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COHERENT STATE REPRESENTATIONS
OF THE HOLOMORPHIC AUTOMORPHISM GROUP
OF THE TUBE DOMAIN
OVER THE DUAL OF THE VINBERG CONE

KOICHI ARASHI

ABSTRACT. We classify all irreducible coherent state representa-
tions of the holomorphic automorphism group of the tube domain
over the dual of the Vinberg cone.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Gy be a connected Lie group, and let (7w, H) be a unitary rep-
resentation of Gy. We regard the projective space P(H) as a (possibly
infinite-dimensional) Ké&hler manifold. We call a Gy-orbit of P(H) a
coherent state orbit (CS orbit for short) if it is a complex submanifold
of P(H), and we call m a coherent state representation (CS representa-
tion for short) if there exists a CS orbit in P(H) that does not reduce
to a point (see [I3 Definition 4.2]). In this case, we say that 7 is
generic if 7 is irreducible and ker 7 is discrete. By Lisiecki [11], the
generic CS representations coincide with the irreducible highest weight
representations with discrete kernels for a semisimple Lie group. Thus
CS representations can be considered as generalizations of the high-
est weight representations of semisimple Lie groups to a wider class of
groups. Also the generic CS representations of connected unimodular
Lie groups were studied and classified by Lisiecki [12]. After this re-
markable advance, CS representations were also studied in the setting
of Lie groups which have compactly embedded Cartan subalgebras by
Neeb [14].

The purpose of the present article is to give classifications of irre-
ducible CS representations and generic CS representations for a Lie
group which has not been considered. Let €5 be the dual cone of the
Vinberg cone, and let D5 be the tube domain over 25. Let G be the
identity component of the holomorphic automorphism group of Ds.

Key words and phrases. Coherent state representation; homogeneous bounded
domain; momentum mapping; reproducing kernel; multiplier representation.
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In Section 2l we review the theory of CS representations studied in
[11, 12, [13]. In Section[3] we review the explicit description of G studied
in [B, ®]. In Section [ we show that every generic CS representation of
G is unitarily equivalent with a unitarization of a holomorphic multi-
plier representation of G' over D5 or the complex conjugate representa-
tion of it. In Section D, we review the classification of the unitarizations
of holomorphic multiplier representations of G' over Ds studied in [I].
In Section [6, we classify all generic CS representations of G. In Section
[7, we classify all irreducible non-generic CS representations of G. In
Section 8] we consider intertwining operators between the external ten-
sor product of a one-dimensional unitary representation of Ry and an
irreducible highest weight representation of SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) and
the unitarizations of holomorphic multiplier representations of G' over
Ds.

The author would like to thank Professor H. Ishi for a lot of helpful
advice on this paper.

2. GENERAL THEORY OF CS REPRESENTATIONS

Throughout this paper, for a Lie group, we denote its Lie algebra by
the corresponding Fraktur small letter.

Let Gy be a connected Lie group. For a Gy-equivariant holomorphic
line bundle Ly over a complex manifold My, let us denote the natural
representation of G on the space I'"!( My, Ly) of holomorphic sections
of Ly by 71,. We introduce a notion of unitarizability for 7.

Definition 2.1. We say that the representation 7, of Gy is unitarizable
if there exists a nonzero Hilbert space H C T'"°!(My, Ly) satisfying the
following conditions:

(i) the inclusion map ¢ : H < T"(My, Ly) is continuous with
respect to the open compact topology of I'"°!(My, Ly),
(ii) 72, (9)H CH (g9 € Go) and |[71,(g)slln = lIslls (9 € Go,s €
In this case, we call the subrepresentation (7r,,H) a unitarization of
the representation (77, ["°(My, Lo)) of Gy.

A Hilbert space H satisfying the condition (i) is a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space. We note that a Hilbert space giving a unitarization
of 77, is unique if it exists, and any unitarization is irreducible (see
[7, 9, 10]). Thus we write 7z, instead of (7,,H). Let (7, H) be a CS
representation of G, and let L be the natural holomorphic line bundle
over P(H) such that the fiber over [v] = Cv € P(H) is given by the dual
space [v]*. Then we can identify the dual space H* with T"/(P(H), L).
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By the following proposition, we can see that if 7 is irreducible, then
7 is equivalent with 7, for a Gy-equivariant holomorphic line bundle
Ly over a CS orbit in P(#), where T denotes the complex conjugate
representation.

Proposition 2.2 ([12, Proposition 2|). Suppose that 7 is irreducible,
and let M C P(H) be a CS orbit. Then the map H* — (M, L) given
by the composition of the map H* — T (P(H), L) and the restriction
map TM(P(H), L) — T M, L) is injective.

Let M be a CS orbit, let ag : Gy x M — M be the action of Gg on
M, and let Z;, be the center of go. When 7 is generic, it holds that

(2.1) Lie(ker ag) = Zg,,

where ker ag = {g € Go; a0(g,z) = z for all x € M}.
Next let us see the relationship between CS orbits and coadjoint
orbits. Let pir : P(H*®) — go* be a moment map defined by

(dm(x)v,v)y
(@[] = =i
Then the image of M under p, coincides with a coadjoint orbit. We
note that M has the natural structure of a Kahler manifold which is
induced by the Fubini-Stdy metric on P(#H). As a consequence of this
property, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3 ([16, Theorem 2.17]). The isotropy subgroup of Gy at
any point of pu.(M) is connected. In particular, the coadjoint orbit
wr(M) is simply connected, and p. defines a diffeomorphism of M
onto the coadjoint orbit.

(v € HZ\{0}, 2 € go)-

3. THE HOLOMORPHIC AUTOMORPHISM GROUP OF THE TUBE
DOMAIN OVER THE DUAL OF THE VINBERG CONE

Let
0 2t
V= 0 22 2° | € M3(R);2',--- 2" € R},
[ A

and let 25 = VNP(3,R), where P(3,R) denotes the homogeneous con-
vex cone consists of all 3-by-3 real positive-definite symmetric matrices.
We consider the following Siegel domain D5 in Vi:
0 2
Ds=<z=| 0 22 25| €Ve:Imz € Q4

P
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Let Autpy(Ds) be the holomorphic automorphism group of Ds. We
note that D5 is holomorphically equivalent to a complex bounded do-
main, and Autyy(Ds) has the unique structure of a Lie group compati-
ble with the compact open topology. Let G be the identity component
of Authol(D5).

Theorem 3.1 ([5], [8, Theorem 2.2]). The following linear group is
isomorphic to G:

([ai 0 0 b 0
0 az 0 0 by
At X oaz oy p2 K

R R I T i Y B ]
0 ¢ 0 0 dp —N, (=19
00 0 0 0 a;f =

\ L .

In more detail the linear group acts on Ds by linear fractional trans-
formations, and the natural map from the linear group to G gives rise
to an isomorphism between the Lie groups.

Let us denote by G’ the linear group given in Theorem [B.Il Let
El, EQ, E3, Eg,l, E3,2, Al, Ag, Ag, Ag’l, A372, Wl, and W2 be the elements
of Mg(R) satisfying

e1lh +eaFo +esFs +e31F31 + e3ali30
+ a1 Ay + agAs + azAs + as1 Az + az2As o + kWi + koW

[ [12—1 0 0 €1 — k’l 0 €31

0 % 0 0 €y — k’g €3,2

_ | @31 a32 %3 €31 €3,2 €3
]{31 0 0 —% 0 —a3,1
0 ]{72 0 0 _112_2 —as32

0 0 O 0 0 -2

Qy, bi7 Ci, di7 >\i7 )\’/L’/’LZ7/'L;,7 K€ R7
az € Ry, aid; — bic; =1,

|

for ey, es,e3,€31, €39, a1,0a2,a3,a371,a32, k1, ky € R. Then {Ey, Ey, B3, E3 1,

Eso, A1, Ag, As, As g, Ag o, Wi, Wa} form a basis of ¢/, and we use the
same symbols El, EQ, Eg, E371, E3,2, Al, AQ, A3, Ag’l, A372, Wl, and W2
for the corresponding elements of g. Let Gz, be the isotropy subgroup
of G at il3 € Ds.

Theorem 3.2 ([5]). We have G;1, = exp(W7, W3).

\
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We have the following bracket relations:

[Es1, Al] = —3E31, [A1, Asi] = —343.,

[
E, Al =—-F
(B, Ay L [Fs1, As] = —LE. . [AL, W) = —(Wy 4 2E)),
[E1, Asi] = — B3, ’ 2
[E W] 214 [E3,17A3,1] - _2E3, [A A3 2] ——A3 2,
1, 1] — 1,
[E A ] _ g [E?»,lan] = Ag,l, [AQ,W] (W2 + 2E2)
2y 412 — — L2,
o [E3,27A2] - _%Eg,Q, [Ag,Ag 1] %A3 1,
[E2=A3,2] = —FE39, 1 .
[Ea, Wa] = 245, (B As] = —5B52,  [As, Asal = 3450,
_ [E3,2a A3,2] - _2E3, [Ag 1, Wl] —E3 1,
[E37A3] — E3,
[E3,27 WQ] — A3 2y [Ag 2, ] —_ —E372.

4. CS ORBITS OF GENERIC CS REPRESENTATIONS

Let M be a CS orbit of a generic CS representation m of G, and let K
be the isotropy subgroup of G' at some point mq of M. For a connected
Riemannian manifold, every isotropy subgroup of the isometry group
is compact. Thus exp ady € C Int g is a compact subgroup, where for a
Lie algebra go, we denote by Int gy the subgroup expad gy C GL(go)-
It is known [6] that G has trivial center and that G;1, = exp(Wy, Ws)
is a maximal compact subgroup of G. Thus Int g is isomorphic to G.
Moreover, any two maximal compact subgroups of G are conjugate
(see [15, Chapter 4, Theorem 3.5]), so that we may and do assume
that € C (W, Ws). We then have £ = 0 or (Wy, Wa) because M is an
even-dimensional differentiable manifold.

We shall show that ¢ must equal (Wy, W5). Arguing contradiction,
assume that € = 0. Then M is diffeomorphic to G. We have the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.1 ([I5, Chapter 4, Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.7]).
Let Go be a linear Lie group. If Gy equals KoDy for some
compact subgroup Ko of Gog and for some connected real split
solvable Lie subgroup Dy of Gy, then Ky is a maximal compact
subgroup of Gy.

(b) Let Gy be a real algebraic linear group. Then the identity com-
ponent of Gy can be topologically decomposed into the direct
product of the groups Ko and Dy, where Ky is a mazximal com-
pact subgroup of Gy and Doy a maximal real split solvable Lie
subgroup of Gj.

Thus it follows from Theorem EI(b) that G is homeomorphic to
Ds x Gyr,. Hence m1(G,e) = m(Gir,, e) = Z2, which contradicts that
M is simply connected. Therefore we conclude that ¢ = (W5, Ws).

(a)
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Now we have a G-equivariant diffecomorphism Ds — M. Let us
consider the Kéhler structure (7, g) on D5 which is the pullback, by the
diffeomorphism, of the Kahler structure on M. Also we can regard Ds
as a Kahler manifold by means of the Bergman metric on Ds. Then
it follows from [4, Theorem 6.1] that there exists a biholomorphism
Ds — M since G acts on (Ds, 7, g) by holomorphic isometries. Thus
the action of G on M induces an action of G on Dj by holomorphic
automorphisms, and the action is given by G X D5 3 (g,2) — ¢(g)z €
D5 for some automorphism ¢ of G. Let ¢ be the automorphism of
g satisfying ° = idg, ¥(E1) = Es, ¢¥(E3) = Es, ¢(F31) = Fsp,
V(A1) = Ag, P(A3) = Az, (Asz1) = Aszp, and (W) = Wa, and let
o be the automorphism of g satisfying o(E;) = —Fj, 0(E3) = —FE»,
O'(Eg) = —Eg, O'(Eg,l) = —E371, O'(E372> = —Eg,g, O'(Al) = Al, O'(AQ) =
AQ, O'(Ag) = Ag, O'(A371) = Ag’l, O'(Agg) = A372, O'(Wl) = —Wl, and
o(Wy) = —Ws,. For an automorphism ¢ of g, let ¢° = idy, and let
Pl =

Proposition 4.2. Any automorphism ¢ of g can be written as p =
Y o0 o Ad(g) for some g € G and for some €,¢' € {0,1}.

We postpone the proof to Section [l The automorphisms ¢ and o
lift to the automorphisms of G. To simplify the notation, we use the
same symbols ¢ and o for the lifts. Then we see that ¢ induces a
biholomorphism

Ds > (24 22,23, 24, 2°) s (22,21, 23, 2%, 2%) € Dy

and o a biholomorphism
Dy 3 (24, 2%, 23,21, 2°) (=21, =22, =23, =24, —25) € D,

where Dj denotes the conjugate manifold. Thus by Proposition 2.2
m or T is unitarily equivalent with 77, for some G-equivariant holo-
morphic line bundle Ly over Ds. Here for a subgroup Gy C G, by
a Gg-equivariant bundle over D5, we mean a Gp-equivariant bundle
over Dy such that the action of Gy on the base space Dj is given by
Go x D5 > (g,2) — gz € Ds. We note that D5 is a Stein manifold (see
[3]), and hence every holomorphic line bundle over Dj is trivial by the
Oka-Grauert principle. Hence the representation 7, can be realized
on the space O(D;) of holomorphic functions on Ds. We call such a
representation of G on O(Ds) a holomorphic multiplier representation
of G over Ds. We get the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let 7w be a generic CS representation of G. Thenw orm
s unitarily equivalent with a unitarization of a holomorphic multiplier
representation of G over Ds.
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5. HOLOMORPHIC MULTIPLIER REPRESENTATIONS OVER Dj

Let g_ be the complex subalgebra of g¢ given by

d
e 3+z—dt

. d .
g = {:)3 + 1y € gc; 7 eVily € 7}3’311)5} ,

t=0 t=0

where 7}01;)11)5 denotes the antiholomorphic tangent vector space at /3.
By Tirao and Wolf [17], the isomorphism classes of G-equivariant holo-
morphic line bundles over Dj stand in one-one correspondence with
the one-dimensional complex representations of g_ whose restrictions
to gz, lift to representations of G;z,. For a basis {z)\} of g, we shall
denote the dual basis by {z}}. Let M be the set consists of all linear
forms & on g given by

!/

n * * n * *
QWS — B} + (W5 - ),

5 = 5(53) n3, N, TLI) = €3E§ + 773A§ + 2
with &3,m3 € R and n,n’ € Z. If £ is extended to a complex linear
form on g¢, then €|, (£ € M) defines a one-dimensional complex
representation of g_ whose restriction to g,s, lifts to a representation
of G;,. For £ € M, let Ly be a G-equivariant holomorphic line bundle
over D; whose isomorphism class corresponds to i€|, , and put 7¢ = 7.
Also we put m¢ = 7, when 77, is unitarizable. Let

@G(nv n/) = {5(5377737 n, n/)u 53 < 07773 c R} (nv n/ c Z>0)7
0% s, n,n') = {£(0,n3,n,n)}  (n3s € R,n,n’ € Zsy).

Then we have the following theorem.

(5.1)

Theorem 5.1 ([I], [7, Theorem 13(i) and (iii)]). (a) For £ € M,
the representation ¢ is unitarizable if and only if £ belongs to
any of the sets in (5.1]).
(b) For &,&" € M with 1¢, T unitarizable, the representations
and e are unitarily equivalent if and only if & and &' belongs
to the same set in (B.1).
(¢) Every holomorphic multiplier representation of G over Ds is
unitarily equivalent with m¢ for some £ € M.

From now on, for £ € M such that 7. is unitarizable, we think
of m¢ as any of the holomorphic multiplier representations of G' over
Ds. We shall mention the converse of Theorem 3l Let H¢ be the
representation space of 7, let K¢ : D5 x D5 — C be the reproducing
kernel of H¢, and let ICfIS € H¢ be the function given by ICfI3 (2) =
K¢(z,il3) (2 € Ds). If the representation dme of g is extended to a
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complex representation, then we have

(5.2) dﬂ-g(f)lcflg = ig(x>lcflg (reg),
which implies that 7¢ is an irreducible CS representation of G if dim H¢ >
1 (see [13, Proposition 4.1]).

6. GENERIC CS REPRESENTATIONS
For n,n’ € Zy, let &, be any of the elements of ©%(n,n’).

Proposition 6.1. For any n,n’,l,I' € Zq, the representations me,_
and ¢, are not unitarily equivalent.

P’f’OOf. Letb = <E1, EQ, Eg, E371, E372, A1> Ag, Ag, A371, A372>, and let B =
expb C G. It is enough to show that m¢ , and 7, are not equivalent
as unitary representations of B. Note that B is an exponential solv-
able Lie group, so that the equivalence classes of irreducible unitary
representations of B are in one-one correspondence with the coadjoint
orbits of B in b* (see [2]). By [7, Theorem 13(ii)], the equivalence
classes of e, |p and e,y |p correspond to the coadjoint orbit through
—(Ef 4+ E5 + E3)]p € b* (see Remark [6.2 below for more detail). Then
we see that the equivalence class of e, corresponds to the coadjoint
orbit through (Ef + E5 + E3)|, € b*.

Let 1 be a linear form on b, and suppose that (Es3,n) > 0. We have
Ad(etAS) E3 = €tE3 (t S R), and E3 commutes with El, EQ, Eg, E371, E372, Al, AQ, A371,
and Azo. Thus (F3, Ad*(b)n) = (Ad(b™1) E3,n) > 0 for b € B. This
implies that the coadjoint orbit through —(E} + Ej + E3)|s and the
one through (Ef + E5 + E3)|, are different. The proof is complete. [

Remark 6.2. For & = £(&3,m3,m,m') € ©%(n, n'), we shall show that the
equivalence class of 7¢|p corresponds to the coadjoint orbit through
—(B;f + E3 + E3)|p. For s = (s1,52,83) € C?, let a® = 30_ s, Ay €
(6%)c, and let x* be the character of B given by x*(exp z) = exp a®(x) (z €
b). Let us consider the action of B on the holomorphic line bundle
D5 x C given by

B x D5 xC>3(bz()— (bz,x ¥?*b)¢) € D5 x C,

and we denote the B-equivariant holomorphic line bundle by L®. Now
the isomorphism classes of B-equivariant holomorphic line bundles over
D5 stand in one-one correspondence with the one-dimensional complex
representations of bec Ng_, and L2 corresponds to —%(Zizl Re sy B} +
Im sp Af)|oeng, Where we extend Y20 Resp B + ImspAf to a com-
plex linear form on g¢. Hence for s = (n,n',—2(& + in3)), the rep-
resentation ms of B is unitarily equivalent with m¢|5. For a € g,
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let b, = {z € b;[y,z] = a(y)r forally € (A, Az, A3)}. Put g, =
> asisks1 AiMbar_axy (K =1,2,3). Then we have ¢; = dim(A3z,) =
1, ¢ = dim(As35) = 1, g3 = 0, and hence

(6.1) Resy > qu/2 (k=1,2,3).
According to [7, Theorem 13(ii)], we can obtain the desired result from
@.1).

Let us consider the set of equivalence classes of irreducible unitary
representations of G. For a unitary representation my of a Lie group
Gy, we denote the equivalence class of my by [m].

Theorem 6.3. The set of equivalence classes of generic CS represen-
tations of G 1s given by

{[ﬂ-sn,n’]; n, n/ S Z>0} - {[ﬂ-gn,n’]; n, n/ S Z>0}’

Proof. By Theorems 3] and [5.1], it is enough to show that
(a) For any n,n’ € Zxq, and £ € ©%(n,n’), the representation ¢ is
generic,
(b) For any € R,n,n’ € Z>q, and £ € ©%(n3,n,n’), the represen-
tation m¢ is not generic.

For £ € M with 7¢ unitarizable, we have uwg([leh]) = ¢, and hence
we can identify the coadjoint orbit through ¢ € g* with the CS or-
bit through [leIS] € P(H). We denote by « the action of G on the
coadjoint orbit through . Let G¢ be the isotropy subgroup of G at
€. We note that g¢ = {x € g;¢([z,y]) = 0 for all y € g}. The matrix
of the skew-symmetric bilinear form £([z,y]) with respect to the basis
{E\, By, B3, B3y, B, Ay, Ay, Az, Az, Ag o, Wi, W} is given by

0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 0 007
O 0 0 0 0 02 0 0 0 00
0O 0 0 0 0 00 &% 0 0 00
0O 0 0 0 0 00 0 -25 0 00
0O 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 -2500
-2 0 0 0 0 00 O 0 0 00
0O -2 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 00
0 0 & 0 0 00 0 0 0 00
0 0 02 0 00 0 0 0 00
0O 0 0 0 200 0 0 0 00
o 0 0 0 0 00 O 0 0 00

0 0 0 0 0 00 O 0 0 00]

(a) Since {3 < 0 and n,n’ € Zsy, it follows that g = (W;, Ws). Now
we have Lie(ker m¢) C Lie(ker @) = 0, and hence ¢ is generic.
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(b) We have E5 € ge. Thus dimker o« > 1. We see from (2.1) that
¢ 1s not generic. L]

7. IRREDUCIBLE NON-GENERIC CS REPRESENTATIONS

Let bs = (E3, E31, B39, As 1, Asa), by = (B3, B 1, Asq), by = (Es, Es 2, Az ),
a; = <A3>, 53 = <E1, Al, W1>, 5/3 = <E2, AQ, W2> Then we have the fol-

lowing lemma.

Lemma 7.1. (a) Every nontrivial ideal in g contains (E3).
(b) Let b be an ideal in g such that (E3) C bh. Then b contains b3
or b.
(c) Let b be an ideal in g such that by C h. Then b contains by or
bs © s5.
(d) Let b be an ideal in g such that by & s5 C h. Then b contains
hs @ s5.

P’f’OOf. Let x = €1E1 + €2E2 + €3E3 + 6371E371 + 6372E372 + a1A1 + G,QAQ +
agAs+as 1 As 1 +as oAz o +ki Wik Wy with eq, €9, €3, €31, €32, a1, a2, a3, a3 1, a2, k1, ky €
R.

(a) Suppose that z is contained in an ideal b of g such that F3 ¢ b.

Since [E3,x] = —a3zFE3, we have ag = 0. Then we have
(B3, 2] = =5 E31 — 2a31E3 + ki1 Az 1,
[Es1, [Es1, )] = 2k Es, [As 1, [E31,2])] = —a1 Es,
(B30, 2] = =2 E39 — 2a32F3 + kyAs s,
(B39, [E32,7]] = —2ky s, [As2, [E32,7]] = —ayE3,
so that a; = ay = a3 = azo = k1 = ky = 0. Next,
[As1, 2] = e1E31 + 2e31 Es, [As 1, [As1, x]] = 2e1 E3,
[As 2, 7] = e3E3 9 + 2e39F3, [As.2, [As,2, 7)) = 2e5E3,

which imply that e; = ey = e3; = e32 = 0. Thus 2 = e3F3 = 0 and
b = 0. Therefore, every nontrivial ideal of g contains Es.

(b) Let b’ = (FE3). It is enough to show that h = h/b’ contains
SE3,1 + tA371 + f), with 82 + t2 §£ 0 or SE3,2 + tA372 + f), with 82 + t2 §£ 0.
Arguing contradiction, assume that f does not contain either of them.
Let x € h. We have
(7.1)

(B3, 2] = _%(al +ag) B3y + kiAsy, [Eso, 1] = —%(@2 + ag) s + ko As o,
[Az, 2] = 5(es1B31 + e3aF39 + az 1Az + az24sz),

1
2
[Wb [A?n IH = %(a'?),lE?),l - 63,1A3,1) (mOd h,)>



COHERENT STATE REPRESENTATIONS OF A LIE GROUP 11
so that €31 = €32 = Q1 + a3 = a9+ asg = ag1 = ag2 = k’l = k‘g =0. We
also have

[Asq, 2] = e1 B3 1+ 85% Az,  [Asg, @] = egF30+%5% A3, (modb’),

so that e; = e3 = a; = a3 = a3 = 0. Hence, 6 = 0, which contradicts
the assumption. .

(c) Let b’ = b}. It is enough to show that h = h/b’ contains sE5; +
tAs1+ b with s2 +t2 # 1 or sEy + tAy + b with s? + % # 0. Arguing

contradiction, assume that b does not contain either of them. Let

x € h. We have

(7.2)

By, 7] = —a1 By — az B3y + 2k Ay, [Asy, (B o)) = —aBs g + ki Ag g,
1

[As, 7] = 5(63,1E3,1 +az1Asy),  [Ea, ] = —asEs + 2k Ay (modb'),

so that e31 = a1 = ag = az; = k1 = ka = 0. Next,

[Ag, 2] = ey, [Agq, 2] = e B3y — ©Asz;  (modb'),

which implies that e; = e5 = a3 = 0. Hence, x € §’, which contradicts
the assumption. .

(d) Let b' = b5 & s5. It is enough to show that h = bh/h’ contains
sE31+tAs1+ b with s +¢* # 0. Arguing contradiction, assume that
b does not contain such an element. Let z € h. From (7.1) and (7.2),
we see that e31 = a; = a3 = ag) = k; = 0. Since

(Wi, x] = —2e, 4y, [A3,1, (W, z]] = —e1 Az (mod [J,),
we obtain e; = 0. Hence, x € §’, which contradicts the assumption. [J

If we take into account Lemma [7.]] and that s3 & s} is semisimple,
it is not hard to determine all ideals of g. Figure [I] gives the Hasse
diagram of the set of all nontrivial ideals of g, ordered by inclusion.

Proof of Proposition 21 We have ¢(h3) = b3 or ¢(hs) = b}, and it is
enough to show that if ¢(hs) = b3, then ¢ can be written as ¢ = 0 o
Ad(g) for some g € G and for some €’ € {0,1}. Let ¢(h3) = b3. Let us
consider the adjoint action of G on g. The subgroups exp a;,exps3 C G
act on the ideal b3 of g by dilations

b3 3 esEs+es 1 Fs1+as1Asg — rlesEs+res 1 B3 +ras Asy € by (r > 0)

and symplectic maps

bs > esbs +es1Esq + as1Asy — esBs + (esia + as18)Esq + (es17+as10)Asy € b
(ad — By =1),
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respectively. It is well known that the automorphism group of b3 is
generated by inner automorphisms, symplectic maps, dilations, and
inversion

bs D esbs +e31b31 +ag1As1 — —esEs +as 1 B3+ e31A31 € bs.

Thus we have ¢ o Ad(g) |y, = idy, or ¢ o Ad(g) |p, = oy, for some
geEexphs®a; ds3 CG.

Now it is enough to show that if ¢|p, = idy,, then ¢ o Ad(g) = id,
for some g € G. Let ¢ly, = idy,. We have ¢ o Ad(g) |p; = idg, for
some g € (. Hence we may and do assume that ¢|p, = idy,. Let us
consider the subrepresentation (ad, bs) of the adjoint representation ad
of g. Then the kernel of the subrepresentation equals (F3) (see Remark
below), and hence it follows that ¢(As) = Az + e3E3 with e € R.
Moreover we see that ¢ 0 Ad(9) |psma, = idpsea, for some g € exp(FEs) C
G. Let us consider the subrepresentation (ad, hs @ a;) of the adjoint
representation ad of g. Then the kernel of the subrepresentation equals
{0} (see Remark[7.2 below), and hence it follows that an automorphism
of g which is the identity on hs & a; is the identity on g. The proof is
complete. O

Remark 7.2. For x = 61E1 + 62E2 + 63E3 + 6371E371 + 6372E372 + alAl +
agAstagAstag Az +ag s Aso+k Witk Wa with e1, e, €3, €31, €32, a1, a2, a3, a3, as 2, ki, ka €
R, let us see the matrix of ad(x) : h5 ® a; — b5 & a; with respect to

the basis {Eg, E371, E372, Ag, A3,1> A372}. The matrix is given by

[ as 2(1,371 2(1,372 —e€3 —26371 —26372 ]
0 a3/2—|—a1/2 0 —6371/2 kl—el 0
0 0 &3/2—}—&2/2 —6372/2 0 k‘g—62
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 —]{71 0 —CL3’1/2 a3/2—a1/2 0
| 0 0 —]{?2 —CL3’2/2 0 CL3/2—CL2/2_

By the definition of CS representation, if all generic CS represen-
tations of all the quotient groups of G by connected closed normal
subgroups are given, then we can obtain all irreducible CS represen-
tations of G by composing the quotient maps. Let G be the quotient
group by a connected closed normal subgroup of G, and let G # G, {e}.
According to Figure [T}, it is enough to consider the following cases:

DF~R, ()g=s(2R), (i)geR@sI(2R), (iv)§~sl2,R)®sl(2,R),
(V) g ~ R @5[(2a R) @5[(2a R)a (Vi)g = g/hg @ﬁg’n (Vii)g = g/bga (Viii) g = g/<E3>'

However G does not admit generic CS representations in the cases
(vi)-(viii). We shall prove this. Suppose that M is a CS orbit of a
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556953@5% h5®a1€953 b5@ﬂ1@5%

R

bs @53 b5 © ay b5 @59,

\/\/
\/

FIGURE 1. The Hasse diagram of the set of all nontrivial
ideals of g

generic CS representation of G. Let K be the isotropy subgroup of G

at some point mq of M. We shall seek a maximal compact subgroup
of Int g.

Proposition 7.3. (a) We have the following isomorphisms: Int g ~
G/expbly @ sy in the case (vi), Intg ~ G/expbj in the case
(vii), and Int g ~ G/ exp(Es) in the case (viii).
(b) The mazximal compact subgroups of G/exphby @ s, G/ exp b,
and G/ exp(Es) are conjugate to the images of exp(Wy, Wa) C
G under the quotient maps.
(c) We have m(Int §,e) = Z in the case (vi) and m(Int g, e) = Z>
in the cases (vii) and (viii).

Proof. We shall prove (a) and (b) for the case (viii) and (c) for the case
(vi). For the other cases, this can be proved in the same way.
(a) It is enough to show that G/ exp(Es) has trivial center. Let

aq 0 0 bl 0
0 as 0 0 bo

_ | (aph +arXy)ag (caphy + azdy)as as (dupy +01Xy)as  (dapy + bey)as
9= ¢ 0 0 d, 0
0 Co 0 0 dg
L 0 0 0 0 0

251
25)

_)\’1
_)\/2
1/&3

ed.
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Then
i dl 0 0 —bl 0 —(dl,ua + bl)\/l)ag ]
0 dg 0 0 —bg —(dg/J/Q + 62)\’2)a3
S | AN =AY Vag o —pg —k
g —C 0 0 aq 0 (C1/J/1 + al)\’l)ag
0 —c 0 0 ay  (coph+az)y)as
| 0 0 0 0 0 as J
We have
Ad( _1) El ( — C%)El + )\,12E3 — dl)\llE&l + 201d1A1 — Cl)\llA371 — C%Wl,
Ad( _1) Ey = (d Cg)Ez + X2E3 - dz)\/ E3 9 + 2c9dy Ay — C2>\’2A3,2 - CSW%
Ad(g7") As1 = (U Es + b1 B3t + a1z 1)/ as,
Ad(g7") Asp = (2u4E3 + baEs 5 + a2 A; 2)/a3,
Ad(g~ ) = (= + S =+ B + (1> = N Es + (i N, — byt Es
—+ ( 201d1 — 2a1b1)A1 —+ (Cl)\ — al,ul)Ag 1 + (Cl + al)Wl,
Ad(g YWy = (=d2 + ¢ — b2+ a2)Ey + (— iy — Ny*) Es + (doNy — byyiy) Fs

+ (—262d2 — 2&2[)2)142 + (62)\2 — agﬂé)Agg + (Cg + CL%)WQ.

Suppose that Ad(g~') induces the identity map of g/(F3) onto itself.
Then we have

B—ci=1, d)N =c=0,
d2—ci=1, dyNy=c2=0,
by =0, ai/az=1,

by =0, az/a3=1,
a\Ny—aip, =0, d+al=1,
coly — agphy =0, 3 +a3=1.

Hence it follows that g~ € exp(F3) C G, which implies that G/ exp(FE3)
has trivial center.

(b) By (a), we see that G/ exp(F3) is linearlizable. By Theorem [A.1]
we conclude that the image of the subgroup exp (Wi, Ws) of G under the
quotient map is a maximal compact subgroup of G/ exp(FE3). Note that
the image of a compact subgroup or a real split solvable Lie subgroup
under a homomorphism of a Lie groups is also a compact subgroup or
real split solvable Lie subgroup, respectively.

(¢) The group exp hs @54 C G is a topological product of H3(R) and
SL(2,R). By (a), it follows that 7 (Int §,e) = Z?/Z = Z. O
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In the case (vi), we have m;(Intg,e) = Z. We may assume that
t C <E2, Eg, E372, Ag, A372, Wl, W2>/<E2, Eg, E372, AQ, A372, W2>, and we
then have dimt = 0. Since M is diffeomorphic to a coadjoint or-
bit, the group Int g acts transitively on M, and the isotropy subgroup
(Int §),,, at mo equals {e}. Thus m((Int §),,,,€) = {e}. This contra-
dicts that M is simply connected. Similarly, we have m;(Int g, ¢) = Z2,
71 ((Int @)y, €) = Z in the case (vii), and we have 7 (Int §,e) = Z2,
m1((Int §)my, €) = Z in the case (viii). These results contradict that M
is simply connected. We obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 7.4. Every irreducible non-generic CS representation of G
is given by the composition of the external tensor product of a one-
dimensional unitary representation of R~g and a nontrivial irreducible
highest weight representation of SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) with the map G ~
G' - R.og x SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) given by

ay 0 0 bl 0 ,u’l
0 a9 0 0 bg ,U/Q
/ AoA2oag o opo K
G310 0 d 0 —x
0 ¢ 0 0 dy =N\,
0 0 0 0 0 ag'

= (a3, [ “ Zl } ) [ @2 22 }) € Rog x SL(2,R) x SL(2,R).
1 2

&1 C2

8. INTERTWINING OPERATORS

For n,n’ € Z, let (7, H™™) be any irreducible unitary represen-
tation of SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) such that there exists v € (H™")>\{0}
satisfying

drpw(z,y)v =0 for(z,y) € C { _1@ 1 } x C [ _11 1 }

1

and

7Tnvnl({cos@ —smﬁ}’{cosr _SmT])v:ei("“"IT)v 0.7 €R).

sinf cosf sinT cosT

Then the set of equivalence classes of irreducible highest weight repre-
sentations of SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) is given by {[m,];n,n" € Z}. Let
G = R.o x SL(2,R) x SL(2,R). For 13 € R, let (my, ., H™™) be
the external tensor product of the one dimensional representation of
R.g given by R.g 3 v+ 72" € C* and the representation 7, of
SL(2,R) x SL(2,R). Composing with the map G' — G given in The-
orem [.4] we regard m,, ,,/ as a representation of G. Let n,n’ € Zx.
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By (5.2), we can take mg(g .00 | sL2,R)xSL(2,R) tO be the irreducible uni-
tary representation m, ,s, and hence ¢ y,nn) s unitarily equivalent
with 7, »» as representations of G. Therefore we get the following
theorem.

Theorem 8.1. The set of unitary equivalence classes of irreducible
non-generic CS representations of G is given by

{[mypsmm]; (M3smyn’) € R x Z x Z\R x {0} x {0}}.

For (n3,n,n’) € R x Zso X Zsp, we have Ty, pnn =~ Te@nsnny 00d
T—ng,—n,—n/ = TE(0,n3,n,n") -

We fix a triple (13, n,n’) with n € R and n,n’ € Z>,. We shall give
an explicit description of an intertwining operator between the unitary
representations m,, nns and meom,n,n) Of G. Using the realization of
G as a linear group in Section [3] we shall define a holomorphic multi-
plier representation of G. Let m : G x D5 — C* be the holomorphic
multiplier given by

m(g,2) = (c12' +dy)"(c22® + do)" a3*™ (g9 € G,z € Ds),
and let 7, be the holomorphic multiplier representation given by

Tm(9)f(z) =m(g~",2) " f(g7'2) (g€ G,z Ds, feO(Ds)).

Then 7¢ (0 ys,n,n7y can be considered as a unitarization of 7,.
Next we see a natural holomorphic multiplier representation of G
in which m,, ,, s is realized. Let D; be the unit disc in C, and let

m : G x Dy x D; — C* be the holomorphic multiplier given by
m((’% g1, g2)a (wla w2)) = (Clwl + dl)n(c2w2 + d2)n',}/2in3
((VaglagQ) € é? (wlaw2) S Dl X Dl)a

where g; = { CCLZ ZZ } € SL(2,R) for i = 1,2. We denote by D; >
w' — g;w' € Dy the action of SL(2,R) by linear fractional transfor-
mations for 7 = 1,2. Then we can define the following holomorphic
multiplier representation 7,5 of G on the space O(D; x D;) of holomor-
phic functions on D; x Dy:

Tﬁm(g)f(wl>w2) = m(g_la (wl>w2))_1f(gl_1wlag2_lw2)

(g = (7991792) € éa (w1>w2) € Dl X Dla.f € O(Dl X Dl))

We regard 7; as a representation of G' which exp hs C G acts by the
trivial representation. Then we have the following theorem.
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Theorem 8.2. The map F : O(Dy x Dy) > f — Fy € O(Ds) defined
by Fy(z) = f(z,2%) (2 € Ds) intertwines 1z with T, and hence F
gives rise to an intertwining operator between the unitarizations.
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