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Abstract
Motivated by Wick-rotations of pseudo-Riemannian manifolds, we study

real geometric invariant theory (GIT) and compatible representations.
We extend some of the results from earlier works [Il [2], in particular,
we give some sufficient as well as necessary conditions for when pseudo-
Riemannian manifolds are Wick-rotatable to other signatures. For arbi-
trary signatures, we consider a Wick-rotatable pseudo-Riemannian mani-
fold with closed O(p, q)-orbits, and thus generalise the existence condition
found in [2]. Using these existence conditions we also derive an invariance
theorem for Wick-rotations of arbitrary signatures.

1 Introduction

Let (M, g) be a real analytic pseudo-Riemannian manifold. Here we will ask the
question: When can such a manifold be Wick-rotated to a (different) pseudo-
Riemannian manifold?

A partial answer to this question has already been given in the special case
where (M, g) (of arbitrary signature) is Wick-rotated to a Riemannian space at
a fixed point p, implying that (M, g) would have to be Riemann purely electric
(RPE), see [2]. Standard examples of Wick-rotations can be found within Lie
groups, indeed any two semi-simple real forms: G ¢ G€ > G, of a complex
Lie group are Wick-rotated, where the Lie groups are equipped with their left-
invariant Killing forms: —&(-,-) respectively. As explored in [I], the existence
of a Wick-rotation at a fixed point p implies the existence of a Wick-rotation
of the isometry groups of the pseudo-inner products on the tangent spaces at p:
O(p,q) € O(n,C) D O(p,q) at the identity element. We continue this study by
using results of real GIT applied to actions of these groups. The results are then
applied to Wick-rotations, and we give partial answers to the question above in
the case of arbitrary signatures (not necessarily Riemannian).

Another motivation behind studying such Wick-rotations are considering
pseudo-Riemannian spaces having identical polynomial curvature invariants [3]
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4.5, [6]. Consider two pseudo-Riemannian manifolds (M, g) and (M, §). Assume
that all of their polynomial curvature invariants are identical, what can we then
say about the relation between the two spaces? Indeed, here we will address
this question locally and we reach a partial classification of spaces with identical
invariants. Indeed, again, the Wick-rotations play an important role in this
classification.

Our paper is organised as follows. We begin by the study of real GIT, and
apply the results to compatible representations, which are defined and purely
motivated by the study of Wick-rotations in [II 2. Many of these results ob-
tained are generalisations of previous results [7) [1] 2] [§]. These results are then
applied to pseudo-Riemannian manifolds and holomorphic Riemannian mani-
folds. The main GIT results of our paper is Section 5, which we apply to the
setting of Wick-rotations (Section 6).

In this paper we will reserve the notion of Riemannian space to the case
when the metric is positive definite (of signature (+ 4+ ..+)) while a Lorentzian
space has signature (— + 4..+). Note also that the existence of the ”anti-
isometry” which switches the sign of the metric, g — —g which induces the
group isomorphism O(p, q) — O(q, p).

2 Mathematical Preliminaries

2.1 Real slices and compatibility

Definition 2.1. A holomorphic inner product space is a complex vector space
E equipped with a non-degenerate complex bilinear form g.

For a holomorphic inner product space E we can always choose an orthonor-
mal basis. By doing so we can identify F with C™ and the holomorphic inner
product can be written as

go(X,Y) :X1Y1++Xnyn, (1)

where X = (X1,...,Xp,) and Y = (Y1, ..., Y,).

Using this orthonormal basis it is also convenient to consider the group of
transformation leaving the holomorphic inner product invariant. Consider a
complex-linear map A : E — E. Using an orthonormal basis, we can represent
the map as a complex matrix A : C" — C". Requiring that go(A(X), A(Y)) =
go(X,Y), for all X,Y, implies that A’A = 1. Consequently, the matrix A must
be a complex orthogonal matrix; i.e., A € O(n,C).

Definition 2.2. Given a holomorphic inner product space (E,g). Then if
W C FE is a real linear subspace for which g|W is non-degenerate and real
valued, i.e., g(X,Y) e R, VX,Y € W, we will call W a real slice.

A non-degenerate symmetric real bilinear form shall be called a pseudo-inner
product.

We recall that a conjugation map o of a complex vector space E, is a real
linear isomorphism: E Z FE, which is anti-linear, i.e o(iz) = —io(z) for all
xz € E. The fix points of such a map, defines what is called a real form of
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E. Thus for a complex Lie group G, an anti-holomorphic involution (or real
structure): G 5a , is an involution of real Lie groups such that the differential
at 1: g LLN g, is a conjugation map.

Let W C (E, g) be a real slice of dimension: Dimg(W) = Dimc(FE) (i.e W
is a real form of E). Denote (p,q) for the signature of the restricted pseudo-
inner product: g|W(7, —). Let O(p,q) denote the real Lie group consisting of
isometries of the pseudo-inner product space: (VV, g‘W(—, —)), then O(p, q) is

a real form of O(n,C) (the isometries of (E, g)), by noting the anti-holomorphic
involution (real structure): A — o o A o o, where o is the conjugation map of
W in E.

Definition 2.3. Let W C (F, g) be a real slice. We say an involution W LN W,
is a Cartan involution of W, if go(-,-) := g’W(-, 0(+)), is an inner product on W.

We note that the definition generalises the notion of a Cartan involution of
a semi-simple Lie algebra.

Definition 2.4. Two real forms V and V of E are said to be compatible if their
conjugation maps commute, i.e [0, 5] = 0.

Let V,V and W be real slices of (E,g) (all of the same real dimension as
Dimgc(E)). Assume g|,,,(—, —) is an inner product, such a real slice is referred to
as a compact real slice. If all of their conjugation maps are pairwise compatible,

then we shall refer to the triple: (V, v, W), as a compatible triple.

We shall say that V' C (F,g) is a real form, to mean that V is a real slice
and Dimg (V) = Dime(E).

For Lie groups we define compatibility locally:

Definition 2.5. Let G € G D G be two real Lie subgroups of a complex Lie
group such that the real Lie algebras are real forms of gC. Then we say G and
G are compatible if the Lie algebras are compatible.

For example the abelian Lie groups: S' € C* D R* are compatible w.r.t to
the real structures: z % and z — Z respectively. This is also an example of a

compatible triple: (RX ,81,8 1), in the sense of the following definition:

Definition 2.6. Let G ¢ G® D G and U C G€ be real Lie subgroups of a
complex Lie group such that the real Lie algebras are real forms of g*. Moreover

assume U is compact. Then we say (G, G, U) is a compatible triple if the Lie

algebras are pairwise compatible.

2.2 A Wick-rotation implies a standard Wick-rotation
We recall some definitions from [I], and prove the equivalence:
3 A Wick-rotation < 3 A standard Wick-rotation.

Definition 2.7. Given a complex manifold M© with complex Riemannian met-
ric ¢C. If a submanifold M C M€ for any point p € M we have that T,M is a
real slice of (T,MC, ¢%) (in the sense of Defn. Z2), we will call M a real slice
of (M€, ¢%).
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This definition implies that the induced metric from M€ is real valued on
M. M is therefore a pseudo-Riemannian manifold. This further implies that
real slices are totally real manifolds.

Definition 2.8 (Wick-related spaces). Two pseudo-Riemannian manifolds M
and M are said to be Wick-related if there exists a holomorphic Riemannian
manifold (M®, ¢g%) such that M and M are embedded as real slices of MC.

Wick-related spaces were defined in [§]. However, we also find it useful to
define:

Definition 2.9 (Wick-rotation). If two Wick-related spaces (of the same real
dimension) intersect at a point p in M®, then we will use the term Wick-rotation:
the manifold M can be Wick-rotated to the manifold M (with respect to the

point p).

Remark 2.10. Throughout this paper, we shall always assume that Dimgp(M) =
Dimg(M) = Dimc(MC).

Definition 2.11 (Standard Wick-rotation). Let the M and M be Wick-related

spaces (of the same dimension) having a common point p. Then if the tangent
spaces T, M and T, M are embedded:

T, M, T,M — (T,M)® = (T, M)® — T, M®,

such that they form a compatible triple with a compact real slice W C (T, M =

(T,,J\Zf )€, then we say that the spaces M and M are related through a standard
Wick-rotation.

It is useful to note that a standard Wick-rotation: (M,g) C (M®, ¢%) D
(M,g), at a common point p, induces a Wick-rotation of Lie groups at 1:
O(p,q) € O(n,C) D O(p,q). This observation is for instance used in [2],

and is seen as follows. Let {e1,...,ep,...e,} be a pseudo-orthonormal basis
of g(—,—), and @ denote the Cartan involution of g w.r.t this basis. Then
{e1,.. . ep,i€pi1,...in} = {Y1,...yn} is an orthonormal basis of g&(—, ).

Thus define a holomorphic inner product g on End(T, M) by:

g®(f.h) = Y g“(f ), h(w)).
1<i<n
It is easy to check that End(T,M) C (End(TpMC), gc) D End(T,M) are real

forms, precisely because T, M and TZ,M are compatible with the compact real
slice: W := (y1,...,Yp, WWp+1,-- - Yn). A natural choice of Cartan involution ©
of the induced pseudo-inner product g on End(T,M) is given by:

f 010, f € End(T,M).

Note that if we restrict to the pseudo-orthogonal Lie algebra o(p, ¢) C End(T,M),
then © leaves invariant o(p, ¢). Moreover if p 4+ ¢ > 3 then © is a Cartan invo-
lution of the semi-simple Lie algebra: o(p, ¢). An easy calculation shows that g
is invariant under the conjugation action of O(p, ¢) on End(T,M):

h-f:=hih™", heOp.q), feEndT,M).
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Thus g induces a bi-invariant metric on O(p, q). If p+q # 4 but p+ ¢ > 3, then
the Lie algebra o(n,C) is simple, thus g is proportional to the Killing form. If
p+ g = 4, then because 0(4) is simple, and © is a Cartan involution of o(p, q)
and of g, then it follows that g is again proportional to the Killing form.

Finally we note that the setup above is really just a tensor action by viewing
f€ € End(T, M) as a tensor in the tensor product v* € T, M ®@T,M® w.r.t to a
O(n, C)-module isomorphism f€ s €. Indeed let f¥ € End(T, M) be defined
by the matrix (f%);; = 1, and otherwise zero, w.r.t the basis: Y := {y1,...,yn}
defined above. Then {f¥};; running over all 1 < i,j < n form a basis for
End(T,M®). We define an isomorphism:

C ..
End(T,M®) = T,M® @ T,M®, 9y, @y,

An easy calculation shows that ¢C(gfg~!) = g- ¢*(f), where g acts on tensors
by g- (v1 ® v2) := g(v1) ® g(v2), i.e ¢* is an isomorphism of O(n, C)-modules.
An easy calculation shows that ¢ maps End(T,M) — T,M @ T,M by noting
that
{f'h<j<prufifilp+1<j<n}

is a basis for End(T,M). Trivially it maps End(W) — W @ W. It remains
to show that it also maps End(T,M) — T,M © T,M. To see this we note
that since TpM is compatible with W, then we may choose a pseudo-orthogonal
basis: {€1,...,€p,...,6,} of g, and define analogously a map:

(l;(cfw’_)gz@g]v

w.r.t the real basis: {g1,...,9n} = {€1,...,6p,1€p41,...,1€x} of W. Thus let
g € O(n) be the map sending y; — g;, then f9 = gf7g="! ie

S°(f) = ¢%(9fg7") = 9- (7)== 9(yi) @ 9(y;) = 5 ® §; = 6°(f).

Thus since ¢ maps analogously End(TpM ) into TZ,M ® TPM , then so does
¢C. Therefore we conclude that the map ¢€ also induce an isomorphism of
O(p,q), O(p,q) and O(n) modules respectively.

We explore the induced isometry action of O(n,C) on a more general tensor
product space in Section 6.

The motivation behind the definition of a standard Wick-rotation comes
from the following lemma together with results from real GIT.

Lemma 2.12 ([I], Lemma 3.6). The triple of real forms: (o(p, q),0(p,q), o(n)) ,

embedded into o(n,C) under a standard Wick-rotation is a compatible triple of
Lie algebras.

We begin by observing that the definition of a Wick-rotation is in fact equiv-
alent to the definition of a standard Wick-rotation, i.e we may always find such
an embedding of the tangent spaces, we only need to use the following lemma:

Lemma 2.13. Let ((C", (— 7>) be the standard holomorphic inner product

space, i.e (Z1,Zs) = Y i, 2tz? for any Zy = (z{,...,2}) € C" > Zy =

(23,...,2%). Then there exist a compatible triple: (R” (p,q),R™(p,q),R"(n, O))
of any signaturesp+q=p+qg=n-+0=n.
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Proof. For a signature p + ¢ = n, there is a conjugation map C* — C", de-
fined by Z + I, ,Z where I,, is the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries:
(+1,...,+1,—1,...,—1) (+1 p-times, —1 g-times). It gives rise to a real slice
R(p,q) C CV, so because [I,, 4, I; 3] = 0 we have a compatible triple:

(R" (p,0). R" (5, @), R" (1, 0) ).
The lemma is proved. [l

Corollary 2.14. If M and M are Wick-rotated at p € M N M, then they are
also Wick-rotated by a standard Wick-rotation.

Proof. Let M and M be Wick-rotated at p € M N M. By Lemma and
since (T, M )€ = C™ as holomorphic inner product spaces, then we can also
find a real slice V of (T,M)* with signature (p,q), such that T,M and V
form a compatible triple with a compact real slice W. Thus we can extend

a real isomorphism: V 2, TpM , to an isomorphism T, M ¢ T,M € such that
<¢*1(TPM),TPM, W) form a compatible triple. This proves that M and M
are Wick-rotated by a standard Wick-rotation. The corollary is proved. [l

Thus the results from [I], [2] hold for Wick-rotated spaces, and we shall
therefore always assume a Wick-rotation instead of a standard Wick-rotation.

2.3 Real GIT for semi-simple groups

Convention: For a Lie group G which has finitely many connected components
we say G is fec.

G
Let G be a real semi-simple linear group which is fce, and G v, GL(V), be
a real representation. Denote: G = KeP, to be the Cartan decomposition w.r.t a

global Cartan involution: G Sa , where g = E@p is the Cartan decomposition
of g wr.t dO := 0. Let (—, —) be a K-invariant inner product on V such that
dp$(p) consists of symmetric operators w.r.t (—, —). A vector v € V is said to
be a minimal vector if:

(Vg € G)(llg - vll = [lv]]),

the set of minimal vectors shall be denoted by M(G,V) C V.

The following theorem by Richardson and Slodowy in [7], which relates the
closure of a real orbit to the existence of a minimal vector, is worth mentioning;:

Theorem 2.15 (RS). The following statements hold:
1. A real orbit Gu is closed if and only if Gv N M(G, V) # (.
2. If v is a minimal vector then Gv N M(G,V) = Kv.

3. If Gu is not closed then there exist p € p such thate_tp v = a eV exist as
t — o0, and Ga C 'V is closed. Moreover Ga C Gu 1is the unique closed
orbit in the closure.



Real GIT: compatible representations and Wick-rotations 7

4. A wvector v € V is minimal if and only if (Vm € p) ((ac “v,v) = 0), where
x - v is the differential action dp$(z)(v).

Parts (1), (2) and (4) of the theorem is known as the Kempf-Ness Theorem,
for which it was first proved for linearly complex reductive groups. One shall also
remark that Theorem also holds for a more general class of real reductive
Lie groups which includes the class of semi-simple linear groups which are fcc

([LaD).

We also recall:

Definition 2.16. Let GC be a complex Lie group. A closed real Lie subgroup
G C (GO is said to be a real form, if g C g° is a real form, and G© = G - G§
(abstract group product). If U C G® is a real form which is compact, then we
shall say it is a compact real form.

Note that G is fcc if and only if G€ is fce, and moreover if G is fec, and U
a compact real form, then U must be a maximally compact subgroup of GC.

C
For a real form G C G, a complex action G€ 2 GL(V®) is a complexified
G

action of a real action: G 255 GL(V), if pS(G)(V) = PG (V). Let G be
semi-simple and the notation as above, then if 7 denotes the conjugation map
of the compact real form: u := € @ ip C g©, then 7 restricted to g is precisely
6. If (G%)r = Ue™ is the corresponding Cartan decomposition w.r.t 7, then it
is possible to choose a U-invariant Hermitian inner product: H(—,—) on VC
which is compatible with V', note that K C U, and we have that:

M(G, V) C M(GE, V).

Let G C GL(V) (V a real vector space) be a semi-simple linear Lie group
which is fee, and G C GL(V®) be the Zariski-closure of G. We recall the
following known result:

Theorem 2.17 ([I1], Lemma 2.2 + Remark p.3). Ifv € V, then Gv C V s
closed if and only if G0 C VC is closed. Also GSvNV is a finite disjoint union
of real orbits: Gv; C V.

If U ¢ G® O G are compatible real forms with U a compact real form,
together with real representations: p‘G, and pY, which have the same complex-
ification, and V,W are compatible real forms of VC then the following result
hold:

Theorem 2.18 ([I]). Assume the assumptions above. Then there exist v € V
and w € W such that Uw C G0 D G if and only if Gw N Guv # (.

We end the section with an example. Consider the notation of the example
in the previous section (paragraph after Defn [ZTT]), i.e the conjugation action:

O(n,C) — GL(End(TpM‘C)), g-f=gfg"", n>3.

Put the O(n)-invariant Hermitian inner product: H := g®(-, 7(-)) on End(T,MF),
where T is the conjugation map: 7 := f + 7f7 of End(W) C End(T,MC),
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and 7 is the conjugation map of the compact real slice W C T, M C. Tt is not
difficult to see that f € End(T,M®) is a minimal vector if and only if

g(C(x, [f-‘raf—]) =0,Vz € io(n),

where f = fi + f_ is the eigenspace decomposition w.r.t to 7. Thus the closed
orbits: O(n,C)- f, are precisely those which intersect M(O(n, C), End(T,M®)).
If we moreover restrict our vector space to the Lie algebra: o(n,C), then the
action is just the adjoint action, and thus the minimal vectors are precisely those

f € a(n,C) satisfying [f4, f-] = 0.

2.4 Real GIT for linearly real reductive groups

In this subsection we shall extend Theorem ZI7 to real forms: G C G, which
are linearly real reductive.

Remark 2.19. Note that in the definition of a real form, although G¢ ¢ GL(V®)
for some real vector space V, then G is not necessarily contained in GENGL(V).
For example: SU(2) C SLy(C) C GLy(C), but SU(2) is not contained in
SLy(C) N GL2(R) = SLa(R). However since SL2(C) is the universal complex-
ification group of SU(2), then we may find a real vector space V such that
SU(2) ¢ GL(V), and SLy(C) € GL(V®), but this is not part of our assump-
tions in the definition of a real form.

Definition 2.20 ([I2]). A linearly complex reductive Lie group G® is a com-
plex Lie group containing a compact subgroup U such that G€ is the universal
complexification group of U.

In fact the complex Lie groups G€ which are fcc and have a compact real
form are precisely the linearly complex reductive groups. Thus this class of
groups are all self-adjoint by ([I3], Lemma 5.1), and so the class of groups lends
itself to Theorem EI5 by ([T0]). All such groups G© are algebraic (canonically),
and so are fcc ([7], 8.3). One should also note that a complex Lie group G©
which is fcc and has a reductive Lie algebra is linearly complex reductive if and
only if Z(G§)o = (C*)* (a complexified tori), see for example ([I2], Chapter
15).

Definition 2.21. A real linear group G shall be called linearly real reductive if
G is fcc and Gy is linearly real reductive in the sense of ([12], Definition 16.1.4),
i.e Z(Gyp) is compact and g is reductive.

Thus G is also a real reductive Lie group in the sense of ([10]), i.e there is a
faithful representation with closed image: G C GL(V), together with a global
Cartan involution of GL(V') leaving G invariant.

All semi-simple complex Lie groups are linearly complex reductive, and all
real semi-simple linear groups which are fcc are linearly real reductive. One
shall also note that the class of linearly real reductive Lie groups G are precisely
the Lie groups (fcc) which are completely reducible (i.e every representation is
completely reducible).

In contrary to semi-simple real forms, not all real forms of a linearly complex
reductive group are linearly real reductive. Indeed take GC := C*, then it is
linearly complex reductive, with a compact real form U = S!. But G := R* is
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also a real form, however it is not linearly real reductive, but it’s nevertheless a
real reductive Lie group in the sense of ([L0]). We also see that if G is linearly
real reductive and is a real form of some complex group G€, then Z(G§)o has
compact real form: Z(Gg)g, which must be a torus, and thus G is linearly
complex reductive.

The following extends a property of semi-simple groups:

Lemma 2.22. Suppose G is linearly real reductive. Then the image of G under
any real representation p$(G) C GL(V) is closed.

Proof. Since G is fce then we may assume w.l.o.g that G is connected. Now the
Lie algebra g is reductive thus g = g’ ®3(g). Now Z(G) C G is compact and has
Lie algebra: 3(g). Let G’ C G be the unique connected Lie subgroup of G with
Lie algebra g’. Then G’ is semi-simple and connected, and since G is connected
then it is generated by (G’, Z(G)). Also since Z(G) is compact then the image
H" := p$(Z(@)) is compact, and by ([12], Corollary 14.5.7), the image H' :=
p$(G) € GL(V) is closed. The image H := p$(G) is generated by H’' and
H". Recall that the topology of GL(V) C End(V) is a metric subspace with an
induced norm metric: d(—,—) on End(V), satistying d(gh,0) < d(g,0)d(h,0)
for all g,h € End(V). Now suppose (y,) C H is any convergent sequence in
GL(V). Then clearly y,, = anb,, for sequences (a,) C H" and (b,) C H". Thus
since H” is compact then (b,,) is a bounded sequence, and so we may choose a
subsequence (by,(x)) converging to 3 € H". It follows that (a,(x)) must converge
as well using the norm metric, thus it converges for some o« € H'. But then
llmni)oo(yn) = llmki)oo(ym(k—)) = limkﬁoo(am(k)bm(k-)) = aff € H. This shows
that p{}(G) € GL(V) is closed as required. The lemma is proved. O

We now extend Theorem 2T7 to the case where our real form is linearly real
reductive:

Proposition 2.23. Let G C G© be a real form which is of type real linearly
C
real reductive. Assume G€ 2 GL(V®) is a complexified Lie group action of a
G
real Lie group action: G 2% GL(V). Then Theorem [2.17 holds.

Proof. Now since GC is algebraic, and p® is a rational representation w.r.t the
algebraic structure ([I4], Theorem 5.11), then the image H® := p®(G®) is a
complex algebraic subgroup of GL(V®). The group H is fcc since G© is fec,
and is a linearly complex reductive group, since if U C G® is a compact real
form, then p®(U) is a compact real form of H®. Now since H is assumed to be
ffc then H := p$(G) € GL(V) is a real closed subgroup of H® by Lemma 2221
Now if ) is the Zariski-closure of H in HC, then Hé)c C Q° where QY is the
Zariski-connected component of Q). Also since HC = H - Hé)c C H-Q° C Q, then
we have HC = Q, so H is Zariski-dense in HC, and in particular H is defined
over R. Thus denote the real algebraic subgroup: H¢(R) := HCNGL(V) c H®
then it is a real form under the anti-holomorphic involution: X — X. Also
HER)y ¢ H ¢ HYR) c HE, because H°(R) and H have the same Lie
algebras, and moreover note that H C H®(R) is closed. Thus if we consider the
identity representation: H® — GL(V®), then we have exactly the assumptions
in [7], and we can mimic the proof of ([I1], Lemma 2.2). But given v € V' then
HC® := G% and Hv := Gv so the proposition follows. [l
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We also make a note of the following theorem, which is well-known for semi-
simple linear Lie groups which are fcc, and also holds for reductive algebraic
groups in the context of rational representations ([I5]). The theorem also applies
to the class of linearly real reductive groups:

Theorem 2.24. Let G C GL(E) be a linearly real reductive Lie group. Then
the following statements hold:

1. There exist a global Cartan involution of GL(E) leaving G invariant.

2. If gl(E) LN gl(E) is a Cartan involution leaving g invariant, then ©(G) C
G, where © is the global Cartan involution of GL(FE) with differential 6.

3. All Cartan involutions of G are conjugate by an inner automorphism of

G.

G
4. Let G LA GL(V) be a real representation. Then given any global Cartan
involution © of G, then there exist a global Cartan involution ©' of GL(V)
such that: p{7(©(g)) = ©'(p{i(9)), Vg € G.

Proof. Since the center: 3(g), of g is algebraic because Z(Gy) is compact, then
g is also algebraic since it is a reductive Lie algebra, thus we can mimic the
proof of ([IT], Remark p.3). Therefore by the results of ([7]) cases (1), (2) and
(3) follows. Case (4). Since Z(Gyp) is compact, then p$}(Z(Gp)) C GL(V) is an
algebraic subgroup with Lie algebra dp$(3(g)), and so the image dp$(g) is an
algebraic reductive subalgebra in gl(V). Thus following the steps in the proof
of ([15], Proposition 13.5), case (4) follows. The theorem is proved. O

Corollary 2.25. Let G € G€ D U be two compatible real forms where G is
linearly real reductive, and U is a compact real form. Suppose G¢ C GL(V®),
then there exist a U-invariant Hermitian form on VC such that G¢ and G are
both self-adjoint.

Proof. Let u C g© be the Lie algebra of U, i.e it is a compact real form of gC.
By ([13]) the group G is self-adjoint w.r.t a Hermitian inner product H(—, —)
on V. Let gl(VC) 5 gl(VC) be the conjugation map of gl(V®) with fix points:
u(n), leaving g© invariant w.r.t H(—,—). Now since g is compatible with u,
then g = € ® p, with € C u and p C su. Thus 7 also leaves invariant g. Now

by identifying the real groups: (G‘L(V(C))]R = GL((VC)R), then 7 induces a
Cartan involution of g[((VC)R) w.r.t the real part of H(—, —), leaving the copy
of g — g[((Vc)R) invariant. Thus the corresponding global Cartan involution

of GL((VC)R) leaves the copy G — GL((VC)R) invariant by (2) of Theorem

224, and so the global conjugation map of GL(V®) with differential 7 must also
leave the original copy of G invariant. The corollary is proved. O

Remark 2.26. Let V C (VC, ¢%) be a real form of a holomorphic inner product
space, and consider the linear isometry groups: G := O(p,q) C G® := O(n,C).
Then as a Lie group G€ is linearly complex reductive for all n > 1, and for n > 2
the real form O(p, q) is semi-simple, while for n = 1 the group G is finite thus
is linearly real reductive. For n = 2 then G is not linearly real reductive, but
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is the real points of O(2,C), i.e is a reductive algebraic group, thus the group
satisfies the assumptions of the setup in [7]. Therefore all the results obtained
here in this section, can also be applied to a real form: O(p,q) C O(n,C) for all
p+qg=n.

In regards to Wick-rotations we are mainly interested in the real forms:
O(p,q) € O(n,C) 5 O(p,q), forp+q=p+qG=n.

3 Balanced representations

Throughout sections 3, 4 and 5, when considering a complex Lie group G€ it
shall always be of type linearly complex reductive. Moreover a real form G ¢ G©
shall always be assumed to be either linearly real reductive or in the case where
GC is defined over R, the real points: G = Gg. The groups to have in mind are
O(p.4) C O(n,C).

G
Definition 3.1 ([7], Section 5.2). Let G £% GL(V) be a real representation,
then p‘C}' is said to be balanced representation if there exist an involution V' LN V,

and a global Cartan involution: G 2, G such that:

(Vg € G) (p€(9(9)) =00pf(g)o 9)-

For example in the case of the adjoint action of a semi-simple Lie group G,

then the involutions balancing the action are precisely: 46, where g o, gisa
Cartan involution of the Lie algebra: g. Note also that any real representation:
U — GL(W) of a compact Lie group U is balanced, since the global Cartan
involution of U is 1y and thus 1y is an involution balancing the action.

It is also worth noting that if our group G has the property that a global
Cartan involution of G: © = Ad(k) for some k € K of order 2, then all repre-

G
k
sentations are naturally balanced, since one may take V' M V as a natural

choice of involution balancing a representation p$}. This is the case for example
with the pseudo-orthogonal groups: O(p,q). The group SL2(R) does not have
this property for instance.

It is not difficult to see that an involution € balancing a representation gives
rise to a G-invariant symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form: (—, —) on V such
that € is a Cartan involution, i.e (v,0(v)) > 0 for all v # 0, (see for example [7],
Section 5.2). Note that —6 is also an involution balancing the action, and 6 can
not be conjugate to —f by the action of G.

G
Definition 3.2. Let G 2% GL(V) be a balanced real representation and 6
an involution balancing p$}. Let (—, —) be a (G, )-invariant symmetric non-
degenerate bilinear form on V. Then any Cartan involution 8" of (—, —) is said
to be an inner Cartan involution of p§} if it is conjugate by the action of G to 6.

In the case of the adjoint action for semi-simple groups, then fixing the
Killing form: —k(—,—) on g, the inner Cartan involutions are precisely the
Cartan involutions contained in Aut(g).
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Remark 3.3. Hereon whenever we consider a balanced representation p‘G, we
shall always fix a G-invariant non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form: (—,—)
on V, and speak of the inner Cartan involutions of (—, —).

We shall also consider complex representations, and therefore define analo-
gously:

Definition 3.4. Suppose G £ GL(V®) is a complex representation. We say
o is balanced if (p©)r (the real representation) is balanced w.r.t a conjugation
map: VC 5 VC,

Note that the definition is a generalisation of the adjoint action of semi-
simple Lie groups to general actions. We also extend Definition to balanced
complex actions p®, i.e if 7 balances p* then any real involution: p®(g)7p%(g~")
for some g € G€ shall be called an inner Cartan involution of VC. One observes
that given a 7 which balances a complex action, then we may choose a GC-
invariant Hermitian form H(—,—) on VC.

In the case where VC is an irreducible g€-module there are restrictions on
the involutions balancing the representation:

C
Proposition 3.5. Let G© LN GL(VC) be a balanced complex representation.
Assume that VC is an irreducible g©-module. Then any two real involutions:

yec 5, yc balancing p© are conjugate by the action of G% up to scaling of 1.

Proof. Assume 7 and 7 are two conjugation maps which balances pC, so there
exist global Cartan involutions: ©,© of G®, such that:

p(©(g)) =Toplg)or, p(O(g)) =7op(g)o7,Vge G

Now since © and © are conjugate by an inner automorphism of G€, then it is
not difficult to see that there exist h € G§, such that

p(h)Tp(h™") o 7o plg) = p(g) o p(h)Tp(h™") 0 7,¥g € G©.

Thus f := p(h)7p(h™') o 7 is a complex linear map which is a G®-module
isomorphism, using the exponential map this is also a g®-module isomorphism

on Lie algebra level, i.e for the differential action: g© ﬁ gl(VC). Now since
V€ is irreducible, then by Schur’s lemma we must have that f = A1y, for some
A € C. Thus A\? = 1 since A?1yc = (A7)? = (p(h)1(p(h))~1)? = 1y, and so the
proposition is proved. [l

Remark 3.6. Note that Proposition fails in the case of the trivial repre-
sentation, indeed any conjugation map ¢ of VC £ 0 will balance the trivial
representation. So if ¢ is a conjugation map of VC then ¢ and ic are not con-
jugate by the action of G€ up to 1. In general it even fails for a non-trivial
reducible representation as well. Indeed let Ad be the adjoint action, then it
is non-trivial, and 7 be a conjugation map of a compact real form, then 7 will
balance Ad. Consider the representation 0yc @ Ad for V€ any non-zero complex
vector space. Then this is a non-trivial representation, and for example if o is
any conjugation map of VC then the two involutions: ¢ @ 7 and ic @ 7 both
balance this representation, however they cannot be conjugated by the action
of G up to +1.
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A complex action is balanced in the following sense:

C
Proposition 3.7. Suppose G€ 2 GL(V®) is a complex representation. Then
there is a compact real form: U C G, and a real form W C VC, such that
PpS(U)(W) € W if and only if p© is balanced.

Proof. Suppose a compact real form: U C G restricts to an action on a real
form: W C V. Denote © for the corresponding Cartan involution of (G©)gr
with fix points U. Then clearly:

(% (w) (w1 + iws)) = p®(u) (w1 — iws) = p©(u)(r(w1 + iws)).

Also if g := e for x € u (the Lie algebra of U), then:

P w) = 3 @O ) w) b S () i) (w) =+ i,

n=2k n:=2k+1

for wi, w5 € W. Thus,

PN w) = 3 @) ) w) — YD ) i) (w) = — i,

n:=2k n:=2k+1

and so 7(p®(e7) (w)) = p©(e'®)(w). So since (VE)r = W @iW, then it follows
that p® is balanced w.r.t 7. Conversely this is clear, since if the action is balanced
then one has the equation:

p°(O(g)) =70p (g)oT,

where © is some Cartan involution of (G®)g, and 7 is some conjugation map
in V€. Denote U for the compact real form of G which is the fix points of
©, and W for the real form of VC, which is the fix points of 7, then clearly
pC(U)(W) C W as required. The proposition is proved. O

In other words a complex action is balanced if and only if it is a complexified
action of a real action of a compact real form. An example of a complex action
which is not a complexification of any real action of a compact real form, is the
faithful action of G€ := SLy(C) on VC := C%2 by X - v := Xv. Indeed it is
enough to show it for the compact real form: U := SU(2) C G (as all compact
real forms are isomorphic). If this was the case, then the restricted action of
SU(2) on a real form W C VC would also be faithful locally, and thus we could
embed su(2) < gl(2,R). However all semi-simple Lie subalgebras of gl(2,R)
are contained in sly(R), and hence we would obtain: su(2) = sly(R), which is
false. It is however a complexified action of the real form: G := SLy(R) C G©
acting on V := R? C VC, which is also non-balanced, indeed if it were balanced
then sly(R) = dp$(g) C o(p,q) is a Lie subalgebra for some p + ¢ = 2, this is
impossible, as 0(2) and o(1,1) are both abelian.

Note that this example can be generalised to the faithful action of SL,(C)
acting on VC := C" for any n > 2.

G Ga

p p
Recall that two representations: G4 REIN GL(V1), and G4 MAEIN GL(V3) are

said to be isomorphic if there are Lie group isomorphisms: G; LN G2 and

GL(W) KZN GL(V2), such that: p‘G/l1 =1)g 0 p‘G/; o11. We write p‘G/l1 = p‘G/;.
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Corollary 3.8. Let G© LN GL(V®) be a complex representation. Assume Ve
is an irreducible g®-module. Let U C G© D U be compact real forms, and

- u oY -
W c VE O W be real forms. Suppose U p—W>~GL(W) and U 2% GL(W) are

two real representations with ¥ = (p¥,)¢ = (pUW)C. Then pY, = pgv.

Proof. Two real representations: p‘[,JV and pgv, with complexification ¥, give rise
to two balanced Cartan involutions: Ty and 745, namely the conjugation maps
with fix points W and W respectively, by Proposition Bl Now following the
proof of Proposition B3, we know that there exist g € (G©)g such that ¥(g) o
mw o U(g™h) = Ary (A = £1), with Ad(g)(U) := gUg™! = U. We note that if
A= —1, then U(g~")(iW) = W, and if A = 1, then ¥(g~1)(W) = W. However
since the action U ﬂ GL(iW) given by: u-iw = ip¥, (w) is isomorphic to pY,,

Ad ~
then we can assume w.l.o.g that A = 1. Thus we have isomorphisms: U ﬂ) U,

and GL(W) 289, G117, where Ad(¥(9))(f) = ¥(g)f¥(g~"). One easily
checks that: .
piv = Ad(¥(9)) o pyy, 0 Ad(g),
and thus proves the corollary.
O

Let O(p,q) C GL(V), be defined as the isometry group of some non-degenerate
symmetric bilinear form: (—, ), of signature p + ¢ = Dim(V). Then for p§
to be balanced is just a stronger version of Theorem (case 4), i.e we may
choose ©’ to be a Cartan involution of an O(p, ¢) group:

G
Proposition 3.9. Let G 2% GL(V) be a real representation. Then 05 s
balanced if and only if there exist a pseudo-orthogonal group O(p,q) C GL(V)
and a Cartan involution of O(p,q) leaving p$}(G) invariant.

Proof. Suppose V 9 V is an involution balancing p$ w.r.t © of G, let (—,—)
be a (G , 9) -invariant symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form of some signature

p+ g = n. Denote O(p,q) C GL(V), for the isometry group of (—, —), then
p$(G) € O(p,q) € GL(V). Now g+ 6o gob, is a global Cartan involution of
O(p, q), thus
pF(9) = 00 pii(g) 00 = pif(B(9)) € pF(G),

for the fixed global Cartan involution © of G. Conversely suppose there exist
a pseudo-orthogonal group O(p,q) € GL(V) and a global Cartan involution
O’ of O(p,q) leaving p$(G) invariant. Note that p,q # 1. Let (—, —) be the
symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form of signature p + ¢ = n associated to
O(p,q). Then let 6 be any Cartan involution of (—, —) w.r.t ©’, i.e it balances
the isometry action of O(p,q) on V. Now let © be a global Cartan involution
of G, and let ©7 be a global Cartan involution of GL(V') extending ©’, by
Theorem Also there exist a global Cartan involution ©2 of GL(V'), such
that ©2(p$(g)) = p$(O(g)), again by Theorem 224l Thus since ©; and O are
conjugated in GL(V), then ©y = Ad(g) o ©1 o Ad(g~*!) for some g € GL(V),
hence Ad(g)(0) := 0’ is an involution that will satisfy:

0' 0 pii(g) o0’ = pfi(B(g)), Vg € G,

and so p‘G, is balanced as required. (|
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4 Compatible representations

~ G
Definition 4.1. Let G € G® 5 @ be real forms, and G 2% GL(V) and

< - c
G GL(V) be real representations of Lie groups. Suppose Gt L5 GL(vE)
is a complexified action of both pg and pg. Then we say that p‘G, is compatible

with pg, if the following two criterions are fulfilled:

1. G and G are compatible real forms of G©.
2. V and V are compatible real forms of VC.

Note that a real representation G — GL(V') with a complexification is always
compatible with itself, and moreover if U C G€ is a compact real form, then a
real Lie group action: U — GL(W), can always be complexified to a complex
action: G — GL(WF), simply because G* is the universal complexification
group of U.

Definition 4.2. Let p‘G/,p‘CJ; and pY, be pairwise compatible representations,

where U C G©, is a compact real form. Then the triple: (p‘G/, pg, pVUV) is said
to be a compatible triple.

Remark 4.3. When considering a compatible triple: (g,ﬁ,u) of Lie algebras,

there is a natural good choice of Cartan involutions, indeed the conjugation map
7 of u, restricts to Cartan involutions: ¢ := 71 and ¢ := 7_. In this way the

global Cartan involutions of our groups G' = K e? and G = KeP are such that
K c U D K, where G = Ue™ is the global Cartan involution of G®, where U
has Lie algebra u, see Corollary 225

From ([I], Proposition A.2), a compatible pair: (p‘G/,pg) was considered.

We now extend this result for compatible triples. We recall that an Hermitian
inner product H(—,—) on VC which is real on a real subspace V/ C VC is said
to be compatible with V.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose (pg,pg,p%) 1s a compatible triple. Then there exist a

U-invariant Hermitian inner product H(—,—) on VC which is compatible with
V.V and W.

Proof. Since U is compact then so is p*(U) C (GL(VE))r = GL((VE)g. Set
E := (VC)g for the real vector space with complex structure J. Then the com-
plex structure on E: E 75 B is an element of GL(E), and so are all the conjuga-
tion maps: oy, &y and Ty. Define the subgroup U* := (pS(U), J, ov, Gy, Tw) C
GL(E) then U* is a compact subgroup of GL(E) since p*(U) C U* is closed
and the quotient group % is finite, using that (V, v, W) is a compatible
triple. Now by the compatibility conditions on the Lie algebras we have that:
K Cc U D K, thus p®(K) C p*(U) D p°(K). The inclusion ¢: U* < GL(E),
is a real representation of a compact Lie group. So there exist a U*-invariant
inner product (—,—) on E. Since (—,—) is J-invariant then it is easy to see
that there exist a unique Hermitian inner product H(—,—) on VC with real
part (—, —) on E. It is easy to check that H(—, —) is U-invariant and therefore:
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dp®(iu) consists of Hermitian operators on H(—,—). Also H(—,—) is clearly

V.V, W -compatible by construction. The lemma is proved.
O

We thus also have an extended version of ([I], Corollary A.2), concerning
minimal vectors, which is essentially ([7], Lemma 8.1) applied to each real rep-
resentation:

Corollary 4.5. Suppose (pg,pg,p%) is a compatible triple. Then there is

a (V, v, W) -compatible U-invariant Hermitian inner product H(—,—) on V©
such that: o
MU, W)UM(G,V)UM(G,V)C MG, VE).

Note that M(U, W) = W, since U is a compact real form. Now it follows
from Proposition B.7 that a compatible triple must be a balanced triple, i.e
every real representation in the triple must be balanced:

Corollary 4.6. Let (pg,pg,p%) be a compatible triple. Then there exist an

involution: T, balancing 0%, such that 7(V) C V, T(V) cV oand tw = lw.
Thus p‘cj and p‘cf/ must also be balanced, with involutions: 0 := 1y and 0 := Ty
respectively.

Proof. By Proposition 37 the conjugation map 7 with fix points: W, which
balance p*. Now since W is pairwise compatible with V and V, then obviously
7 leaves V and V invariant. Thus since the global Cartan involution of (G€)g
w.r.t the compact real form U restricts to global Cartan involutions of G and G
respectively, then obviously 6 := 7, and 0 := Ty balance p‘G, and p‘G/ respectively.
The corollary follows. O

Remark 4.7. We note in the proof of Lemmal£4] that the U-invariant Hermitian
inner product on V¢ may be chosen to be invariant under 7 from Corollary E.Gl

We have the following criterion for a vector to be a minimal vector w.r.t a
balanced Cartan involution: 6:

Lemma 4.8 ([7], Lemma 5.1.1). Let G — GL(V) be a balanced real representa-
tion, and 0 be an inner Cartan involution. Let v = vy +v_ € V be the Cartan
decomposition, then v € M(G,V) if and only if (x -vy,v_) =0 for all x € p,
where g =t & p is the Cartan decomposition of g for which 8 is balanced.

In particular we see that if V =V, @ V_ w.r.t 0, then V, UV_ C M(G,V).
There are cases where V. UV_ = M(G, V), for example the adjoint action of
SLs(R) on sl3(R) or the matrix action of O(p,q) on R™ with n =p + q.

Now for a compatible triple: (pg,pg,p%), where VC = W @ iW wrt 7

from Corollary L8] and H(—,7(—)) is a U-invariant Hermitian inner product
compatible with V,V and W, then we can characterise the minimal vectors as
follows:

1. M(G,V)={veV|H(z vy,v_) =0,V €p Ciu}.

2. M(G,V)={t e V|H(x 04,0_) =0,Yz € p C iu}.
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3. M(U,W) =W.
4. M(GE, V) ={v e VEH(x - wy,iws) = 0,Vz € iu}.

5 Compatible real orbits

Definition 5.1. Let (pg, pg) be a compatible pair. Suppose v € V and v € 1%
are such that o € G, then we shall say that Gv is compatible with G&o.

We shall write Gv ~ G for two compatible real orbits. One notes that if U
is compact, then by ([7]): Uvy ~ Uvs if and only if Uvy = Uwvs, this is however
not true for general groups, see for example the adjoint action of SLy(R) on
5[2 (]R)

Theorem 5.2. Let (p‘c,*',pg,pUW) be a compatible triple. Suppose v € V and

o € V are such that Gv ~ Gu. Assume G C ~V(C is closed. Then there
ezxist mner Cartan involutions 0 and 6 of V' and V' respectively, such that if
v=v4 +v_ and v = vy +V_ are the Cartan decompositions, then:

Guy ~ G, and Gu_ ~ Gi_.

Proof. Since Gv € VC, is closed, then so are the real orbits: Gv C V, and
Go C V by Proposition 223 thus we can choose minimal vectors X € Gu
and X € Go. Now since X and X are also minimal vectors in G%v, then
XeU-X (by Corollary LA]). So X and X have components which lie in the
same GC-orbit, this follows since the U-action preserves the W-components and
iW-components. But there exist ¢ € G and § € G, such that g-v = X and
G- =X. So by conjugating our fixed inner Cartan involution of p‘C}' by the
action of g, and similarly for pg by the action of g we obtain the result. The
theorem is proved. O

Following the proof of the theorem, then an interesting corollary is the fol-
lowing:

Corollary 5.3. Let (pg,pg,p%) be a compatible triple. Suppose v € V and

veV are such that: G ~ Gu. Then GuNVy #0 (respectively GvN'V_ # ()
if and only if GoNVy # 0 (respectively GoNV_ #£0).

Proof. If vy € GvN V4 then as Vy € M(G,V), the real orbit: Gv C V, must
be closed. Thus Go C V must also be closed, and so we may choose a minimal
vector B € Go. But since vy € Wand Uvy C W, because U acts on W, then
by Lemma A5 we have 8 € Uv, € W, thus 8 € VN W = V.. The other case
is identical, since U - «W C iW. The corollary is proved. O

Thus by letting G := U and V := W and pg := pY, then: (pg,p%,p%) is

a compatible triple and we get a new version of ([I], Theorem 5.5 (case 2)), in
view of inner Cartan involutions of the action:

Theorem 5.4. Let (p‘G/, pUW) be a compatible pair, then the following two state-
ments hold:
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1. Let v € V, then the following statements are equivalent:

A There exist w € W such that Uw ~ Gu.
B There exist an inner Cartan involution V2> V' such that 0(v) = wv.

C There exist w € W such that Uw N Gv # (.

2. Let v € V, then the following statements are equivalent:

A There ezist iw € iW such that U - iw ~ Gu.
B There exist an inner Cartan involution V 2 V such that O(v) = —v.

C There ezist iw € iW such that U - iw N Gv # ).

Proof. We prove case (1) as case (2) is identical. (A = B). Let v € V and
write v = v4 + v_ w.r.t our inner Cartan involution: . If there exist w € W
such that Gv ~ Uw, then by Theorem [5.2] it follows that Gv_ ~ Uw_ = {0},
since the inner Cartan involution of pY, is just the identity, and thus there exist
g € G such that g -v € Uw, i.e 8(g - v) = g -v. Therefore by conjugating 6 by
the action of g, we get a new inner Cartan involution ', such that 6'(v) = v.
(B = C). Now if #'(v) = v for some inner Cartan involution, then since ¢’ is
conjugated to € by definition, then it follows that there exist g € G such that
0(g-v) =g-v,iegveVy CW,and thus GvNU-(g-v) # 0, but Uw = U-(g-v).
(C = A). Finally if v" € Gv N Uw then clearly Gv ~ Uv’ for v € W. Thus the
equivalences are established, and so the theorem is proved. O

Observe that the equivalence A < C' of case (1) is precisely Theorem 218
Now combining Corollary [5.3] with Theorem [5.4] we get the following invariance
result of compatible real orbits:

Corollary 5.5. Let (p‘cj,pg,p%) be a compatible triple. Suppose v € V' and

D] Ee V are such that Gv ~ Go. Then there exist an inner Cartan involution
V =V such that O(v) = v (respectively 0(v) = —v) if and only if there exist an

inner Cartan involution V2 V' such that 0(0) = (respectively 0(0) = —0).

Proof. Tt is enough to consider the case where 6(v) = v. If § is an inner Cartan
involution of V' such that 6(v) = v, then by Theorem B4l case (1), GvNUw # ()
for some w € W. Thus the minimal vectors of G®v is just Uw C W. In
particular G must be closed as well, and thus GoNUw # 0, so we can choose
an inner Cartan involution 6 of p‘@j such that §(¢) = ©. The converse is identical,
and so the corollary is proved. O

Corollary 5.6. Let (p$}, pY,) be a compatible pair. Let vy € V, and GCvy NV =
Gvy U Gug U -+ - U Gug for some natural number k > 1. Then there exist an
mner Cartan involution 0; of p‘cj for some 1 < j < k such that 0;(v;) = v;
(respectively 0;(vj) = —v;) if and only if there exist inner Cartan involutions:
0; for all 1 <1i <k such that 0;(v;) = v; (respectively 0;(v;) = —v;). O

For non-closed orbits we can also apply Theorem to their boundaries:
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Corollary 5.7. Suppose we have compatible triple: (pg,pg,p%). Letv eV

and o € V. Assume GCv is not closed, and Gv ~ Go. Let p € p and p € p be
such that the limits exist: e -v — o € Gv — Guv and € -7 — & € Gv — G
where Ga and Ga are closed (Theorem [ZI3). Then there exist inner Cartan
involutions 0 and 0 of V and V respectively, such that if o = at + a— and
a = a4 + a_ are the Cartan decompositions, then:

Goy ~ Gay, and Go_ ~ Ga_.

Proof. Since there is a unique closed GC-orbit in the closure GCv (Theorem
2.15)), and Gv ~ G, then the real orbits in the closures must be compatible, i.e
Ga ~ Ga. Thus we may apply Theorem [(£.2] and the corollary follows. O

We end this section with an example illustrating the falsehood of Theorem
B4l in the case where both groups are non-compact:
Example 5.8. [Not all compatible real orbits need to intersect]. Let
G = SLy(R) C G® := SLy(C) D U := SU(2) be the standard matriz repre-
sentations, and consider the adjoint actions of these groups on their Lie alge-
bras respectively. It is easy to see that G is compatible with U. We can find
v # v € gnu such that Gv C G D Gv' but Gv # Gv'. Consider the induced
product action of the semi-simple groups:

H=GxGcG"xG*>GxU:=H,
acting on h == g x g and b = g X u respectively. Then (H,ﬁ,U X U) s a

compatible triple, and (h, 6, ux u) 1s also a compatible triple. Thus we have the

setup of compatible representations. Now we note that:
H - (v,v) € H (v,v) D H - (v',0"),

however if there exist (v1,v2) € H-(v,v)NH-(v',v), then there exist g € G such
that g - v = v which is impossible. Hence H - (v,v) ~ H - (v',v") are compatible
real orbits, but cannot intersect.

6 Applications to Wick-rotations of arbitrary sig-
natures

6.1 The isometry action of O(n,C) on tensors

In this subsection we consider Wick-rotations and recall the setup from [I]. We
use the isometry action of the complex orthogonal group: O(n,C) on a tensor
product space, induced from the isometry action of the holomorphic metric, and
apply the results of Section 5 to obtain necessary conditions for the existence
of a Wick-rotation at a common fix point p. We begin by observing that we
indeed have the setup of compatible representations (see Section 4).

Suppose now that (M,g) C (M€, ¢%) D (M, §) are Wick-rotated at p €
M N M, and consider now the complex isometry action p€ of O(n,C) on T, M®:

g-v:=g), g€ 0(n,C), ve TPMC.
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Now by using an isomorphism: 7, M© v, T,MC, as in Corollary T4} then we
have a compatible triple: (TpM, w’l(TpM), W), and we know by Lemma [Z12]

that the corresponding pseudo-orthogonal groups: (O(p, q),0(p,q), O(n)) also

form a compatible triple (by definition). Thus the corresponding real isome-

try actions of our pseudo-inner products: g(—,—), g(—, —) and gicw (—,—), are
. O(p, O(p,q o .
restrictions of p©. Denote them by pr(in), p wE}i(q%p ) and pW(") respectively,

then they form a compatible triple: (p%(i’[q) , pisﬁl’gp iy 3,(”)
Definition

The map 1 and the isometry action p® naturally extends tensorially to
complexified tensors: v*© € V€ := (®f:1 TpMC) (034 (@ﬁl(TpMc)*) at a
point p. Denote ¥ for the extension map of v to tensors VC, i.e W(—) := - ().
Then it is easy to check that the triple: (V, \Iffl(f)), W) also form a compatible

triple, where we define:

), in the sense of

m

= (@) @(&rrn). 7- (@51) @(&rn).

i=1 i=1 i=1

and W i= (@1, W) ® (L, W*).
Thus the real isometry tensor actions also naturally form a compatible triple:

O(p,q) O(p,4) O(n)
Pqua \I,,pl?f;)apw )

Let {e1,...,€p,...,en} be a pseudo-orthonormal basis of the metric g, and
0 the Cartan involution w.r.t this basis. Then

Pl = DY ] DY )
{yl 7yn} . {61, y €py 1€p+1, ,’Len},

is an orthonormal basis of ¢©. Note that the span of {y1,...,y,} is precisely
the compact real slice W, and moreover the conjugation map 7 of W in T}, M €
restricts to #. We can extend the holomorphic metric g© (at p) to a holomorphic
inner product g€ on V¢ by defining:

C k C c* k ~C ~C*\ . _ C/,C ~C Cs,,C ~C

g (®i:1vi QUL Wi, ®g_q Vg QL Wy )-— Z g (v, 05 )+ Z g~ (wy,
1<i,s<n 1<5,t<n

using the isomorphism:

C* "
T,M© 2= (T,M®)", v g%(v,-).
We see that V ¢ (VC,g€) D U~(V) are real forms (i.e real slices). Denote

g for the induced pseudo-inner product on V. The Cartan involution 6 of g
extends in the obvious way to a Cartan involution © of g, by

F_ v ®IL v = ®F_10(v;) ®L v; 00,

which is just the action of 6 on tensors, i.e © = pg(p’q) (0)(v). Now the inner
Cartan involutions of the action (w.r.t g) are just those conjugate to © by defini-
tion (see definition in Section 3). This means that the inner Cartan involutions
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are precisely those which are extensions from a Cartan involution of the metric
g.

Moreover because T, M and ¢ ~! (TPM ) are both compatible with W, then we
also have that V and W—1(V) are compatible with the O(n)-invariant Hermitian
inner product: g®(-,7(-)), where T is the conjugation map of W C V© defined
by the action: 7 (v®) := 7-v®. Thus the isometry actions lend themselves to
the results of Section 5.

Remark 6.1. The isometry tensor product action and everything defined in this
section extends in the natural way to finite sums of the form:

m

D ((@11) ® (@)

k,m =1

Thus from heron and to the end of this paper we assume the isometry tensor
action on such sums and thus replace: V© with this sum.

Definition 6.2. Let M and M be two Wick-rotatable real slices at p € M NM.
Then two tensors v € V and © € V are said to be Wick-rotatable at p, if they
lie in the same O(n, C)-orbit, i.e

O(n,C)-v=0(n,C) .

Note that if v and v are two Wick-rotatable tensors, then using the map ¥
above, we see that O(p, q)v ~ O(p, )W ~1(0) are two compatible real orbits (see
Definition B1).

The most obvious example of two Wick-rotatable tensors, are of course the
real metrics themselves: g € T?(T,M) and § € T?(T,M) at the common point
p, simply because they are restrictions of the holomorphic metric at p. Thus
from the metrics it follows that the real Levi-Civita connections: V € T?(T,M)
and V € T?(T,M) must also be restrictions of the holomorphic Levi-Civita
connection: VC, on the tangent spaces at p. Thus furthermore the real Riemann
tensors: R and R restricted to the tangent spaces at p are also restrictions of the
holomorphic Riemann tensor. As seen in [2], one can for instance view them as
vectors: R € End(o(p,q)) and R € End(o(p,q)). From the Riemann tensors it
also follows that the real Ricci curvatures: ric, € T?(T,M) and ric; € T?(T,M)
and the real Ricci operators: Ric, € End(T,M) and Ric; € End(T,M) must
also be Wick-rotatable respectively.

6.2 Purely electric/magnetic spaces

Let (M, g) be a pseudo-Riemannian space of signature (p,q), and let p € M
be a point, and 6 € O(p, ¢) be a Cartan involution of g,(—,—). Consider the
isometry tensor action of O(p,q) on V from the previous section:

O(p,q)

O(p,q) 22— GL(V).

Then 6 naturally extends to an involution © := pg(p ) (0) on V, and the metric
naturally induces a pseudo-inner product: g(—, —) on V such that © is a Cartan
involution.
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Let now R € V be the Riemann tensor of M at p for V some tensor prod-
uct. If there exist a Cartan involution © such that ©(R) = R (respectively
O(R) = —R), then the space (M,g) at p is called Riemann purely electric
(RPE) (respectively Riemann purely magnetic (RPM)). If there is such a © for
the Weyl tensor at p, then (M, g) at p is called purely electric (PE) (respectively
purely magnetic (PM)).

6.3 Invariance theorem for Wick-rotation at a point p

We now follow the notation of Section for the isometry action on tensor
products, and apply the results of Section 5 to these actions. For the results
in this section and the next we can for instance consider the Wick-rotatable
tensors mentioned in the last paragraph after Defn Recall the result given
in [2], where a Wick-rotation of a Riemannian real slice and an arbitrary pseudo-
Riemannian real slice was considered. There the following result was proven:

Theorem 6.3 ([2]). Let (M,g) and (M,§) be Wick-rotated at p € M N M.
Assume (M, g) is Riemannian. Then the pseudo-Riemannian space (M, g) is
Riemann purely electric (RPE) at p.

We note in the case where (M, §) is Riemannian, then the complex orbit:
O(n,C)v C YV, for two Wick-rotatable tensors is always closed. Moreover any
Cartan involution for a Riemannian space is just the identity (6 = 1), and thus
when extended to tensors, this is just the identity as well (© = 1).

Thus for arbitrary signatures the following result is a generalisation:

Theorem 6.4. Let (M, g) and (M, §) be Wick-rotated at p € MM of arbitrary
signatures. Supposev € V and v € V are two Wick-rotated tensors atp. Assume
O(n,C)v is closed. Then there exist Cartan involutions 0 and 0 of g(—, —) and
g(—,—) at p respectively, such that if v = vy +v_ and 0 = U4 + U_ are the
Cartan decompositions w.r.t the extended Cartan involutions on'V and V, then
vy and v4 are Wick-rotated at p and so are v— and v_ at p.

Proof. We apply Theorem to the compatible triple:
(pg(p ’q), pg(ﬂ’g), p%")), as defined in Section[6.1] together with the compatible

real orbits: O(p,q)v ~ O(p,§)¥~1(D). The results then follow to @, as ¥(—) =
g - — for some g € O(n,C). O

Thus from the theorem there are Cartan involutions such that the com-
ponents must be Wick-rotated also at p. Note that Theorem B4l (case 1), is
precisely Theorem Recall now the definition given in Section [6.2] then
we have the following invariance result for Wick-rotation at a point which also
extends Theorem [G.3}

Corollary 6.5. [Invariance of Wick-rotation]. Let (M,g) and (M,§) be
Wick-rotated at p € M N M of arbitrary signatures. Then M is (PE), (RPE),
(PM) or (RPM) if and only if M is (PE), (RPE), (PM) or (RPM) respectively.
Proof. This is precisely Corollary with v = R (respectively v = W) and
© := R (respectively & = W) being the Riemann tensors at p (respectively the
Weyl tensors at p), applied to the compatible triple:

(pg(p’q), pg(ﬁ’?%), pgv(")), as defined in Section [G.11 O
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One may conjecture that Theorem[G.4also hold for non-closed orbits: O(n, C)v,
so this is a natural follow-up question to ask. However for a non-closed orbit:
O(n,C)v, we do have the following result on the boundaries of the orbits:

Corollary 6.6. Let (M, g) and (M, §) be Wick-rotated at p € MOM of arbitrary
signatures. Let v € V and © € V. Assume O(n,C)v is not closed, and that v
is Wick-rotatable to © at p. Let x € p and T € p be such that the limits exist:
e v — a € O0,qv—0(pqv and ¥ -5 — & € Op,q)v — O(p,q)v where
O(p,q)a and O(p,q)a are closed (Theorem [213). Then there exist extended
Cartan involutions © and © of V and V respectively, such that if o = ot 4 a-
and & = &4 + a— are the Cartan decompositions, then ay is Wick-rotated at p

to at and a_ is Wick-rotated at p to a_.

Proof. We apply Corollary 5.7 to the compatible triple:

(pg(p’q),pg(f?%),p%n)), as defined in Section [6.1] and to the compatible real
orbits: O(p, q)v ~ O(p, )P~ 1(D). O

6.4 A note on Wick-rotations of the same signatures

Suppose M and M are Wick-rotated at a common point p and have the same
signatures. Then if v € V and v € V are Wick-rotated at p, we may choose ¥
(in Definition [.2)) such that ¥=!(2) € V. Thus we have the following:

Proposition 6.7. Suppose (M,g) and (M,§) are Wick-rotated at p € M N M
and have the same signatures p+q =n. Let v € V and v € V be two Wick-
rotatable tensors at p. Assume there is a unique real orbit in the complex orbit
O(n,C)v, i.e O(n,C)vNY = O(p,q)v. Then there is a homeomorphism:

V2 O(gp(—, =), TpM) v = O(Gp(—, —), T,M) - 5 C V.
Proof. Since v € V and & € V are Wick-rotatable tensors at p, then U=1(3) €

O(n,C)v, where we may choose ¢ to be an isomorphism: T,M = TpM. Thus
U~1(5) € V, and so

Thus for two Wick-rotated Riemannian real slices at a common point we
have:

Corollary 6.8. Suppose (M, g) and. (M, §) are Wick-rotated Riemannian slices
atpe MNM. LetveV and v € V be two Wick-rotatable tensors at p. Then
there is a diffeomorphism of embedded submanifolds:

VD O(gp(_’ _)’TPM)) U= O(gp(_’ _)’TpM) -0 C ]N)

Proof. By ([7], Proposition 8.3.1), we can apply Proposition [67, and the result
follows. (|
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6.5 Wick-rotatable metrics

Here we will consider two pseudo-Riemannian metrics (M,g) and (M,§) of
possibly different signature and give sufficient conditions when such are Wick-
rotated.

Proposition 6.9. Assume thatv € V and © € V have closed orbits Gv and Go,
and that their polynomial invariants are identical. Then they are Wick-rotated
in the sense that there is a G¢ O G, G so that

Gvc G% > Go

Proof. Since v and v have identical invariants and their corresponding orbits
are closed, then due to Thm. ZI7 then the corresponding complex orbits are
closed too. Then, since the invariants separate the complex orbits, the complex
orbits are identical and the result follows. O

Let now V(®) be the vector space associated with the components of tensors,
ref. Section [6.1] so that @f:o V®»Riem € V) where V(¥ Riem indicates the
ith covariant derivative of the Riemann curvature tensor. Then:

Theorem 6.10. Let v* € V¥ and 0% € V) be the curvature tensors of (M, g)
and (M,g), respectively. Assume that there exists points ¢ € M and G € M so
that the corresponding orbits Gv* and Go* are closed and their invariants are
identical for oll k. Then the metrics are Wick-rotated w.r.t a common point
q=4q-

Proof. By the above proposition, Gv* and Go* are Wick-rotated for a ¢ €
M and § € M, for all k. Since the metrics are real analytic, there exists
neighbourhoods U C M and Uc M, of q and ¢ respectively, which can be
embedded into a complex neighbourhood U® so that ¢ = ¢ € U®. The real
analytic structure can now be extended to an analytic structure on U® and
the complexified orbit GCv* at ¢ = § give rise to complex curvature tensors.
These can now be (maximally) analytically extended to an analytic metric g©
on a neighbourhood in U® (for simplicity, call this neighbourhood U®). These
real analytic structures (U, g|i7) and (U, §|77) thus are Wick-rotated, both being
restrictions of the complex holomorphic (U, g©). Since Wick-rotation is a local
criterion, the theorem now follows. O

This implies that for closed orbits, the metrics are necessarily Wick-rotated
as long as their invariants are identical. If the orbits are not closed, we have a
result which is point-wise. By evaluating the curvature tensors at a point, we
can use the following result.

Theorem 6.11. Assume thatv € V and © € V have identical invariants. Tﬁen
there exist p € p and p € p so that vy := limy_.oe P - v and 9g := limy_, o € - ©
are Wick-rotated.

Proof. This follows from Theorem [2.T8] and the fact that a point in the orbit,
z € Gv and any point its closure zg € Gv have identical invariants. Since there
is a unique closed orbit in the closure Gv, the result follows. O

Note that we say that a metric (M, g) is characterised by its invariants is
exactly when v has a closed orbit. This implies that for two metrics being
characterised by its invariants which have identical invariants are related by
Wick rotations.
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6.6 Universal metrics

A pseudo-Riemannian metric is called wuniversal if all conserved symmetric
rank-2 tensors constructed from the metric, the Riemann tensor and its co-
variant derivatives are multiples of the metric. Hence, universal metrics are
metrics which obey T}, = Ag,., for all symmetric conserved tensors 7},, con-
structed from the metric and the curvature tensors (recall that conserved implies
V#T,,, = 0) [16]. We note that this constuction can be lifted holomorphically
to the holomorphic Riemannian manifold and thus implies TEV = )\gSU. Thus,
universality is preserved under Wick rotation. This straight-forwardly leads to:

Proposition 6.12. Assume that (M, g) and (M, §) are two Wick-rotated pseudo-
Riemannian manifolds. Then (M, g) is universal if and only if (M, g) is uni-
versal.

In the Riemannian case, all such metrics are classified. Indeed, all Rieman-
nian universal spaces are locally homogeneous space where the isotropy group
acts irreducibly on the tangent space [I7]. In other signatures this is no longer
true as there are universal examples of both Kundt and Walker type which are
not locally homogeneous [16] [18]. It is, however, interesting to study those that
are Wick-rotatable to the Riemannian case and relate these to the irreducibly-
acting isotropy group.

As an example, consider the following four-dimensional Riemannian metric,

9 =9s2 © gs2, (2)

where gg2 is the unit metric on the sphere. This has an isotropy group O(2) x
O(2) X Z2, where the Zs interchanges the two spheres. Each of the two spheres
can be Wick-rotated to other two-dimensional spaces of constant curvature:

gs2 —— gds (—+), —JAds (+—), —9H? (__)a

where (A)dS is (anti-)de Sitter space, and H? is the unit hyperbolic space.
These can now be combined in various ways to get various Wick-related spaces
being universal. For example,

gN = 9gs> ® (—gu2)

is a universal metric of neutral signature, and

gr = gs2 D gds

is a universal metric of Lorentzian signature. We note that the interchange
symmetry Zs of the Riemannian metric is not necessarily an isotropy of the
Wick-related metrics. Indeed, in both examples above, there exist vectors X &€
T,M so that ge(X,X) > 0, while go(A(X), A(X)) < 0, where A(X) is the
action of the non-trivial element of Zy on X. Thus, the Zs action cannot be
an isotropy of ge. On the other hand, the symmetry Z, preserves the signature
and maps metrics onto other Wick-related metrics.

6.7 On the set of tensors with identical invariants

Let (M, g) be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold and denote v(¥) := V() Riem for
the [th covariant derivative of the Riemann tensor at a fixed point p € M. Define
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V1 to be a tensor product space for which v € V. Set V) .= @é;o 17408
then it contains all the covariant derivatives v, up to order k of the Riemann
tensor at the fixed point p. The isometry group O(p,q) of the pseudo-inner
product g(—, —) (at p) acts on V) by the tensor product action (as defined
in Section B.I)). Consider the algebra of polynomial invariants R[V(*)]O®:9)
of the action. Let I be the polynomial invariants restricted to the set of all
the covariant derivatives of the Riemann tensor. Then I is defined to be the
set of polynomial curvature invariants. Moreover let I denote the polynomial
invariants R[V(®)]OP:9) restricted to the set of all the v up to kth order.
Moreover, I = I}, is finitely generated [6], which means that we can find a finite
number of generators for I: I = (fy, fa,..., fn). Set V= V() then the set of
invariants I defines a polynomial function:

3:V—=RY v (fi(v),..., fn(v)).

We recall that the space (M, g) is said to be VST if T = {0}, and is said to be
VSI if I, = 0.

Let x, € V, and consider the set S := 37! (J(z;,)) C V, which is the set of
all tensors in V having identical invariants as .

Let S; be the connected components of S so that S = Uj,S;, and S; NS =
(0, i # j. Then, regarding the topology of the set S:

Proposition 6.13. Let S be as above. Then:

1. If 3(S) = 0 (VSI), then S is connected, and {0} C S is the unique closed
orbit in S.

2. If S consists of n > 1 connected components, S;, then there exist unique
closed orbits Gx; C S;, for each i = 1,...n. These closed orbits are
necessarily Wick-rotated.

Proof. First we note that since the function J is polynomial, the set .S is closed
in V. Recall also that there is a finite number of closed orbits in .S, hence, also
in each component S;. Furthermore, each non-closed orbit has a unique closed
orbit on its boundary.

Let S; be one of the connected components and assume that A; and Ay are
two disjoint closed orbits in S;; Ay, Ao C S. Let

Up=|J{Gz S : AinGe #0}, T=1,2

i.e., the union of sets having A as part of their closure. Consider the intersection
V = U, NUs,. There are now two possibilities:

V # : Since the intersection of two closed sets are closed, V' is nonempty and
closed. Moreover, there are no orbits Gz in V' which are closed since orbits in
U; have a unique closed orbit on their boundary (namely A;). Choose therefore
a non-closed orbit G in V. Then Gx contains a (unique) closed orbit, but since
this is necessarily in V, this leads to a contradiction.

V = {): Then U; and U; are disconnected. Define W := S; \ U; UUs which is
necessarily nonempty. Using the same argument as above, there needs to be a
non-closed orbit in W with a closed orbit A3 C W in its closure. Note that As
cannot be A; or As, because then the non-closed orbit in W should have been
in Uy (hence, not in W). We can now do the same as above and define

Us :U{chszAgﬁm#@}
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Then this again implies that there is another closed orbit Ay, etc. This must
terminate since there is a finite number of closed orbits in S;. Hence, this leads
to a contradiction and the closed orbit in S; is thus unique.

The first part of the proposition now follows since {0} is obviously the only
closed orbit in S for which 3(S) = 0. O

So in the sense of curvature tensors with identical invariants, each compo-
nent 5; is characterised by its unique closed orbit. Of course, this closed orbit
could be S; itself (which it would be in the Riemannian case), but in the pseudo-
Riemannian case more complicated structures of S; are possible. We should also
recall that this is the structure at a point p € M. To study the structure in a
neighbourhood of M is a considerably more difficult task.

Consider now a Wick-rotation at p: (M, g) € (M®,¢%) > (M,§). Let v e V
and ¥ € V be the curvature tensors of covariant derivatives of the Riemann
tensors (respectively) of Ith order, i.e © € O(n, C)v are Wick-rotatable. Consider
the function J defined for (M, g) as above. Then we can also consider (in exactly
the same way as for V above) a function:

J: 1}—>RN,

for V, and I = I} is generated by a finite set of generators of R[V]O%9 (re
stricted to the covariant derivatives of the Riemann tensor up to some kth order)
w.r.t the action of O(p,q) on V. Let 1 < I < max{k,k} where k is as above.
Define analogously:

§:=371(G() = UL, 3,

where S; are the connected components. Set G := O(p,q), G = O(p,q) and
GC := O(n,C), and denote by the previous proposition G; (respectively Guv;)
for the unique closed orbits in each component S i (respectively S;).

By Section 6.1 and the notation there, we can choose ¥(—) := g - — for
some g € GC such that Gv ~ g(G) - (g - ©) are compatible real orbits, where

9(@)

pV =p (V)
affine complex varieties, and therefore the algebra of polynomial invariants:
R[V]¢ =~ R[g (V)]g(G) of the actions are related precisely via the action of g.
Thus the set S is mapped to g - S, and I is mapped to g - I and so on.

We have the following result:

as real representations via g. Now the map ¥ is a morphism of

Corollary 6.14. Let S and S be defined as above, and ¥ € O(n,C)v be as
above. Then

1. Foralll <i<mnandl <j<m the tensors: v; and v; are Wick-rotatable
tensors.

2. 3(S) =0 < 3(S) = 0. In particular if 3(S) = 0 then SN S # 0.

f (M, §) is Riemannian, (i.e G := O(n) is compact), then there exist a
(n,C) such that S; N g - S £ 0 forall1 < i < n. Thus for all
i <n there exist Cartan involutions 0; of the metric g(—,—) such
that 6; - v; = v;.
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Proof. For all cases it is enough to assume Gv ~ G are compatible (see the
paragraph before the statement). For case (1), suppose first that Gv C V is
closed, thus so is Go C V. Hence since v € S; for some j, then Gv C 5
and is the unique closed orbit in ;. Similarly Gv C S; is the unique closed
orbit for some i. So because Gv ~ Guv; for all j and G ~ Go; for all i,j by
the previous proposition, then also Gv; ~ G, for all 4, 7, and the closed case
follows. Suppose now that Gu is not closed. Then let Gz C Guv and G C G be
the unique closed orbits in the closures. Now since z and v (respectively & and
0) have the same invariants then there are ¢, j such that Gx C S; and Gi C §j_
But since Gv ~ Go, then also Gz ~ G by uniqueness of closed orbits in the
closure: G€v, and so the statement follows.

For case (2), if J(S) = 0, then 0 € S, and thus if Gv; C S, is closed and
Gv; C S; is closed, then by the proof of (1): Go; ~ Gv; ~ G -0 = {0}, proving
that J(%;) = 0, and thus J(S) = 0. The converse is symmetric so identical.
The second statement follows since 0 € SN S.

For case (3), since S = Go, and Gvj ~ Go for all j by following the proof of
(1), then Gv; N Gv # 0, i.e it follows that Gv; NS # 0, and so S; N S # (. Now
by Theorem [5.4] the last part of the statement follows. O
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