
module. If n =0, then Hy(R™) is an irreducible s0(m)-module if m > 2, while Hy(R?) decom-
poses as CzF @ CZF, where z = x +wy, 2 = x — 1y, (x,y) € R2

Proof. This is [Col Theorem 5.2] for the case n # 0 and [He, Introduction, Theorem 3.1] for the
classical case. O

The dimension of the spherical harmonics of degree k is given in [DeSl Corollary 1].
Proposition 2.4. The dimension of H(R™?"), for m # 0, is given by

min(k,2n) min(k—2,2n)

e (3) (1) () )

1=0 =0

2.3. Jordan superalgebras. A Jordan superalgebra is a supercommutative superalgebra J
satisfying the Jordan identity. This means J = J; @ J; and

o JZ‘JJ‘ C Ji+j for 7,7 € Zo

® Ty = (—1)|$||y|yx

o (—1)IE(L,, L)+ (-1)¥l[L, L..]+ (-1)FIW[L,, L,,] = 0, where the operator L, is
(left) multiplication with x.
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Note that [-,-] is the supercommutator, i.e. [Ly, Ly] := LyL, — (=1)* WL, L.

The Tits—Kantor-Koecher construction associates with each Jordan superalgebra a 3-graded Lie
superalgebra. Different TKK-constructions exist in the literature, which, in general, can lead to
different Lie superalgebras. We will quickly review the Koecher construction for a unital Jordan
superalgebra. See [BC2] for an overview of the different TKK constructions appearing in the
literature.

Denote by Inn(J) the subalgebra of gl(J) of inner derivations, i.e. the algebra generated by
the operators [L,, L,|, u,v € J. We then define the inner structure algebra as the following
subalgebra of gl(.J)

iste(J) :={Ly |u € J} +Inn(J) = spang{ Ly, [Ly, Ly] | u,v € J}.
The last equality follows from the following property, [Kad, Section 1.2],
[[Lm, Ly]’LZ] = Lm(yz) - (_1)|xuy‘Ly(xz)'
Let J™ and J~ be two copies of J. Set
TKK(J) := J" @iste(J) & J.

The inner structure algebra is a subalgebra of TKK(J) and the other brackets on TKK(.J) are
defined as

[z, u] = 2Lz, + 2[Ly, Ly, [z,y] = [u,v] =0,
[Lo, x] = ax, [Lo,u] = —au,
HL(M Lb]? 1‘] = [L(M Lb]x7 HL(M Lb]? u] = [L(M Lb]u7

for homogeneous x,y in J*, u,vin J7, a,b € J and extended linearly and anti-commutatively.

2.4. Lie supergroups and their actions. A Lie supergroup G is a group object in the category
of smooth supermanifolds, i.e. there exist morphisms p: G x G — G, i: G — G, e: R0 — @G,
called the multiplication, inverse and unit which satisfy the standard group properties. We
again refer to Appendix [Al for definitions of supermanifolds and morphisms between superman-
ifolds.

Alternatively, we can also characterise Lie supergroups in the following manner:

Definition 2.5. A Lie supergroup G is a pair (Go, g) together with a morphism o: Gy — End(g),
where G is a Lie group and g is a Lie superalgebra for which

e Lie(Gy) is isomorphic to gy, the even part of the Lie superalgebra g.
e The morphism o satisfies 0(g)|g, = Ad(g) and do(X)Y = [X,Y] for all g € Go, X € gg
and Y € g. Here Ad is the adjoint representation of Gy on Lie(Gy) = gj.

See [CCE], Chapter 7] for more details and the connection between those two approaches.

By a closed Lie subgroup H of a Lie supergroup GG we mean a closed embedded submanifold of
G that is also a subgroup. In the previous sentence we used submanifold instead of subsuper-
manifold and subgroup instead of subsupergroup. From now we will often omit the prefix super
if it is clear from the context.

A (left) action of a Lie supergroup on a supermanifold is a morphism a: G x M — M such
that

e ao(puxidy)=ao(idg x a)
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e ao(exidy) =idyy, using R0 x M = M.

For every even point p of a supermanifold M we have a morphism ppoo : RO — M where |pgolo|
maps to p and p%o‘o is evaluation at p. Then we define a,: G — M for p € |[M| and ag: M — M
for g € |G| by

ap = a0 (idg X pgon)s g = a0 (ggop x iday).

Also for actions, we can use the equivalent approach with pairs.

Definition 2.6. An action a of a Lie supergroup G = (Gp,g) on a supermanifold M is a pair
(a, pa) where

e a: Go x M — M is an action of Go on M.
e p.: g — Vecys is a Lie superalgebra anti morphism such that

pajgy(X) = (X @ido,, )d’ for all X € g5,
palo(g9)Y) = Qg_lpa(Y)gg for allY € g,g € Go.

Here Vec)s is the Lie superalgebra of vector fields on M, and we silently use the isomorphism
90 = TeGo.

See [CCFE| Chapter 8] for more details.

By the reduced action |a|, we will mean the (ordinary) Lie group action |a| of |G| = Gy on |[M].
We have the two following propositions.

Proposition 2.7 ([CCFE, Proposition 8.4.7]). Let G be a supergroup with an action a on M and
let p € |M|. Set

Gy={g€Gollal(g,p) =p}  and gy ==kerda,

Then G, = (Gp, 8p) is a closed subgroup of G = (Go,g).

Proposition 2.8 ([CCF], Proposition 9.3.7]). Let G be a Lie supergroup and H a closed subgroup.
There exists a supermanifold X = (|G|/|H|,Ox) and a morphism w: G — X such that

e The reduction |r|: |G| — |G|/|H| is the natural map.

e The morphism 7 is a submersion, i.e. for all g € |G| the map dmg: T,G — Tr(g)X is
surjective.

e There is an action f: G x X — X, which reduces to the action of |G| on |X| such that
mou=fo(idg X 7), where u is the multiplication on G.

Moreover the pair (X, ) satisfying these properties is unique up to isomorphism.

These two propositions allow us to define the orbit through an even point p.

Definition 2.9. Let G be a Lie supergroup with an action on a supermanifold M. Let p € |M]|.
Let G, the closed subgroup defined in Proposition [2.7. Then we define the orbit C), through the
point p as the manifold X = (|G|/|Gp|, Ox) defined in Proposition [2.8.
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3. THE ORTHOSYMPLECTIC LIE SUPERALGEBRA AND ASSOCIATE STRUCTURES

In this section, we introduce the algebras and groups we will use in the rest of the article.
We start with the spin factor Jordan superalgebra. This is the Jordan superalgebra which is
associated to the orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra via the TKK-construction. Then we calculate
its structure and TKK algebra. Finally, we also define the structure group and conformal
group as Lie supergroups who have the structure algebra and TKK algebra as underlying Lie
superalgebras.

3.1. The spin factor. We now define the real spin factor Jordan superalgebra associated with
an orthosymplectic metric. Let V be a real super-vector space with dim(V') = (p+ ¢ —3|2n) and
a supersymmetric, non-degenerate, even, bilinear form (-, -) E; where the even part has signature

(p—1,q —2). We will always assume that p > 2 and ¢ > 2. We choose a homogeneous basis
(ei)i of V. For u =) u'e; and v =), v'e; we then have

<u,v>6~ = Zuiﬁijvj with Bij = <€i,€j>5-

]
We have f3;; = 0 if |i| # |jl| since the form is even, while Bij = (—=1)l3;; because it is
supersymmetric and det((53;;)i;) # 0 since the form is non-degenerate.
We define the spin factor Jordan superalgebra JSpin,_; ,_ojo, a8

J:=Re® V with |e|] = 0.
The Jordan product is given by

(Ae +u)(pe +v) = (A + (u,v)5)e + Ao+ pu  foru,v €V, A\, peR.

Thus e is the unit of J.

We extend the homogeneous basis (ei)fif_‘g”" of V' to a homogeneous basis (ei)li’;rg—3+2n of J

by setting eg equal to the unit e.
Define (3%);; as the inverse of (3;;)i;. Let (¢'); be the right dual basis of (e;); with respect to
the form (-,-), i.e.

(€5, ej> = 0ij with 6;; the Kronecker delta.

o =Y e,

(2

Then

Consider J* = Re* @ V* the dual super-vector space of J with right dual basis (e');. Define a
bilinear form on V* by (€%, e) := (e, e/) 5= 7%, Then we can make also J* into a spin factor
Jordan superalgebra with respect to this bilinear form.

3.2. The structure and TKK algebra. Consider the orthosymplectic metric B used in Sec-
tion B.Il We extend this form as follows. Set Soo = —1, Bio = 0 = Boi, Bij = Bij for
i,j € {1,..,p+q— 3+ 2n}. Then the corresponding form (-,-)g is a supersymmetric, non-
degenerate, even bilinear form on the super-vector space J where the even part has signature
(p—1,q—1). Consider the orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra osp(.J), i.e. the subalgebra of gl(J)
which leaves the form (-, ) invariant.
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Proposition 3.1. We have
iste(J) = osp(J) & RL,,

where the direct sum decomposition is as algebras. Furthermore

TKK(J) = 0sp(p, q[2n).

Proof. From [BC2|, Section 6.1], it follows that for the complexified Jordan superalgebra Jc we

have
iste(Jg) = ospe(J) @ C and TKK(Je) = ospe(p + ¢[2n).

For n = 0 we find
TKK(J) = so(p,q),

see for example [KM| Section 2.5]. One can check that the even part of TKK(J) still contains
a component so(p,q) if n > 0. For p+ g — 2 > 0, there is a unique real form of ospc(p + ¢|2n)

with contains the component so(p, ¢), [Pal Theorem 2.5]. So we can conclude

TKK(J) = osp(p, q|2n).

The inner structure algebra is spanned by the operators Le,, [Le,, Le,] for i,j > 0 and L.
Observe that L. is in the centre of iste(.J) since e is the unit. We defined (-, -)g such that
and (eg,eq)p = —1,

(eiej er)s =0, (eieo,e5)5 = Bij,
for i, 7,k > 0. Using this, one can show that the operators X = L, or X = [Le,, Le,| for i > 0

satisfy
<X(u)7 U>5 + (_1)\X||u\ <u7 X(U)>5 = 0.

Hence they form a subspace of osp(.J) and we obtain
iste(J) C osp(J) & RL,.
O

Since iste(Je) = o0spe(J) @ C we conclude that this inclusion is actually an equality.

Using the bilinear form
1
o ﬁsym
B = -1
5asym
we saw in Section 2] that we have a realisation of 0sp(p, ¢|2n) using differential operators

Li,j = Ziaj — (—1)“"]'2’]82

€0

An explicit isomorphism of TKK(J) with this realisation of osp(p, ¢|2n) is given by
Leg = Lo, (p+g-1)

Lio 0 = ~Lptg-2),(0+a-1) — Lptq-2)0

+ . _
€ = Li,(p+q*1)

i

Le; = L%,(p+q*2)
[LewLej] = LEJ

e L%,(erq*l)

+
+ Lio €0 = Lptq-2),(p+a-1) T L(p+q-2),0-
This yields another approach to show that

Here i = i if [ij = 0 and ¢ = i + 1 if |i| = 1
TKK(J) = osp(p, q|2n).
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3.3. The structure group. Define
O(p—1,q—1) = {X e RPH=2xra=2) | Xtpox — 5%}
Sp(QnJR) _ {X c R(Qn)x@n) | XtﬁaX _ IBa}’

where 3%, 8% are the matrices formed by the symmetric part and the anti-symmetric part of the
bilinear form of .J.

Set
Str(J)o:=R" x O(p—1,q — 1) x Sp(2n,R)
and recall by Proposition B
iste(J) = osp(J) @ RLe.
We embed Str(J)g in RPHa-2+20)x(p+4=242n) 1y ags0ciating to the triple (v, k, k) € Str(J)o the
matrix v K h> with v € R, k € Reta=2)x(r+a=2) gnd h € REM*20) We will also interpret
X €osp(J)asan (p+qg—242n) X (p+ q— 2+ 2n) matrix.

For v e R, k€ O(p—1,q—1) and h € Sp(2n,R), define o(v, k, h) € End(iste(J))

-1
o(v,k,h)Le =L, and o(v,k,h)X = <k h) X <k h_1> for X € osp(J).

Then Str(J) = (Str(J)o,iste(J), o) defines a Lie supergroup, in the sense of Definition We
call Str(J) the structure group.

Next, we define an action of Str(J) on A(J*), the affine superspace associated to the dual
super-vector space of J. Let z; be the coordinate functions on J*. For z = ), x;e' € J*, we
then have z;j(x) = x;. By the global chart theorem, [CCF, Theorem 4.2.5], a morphism ¢ from
a supermanifold M to an affine superspace is determined by the pullbacks of the coordinate

functions. So we can define a: Str(J)o x A(J*) — A(J*) by
_ (vk)~! .
Qﬁ(zi) =49 2 = < (vh)~! (Zz) € Os1r(1)o @O (7%)5

where (v,k,h) = g = (9ij)1<i,j<p+q—2+2n € Str(J)o C R(P+a-2)x(r+4-2)  We interpret the gij as
coordinate functions on R®+4-2)%(P+4-2) and then restrict them to functions in Ostr(1)0-

Set
pa: iste(J) = Vecy(yoy;  pal(Lij) = —(2:0; — (—1)|i||j|zj(9¢) for L;; € osp(J),
pa(Le) = —E.
Pz'oposition 3.2. The pair (a, pq) defines an action of the Lie supergroup (Str(J)o,iste(J)) on
A(J").

Proof. The map p, is clearly a Lie superalgebra anti-morphism from iste(J) to Vecy(y+). One
can also check that a indeed defines an action of Str(J)g on M. So we only need to prove

Paliste(J)5 (X) = (X ® idOM)Qﬁa pa(O'(g)Y) = Qiflpa(y)ﬁg

for X € iste(J)g, Y € iste(J), g € Str(J)o. If we interpret X € iste(J); as an element of
T.Str(J)o, then it acts on the coordinate functions g;; as X(g;;) = X;;. The map g — ¢!
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corresponds on algebra level to X — —X, hence we also have X((g_l)ij) = —X;;. Thus

(X ® idOM)Qﬁ(Zi) =XQ® idOM <(Vk)_1 (I/h)_1> (Zl) = _X(Zz) - pa(X)'

Furthermore gg(zi) = g~ '2z. We find

& pa(Y)dh(z) = —g(Y (g7 2)) = =(0(9)Y )2 = pa(o(9)Y )2

We conclude that the pair (a, p,) is an action. O

3.4. The conformal group. We define the conformal group as follows. Define for k& € O(p, q)
and h € Sp(2n,R), o(k, h) € End(osp(p, ¢|2n)) by

1
ok, )X = (’“ h) X (’“ h_1> for X € osp(p, q|2n).

Then also (O(p, q) x Sp(2n,R), 0sp(p, q|2n), o) is a Lie supergroup, which we call the conformal
group and denote by OSp(p, q|2n).

3.5. A representation of osp(p, ¢|2n). We will consider a realisation of osp(p, ¢|2n) = TKK(J)
in the space of differential operators of the affine superspace A(J*) as constructed in [BCI]. This
representation depends on a character of istv(.J). For a simple Jordan algebra the representation
constructed in [BCI] corresponds to the representation of the conformal algebra considered in

[HEM].

Recall iste(J) = osp(J) @ RL, by Proposition BJl A character A: iste(J) — R is thus uniquely
determined by its value on L., because [osp(J),08p(J)] = osp(J). We will denote the value of
A(2L.) also by A.

Up to an automorphism of I'(Dys+)) induced by ey = —1eg, the representation in [BCT) Section
4.1] is given as follows

m\: TKK(J) = J* @iste(J) @ J —  [(Dyse)

(1) m(0,0,ex) = —uzg for e € J°

(2) 7'(')\(0, Lz‘j, 0) = Ziazj — (—1)'2”7‘,2]821 for Lij S OBP(J)

(3) m2(0,L,0) =35 —E

(4) ﬂx(ék,0,0) = —ZB)\(ek) for e, € J*.
Here (e;)"4*"~! is the homogeneous basis of J~ = J introduced in Section Bl To simplify
the expressions, we introduced a basis (€;); of J* by é; := e; for ¢ > 0 and €y := —ep. The

Bessel operator By is an even global differential operator on A(J*) taking values in the super-
vector space (J*)*. From [BCI| Definition 4.1], we get the following expressions for the Bessel
operator

Bi(ex) = (=A + 2E)0k — 21 A, (2)

where E and A are the Euler operator and Laplacian introduced in equation (). We will also
write By(zx) for By(eg).
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4. THE MINIMAL ORBIT

We will use the action of the structure group Str(J) on A(J*) to construct a minimal orbit. For
ordinary (i.e. not super) Jordan algebras the minimal orbit under the action of the structure
group is the one through a primitive idempotent, see [Kane]. We will use this as a definition for
the minimal orbit in our case.

Remark 4.1. If one looks at the action under the identity component of the structure group,
as for example is done in [HKM], then this picture changes a bit. For non-Euclidean Jordan
algebras there is still only one minimal orbit, but for Euclidean Jordan algebras we then have
two minimal orbits, one through a primitive idempotent ¢ and one through —c.

Let us first introduce the natural generalisations of primitive idempotents to Jordan superalge-
bras. An even element of a Jordan superalgebra is called an idempotent if it satisfies 22 = z. An
idempotent is primitive if it can not be written as the sum of two other (non-zero) idempotents.
Two idempotents are called orthogonal if their product is zero. A Jordan frame is a collection
of pairwise orthogonal primitive idempotents which sum to the unit [FK|, Chapter IV].
Proposition 4.2. For the spin factor Jordan superalgebra J* it holds that an element ¢ =
Ae +x € Jg§ is a non-zero idempotent iff A = % and x satisfies (x,z) = % orc=-e and x = 0.
Here e denotes the unit of J*.

All idempotents different from the unit are primitive and if %e + x is an idempotent then (%e +

T 1

,5€ —x) is a Jordan frame.

Proof. Straightforward verification. O

Observe that the reduced action of the structure group Str(J) on |[A(J*)] is equivalent with the
action of R*O(p — 1,¢ — 1) on RPT472 given by

(9.2) =g 'z,
since Sp(2n,R) acts trivially on RP*9=2, Hence, for a primitive idempotent, the topological

space underlying the orbit manifold is the same as in the classical case. This topological space is
independent of the chosen idempotent and given by, see for example [HKM] Section 1.2],

{z e R{T | R*(x) = 0},
where R? = > z'z; is the superfunction defined in (). We interpret R? not as an operator but

as a function. Thus R?(x) denotes evaluating the function R? in the even point z. This also
means that the odd component in R? does not play any role.

Let A(J*)(p) be the open submanifold of A(J*) we get by excluding zero

A(J*)(O) (RI(B;Q 27C]§z}$qf2 ® A2n)

Denote by (R?) the ideal in L'(Oa(s%) ) generated by R2. Set
Cl:= {= € R{G*™ | R*(z) = 0}

We will show that there is supermanifold C' which has |C| as its underlying topological space
and I'(Op (%) )/(R?) as its global sections. By [CCF} Corollary 4.5.10], the global sections will

determine the sheaf O¢. The main theorem of this section establishes that C' = (|C|, O¢) is the
orbit through a primitive idempotent under the action of the structure group.
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Theorem 4.3. The space C = (|C|, O¢) is a well-defined supermanifold. Furthermore it is the
orbit through a primitive idempotent of J* under the action of the structure group Str(J) on

A(J*) defined in Section[33. We will call C' the minimal orbit.
In the two following subsections we will prove this theorem.

4.1. The space C' is a supermanifold. We first introduce the notion of a regular ideal, which
we then use to show that C is a well-defined supermanifold.

Definition 4.4 ([CCF] Definition 5.3.6]). Let M be a supermanifold with underlying topological
space |[M|. Let I be an ideal in I'(Oypr). For m € |M| denote by Ty, the mazimal ideal in T'(Opr)
given by the kernel of the morphism evy,: T'(Op) — R and by I, the image of I in the stalk
Owrm. Then I is called a regular ideal if

e For every m € |M| such that I C J,, there exist homogeneous f1,..., fn in I such that
[films -« [fn]m generate I, and (df1)m, .., (dfn)m are linearly independent at m, where
[film is the image of fi in Onpm.

o If {fitien is a family in I such that any compact subset of M intersects only a finite
number of supp f;, then Y, fi is an element of I.

Regular ideals can be used to define supermanifolds in the following manner.

Proposition 4.5 ([CCFE| Proposition 5.3.8]). Let M be a supermanifold and I a regular ideal
in T'(Opr). Then there exists a unique closed embedded supermanifold (N, j), where j: N — M
1s an embedding, such that

I'(ON) =T(0On)/I.

From the proof of the proposition it also follows that the underlying topological space |N| of N
is given by

IN|={m e |M||ICTn}t={me|M||ev,(f)=0forall fel}.
Lemma 4.6. The ideal I in T'(Oy+),) generated by R? is reqular.

Proof. For any m in Rﬁ;;q_Q we have that I, is generated by [R?],,. Furthermore (dR?),, is
different from zero if m # 0 and thus linearly independent. Since every f; in I can be written

as R%g;, we have
E fi= R2 E g; € 1.
7 7

So we conclude that [ is a regular ideal. O

We have that
C| = {m € R{;"™ | evin(R?) = 0} = {m € RIG"* | I C Tin}.

is the topological space corresponding to the regular ideal I = (R2>.

Corollary 4.7. The space C = (|C],O¢) is the unique closed embedded submanifold of A(J*)o
corresponding to the regular ideal (R?).

Proof. This follows immediately from combining Proposition and Lemma O

We denote the embedding of C' in A(J*)g by jc.
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4.2. The space C' is an orbit. We will show that C'is the orbit through a primitive idempotent
in the sense of Definition 29 We introduce the following morphisms,

a: Str(J) x A(J*) — A(J")
Jj: C = A(J").

The morphism a is the action of Str(.J) on A(J*) defined in Section For the morphism j we
combine the embedding jo of C'in A(J*)¢ with the embedding of A(J*)¢ in A(J*). Define

b: Str(J) x C — A(J"); b=ao (idgyy X j)-
Then b = (||, b*) with
bl = lal o (idjs¢r(y) x 4]) and b* = (idoy,,,, ® j*)a’.

Lemma 4.8. The morphism b takes values in C.

Proof. We have to show that b factors as j o+, with v: Str(J) x C — C. This will be the case if
im|b| C |C| and b*(R?) = 0. On the topological level it is immediately clear that |b| takes values

in |C]. For the sheaf morphism, we will use the fact that for a Lie supergroup G = (Gy, g) we
have [CCF], Remark 7.4.6]

Oc(U) = Homyy (g (U(9), CG, (U))-

Note that by Hom(V, W) we mean all linear maps from V to W including the odd ones. Using
this isomorphism, an action a = (a, ps) on M can be expressed in a and p, as

a*: T(Onr) = Homyyg 1 (U(9), C, (Go)@T(Onr))
f e [X = (=1)M(ide () @ pa(X))a f], with X € U(g)

The Lie group Str(J)y preserves the orthosymplectic metric on J, so

(" <vh>1>tﬁl (" )=

with 8 the matrix corresponding to the metric. Hence
d(R?) = a¥ ()7 a* (%)) = id0gy, s, ® 2872 = idog,,,), ® B”.
Therefore
AH(R?) = [X = (=) (1 ® po(X)R?)].
So we get
W (R?) = (idog,, ., ® j)af(R?) = [X = (~1)X (L @ j* (pu(X)R?))] = 0,

since po(X)R? =0 for X € osp(J) and for X = L. we use that R? evaluates to zero on |C|. O

For a primitive idempotent ¢ of J*, we define
m: Str(J) = C by |nlg=|bl(g,¢), =t= (idog,, ., ® ev,)bF.

Proposition 4.9. The manifold C' and the morphisms m and b satisfy the conditions of Propo-
sition 2.8 In particular C' is the manifold corresponding to the orbit through a primitive idem-
potent of J* under the action of the structure group.
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Proof. Almost by definition, the map || is the natural map from |Str(J)| to |C|. To show that
7 is a submersion, we need

dﬂ'g: TgStT(J) — Tw(g)(}’
to be surjective for all g € |Str(J)|. Consider f € Oc(U) and let f € erra—2(U) @ A2
~ (0)
be a representative of f i.e. f = f mod R%. Let X be a vector field in istr(.J) and X, the
corresponding vector in TpStr(J). From [CCEl Proposition 7.2.3], we have X, := ev,X =
evg(l® X,)pt. Combining this with ev, o j = ev,, we compute
dmg(Xg)f = Xg(ﬂﬁf)
=evy(1® Xe),uﬁ(idoswu) ®eve)at f
= eVC(eVg ® idoc)(idosn((l) Q@ Xe® id(')c)(:uﬁ ® idoc)aﬁf.

For an action a of G on M it holds that (u*®ide,,)a* = (ido,®a*)af and p,(X) = (X.®ide,, )a’.
Thus we obtain

dmg(Xg) f = eve(evy ® Xe ® ido,)(idog,, ;) @ af)af f
= eve(X, ®ido,. )d* (ev, ® ido. )a f
= ch(Pa(X)agf)- (3)

The map from osp(p — 1,q — 1|2n) to T,RPT4-22n for 1 € RPHI-2127 given by Lij — evgy o L;j
has codimension one. This follows for example from the fact that for ¢ such that ev, o z; # 0

{evyz00;}U{evyo Ly |0<k,l<p+q—2+2n}

span T,RPT2=212" 5o the codimension is less than or equal to one, while Ll-j(RQ) = 0 implies

that the codimension is not zero. Since ag is surjective, we then conclude from equation (3]) that

dim im (dmy [osp(sy) =P+ ¢ — 3+ 2n.

Since the dimension of 7| |(,).C is equal to p+ ¢ — 3+ 2n we conclude that also dim im (dm,) =
p+q— 3+ 2n and dm, is surjective.

Finally we have to show that b is an action that reduces to the natural action |Str(J)|x |C| — |C|
and 7oy = bo (idgy(y) X 7). We have |r| o |u|(g1,g2) = (9192)c and [b|(id|ssr (1) X |7]) (91, 92) =
g1(g2¢). We also compute

pontf = ,uﬁ(idosww ® eve )b f
= (idog,,,, ®idog,,, @ eve) (i @ido,,)a f
= (idog,,(s) ® id0g,, (s, @ eve)(idog, ;) @ a*)atf,
and
(idog,,, @ T f = (idog,,,, ®idog, ,, @ eve)(idog, ,, @ bV f
= (idog, ,, ®idog,,, @ eve)(idog,, , © a*)d* f.

Since b is almost by definition an action and reduces to the natural action on |Str(J)|x |C| — |C|,
the proposition follows. O
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4.3. Restriction to the minimal orbit. Recall that for a simple Jordan algebra the repre-
sentation constructed in Section corresponds to the representation of the conformal algebra
considered in [HKM]. In the latter paper it is also shown that, for certain characters, this rep-
resentation can be restricted to an orbit. We will show that for a specific character, also in our
case the representation can be restricted to the minimal orbit defined in Section [l

Consider the representation 7y constructed in Section B4l For A = 2— M, with M = p+q—2—2n
the superdimension of J, we can restrict the representation ) to the minimal orbit, as we will
now show. We first prove that for this value of A\ the Bessel operators are tangential to the
minimal orbit.

Proposition 4.10. The Bessel operators are tangential to the minimal orbit, i.e. they map (R?)
into (R2), if and only if \ = 2 — M, with M the superdimension of .J.
Proof. Using the relations of Lemma 2.1l and equation (2)) we obtain
[B)\(ek),RQ] = Zk(—Q)\ +4 — 2(}9 +q—2— 277,)) + 4R28k.
We conclude that (R?) gets mapped into (R?) if and only if A =2 — M. O

The operators z;, L;; and E are also tangential to the orbit. Hence (R?) gives a subrepresentation
of mo_ps. Using the embedding j defined in Section [£2] we set

mo(X)f = j* (mo-m(X)f)

for fin I'(O¢) and f a representative from f in L(Og(g#),)s i€ jﬁ(f) = f. Since all the operators
occurring in mo_ s are tangential to C, this gives a well defined quotient representation

re: TKK(J) = T'(De)

on the orbit C. Here I'(D¢) acts by differential operators on I'(O¢), hence we found a repre-
sentation of TKK(J) on functions on the minimal orbit.

5. INTEGRATION TO THE CONFORMAL GROUP

We introduce the notations
g := TKK(J) = osp(p, q|2n), ¥ := osp(p[2n) © so(q),
t:=s0(p) & so(q) ®u(n), ) =€ Niste(J) = osp(p — 1]2n) @ so(q — 1).

Then ¢ is a maximal compact subalgebra of the even part of ¥ and also a maximal compact
subalgebra of the even part of g.

In this section we will integrate a subrepresentation m¢ of g on I'(O¢) constructed in Section 3]
to the conformal group OSp(p, ¢|2n) using the concept of Harish-Chandra supermodules. To be
able to do this we need a (g, )-module W of ¢-finite vectors. As an intermediate step, we will
first look for a (g, ¢)-module of ¢-finite vectors.

Remark 5.1. Our choice of ¥ seems arbitrary, and one might as well work with osp(g|2n)®so(p).
However, the same techniques can be used in this case which leads to similar results. Since
0sp(p, q|2n) = osp(q, p|2n) it is enough to consider one of the two possible choices.

We start this section by introducing €)-invariant radial superfunctions.
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5.1. Radial superfunctions. On RP~! @ R?~! @ R?” we consider the supersymmetric, non-
degenerate, even bilinear form [ of signature (p — 1, ¢ — 1|2n) associated to osp(p — 1,q — 1|2n).
Choose a basis (e;)i, (fi)i, (0;); of RP~ @RI~ @ R?™ such that

(eiej)p =0ij,  (fi. fi)g=—0i5, (e, fi)p=0.
Let ei? f* and 6° be the right duals of e;, f; and 6; with respect to our form. Then e’ = ¢;
and f' = —f;. We will use z;, y; and 6; as the coordinates on A((RPHI=212n)*) = A (RP+a—2[2n)
corresponding to this basis. Set

p—1

q—1 2n
s? = Zx?, t? = Zy]?, 6% = Zeiai.
i=1 j=1 i=1

For a function h: R — R, h € C*"(R ) and a superfunction f = fo +2 120 fr0!, with fo and fr

in C*> (R’("”OL)), a new superfunction h(f) in COO(RZS))®A2” is defined in [CDS2| Definition 3]

2n 7
W)= MW%)-

|
I
We will use this definition to define radial functions depending on the superfunction | X|

s2 +12 4 62
X[ = ——%—

Note that such a function h(|X]) is £ invariant since |X| is & invariant.

Lemma 5.2. Consider h: R — R, h € C*"*2(R(g)). The radial function h(|X|) satisfies

0un(X1) = ST (XD, Oph(X]) = P Al
0 h1X1) = ~ 5 (XD, BA(XD = |XI0j A X))

2 O h(1X1)
AR(1X]) = 252X + 7 (Oa(x) - PR

and

(Bate) — ah(X1) = 1 (OB 1D — q—znﬂ)%)((‘f”—huxr)),

0
(5.6~ 0)n(1x1) = . (ORI (0~ - 2”*”% - n(xD).

0
(o) + (XD = =i (SgX1) + (= q — 20— ) LD ).

where the three last equalities are modulo R?.

Proof. If f is an even superfunction and h € C2"+1(R(0)), then we have the chain rule

0u:h(f) = (N ().
Since |X| is an even Superfunction the first three equations follow from this chain rule and
Yi 0;
| X| = —== i X| = ==

9,5 X| = 2%

2IXI
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The other equations are then a straightforward corollary from these three equations. O

5.2. The (g,¥)-module W. For our definition of W we start from a general £{-invariant func-
tion on I'(O¢). Acting on this function with basis elements of ¢ not in & leads to the differential
equation (I9) that the modified K-Bessel functions satisfy (see equation (I0) in the proof of

Lemma [5.0]). So a natural ansatz for W is the U(g)-module generated by K,, the renormalised
modified Bessel function of the third kind introduced in [B.2]. Set

= max(p —2n — 3,q — 3), v =min(p — 2n — 3,q — 3). (4)
We also set REH2 = RP—1127 and R¥+2 = R7 1 if p—2n > g and R#T2 = R9~! and R¥+2 = Rp—112n
if p—2n <gq.
Let A“ 7 (1X]) be the radial superfunction defined using the generahsed Laguerre function A%’ ( )
1ntroduced in[B.3l Note that for j = 0, we find Ay (| X]) = (i §(|X|)

Define
W = U(g)(Kx(|X]) + (R*) C T'(Oc), (5)

where the g-module structure is given by the representation m¢. In the following, we will
always work modulo (R?) and drop (R?) in our notation. So we write for example K ¢ (|X]) for

Ky (1X]) + (R?).
Theorem 5.3. Assume v & —2N.
(1) The decomposition of W as ¥ -module is given by

W= w;, where W = U(E)ALY (|X]).

(2) Assume q # 3 and p # 3. Then W is always indecomposable. It is furthermore a simple
g-module if p+q is odd or py+v>0o0rq=p—2n=2 orp=2.

(3) If p+ q is even, then W; and thus also W is ¥ -finite. An explicit decomposition of W;
into irreducible €,-modules is given by

j gy—f—j
w; =P EB ABEZRIR2L (X M, (RIF2) @ Hy (RVF2). (6)
k=0 [=0

Here Hy(RFT2) and H(RV2) are spaces of spherical harmonics introduced in Sec-
tion 22 Furthermore, we also have the following ¥ -isomorphism

W; = H; (R @ Hucw  (RVF).
(4) If p+ q is odd, the decomposz’tz’on of Wj into irreducible €,-modules is given by
2k,v+21 v
W; = EBEBASj b IXDHR?) @ Hi(R). (7)

k=0 1=0
If p,q # 2 then W is not ¥ -finite, while for p =2 or ¢ =2, Wj is still ¥ -finite.

Proof. This is a combination of Proposition (.7, Proposition (.8 Corollary 5.9 and Proposi-
tion .10} O
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Remark 5.4. This theorem gives new information even in the classical case (i.e. n = 0).
Namely, for g = so(p,q) and p + ¢ even, it is well-known that the minimal representation W of
g decomposes as

o0
W ~ @Hj(R“+3) ® %%H(ng)’

j=0
and that for p+ ¢ odd, Wy is infinite-dimensional, but in the Schrédinger model only few £-finite
vectors have been made explicit: The #-invariant vectors Ag,’; were given in [HKMM]. Corollary
8.2], which is the case | = k = 0. Further, the case k = j and [ arbitrary is contained in [KM]
Theorem 3.1.1]. However, the decomposition of W; given in (@) and (), which makes explicit
all ¥'-finite vectors in the Schrodinger model if p+ g is even, is to the best of our knowledge new.

Remark 5.5. We have I?%(\X\) = (“+2)A“’ (|X1). Hence
Wo = U¥)AL5 (1 X]) = U¥) Ky (| X]).

We start with a lemma which gives the action of some elements of ¢ on a combination of
Laguerre superfunctions with spherical harmonics. First we combine ¢ € Hjy(RP~12") and
2z € P1(RP127) to obtain spherical harmonics of degree k + 1 and k — 1. Namely we set

G = zity— —o O or,  and oy ! ok (8)
R vy T k=li T 53— on+2k 0ir;

for p —3 —2n + 2k 75 0. One checks that ngJrli and ¢, _, . are contained in Hppr 1 (RPU27) and

in Hy,_1(RP~127) respectively. Similarly for ¢, € Hy(RI™Y), y; € Pi(RI™!) and ¢ — 3 4 2k # 0,
set

t2 1
— 0, R p——— v
P L R s A

In this case (b;: 415 and ¢, ; are contained in Hyor1(RI7Y) and in Hy,_ 1 (RI71) respectively.

¢]i_+172‘ = _yi¢k -

Lemma 5.6. Let ¢y € Hip(RAT2) and 1 € Hy(RVT2). Set
B;L = Ba(zi) — 2 and B = B(yi) + v ifp—2n>gq,
B = By\(yi) + i and B = Bx(zi) — % ifp—2n<gq,
where z; = x; and zi4p—1 = 0;. Then for v 4 21 # 0 we have
v . 2(k+1),v+21
B (M2 2 (XD) = G+ o+ b+ ey AT 2E D042 )
+2 k 1),v+21
+A4G — b+ Dy and 200 (X))
— 1% —U k v l
By (dkindg 20 P IX D) = = (5 + 155 = Dt ZA“jQ,C D (1x))
v 2k,v+2(1-1)
— 40 + 2+ Do ALY (X)),

Proof. We will only prove the case B;r for p — 2n > q. The other cases are similar.
We first observe that the action of the Bessel operator on a product is given by
Ba(z)(f9) = (=A + 2E) 0 (fg) — z2A(f9) (9)
= (Bx(zk))g + (=D)VH £ (B (z1)g) + 2(=1)VME(£)0k(9)
+20(f)E(9) — 22 (= 1)1, (£)0;(9).
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Note that this is a special case of Proposition [BCIl, Proposition 4.2].
From this product rule and Lemma we obtain
(Bx(z:) — Zi)(Ag,}%Ei’”?l%?ﬁl)
= ((B)\(Zz‘) - Zi)ASﬁZ’”Hl) briby + A;‘jﬁ’;’”“l&(zi)(¢m)
+ QE(Agﬁgyw)@(%lﬁl) + 23i(Agﬁ]Z’y+m)E(¢k¢z)
_ 2ziﬁ“b0a(A§jf’2’”“l)6b(¢sz)
. <(A,L21,J;2lz,u+2l)// n %(Agfi’”?l), _ Ag;2lz,u+2l> bty (10)
+ AR (v 4 2K+ 20)0i (6 + 2B (AL TP 0; (g )
+ ‘;—i’(k‘ + l)Ag‘jE’;;’”“l)’mm - ’;—i‘(k - l)(/\gﬁi"/”l)'%@
= ($y1 +IXPO_L )0 — kot 2k + DAGTE
+ (A 2k) Gy (p+ 2k + v + 20 + 2E) AL TR
= ( + 4k + Dol s 2G40 =k Doy s 2T
In the last two steps we used Corollary B2 and s? + 62 = |X|* mod R2. O

Proposition 5.7. Assume v ¢ —2N. The decomposition of W; = U(¥')Ay7 (| X|) as a €-module
18 given by

j T
w; =P ARFZPRH | XYM (RET2) @ Hy(RVT2) if p+ q is even,
k=0 [=0
Jj o
W, = @ @D AR (X ) Hi(RF2) @ Hi(RVF) if p + g is odd.

il
o
o~
Il

o

If p # 3 and q # 3, then Wj is an indecomposable ¥'-module. If we also have p + q odd or
7+ /HQ'—" > 0, then Wj is a simple ¥-module. If p = 2 or ¢ = 2, then Wj is always finite-
dimensional.

Proof. Denote by (k, 1) the space A’;?E’Z’"JFQZ(\X\)H;C(R“*Q) ®@H;(R**2). We can extend a basis of
{ with the elements o(Bx(x;) —2;), i =1,...,p—1, «(Ba(vi) +vi), i =1,...,q—1, «(Bxr(6;) — 6;),
1=1,...,2n to get a basis of ¥.

First assume ¢ > 3 and p > 3. In that case H(R*T?) @ H;(R¥"2) is an irreducible €)-module.
By Lemma 5.6, we can use B;" to go from (k,l) to (k+1,1) and (k — 1,1). Note that (k,l) =0

if k > j, because then A’;?E’Z’”JFQI(\X\) = 0. Similar we can use B; to go from (k,1) to (k,l+1)

and (k0 —1)if 1 # j+ 42 and | # —j — L322 If | = j + 252, then B; maps (k,1) only to
(k,l — 1) since the coefficient of the part in (k,l + 1) is zero. If | = —j — “;—V then B, maps
(k,1) to (k,l + 1) since now the coefficient of the part in (k,I — 1) is zero. Not that these two

exceptional case can not occur if p + ¢ is odd, because then p + v is also odd. The last case can
also not occur if j 4 /HZ'—" > 0. Observe that W is the #-module generated by (0,0). Combining
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all this, we conclude that

Wi =D k.0,

k=0 [=0
if p 4 ¢ is odd. This module is #'-simple since the (k,[) are simple ¢-modules and we can use
B;f and B; to go from (k,1) to (k',1') for all 0 < k,k’ < j and 0 < I,I' < oo . For p + ¢ even,
we obtain
“TH

@u.

W =

e
Il

0 =0
which is simple if j + “TJ”/ > 0. Otherwise W; is still indecomposable but it has

b b &

k=0 . ptv
l:_]_ﬂT

as a simple submodule.

If ¢ = 3, then Hy(R9~1) is no longer irreducible but decomposes in two submodules. However a
real polynomial of degree k has components in both the subspaces of Hy(R9™1) and if ¢p_1 is
real, also gb,i' ; will be real. Therefore we conclude that the whole Hi(RI71) is contained in W;
and we still obtain

—V .
B4

Jj oo J
W; = @ @(k, l) ifp+gisoddand W;= @ if p 4 ¢ is even.
k=0 1=0 k=0 1=0

However, these modules are no longer indecomposable, since ¢, € C(z = 27)* implies Grp_14 €
C(x £+ 2y)*! and (]5:4_” € C(z +1y)**1. So W, decomposes in two submodules.

For ¢ = 2 we have Hy(R?"!) = 0 for k > 2. For p — 2n > 2 one still obtains,
P vy
W]:@@ if pis odd and W, = @ @ k,l) if pis even
k=0 =0

but with (k,l) = 0 if [ > 2. The module W; is ﬁmte-dlmensmnal and simple. For p — 2n < 2,
the assumption v € —2N implies that p is even. We then get

min(j,1) Hgy‘f'j
- & EB (k,1),
k=0 =0

which is simple if j+ 22 >0o0rj=0. Forj+ %~ < 0andj # 0 it is indecomposable

with @ =0 @ 7 A+ ptv (k,1) as simple submodule. For p = 3, the assumption v ¢ —2N implies

2n=0and g = 2 Then this case is considered in the case ¢ = 2. However now W is not simple
since H(RP~1) is not simple. For p = 2 we have Hy(R'?") = 0 if k > 2n 4 1. Therefore we get

{ - ?ﬁ%kn if ¢ is odd
J =

min(j+£5% 2n+1)
Do Dty °
Then Wj is simple if ¢ # 3. For ¢ = 3, it decomposes in two simple submodules. O

(k1) if ¢ is even.
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Proposition 5.8. If v & —2N, then we have
o0
W =w;
j=0

Proof. Using 7y (Le) = % — E and Proposition [B.4], we obtain for A = —(u + v + 2)
m(~Le) (s 2 2(1X)))

n+ v+ 2 v v
= ond ((E + f) AL “luxr)) + (k+ Downd 2 (X))

_ G=kD(G+htptl) ut2k,v+21 (14 B (=l £5) p+2k,v+21
St Grthiy 5T (1X) - ST oAy T (1X)

if 7 £0. If 7 =0, then

m(=Le) (WALE (X)) = wihy

So the result of the action of L. on W; has a non-zero component in W . By repeatedly acting
by L. on Wy we obtain

[ee]

Dwc

Jj=0

We will now show that the action of an element X in g on W is contained in W;_1 & W; & W, 1.
Here we set W_1 = 0. We have g = ¢ +p with p = [¢/, [¢/, L.|]. Hence, we can write every X € g
as

X = Yl + [Y27 [}/37L€]]7
where Y7,Y5,Y3 are in ¥. Because ¢ leaves W; invariant and L. maps W} into W;_q @ W),
also X maps W; into W;_1 & W; @ Wj1. Therefore

o0
W< Pws,
j=0
which proves the proposition. O

Corollary 5.9. Assume v & —2N and q # 3 and p # 3. Then W is a simple g-module if p + q
is odd or p+v >0 o0rq=p—2n=2 orp=2. Otherwise it is still indecomposable and has

0 j b+
DD D A TUXDHET) @ R,

3=0 k=0 j=min(0, j*m)
as simple submodule.
Proof. Remark that L. maps the simple submodule of W; into the simple submodules of W;_;

and Wy for 22 4+ j < 0. Then the corollary follows simply from Proposition B.7] and (the
proof of) Proposition O

Proposition 5.10. For p+ q even and v ¢ —2N we have
Wj = Hj(R“"’?’) ® H%Jrj(RV—i_g),

as ¥ -module.
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Let s and tg be the extra even coordinates from extending R**2 and R¥*2 to R#t3 and RV*2.
Define also S = \/s2 + 02+ 83, T = /12 +t3ifp—2n>qor S =\/t? +s3, T = /s> + 62 + 1}
if p—2n <gq.

The ¥-intertwining map is explicitly given by ®:

n

v
2 ]
0

{Q@

p2k,v+21 G krpj— Y ~ o b1 (5_0> ~ il t_O
Oy 27T (|1 X) = ckdipppn ST 20,0 3 ijlj”;—” =

NG P XDHARA ) @ Hy(RV2) = Hy(RAD) @ Moy (RVH)
()

where 5’2‘(2’) are the normalised Gegenbauer polynomial introduced in [Bl The constants ¢y
and d; are given by

Cwf @y
R = o
(b4 37+ Dk (=i =557
where we used the Pochhammer symbol (a)y = a(a+1)(a+2)--- (a+ k —1).

Cr —

Proof. Assume p — 2n > ¢; the case p — 2n < ¢ is again similar. A straightforward calculation

shows that the right-hand side of () is indeed contained in H;(RPI*®) @ H . +;(R?). We need
2

to prove

(1) Ly <‘I’ (mszg‘f’Z”Hl)) < (¢k1/11/\5j2121'+2l)) for L;; € &,
(2) 2Lgo (CI) <¢k¢l/\§;3iy+2l>> ( (Bx(zr) — 2) <¢k1/1lA‘2‘}L2'Z”+21>>
(3) 2Lgq <‘I> (tﬁkwlAgﬁi’”?l)) = ( (B(yr) + yi) <¢m/zlA‘2‘j2i”+2l>>_

Because S and T are €-invariant (I]) follows immediately. The cases ([2) and (B]) can be shown
by a straightforward calculation using Lemma and the properties of the the Gegenbauer
polynomial mentioned in [B.1]

We conclude that ® is a ¥-intertwining map. One can check that there exists an element

in the simple submodule of W; with non-zero image. Hence ® is injective. Since dim W; =

dim H; (RA3) @ H v 4+ (R +3), we conclude that ® is an isomorphism. O
2

Remark 5.11. If v € —2N—1, then the osp(p|2n)-module Hj, (R 3) is irreducible if & > —1—v
or k < —15%. It is always indecomposable. This is [Cd, Theorem 5.2]. This is in correspondence
with Proposition (.7} since 452 + j > —1 — v is equivalent with 452 + j > 0, which was the
condition for irreducibility of Wj.

5.3. Harish-Chandra supermodules. Let G = (Gy, g,0) be a Lie supergroup such that Gy
is almost connected and real reductive. Let K be a maximal compact subgroup of Gy.

Definition 5.12 ([Al, Definition 4.1]). Let V' be a complex super-vector space. Then V is a
(g, K)-module if it is a locally finite K -representation which has also a compatible g-module
structure, i.e. the derived action of K agrees with the ¥-module structure and

k- (X -v)=(c(k)X) - (k-v) forallke K, X € g, veV.

A (g, K)-module is a Harish-Chandra supermodule if it is finitely generated over U(g) and is
K -multiplicity finite.
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A K-module W is K-multiplicity finite if every simple K-module occurs only a finite number of
times in the decomposition of W.

Let G = (O(p,q) x Sp(2n,R), TKK(J), o) be the conformal Lie supergroup defined in Section B.4]
and K = O(p) x O(q) x U(n) be the maximal compact subgroup of O(p,q) x Sp(2n,R). The
Lie algebra of K is given by ¢ = so(p) @ so(q) @ u(n). If p+ g is even and v ¢ —2N, we can
define a K representation on the g-module W using the natural action of O(p) x Sp(2n,R) on
H;(RPI>") and the action of O(q) on H;(RY).

Proposition 5.13. For p+q even andv & —2N the module W is a Harish-Chandra supermodule.

Proof. From the decomposition, Theorem [5.3],

W%ZH%H(RPB")@HKR‘]) if p—2n<gq, or
=0

W= H(RP) @ Huzvy(RY) if p—2n>gq,
=0

it immediately follows that W is locally K-finite. This decomposition also implies that W is

O(q)-multiplicity finite since H;(R?) is an irreducible O(g)-module with H;(R?) % Hi(R?) if

[ # k, while ’HuH(Rp'Q") is finite-dimensional with trivial O(q) action. If there would be a
2

simple K-module which has infinite multiplicity in the decomposition of W, this would imply
that all the simple O(g)-modules contained in this K-module also have infinite multiplicity.
Therefore we conclude that W is K-multiplicity finite.

By definition the derived action of K agrees with the action of £ C g and even with the action
of ¥. To show k- (X -v) = (6(k)X) - (k-v) for all k € K, X € g, v € V, it thus suffices to
show this for X = L., since g = ¢ + [¢/, [/, L.]]. We also only need to verify it for one element
in each connected component of K. We choose k as the element which act as the identity on
the coordinates except on sy and tg, the coordinates extending RP~! to R? and R4~! to R?. On
so and tg it acts by 1. This gives us four different k, corresponding to the four connected
components of O(p) x O(q) x U(n). In the proof of Proposition 5.8 we calculated the action of
L. on W;. Combining this with the isomorphism given in Proposition [5.10] allows us to verify
k- (Le-v) = (o(k)Le) - (k- v) for v € H%H(Rpp”) ® H;(R?) by a direct calculation. This
finishes the proof U

The importance of the previous proposition lies in the fact that it allows us to integrate our
representation to group level. In [Al], it is proven that a Harish-Chandra supermodule has
a (unique) smooth Fréchet globalisation. This means that we have a Fréchet space and a
representation of the Lie supergroup on this Fréchet space for which the space of K-finite vectors
is the Harish-Chandra supermodule.

Corollary 5.14. The (g, K)-module W integrates to a unique smooth Fréchet representation of
moderate growth for the Lie supergroup G.

Proof. This follows from combining Proposition [1.13] and Theorem A in [A]]. O
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6. JOSEPH IDEAL

We will now investigate some properties that the minimal representation we constructed satisfies.
We will show that the annihilator ideal is equal to a Joseph-like ideal if the superdimension
satisfies p + ¢ — 2n > 2. In this sense our representation is indeed a super version of a minimal
representation since minimal representations for Lie groups are characterised by the property
that their annihilator ideal is the Joseph ideal. The classical Joseph ideals and the Joseph ideal
for osp(m|2n) with m — 2n > 2 have the property that any ideal which contains the Joseph
ideal and which has still infinite codimension is equal to the Joseph ideal, as follows from the
characterisation by Garfinkle [Ga]. So the Joseph ideal is in this sense the biggest ideal with
infinite codimension. If p + ¢ — 2n < 2, we still have that the annihilator ideal contains the
Joseph ideal, but due to the lack of the characterisation by Garfinkle in this case, we no longer
know whether the annihilator ideal is equal to the Joseph ideal.

We will also calculate the Gelfand—Kirillov dimension of our representation. We find that it is
equal to p — ¢ — 3 which is also the Gelfand—Kirillov dimension of the minimal representation of
O(p,q). As mentioned in the introduction, we know that there are no unitary representations
of osp(p, q|2n). However, we can still construct a non-degenerate, superhermitian, sesquilinear
bilinear form. We also show that our representation is skew-symmetric with respect to this form
ifp4+q—2n>6.

6.1. The super Fourier transform. In the classical case a minimal representation for a simple
real Lie group G is a unitary representation such that the annihilator ideal of the derived
representation in the universal enveloping algebra of Lie(G)c is the Joseph ideal. We will show
that the representation w¢ has as annihilator ideal the generalisation of the Joseph ideal for the
osp-case. To do this, we will use the Fourier transformed representation. So we start this section
by introducing the super Fourier transform.

Consider S(R™) the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions and the dual space S’'(R™)

of tempered distributions. The (even) Fourier transform FZ . on S(R™) is given by

Fenf0) = o [ e B3 A0 | S

where (3% is the symmetric part of the orthosymplectic metric. The Fourier transform can easily
be extended to the dual space S’(R™), by duality. It satisfies FZ _ F% = = id.

EVENT even

Let A*" := A(R?" @ R?") be generated by 6;,7;, i = 1,...,2n, with the relations 0:0; = —0;0;,
ninj = —n;ni, Oin; = —n;0;. It contains two copies of A?" := A(R?"), one generated by 7; and one
generated by 6;. Then we set K=(0,n) := exp(F > 6! %Uj) where 5% is the antisymmetric
part of the orthosymplectic metric. Define the odd Fourier transform by

Foga: A" — A% Foyy(f) = [BeKi(a,U)f(Q),
where [, = ., ... 0p, is the Berezin integral, see e.g. [Le]. The odd Fourier transform satisfies
+ -
Foaal oaq = id-
Then the super Fourier transform F*: S'(R™) @ A?" — S'(R™) @ A?" is given by
F(f) = Y Foven (D)o (0) for f=>_ fi0".

Iezy Iezy
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The super Fourier transform has the following properties.

Proposition 6.1. Let (e;); be a basis of R™?" and (e¥);, its right dual basis with respect to the
orthosymplectic metric and zy,, z* the corresponding coordinate functions. Then we have

FE(Of) = TrzFE(f), FE(zf) = TOFE(f) and FEFT =id.

Proof. See [De, Theorem 7 and Lemma 3]. Remark that the metric used in op. cit. is not
orthosymplectic. However, the same results and proofs still hold, mutatis mutandis. O

6.2. Fourier-transformed and adjoint representation. Using an isomorphism between
A(J*) and APT97212" e can restrict the representation 7y defined in Section BH to S(RPHI2) ®
A?". Then we can also immediately extend 7y to S’(RPT972) @ A%" since 7 is given by differ-
ential operators. We will denote this extension also by 7). We will use the notations 7 s and
s if we want to specify on which space the representations acts.

We define 7y on S(RPTI~2) @ A?? or §'(RPT9-2) @ A?" using the super Fourier transform intro-
duced in Section

(X)) :=F om_y_on(X)oFT.
From Proposition it follows that ) (X) is given by

(1) 7%)\(0,0, ek) =0 for e, € J”

(2) f(’)\(O,Lkl,O) = 2,,0; — (—1)|k|‘l|zlak for Ly € OBP(J)
(3) #2(0,L¢,0) = -3 +E

(4) ma(€g,0,0) = —2zx(2E — \) + R?0, for e, € J™.

Proposition 6.2. The kernel of the Laplace operator A is a subrepresentation of 7ty if and only
ifAN=2—M, with M = p+ q— 2 — 2n the superdimension of J.
Proof. Using Lemma [2.1] we find
Hence, 7)(€g,0,0) preserves the kernel of A if and only if A = 2— M. One verifies similarly that
(0,0, ex), (0, Li;,0) and 7 (0, L, 0) also preserve the kernel of A. O
Denote by (¢, f)s the value of the action of ¢ € S'(RPT7~2) @ A?" on f € S(RPTI72) @ A?". If
¢ € S'(RPT172) ® A*™ is an element of ker A, then for all f € S(RPTI72) @ A?",

0= <¢7 AF+f>S = _<¢7 F+R2f>$ = _<F+¢7 R2f>$-

Hence the Fourier transform of ker A consist of elements contained in S(RPT4~2) @ A?" with
support contained in the closure of |C|.

For A € End(S(RPT4-2)@A%") define the adjoint operator A* € End(S'(RPT4~2)@A%") by
(A, fs = (—1)AIl g, Af)s, for ¢ in S'(RPT472) @ A?™ and f in S(RPT72) @ A%
Here A*¢ is the complex conjugate of A*¢.

Proposition 6.3. The adjoint operator w\(X)* is equal to the operator —m_x_opr(X). Similar
the adjoint operator wx\(X)* is equal to —7_x_opr(X).
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Proof. On S(RP972) @ A?" we have

(O, s = —(=)FIN 8. f)s  and (20, f)s == (1) (¢ 2 f)s.
Using this we obtain

(—ize, fs = — (=M1 iz f)s,
(-8~ 2 200 1 = (6. (-E+ D),
(Lijo, f)s = —(—1)WHDIoN g L5 s,
Js = —(—

(—iB_x—anm (i), f DFIC g, iBy (21) f)s-

From this the proposition follows. O

6.3. Connection with a Joseph-like ideal. We will now quickly introduce the Joseph ideal.
A more detailed account is given in [CSS]. Set gc = ospc(p + ¢g|2n). We choose a non-standard
root system with the following simple positive roots

€] —€2,...,€p+tq—3 — €p+qg—1,€Eptq—1 — 61,61 — 52, N ,(Sn,1 — 6n,5n,
2 2 2

for p + ¢ odd,

€1 _62,...7€p+372 —6¥,6¥ — 01,01 — 09, ..., 0p_1 — Op, 204,

for p+q even. If p+q—2n & {1,2}, then the tensor product gc ® gc contains a decomposition
factor isomorphic to the simple gc-module of highest weight 21 + 2¢9, [CSS, Theorem 3.1]. We
will denote this decomposition factor by gc © gc.

Define a one-parameter family {7, | € C} of quadratic two-sided ideals in the tensor algebra
T(gc) = ®j>0 ® gc, where J,, is generated by
1
{(X@Y -XoY - J[X,Y]-uX.Y) [ XY €gc} C gc®gc @ gc & C C T(go).

Here X ©®Y is the projection of X ® Y on gc © gc, and (X, Y) is the Killing form.

By construction there is a unique ideal J, in the universal enveloping algebra U(gc), which
satisfies T'(gc)/ T, = U(ge)/Ju. Define
e pta- 4 —2n
Alp+q—1-2n)

Then J, has finite codimension for p # ¢ and infinite codimension for 1 = p°, [CSS| Theorem
5.3]. We call J,e the Joseph ideal of gc.

The annihilator ideal of a representation (m, V') of gc is by definition the ideal in U(gc) given
by
Ann(m) :={X € U(gc) | 7(X)v =0 for all v € V'}.

Theorem 6.4. If p+ q— 2n > 2, then
Ann(mc) = Jye.
We also have J,c C Ann(nc) if p+q—2n & {1,2}.
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Proof. From [CSS|, Corollary 5.8], it follows that

. . . 1,
AS(X)Tas(Y) =ms(X@Y)+ §7Tx,s([X, Y]) 4+ p(X,Y)

on S Nker A for A =2 — M. Therefore J,c € Ann(7y sjkera) for A =2 — M.
Proposition implies

Ann(7) Sjker o) = ANN(T] g/ jkera) = AND(T_\—217,5 |ker A)-
We have
s (X)v = (F" oty anrs/(X) oF 7 )v =0
for all v in 8" Nker A if and only if 7_x_ops.s/(X)v = 0 for all v in " with support contained in
the closure of |C|. Therefore
AN (7 \ 20,8 [ker A) = ANN(T ) 57| supp contained in [C])-

Furthermore

AHH(WA,SW supp contained in |C\) - Ann(ﬂ)\,$| supp contained in |C’|) - Ann(ﬂ'C)'

We conclude
Jye € Ann(me).
From [CSS| Theorem 5.4], it follows that every ideal with infinite codimension that contains the

Joseph-like ideal J,e is equal to J,e if p + ¢ — 2n > 2. Since J,e C Ann(me) and Ann(mc) has
infinite codimension, the theorem follows. ]

7. THE GELFAND—KIRILLOV DIMENSION

The Gelfand—Kirillov dimension is a measure of the size of a representation. Suppose that R is
a finitely generated algebra and M is a finitely generated R-module. Then the Gelfand—Kirillov
dimension (GK-dimension) of M is defined by

GK (M) = lim sup <log/,C dim(VkF)> ,

k—o0

where V is a finite-dimensional subspace of R containing 1 and generators of R, and F' is a finite-
dimensional subspace of M which generates M as an R-module. This definition is independent

of our choice of V' and F, [Mul, Section 7.3].

Proposition 7.1. The Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of the U(g)-module W defined in (B is given
by
GK(W)=p+q—3.

Proof. We choose Wy for F and g@®1 C U(g) for V. Then V* = Uy(g), with Uy(g) the canonical
filtration on the universal enveloping algebra. From the proof of Proposition 5.7, we obtain

k
Uk(g)Wo = @ Wj.
=0
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Using Proposition .10l and the dimension of the space of spherical harmonics given in Proposi-
tion 24 we compute the dimension of Uy (g)Wy for the case p — 2n > ¢

k min(j,2n) o min(j—2,2n) i —i4+p—23
amv@w =Y | Y (m(n) - X en(
=0 =0 i=0
o

o Hita=1) _ [ #5E+i+e-3
q—1 q—1

( Qn) k—i+p—1\ _ [ k—i+p—3 B 4 k+q—1

% p—1 p—1 g—1

mn

( Qn) k—i+p—2\ ([ k—it+p—4 EX 4 k4q—2
( p—1 p—1 q—1

7

() - ()

q—1 q—1,

[\~

n

I
]

~
Il
o @

+
NN

where we assumed k >> 2n. By [Mul, Lemma 7.3.1], it is sufficient to know the highest exponent
of k in the expression for dim Uy (g)Wy to calculate lim sup;,_, . log; dim Uy (g)Wy. The highest

exponent of k in <<k7;f7{71> - (kflét}f?’)) is given by p — 2, while in (@_ﬂ:ffq_l) it is given

by ¢ — 1. Therefore, we conclude GK (W) =p+ g — 3. O

8. NON-DEGENERATE SESQUILINEAR FORM
In this section we will define an ‘integral’ on the minimal orbit. More specifically, we will
define a functional on a subspace of I'(O Apﬂfg\gn). This functional also leads to a functional
0)

on a subspace of I'(O¢), which then can be used to define a sesquilinear form on W, where W
is the submodule defined in Equation Bl Then we show that the representation 7o on W is
skew-symmetric with respect to this sesquilinear form if p + ¢ —2n — 6 > 0.

We will use the same conventions as in Section [5.1] for s2, ¢, and #2. Further, we also set

02 K1 -1\ 6%
I4np=1-—== — (=) =
+n 2s Zj!21<2>.523’
j=0 J
02 (1) -1\ 6%
I4+&:=4/1+ -5 = — (=) ==
+e T op jzoj!m <2>jt2ﬂ’

—142(j—1)
2

[

where (_71)] is the Pochhammer symbol _71

since n" 1 =0 = ¢t

% . Note that n and £ are nilpotent

1
2

8.1. Bipolar coordinates. We use bipolar coordinates to define a morphism between certain
algebras of superfunctions. More precisely, for (z,7y) € RP~! x RI~! = RPt4-2 consider spherical

coordinates by setting z; = sw?, and y; = twj with w? € SP72 and w? € S972. We then
define
1 1 1 1
8u = 5({9252 — 5852 = 4—tat — 4_388
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Lemma 8.1. The morphism

¢F: CORINIT) @ AP — € (RT x 8772 x RY x §772) @ A"

" p2j J 12
f'_>¢ﬁ(f):exp928u(f)zzej; <4tat iﬁs) (f)? ( )

, 4s
7=0
is a well-defined (algebra) morphism.

Proof. One can easily check that ¢f is a linear map which satisfies ¢*(fg) = ¢*(f)¢*(g). Note
that there are points of ]RI()OJS(FQ, for which s = 0 or ¢ = 0 and in those points 1/s* and 1/t* are
not well-defined. Therefore, we restricted the domain of the image to s > 0 and ¢ > 0, where
1/s* and 1/t* are smooth. The product of a smooth function with a smooth function gives again
a smooth function. For the partial derivatives we remark that 0; = >, %:0,,. Multiplication
with z; and derivations with respect to x; are smooth operators, so ds is a smooth operator.
Similar we also have that 0; is smooth, which proves the lemma. ]

The superalgebra morphism ¢! satisfies the following properties:

Lemma 8.2. We have
1 62

Pa; = (1 + )zt GO = m(aﬁ - wz‘?as?)qﬁﬁ,
1 02
¢*O), = O, &g = (Dgr — 20,0, ¢*,
¢'s = (1+n)s¢f, ¢ 05 = (1 +n)0s¢*,
¢t = (1 + )t ¢ = (1 + €0,

Proof. We have 0,2 = i(?t = % >, YiOy,. Using this we obtain, for [ € N.

Yk | =1\ uk
00 (%) = 3=ty and o) = (1) () 2

Therefore

S (yk) = yn jzo (;;])] <_71>3 % = ye(§ +1).

Since ¢f is an algebra morphism, we have ¢#(y; f) = ¢*(:)d* (f) = (1 + )y (f). In the same
way, we get ¢f(z;) = (14+n)x;, ¢*(s) = (1+n)s and ¢*(t) = (14 &)t. Since &y = 2td;2, we obtain
O (0h) = 21§ +1)0pd = (£ +1)0r¢".

Rewrite 0, as =0y — Y, %—;in, with L}, = yx0,: — ;0,x and use the fact that [0y, L] = 0.

Then we compute

g Yig it v g g (2 420y
¢ 0y = (£+1)tat¢ Z(§+1)t2LZZ¢ 1+§ Oy = &+ 1)t

this proves it for d,i. Using [0p:, 02F] = 2k0;0**=2 we obtain

¢ 0gi = (0pi — 20,0,)¢",

while the cases 05 and 0,: are similar to J; and 0. O

ot

Because &2 + 2¢ = 2t2’
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8.2. The functional. In [KM, Equation (2.2.3)] the following distribution on R{’quﬁ is de-
fined

1 [ _
<5(T2)’f> = / f= 5/ / f\s:t:ppp+q 5dpdwpdwq, (13)
IC| 0 JSp—2.Jsa—2
where f is a smooth function with compact support. The Berezin integral on A?" is defined

as
/ = 892na€2n—1 T a91'
B

In the spirit of [CDS1], where integration over the supersphere was studied, we then define the

following functional on C‘CX’(RZ;;q 2) A" where COO(RZ;;q 2) stands for smooth functions on
p+g—2 _ .
R(o) with compact support,

L p—3 q—3
/Cf-— /ICl/B<1+n> (146772 ¢h(f) (14)

1 o0
N _/ / / / PR (1402 (14 )72 6 () jsmepdpdePdu?,
2 0 sp—2 .Jsqa-2 JB
with ¢f(f) the morphism defined in equation (IZ).

Since the integral fooo fSp_Q qu_Q dpdwPdw? is convergent for smooth functions with compact
support, Lemma BTl implies that the functional defined in (I4)) is well-defined.

We can extend the domain of our functional fC from smooth functions with compact support
to Bessel functions with polynomials of high enough degree.

Lemma 8.3. Let P, be a homogeneous polynomial of degree k in P(RPTI2120) and K, (|X|),
K3(]X|) Bessel functions with o, 8 in R. If p+q—2n—4+k > 2max(a,0) +2max(53,0), then
we can extend the domain of our functional fC such that

/C PRo (XK 5(1X])

18 also defined.

Proof. The morphism ¢? leaves the degree of a polynomial unchanged. Hence, we can expand
(¢ﬁ Pi))s=t=p = Zpk ]a bi(wP,w?),

where a;j(f) is a polynomial in P(R%") of degree j and b;j(wP,w?) is a function depending on
the spherical coordinates w” and w?. Since 9,(|X|) = 0, we have

¢ﬁ(l?a(|X|)) = j%a(|X|)

We also have

-3
2\7T 1 /3-p\ 6%
p=3 _ -2 — — () =
e =(1-53) " =35 (5F) ww 19

=0

(14693 <1 . %> gy (3 . q)j in; (16)

|
=0 7
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and
n .
~ (_1)J92J ~
Ka(|X|) = Z WKoij(p)’
5=0
where we used the differential recurrence relation (20]) of the Bessel function.

Combining all this, we see that
/m | a4 97 BRI Ra(X)D)
converges if
o0 ~ ~
[ e 0 R () )

converges for all 0 < j; < k, 0 < j2,73,74 < n. The Berezin integral is zero unless j; + 2(j2 +
Js + ja) = 2n. The integral

o0
| Fao)Rstor 0o
converges if ¢ > 2max(e,0) + 2max(/3,0). This follows from the asymptotic behaviour of the
Bessel functions, see Section [B.2l Therefore we get the following condition
p+q—4+k—(j1+2j2) > 2max(a + j3,0) + 2max(a + j4,0),
with 71 + 2(j2 + j3 + js4) = 2n. This is equivalent with
p+q—2n—4+k>2max(a, —j3) + 2max(a, —jy),

which proves the lemma. ]

For future reference, we also need the following lemma.

Lemma 8.4. Let P, be a homogeneous polynomial in P(RPTI=2127) of degree k and Ko (| X]),
K3(|X|) Bessel functions with o, 8 in R. Then for z; = x; or z; = y;

. _ —3%i = =

lim | PP (14 )70 = ¢F (P Ka (| X ) Kp(1 X)) = 0

r—0J)pB p
ifp+q—2n—>5+k >2max(a,0) + 2max(3,0). The limit of p to infinity is always zero.

Proof. Similar as in the proof of Lemma [R3] we have to calculate

;IL% pp+q_5+k_2n+2jl+2j2 Ka+j1 (p)Kﬁ-i-jz (p)a

for 0 < j1,j2 < n. Using the asymptotic behaviour at zero of the K-Bessel function, we obtain
that this limit is zero if

p+q—5+k—2n+2j + 2j5 > 2max(a + j1,0) + 2max(S + j2,0).
This is equivalent with M — 3 + k& > 2max(«,0) + 2max(/3,0). The Bessel function goes
exponentially to zero at infinity. Hence the limit for p to infinity is also zero. O
As an example and to show that our functional is non-zero, we will now calculate the functional

for the generating function of W.

Lemma 8.5. For p and v as defined in {l), we have

_ontr (3.p A2 DYDY 4 )D(A DDA 4)
/C Ky (XDE3 (X)) = 55 (%22) sfryrpmry oy .
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Note that <3%p> = 0 implies v € —2N. Thus for v ¢ —2N, [, Ky (|X[)Kx(|X]|) is non-
n
zero.

~ L 1yigt '
Proof. Using ¢ (K. (|X|))‘S:t:p = Ko(|X])js=t=p = 20 (;!)%Kaﬂ-(p), the expansion of

(1+n)P~3 and (1 +£)?73 given in (&) and (I6), and the following property [EMOT] 10.3 (49)],

[ o Rt Ra(oap = 27— @ 2 Py 222,

we obtain after a long but straightforward calculation

pt+q—2

gt DT+ DO + DE(E + D05 +1)
D(ZHT(45) T(1+2)

JEACITARTE 2(p.q.),

where

- (—1)i+i+h (2 +1) "
Soan= 3 e (), (), ¢, g+, CE T Vo
145 TR p ) 2 2 —
i k=0, k ! ‘ T (B +2)
i+j+k+l=n

We have

a

a

(4) @itsdocs = -+ )
i=0
Using this we can compute 3(p, q,n), with a =i + 7,

n n-l a v
L, L) (4, 5+ 5+,
X(p, q,n Z a)ll! <(3T>n—l—a (3T)l (;+2)a 2 i!(a—Qi)! ’

laOzO

which can be simplified to 3(p,q,n) = 20 (ﬂ) . This finishes the proof. O
n

n! 2

The main proposition of this section is the following.

Proposition 8.6. Let f = Pkf(a(\X])f(g(\X]), with Py a homogeneous polynomial of degree k
with p+q —2n — 5+ k > 2max(«,0) + 2max(3,0) or let f be in CSO(RI(’J;Q )@ A2

The integral fc has the following properties.

(1) Only depends on the restriction of f to the minimal orbit C':
[
C
(2) It is osp(p — 1,q — 1|2n) invariant:
/ X(f)=0 for all X in osp(p — 1,q — 1|2n).
C
(3) It satisfies
[Ea-20) =0,
C

where M = m — 2n is the superdimension of RPTa—22n
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(4) The integral is symmetric with respect to the Bessel operators
LBens =0 [ o).
for the critical value N = —M + 2.

The integration of a derivative is as follows.
Lemma 8.7. For f as in Proposition[8.8 it holds

/6zzf /58 +p-—

Proof. Assume first that z; is equal to ;.

S = 0+ a - 1) 5]

For z; we have 0,; = 20, + 3, 22 . with LP . = 240, — 2;0,%. Then, using >, [z", L} ] =
(p — 2)x;, the fact that [, . LY. f = O and Lemmam, we obtain

(1+nP3 1 6>
[ 0as = /c/ 1o q1+n<a Tigst 32>¢f
_ A+n)P? [ 0 ¢
[ G (20 S i - o) 1
( )

/c/ 1123Q< (1+n°)d z‘)@bﬁf-

On the other hand, using Lemma B2, we obtain

| (o= =00 +a=155) 1
= [ (oo 2)52—%at—<q—3>%)f

[/ Li oy T g oy T ) g
/C|/ (1+6)% 1+77)<2365+(p 2)2(1+n)232 T 3)2(1+§)2t2>¢f

We claim

/C|/ 1123 425 00T

1+77p2<p—2 q—3 > 4
/c/ 14¢)3 (1+77)2+(1+5 /c/ 1+§3q2/) ObS-

Applying this claim, we obtain,

(1+n)P=2 [z T §
/(,*((335+p_1)22 (80 +q - 2t2 /0|/ 1+§3q<;68+(p_2)m>¢f7

and we already shown that the right-hand side is equal to fc i f

We will now prove the claim. We have d,(gs——,) = ((0s + 0¢)g)|p—=s—¢- Therefore

/C / (1+n)”‘2(1+£)q‘3§—;65¢“f)‘szt:p

(a7
/ et E) (0 ) = @)y
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We will integrate by parts with respect to d, and use the fact that by Lemma the boundary
terms are zero. Then, using

2 2

0 0 i
Op(L+mP~2 = (p—-2)(1+ 77)”‘42—p3, 0(1+6)7° =~(¢-3)(1+ 5)"_5@, %(2) =0,

we obtain

/C/ (1+n)P2(1+€)773 ’)IS ) 0p(¢ flo=i=p)

(1 +n)P2 .
/c/ 1+g3 7\ ~Pta=5)=(r-2)3 (1+n) e Ui 3)W) ;—/)2(¢ﬁf\s=t=p)-

Combining this with (I7) proves the claim.

For z; = y;, the proof is completely similar. Finally for ;, the proposition can be shown in the
same spirit using Lemma and integration by parts with respect to 6;. O

Proof of Proposition[84, part (1)-(3) . From Lemma [R2] we obtain that
GFR? = ((14n)%s” — (146 +0%)¢f = (s> — )%,
So qﬁﬁRQ‘S:t = 0 and we conclude fC R?f = 0. This proves part (1) of the proposition.

The operators L; j := z0; — (—1)I1l712,0; for i < j span osp(p — 1, ¢ — 1]2n). We can rewrite the
operator L; ; as follows

Lijf = (=010, (z ) — (=)W 85:f — i (2 ) + Bij f = (=)0, (2 £) — di(2 f).

Using Lemma 87 we can then compute that

[ i = [0 -85 =0,

This finishes the proof of part (2). For part (3), we use
Ef = 2Fop = (-1)Hop(Ff) — M.
k k

Hence, again using Lemma [R.7] we find

/Ef Z |k|/ sa+p—132’“22f (td; +q — z;;f /Mf

_ 2 L L St
—/CR (504110 — w0+ 0= 7 ) + [ S+ [ s

== [ 1.

where we used part (1) to eliminate the term with R2. O

For the Laplacian and the Bessel operators we have the following.

Lemma 8.8. For A = —M + 2 we have

_ f
AAf——(M—4)A(583+p— )28 (t8t+q—1 2 and /BA Zk
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Proof. For the Laplacian this follows from applying Lemma and Proposition B6[3) to
I >_i ;8700 f, while for the Bessel operator By (zx) = (—=A+2E)0 — 2 A, we first use Propo-
sition B.6I3) and the fact that [A,e;] = 20k to obtain

/CBA(Zk)f: (—M+2)/C<9kf—/cﬁ(2kf)+2/cakf

which can be shown to be zero by Lemma [87 and the expression we found for the Laplacian. [
Now we can prove the final part of Proposition
Proof of Proposition [84, part (4). We first remark that, using Lemma B7], we obtain
/C Or(E(f)g) — D (~D)VIEHID; (2970:(f)g) = 0.
i,J

Combining this with part (3) of Proposition [B:6], we then find

/C 2(—=)VE(£)0k(9) + 206 (H)E(g) = > 221(—1)1g70,(£)0;(g) | = _Q/C(B)\(Zk)f)g-
2
Together with Lemma and the product rule given in (@), we can then conclude

/C (Ba(z1)f)g — (—DMIH f(By(z1)9) = 0,

which proves part (4) of the proposition. O

8.3. The sesquilinear form. Define a sesquilinear form on the minimal orbit C' using the

functional fC
(f,9) = /C f9.

Theorem 8.9. Suppose v & —2N, p+v even and p+v = p+q—2n—6 > 0. The representation
mc on W is skew-symmetric for the form (-,-), i.e. for X € TKK(J), and f,g in W

(re(X)f,9) + ()XW f, 70 (X)g) = 0.

Proof. The theorem follows easily from Proposition So we have to show that we can apply
this proposition. We will prove

p—v
2 )

WYY Kriqup(|X]) @ Psayap(RPTI), (18)
a=0 b=0

If f and g are in the right-hand side, then fg is a linear combination of elements of the form
PkK%+a+b(|X|)K%+a/+b/(|X|), where P, is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k with k >

a+a’ +2b+ 2 and a,a’ < 57, We have
p+v+1>max(u+ v,0) > max(v + a,0) + max(v + d’, 0)
> max(v + a, —a — 2b) + max(v + a, —a’ — 2b').

Hence
p+v+1+k>max(v+ 2a+ 2b,0) + max(v + 2a’ + 2V, 0),

and fg satisfies Proposition
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To see (X)), note that Wy = U(¥)K »(|X]) is contained in the right-hand side. Using the

differential relation of equation (20)), we obtain E(K,(|X])) = —@f(aﬂ(\X |). Therefore the
right-hand side is invariant for the action of U(L.), the associative algebra generated by powers
of L.. Tt is also clearly invariant for U(.J") which acts by multiplication with polynomials. By
the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem W = U(g)K v =U(J)U(L)U ¥ VK ¢, hence equation (I8)
follows. O

We can use this skew-symmetry to show non-degeneracy of our form.

Lemma 8.10. Assume v & —2N, p £ 3, ¢ #3, p+q even and p+q—2n —6 > 0. The form
(,) defines a sesquilinear, non-degenerate form on W, which is superhermitian, i.e.

(f.9) = (=)ol(g, ).

Proof. We see immediately that our form is sesquilinear and superhermitian. From Theorem 8.9]
it follows that the radical of the form gives a subrepresentation. Namely if (f, g) = 0 for all g in
W, then also

(re(X)f,9) = — (D)X fnc(X)g) =0,  forall g e W.

So (X)) f is also contained in the radical. By Corollary W is simple for p + v > 0, hence
the radical is zero or the whole . Since [ Ky (| X[)Kx(]X]) # 0 by Lemma we conclude
that the radical is zero and the form is non-degenerate. O

9. OPEN QUESTIONS

We end this paper by mentioning some open questions and possibilities for future research.

9.1. Density of W in I'(O¢). From [NS, Theorem 6.2.1], we know a priori that our represen-
tation is not unitary. However, we can still define a Hilbert superspace on the minimal orbit in
the sense of the new definition introduced in [dGM]. Namely, we can ‘pullback’ the Hilbert su-
perspace L2(R*, pPt9=5dp)RL2(SP~2)& L2(S7~2) using the isomorphism ¢ defined in Section
to obtain a Hilbert superspace H on the minimal orbit. This defines a topology on H and W is
contained in H. So a natural question to ask is if W is dense in H with respect to this topol-
ogy. We note that we were not able to show continuity of the operators in our representation
with respect to this topology. This has to do with the fact that in the supercase isometrical
operators are not necessarily continuous and that our operators do not respect the fundamental
decomposition of H. So in particular we cannot use the standard techniques for integrating a
(g, )-representation to a representation of the corresponding group on H. However, one could
still investigate if there is any connection between the Fréchet space on which we defined the
representation of OSp(p, q|2n) and the Hilbert superspace H.

9.2. Characterisation of W. At the moment our definition of W looks a bit arbitrary. In
particular it depends on our choice of intermediate algebra ¢ = osp(p|2n) & so(q). Therefore an
intrinsic characterisation of W, which could be generalized to other Lie superalgebras, would be
interesting. In the classical case, W is simply the space of £-finite vectors in the representation
mc of g on C*°(C), but a statement like this is not immediate in the supercase.
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9.3. Other minimal representations. Another natural direction of study is to use the ap-
proach developed in this paper for other Lie superalgebras corresponding to simple Jordan su-
peralgebras. In particular for (real forms of) the Jordan superalgebra ospc(m|2n);., one would
expect to find the metaplectic representation of (real forms of) SpO(4n|2m) as constructed in

APPENDIX A. THE AFFINE SUPERSPACE AND SUPERMANIFOLDS

A general introduction to supermanifolds can be found in [DM] and [CCF]. Here we quickly
introduce definitions and notations.

Consider a topological space |M|. We associate a category Cjar with it as follows. The objects
of Cjpy) are the open sets of |M| and its morphisms are the inclusions. So if U C V for U and V'
open sets in |M|, then there exists a unique morphism from U to V.

A presheaf (of superrings) on |[M] is a contravariant functor O from the category C|y to the
category of superrings. This means that there corresponds a superring O(U) to each open set
U in |M| and that there exists a morphism ryy: O(V) — O(U) if U C V. These morphisms
satisfy rpy = id and ry v ory,w = rpw for U CV C W. We will often write 7y v (f) as fi for
a section f in O(V).

A presheaf O on |M]| is a sheaf if it has the following gluing property. Consider an open set U
in |M| and an open covering {U;};c;. Assume we have a family {f;}icr of sections f; € O(U;)
for which fi\UmUj = fj’UmUj for all 4,7 € I. Then the gluing property asserts that there exists
a unique f in O(U) such that f|yny, = filuny, for all i.

For every x in |M| we can define the stalk O, as the direct limit
lim OU),

where we take the limit over all open neighbourhoods U of x. The idea is that the stalk captures
the behaviour of the sheaf locally around the point z. It consists of sections defined on some
neighbourhood of x and sections are considered equivalent if their restrictions on a smaller
neighbourhood agree.

Definition A.1. A superringed space (|S|,Og) is a topological space |S| and a sheaf Og of
SUPETTINGS.

A superspace (|S], Og) is a superringed space for which the stalk Og 4 is a local superring for all
points x € |S].

A superring is local if it has a unique maximal ideal.

Let V' be a real finite-dimensional super-vector space. Then the affine superspace is the super-
ringed space

A(V) = (V5,Cy; ®r AVY),
where C‘O/f_)’ is the sheaf of smooth, complex-valued functions on V5 and AVy" is the Grassmann

algebra of Vi". In case V = R we also use the notation A™™ for A(R™I™).

A morphism ¢ = (|¢], ¢*) between two superspaces M and N is a continuous map |¢|: |M]| —
|N| and a sheaf morphism ¢*: Oy — |¢|,Op. Here |¢] Oy is the sheaf on |N| given by

61,0 (U) = Onr (16|~ (U)).



40 SIGISWALD BARBIER AND JAN FRAHM

A (real smooth) supermanifold M is a superspace that is locally isomorphic to A™" We denote
the underlying topological space by |M| and the structure sheaf of commutative superrings by
Opr. The global sections are denoted by I'(Opy). If M is an ordinary manifold, then we will also
use the notation C>°(M) for I'(Oys). Note that for supermanifolds the global sections I'(Ojy)
determine the sheaf Oy, [CCEl Corollary 4.5.10].

The elements in Oy (U) act by multiplication on O/ (U) and they form the differential operators
of degree zero. The differential operators of degree k are defined inductively:

Di(U) := {D € End(On (V) | [D, f] € Dy (U)  Vf € Ou(U)}.

Here [D, f] = Df — (=DIPIFI£D is the supercommutator. The sheaf of differential operators
Dy is then defined by

Dy (U) = GD@(U).
1=0

We again use the notation I'(Dyy) for the global sections.

The product of supermanifolds M and N is given by
M x N = (|]M| x |N|,Opxn),

where Oy« n(U x V) := Oy (U)®ON(V), for an open set U x V € |[M| x |N|. Here @ is the
completion of the tensor product with respect to the projective tensor topology. This is the
unique topology such that

C®U)@RC™®(V) = C>®U x V)
for U ¢ R™ and V C R", [CCE| Section 4.5].

The following proposition tells us that for most practical purposes it is sufficient to only consider
the tensor product.

Proposition A.2 (J[CCFE| Proposition 4.5.4]).
(1) The space of sections I'(Opr) @ I'(On) is dense in T'(Onrxn)-
(2) If ¢;: M; — N;,i = 1,2 are supermanifold morphisms, then the sheaf morphism of the
map ¢1 X ¢o: My X Ms — Ny x Ny is given by (b%@(bg which is in turn completely
determined by gbq ® qﬁg

Let 01,...,0, be a basis of V{*. For a multi-index I = (i1,42,...,4,) € Zj, we introduce the
notation 67 := 01104% - - 0i». Then we can decompose every section f € Oavy(U) for U an open
subspace of Vj as

f=rf+ >, fo,
Ie73\{0}
where fy, fr are in C*°(U). The value of f at a point x in Vj is defined as
f(x) == eve(f) := folx).
Note that ev.(fg) = eve(f)eva(g) for f,gin Oy (U).

APPENDIX B. GEGENBAUER POLYNOMIALS, BESSEL FUNCTIONS AND GENERALIZED
LAGUERRE FUNCTIONS

We will also need some orthogonal polynomials and special functions which we introduce here.
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B.1. Gegenbauer polynomials. For n € N and A € C, we define the Gegenbauer polyno-
mial

Ol KD R 22+ k) (1 2\F
Cé(z)_r(x)kzo kl(n — k)ID(2X + 2k) ( 2 ) '

We will use the normalised version
Ca(z) =T(NCR(2),
which, in contrast to Cfl‘(z), is non-zero for A = 0. We need the following two properties of the
normalised Gegenbauer polynomial, [EMOT!, 3.15(21) and 3.15(30)]:
9:Cpn(2) = 2014 (),
and

4(1 = 2O (2) = 2220 = 1) (2) = —(m + 1)(2A +m = O (2)-

B.2. Bessel functions. The modified Bessel function of the first kind or /-Bessel function is
defined, for z > 0 and a € C, by

6= (3) S ()

n=0
and the modified Bessel function of the third kind or K-Bessel function by

Ko(2) = 5 (-a(2) = Ta(2),

T2 sin(mo

see [Wal Section 3.7]. We will use the following renormalisations

Tn(2) = (%)*a In(2),  Ka(z) = (g)” Kol(2).

The functions Io(z) and K4(z) are linearly independent and solve the following second order
differential equation

d%u du
2 2, —
z@+(2a+1)za—zu—0. (19)
We also have the differential recurrence relations, [Wal, II1.71 (6)]
d ~ Z~ d ~ Z =~
ST =2 S Ra(2) = -2 . 2
P a(2) 5 a+1(2), P a(2) 5 a+1(2) (20)

Using these relations we can rewrite the second order differential equation as a recurrence rela-

tion, [Wal, II1.71 (1)],

2 2

ZZ at1(2) +aly(z) — In1(2) = 0, %Kaﬂ(z) —aKy(2) — Ko_1(2) =0. (21)

The asymptotic behaviour of the K-Bessel function is given by, [Wa, Chapter IIT and VII],

o) (zy-20 4 (p=20) if a >0
forz —0: Ku(z) = —log(5) + o(log(3)) ifa=0
@ +o(1) if a < 0.

2 2 x

for o 00 Ralw) = YF (f)a“l’ e (1 o <1>> .
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B.3. Generalised Laguerre functions. Consider the generating function

1 ~ tx ~ T
G (t,z) = Tu Kv . f ters u, v € C.
2 ( CC) (1 _ t)u+u+2 <1 — t) 5 (1 —t> or parameters p, v

This function G5 is holomorphic near ¢t = 0. We will define the generalised Laguerre functions
AY(x) as the coefficients in the expansion

G ( Z ALY (22)

s o 1 e . . R .
Note that A5y (z) = F(#—%K% (z). For notational convenience we set Ay = 0 for j < 0.

We have some relations between the generating functions, which in turn lead to corresponding
differential recurrence relations for the A% ’j'»/.

Proposition B.1. The generating functions satisfy

(v+1)

PPGHY (,t) + D GHY (2,1) — GEY (2, 1) = t(By + p + 2)GET2Y (x,1),

O2GHY (w,t) + (et 1)0 G (2,t) — G (2, 8) = — (B + B )GV 2 (x, 1),
t(p(p + v+ 2E,)GEY (2, t) + 22 (t (B¢ + 1 + 2))GET2 (2 ) AE,GE~ 2”(:3,15),
—v(p 4 v+ 2E,)GEY (2, 1) + 2% (B, + “T)va““(x, t) = (4B, + 2(u + v))GHY 2 (x,1),
where B, = 20, and E; = t0;.

Proof. First one uses the differential recursion relations for the Bessel functions, equation (20,
to calculate

0. GHY (z,t) = 2(1 )(tQG““’”(m,t) — G (1)),
P2 () = Etr GE T (2, 1) + 5 GE T2 (1) —
(1 5 Gl",l/+2( ,t) + 4(1;132t) Gﬂ,u+4(x’t)’

v v , 22 v
0,GY " (w,t) = GEAZCEY (w,8) + gt Gy Y (w, ) —

+2,0+2
4(1 t) 2(1 t) Gy (@, t)

(1 t)2 GM’V—FZ (1’, t)

From the recurrence relations (2I]) for the Bessel functions, we get the following recurrence
relations for G5 (z,t)

a? G“’V+2(x t) — ZG“’”(@“ t) — LG“’V 2(:6 t)=0
A1—1) 2 ’ 2 WYy ’ ’
x2t2
;,L+2,l/ lu 1214 Y 2 v
-  @H+3G - —tG (w,7) =0.

We can combine these relations with the expressions for the partial derivatives to obtain the
proposition. ]
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Corollary B.2. The generalised Laguerre functions satisfy
ALY () + CTROAGY () — A5y (@) = (G + p+ DAL () (23)
RN (@) + U0 ALY () — MG (@) = —( + 139)A5 T (@)
(e + v+ 2B )N + (5 + i+ Da? A2 = 435 + 1AL

Vot v+ BN + (= = BN =~ + BN

Proof. The corollary follows from Proposition [B.J] and the definition of A} ’j'»/ in equation (B.3])
as coefficients in the expansion of G5 (x,t).

In general we do not have of an explicit expression for the functions A5 ]V(x) However for our
purposes it is sufficient to know when they are non-zero.

Corollary B.3. Assume & —N or 4 j > 0. Then on every open interval the function Ag;’
1s different from zero for j € N.

Proof. Suppose Ag’]y(x) = 0 for all x € I, with I C R" an open interval. Then from (23) it
would follow that also (j + pu + 1)A‘2‘J;2f( ) = 0. Since p+ 1+ j # 0, we obtain Agjzly(x) =0.
This would again lead to Ag?gj (z) = 0 and so on. Finally we get Ay F2V(z) = 0. This is a

contradiction since Ay T (1) = K v(z) and the Bessel function is different from zero

1
p(&éﬁ)

on I. O

We also use the following recursion relation.

Proposition B.4. For p,v € C, we have for j € Z
(2 + p+1) (Be + E5522) ALY ()

=+ DG +p+ DAY (2) = (G +552) (5 + 57) Ay (@),
For j =0, we have

(Bo + 45522 AL% (2) = ASY (@),

even for p = —1.

Proof. This is [Mdl, Proposition 3.6.1] and [Mdl Example 3.3.1]. O
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