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Abstract

This article is part of an ongoing project aiming at the connections between causal structures
on homogeneous spaces, Algebraic Quantum Field Theory (AQFT), modular theory of operator
algebras and unitary representations of Lie groups. In this article we concentrate on non-
compactly causal symmetric spaces G/H . This class contains de Sitter space but also other
spaces with invariant partial ordering. The central ingredient is an Euler element h in the Lie
algebra of g. We define three different kinds of wedge domains depending on h and the causal
structure on G/H . Our main result is that the connected component containing the base point
eH of these seemingly different domains all agree. Furthermore we discuss the connectedness
of those wedge domains. We show that each of these spaces has a natural extension to a
non-compactly causal symmetric space of the form GC/G

c where Gc is certain real form of the
complexification GC of G. As GC/G

c is non-compactly causal, it also contains three types of
wedge domains. Our results says that the intersection of these domains with G/H agree with
the wedge domains in G/H .
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1 Introduction

This article is part of an ongoing project aiming at the connections between causal structures
on homogeneous spaces, Algebraic Quantum Field Theory (AQFT), modular theory of operator
algebras and unitary representations of Lie groups.

The causal homogeneous spaces we consider in this paper are symmetric spaces M = G/H ,
where G is a connected reductive Lie group, endowed with an involutive automorphism τ ,
and H is an open subgroup of the group Gτ of τ -fixed points. The causal structure on M is
represented by a G-invariant field of pointed open convex cones V+(m) ⊆ Tm(M),m ∈ M , so
that we have on the infinitesimal level a triple (g, τ, C), where C = V+(eH) ⊆ TeH(M) ∼= g−τ

is a closed pointed generating Ad(H)-invariant convex cone (see [HÓ97] for details).
There are three major types of causal symmetric spaces:
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• The flat spaces, where M is a vector space and G acts by affine maps; discussed in
[NÓØ21].

• The compactly causal (cc) spaces: Here the elements in the interior C◦ are elliptic (have
imaginary spectrum). Those spaces were treated in [NÓ21].

• The non-compactly causal (ncc) spaces: The elements x ∈ C◦ are hyperbolic (ad x is
semisimple with real spectrum).

In this article we discuss the geometry of the ncc case.
Before discussing the geometry and the content of the article in more details, let us briefly

discuss the motivation of this work, the Algebraic Quantum Field Theory, in short AQFT, in
the sense of Haag–Kastler. Here one considers nets of von Neumann algebras O 7→ M(O) of
operators on a fixed Hilbert space H ([Ha96]). The hermitian elements of the algebra M(O)
represent observables that can be measured in the “laboratory” O, an open subset of the
spacetime M . Accordingly, one requires isotony, i.e., that O1 ⊆ O2 implies M(O1) ⊆ M(O2).
Causality enters by the locality assumption that M(O1) and M(O2) commute if O1 and O2

are space-like separated, i.e., cannot be connected by causal curves. One further assumes the
existence of a unitary representation U : G → U(H) of a Lie group G, acting as a space-time
symmetry group on M , such that

U(g)M(O)U(g)∗ = M(gO) for g ∈ G.

In addition, one assumes a U(G)-fixed unit vector Ω ∈ H, representing typically a vacuum
state of a quantum field.

The domains O ⊆ M for which Ω is cyclic and separating for M(O) are of particular
relevance. For these domains O, the Tomita–Takesaki Theorem ([BR87, Thm. 2.5.14]) yields
for the von Neumann algebra M(O) a conjugation (antiunitary involution) JO and a positive
selfadjoint operator ∆O satisfying

JOM(O)JO = M(O)′ and ∆it
OM(O)∆−it

O = M(O) for t ∈ R. (1.1)

We thus obtain the modular automorphism group ofM(O) defined by αt(A) = ∆
−it/2π
O A∆

it/2π
O ,

A ∈ M(O). It is now an interesting question when this modular group is “geometric” in the
sense that it is implemented by a one-parameter subgroup of G, hence corresponds to a one-
parameter group of symmetries of M . For the modular conjugation JO , we may likewise ask
for the existence of an involutive automorphism τG of G and an involution τM on M reversing
the causal structure, such that

JOM(O)JO = M(τM (O)), JOU(g)JO = U(τG(g)) for g ∈ G,O ⊆M, (1.2)

and that τM and τG are compatible in the sense that

τM ◦ g = τG(g) ◦ τM for g ∈ G.

It is often natural to simplify the structures by considering instead of the pair (M,Ω) the
corresponding real subspace V := V(M,Ω) := MhΩ, where Mh = {M ∈ M : M∗ = M}. This
subspace is called

• cyclic if V+ iV is dense in H, which means that Ω is cyclic for M.

• separating if V ∩ iV = {0}, which means that Ω is separating for M.

• standard if it is cyclic and separating, i.e., if V ∩ iV = {0} and V+ iV = H.

These three properties of real subspaces make sense without any reference to operator algebras,
but they still reflect an important part of the underlying structures that can be studied in the
much simpler context of real subspaces. In particular, every standard subspace V leads to a
densely defined closed conjugation SV(u+ iv) = u− iv, u, v ∈ V, and then by polarization to an
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anti-unitary involution JV and positive densely defined operator ∆V such that JV∆VJV = ∆−1

and SV = JV∆
1/2.

Here is where the representations enter the picture. Start with an antiunitary representation
U : G⋊ {idG, τ} → AU(H), i.e., U(G) ⊆ U(H) and J := U(τ ) is a conjugation. Recall that the
subspace H∞ ⊆ H of vectors v ∈ H for which the orbit map Uv : G→ H, g 7→ U(g)v, is smooth
(the smooth vectors) is dense and carries a natural Fréchet topology for which the action of G on
this space is smooth ([Ne10]). The space H−∞ of continuous antilinear functionals η : H∞ → C

(the distribution vectors) contains in particular Dirac’s kets 〈·, v〉, v ∈ H, so that we obtain a
rigged Hilbert space

H∞ →֒ H →֒ H−∞,

where G acts on all three spaces by representations denoted U∞, U and U−∞, respectively.
To any real subspace E ⊆ H−∞ and every open subset O ⊆ G, we associate the closed real
subspace

HE(O) := span
R
U−∞(C∞

c (O,R))E, where U−∞(ϕ) =

∫

G

ϕ(g)U−∞(g) dg, ϕ ∈ C∞
c (G)

(1.3)
denotes the integrated representation of the convolution algebra C∞

c (G) of test functions on G
on the space H−∞. On a homogeneous space M = G/H with the projection map q : G → M
we now obtain a “push-forward net”

H
M
E (O) := HE(q

−1(O)). (1.4)

This assignment is G-covariant and monotone. One can now use the functorial process provided
by Second Quantization ([Si74]) to associate to any real subspace HE(O) ⊆ H a von Neumann
algebra M(O) := R±(HE(O)) on the bosonic/fermionic Fock space F±(H). This method has
been developed by Araki and Woods in the context of free bosonic quantum fields ([AW63]);
some of the corresponding fermionic results are more recent (cf. [BJL02]). Other statistics
(anyons) are developed in [Schr97] and more recent deformations of this procedure are discussed
in [Le15, §3]. Although this construction ignores field theoretic interactions, it displays already
some crucial features of quantum field theories. This was explored for the flat case in [NÓØ21].

In [NÓ21], this construction has been carried out for the class of compactly causal symmetric
spaces. The key point is to find suitable subspaces E of distribution vectors such that the net
H

M
E has nice properties, such as the Bisognano–Wichmann property. It asserts that there exists

an element h ∈ g satisfying τ (h) = h and an open subset W ⊆M (called a wedge region), such
that V := H

M
E (W ) is a standard subspace with modular conjugation JV = U(τ ) and modular

operator ∆V = e2πi·∂U(h).
In the physics literature no uniform definition of a wedge region in a spacetime exists,

but there are several approaches which share many aspects with our wedge domains in ncc
symmetric spaces. In [DLM11], wedge domains in 1+3-dimensional spacetimes are specified as
connected components of the spacelike complement of 2-dimensional spacelike subspaces. In our
context this corresponds to starting with the fixed point spaceMα of the modular flow αt(m) =
exp(th).m and specifying the wedge domain WM (h) in terms of the polar decomposition. On
de Sitter space, [BB99] specifies wedge domains as the causal completion of the world line
of a uniformly accelerated observer, and we know from [MNÓ22b] that this picture fits for
general ncc symmetric spaces. This approach even works for anti-de Sitter space ([BS04]; see
also [LR08]) which is studied from the symmetric space perspective in [NÓ21]. Further, [Bo09]
defines wedge regions as the union of a family of order intervals between elements on two fixed
lightrays, and it is not so clear how this approach should be transcribed to symmetric spaces,
where the sets ExpeH(C±) are analogs of lightrays, but in general of higher dimension.

Causal symmetric spaces provide natural geometric objects for this theory and the most
natural generalization of homogenous time-oriented Lorentzian manifolds. So a first step in our
program is to understand how nets of real subspaces can be constructed on causal symmetric
spaces M = G/H corresponding to the data (g, τ, C).
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To connect with the modular theory of operator algebras, we add to (g, τ, C) additional
structure represented by an Euler element h ∈ h, i.e., ad h defines a 3-grading

g = g1(h)⊕ g0(h)⊕ g−1(h), gj(h) = ker(ad(h)− j1), j = 1, 0,−1.

Our structural data is therefore given by the quadruple (g, τ, C, h), called a modular causal
symmetric Lie algebra.

With a view towards the connection with AQFT, the set of pairs (h, τ ) ∈ g × Aut(g),
consisting of an Euler element h ∈ g and an involution τ with τ (h) = h have been studied
abstractly in [MN21], and we shall use some of the obtained results along the way. Here we
shall focus on the relevant global geometric aspects of M and in particular on the candidates
for wedge regions.

On the global level h generates the modular flow

αt(gH) = exp(th)gH, t ∈ R.

As we are particularly interested in domains O ⊆ M invariant under the modular flow α for
which there may exist nets of von Neumann algebras such that U(exp th) = ∆

−it/2π

M(O) is the

modular group of M(O), we are confronted with the problem to formulate sufficient conditions
on O. As the specific examples in AQFT suggest, the modular flow on O should be time-
like future-oriented ([TW97, BB99, BMS01, BS04, Bo09, LR08], [CLRR22, §3]), which in our
context means that the modular vector field

XM
h (m) :=

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

αt(m) (1.5)

should satisfy
XM

h (m) ∈ V+(m) for all m ∈ O.
To understand how to find regions with this property, we therefore have to study the positivity
region

W+
M(h) := {m ∈M : XM

h (m) ∈ V+(m)}
of the modular flow. Its connected components are called wedge domains. In [NÓ21] this has
been carried out for compactly causal symmetric spaces (cf. Definition 2.1), which turned out
to be rather easy because the wedge domains are orbits of certain subsemigroups of G with a
rather simple structure. In [NÓ21] we even constructed second quantization nets of operator
algebras for unitary highest weight representations of G.

In this paper we turn to the geometric aspects of wedge domains in non-compactly causal
symmetric spaces (cf. Definition 2.1) and we leave the construction of nets on these spaces for
the future. This is substantially harder than in the compactly causal space because some of
the groups G we are dealing with have no unitary representations in which any Lie algebra
element has semibounded spectrum. One therefore has to understand first from which class of
representations such nets may be constructed. We are actually optimistic and think that this
is always possible. For the case where G = SO1,2(R)e and M = dS2 is 2-dimensional de Sitter
space. We refer to [BM96] for results in this direction.

First we introduce several types of “wedge domains” in reductive non-compactly causal (ncc)
symmetric spaces M = G/H , specified by a modular causal symmetric Lie algebra (g, τ, C, h),
a connected Lie group G and an open subgroup H ⊆ Gτ with Ad(H)C = C. To strip off
artificial difficulties arising from coverings, we make two structural assumptions (GP) and
(Eff) specified in Subsection 2.2 which imply that

G ∼= z(g)× Inn([g, g]),
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where Inn denotes the group of inner automorphisms and z(g) is the center of g. Further, h
is an Euler element contained in h := gτ which induces a one-parameter group αt := et ad h of
automorphisms of g and also automorphisms of G and M . Then

τh := eπi ad h

is an involutive automorphism of g and

κh := e−
πi
2

ad h ∈ Aut(gC)

is an automorphism of order 4 of gC with κ2
h = τh. Let V+(gH) := g.C◦ ⊆ TgH(M) denote the

open cones 1 defining the causal structure onM and recall themodular vector fieldXM
h ∈ V(M)

defined by (1.5).
In addition to W+

M (h) we introduce the following domains associated to this data:

• The tube domain of M (here we assume for simplicity that M ⊆ MC := GC/G
c, see the

beginning of Section 3.4 for definitions.)

TM := G.ExpeH(iCπ), Cπ := {x ∈ C◦ : s(x) < π},

where s : C◦ → (0,∞) is an Ad(He)-invariant function specified in terms of roots as
follows. We fix a maximal abelian subspace a consisting of hyperbolic elements. Then
C◦ = Ad(He).(C

◦ ∩ a) and for y = Ad(g)x ∈ C◦ with x ∈ a ∩ C◦, g ∈ H , we have

s(y) = max{|α(x)|, 2|β(x)| : α ∈ ∆p, β ∈ ∆k}.

Here ∆k is the set of compact roots and ∆p the set of non-compact roots ([KN96, HÓ97]
and Definition 3.3).

• The KMS wedge domain

WKMS
M (h) := {m ∈M : (∀z ∈ Sπ = {z ∈ C : 0 < Im z < π}) αz(m) ∈ TM},

where (αz)z∈C denotes the holomorphic extension of the modular flow to a holomorphic
C-flow on the complex symmetric space MC.

• The wedge domains of polar type are the domains

WM (h) = (Gτh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)
π) = (Gh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)

π), (1.6)

where C± := ±C ∩ q±1(h), q±1(h) = ker(adh∓ 1) ∩ q, and

(C+ + C−)
π := {x = x+ + x− ∈ C◦

+ + C◦
−) : s(x+ − x−) < π}.

By definition the domains TM and WM (h) are connected and it follows from Theorem 6.5 that
WKMS

M (h) likewise is. But in general W+
M (h) is not connected. One main result is that:

W+
M (h)eH =WKMS

M (h) = κh(T τh
M ) =WM (h), (1.7)

where W+
M (h)eH is the connected component of W+

M (h) containing WM (h) and τh is the an-

tilinear extension of τh to gC, so that T τh
M denotes the fixed point set of an antiholomorphic

involution on the complex manifold TM . The proofs are given in Theorem 6.5, Corollary 6.3,
and Theorem 7.1. We also show that TM is open in MC (see Theorem 5.4 for details). Further-
more we show in Corollary 6.4 that WM (h) is open in M , which also follows from (1.7) because
W+

M (h) is obviously open.
The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2 we introduce modular causal sym-

metric spaces and fix the standard assumptions on the symmetric Lie algebras and groups

1We write C◦ for the relative interior of the cone C in its span.

6



considered in this article. In particular, we assume throughout that g is reductive. Our
standard references for causal symmetric spaces are [HN93, KN96, HÓ97, Ó91]. The last two
references only deal with semisimple symmetric spaces, whereas the first two treat general ones.

In Section 3 we then turn to the fine structure of causal symmetric Lie algebras, which
is encoded in the structure of restricted roots. A key feature is that the set of roots decom-
poses nicely into the so-called compact and non-compact roots and the positive systems in the
non-compact roots determine minimal and maximal Ad(H)-invariant cones Cmin

q ⊆ Cmax
q in q.

This information goes back to [ÓØ91] but was systematized in [Ó91] and developed further in
[HÓ97, KN96, HN93]. As a key technical tool we use in Section 3.3 maximal τ -invariant sets of
strongly orthogonal roots. In Subsection 3.4 we introduce the important method of embedding
ncc symmetric spaces into spaces of complex type, which are of the form GC/G

c, where Gc is
the integral subgroup of GC with Lie algebra gc = gτ ⊕ ig−τ (cf. Lemma 3.1).

In Section 4 we first introduce a special class of Euler elements hc, the causal Euler elements
for (g, τ, C), which are those contained in C◦ ∩ qp. The associated causal Riemannian element
is xr := π

2
hc ∈ Cπ ∩ a. It plays an important role in connecting the tube domain TM of

the causal symmetric space M with the crown domain of the Riemannian symmetric space
Mr := G/K ([AG90, GK02, KS05]). Both domains have, up to coverings, natural realizations
in the complex symmetric space GC/KC

∼= GC/HC. Concretely, we show in Theorem 5.4 that,
for m := ExpeH(ixr) ∈ TM , the orbit G.m is isomorphic to Mr and that we thus obtain an
identification of the tube domain TM with the crown domain

TMr = G.Expm(iΩp), where Ωp =
{
x ∈ p : ρ(adx) <

π

2

}
.

This result, proved in Section 5, is prepared in several steps. In Subsection 4.2, we first show
that the polar decomposition of the crown domain TMr of the Riemannian symmetric spaceMr

is a diffeomorphism (see [AG90]). We also obtain a new characterization of real crown domains
as a submanifold of the real tube domain TCq = h + C◦ ⊆ g of the cone C (Theorem 4.10):
For a causal Euler element hc ∈ C ∩ qp, the connected component of hc in the intersection
Ohc ∩ TCq is the domain

TMH
= Ad(H)eadΩqk hc, where Ωqk =

{
x ∈ qk : ρ(adx) <

π

2

}
.

Our main result is then proved in Section 6: Theorem 6.5 asserts that

WM (h) =WKMS
M (h) = κ−1

h ((TM )τh).

In Section 7 we eventually connect this identity to the positivity domain by showing that
its identity component W+

M (h)eH (whose boundary contains the base point eH) coincides with
these three domains. We do not address other connected components of W+

M (h) in this article.
However, we show in Proposition 7.7 that it is connected for Cayley type spaces of the form
G/Gτ , where G = Inn(g) and τ = τh. For G = Inn(g) (the centerfree case) and non-compactly
causal spaces, it is shown in [MNÓ22b, §7] that W+

M (h) is always connected. This contains
the present result on Cayley type spaces, but as the argument is very short and direct in this
case and provides a nice description of the wedge domains, we include this case in the present
paper.

We conclude this paper with a discussion of several open problems in Section 8. One im-
portant problem concerns the connectedness of the positivity domains introduced here. The
domains TM and WM (h) are connected by definition, but it is not at all clear if W+

M (h) and
WKMS

M (h) are connected or not. Theorem 6.5 shows that, under the conditions assumed in this
article, WKMS

M (h) is connected. On the other hand, if g is simple, for W+
M (h) to be connected,

it is necessary that Z(G) = {e}, i.e., G ∼= Inn(g) and that H = {g ∈ Gτ : Ad(g)C = C} is the
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maximal subgroup of Gτ preserving the cone C (Subsection 8.1), but it is not clear if this is
sufficient in all cases.

We also add several appendices. The first presents a table with the classification of ir-
reducible modular non-compactly causal symmetric spaces in a way most suitable for our
approach. Appendix B contains some calculations in sl2(R). Appendix C contains some finer
results on polar maps in symmetric spaces and their singularities and Appendix D discusses
quadrics as symmetric spaces and in particular de Sitter space dSd in some detail. For d = 2,
this example is used in some proofs to deal with the case g = sl2(R) ∼= so1,2(R).

Notation: In this article we will use the following notation:

• A pair (g, τ ) of a Lie algebra g and an involutive automorphism τ is called a symmetric
Lie algebra. For a symmetric Lie algebra we set

h = g
τ = {x ∈ g : τ (x) = x} and q = g

−τ = {x ∈ g : τ (x) = −x}.

• If (g, τ ) is a symmetric Lie algebra with g = h⊕q, then the c-dual is (gc, τ c) with gc = h+iq
and τ c(x+ iy) = x− iy for x ∈ g, y ∈ q; see Section 3.4 for more details.

• The complex case refers to the situation where g ∼= hC and τ is complex conjugation. The
group case is the c-dual case g = h× h with the flip involution τ (x, y) = (y, x).

• An element x of a Lie algebra g is called hyperbolic if ad x is diagonalizable (over R) and
elliptic if ad x is semisimple with purely imaginary spectrum, i.e., if eR ad x is a compact
subgroup of Aut(g).

• For a linear map A ∈ End(V ), dimV <∞, we write

ρi(A) := sup{| Imλ| : λ ∈ Spec(A)} and ρ(A) := sup{|λ| : λ ∈ Spec(A)}

for the imaginary spectral radius and the spectral radius of A.

• For x ∈ g, we consider the automorphisms σx := e−2 ad x and ζx := e− ad x of g. We
write σG

x and ζGx for the corresponding automorphisms of G defined by conjugation with
exp(−2x) and exp(−x), respectively.

• For an Euler element h ∈ g, i.e., adh is diagonalizable with eigenvalues −1, 0, 1, we write

τh := e−πi ad h = eπi ad h and κh := e−
πi
2

ad h. We write E(g) for the set of Euler elements
in g.

• We typically denote automorphism of G, its Lie algebra, and the induced automorphisms
of homogeneous spaces of G by the same letter.

• If q is a subspace of g then z(q) = {x ∈ q : [x, q] = 0}. Note that z(q) is contained in the
center of the Lie algebra generated by q.

• If x ∈ g is diagonalizable over R and λ ∈ R, then gλ(x) = {y ∈ g : [h, x] = λx}. For a
symmetric Lie group (G, τ ), we consider the action of G on itself by

g.h := ghτ (g)−1 = ghg♯. (1.8)

To an open subgroup H ⊆ Gτ , we associate the symmetric spaceM = G/H . Note that H
contains the identity component Gτ

e := (Gτ )e. We sometimes also call the triple (G, τ,H)
a symmetric Lie group because this triple specifies the symmetric space M . Then the
map Q : M = G/H → G,Q(gH) := gτ (g)−1 = gg♯ is called the quadratic representation
of M . It is a G-equivariant covering of the submanifold G−τ

e , the identity component of

G−τ := {g ∈ G : τ (g) = g−1}

(see the appendix in [NÓ21]).
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• The tangent bundle T (M) of M is identified with G×H q and the canonical action of G
on TM is denoted by G× T (M) → T (M), (g, v) 7→ g.v.

• For a convex cone C in a finite-dimensional vector space, we write C◦ := intC−C(C) for
the relative interior of C in its span.

2 Causal symmetric spaces

In this section we introduce modular causal symmetric spaces and fix the standard assumptions
that we will make on the symmetric Lie algebras and groups considered in this article. One
of the standard assumptions is that the Lie algebra g is reductive. Our standard references
for causal symmetric spaces are [HN93, KN96, HÓ97, Ó91]. The last two references only deal
with semisimple symmetric spaces, whereas the first two treat general spaces.

2.1 Modular causal symmetric Lie algebras

Let g be a Lie algebra and τ : g → g an involution, i.e., (g, τ ) is a symmetric Lie algebra. We
write

h := g
τ = {x ∈ g : τ (x) = x} and q := g

−τ = {x ∈ g : τ (x) = −x}.
The Cartan dual symmetric Lie algebra is (gc, τ c) with

g
c = h+ iq and τ c(x+ iy) = x− iy for x ∈ h, y ∈ q.

We have gc = gτC, where τ is the conjugate-linear extension of τ to gC; in particular gc also is
a real form of gC.

Definition 2.1. A causal symmetric Lie algebra is a triple (g, τ, C), where (g, τ ) is a symmetric
Lie algebra and C ⊂ q is a pointed generating closed convex cone invariant under the group
Inng(h). We say that the causal symmetric Lie algebra is

(cc) compactly causal, or simply cc, if the cone C is elliptic, i.e., its interior consists of elliptic
elements.

(ncc) non-compactly causal, or simply ncc, if the cone C is hyperbolic, i.e., its interior consists
of hyperbolic elements.

(ct) of Cayley type if there exists an Euler element h such that τ = τh.

Remark 2.2. Since ad x = ad(x + z) for x ∈ g and z ∈ z(g), a cone C in a reductive Lie
algebra is hyperbolic or elliptic if and only if its projection C′ = p[g,g](C) to the semisimple
commutator algebra [g, g] along the center z(g) has this property.

Examples 2.3. (Reducible Lorentzian causal symmetric Lie algebras and non-adapted cones)
(a) If (s, θ) is a semisimple Lie algebra and θ a Cartan involution, then

g := R⊕ s with τ := (− idR)⊕ θ

is a non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra with the cone

C := {(t, x) ∈ q = R⊕ s
−θ : 0 ≤ t, κ(x, x) ≤ t2},

where κ is the Cartan–Killing form of s (which is positive definite on s−θ).
(b) The dual situation arises for a compact symmetric Lie algebra (s, σ), g = R ⊕ s and
τ = (− idR)⊕ σ. Then we obtain a compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra by

C := {(t, x) ∈ q = R⊕ s
−σ : 0 ≤ t,−κ(x, x) ≤ t2},

where κ is the negative definite Cartan–Killing form of s.
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Motivated by the preceding examples, we shall use the following concept of a Cartan invo-
lution on reductive Lie algebras:

Definition 2.4. (Cartan involutions) We call an involutive automorphism θ of a reductive Lie
algebra g a Cartan involution if z(g) ⊆ g−θ and the restriction to the commutator algebra is
a Cartan involution. For k = gθ and p = g−θ, this is equivalent to the requirement that all
elements in k are elliptic, all elements in p are hyperbolic and k ⊆ [g, g].

Note that θ is a Cartan involution if (g, θ) is an effective Riemannian symmetric Lie algebra
of non-compact type.

Remark 2.5. If (g, τh, C) is of Cayley type, then z(g) ⊂ h = ker(adh) and hence τh|z(g) = idz(g).
For any open subgroup H ⊆ Gτ , the central subgroup Z(G) ∩ H acts trivially on G/H so
that one can reduce many question to the semisimple case. However, the non-semisimple
Examples 2.3, 2.11 and 2.24 show that the cones are typically not adapted to the splitting into
center and commutator algebra. Later we shall assume that z(g) ⊆ q, which for Cayley type
Lie algebras implies semisimplicity.

If (g, τ ) is irreducible, then [Ó91, Thm. 5.6] implies that (g, τ, C) is of Cayley type if and
only if the space q is not irreducible for the adjoint action of h. The h-eigenspace decomposition
q = q+1(h)⊕ q−1(h) further has the property that q+1(h) and q−1(h) are isomorphic as vector
spaces, but not as h-modules because h acts with different eigenvalues (cf. the proof of [Ó91,
Thm. 5.6]).

We now introduce the main structure of this paper on the infinitesimal level. To (g, τ, C)
we add an Euler element h satisfying certain compatibility conditions.

Definition 2.6. A modular causal symmetric Lie algebras is a quadruple (g, τ, C, h), where
(g, τ, C) is a causal symmetric Lie algebra and h ∈ gτ is an Euler element satisfying τh(C) =
−C. It is called compactly causal, respectively non-compactly causal if (g, τ, C) is compactly
causal, respectively, non-compactly causal. A modular causal symmetric Lie algebras is said to
be of Cayley type if τ = τh.

Example 2.7. (Cayley type spaces) Let G = SL2(R), g = sl2(R), and τ = τh with h =
diag(1/2,−1/2), so that (g, τ ) is of Cayley type. Thus

τ

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
a −b
−c d

)
and h = Rh and q =

{(
0 x
y 0

)
: x, y ∈ R

}
. (2.1)

The cone

Ch =

{(
0 x
y 0

)
: x, y ≥ 0

}

is hyperbolic and (g, τ, Ch) is non-compactly causal. In fact, every element in C◦
h is Inng(h)-

conjugate to a multiple of h which is hyperbolic. On the other hand, every element in the
interior of

Ce =

{(
0 x
−y 0

)
: x, y ≥ 0

}

is Inng(h)-conjugate to an element of so2(R), hence elliptic. Therefore (g, τ, Ce) is compactly
causal. Both (g, τ, Ch, h) and (g, τ, Ce, h) are modular causal symmetric Lie algebras.

Example 2.8. In the definition of a modular ncc symmetric Lie algebra (g, τ, C, h), we require
that −τh(C) = C. We now show that there are examples where −τh(C) 6= C. Note that
C′ := −τh(C) ⊆ q is a pointed generating closed cone in q invariant under Inng(h) (note that
τh preserves h). If θ(h) = −h, which we may assume after conjugating with Inng(h), then
τ = θτhc for a causal Euler element hc ∈ C◦ ([MNÓ22a, Thm. 4.5]) implies τhch = −h, and
thus [MN21, Thm. 3.13] yields that τh(hc) = −hc. This shows that

hc ∈ C ∩ C′.
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As hc ∈ C◦, it follows that C ∩ C′ is pointed generating and −τh-invariant. It follows in
particular that −τh(Cmax

q ) = Cmax
q and −τh(Cmin

q ) = Cmin
q .

To see an example, where −τh(C) 6= C, we consider the following Lie algebra of complex
type:

g = sl2r(C) ⊇ h = sur,r(C), q = ih, h =
1

2

(
0 1

1 0

)

and the causal Euler element

hc =
1

2

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.

Then

qp = ihk =
{(

a 0
0 d

)
: a∗ = a, d∗ = d, tr(a)+ tr(d) = 0

}
and τh

(
a b

−b∗ d

)
=

(
d −b∗
b a

)
.

We may choose a ⊆ qp as the subspace of diagonal matrices. Then W ∼= S2r ⊇ Wk
∼= Sr × Sr

(cf. Remark 3.4) act by permutation of diagonal entries. Further

Σ1 = {εj − εk : j ≤ r < k} and Σ0 = {εj − εk : j, k ≤ r or r < j, k}.

Here

Cmin
a = {diag(x, y) ∈ a : x ≥ 0, y ≤ 0} ⊆ Cmax

a = {diag(x, y) ∈ a : min(x) ≥ max(y)}

(see (3.2) below).
For r = 2, we consider the element

z := diag(2, 2, 1,−5) ∈ Cmax
a \ Cmin

a with − τh(z) = diag(−1, 5,−2,−2).

The cone Ca ⊆ a generated by Cmin
a and Wkz (cf. Remark 3.4) consists of elements x =

diag(x1, . . . , x4) with x1, x2 ≥ 0, hence does not contain −τh(z). As Ca extends to an Inng(h)-
invariant pointed generating invariant cone Cq ⊆ q (cf. Theorem 3.7 below), this cone is not
invariant under −τh.

2.2 Global assumptions on the groups

Throughout this paper G denotes a connected reductive Lie group. We shall use the following
assumptions which mainly concern the center of G:

(GP) G has a polar decomposition, i.e., there exists an involutive automorphism θ of G, such
that the subgroup K := Gθ is connected, and for p := g−θ, the polar map

K × p → G, (k, x) 7→ k expx

is a diffeomorphism.

(Eff) The action of G on G/K is effective, i.e., K contains no non-trivial normal subgroup of G.

Remark 2.9. (a) If g is semisimple, then (GP) holds for any Cartan involution θ, and Z(G) ⊆
K ([HN12, Thm. 14.2.8]). Therefore (Eff) is equivalent to Z(G) = {e}, which is equivalent to
G ∼= Aut(g)e = Inn(g).
(b) (GP) is also satisfied if G is simply connected. Then we extend a Cartan involution θ from
the commutator algebra [g, g] to a Cartan involution θ of g (Definition 2.4). As the simple
connectedness implies G ∼= [G,G] × Z(G)e ∼= [G,G] × z(g), property (GP) follows from the
semisimple case.

Definition 2.10. For a reductive symmetric Lie group (G, θ) satisfying (GP), we call

Mr := G/K

the associated Riemannian symmetric space (of noncompact type).
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Example 2.11. (Riemannian symmetric spaces which are also causal) Let K ∈ {R,C,H}. We
consider the connected reductive Lie group

G := GLn(K)e/Γ, Γ := Un(K)e ∩ Z(GLn(K)) =





{±1} for K = R, n even

{1} for K = R, n odd

T1 for K = C

{±1} for K = H

Then θ(g) := (g∗)−1 induces an involutive automorphism of G with

K = Gθ = Un(K)e/Γ

and
Mr := G/K ∼= GLn(K)/Un(K) = {g∗g : g ∈ GLn(K)}

is the open cone Hermn(K)+ of positive definite hermitian matrices. Here (GP) follows imme-
diately from the polar decomposition of GLn(K). As Γ is the largest proper normal subgroup
of GLn(K)e contained in Un(K)e, the action of G on Mr is effective.

The space G/K is Riemannian, but p ∼= Hermn(K) contains the pointed generating invariant
cone Hermn(K)+ which is invariant under Ad(K). Therefore (g, θ, C) is also non-compactly
causal.

The following lemma collects the implications of our assumptions.

Lemma 2.12. If (GP) and (Eff) are satisfied, then the following assertions hold:

(a) θ is a Cartan involution on g.

(b) Write [G,G] for the commutator group of G. Then the multiplication map
[G,G]× Z(G)e → G is an isomorphism of Lie groups.

(c) K = Gθ ⊆ [G,G].

(d) The universal complexification ηG : G→ GC is injective and GC
∼= [G,G]C × z(g)C.

(e) G ∼= Inng([g, g])× z(g).

(f) Z(G) is a connected vector group.

Condition (d) implies in particular that the global type of G is determined by (GP) and
(Eff) and that the involutions τ , θ and τh on g all integrate to the group G.

Proof. (a) z(g)θ = {0} follows from the fact that exp(z(g)θ) is a normal subgroup contained
in K.

To see that θ restricts to a Cartan involution on g, suppose that this is not the case. Then
there exists a Cartan involution θ̃ commuting with θ. Accordingly p1 := [g, g]−θ decomposes

under θ̃ into eigenspaces p±θ̃
1 . As the exponential function is supposed to be regular on p, this

subspace contains no elliptic elements, and thus pθ̃1 = {0}. Therefore θ̃ coincides with θ on the
ideal p1 + [p1, p1] of g. As k1 := k ∩ [g, g] is reductive and contains no non-zero ideal, we must

have k1 = [p1, p1]. This shows that θ̃ = θ|[g,g] is a Cartan involution.
(b) follows from (a) and the polar decomposition.
(c) The polar decomposition (GP) and θ(k expx) = k exp(−x) for k ∈ K and x ∈ p imply that
Gθ = K. As G is connected, (GP) further shows that K is connected. The remaining assertion
now follows from z(g)θ = {0}, which is (a).
(d) The first assertion follows from (b) and Z(G)e ∼= (z(g),+). For the second, we first observe
that ker ηG = ker η[G,G] is a discrete normal subgroup of G, hence central. It is contained
in [G,G] because the inclusion z(g) →֒ z(g)C is injective. As k = gθ is maximal compactly
embedded in [g, g] by (a), we have Z([G,G]) ⊆ K ([HN12, Thm. 14.2.8]), so that (Eff) implies
that Z([G,G]) is trivial and thus ηG is injective.
(e) We have already seen in (d) that Z([G,G]) is trivial. Therefore Ad: [G,G] → Inng([g, g]) is
injective, and this proves (e).
(f) As the center of Inng([g, g) ∼= Inn([g, g]) is trivial, this follows from (e).
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2.3 Irreducible spaces

In this section we recall that, for an irreducible causal symmetric Lie algebras (g, τ ), either

• g is simple non-complex,

• isomorphic to (h⊕ h, τflip), h simple non-complex, or to

• (hC, τconj), where h is simple non-complex

([HÓ97, Rem. 3.1.9]). The latter two types are represented on the global level by the symmetric
spaces (H × H)/∆H , where ∆H = {(h, h) : h ∈ H}, and by HC/H . For general information
about irreducible causal symmetric spaces see [HÓ97].

Proposition 2.13. For an irreducible ncc symmetric spaces (g, τ, C), the Lie algebra g is
simple and we have the following possibilities:

(C) (Complex type) If g is a complex Lie algebra and τ is antilinear, then g ∼= hC, where h is
simple hermitian and iC is a pointed generating invariant cone in h. An Euler element
h ∈ h exists if and only if h is of tube type.

(S) (Simple type) If g is a real simple Lie algebra which is not complex, then q contains an
Euler element hc and there exists a Cartan involution θ with τ = θτhc . An Euler element
h ∈ h exists if and only if gc is of tube type.

Proof. To see that g is simple, suppose that this is not the case. Then (g, τ ) is isomorphic to
(h⊕ h, τflip) and C ⊆ q ∼= h corresponds to an invariant cone in the Lie algebra h, hence must
be elliptic, contradicting the assumption that (g, τ ) is ncc.
(C) If (g, τ ) ∼= (hC, τconj) is of complex type, where h is a simple real Lie algebra, then C ⊆ q ∼= ih
corresponds to an invariant cone in h and thus h is simple hermitian. We recall that h contains
an Euler element if and only if it is of tube type (cf. [MN21, Prop. 3.11(b)]).
(S) The existence of an Euler element hc ∈ q and a Cartan involution with τ = θτhc and
θ(h) = −h follows from [MNÓ22a, Thm. 4.4]. The existence of an Euler element in h is
equivalent to the existence of an Euler elements in hermitian Lie algebra gc which is contained
in h, and by [NÓ21, Prop. 2.7] this is equivalent to gc being of tube type.

Proposition 2.14. Suppose that (g, τ, C) is a reductive ncc symmetric Lie algebra. Assume
furthermore that h contains no non-zero ideal and that θ is a Cartan involution commuting
with τ . Then the symmetric Lie algebra (g, τ ) decomposes as

(g, τ ) ∼= (g0, τ0)⊕
N⊕

j=1

(gj , τj),

where τ0 is a Cartan involution and each simple symmetric Lie algebra (gj , τj), j ≥ 1, is
irreducible ncc, hence in particular of complex or simple type.

Proof. As g is reductive, it decomposes into τ -invariant ideals. Let g0 be a maximal τ -stable
ideal in g such that τ |g0 is a Cartan involution. Then

g = g0 ⊕
N⊕

j=1

gj

where each gj is a non-compact ideal, so that (gj , τ ) is irreducible, i.e., gj does not contain any
non-trivial τ -invariant ideals, and τ |gj is not Cartan. As h contains no non-trivial ideal, the
center z(g) is contained in q, hence in g0.

For k > 0, let pk : g → gk be the projection with kernel
⊕

j 6=k gj and recall from Proposi-

tion 2.13 that gk is simple. As C is generating, Ck := pk(C) 6= {0}. Let Hk = 〈exp hj〉 ⊆ Gj

be the integral subgroup with Lie algebra hj . Then Ck and Wk = Ck ∩ −Ck are Ad(Hk)
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invariant. The Jacobi identity then implies that [Wk,Wk] ⊕Wk is a τ invariant ideal in gk
and hence equals either gk or {0}. As C is hyperbolic, the first case can only occur if τ |gk
is a Cartan involution, contradicting our assumption on gk. Hence Ck is an Ad(Hj)-invariant
pointed generating hyperbolic cone and it follows that (gk, τk) is ncc, hence in particular simple
by Proposition 2.13.

2.4 Compatible Cartan involutions

In this section g is always assumed to be reductive and h will always stands for an Euler element
in g. We introduce the notion of a compatible Cartan involution and prove that a compatible
involution always exists. We start with some simple observations about invariant cones in q

and compatible Cartan involutions.

Definition 2.15. For a reductive Lie algebra g, a Cartan involution θ of g is said to be
compatible with (g, τ, C, h) if

θτ = τθ and θ(h) = −h.

We then put

k = g
θ, p = g

−θ, hk := h ∩ k, hp := h ∩ p, qk := q ∩ k, qp := q ∩ p. (2.2)

Lemma 2.16. Suppose that (g, τ, C, h) is a reductive modular non-compactly causal symmetric
Lie algebra. Then compatible Cartan involutions for (g, τ, C, h) exist.

Proof. Applying [KN96, Prop. I.5(iii)] to the semisimple commutator algebra and extending
by − idz(g), we obtain a Cartan involution θ of g commuting with τ . Then h ∈ h is a hyperbolic
element of g, hence conjugate under Inng(h) to an element of hp = h−θ (apply [KN96, Cor. II.9]
to (h⊕h, τflip)). Conjugating θ accordingly, we thus obtain a compatible Cartan involution.

From now on θ always denotes a compatible Cartan involution. We will need the following
Extension and Restriction Theorems ([KN96, Thm. X.7], [HÓ97, Thm. 4.5.8]):

Theorem 2.17. (Cone Extension Theorem) Suppose that h contains no non-zero ideals of g.
Then every Inng(h)-invariant closed convex pointed generating elliptic invariant cone C ⊆ q

can be extended to an Ad(G)-invariant, −τ -invariant pointed generating closed convex cone
Cg ⊆ g. It satisfies

pq(Cg) = Cg ∩ q = C.

For the non-compactly causal spaces, we obtain by duality:

Corollary 2.18. Let (g, τ, C) be a reductive non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra for
which h contains no non-zero ideals of g. Then there exists a closed convex pointed generating
cone Cgc ⊆ gc, invariant under −τ c and Inng(g

c), such that

piq(Cgc) = Cgc ∩ iq = iC.

In this section we put HK := Inng(hk). As this group is compact, averaging with the Haar
measure on HK leads for every x ∈ C◦ to an Ad(HK)-fixed point

x0 =

∫

HK

Ad(k)x dµ(k) ∈ C◦ ∩ q
HK

(see [HÓ97, Lem 1.3.5] and the proof of Lemma 2.1.15 in [HÓ97]).
The following lemma recalls crucial structural information concerning properties of elements

in C◦ ∩ qHK .

Lemma 2.19. Let (g, τ, C) be a reductive causal symmetric Lie algebra and x0 ∈ C◦ ∩ qHK be
an Ad(HK)-fixed point. Then the following assertions hold:
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(i) If x0 is hyperbolic, then x0 ∈ qp and x0 ∈ z(hk + qp).

(ii) If x0 is elliptic, then x0 ∈ z(k) ∩ q.

Proof. The group H := Inng(h) is the identity component of the group Aut([g, g])τ , hence
closed. It has the polar decomposition H = HKe

ad hp . ([HN12, Prop. 13.1.5]). The non-
compact ideals of h all come from irreducible ncc symmetric Lie subalgebras of (g, τ ), hence
are contained in [q, q]. Therefore the representation Adq of H on q is faithful and its image in
GL(q) is closed with maximal compact subgroup Adq(HK).
(i) The compactness of the stabilizer of x0 in Adq(H) ([Ne00, Prop. V.5.11]) implies that
Hx0 = HK . As x0 ∈ C◦ is hyperbolic, there exists g ∈ Inng(h) such that x := g.x0 ∈ qp
([KN96, Cor. II.9]). Then θ(x) = −x implies that the stabilizer Hx of x in H is θ-invariant. So
g1 = h1e

ad z ∈ Hx with h1 ∈ HK and z ∈ hp implies θ(g1)g1 = e2 ad z ∈ Hx. The compactness
of Hx = gHx0g−1 = gHKg

−1 now entails z = 0. Hence Hx ⊆ HK and thus Hx = HK as Hx

is maximally compact. We conclude that gHKg
−1 = HK which further implies g ∈ HK , the

stabilizer group of the base point in the Riemannian symmetric space H/HK . This shows that
x = x0 ∈ qp.

Further [x0, hk + qp] = {0} follows from [HÓ97, Lem. 1.3.5]. For the sake of completeness,
we recall the simple argument: Let κ denote the Cartan–Killing form, which is definite on hk
and qp. Then

κ([x0, qp], hk) = −κ(qp, [x0, hk]) = {0} and [x0, qp] ⊆ hk

implies that [x0, qp] = {0}.
(ii) If x0 ∈ q is elliptic, then ix0 ∈ iq ⊂ gc = h⊕ iq is hyperbolic. By (i) we have ix0 ∈ qcp = iqk,
so that x0 ∈ qk. Moreover, ix0 is central in hk + qcp = hk + iqk, and therefore x0 ∈ z(k) =
z(hk + qk).

We refer to Theorem 3.7 for further discussion related to the following theorem.

Theorem 2.20. (Cone Restriction Theorem) Assume that (g, τ, C) is a reductive causal sym-
metric Lie algebra and that θ is a Cartan involution as in Lemma 2.19 with θ(x0) = ∓x0

depending on x0 being hyperbolic or elliptic.

(i) If C is hyperbolic and a ⊂ qp is maximal abelian, then C◦ = Inng(h)(C
◦∩a) and θC = −C.

(ii) If −θC = C and (g, τ ) is irreducible, then C is hyperbolic.

(iii) If C is elliptic and t ⊂ qk is maximal abelian, then C◦ = Inng(h)(C
◦ ∩ t) and θC = C.

(iv) If θC = C and (g, τ ) is irreducible, then C is elliptic.

Proof. (i) The first part of (i) is [HÓ97, Thm. 4.4.11]. As θ|a = − ida and θ(h) = h, it follows
that θ(C◦) = Inng(h)(θ(C

◦ ∩ a)) = − Inng(h)(C
◦ ∩ a) = −C◦, and by taking closures we get

θ(C) = −C.
(ii) Assume that −θC = C. Then C◦ ∩ qhk is invariant under −θ. Replacing x0 by y0 :=
1
2
(x0 − θx0) ∈ C◦ ∩ p, we may therefore assume that x0 ∈ qp. The Inng(h)-invariant closed

convex cone Cm generated by the orbit Inng(h)x0 is contained in C. As (g, τ ) is irreducible,
Cm is the minimal Inng(h)-invariant cone Cmin(x0) in q containing x0 ([HÓ97, Prop. 3.1.3],
[MNÓ22a, §3.5.2]) and it follows that

Cmin ⊂ Cm ⊆ C ⊂ C⋆
min = Cmax.

This implies that C is hyperbolic because Cmax is hyperbolic by [KN96, Thms. VI.6, IX.9].
(iii) and (iv) follow from (i) and (ii) by replacing g by gc = h⊕ iq and C by iC,

The following remark clarifies the necessity of the irreducibility in the preceding theorem.
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Remark 2.21. The irreducibility assumption in Theorem 2.20(ii),(iv) is needed. In fact,
consider a direct sum

(g, τ ) = (g1, τ1)⊕ (g2, τ2),

where (g1, τ1) is non-compactly causal and g2 is a compact Lie algebra. So θ = θ1 ⊕ idg2 and

q = q1,p ⊕ q1,k ⊕ q2︸ ︷︷ ︸
qk

.

Let C1 ⊆ q1 be a pointed generating hyperbolic cone which is invariant under Inng(h1) and
−θ1. Then there exists a closed convex subset D ⊆ C◦

1 with interior points invariant under
Inng(h1) and −θ1.2 Let B ⊆ q2 be a symmetric convex 0-neighborhood invariant under the
compact group Inng(h2). Then

C := R+(D +B) ⊆ q

is a pointed generating Inng(h)-invariant cone butC is not hyperbolic because the q2-components
of elements in q are elliptic. We refer to [MNÓ22a, Lemma B.2] for a more general result of
this type.

By duality, the irreducibility assumption in (iv) is also needed.

We now turn to the structural implications of the existence of an Euler element. Suppose
that C ⊆ q is a closed convex Inng(h)-invariant cone also invariant under −τh. Since adh
preserves q, the space q decomposes as

q = q−1(h)⊕ q0(h)⊕ q+1(h).

Note that ττh = τhτ so that τ ct := τhτ is an involution and

g
τct

= h
τh ⊕ q

−τh , g
−τct

= h
−τh ⊕ q

τh and q
−τh = q+1(h)⊕ q−1(h). (2.3)

Proposition 2.22. Let H := Inng(h). Then the cones

C± := (±C) ∩ q±1(h) and Cct := C+ − C−

are pointed, generating and invariant under the centralizer subgroup Hh = ZH(h) in q±1(h)
and q−τh , respectively, and they can also be obtained as projections:

pq±1(h)(C) = ±C± and pq−τh (C) = C−τh = C+ − C−. (2.4)

Furthermore the following holds:

(i) (gct, τ |gct , Cct, h) is a modular causal symmetric Lie algebra of Cayley type.

(ii) If −θC = C, then θC+ = C−.

(iii) If C is elliptic and θC = C, then θC+ = −C− and C+ + C− is elliptic.

Proof. Clearly, C± are closed convex cones and C± ⊆ pq−τh (C). Let p± : q → q±1(h) denote the
projections. Clearly C± ⊆ p±(±C). To show equality, let x ∈ C and write x = x++x0+x− ∈ C
with x± ∈ q±1(h) and x0 ∈ q0(h). Then, as e

R ad hC ⊆ C,

lim
t→∞

e−teadhx = x+ ∈ C ∩ q1(h) and lim
t→−∞

etead hx = x− ∈ C ∩ q−1(h).

It follows that p±(±C) = C± and hence pq−τh (C) = C−τh = C+ − C−.
Since C is generating, the cones C± are generating in q±1(h) and C+ −C− is generating in

q−τh . Further, the invariance of C under H = Inng(h) and the fact that Hh commutes with

2As in the proof of Lemma 4.8 below, this follows from the Inng(h1)-invariance of the characteristic function of
C1 by taking D = ϕ−1([1,∞)).
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ad h, hence leaves q±1(h) invariant, show that the cones C± are invariant under −τh and Hh.
The relation τ (h) = h entails h ∈ hτh and, by definition, τ |gct = τh|gct .
(i) The preceding discussion implies in particular that (gct, τ, C+ − C−, h) is of Cayley type.
(ii) As θ(h) = −h it follows that θq±1(h) = q∓1(h). Hence, if −θC = C then θC ∩ q±1(h) =
−C ∩ q∓1(h). Thus θC+ = C−.
(iii) As above, θ(C) = C implies θ(C+) = −C−. Let x± ∈ q±1(h). Then

e
πi
2

ad hx± = e±
πi
2 x± = ±ix± implies κh(x+ − x−) = i(x+ + x−). (2.5)

We conclude that −iκ(C+ −C−) = C+ +C−. Since C+−C− ⊆ C is hyperbolic, it follows that
C+ + C− is elliptic.

As some of the relevant structure of (g, τ, C, h) is represented by the Cayley type subalgebra
generated by Cct, some arguments concerning wedge domains reduce to the case of Cayley type
spaces.

Corollary 2.23. If (g, τh, C) is of Cayley type, then

C = C+ − C−, (2.6)

and the following assertions hold:

(i) The automorphism κh = e
πi
2

ad h of gC satisfies −iκh(C) = C+ + C−.

(ii) The cone C is hyperbolic if and only if Cc := C+ +C− is elliptic,

Proof. First we observe that (2.6) follows from (2.4) in Proposition 2.22 because q0(h) = {0}.
(i) follows from (2.5).
(ii) Let x = x+ − x− ∈ C◦. Then (i) implies that x is hyperbolic if and only if x+ + x− is
elliptic.

Example 2.24. (A non-Cayley type space which is cc and ncc) We consider the reductive
Lie algebra g = gl2(R) and the Euler element h = diag(1/2,−1/2). We define the involution
τ on g by extending τh = eπi ad h on sl2(R) by τ (1) = −1, so that q = g−τ is 3-dimensional.
Concretely, we have

τ

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
−d −b
−c −a

)
, h = Rh and q =

{(
z x
y z

)
: x, y, z ∈ R

}
. (2.7)

All three eigenspaces q−1(h), q1(h) and q0(h) = R1 are non-zero. Let

e0 := 1, e1 :=

(
0 1
0 0

)
and e−1 :=

(
0 0
1 0

)

be corresponding eigenvectors. Then the hyperbolic element hc = 1
2
(e1 + e−1) generates the

cone
C+ − C− ⊆ q1(h) + q−1(h) with C± = ±R+e±1.

The involution −τh acts on q by the hyperplane reflection

−τh(e±1) = e±1, −τh(e0) = −e0.

It is now easy to describe all pointed generating closed convex cones C ⊆ q which are invari-
ant under −τh and Inng(h) = eR adh. According to [NÓØ21, Ex. 3.1(c)], all these cones are
Lorentzian of the form

Cm = {x0e0 + x1e1 + x−1e−1 : x1x−1 −mx2
0 ≥ 0, x±1 ≥ 0} for some m > 0.

We conclude that the symmetric spacesM := GL2(R)/H for H = exp(Rh) is 3-dimensional
Lorentzian but not of Cayley type. However, replacing C− by −C−, we obtain not only non-
compactly causal structures but also compactly causal ones.
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Example 2.25. (A modular non-Cayley type space) We consider the Lie algebra g = sln(R)
with the Cartan involution θ(x) = −x⊤ and write n = p+ q with p, q > 0. Then

hp :=
1

n

(
q1p 0
0 −p1q

)
(2.8)

is an Euler element and τ := τhθ leads to a non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra
(g, τ, C), where

h = sop,q(R) and q =
{(

a b

−b⊤ d

)
: a⊤ = a, d⊤ = d, tr(a) + tr(d) = 0

}

Now let h ∈ h = sop,q(R) be an Euler element of g. Then h has two eigenspaces because
it is conjugate to an element of the form (2.8) for a possibly different partition of n = r + s.
These eigenspaces must be isotropic and in duality, hence of the same dimension. This is only
possible if p = q and if h is conjugate to hp. We conclude that h contains an Euler element if
and only if p = q, so that n must be even. In this case

h :=
1

2

(
0 1

1 0

)
∈ sop,p(R)

is an Euler element which is not central in sop,p(R) for p > 1. We have

q±1(h) =
{(

a ∓a
±a −a

)
: a ∈ Symp(R)

}
∼= Symp(R), q0(h) =

{(
0 b
b 0

)
: b ∈ glp(R)

}
.

It is easy to see that the Lie algebra gct generated by q±1(h) is isomorphic to sp2p(R) (see
Example 2.26).

Example 2.26. (An example with many modular structures) We consider the Cayley type
symmetric Lie algebra g = sp2n(R) with h = gln(R) and

h =
1

2

(
1n 0
0 −1n

)
.

Then h contains several Euler elements

hp :=
1

2




1p

−1q

−1p

1q


 , 1 ≤ p ≤ n, p+ q = n

and all these commute with h = hn. Although all Euler elements in g are conjugate under
Inn(g) (cf. [MN21, Thm. 3.10]), the Euler elements hp represent different Inn(h)-orbits of Euler
elements in h ∼= gln(R), as the dimensions of their eigenspaces are different. We have

q = g1(h)⊕ g−1(h) ∼= Symn(R)⊕ Symn(R),

and for p < n both summands split into hp-eigenspaces:

q1(hp) ∼= Symp(R)
⊕2, q−1(hp) ∼= Symq(R)

⊕2, q0(hp) ∼=Mp,q(R)
⊕2.

Lemma 2.27. Suppose that (g, τ, C, h) is a reductive modular non-compactly causal symmetric
Lie algebra. Then the subalgebra generated by q−τh = q+1(h)⊕ q−1(h) is a direct sum of simple
symmetric Lie algebras of Cayley type.
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Proof. The Jacobi identity implies that

[h, [q−τh , q−τh ]] = [h, [q+1(h), q−1(h)]] = {0}.

Therefore
g
ct = [q−τh , q−τh ] + (q+1(h) + q−1(h))

is a symmetric Lie subalgebra, generated by q−τh . With τ ct = τ |gct we obtain a semisimple
causal symmetric Lie algebra (gct, τ ct, C+ − C−) of Cayley type. Write

(gct, τ ct) =
N⊕

j=1

(gj , τj)

with each (gj , τj) irreducible. We have τ ct = τh′ where h′ is the projection of h onto gct. Write
h′ =

∑
j hj with hj ∈ gj . As ad h′ does act injectively on qct = q+1(h) + q−1(h) and gct is

generated by q+1(h) + q−1(h) it follows that there is no simple ideal with trivial intersection
with qct. It follows that hj 6= 0 for all j and τj = τhj

. Thus (gj , τj) is of Cayley type.

3 Root decomposition for non-compactly causal spaces

In this section we turn to the fine structure of causal symmetric Lie algebras, which is encoded in
the structure of restricted roots of a non-compactly causal reductive symmetric Lie algebra. It
turns out that the set of roots decomposes nicely into so-called compact and non-compact roots,
and positive systems of non-compact roots determine minimal and maximal Ad(H)-invariant
cones Cmin

q ⊆ Cmax
q in q. This information goes back to [ÓØ91] but was systematized in [Ó91]

and developed further in [HÓ97, KN96, HN93]. In view of Proposition 2.14, our discussion
includes also the root space decomposition of Riemannian and semisimple ncc symmetric spaces.
The semisimple case was first discussed in [Ó91] and the non-reductive case was studied in
[KN96]. As a key technical tool in the structure theory, we use in Section 3.3 maximal τ -
invariant sets of long strongly orthogonal roots. In Subsection 3.4 we introduce the important
method of embedding ncc symmetric spaces into spaces of complex type, which are of the form
GC/G.
Setting: Let (g, τ, C) be a reductive non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra with z(g) ⊆ q

and fix a Cartan involution θ commuting with τ , so that z(g) ⊆ qp.
For further references we state here also the following simple facts that are well known for

the semisimple case ([KN96, Cor. II.9], [Ó91, Lemma 1.2], and [HÓ97, Lemma 1.3.5]):

Lemma 3.1. Let (g, C, τ ) be a reductive non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra. Then
the following holds:

(a) (g, τ ) is quasihermitian, i.e., the center

z := z(qp) = {x ∈ qp : [x, qp] = {0}}

of qp satisfies zq(z) := {x ∈ q : [x, z] = {0}} = qp .

(b) If a ⊆ q is maximal abelian hyperbolic subspace,3 then any other maximal abelian hyper-
bolic subspace of q is conjugate to a under Inng(h). In particular, every Inng(h)-orbit in
C◦ intersects a, i.e., C◦ = Inng(h).(C

◦ ∩ a).

3A subspace is called hyperbolic if it consists of hyperbolic elements.
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3.1 Compact and non-compact roots

We now discuss the set of compact and non-compact roots and their impact on the structure of
ncc spaces.

Definition 3.2. We pick a maximal abelian subspace a ⊆ q consisting of hyperbolic elements
and write

g
α = {y ∈ g : (∀x ∈ a) [x, y] = α(x)y}

for the a-weight spaces in g (also called root spaces) and

∆ := ∆(g, a) := {α ∈ a
∗ \ {0} : gα 6= {0}}

for the corresponding set of restricted roots.

Definition 3.3. (a) A root α ∈ ∆(g, a) is called compact if gα ⊆ hk+qp = gτθ, and non-compact
otherwise. We write ∆k for the subset of compact roots and ∆p for the subset of non-compact
roots.
(b) The (compact) Weyl group Wk ⊆ GL(a) is the subgroup generated by the reflections

sα(x) := x− α(x)α∨, α ∈ ∆k,

where α∨ ∈ a is the corresponding coroot, i.e., α(α∨) = 2 and α∨ ∈ R[xα, θ(xα)] for some
xα ∈ gα.

Remark 3.4. (a) As (g, τ ) is non-compactly causal, qp contain an Euler element hc and we
may assume that hc ∈ a [MNÓ22a, Thm. 4.4]. Then either gα ⊂ gτh = zg(hc) = hk ⊕ qp or
gα ⊂ g−τhc = hp ⊕ qk ([KN96, Prop. V.9]). Furthermore, if a ⊂ qp is maximal abelian in qp
containing hc, then a is maximal abelian in q and p because gτhc ∩ q = gτhc ∩ p = qp.
(b) We note that ∆k = ∆(gτh , a) is the system of restricted roots of the Riemannian symmetric
Lie algebra (gτhc , θ). Thus facts about the restricted root systems of Riemannian symmetric
spaces apply in particular to ∆k.
(c) The Weyl group Wk is the Weyl group associated to the root system ∆k, so that
Wk∆k = ∆k. Let

∆±
p = {α ∈ ∆: α(hc) = ±1}.

Then we also have Wk∆
±
p = ∆±

p . Any positive system ∆+ with ∆+ ∩ ∆p = ∆+
p is p-adapted

in the sense that ∆+
p is Wk-invariant ([KN96, Prop. V.10]). A root α is compact if and only if

it vanishes on z(qp) ⊆ a ([KN96, Prop. V.9]).

The Weyl group orbits in a classify the Inng(h)-orbits of hyperbolic elements in q:

Lemma 3.5. ([KN96, Thm. III.10, Prop. V.2]) Any Inng(h)-orbit of a hyperbolic element in q

intersects a, and, for every x ∈ a, we have

Inng(h)x ∩ a = Wkx

Example 3.6. (Compact roots in the complex case) For a symmetric space (gC, τ ) of complex
type with τ (x+ iy) = x− iy, we have q = ig. If a is maximal abelian in q, then a = it, where
t ⊆ g is a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra. Then ∆(gC, a) = ∆(gC, t) ⊆ a∗ ∼= it∗,
and the root spaces for a and t in gC coincide. If k ⊇ t is the unique maximal compactly
embedded subalgebra containing t, then qp = ik is a maximal hyperbolic Lie triple system in
q = ig ([KN96, Cor. III.8]). This implies that a root α ∈ ∆(gC, a) is compact in the sense of
Definition 3.3 if and only if gαC ⊆ kC.
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3.2 Classification of invariant cones

For a non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra (g, τ, C), there may be many different pointed
generating Inng(h)-invariant cones, but there is a rather explicit classification of all these cones
in terms of intersections with a. For the following classification theorem, we refer to [KN96,
Thm. VI.6], [HÓ97, Sec. 4.4] and [Ó91, Sec. 7]. If a ⊂ qp is maximal abelian and C is a
hyperbolic cone, then we set Ca = C ∩ a.

Theorem 3.7. (Classification of invariant cones) Let (g, τ, C) be a non-compactly causal sym-
metric Lie algebra and a ⊆ qp be maximal abelian. Then there exists a p-adapted positive system
∆+ ⊆ ∆(g, a) such that

Cmin
a ⊆ C ∩ a ⊆ Cmax

a , (3.1)

where

Cmin
a = cone({α∨ : α ∈ ∆+

p }) and Cmax
a = (∆+

p )
⋆ = {X ∈ a : (∀α ∈ ∆+

p ) α(X) ≥ 0}.
(3.2)

Moreover, C ∩ a is Wk-invariant and C
◦ ∩ z(qp) 6= ∅.

Conversely, for every pointed generating Wk-invariant closed convex cone Ca ⊆ a satisfying

Cmin
a ⊆ Ca ⊆ Cmax

a ,

there exists a uniquely determined Inng(h)-invariant pointed generating closed convex cone Cq ⊆
q with Cq ∩ a = Ca.

In the following we write
Cmin

q ⊆ Cmax
q

for the Inng(h)-invariant pointed generating cones in q which are uniquely determined by the
intersection Cmin

q ∩ a = Cmin
a and Cmax

q ∩ a = Cmax
a .

Remark 3.8. If (g, τ ) is semisimple without Riemannian factors, then the classification
theorem (Theorem 3.7) implies for every Euler element hc ∈ z(qp) and any p-adapted positive
system ∆+ with

∆+
p = {α ∈ ∆: α(hc) = 1}

the existence of pointed generating invariant cones

Cmin
q (hc) ⊆ Cmax

q (hc) ⊆ q

with
Cmin

q (hc) ∩ a = Cmin
a and Cmax

q (hc) ∩ a = Cmax
a .

Both are adapted to the decomposition of (g, τ ) into irreducible summands, resp., the decom-
position of g into simple ideals.

We record the following interesting consequence which in some cases implies that the cone C
is adapted to the decomposition into irreducible subspaces.

Corollary 3.9. Let (g, τ ) be a semisimple ncc symmetric Lie algebra and (g, τ ) = ⊕n
j=1(gj , τj)

its decomposition into irreducible summands. If the minimal and the maximal Inngj (hj)-

invariant cones Cmin
qj

and Cmax
qj

coincide, then every Inng(h)-invariant cone C ⊆ q is adapted
to the decomposition into simple ideals.

Proof. As Cmin
q ⊆ C ⊆ Cmax

q and Cmin
q = Cmax

q by assumption, C = Cmin
q = Cmax

q , and these
cones are adapted to the decomposition into irreducible summands.

The following proposition has the interesting consequence that the cones C± remain the
same when we replace C by the minimal/maximal cone Cmin

q or Cmax
q determined by C via (3.1).
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Proposition 3.10. Let (g, τ, C, h) be a reductive modular non-compactly causal symmetric Lie
algebra and choose a p-adapted positive system of roots in ∆(g, a) with

Cmin
q ⊆ C ⊆ Cmax

q .

Then
C ∩ q

−τh = Cmin
q ∩ q

−τh = Cmax
q ∩ q

−τh . (3.3)

Proof. (a) If g is a simple hermitian Lie algebra, h ∈ E(g) is an Euler element and Cg ⊆ C
a pointed generating invariant cone invariant under −τh, then there are uniquely determined
minimal, resp., maximal pointed generating cones Cmin

g , resp., Cmax
g which are Ad(G)-invariant

and −τh-invariant, such that
Cmin

g ⊆ Cg ⊆ Cmax
g .

Then [Oeh20, Lemma 3.2] implies that

Cmin
g ∩ g±1(h) = Cg ∩ g±1(h) = Cmax

g ∩ g±1(h).

(b ) Now let g be a reductive quasihermitian Lie algebra with an Euler element h and a pointed
generating invariant cone Cg ⊆ C invariant under −τh. Write g = gc⊕gnc, where gc is the direct
sum of the center and the compact simple ideals and gnc is the direct sum of the hermitian
simple ideals. Then there exist uniquely determined pointed generating minimal and maximal
invariant cones Cmin

gnc
and Cmax

gnc
in gnc with

Cmin
gnc

⊆ Cg ∩ gnc ⊆ Cmax
gnc

.

Both cones Cmin
gnc

and Cmax
gnc

are adapted to the decomposition of gnc into simple ideals and
invariant under −τ , so that (a) implies that

Cmin
gnc

∩ g±1(h) = Cmax
gnc

∩ g±1(h).

We further have
Cmin

g = Cmin
gnc

and Cmax
g = gc ⊕Cmin

gnc
.

As [h, g] = [h, gnc] ⊆ gnc, we thus obtain

Cmin
g ∩ g±1(h) = Cg ∩ g±1(h) = Cmax

g ∩ g±1(h).

(c) Now we turn to the proof of the proposition. We consider the c-dual modular compactly
causal symmetric Lie algebra (gc, τ c, iC, h) and use the Extension Theorem 2.17 to extend
−iC ⊆ iq ⊆ gc to a pointed generating invariant cone Cgc ⊆ gc. As

Cmin
q = −iCmin

gc ∩ q and Cmax
q = −iCmax

gc ∩ q,

we then have
Cmin

q ⊆ C ⊆ Cmax
q ,

and (b) implies that

Cmin
q ∩ g±1(h) = C ∩ g±1(h) = Cmax

q ∩ g±1(h).

As any Inng(h)-invariant closed convex cone D ⊆ q satisfies

D ∩ q
−τh = D+ −D− with D± := D ∩ g±1(h)

by Proposition 2.22, the assertion follows.
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3.3 Strongly orthogonal roots

Let (g, τ ) be an irreducible non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra and recall that this
implies that g is simple ([HÓ97, Rem. 3.1.9], Section 2.3). We fix a causal Euler element hc ∈ q

(cf. Remark 3.7) and the corresponding Cartan involution θ = ττhc (cf. [MNÓ22a, Thm. 4.4],
Lemma 2.19); then

g
hc = ker(ad hc) = hk + qp and z(ghc) ∩ qp = Rhc.

In particular, any maximal abelian subspace a ⊆ qp contains hc and is also maximal abelian in
q and p (Remark 3.7(a)). Let c ⊆ g be a Cartan subalgebra containing a. Then ck := c∩ k ⊆ hk
and c is invariant under τ and θ, which coincide on c.

For the root decomposition of gC with respect to cC, we then have

∆ = ∆(gC, cC) ⊆ ic∗k ⊕ a
∗

and h induces a 3-grading of the root system

∆ = ∆−
p ∪̇∆k∪̇∆+

p

with
∆k = {α ∈ ∆: α(hc) = 0} and ∆±

p = {α ∈ ∆: α(hc) = ±1}
(Remark 3.7(c)). The τ -invariance of c implies that τ acts on ∆, and since τ (hc) = −hc, we
have

τ (∆k) = ∆k and τ (∆+
p ) = ∆−

p .

Note that ∆k = ∆k(g
h, c) is the root system of the subalgebra gh.

According to [Ó91, Thm. 3.4], there exists a maximal subset Γ = {γ1, . . . , γr} ⊆ ∆+
p of

strongly orthogonal roots, i.e., γj ± γk 6∈ ∆ for j 6= k, such that −τ (Γ) = Γ. Then Γ = Γ0∪̇Γ1,
where Γ0 := {γ ∈ Γ: − τγ = γ}, and −τ acts without fixed points on Γ1, so that this set has
an even number of elements. For r0 := |Γ0| and r1 := |Γ1|/2, we obviously have

r = r0 + 2r1 and put s := r0 + r1.

By [Ó91, Lemma 4.3],
rkR(h) = s. (3.4)

The set Γ of strongly orthogonal roots specifies a subalgebra

sC :=
∑

γ∈Γ

g
γ
C
+ g

−γ
C

+ Cγ∨ ∼= sl2(C)
r (3.5)

of gC invariant under τ , for which gc ∩ sC ∼= sl2(R)
r. The involution τ leaves all ideals in sC

corresponding to roots in Γ0 invariant and induces flip involutions on the ideals corresponding
to (−τ )-orbits in Γ1. We then have

s ∼= sl2(R)
r0 ⊕ sl2(C)

r1 and s
τ ∼= so1,1(R)

r0 ⊕ su1,1(C)
r1 . (3.6)

The Cayley transform κhc := e
πi
2

ad hc induces a complex structure on hp + iqk for which τ
acts as an antilinear involution. Therefore κh maps hp bijectively to iqk, and thus (3.4) implies
that the maximal abelian subspaces of qk are also of dimension s. Note also that ad hc defines
a bijection hp → qk.

In view of (3.4), s ∩ qk contains a maximal abelian subspace tq of qk. With respect to the
decomposition of s in (3.6), we may choose

tq = so2(R)
r0+r1 = so2(R)

s.

From [MNÓ22a, Prop. 5.2] and the subsequent remark, we obtain by specialization to the
case where h contains an Euler element (which is equivalent to gc being of tube type):
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Proposition 3.11. Let (g, τ, C) be a simple ncc symmetric Lie algebra for which h = gτ

contains an Euler element. Pick a causal Euler element hc ∈ C◦ and tq ⊆ qk maximal abelian.
Then s := dim tq can be decomposed as s = r0 + r1, such that the Lie algebra s0 generated by
hc and tq is isomorphic to sl2(R)

s. It is τ -invariant and sτ0 ∼= so1,1(R)
s.

3.4 Embedding into spaces of complex type

We now discuss the causal embedding of a non-compactly causal symmetric space G/H into
the symmetric space GC/G

c of complex type, where GC is the universal complexification of G
and Gc is a Lie subgroup with Lie algebra gc = h⊕ iq.

Let (g, τ, C) be a reductive non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebra, G a connected
Lie group with Lie algebra g and θ a Cartan involution on G satisfying (GP) and (Eff). By
Lemma 2.12(d) the universal complexification ηG : G → GC is injective, so that we may consider
G as a subgroup of GC. We write σG for the unique antiholomorphic automorphism of GC with
σG ◦ ηG = ηG and note that G ∼= (GC)

σG
e .

By the universal property of the universal complexification ηG : G → GC, there exist a
unique holomorphic involutions, also denoted θ and τ , on GC satisfying τ ◦ ηG = ηG ◦ τ and
θ ◦ ηG = ηG ◦ θ, respectively. The anti-holomorphic extension of τ is given by τ = σG ◦ τ . Let

Gc ⊆ (GC)
τ

be an open subgroup satisfying σG(G
c) = Gc and put

H := G ∩Gc. (3.7)

Then He is the identity component of G ∩Gc and we obtain a G-equivariant embedding

M := G/H →֒ GC/G
c (3.8)

of symmetric spaces. As σG(G
c) = Gc, the involution σG defines an involution

σM : GC/G
c → GC/G

c, gGc 7→ σG(g)G
c,

and
M ∼= (GC/G

c)σM
eGc (3.9)

is the connected component of the base point eGc in the fixed point space of σM .
Let KC ⊆ GC be an open σG-invariant subgroup of (GC)

θ. Then K = Gθ = η−1
G (KC)

follows from K ⊆ KC ⊆ (GC)
θ. As K is connected but KC need not be connected, the inclusion

K →֒ KC may not be the universal complexification of K. However, the inclusion K →֒ (KC)e
is the universal complexification of K. 4

For the symmetric space Mr, we define the complexification by

Mr
C := GC/KC

(see also Section 4.2). ThenMr
C is a complex symmetric space and the G-orbit of the base point

in Mr
C is G-equivariantly diffeomorphic to G/K. We thus obtain an embedding Mr →֒Mr

C .

Example 3.12. Consider the group G := GLn(R)/Γ with Γ = {±1} from Example 2.11. It
acts faithfully on the space Symn(R) of symmetric matrices by g.A = gAg⊤. Then

Mr = G.1 = {gg⊤ : g ∈ G}

is the space of positive definite matrices. The G-action on Symn(R) extends naturally to a
holomorphic action of GC = GLn(C)/Γ on Symn(C), given by the same formula. The Cartan

4We want to keep some flexibility in choosing KC and hence the complexification Mr
C
because the crown domain,

which is simply connected, can be realized in many “complexifications”.
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involution on G is given by θ(gΓ) = (g⊤)−1Γ on G. The holomorphic extension to GC is given
by the same formula whereas the anti-holomorphic extension is θ(gΓ) = (g∗)−1 which is a

Cartan involution on GC with Gθ
C = Un(C)Γ.

An element gΓ ∈ G is θ-fixed if and only if g.1 = gg⊤ ∈ Γ, which by the positive definiteness
of gg⊤ implies gg⊤ = 1, i.e., g ∈ On(R). However, over the complex numbers, gg⊤ = −1 is
possible, as the matrix g = i1 shows. Therefore

(GC)
θ = On(C)Γ ∪ iOn(C)Γ

is not connected, but (GC)
θ ∩G = Gθ = K.

By Corollary 2.18, there exists a Gc invariant cone Cgc ⊂ gc such that Cgc ∩ iq = iC. The
following lemma is now clear:

Lemma 3.13. The symmetric Lie algebra (gC, τ , iCgc ) is non-compactly causal and

(g, τ, C) →֒ (gC, τ , iCgc)

is an embedding of non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebras. If h is an Euler element of g
contained in h, then h is also an Euler element in gC, so that we even obtain an embedding of
modular non-compactly causal symmetric Lie algebras.

Lemma 3.14. Let SGc = Gc exp(iCgc) ⊂ GC be the complex Olshanskii semigroup correspond-
ing to the cone Cgc and let SH = H expC be the real Olshanski group. Then SGc is invariant
under the involutive antiautomorphism g∗ := τ(g)−1 and

(SσG
Gc )e ⊂ SH = SGc ∩G ⊂ SσG

Gc

and
(S◦

Gc)σG
e ⊂ S◦

H = S◦
Gc ∩G ⊂ (S◦

Gc )σG

Proof. For s = g expx ∈ SGc we have s∗ = g−1 exp(Ad(g)x) ∈ SGc , so that SGc is ∗-invariant.
The inclusion SH ⊆ G ∩ SGc follows from H ⊆ Gc. For the converse, let s = g expx ∈

SGc ∩G. Then
g expx = s = σG(s) = σG(g) exp(σg(x))

where σg is the conjugation on gC with respect to g. By the uniqueness of the factors in the
polar decomposition of s it follows that g = σG(g) and σg(x) = x. As (igc) ∩ g = q, it follows
that x ∈ C. We conclude that g = s exp(−x) ∈ G ∩Gc = H .

3.5 The domain Cπ

To discuss the connection between the wedge domains inM andMC we need to make all choices
compatible. We have already fixed a ⊂ qp maximal abelian. Recall that zg(a) = zhk(a)⊕ a. We
extend ia to a Cartan subalgebra tc = th ⊕ ia of kc = hk ⊕ iqp and gc, where th = t ∩ hk. Then
ac = ith is maximal abelian in g−τ

C,p = ihk ⊕ qp and gC,p = (hp ⊕ iqk)⊕ (ihk ⊕ qp). We then have
the root system

∆(gC, tC) = ∆(gC, a
c)

and then
∆(g, a) = {α|a : α ∈ ∆(gC, tC) and α|a 6= 0}.

Definition 3.15. (The domain Cπ) As the function

sa : a → R, sa(x) := max{|α(x)|, 2|β(x)| : α ∈ ∆+
p , β ∈ ∆k} (3.10)

is invariant under Wk and every Inng(h)-orbit in C◦ intersects a in a Wk-orbit (Lemma 3.5),
the function sa extends to a uniquely determined Inng(h)-invariant function

s : C◦ → R (3.11)
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on the Wk-invariant open subset C◦ of q. We define the Inng(h)-invariant open subset

Cπ := {x ∈ C◦ : s(x) < π}. (3.12)

Note that, although the function sa is convex, this is not the case for s if there exist non-
compact roots, i.e., if τ is not a Cartan involution (Remark 3.4). In particular, Cπ is not
convex if not every root is compact, but the intersection Cπ

max ∩ a is the interior of a convex
polyhedron.

We have ∆(g, a)p = ∆(gC, tC)p|a and ∆(g, a)k = ∆(gC, tC)k|a \{0}. Thus, for x ∈ a, we have
that s(x) can also be calculated as sgC(x) via the root decomposition of gC. It follows that

(iCπ
gc)

σ = Cπ. (3.13)

4 Polar maps, the crown and tube domains

In this section we first introduce a special classes of Euler elements hc, the causal Euler elements
for (g, τ, C), which are those contained in C◦∩qp. The associated causal Riemannian element is
xr := π

2
hc ∈ Cπ∩a. It plays an important role in connecting the tube domain TM of the causal

symmetric space M with the crown domain of a the Riemannian symmetric space Mr := G/K
([AG90, GK02]). We shall also use them in our analysis of the different types of wedge domains
in M = G/H .

Concretely, we show in Theorem 5.4 that, for m := ExpeH(ixr) ∈ TM , the orbit G.m is
isomorphic to Mr and that we thus obtain an identification of the tube domain TM with the
crown domain

TMr = G.Expm(iΩp), where Ωp =
{
x ∈ p : ρ(adx) <

π

2

}
.

This result is prepared in several steps. In Subsection 4.2, we first show that the polar decom-
position of the crown domain TMr of the Riemannian symmetric space Mr is a diffeomorphism
(cf. [AG90]). We also obtain a new characterization of real crown domains as a submanifold
of the real tube domain TCq = h + C◦ ⊆ g of the cone C (Theorem 4.10): For a causal Euler
element hc ∈ C∩qp, the connected component of hc in the intersection Ohc ∩TCq is the domain

TMH
= Ad(H)eadΩqk hc, where Ωqk =

{
x ∈ qk : ρ(adx) <

π

2

}
.

4.1 Causal Euler and Riemann elements

In this section we introduce causal Riemann elements as a tool to translate between crowns of
Riemannian symmetric spaces and non-compactly causal spaces in their boundary.

Definition 4.1. An Euler element hc ∈ a ⊆ qp is called a causal Euler element for (g, τ, C) if

hc ∈ C◦ and {α ∈ ∆: α(hc) = 0} = ∆k.

As no non-compact root vanishes in C◦ (Theorem 3.7), the latter condition is equivalent to
hc ∈ z(qp). If ∆+ is a p-adapted positive system with C ⊆ (∆+

p )
⋆, it follows from the Euler

property of hc that
∆+

p = {α ∈ ∆: α(hc) = 1}.
For more details on the classification of ncc symmetric spaces in terms of causal Euler elements,
we refer to [MNÓ22a, §4].
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Remark 4.2. If hc and h′
c ∈ C◦ are two causal Euler elements, then all roots vanish on hc−h′

c,
so that hc − h′

c ∈ az := z(g) ∩ a. Conversely, if hc ∈ C◦ is a causal Euler element and z ∈ az
with hc + z ∈ C◦, then hc + z is a causal Euler element.

If az = {0}, then causal Euler elements are uniquely determined by the cone C, resp., the
set ∆+

p of positive non-compact roots with Ca ⊆ (∆+
p )

⋆, see [HÓ97, Thm. 3.1.5] and [MNÓ22a,
Thm. 4.4].

Definition 4.3. An element xr ∈ Cπ
a is called a causal Riemann element if hc := 2

π
xr is a

causal Euler element. This means that all compact roots vanish on xr and that the positive
non-compact roots β ∈ ∆+

p all satisfy β(xr) =
π
2
. In particular, xr ∈ Cπ

a (cf. Definition 3.15).

Lemma 4.4. (Causal Riemann elements) Suppose that (g, τ, C) is a reductive ncc symmetric
Lie algebra with z(g) ⊆ q, that a ⊆ qp is maximal abelian, and that ∆+ is a p-adapted positive
system with C ∩ a ⊆ (∆+

p )
⋆.

(a) Then Cπ
a = Cπ ∩ a contains a causal Riemann element xr.

(b) For τhc = eπi ad hc , the automorphism θ := ττhc is a Cartan involution

(c) If, in addition, h ∈ h is an Euler element with τh(C) = −C, then zr := 1
2
(xr − τh(xr)) is

a causal Riemann element satisfying τh(zr) = −zr.

Proof. (a) Write (g, τ ) = (g0, τ0) ⊕ (g1, τ1), where (g0, τ0) is Riemannian and g1 is semisimple
such that g1 is a sum of irreducible Cayley type spaces (Proposition 2.14). We then have

z(qp) = z(g)⊕ z(q1,p),

and the subspace generated by the pointed cone Cmin
a contains z(q1,p) (cf. [KN96, Thm. VI.6]).

Any causal Riemann element yr ∈ Cmin
a is uniquely determined and contained in C. As

Cmin
a ⊆ Ca := C ∩ a ⊆ Cmax

a = (∆+
p )

⋆

and C◦ ∩ z(qp) 6= ∅, we can add a suitable element z ∈ z(g) to obtain an element in C◦
a , hence

in Cπ
a .
To see that causal Riemann elements in g1 always exist, we use the decomposition of (g1, τ )

into irreducible Cayley type space (gj , τj) (Proposition 2.14) Since (gj , τj) is irreducible, [KN96,

Prop. V.6(ii)] provides an Euler element h̃j ∈ z(qp)∩gj of gj , contained in the interior of Cmin
a ,

satisfying
z(qp) ∩ gj = Rh̃j and zq(h̃j) ∩ gj = qp ∩ gj ,

and such that ττh̃j
is a Cartan involution (see [KN96, Prop. V.6(iii)]). Then xr,j := π

2
h̃j is

a causal Riemann element contained in Cmin. Since each simple ideal of g1 contains a causal
Riemann element contained in Cmin, so does g1.
(b) follows from the construction in (a).
(c) Now we assume that h ∈ h is an Euler element with τh(C) = −C. Let θ be a compatible
Cartan involution of [g, g] (Lemma 2.16) and extend it by − id on z(g). Then θ commutes with
τ and τh. We may then assume that qp = q−θ = g−τ,−θ, and then z(qp) is also invariant under
τh. Now τh(C) = −C implies that, for any causal Riemann element yr in z(qp), the element
−τh(yr) is also a causal Riemann element. The remaining assertions are clear.

Example 4.5. A concrete example is g = sln(R) with n = p+ q,

h = sop,q(R), τ (x) = Ip,q(−x⊤)Ip,q and Ip,q = diag(1p,−1q).

For p 6= q, we then have E(g)∩ h = ∅ and, for G := PSLn(R) = SLn(R)/{±1}, the space

M = G/H ∼= {gIp,qg⊤ : g ∈ SLn(R)}
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can be identified with a space of quadratic forms of signature (p, q) on R
n. Here

q = {x ∈ sln(R) : x
⊤ = Ip,qxIp,q}

contains the one-dimensional subspace q
hk
p = Rhc for

hc :=
1

p+ q
diag(q1p,−p1q)

as fixed points for the subgroup SOp(R)× SOq(R) with Lie algebra hk. Now hc ∈ q is a causal
Euler element for the Ad(H)-invariant cone C it generates.

4.2 The polar map of a crown domain

We start this subsection by introducing the crown of a Riemannian symmetric spaceMr = G/K
which in our case is allowed to be reductive. We then state and prove Proposition 4.7 which
for semisimple symmetric spaces is due to Akhiezer and Gindikin ([AG90]). Here we derive
those domains not from the Riemannian symmetric space Mr realized inside the crown, but
from the perspective of the ncc symmetric space M . In fact, the ncc symmetric spaces can (up
to coverings) all be realized as a G-orbit in the boundary of the crown (cf. [GK02]). Suppose
that (G, θ) satisfies (GP) and (Eff) from Subsection 2.2 and recall that (GP) implies that the
Riemannian exponential function Exp: p →Mr is a diffeomorphism.

We consider the crown of the associated Riemannian symmetric space Mr (cf. Defini-
tion 2.10):

TMr = G.ExpeK(iΩp) ⊆Mr
C := GC/KC, where Ωp =

{
x ∈ p : ρ(adx) <

π

2

}
.

Remark 4.6. (a) Lemma 2.12(d) implies that the exponential function of GC is injective
on z(gC).
(b) The product θ := θσG of θ with the complex conjugation σG of GC with respect to G is an
antiholomorphic extension of θ. As this involution preserves the subgroup Gθ

C, it induces an
antiholomorphic involution, also denoted θ, on Mr

C = GC/KC.

Proposition 4.7. ([AG90, Prop. 4]) If the connected reductive group G satisfies (GP) and
(Eff), then the polar map of the crown

Φ: G×K Ωp → TMr ⊆Mr
C , [g, y] 7→ g.ExpeK(iy)

is a diffeomorphism.

Proof. Lemma C.3(b), applied to the complex conjugation σ of gC with respect to g implies
that all tangent maps of Φ are invertible. Therefore it remains to show that Φ is injective, i.e.,
that

g1.ExpeK(iy1) = g2.ExpeK(iy2) ⇒ g−1
2 g1 ∈ K, y2 = Ad(g−1

2 g1)y1. (4.1)

Step 1: First we show that ExpeK : iΩp →Mr
C is injective. If ExpeK(iy1) = ExpeK(iy2), then

applying the quadratic representation implies that exp(2iy1) = exp(2iy2). As iy1 and iy2 are
both exp-regular, [HN12, Lemma 9.2.31] implies that

[y1, y2] = 0 and exp(2iy1 − 2iy2) = e.

We conclude that e2i ad(y1−y2) = idg, and since the spectral radius of 2i ad(y1 − y2) is less than
2π, it follows that ad(y1 − y2) = 0, i.e., y1 − y2 ∈ z(g). As the exponential function of GC is
injective on z(gC) ∩ pC by Remark 4.6(a), we obtain y1 = y2.
Step 2: g.ExpeK(iy1) = ExpeK(iy2) with g ∈ G and y1, y2 ∈ Ωp implies g ∈ K. The
antiholomorphic involution θ on MC preserves TMr because it satisfies

θ(g.Expm(iy)) = θ(g).Expm(iy) for g ∈ G, y ∈ Ωp.

28



The relation g.ExpeK(iy1) = ExpeK(iy2) implies that g.ExpeK(iy1) is a fixed point of θ, so
that

g.ExpeK(iy1) = θ(g).ExpeK(iy1)

entails that θ(g)−1g fixes m1 := ExpeK(iy1).
We now write g = k exp z in terms of the polar decomposition of G and obtain

θ(g)−1g = exp(2z) ∈ Gm1
.

Applying the quadratic representation of MC, we thus obtain

exp(2z) exp(2iy1) exp(2z) = exp(2iy1), (4.2)

which can be rewritten as
exp(e2i ad y12z) = exp(−2z).

Since ad z has real spectrum, so has e2i ad y1z. Therefore the same arguments as in Step 1 above
imply that

[z, e2i ad y1z] = 0, exp(2e2i ad y1z + 2z) = e,

and e2i ad y1z + z ∈ z(gC). The imaginary part sin(2 ad y1)z of this element is central, but also
contained in the commutator algebra, hence trivial. Therefore sin(2 ad y1)z = 0, and since
ρ(2 ad y1) < π, it follows that [y1, z] = 0. Now (4.2) leads to exp(4z) = e, and further to z = 0,
because the exponential function on p is injective. This proves that g = k ∈ K.
Step 3: From (4.1) we derive

g−1
2 g1.ExpeK(iy1) = ExpeK(iy2),

so that Step 2 shows that k := g−1
2 g1 ∈ K. We thus obtain

ExpeK(iy2) = k.ExpeK(iy1) = ExpeK(iAd(k)y1),

and since Ad(k)y1 ∈ Ωp, we infer from Step 1 that Ad(k)y1 = y2. This completes the proof.

4.3 Properness of the H-action on the real tube

In this section we prove the following lemma which is needed in the proof of Theorem 4.10 in
Section 4.4. Here we write

TC := h+ C◦ ⊆ h⊕ q = g (4.3)

for the open real tube domain in g corresponding to a generating convex cone C ⊆ q.

Lemma 4.8. LetH ⊆ Gτ be an open subgroup with Ad(H)Cq = Cq and let D ⊆ TCq = h+C◦
q

be compact. Then Ad(H)D is closed in g. Moreover, there exists a smooth Ad(H)-invariant
function

ψ : TCq → (0,∞)

such that zn → z0 ∈ ∂TCq for zn ∈ TCq implies ψ(zn) → ∞.

Proof. As H has only finitely many connected component by [Lo69, Thm. IV.3.4], it suffices
to show that Ad(He)D is closed. We may therefore assume that H is connected, hence equal
to Gτ

e . As g and the subalgebra h = gτ are reductive, we have det
(
Adq(h)

)
= 1 for h ∈ H .

We put C := Cq. Then the characteristic function

ϕ : C◦ → (0,∞), ϕ(x) =

∫

C⋆

e−α(x) dα

is smooth and Ad(H)-invariant with the property that xn → x0 with xn ∈ C◦ and x0 ∈ ∂C
implies ϕ(xn) → ∞ ([Ne00, Thm. V.5.4]).
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We write elements z ∈ TC as z = x + y with x ∈ h and y ∈ C◦. Then ψ(z) := ϕ(y)
is an Ad(H)-invariant smooth function on TC . In particular, it is bounded on the compact
subset D. Suppose that the sequence Ad(hn)dn ∈ Ad(H)D with hn ∈ H,dn ∈ D, converges
to some element w ∈ g. If w 6∈ TC , then w = a + b with a ∈ h and b ∈ ∂C, and then
ψ(dn) = ψ(Ad(hn)dn) → ∞ contradicts the boundedness of ψ on D. This shows that w ∈ TC .
Write dn = an + bn with an ∈ h and bn ∈ C◦. Then Ad(hn)bn converges to b.

Let Cp := C ∩ qp. Then [Ne99, Lemma 1.3] implies that the map

Φ: hp × C◦
p → C◦

q , (x, y) 7→ eadxy

is a diffeomorphism. Replacing G by Ad(G), we may assume that Z(G) = {e}, so that G ∼=
Ad(G). Writing hn = exp(pn)kn with pn ∈ hp and kn ∈ HK , the convergence of Ad(hn)bn =
ead pn Ad(kn)bn implies the existence of p ∈ hp with pn → p. Since HK is compact, we may
further assume that the sequence kn converges to some k ∈ HK . Then hn = exp(pn)kn →
exp(p)k =: h and thus dn = Ad(hn)

−1(Ad(hn)dn) → Ad(h)−1w ∈ D entails that w ∈ Ad(H)D.

4.4 Real crown domains and real tubes

Crown domains of Riemannian symmetric spaces are very useful tools in harmonic analysis and
representation theory. In the following we relate those domains to our context.

Definition 4.9. Let hc ∈ z(qp)∩C◦
q be a causal Euler element (Lemma 4.4) and suppose that

(Gτ )e ⊆ H ⊆ (Gτ )eK
h =: Hmax. Then

Oq

hc
:= Ad(H)hc = ead hphc

∼= H/HK =:MH

realizes the non-compact Riemannian symmetric space MH associated to (h, θ). Moreover,

Ohc := Ad(G)hc

is a (parahermitian) symmetric space containing Oq

hc
.

Theorem 4.10. Let (g, τ, Cq, h) is a modular ncc symmetric Lie algebra which is semisimple
and for which all τ -invariant ideals are non-Riemannian. Fix a causal Euler element hc ∈
z(qp) ∩ C◦

q . Then the connected component of hc in the open subset Ohc ∩ TCq of Ohc is the
domain

TMH
= Ad(H)eadΩqk hc, where Ωqk =

{
x ∈ qk : ρ(adx) <

π

2

}
.

Proof. If (g, τ ) is irreducible ncc, then there exist minimal and maximal Inng(h)-invariant
pointed generating invariant cones Cmin

q ⊆ Cq ⊆ Cmax
q (Theorem 3.7 ). Our assumptions on

(g, τ ) imply in particular that all simple τ -invariant ideals are of this type, so that we can define
pointed generating Inng(h)-invariant cones C

min
q , Cmax

q ⊆ q in such a way that they are adapted
to the decomposition into irreducible summands (Proposition 2.14 and Subsection 3.2). Then
the classification of Inng(h)-invariant cones in q (Theorem 3.7) implies that

Cmin
q ⊆ Cq ⊆ Cmax

q . (4.4)

We will derive the theorem from the following three claims:

(a) TMH
is connected and open in Ohc .

(b) TMH
⊆ TCmin

q
, and

(c) TMH
is relatively closed in Og

hc
∩ TCmax

q
.
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In view of (4.4), (a), (b) and (c) imply that TMH
⊆ TCq , and that TMH

is relatively closed
in Og

hc
∩ TCq . Therefore TMH

is the connected component of hc in the open subset Og

hc
∩ TCq .

Since both sides of (a), (b) and (c) decompose according to the decomposition of (g, τ ) into
irreducible summands (Proposition 2.14), it suffices to prove (a), (b) and (c) in the irreducible
case.
(a) To see that TMH

is connected, we use the polar decomposition H = HK exp(hp). Then
Ad(HK)Ωqk = Ωqk and Ad(HK)h = {h} (cf. [MNÓ22a, §3.5.2]). This implies that

TMH
= Ad(H)eadΩqkh = ead hkead Ωqk Ad(HK)h = ead hkeadΩqk h,

which is obviously connected.
Next we use Lemma C.3(a) to see that the exponential map

Exp: qk → Oh, x 7→ eadxh

is regular in x ∈ Ωqk because ρ(adx) < π/2 < π. Now Lemma C.3(b) implies that the map

Φ: H ×Ωqk → Oh, (g, x) 7→ Ad(g)eadxh

is regular in (g, x) because Spec(adx) ⊆ (−π/2, π/2)i does not intersect
(
π
2
+Zπ

)
i. This implies

that the differential of Φ is surjective in each point of H × Ωqk ; hence its image is open.
(b) We first observe that both sides of (b) are Ad(H)-invariant, and

TMH
= Ad(H)eadΩqk hc = Ad(H)eadΩtqhc

for a maximal abelian subspace tq ⊆ qk and Ωtq := Ωqk ∩ tq. Therefore it suffices to verify
eadxhc ∈ TCmin

q
for

x ∈ Ωtq =
{
y ∈ tq : ρ(ad y) <

π

2

}
.

From Proposition 3.11 we infer that the causal Euler element hc and tq generate a τ -invariant
subalgebra

s ∼= sl2(R)
r0 ⊕ sl2(C)

r1 with s
τ ∼= so1,1(R)

r0 ⊕ su1,1(C)
r1

in which hc is a causal Euler element, contained in the interior of the pointed generating cone

Cs := Cmin
q ∩ s ⊆ sq := s

−τ ,

which is invariant under Inn(sτ ). Let s := r0 + r1.
For elements of sl2(R), we fix the notation

h0 =
1

2

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, e0 =

(
0 1
0 0

)
, f0 =

(
0 0
1 0

)
. (4.5)

Choosing a suitable isomorphism s → sl2(R)
r0 ⊕ sl2(C)

r1 , we obtain

hc =
s∑

j=1

hj and tq = so2(R)
s,

where we write hj for the Euler elements h0 in the jth summand, For

x =
s∑

j=1

xj
ej − fj

2
∈ tq,

we then obtain with (B.5) in Appendix B

pq(e
adxh) = cosh(ad x)(h) =

s∑

j=1

cos(xj)hj . (4.6)
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As the cone Cs is adapted to the decomposition of s into simple ideals by Corollary 3.9,
this element is contained in the open cone C◦

s if |xj | < π/2 for each j. Since ρ(adx) < π
2
for

x ∈ Ωtq and ixj ∈ Spec(ad x), this is the case. This proves (b).
(c) We have to show that TMH

is relatively closed in Ohc ∩ TCmax
q

. First we observe that, by

Lemma 4.8, if D ⊆ Ωtq is compact, then Ad(H)eadDhc is closed in g, and by (b) it is contained
in TCmin

q
⊆ TCmax

q
.

Now suppose that the sequence Ad(gn)e
ad xnhc, gn ∈ H , xn ∈ Ωtq , converges to some

element in TCmax
q

which is not contained in TMH
. As we may assume that the bounded sequence

xn ∈ Ωtq converges in tq, it converges by the preceding paragraph to a boundary point y ∈ ∂Ωtq .
Writing y =

∑s
j=1

yj
2
(ej − fj), we claim that there exists a j with |yj | = π

2
. As

ρ(ad y|s) = max{|yj | : j = 1, . . . , s},

this follows from ρ(ad y|s) = ρ(ad y) ([MNÓ22a, Lemma 5.1]). Now (4.6) shows that

ead yhc ∈ ∂TCs ⊆ ∂TCmax
q

.

For the H-invariant function ψ from Lemma 4.8, this leads to

ψ(Ad(gn)e
ad xnhc) = ψ(eadxnhc) → ∞,

contradicting the convergences of the sequence Ad(gn)e
adxnhc in TCmax

q
.

Remark 4.11. In the special case where (g, τ ) is Riemannian, q = qp and h = hk, the real
crown domain TMH

reduces to a point. Hence there is no interesting analog of the preceding
theorem in the Riemannian case, and we therefore assume that (g, τ ) contains no τ -invariant
Riemannian ideals.

5 The complex tube domain TM

In this section we introduce the tube domain TM , associated to a non-compactly causal sym-
metric space M = G/H , specified by the causal symmetric Lie algebra (g, τ, C) with

Ad(H)C = C and z(g) ⊆ q, (5.1)

and a connected symmetric Lie group (G, τ ) satisfying (GP) and (Eff). Then τ induces a
holomorphic involution on the universal complexification GC, also denoted τ .
Assumptions: We fix an open σG-invariant subgroup HC ⊆ (GC)

τ with HC ∩ G = H (here
we use that G ⊆ GC by Lemma 2.12(d)) and define a complexification of M by

M = G/H →֒ MC := GC/HC.

We show in Theorem 5.4 that, for C = Cmax
q , the tube domain TM is diffeomorphic to the

crown of the Riemannian symmetric space G/K.

5.1 Algebraic preliminaries

From Lemma 4.4 we know that there exists a causal Riemann element xr ∈ Cπ
a . Then hc := 2

π
xr

is a causal Euler element in g and τhc is an involution. As τζxrτ = ζ−1
xr

and ζ2xr
= τhc , we

obtain the Cartan involution (see Lemma 4.4(b))

θ := ττhc = τζ2xr
= ζ−1

xr
τζxr , (5.2)

so that the complex linear involutions θ and τ on gC are conjugate under Inn(gC).
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Lemma 5.1. The subalgebra h = gτ contains no non-zero ideal of g if and only if k = gθ

contains no non-zero ideal of g, which follows from (Eff).

Proof. Suppose that j E g is an ideal. If

j ⊆ g
θ ⊆ g

θ
C = ζ−1

xr
(gτC), (5.3)

then jC = ζxr (jC) ⊆ gτC implies j ⊆ gτ = h. Conversely, j ⊆ h leads to

jC = ζ−1
xr

(jC) ⊆ ζ−1
xr

(gτC) = g
θ
C,

and thus j ⊆ gθ. This shows that gθ contains no non-zero ideal of g is and only if gτ has this
property.

Lemma 5.2. If (GP) and (Eff) are satisfied, then

(a) h = [q, q].

(b) If h contains no non-zero ideal of g, then G acts effectively on G/H.

Proof. (a) From z(g) ⊆ q, (Eff), and the preceding lemma, we derive that h contains no non-
zero ideal of g. This implies the assertion because the ideal [q, q] of h is complemented by an
ideal j E h centralizing q, hence by an ideal of g. Therefore j is trivial, and this entails h = [q, q].
(b) Let N E G be the effectivity kernel of the G-action on G/H , i.e., the largest normal
subgroup contained in H . Its Lie algebra n is an ideal of g contained in h and hence trivial.
It follows that N is discrete, hence central in G because G is connected. From Lemma 2.12
we know that exp: z(g) → Z(G) is a diffeomorphism, so that z(g) ⊆ q further entails that
Z(G) ∩H = {e}. This shows that N = {e}, i.e., that G acts effectively on G/H .

Remark 5.3. Let G1 be a simple group and τ1 an involution commuting with the Cartan
involution θ1. Let H1 = (Gτ1

1 )e and K1 = Gθ1 . If the center of G1 is trivial, then (GP) and
(Eff) are satisfied. Let V b a finite dimensional real vector spaces and G = G1 ×V . Extend τ1
to an involution τ on G by τ ((a, v)) = (τ1(a), v) and extend θ1 to G by θ(a, v) = (θ1(a),−v).
Then K = Gθ = K1 × {0} and G/K = G1/K1 × V , so (GP) and (Eff) are still satisfied. But
with H = Gτ

e = H1 × V we have G/H ∼= G1/H1 and G does not act effectively on G/H .

5.2 The complex crown domain

Recall the set Cπ from Section 3.5. In the following theorem we see how the causal Riemann
elements can be used to connect between the tube domain and the crown domain. In this
subsection we do not need the assumption that (g, τ, C) is modular, i.e., that h contains an
Euler element.

Theorem 5.4. (The tube domain as a crown domain) Suppose that (g, τ, C) is a reductive ncc
symmetric Lie algebra and that (GP) and (Eff) are satisfied for a corresponding connected Lie
group G. If xr ∈ Cπ

a is a causal Riemann element and

m := ExpeHC
(ixr) = exp(ixr)HC,

then the following assertions hold:

(a) Mr := G.m ⊆MC is a Riemannian symmetric space.

(b) If C = Cmax
q holds for a p-adapted positive system, then the crown domain TMr coincides

with the tube domain

TM := G.ExpeH(iCπ) = G.ExpeH(iCπ
a ) ⊆MC

associated to (g, τ, C) and M .
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(c) TM is open in MC.

Proof. (a) In GC, we have ζxr (GC,m) = HC ⊆ (GC)
τ , where ζxr denotes conjugation with

exp(−ixr) on GC. This implies

GC,m = ζ−1
xr

(HC) ⊆ (GC)
ζ−1
xr

τζxr = (GC)
τζ2xr = (GC)

ττhc = (GC)
θ, (5.4)

where θ = ττhc is the complex linear extension of a Cartan involution of g with z(g) ⊆ g−θ

(Lemma 4.4(b)). As all such Cartan involutions of g are conjugate under inner automorphisms,
(GP) implies that Gθ is connected, so that Gθ = Gm. We conclude thatMr = G.m ∼= G/Gm =
G/Gθ .
(b) Next we observe that

g
θ = g

ττhc = h0(xr)⊕ q
−τhc = h

0 ⊕ (1+ τ )
⊕

α∈∆k

g
α ⊕ (1− τ )

⊕

α∈∆p

g
α

and
g
−θ = g

−ττhc = a⊕ (1+ τ )
⊕

α∈∆p

g
α ⊕ (1− τ )

⊕

α∈∆k

g
α.

In particular, q and g−θ share the same maximal abelian subspace a. From Lemma C.4(g), we
further derive that

exp(−ixr).Tm(Mr) = cos(ad xr)q+ i[xr, h] = q
τhc + iq−τhc

is a real form of qC, so that Mr is totally real in MC.
For y ∈ a, we have

Expm(iy) = ExpeH(i(xr + y)). (5.5)

If C is maximal in the sense that

C ∩ a = Cmax
a = (∆+

p )
⋆,

(cf. Theorem 3.7), we obtain

Cπ
a − xr = {y ∈ a : xr + y ∈ C◦, sa(xr + y) < π}

= {y ∈ a : (∀α ∈ ∆+
p ) 0 < α(xr + y) < π, (∀β ∈ ∆k) 2|β(xr + y)| < π}

= {y ∈ a : (∀α ∈ ∆+
p ) − π

2
< α(y) <

π

2
, (∀β ∈ ∆k) 2|β(y)| < π}

=
{
y ∈ a : (∀α ∈ ∆) |α(y)| < π

2

}
=: Ωa.

Therefore the crown domain of the Riemannian symmetric space Mr = G.m in MC coincides
with

G.Expm(iΩa) = G.ExpeH(i(xr +Ωa)) = G.ExpeH(iCπ
a ) = TM .

(c) If C is not maximal, then there exists a p-adapted positive system with C ⊆ Cmax
q and

Ca := C ∩ a ⊆ Cmax
a . Then ΩC

a := Cπ
a − xr ⊆ Ωa is an open Wk-invariant subset. We thus

obtain as in (b)
TM = G.Expm(iΩC

a ) = G.Expm(iAd(K)ΩC
a ).

To see that TM is open, in view of Proposition 4.7, it remains to show that ΩC
p = Ad(K)ΩC

a is
an open subset. To this end, we first note that Ω′

a := WΩC
a is a finite union of open subsets

of a, hence open in a, and also W-invariant. This implies that ΩC
p = Ad(K)ΩC

a = Ad(K)Ω′
a is

open in p ([Ne99, Lemma 1.4]).

Proposition 5.5. For every element p ∈ ExpeH(iCπ), the stabilizer Lie algebra gp is compactly
embedded in g.
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Proof. From Lemma C.4(f), we obtain for p = ExpeH(ix), x ∈ Cπ, the stabilizer Lie algebra

gp = h
σx ⊕ q

−σx = h0(x)⊕ q
−σx with ζx(gp) = h0(x)⊕ ih−σx .

This Lie algebra is compactly embedded because

• h0(x) = L(Hx) is compactly embedded since x ∈ C◦ and Ad(H)C = C (Lemma 5.2).

• hx = [qx, qx] satisfies [h0(x), hx] ⊆ hx, and

• ih−σx = [x, iq−σx ] ⊆ hx, and hx is compactly embedded.

We conclude from the preceding proposition that the restrictions defining the open subset
Cπ ensure that all stabilizer Lie algebras of points in ExpeH(iCπ) are compactly embedded.

For the adjoint group, this condition is equivalent to the compactness of the stabilizer group
Gp because Ad(G) is an algebraic group and any algebraic subgroup has at most finitely many
connected components.

If, conversely, x ∈ C◦ is an element for which there exists a compact root α with α(x) = π
2
,

then q−σx ⊇ (1− τ )gα consists of hyperbolic elements, so that gp is not compactly embedded.
If there exists a non-compact root α with α(x) = π, then hσx ⊇ (1+ τ )gα contains hyperbolic
elements, so that gp is also not compactly embedded.

In this sense the subset Cπ ⊆ C◦ is “maximal”: One cannot enlarge the polyhedron Cπ
a

within the open cone C◦ ∩ a, without picking up points with non-compact stabilizers.

6 The connection between the wedge domains

The main result in the section is Theorem 6.5, asserting that

WM (h) =WKMS
M (h) = κ−1

h ((TM )τh).

The positivity domain W+
M(h) will be studied in the following section.

6.1 The tube domain TM

In this subsection we consider the wedge domains as fixed point sets of involutions acting on
related bigger domains. We start with the tube domain TM . On the cone C◦ we consider the
function s : C◦ → (0,∞) from (3.10). Recall that

TM = G.ExpeH(iCπ) ⊆MC, where Cπ := {x ∈ C◦ : s(x) < π}.

We also consider the involution τh = στh : GC → GC, where σ is the conjugation on GC with
respect to G.

Theorem 6.1. If (GP) and (Eff) are satisfied, then

(TM )τh = (Gh)e.ExpeH(i(Cπ)−τh).

In particular (TM )τh is connected.

Proof. Case 1: We assume first that C = Cmax
q for a p-adapted positive system. We use

Lemma 4.4 to find a causal Riemann element xr ∈ Cπ
a with τh(xr) = −xr. As TM = TMr by

Theorem 5.4, we first identify the fixed points of τh in the crown domain

TMr = G.Expm(iΩp) for m = ExpeH(ixr).

The relation τh(xr) = −xr entails τh(m) = m, so that the action of τh on TMr is given in polar
coordinates on Mr by

τh(g.Expm(iy)) = τh(g).Expm(−iτh(y)). (6.1)
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Let g.Expm(iy) ∈ TMr be fixed under τh. Then Proposition 4.7 implies that τh(g) ∈ gK.
On g the involution τh commutes with θ because θ(h) = −h and τh = τ−h. In terms of the
polar decomposition g = (exp z)k, k ∈ K, z ∈ p, we thus have

τh(g) = exp(τh(z))τh(k) ∈ gK = exp(z)K.

The bijectivity of the polar decompositions ofG thus shows that τh(z) = z. Hence k.Expm(iy) =
Expm(iAd(k)y) is also fixed under τh, and since Expm is injective on iΩp, we further obtain
Ad(k)y ∈ p−τh . This shows that

(TMr )τh = exp(pτh).Expm(iΩ−τh
p ). (6.2)

It follows in particular that the submanifold of τh-fixed points is connected.
Next we show that

Ω
−τh
p ⊆ Inn(kτh).(Ω

−τh
p ∩ a

−τh) = Inn(kτh).(Ω−τh
a ). (6.3)

This follows if a−τh , which is contained in q−τh , is also maximal abelian in p−τh . As xr ∈ a−τh ,
and τhc commutes with θ = ττhc and τh, we have

p
−τh = p

−τh,τhc

︸ ︷︷ ︸
⊇a−τh

⊕p
−τh,−τhc and zp−τh (a

−τh) ⊆ zp−τh (xr) ⊆ p
τhc .

Therefore a−τh is maximal abelian in p−τh . This proves (6.3), so that (6.2) yields

(TM )τh = (TMr )τh = (Gh)e.Expm(iΩ−τh
a ) = (Gh)e.ExpeH(i(xr + Ω−τh

a ))

= (Gh)e.ExpeH(i(Cπ
a )

−τh) = (Gh)e.ExpeH(i(Cπ)−τh),

where we have used that a−τh is maximal abelian in q−τh (which is proved in the same way as
for p), to obtain

(Cπ)−τh = Inn(hτh).(Cπ
a )

−τh . (6.4)

Case 2: In the general case we use the inclusion C ⊆ Cmax
q (Theorem 3.7) and the fact that

C−τh = (Cmax
q )−τh

(Proposition 3.10), which implies in particular that

(Cπ)−τh = ((Cmax
q )π)−τh .

We write TM (C) ⊆ TM (Cmax
q ) for the two complex domains associated to M and the two cones

C ⊆ Cmax
q . From Case 1 we now derive that

(Gh)e.ExpeH(i(Cπ)−τh) ⊆ TM (C)τh ⊆ TM (Cmax
q )τh = (Gh)e.ExpeH(i((Cmax

q )π)−τh)

= (Gh)e.ExpeH(i(Cπ)−τh).

This proves the desired equality.

6.2 The wedge domain WKMS
M (h) and WM(h)

We write (αz)z∈C for the holomorphic extension of the modular flow to the complex symmetric
space MC. Recall the wedge domains

WKMS
M (h) := {m ∈M : (∀z ∈ Sπ) αz(m) ∈ TM} = {m ∈M : (∀t ∈ (0, π)) αit(m) ∈ TM},

and
WM (h) := (Gτh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)

π) = (Gh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)
π).

The domain WKMS
M (h) is called the KMS-wedge domain and WM (h) is called the wedge domain

of polar type in M corresponding to the Euler element h.
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Remark 6.2. In (1.6) we used that the identity component (Gh)e of the centralizer Gh of h,
which we will from now on denote by Gh

e , coincides with (Gτh)e, the connected subgroup with
Lie algebra gτh = g0(h). IfG is 1-connected, then Gτh is connected ([Lo69, Thm. IV.3.4]), hence
coincides with the connected Lie group Gh

e with Lie algebra g0(h). We refer to Example B.1
in the appendix for more details.

Lemma 6.3. WKMS
M (h) ⊆ κ−1

h ((TM )τh) =WM (h).

Proof. Let p ∈WKMS
M (h), i.e., for every z ∈ Sπ, we have αz(p) ∈ TM . As h ∈ h, the base point

eH in M = G/H is α-fixed. Then τh = eπi adh implies that

απi(p) = τh(p) for p ∈M.

Since τh commutes with α, this implies that

αp(πi+ t) = τh(α
p(t)) for t ∈ R,

and by analytic extension to Sπ:

αp(πi+ z) = τh(α
p(z)) for z ∈ Sπ.

It follows in particular that

κh(p) = αp
(πi
2

)
∈ (TM )τh , (6.5)

With Theorem 6.1 this shows that

WKMS
M (h) ⊆ κ−1

h

(
(TM )τh

) 6.1
= κ−1

h

(
(Gτh)e.ExpeH(i(Cπ)−τh)

)

= (Gτh)e.ExpeH(iκ−1
h (C+ − C−)

π
)

= (Gτh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)
π) =WM (h).

The following lemma is not obvious because the differential of the polar map definingWM (h)
is not everywhere surjective.

Lemma 6.4. WM (h) is an open subset of M .

Proof. On MC, we consider the antiholomorphic involution τh. We also note that the an-
tiholomorphic involution σG of GC leaves (GC)

τ invariant, hence induces an antiholomorphic
involution onMC whose totally real fixed point manifold containsM as a connected component.
Next we recall that, on GC, we have

κ−1
h τhκh = κ−1

h σGτhκh = σGκhτhκh = σGκ
4
h = σG.

This implies that
κ−1
h (Mτh

C
) =MσG

C
. (6.6)

AsM is a connected component of the totally real submanifoldMσG
C

and κh(WM (h)) = (TM )τh

by Theorem 6.1, the assertion follows from the fact that

(TM )τh = TM ∩Mτh
C

is open in Mτh
C

because TM is open in MC.

Theorem 6.5. Let (g, τ, C) be a ncc reductive symmetric Lie algebra and let G be a corre-
sponding connected Lie group satisfying (GP) and (Eff), and H = G ∩Gc. For M = G/H, we
then have

WM (h) =WKMS
M (h) = κ−1

h ((TM )τh).
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Proof. In view of Lemma 6.3, it remains to show thatWM (h) ⊆WKMS
M (h). Since both sides are

invariant under (Gh)e, it suffices to consider elements of the form ExpeH(x), x ∈ (C+ +C−)
π.

As h, x ∈ gct = hτh ⊕ q−τh , this can be verified in the Cayley type subalgebra gct. We may
therefore assume that τ = τh.

The subspace E := g1(h) = q1(h) carries the structure of a euclidean Jordan algebra whose
simple ideals correspond to the simple ideals of g ([FK94, Ch. X]). Its rank r coincides with the
dimension of a maximal abelian subspace aq ⊆ qp. If Ea ⊆ E is the span of a Jordan frame,
i.e., a maximal associative subalgebra, then

tq = {x+ θ(x) : x ∈ Ea}

is a maximal abelian elliptic subspace of q, contained in qk. Now every element in the elliptic
cone C◦

+ + C◦
− ⊆ q is conjugate under Inn(hk) to an element of tq. We may therefore assume,

in addition, that x ∈ tq. . Next we recall that h and tq generate a subalgebra s ∼= sl2(R)
r ⊆ g

with s1(h) = Ea in which tq is a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra (Proposition 3.11).
In particular, we obtain by intersection a Cayley type subalgebra

(s, τh, C ∩ s, h)

which is a direct sum of Cayley type subalgebras isomorphic to sl2(R). From the corresponding
assertion for sl2(R), which follows from Proposition D.9, specialized to dS2, we now obtain that
ExpeH(x) ∈WKMS

M (h).

6.3 The relation to wedge domains in GC/G
c

We now show that the domains from Theorem 6.5 are a connected component of the fixed
point set of the conjugation σ on the corresponding domain in the bigger ncc space GC/G

c.
Here σ : GC → GC is the conjugation with G = (Gσ

C)e. As before, we set Gc = (GC)
τ̄
e and

H = Hmax = G ∩Gc. It is shown in [MNÓ22a] that this is the maximal choice for H and that
H = HeK

h.

Theorem 6.6. Let σ = σM be the conjugation on GC/G
c fixing M pointwise. Then

WM (h) = (WGC/G
c(h))σeH =WKMS

M (h) = (WKMS
GC/G

c (h))σeH .

Proof. By Theorem 6.5, applied to M and GC/G
c, it is enough to show that

WKMS
M (h) = (WKMS

GC/G
c (h))σeH .

It is clear by the definition that WKMS
M (h) ⊆ (WKMS

GC/G
c(h))σeGc . On the other hand, if

m ∈ (WKMS
GC/G

c (h))σeGc ⊂ (GC/G
c)σ,

it follows from (3.9) and Subsection 3.4 that m ∈ M and hence by the definition of the KMS-
wedge that m ∈WKMS

M (h).

The modular one-parameter group acts on M = G/H by

αt(gH) = exp(th)gH = g. exp(tAd(g)−1h)H.

It is generated by the vector field given by

XM
h (gH) = g.pq(Ad(g)−1h). (6.7)

We therefore have

W+
M (h) = {m ∈ G/H : XM

h (m) ∈ V+(m)} = {gH : Ad(g)−1h ∈ h+ C◦
q }. (6.8)
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In the same way we define the positivity domain W+
GC/G

c (h) in GC/G
c.

Note that pq(Ad(g)−1h) ∈ C◦
q is equivalent to

Ad(g)−1h ∈ h+C◦
q , (6.9)

so that we have to understand the intersection of the adjoint orbit Oh = Ad(G)h with the real
tube domain h+ C◦

q .

Lemma 6.7. W+
M (h)eGc ⊆W+

GC/G
c(h)

σ
eGc ⊆W+

M (h).

Proof. The proof follows the proof of Theorem 6.6 above. It is clear by C◦ ⊆ iC◦
gc that

W+
M (h)eGc ⊂ (W+

GC/G
c (h)

σ)eGc .

But if m ∈ W+
GC/G

c (h)
σ
eGc , then m ∈ M and m = gGc for some g ∈ G (see (3.9) in Subsec-

tion 3.4). The definition of W+
GC/G

c (h) entails

Ad(g)−1h ∈ (gc + iC◦
gc ) ∩ g = h+ C◦.

Hence m ∈ W+
M (h)eGc .

7 The positivity domain W+

M
(h)

Recall the positivity domain

W+
M (h) = {m ∈ G/H : XM

h (m) ∈ V+(m)} = {gH : Ad(g)−1h ∈ h+ C◦
q }. (7.1)

This set is not necessarily connected. In the first part we show that in general W+
M (h)eH =

WM (h). Then we discuss the case where G is simple and H = Gh, so that M = G/H is of
Cayley type. In this case we show that W+

M (h) is connected.

7.1 The identity component W+
M (h)eH

Recall that M = G/H , where H = G∩Gc holds for an open subgroup Gc ⊆ (GC)
τ (see (3.7)).

The man result in this section is the following theorem, showing that the identity components of
the different wedge domains coincide. That the domains WM (h) and WKMS

M (h) are connected
has already been pointed out. We show in [MNÓ22b] that the positivity domain W+

M (h) is also
connected under our assumption, but not for coverings.

Theorem 7.1. Let (g, τ, Cq, h) be a modular ncc symmetric Lie algebra, G a corresponding
connected Lie group satisfying (GP) and (Eff) and H = G ∩Gc. Then

W+
M (h)eH =WM (h) = (Gh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)

π).

We prove this in two steps. We start with the one inclusion:

Lemma 7.2. If (g, τ, C, h) is a reductive modular ncc symmetric Lie algebra and that (GP)
and (Eff) are satisfied for the corresponding connected Lie group G. Then WM (h) ⊆W+

M (h).

Proof. Since both sets are invariant under (Gh)e, and

WM (h) = (Gτh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)
π),

it suffices to see that pq(e
− ad xh) = − sinh(ad x)h ∈ C◦

q holds for every x ∈ (C+ + C−)
π.

As h ∈ hτh and x ∈ q−τh are both contained in gct = hτh + q−τh , we may assume that
τ = τh. In the same way as in the proof of Theorem 6.5, we further reduce to the case
where g = sl2(R)

r, endowed with the canonical diagonal Cayley type structure. This reduces
the problem to (sl2(R), τh), which corresponds to 2-dimensional de Sitter space. Hence the
assertion follows from Subsection D.3 or by the calculations in Section B
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Proof of Theorem 7.1: In view of Lemma 7.2, it remains to show that

W+
M (h)e ⊆ (Gh)e.ExpeH((C+ + C−)

π) = (Gh)e exp((C+ + C−)
π)H. (7.2)

We write g = gr ⊕ gnr for the decomposition of g into the maximal τ -invariant Riemannian
ideal gr and its complement gnr which is a direct sum of irreducible ncc symmetric Lie algebras
(Proposition 2.14). Then [h, gr] = {0} implies that Gr := 〈exp gr〉 ⊆ (Gh)e. We also note that

h = hr + hnr ∈ C◦ ⊆ Cmax
q = qr ⊕ Cmax

qnr

with hr ∈ z(g) ⊆ gr, so that the projection hnr of h onto gnr is contained in Cmax
qnr

. Further

C± = ±C ∩ q±1(h) = ±Cmax
q ∩ q±1(h)

by Proposition 3.10. We may therefore assume w.l.o.g. that g = gnr and that C = Cmax
q .

Next we recall from (7.1) that

W+
M(h) = {gH ∈M : Ad(g)−1h ∈ h+ C◦}.

As we have seen in (B.4) in Appendix B, the elements

x0 =
π

4

s∑

j=1

(ej − fj) ∈ tq, h =
1

2

s∑

j=1

h0
j and hc =

1

2

s∑

j=1

(ej + fj) (7.3)

in the subalgebra s0 ∼= sl2(R)
s generated by hc and tq satisfy

Ad(g0)hc = h for g0 := exp(x0).

Therefore gH ∈ W+
M (h) is equivalent to

Ad(g−1g)hc = Ad(g)−1h ∈ TC = h+C◦.

Theorem 4.10 now shows that, if gH is contained in the connected component of this set
containing g0H , then

g−1g0 ∈ H exp(Ωtq)G
hc ,

which is equivalent to

g−1 ∈ H exp(Ωtq)G
hcg−1

0 = H exp(Ωtq)g
−1
0 GAd(g0)hc = H exp(Ωtq − x0)G

h,

resp., to
g ∈ Gh exp(x0 − Ωtq)H.

In view of (7.2), it suffices to show that

x0 −Ωtq ⊆ (C+ + C−)
π ∩ tq.

By (B.3), the set on the right hand side is

(C+ + C−)
π ∩ tq =

{ s∑

j=1

cj
2
(ej − fj) : 0 < cj < π

}
.

So it remains to observe that (7.3) yields x0 − Ωtq =
{∑r

j=1

cj
2
(ej − fj) : 0 < cj < π

}
.

The following proposition provides an interesting link between compactness of stabilizers
and the positivity domain W+

M (h) of the vector field XM
h on M .

Proposition 7.3. If (g, τ, C, h) is reductive and m ∈ W+
M (h), then the stabilizer Gh

m acts as a
relatively compact group on Tm(M).

Proof. The stabilizer group Gh
m acts on the pointed generating cone V+(m) ⊆ Tm(M) and

fixes the element XM
h (m) in its interior. Therefore the image of this representation is relatively

compact.
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7.2 The Cayley type case

In this section we discuss the special case where M is irreducible of Cayley type. We prove our
main assertion (1.7) on wedge domains for Cayley type spaces and show that, in this case, the
positivity domain WM (h) is connected.

We assume that (g, τ ) is simple of Cayley type with Cartan involution θ such that the Euler
element h ∈ h satisfies θ(h) = −h and τ = τh. We consider the corresponding centerfree group
G = Inn(g) which automatically satisfies (GP) and (Eff). FurtherH := Gh is an open subgroup
of Gτ because Gh commutes with τ = τh. Note that [MNÓ22a, Prop. 7.9] implies that

G ∩Gc = Khc exp(hp) (7.4)

holds for any causal Euler element hc ∈ qp, so that τh = τ = θτhc .

Example 7.4. A typical example is 2-dimensional de Sitter space dS2 ∼= SO2,1(R)e/SO1,1(R)e.
In this case g0(h) = h, g±1(h) = q±1(h) = q±, q = q+1(h) ⊕ q−1(h) and, up to sign, the cone
C = C+ − C− is the only H = Gh-invariant hyperbolic convex generating cone in q ([HÓ97,
Thm. 2.6.8]). For a detailed discussion of these spaces see [HÓ97, Sec. 2.6] and [NeÓ00].

The involution τ commutes with θ because θ(h) = −h. If we normalize z ∈ z(k) in such a
way that iz ∈ gC is an Euler element, then

τ (z) = −z and θ = eπ ad z ∈ Gτ \Gh.

As Gh preserves the 3-grading of g defined by h, the cones C± = ±Cg ∩ g±1(h) are both
Gh-invariant, but the Cartan involution satisfies θ(C+) = C− (Proposition 2.22). Therefore
the elliptic cone C+ + C− is θ-invariant, but the hyperbolic cone C := C+ − C− is not. The
following lemma actually shows that

Gτ = Gh ∪ θGh, (7.5)

so that Gh is the maximal subgroup of Gτ leaving the hyperbolic cone C = C+−C− invariant.

From Gc = e
πi
2

ad hGe−
πi
2

ad h it follows that Gh ⊆ G ∩Gc. Further Khc ⊆ Gθτhc = Gτ leaves
the cone C = C+ − C− = Cmax invariant ([MNÓ22a, Rem. 4.20]). We thus also derive from
(7.4) and (7.5) that G ∩Gc ⊆ Gh, hence the equality

G ∩Gc = Gh.

Lemma 7.5. Let g be a simple real Lie algebra and h ∈ E(g) ∩ h an Euler element. In the
centerfree group G = Inn(g), we then have |Gτh/Gh| ≤ 2.

If h is symmetric, i.e., −h ∈ Oh, then any g ∈ Inn(g) with gh = −h is contained in Gτ \Gh.

Proof. It is clear that Gh ⊂ Gτh . Assume, conversely, that g ∈ Gτh . Then g normalizes h = gτh

and leaves q invariant. Next we observe that q = q1(h)⊕ q−1(h) is the decomposition of q into
two simple pairwise inequivalent h-modules ([HÓ97]). Therefore either g.q±1(h) = q±1(h)
or g.q±1(h) = q∓1(h). In the first case g.h = h and in the second case g.h = −h. So
Gτh/Gh ∼= Gτhh ⊆ {±h} has at most two elements.

We put
P± = exp(g±1(h))G

h and M± := G/P∓.

We then have an embedding

M = G/Gh →֒ G/P− ×G/P+, gGh 7→ (gP−, gP+)

where the space on the right carries the order for which the above inclusion is a causal embed-
ding. First we consider the causal homogeneous spaces M±. The cones

±C± ⊆ g±1(h) ∼= g/p∓
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are P∓-invariant because the group exp(g±1(h)) acts trivially on g/p± ∼= g∓1(h). We therefore
obtain G-invariant cone fields

V+(gP∓) := g.(±C◦
±), on M± = G/P∓.

Proposition 7.6. (The positivity domain in the flag manifold) In M+ the positivity domain

WM+
(h) := {m ∈M+ : X

M+

h (m) ∈ V+(m)}

of the modular vector field X
M+

h coincides with the subset exp(C◦
+)P−, which corresponds to the

positive cone E+ under the open dense embedding of the euclidean Jordan algebra E = g1(h)
into M+.

Proof. We identify the euclidean Jordan algebra E = g1(h) with the corresponding open subset
of M+. On this subset the vector field XM

h coincides with the Euler vector field XM
h (v) = v.

Therefore the positivity domain WM+
(h) intersects E precisely in the open cone E+. As

WM+
(h) is open and E is dense in M+, it follows that WM+

(h)∩E = E+ is dense in WM+
(h).

We therefore have to analyze points in the closure of E+.
Let θ be a Cartan involution on g commuting with τ = τh. We then have

k = hk ⊕ qk and hk = k ∩ (g0(h) + g1(h)) = (g0(h) + g1(h))
θ .

From a Jordan frame in E, we obtain an associative Jordan subalgebra Ea ⊆ E, and

tq = {x+ θ(x) : x ∈ Ea ⊆ E = g1(h)}

is a maximal abelian subspace of qk (see the proof of Theorem 6.5). Then h and tq generate a
subalgebra

s ∼= sl2(R)
r ⊆ g

with s1(h) = Ea in which tq is a compactly embedded Cartan subalgebra. This is a Cayley
type subalgebra

(s, τh, C ∩ s, h)

which is a direct sum of Cayley type subalgebras isomorphic to sl2(R).
For the groups K = exp k, HK := exp hk, and the torus T := exp tq, we then have K =

HKTHK . Since K acts transitively on M+ and HK ⊆ Gh ⊆ P−, it suffices to determine the
positive elements in the torus T+ := T.eP+ ⊆M+. This set can be determined in terms of the
subalgebra s and the Jordan algebra Ea. It follows that

T+
∼= (S1)r ∼= (R∞)r,

and that the modular vector field is given on the dense open subset Rr = T+ ∩E ⊆ T+ by

Xh(x1, . . . , xr) = (x1, . . . , xr).

We conclude that
WM+

(h) ∩ T+ = E+ = (R+)
r,

and this implies that

WM+
(h) = HK(WM+

(h) ∩ T+) = HK(E+ ∩ Ea) = E+.

Now we turn to the Cayley type spaces, where C = C+−C− ⊆ q = q1⊕ q−1 is a hyperbolic
cone and Gh = P+ ∩ P−.

Proposition 7.7. For a Cayley type space M = G/Gh, we have

W+
M(h) = ExpeH((C+ + C−)

π) =WM (h).

In particular, W+
M (h) is connected.
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Proof. We consider the open embedding

η : G/Gh =M →֒ M+ ×M−, gGh 7→ (gP−, gP+). (7.6)

Accordingly, q ∼= TeH(M) decomposes q1 ⊕ q−1.
The Cartan involution θ satisfies θ(q1) = q−1 and θ|a = − ida, so that

θ(C◦) = θ(Ad(Gh)C◦
a ) = Ad(Gh)θ(C◦

a ) = Ad(Gh)(−C◦
a ) = −C◦

and thus θ(C) = −C. In particular, we have θ(C+) = C−, so that

θ̃ : M+ →M−, gP− 7→ θ(g)P+ = θ(gP−)

is a diffeomorphism. It reverses the causal structure if M− carries the cone field defined in q−1

by the cone −C− = −θ(C+). For this causal structure, (7.6) becomes an embedding of causal

manifolds. The map θ̃ intertwines the vector field X
M+

h with the vector field −XM−

h , so that

WM−
(h) = θ̃(WM+

(h)) = θ̃(E+) = exp(C◦
−)P+.

This shows that

W+
M (h) = η−1(WM+

(h)×WM−
(h)) = η−1(exp(C◦

+)P− × exp(C◦
−)P+)

= (exp(C◦
+)P− ∩ exp(C◦

−)P+)/G
h.

It remains to show that

W+
M (h)

!
= ExpeGh((C+ +C−)

π) =WM(h). (7.7)

In view of the Gh-invariance of both sides, we can verify both inclusions on suitable representa-
tives of Gh-orbits on both sides. As the cone C++C− is elliptic and tq ⊆ qk is maximal abelian,
every (Gh)e-orbit in (C+ + C−)

◦ meets tq. On the Jordan algebra level, this corresponds to
the fact that every pair in E+ × E+ can be diagonalized simultaneously:

E+ × E+ = Ad((Gh)e).(Ea,+ × Ea,+).

It therefore suffices to verify (7.7) for the Jordan algebra Ea
∼= R

r with the conformal
Lie algebra s = sl2(R)

r. Then M ∼= (dS2)r →֒ (T2)r, and the product structure reduces the
problem to the 2-dimensional de Sitter space M = dS2 ∼= PSL2(R)/SO1,1(R)e, for which we
know from Proposition D.9 that W+

dS2
(h) coincides with WdS2(h).

8 Perspectives and open problems

In this final section we collect some open problems related to wedge domains in non-compactly
causal symmetric spaces.

8.1 Connectedness of the positivity domain for ncc symmetric

spaces

As we know from Subsection D.3, the positivity domainW+
M (h) is connected for de Sitter space

and for the Cayley type spaces (Proposition 7.7). One may therefore expect this to be the case
in general, but this is not true. The reason for this are non-trivial coverings. If M = G/H and

qM : M̃ = G̃/G̃τ →M denotes its simply connected covering, then

W+

M̃
(h) = q−1

M (W+
M (h)),
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and since WM (h) is simply connected (even contractible) by [MNÓ22b, Prop. 3.6], it lifts

to M̃ , so that W+

M̃
(h) is not connected if the covering is non-trivial. To avoid this source of

non-connectedness, one has to consider the space M = G/H for

G = Inn(g) and H := {g ∈ Gτ : Ad(g)C = C}. (8.1)

Example 8.1. The non-compactly causal space M = dS2 (2-dimensional de Sitter space) is
not simply connected with π1(dS

2) ∼= Z. The positivity domain W+
M (h) is contractible, hence

simply connected. Therefore its inverse image in M̃ has infinitely many connected components.

In [MNÓ22b, §7] we show that:

Theorem 8.2. Let (g, τ, C) be an irreducible ncc symmetric Lie algebra, G = Inn(g) and
H := Hmax = Inng(h)K

hc ⊆ Gτ for a causal Euler element hc. Then the positivity domain
W+

M (hc) in M := G/H is connected.

8.2 Fixed points of the modular flow

If M = G/H is a symmetric space associated to the symmetric Lie algebra (g, τ ) and h ∈ E(g)
is an Euler element, then its adjoint orbit Oh = Ad(G)h contains an element of h if and only if
the corresponding vector field XM

h on M has a zero. In our axiomatic setup for modular causal
symmetric Lie algebras we assume h ∈ h, which can be achieved by conjugation if XM

h has a
zero. However, there are cases where g contains an Euler element, but none is contained in h.
In this subsection we discuss some of the related problems.

If (g, τ, C) is irreducible and non-compactly causal, then C always contains a causal Euler
element hc which may not be conjugate to an element of h (cf. [MNÓ22a, Thm. 4.4]). However,
we may use it to define a modular flow on M , and since hc ∈ C◦, the corresponding positivity
domain

W+
M (hc) = {m ∈M : XM

hc
(m) ∈ V+(m)} = {gH : Ad(g)−1hc ∈ h+C◦}

is a non-empty open subset of M . To determine the structure of this set, one needs a good
description of the intersection Ohc ∩ (h + C◦), which is an analog of a real crown domain of
the Riemannian symmetric space Ad(H)hc

∼= H/HK (see in particular [MNÓ22a, Thm. 6.7]
for details).

In [MNÓ22b] we show that it is also possible to develop a rich theory of wedge domains in
non-compactly causal symmetric spaces for causal Euler elements hc, even if XM

hc
has no zeros.

Its flavor is very different from the approach in the present paper.

Problem 8.3. The tube domain

TM := G.ExpeH(iCπ) ⊆MC

does always make sense, but is it open in MC? As the polar map of TM has singularities, this
is not clear. Since TM is defined,

WKMS
M (h) := {m ∈M : (∀z ∈ Sπ) αz(m) ∈ TM}

also makes sense. Since τhc(hc) = hc, the two cones C and −τhc(C) will certainly be different,
so that it is not clear what the correct analog of C−τh is in this context.

In view of [MNÓ22a, Thm. 5.4], in the irreducible case, the vector field XM
hc

associated to a
causal Euler element hc has a zero if and only if hc is symmetric, i.e., −hc ∈ Ohc , which in turn
is equivalent to E(g) ∩ h 6= ∅. If this is the case, then there exists an element h ∈ E(g)∩ hp, so
that θ(h) = −h and τ (h) = h implies that τhc(h) = τθ(h) = −h. Therefore [MN21, Thm. 3.13]
implies that h and hc generate a subalgebra isomorphic to sl2(R) which is invariant under τ
and θ. In particular Oh = Ohc . This shows that

E(g)∩ h ⊆ Ohc and Oh = Ohc = −Ohc . (8.2)

44



Example 8.4. (The complex case) If g is simple hermitian not of tube type, then (gC, τ ), with
τ (z) = z, is irreducible ncc of complex type. The Lie algebra gC contains an Euler element,
but none is contained in g if it is not of tube type (cf. Proposition 2.13).

Moreover, there may be many adjoint orbits of Euler elements in gC, for instance sln(C)
contains n − 1 classes (cf. [MN21, Thm. 3.10]), but once a hermitian real form is fixed, the
conjugacy class is determined by the requirement hc ∈ ig. In fact, if hc ∈ ig is an Euler element,
then z := ihc ∈ g is elliptic with Spec(ad z) = {0,±i} and k := ker(ad z) is maximal compactly
embedded in g. Hence there are precisely two Ad(G)-orbits of Euler elements in ig.

Here is a prototypical example of an ncc symmetric space of Riemannian type:

Example 8.5. (Modular flow without fixed points and degenerate wedge domain)
Consider the open cone M := Hermn(R)+ as a symmetric space of

G = GLn(R)e/Γ

as in Example 2.11. Then αt(A) = etA defines a “modular” flow on M without fixed points.
Here M is a Riemannian symmetric space and

g = gln(R)
∼= Rh⊕ sln(R),

so that h is central. Then Ad(g)h = h for every g ∈ G and W+
M (h) =M .

8.3 Different choices of h ∈ h ∩ E(g)

A classification of Inng(h)-orbits in h∩E(g) has been carried out in [NÓ21, §3.1]. It is the same
for cc and ncc space because g = h+ q and gc = h+ iq share the same subalgebra h. By (8.2),
the different possibilities for h ∈ E(g)∩ h are symmetric Euler elements conjugate to the causal
Euler element hc.
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A Irreducible modular ncc symmetric Lie algebras

g gc = h+ iq h ∆(g, a) h g1(h)

Complex type

sl2r(C) sur,r(C)
⊕2 sur,r(C) A2r−1 hr Mr(C)

sp2r(C) sp2r(R)
⊕2 sp2r(R) Cr hr Symr(C)

so2k(C), k > 2 so2,2k−2(R)
⊕2 so2,2k−2(R) Dk h1 C

2k−2

so2k+1(C), k > 1 so2,2k−1(R)
⊕2 so2,2k−1(R) Bk h1 C

2k−1

so4r(C) so∗(4r)⊕2 so∗(4r) D2r h2r−1, h2r Skew2r(C)
e7(C) (e7(−25))

⊕2 e7(−25) E7 h7 Herm3(O)C

Cayley type (CT)

sur,r(C) sur,r(C) R⊕ slr(C) Cr hr Hermr(C)
sp2r(R) sp2r(R) R⊕ slr(R) Cr hr Symr(R)

so2,d(R), d > 2 so2,d(R) R⊕ so1,d−1(R) C2 h2 R
1,d−1

so∗(4r) so∗(4r) R⊕ slr(H) Cr hr Hermr(H)
e7(−25) e7(−25) R⊕ e6(−26) C3 h3 Herm3(O)

Split type (ST)

sl2r(R) sur,r(C) sor,r(R) A2r−1 hr Mr(R)
so2r,2r(R) so∗(4r) so2r(C) D2r h2r−1, h2r Skew2r(R)
e7(R) e7(−25) sl4(H) E7 h7 Herm3(Osplit)
sop+1,q+1(R) so2,p+q(R) so1,p(R)⊕ so1,q(R) Bp+1 (p < q) h1 R

p,q

p, q > 1 Dp+1 (p = q)

Nonsplit type (NST)

sl2s(H) su2s,2s(C) us,s(H) A2s−1 hs Ms(H)
us,s(H) sp4s(R) sp2s(C) Cs hs Aherms(H)

so1,d+1(R) so2,d(R) so1,d(R) A1 h1 R
d

Table 1: Irreducible ncc symmetric Lie algebras (g, τ ) with E(g)∩ h 6= ∅

B Some calculations in sl2(R)

Arguments are often reduced to relatively simple sl2(R) calculations. We therefore collect the
basic notations and calculations here in one place for reference. For g = sl2(R), we fix the
Cartan involution θ(x) = −x⊤, so that

k = so2(R) and p = {x ∈ sl2(R) : x
⊤ = x}.

The basis elements

h0 :=
1

2

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, e0 =

(
0 1
0 0

)
and f0 =

(
0 0
1 0

)
(B.1)

and

h1 =
1

2

(
0 1
1 0

)
=

1

2
(e0 + f0), e1 =

1

2

(
−1 1
−1 1

)
and f1 =

1

2

(
−1 −1
1 1

)
(B.2)

satisfy
[hj , ej ] = ej , [hj , f j ] = −f j , [ej , f j ] = 2hj and θ(ej) = −f j .
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For the involution

τ

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
a −b
−c d

)

we have

h = g
τ = Rh0, q = g

−τ = Rh1 + R(e0 − f0) and C = [0,∞)e0 + [0,∞)f0

is a hyperbolic Inn(h)-invariant cone in q, containing h1 as a causal Euler element. Further

C+ = [0,∞)e0 =

{(
0 x
0 0

)
: x ≥ 0

}
and C− = −[0,∞)f0 =

{(
0 0
−y 0

)
: y ≥ 0

}

lead to

C+ + C− = [0,∞)e0 − [0,∞)f0 =

{(
0 x
−y 0

)
: x, y ≥ 0

}
,

so that
(C+ + C−)

π ∩ R(e0 − f0) =
{
t(e0 − f0) : 0 < t <

π

2

}
. (B.3)

The subspace tq := R(e0 − f0) = so2(R) of q is maximal elliptic. For

x0 :=
π

4
(e0 − f0) =

π

4

(
0 1
−1 0

)
∈ tq

and

g0 := exp(x0) =

(
cos

(
π
4

)
sin

(
π
4

)

− sin
(
π
4

)
cos

(
π
4

)
)

=
1√
2

(
1 1
−1 1

)
,

we then have
Ad(g0)h

1 = h0 and Ad(g0)h
0 = −h1, (B.4)

More generally, we have for t ∈ R

et ad(e
0−f0)h1 = cos(2t)h1 + sin(2t)h0 (B.5)

because [e0 − f0, h1] = 2h0, [e0 − f0, h0] = −2h1.
Now fix the Euler element

h = h0 =
1

2

(
1 0
0 −1

)
and τh = eπi adh,

and similarly drop the 0 in other places. Then we have

g1(h) = Re, e =

(
0 1
0 0

)
and g−1(h) = Rf, f =

(
0 0
1 0

)
.

Recall that
[h, e] = e, [h, f ] = −f and [e, f ] = 2h. (B.6)

We have
(C◦

g )
−τh = R+e︸︷︷︸

C◦
+

−R+f︸︷︷︸
C◦

−

with C◦
+ = R+e, C◦

− = R+f.

For y = λe+ µf ∈ g−τh , we have

[y, h] = −λe+ µf and [y, [y, h]] = [λe+ µf,−λe+ µf ] = λµ2[e, f ] = 4λµh.

We define the function S : C → C by S(z) =
∑∞

k=0
(−1)k

(2k+1)!
zk, so that sin(z) = zS(z2). Then

sin(ad y)h = S((ad y)2)[y, h] = S(4λµ) · (−λe+ µf).

This element is contained in −C◦
g if λ, µ > 0 and sin(2

√
λµ) > 0. This is satisfied for 0 <

4µλ < π2. Then y is hyperbolic with Spec(ad y) = {±2
√
λµ} ⊆ (−π, π).

47



Example B.1. (cf. Example 6.2) Let G be a connected Lie group with Lie algebra g and h ∈ g

an Euler element. In general Gh may be much larger thanGτh . This can be seen for G = S̃L2(R)
(the simply connected covering group of SL2(R)) and the Euler element h = diag(1/2,−1/2),
where diag stands for “diagonal matrix”. The group Gh contains Z(G) ∼= Z and Gh

e = exp(Rh),
which shows that π0(G

h) ∼= Z. The involution τh acts on Z(G) ⊆ exp(so2(R)) by inversion
(cf. [MN21, Ex. 2.10(d)]).

For G = SL2(R) and the same Euler element h, the centralizer Gh is the non-connected sub-
group of diagonal matrices, which coincides with the fixed point group Gτh of the corresponding
involution

τh

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
a −b
−c d

)
.

On the other hand, if we consider the centerfree group G = SO1,2(R)e ∼= PSL2(R), then
Gh = Gh

e , but the subgroup Gτh has 2 connected components: Gτh = Gh ∪ θGh, where θ is a
Cartan involution with θ(h) = −h.

C Polar maps

In this section we discuss polar maps associated to an involution on a symmetric space, resp.,
to a pair of commuting involutions on a Lie group. Key properties are collected in Lemma C.4.
These results are used in particular in Subsection 4.2 to obtain a polar decomposition of the
crown domain of the Riemannian symmetric space Mr = G/K and in the characterization of
this domain as a subset of the tube domain of the cone C (Theorem 4.10).

C.1 Some spectral theory

Let V be a finite dimensional real vector space and A ∈ End(V ).

Lemma C.1. ker
(
sinh(A)

A

)
=

⊕
n6=0 ker(A

2 + n2π21).

Proof. We may w.l.o.g. assume that V is complex. Then B := sinh(A)/A is invertible on all
generalized eigenspace corresponding to eigenvalues λ 6= πni, n ∈ Z \ {0}. We may therefore
assume that V has only one eigenvalue λ = nπi, n 6= 0. Then A is invertible, so that

ker(B) = ker(sinh(A)) = ker(eA − e−A) = ker(e2A − 1).

Writing A = As + An for the Jordan decomposition of A, it follows that

e2A = e2Ase2An = e2nπie2An = e2An .

As ker(e2An − 1) = ker(An) follows from 2An = log(e2An) as a polynomial in e2An − 1, we see
that ker(B) = ker(An) is the λ-eigenspace of A.

With similar arguments, or by replacing A by A− πi
2
1, we get:

Lemma C.2. ker(cosh(A)) = ker(e−2A + 1) =
⊕

n∈N
ker

(
A2 +

(
n+ 1

2

)2
π21

)
.

C.2 Fine points on polar maps

In this subsection, we consider two commuting involutions σ and τ on a connected, not neces-
sarily reductive, Lie group G and an open σ-invariant subgroup H ⊆ Gτ . We shall study the
polar map

Φ: Gσ ×Hσ q
−σ → M, [g, x] 7→ g.ExpeH(x) = g exp(x)H ∈ G/H (C.1)

and its applications.
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As H is invariant under τ and σ, both define commuting involutions on M and their fixed
point manifolds intersect transversally in eH . The map

Ψ: Gσ ×Hσ q
−σ → N(Gσ/Hσ), [g, x] 7→ g.x

is a diffeomorphism onto the normal bundle N(Gσ/Hσ) of the subspace Gσ.eH ∼= Gσ/Hσ and
Φ = Exp ◦Ψ, where Exp: T (M) →M is the exponential map.

First, we determine the regular points of Φ. As Φ is Gσ-equivariant, it suffices to determine
for which points [e, x] the tangent map T[e,x](Φ) is injective, hence bijective for dimensional
reasons. In the following calculation, we shall use the formula

Tx(ExpeH)y = exp(x).
sinh(ad x)

adx
y for x, y ∈ q (C.2)

for the differential of Exp ([DN93, Lemma 4.6]), where q → TExpeH (x), v 7→ expx.v, is the linear
isomorphism induced by the action of expx ∈ G on M . For a ∈ gσ, x, b ∈ q−σ, we obtain

T[e,x](Φ)(a, b) = a.Exp(x) + Tx(ExpeH)(b)

= exp(x).
(
pq(e

− ad xa) +
sinh(ad x)

ad x
b
)

(C.3)

Note that e− ad xa = cosh(ad x)a− sinh(adx)a. If a ∈ hσ then pq(e
− ad xa) = − sinh(adx)a,

and if a ∈ qσ, then pq(e
− ad xa) = cosh(adx)a. Writing a = ah + aq with ah ∈ hσ and aq ∈ qσ,

we thus obtain

T[e,x](Φ)(a, b) = exp(x).
(
cosh(ad x)aq︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈qσ

+
sinh(adx)

ad x
b− sinh(ad x)ah

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈q−σ

)
. (C.4)

The following lemma provides a characterization of the regular points.

Lemma C.3. For x ∈ q, the following assertions hold:

(a) ExpeH is regular in x if and only if the map sinh(adx)
ad x

: q → q is invertible, which is
equivalent to

Spec(adx|qL ) ∩ Zπi ⊆ {0}, where qL := q+ [q, q]. (C.5)

(b) If ExpeH |q−σ is regular in x ∈ q−σ, then the polar map Φ in (C.2) is regular in [g, x] if
and only if, in addition, cosh(ad x) : qσ → qσ is invertible, which is equivalent to

Spec(ad x|qL) ∩
(π
2
+ Zπ

)
i = ∅. (C.6)

Proof. (a) follows from the spectral theoretic description of the kernel of sinh(adx)
ad x

∣∣
q
as the

intersection of q with the sum of the eigenspaces of ad x in gC for the eigenvalues λ ∈ πiZ \ {0}
(Lemma C.1).

(b) Suppose that the restriction of ExpeH to q−σ is regular, i.e., that sinh(ad x)
ad x

: q−σ → q−σ is
invertible. Then (C.4) shows that Φ is regular in [e, x] if and only if cosh(ad x) : qσ → qσ is
invertible, and this is equivalent to the condition on Spec(ad x|qL) stated in (b).

The following lemma contains a wealth of information on singular points of the polar map Φ.

Lemma C.4. Let Ω ⊆ q−σ be an open Hσ-invariant subset consisting of Exp-regular elliptic
elements, and consider the polar map

Φ: Gσ
e ×Hσ Ω →M, [g, y] 7→ g.ExpeH(y).

Let x ∈ Ω, write m := ExpeH(x) ∈M = G/H, Om := Gσ
e .m for its orbit, and put

σx := e−2 adx, ζx := e− ad x ∈ Aut(g).

Then the following assertions hold:
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(a) g−σx := {y ∈ g : σx(y) = −y} = ker(cosh(ad x)).

(b) qσ,−σx complements the subspace exp(−x). im(T[e,x](Φ)) = cosh(ad x)qσ ⊕ q−σ in q.

(c) The eigenspaces g±σx are τ -invariant, and on the Lie subalgebra gσ
2
x = gσx ⊕ g−σx , the

involution τ commutes with σx.

(d) The eigenspaces g±σx are ζx-invariant, on gσx the automorphisms ζx and τ commute,
and on on g−σx the complex structure ζx and τ anticommute. In particular, we have

ζx(h
σx) = h

σx , ζx(q
σx) = q

σx , ζx(h
−σx) = q

−σx , ζx(q
−σx) = h

−σx .

(e) The eigenspaces g±σx are σ-invariant, and on the Lie subalgebra gσ
2
x , the involution σ

commutes with σx. On gσx , the automorphisms ζx and σ commute, and on on g−σx the
complex structure ζx anticommute with σ. In particular, we have

ζx(g
σ,σx) = g

σ,σx , ζx(g
−σ,σx) = g

−σ,σx, ζx(g
±σ,−σx) = g

∓σ,−σx .

(f) The stabilizer Lie algebra of m in g is

gm = g
τσx = {y ∈ g : σx(y) = τ (y)} and g

σ2
x

m = h
σx ⊕ q

−σx .

The stabilizer Lie algebra in gσ is

g
σ
m = h

σ,σx ⊕ q
σ,−σx. (C.7)

The stabilizer group Gm acts on Tm(M) = expx.q by g.(expx.y) = expx.
(
Ad(ζGx (g))y

)
.

(g) The tangent space of the orbit Om is

Tm(Om) = exp(x).
(
cosh(ad x)qσ + [x, hσ]

)
.

(h) Let qx := qσ,−σx + q−σ,σx and hx := [qx, qx]. If the group Inng(hx) acts as a relatively
compact group on qx and Inng(hx)q

−σ,σx = qx, then m is an interior point of im(Φ).

Proof. (a) follows directly from 2 cosh(ad x) = eadx + e− ad x.
(b) With (C.3) we see that the image of T[e,x](Φ) is the subspace

exp(x).
(
cosh(ad x)qσ︸ ︷︷ ︸

⊆qσ

+
sinh(ad x)

ad x
q
−σ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
⊆q−σ

)
.

As ad x is semisimple, a complement of exp(−x). im(T[e,x](Φ)) in q is

ker
(
cosh(ad x)|qσ

)
= q

σ,−σx. (C.8)

(c) In view of τσ2
xτ = σ−2

x , the fixed point space gσ
2
x is τ -invariant. On this subspace σx =

σ−1
x = τσxτ , so that τ preserves the two eigenspaces g±σx of σx on gσ

2
x .

(d) As ζx commutes with σx, the eigenspaces g±σx are ζx-invariant. Further, (c) implies that,
on gσx , we have τζxτ = ζ−1

x = ζx.
(e) is shown with similar arguments as (c) and (d).
(f) In M = G/H , the point m = ExpeH(expx) = exp xH is obtained by acting with expx on
the base point eH . Therefore its stabilizer group is Gm = expxH exp(−x) with the Lie algebra

gm = ead x
h = Fix(eadxτe− ad x) = Fix(τe−2 adx) = Fix(τσx).

Now the τ -invariance of gσ
2
x implies that

g
σ2
x

m = gm ∩ g
σ2
x = g

σx,τ ⊕ g
−σx,−τ = h

σx ⊕ q
−σx .
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To verify (C.7), let y = yh + yq ∈ gσ with yh ∈ hσ and yq ∈ qσ. Then the corresponding
vector field YM on M satisfies

YM (m) = y.m = exp(x).pq(e
− ad xy) = exp(x).

(1
2
(e− ad xy − τ (e− adxy)

)

= exp(x).
(1
2
(e− adxy − eadxτ (y))

)
= exp(x).

(
cosh(ad x)yq − sinh(ad x)yh

)
. (C.9)

Therefore YM (m) = 0 is equivalent to

0 = cosh(ad x)yq︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈qσ

− sinh(ad x)yh︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈q−σ

.

Thus both summands have to vanish, which is equivalent to

e−2 adxyq = −yq and e−2 ad xyh = yh.

This implies (C.7).
To complete the proof of (f), we note that, for v ∈ q and g ∈ Gm, we have

g.(exp(x).y) = exp(x).
(
Ad(ζGx (g))y

)
, (C.10)

where ζGx (Gm) = H acts on TeH(M) ∼= q by the adjoint representation.
(g) From (C.9) it follows that

exp(−x).Tm(Om) = cosh(ad x)qσ + sinh(ad x)hσ = cosh(adx)qσ +
sinh(ad x)

ad x
[x, hσ]

!
=cosh(ad x)qσ + [x, hσ].

Here the last equality follows from (adx)2hσ ⊆ hσ and the Exp-regularity of x, which, by

Lemma C.3, is equivalent to the invertibility of sinh(ad x
ad x

on q.
(h) By (C.8), a natural complement of

exp(−x).Tm(Om) = cosh(ad x)qσ + [x, hσ]

in q is the subspace

qx := q
σ,−σx ⊕ (q−σ ∩ ker(adx)) = q

σ,−σx ⊕ q
−σ,σx ,

where the last equality follows from

q
σx =

⊕

n∈Z

ker((ad x)2 + π2n2 idq) and Spec(ad x) ∩ Zπi ⊆ {0}.

As x is ExpeH -regular and

ExpeH(x+ y) = exp(x).Expm(y) for y ∈ q
−σ ∩ ker(ad x) = q

−σ,σx,

the subset
Ω := {y ∈ qx : Expm(exp(x).y) ∈ im(Φ)}

contains a 0-neighborhood U0 in q−σ,σx . Now our assumption Inng(hx)q
−σ,σx = qx and the rel-

ative compactness of the group Inng(hx) on qx imply that U1 := Inng(hx)U0 is a 0-neighborhood
in qx.

Finally, we obtain from (C.7)

ζ−1
x (hx) ⊆ ζ−1

x (hσ,σx + h
−σ,−σx)

(d),(e)

⊆ h
σ,σx + q

σ,−σx
(C.7)
= g

σ
m,
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so that

Expm(exp(x).U1) = Expm(exp(x). Inng(hx)U0) = (Gσ
e )m.Expm(exp(x).U0) ⊆ im(Φ).

This means that Ω is a 0-neighborhood in qx, and hence that im(Φ) is a neighborhood of m
because the map

Gσ
e × qx →M, (g, y) 7→ g.Expm(exp(x).y)

has surjective differential in (e, 0).

Remark C.5. If ρi(ad x) < π/2, then the polar map Φ in the preceding lemma is regular in
[e, x] (Lemma C.3). In this case ker(cosh(ad x)) = g−σx is trivial, so that

g
σ
m = h

σ,σx = h
σ ∩ ker(adx) = zhσ (x)

follows from Lemma C.4(f).

The next lemma is useful to verify condition (h) in the preceding lemma.

Lemma C.6. Suppose that (g, τ ) is a reductive symmetric Lie algebra such that q consist of
elliptic elements, στ = τσ, and that a ⊆ q−σ is a maximal abelian subspace in q. Then

q
σ = [h−σ, q−σ], Inng([q, q])q

−σ = q,

and the group Inng([q, q]) is compact.

Proof. Let a ⊂ q be maximal abelian in q. Then a contains z(q). We then note that zg(a) =
a⊕ zh(a) is τ - and σ-invariant. Further g = zg(a)⊕ [a, g] implies that q = a⊕ [a, h]. As

[a, h] = [a, hσ ⊕ h
−σ] ⊆ q

−σ ⊕ q
σ,

this leads to
q
σ = [a, h−σ] ⊆ [q−σ, h−σ] ⊆ q

σ.

The second assertion follows from Inng([q, q])a = q, and the third from the fact that the
reductive Lie algebra q+ [q, q] (it is an ideal of g) is compact.

C.3 Fibers of the polar map

For the polar map we have to analyze the relation

Exp(x) = g.Exp(y).

Applying the quadratic representation yields

exp(2x) = g exp(2y)g♯ = exp(2Ad(g)y)gg♯.

For x, y ∈ q−σ and g ∈ Gσ, we also have gg♯ ∈ Gσ, so that

exp(4x) = exp(2x)σ(exp(2x))−1 = exp(4Ad(g)y).

If x and y are sufficiently small (imaginary spectral radius < π
4
), we thus obtain Ad(g)y = x,

and thus gg♯ = e, i.e., τ (g) = g.
See [HN93, Cor. 7.35] for similar arguments.
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C.4 Fibers of Exp

Suppose that x, y ∈ q have the same exponential image Exp(x) = Exp(y) in M . We further
assume that Spec(ad x) ∩ iπZ ⊆ {0}, so that Exp is regular in x. Then we obtain in G the
identity

exp(2x) = Q(Expx) = Q(Exp y) = exp(2y),

and since Spec(ad(2x)) ∩ 2πiZ ⊆ {0}, exp is regular in x. Therefore [HN12, Lemma 9.2.31]
implies that

[x, y] = 0 and exp(2x− 2y) = e.

We conclude that exp(x− y) = exp(y − x), which leads to

Exp(y − x) = τM (Exp(x− y)) = exp(y − x)H = exp(x− y)H = Exp(x− y),

so that Exp(y − x) ∈Mτ , and Exp(R(x− y)) ⊆M is a closed geodesic.
We also conclude that x− y is elliptic with Spec(ad(x− y)) ⊆ πiZ.

Lemma C.7. If ρi(ad x), ρi(ad y) < π, then exp(x) = exp(y) implies x− y ∈ z(g).
If, in addition, G is simply connected or g is semisimple, then x = y.

Proof. The preceding discussion implies that [x, y] = 0. Now ρi(ad(x − y)) < 2π leads to
ad(x− y) = 0, i.e., to x− y ∈ z(g).

D Quadrics as symmetric spaces

In this appendix we discuss an important example of a non-compactly causal symmetric spaces:
d-dimensional de Sitter space dSd, realized as a hyperboloid in Minkowski space.

D.1 Quadrics as symmetric spaces

Definition D.1. ([Lo69]) (a) Let M be a smooth manifold and

µ : M ×M →M, (x, y) 7→ x · y =: sx(y)

be a smooth map with the following properties: each sx is an involution for which x is an
isolated fixed point and

sx(y · z) = sx(y) · sx(z) for all x, y ∈M. (D.1)

Then we call (M,µ) a symmetric space.
(b) A morphism of symmetric spaces M and N is a smooth map ϕ : M → N such that

ϕ(x · y) = ϕ(x) · ϕ(y) for x, y ∈M .
(c) A geodesic of a symmetric space is a morphism γ : R → M of symmetric spaces, i.e.,

γ(2x− y) = γ(x) · γ(y) for x, y ∈ R.

Any geodesic is uniquely determined by γ′(0) ∈ Tγ(0)(M), and, conversely, every v ∈ Tp(M)
generates a unique geodesic γv with γv(0) = p and γ′

v(0) = v. Accordingly, geodesics are
encoded in the exponential functions

Expp : Tp(M) →M, Expp(v) := γv(1).

We then have
γv(t) = Expp(tv) for t ∈ R.
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Example D.2. Let (V, β) be a finite dimensional real vector space, endowed with a non-
degenerate symmetric bilinear form β. Then every anisotropic element x ∈ V defines an
involution

sx(y) := −y + 2
β(x, y)

β(x, x)
x

fixing x and satisfying Fix(−sx) = x⊥ = {y ∈ V : β(x, y) = 0}.
For c ∈ R

×, let
Qc := Qc(V, β) := {v ∈ V : β(v, v) = c}

denote the corresponding quadric in (V, β). Then (Qc, µ) with µ(x, y) = sx(y) is a symmetric
space (Definition D.1) and dimQc = dimV −1. Note that dilation by r ∈ R

× is an isomorphism
of symmetric spaces from Qc to Qr2c.

For p ∈ Qc, the tangent space is Tp(Qc) = p⊥ = {v ∈ V : β(p, v) = 0}. To describe the
exponential function of the symmetric space Qc, we use the entire functions C,S : C → C

defined by

C(z) :=
∞∑

k=0

(−1)k

(2k)!
zk and S(z) :=

∞∑

k=0

(−1)k

(2k + 1)!
zk (D.2)

which satisfy
cos z = C(z2) and sin z = zS(z2) for z ∈ C (D.3)

and
cosh z = C(−z2) and sinh z = zS(−z2) for z ∈ C. (D.4)

Note that
1 = C(z)2 + zS(z)2 for z ∈ C (D.5)

follows from 1 = cos2 z + sin2 z and the surjectivity of the square map on C.

Proposition D.3. The exponential function of the symmetric space Qc is given by

Expp(v) = C
(β(v, v)
β(p, p)

)
p+ S

(β(v, v)
β(p, p)

)
v for p ∈ Qc, v ∈ Tp(Qc) = p⊥. (D.6)

Proof. To verify this claim, abbreviate ε := β(v,v)
β(p,p)

. By (D.5), on the right hand side of (D.6),

the quadratic form β(·, ·) has the value

C(ε)2β(p, p) + S(ε)2β(v, v) =
(
C(ε)2 + S(ε)2ε

)
β(p, p) = β(p, p) = c.

Therefore the right hand side of (D.6) is contained in Qc.
It remains to show that, for ε ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, the curve

γv(t) := C(t2ε)p+ S(t2ε)tv,

which satisfies γ′
v(0) = v, actually is a geodesic, i.e.,

γv(2t − s) = γv(t) · γv(s) for t, s ∈ R.

We consider three cases:
ε = 0: Then γv(t) = p+ tv and

γv(t) · γv(s) = −γv(s) + 2

c
β(γv(t), γv(s))γv(t) = −(p+ sv) + 2(p+ tv) = p+ (2t− s)v.

ε = 1: Then
γv(t) = cos(t)p+ sin(t)v
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by (D.3), and

γv(t) · γv(s) = −γv(s) + 2

c
β(γv(t), γv(s))γv(t)

= −(cos(s)p+ sin(s)v) + 2(cos(t) cos(s) + sin(t) sin(s))(cos(t)p+ sin(t)v)

= (− cos(s) + 2 cos(t)2 cos(s) + 2 sin(t) sin(s) cos(t))p

+ (− sin(s) + 2 sin(t) cos(t) cos(s) + 2 sin(t)2 sin(s))v

= (cos(s)− 2 sin(t)2 cos(s) + 2 sin(t) sin(s) cos(t))p

+ (− sin(s) + 2 sin(t) cos(t) cos(s) + 2 sin(t)2 sin(s))v

= cos(2t− s)p+ sin(2t− s)v = γv(2t− s).

ε = −1: Then
γv(t) = cosh(t)p+ sinh(t)v

by (D.4), and

γv(t) · γv(s) = −γv(s) + 2

c
β(γv(t), γv(s))γv(t)

= −(cosh(s)p+ sinh(s)v) + 2(cosh(t) cosh(s) + sinh(t) sinh(s))(cosh(t)p+ sinh(t)v)

= (− cosh(s) + 2 cosh(t)2 cosh(s) + 2 sinh(t) sinh(s) cosh(t))p

+ (− sinh(s) + 2 sinh(t) cosh(t) cosh(s) + 2 sinh(t)2 sinh(s))v

= (cosh(s) + 2 sinh(t)2 cosh(s) + 2 sinh(t) sinh(s) cosh(t))p

+ (− sinh(s) + 2 sinh(t) cosh(t) cosh(s) + 2 sinh(t)2 sinh(s))v

= cosh(2t− s)p+ sinh(2t − s)v = γv(2t− s).

D.2 Minkowski space

On V := R
1,d, we consider the Lorentzian form

[x, y] := x0y0 − xy,

the future light cone

V+ := {x = (x0,x) ∈ V : x0 > 0, x2
0 − x

2 > 0},

and the tube domain
TV = V + iV+ ⊆ VC.

The standard boost vector field Xh(v) = hv is defined by h ∈ so1,d(R), given by

hx = (x1, x0, 0, . . . , 0). (D.7)

It generates the flow

αt(x) = ethx = (cosh t · x0 + sinh t · x1, cosh t · x1 + sinh t · x0, x2, . . . , xd)

and defines the involution

τh(x) := eπihx = (−x0,−x1, x2, . . . , xd),

that we extend to an antilinear involution τh on VC. It also defines a Wick rotation

κh(x) = e−
πi
2

hx = (−ix1,−ix0, x2, . . . , xd)

satisfying κ2
h = τh.
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Lemma D.4. The following subsets of V are equal:

(a) The standard right wedge WR := {x ∈ V : x1 > |x0|}.
(b) The positivity domain W+

V (h) := {v ∈ V : Xh(v) ∈ V+} of Xh(v) = hv.

(c) The KMS domain of α: {x ∈ V : (∀t ∈ (0, π)) αit(x) ∈ TV }.
(d) The Wick rotation κh(T τh

V ) of the fixed point set T τh
V = TV ∩ (V τh + iV −τh) of the

antiholomorphic involution τh on TV .

Proof. The equality of WR and W+
V (h) follows immediately from (D.7). For 0 < t < π, we

have

Im(αit(x)) = Im(cos t · x0 + sin t · ix1, cos t · x1 + sin t · ix0, x2, . . . , xd) = sin t · (x1, x0, 0, . . . , 0).

This implies the equality of the sets in (a) and (c). Finally, we observe that

T τh
V = (V + iV+)

τh = V τh + iV −τh
+ = {(ix0, ix1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ V : x0 > |x1|}

implies that κh(T τh
V ) =WR.

Remark D.5. For the closed light cone C := V+ and the h-eigenspaces

V±1(h) = R(e1 ± e0), we put C± := ±C ∩ V±1(h) = [0,∞)(e1 ± e0),

so that we obtain the following description of the standard right wedge

WR =W+
V (h) = V0(h) + C◦

+ +C◦
− = V0(h) + R+(e1 + e0) + R+(e1 − e0).

D.3 De Sitter space dSd, d ≥ 2

We write G := SO1,d(R)
↑ for the connected Lorentz group acting on Minkowski space (V, [·, ·])

and consider the de Sitter space

M := dSd := {x ∈ V : [x, x] = −1} = G.e1.

The purpose of this appendix is derive our main results for the example dSd by direct calcula-
tions without the elaborate structure theory developed for the general case. By Proposition D.3,
the exponential function of the symmetric space dSd is given by

Expp(v) = C(−[v, v])p+ S(−[v, v])v,

so that spacelike vectors v generate closed geodesics.
De Sitter space inherits the structure of a non-compactly causal symmetric space from the

embedding into Minkowski space (V, V+). In particular, the positive cone in a point x ∈ dSd is
given by

V+(x) := V+ ∩ Tx(dS
d) = V+ ∩ x⊥.

We keep the notation h, αt and Xh from our discussion of Minkowski space in Subsec-
tion D.2. As dSd is α-invariant, the vector field Xh is tangential to dSd, and Lemma D.4
immediately implies that its positivity domain is given by

W+

dSd(h) := {x ∈ dSd : Xh(x) ∈ V+(x)} =WR ∩ dSd = {x ∈ dSd : x1 > |x0|}.

The centralizer of h in G is the subgroup

Gh = exp(Rh) SOd−1(R) ∼= SO1,1(R)
↑ × SOd−1(R) (D.8)

(cf. [NÓ17, Lemma 4.12]).
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Lemma D.6. For

V π
+ (e1) := {x ∈ Te1

(dSd) ∼= e
⊥
1 : x0 > 0, 0 < [x, x] < π2},

we have

(V + iV+) ∩ dSd
C = {z ∈ VC : [z, z] = −1, Im z ∈ V+} = G.Exp

e1
(iV π

+ (e1)). (D.9)

Proof. First we observe that both sides of (D.9) are G-invariant.
“⊇”: We have to show that any x ∈ V π

+ (e1) satisfies Expe1
(ix) ∈ V + iV+. Since the orbit of x

under Ge1
contains an element in Re0, we may assume that x = x0e0 with 0 < x0 < π. Then

Exp
e1
(ix) = Exp

e1
(ix0e0) = C(x2

0)e1 + S(x2
0)x0ie0 = cos(x0)e1 + sin(x0)ie0 ∈ V + iV+

follows from sin(x0) > 0.
“⊆”: If z = x + iy ∈ dSd

C ∩(V + iV+), then [z, z] = −1 and y ∈ V+. Acting with G, we may
thus assume that y = y0e0 with y0 > 0. Then x ∈ y⊥ = e⊥

0 follows from Im[z, z] = 0, so that
we may further assume that x = x1e1 for some x1 ≥ 0. Now z = iy0e0 + x1e1 ∈ dSd

C implies
that

−1 = [z, z] = −y20 − x2
1.

Hence there exists a t ∈ (0, π) with y0 = sin t and x1 = cos t. This leads to

Exp
e1
(ite0) = cos(t)e1 + sin(t)ie0 = x1e1 + y0ie0 = z.

Definition D.7. The complex manifold

TM = TdSd := G.Exp
e1
(iV π

+ (e1)) = dSd
C ∩(V + iV+) (D.10)

is called the tube domain of dSd. If coincides with G.Expm(iV π
+ (m)) for every m ∈ dSd.

Starting from the relation TdSd = G.Exp
e2
(iV π

+ (e2)), the invariance of e2 under τh = eπih

permits us to obtain a nice description of the fixed point set of τh on TdSd .

Lemma D.8. T τh

dSd = Gh.Exp
e2
(iV π

+ (e2)
−τh).

Proof. We clearly have
T τh

dSd ⊇ Gτh .Exp
e2
(iV π

+ (e2)
−τh).

We also note that

V π
+ (e2)

−τh = V π
+ (e2) ∩ (Re0 + Re1) = {x0e0 + x1e1 : x0 > 0, 0 < x2

0 − x2
1 < π2}.

Next we observe that

T τh

dSd = (V + iV+)
τh ∩ dSd

C = (V τh + iV
−τh
+ ) ∩ dSd

C = {(ix0, ix1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ dSd
C : x0 > |x1|}.

Hence the elements z ∈ T τh

dSd are of the form

z = (ix0, ix1, x2, . . . , xd), x0 > |x1|, x2
0 − x2

1 + x2
2 + · · ·+ x2

d = 1.

Therefore the orbit of z under Gh = exp(Rh) SOd−1(R) (see (D.8)) contains an element of the
form y = (iy0, 0, y2, 0, . . . , 0) with y0 > 0 and y20 + y22 = 1. Hence there exists a t ∈ (0, π) with
y0 = sin(t) and y2 = cos(t). Then

Exp
e2
(ite0) = cos(t)e2 + sin(t)ie0 = y2e2 + iy0e0 = y.

This implies that

T τh

dSd ⊆ Gh.Exp
e2
(i(0, π)e0) = Gh.Exp

e2
(iV π

+ (e2)
−τh).
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Proposition D.9. The following subsets of de Sitter space M = dSd are equal:

(a) WR ∩ dSd = {x ∈ dSd : x1 > |x0|}.
(b) W+

M (h) := {x ∈ dSd : Xh(x) ∈ V+(x)} (the positivity domain of Xh).

(c) WKMS
M (h) = {x ∈ dSd : (∀t ∈ (0, π)) αit(x) ∈ TM} (the KMS domain of α).

(d) κh(T τh
M ).

(e) WM (h) = Gh.Exp
e2
((C◦

+ + C◦
−)

π).

Proof. The equality of the sets under (a) and (b) follows from Lemma D.4.
As αit(m) ∈ MC for every t ∈ R and m ∈ M , Lemma D.6 shows that the set under (c)

coincides with W+
V (h) ∩M =W+

M (h).
From the proof of Lemma D.8, we recall that

T τh

dSd = {(ix0, ix1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ dSd
C : x0 > |x1|}.

Now κh(x) = (−ix1,−ix0, x2, . . . , xd) implies

κh(T τh

dSd) = {(x0, x1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ dSd : x1 > |x0|} =WR ∩ dSd =WM (h).

Combining Lemma D.8 with (d), we finally obtain

W+
M (h) = κh(T τh

dSd) = Gh.Exp
e2
(κh(iV

π
+ (e2)

−τh)) = Gh.Exp
e2
((C◦

+ +C◦
−)

π)

for C◦
± = R+(e1 ± e0).

Remark D.10. For the α-fixed base point e2 ∈ dSd the cone

WR(e2) :=WR ∩ Te2
(dSd) = C◦

+ + C◦
− + Te2

(dSd)τh , where C◦
± = R+(e1 ± e0)

is an infinitesimal version of the wedge domain in M = dSd.

Data availability: Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no dataset were used or
generated in the article.
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[KN96] Krötz, B., and K.-H. Neeb, On hyperbolic cones and mixed symmetric spaces, J. Lie
Theory 6:1 (1996), 69–146
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