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An example of homogeneous cones whose basic relative invariant

has maximal degree

Hideto Nakashima

Abstract. It is known that degrees of basic relative invariants of homoge-
neous open convex cones of rank r are less than or equal to 2r−1. In this
article, we show that there exists a homogeneous cone of rank r one of whose
basic relative invariants has degree 2r−1. The main idea for this is to construct
such a homogeneous cone inductively to have specific structure constants which
enable us to calculate degrees of its basic relative invariants. We study homo-
geneous cones of rank 3 in detail in order to see non-triviality of the existence
of homogeneous cones with given structure constants.

1. Introduction

In this article, we consider a problem raised in a paper [2] on relationship be-
tween ranks of homogeneous open convex cones and degrees of their basic relative
invariants. This problem is related to hyperbolic polynomials connected with many
important classes of optimization problems such as linear programs, semi-definite
programs and, more generally, symmetric cone programming. Degrees of hyperbolic
polynomials play an important role in interior-point methods of which the degrees
are used to bound the worst-case iteration complexity (cf. [4, 3]). The paper [2]
shows that any homogeneous open convex cone of rank r satisfies d ≤ 2r−1 where
d is a degree of its basic relative invariant, and they asked that this evaluation
can be improved or not. We give an answer to this problem negatively by giving
an example of homogeneous open convex cone satisfying d = 2r−1, and hence this
upper bound is strict.

Theorem 1.1. For any rank r, there exists a homogeneous open convex cone one

of whose basic relative invariants has degree 2r−1.

Let Ω be a homogeneous open convex cone of rank r in a finite dimensional vector
space V . In this article, we employ a matrix realization of homogeneous cones due to
Ishi [5]. Let us take a collection {Vkj ; 1 ≤ j < k ≤ r} of vector spaces corresponding
to Ω (see (2.1) for detail). Since we have an algorithm for calculating degrees of
basic relative invariants of Ω by using structure constants dimVkj (Lemma 2.1), if
a homogeneous cone Ω ⊂ V satisfies

dimVkj = 2k−j (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r), (1.1)

then Ω can be an example of Theorem 1.1. However, it is not clear whether such
a homogeneous cone exists or not (cf. Remark 4.1). In order to explain its non-
triviality, we discuss homogeneous cones of rank 3 in detail in Section 4. In partic-
ular, we will see that homogeneous cones must be related to the Hurwitz problem
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2 Hideto Nakashima

on quadratic forms (see (4.2)). We shall show the existence of homogeneous cones
satisfying (1.1) by using a method of constructing a new homogeneous cone from a
given homogeneous cone (cf. [7]).

This article is organized as follows. Section 2 collects definitions and basic prop-
erties of homogeneous cones. In particular, we state an algorithm for calculating
degrees of basic relative invariants of homogeneous cones in Lemma 2.1. The proof
of the main theorem, Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 3. In Section 4, we consider
homogeneous cones of rank 3 in order to explain non-triviality of the existence of
homogeneous cones with given dimVkj . We also classify irreducible homogeneous
cones of rank 3 with respect to degrees of basic relative invariants in Proposition 4.3.
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2. Preliminaries

Let V be a finite dimensional real vector space and Ω an open convex cone in
V containing no entire line. The cone Ω is said to be homogeneous if the group
GL(Ω) = {g ∈ GL(V ); gΩ = Ω} acts on Ω transitively. A homogeneous open con-
vex cone is said to be irreducible if there exist no non-trivial subspaces V1, V2 ⊂ V

and homogeneous open convex cones Ωj ⊂ Vj (j = 1, 2) such that V is a direct sum
of V1 and V2, and Ω = Ω1 + Ω2. In this article, we always assume that an open
convex cone Ω is homogeneous and irreducible, and call it a homogeneous cone for
short. A general theory of homogeneous cones is established by Vinberg [11]. For
describing homogeneous cones, we employ the matrix realization of homogeneous
cones due to Ishi ([5, §3.1]) since it requires no preliminary knowledge on the theory
of convex cones.

LetN = n1+· · ·+nr (n1, . . . , nr > 0) be an ordered partition of a positive integer
N . Let V be a collection of vector spaces Vkj ⊂ Mat(nk, nj ; R) (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r)
satisfying the following conditions.

(V1) Xkj ∈ Vkj , Xji ∈ Vji ⇒ XkjXji ∈ Vki (1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ r),
(V2) Xki ∈ Vki, Xji ∈ Vji ⇒ Xki

tXji ∈ Vkj (1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ r),
(V3) Xkj ∈ Vkj ⇒ Xkj

tXkj ∈ RInk
.

Here, Im is the unit matrix of size m. We introduce a subgroup H of GL(N,R)
and a linear subspace V of Sym(N,R) by

H =























h =













t11In1
0 · · · 0

T21 t22In2

. . .
...

...
. . .

. . . 0
Tr1 Tr2 · · · trrInr













;
t11, . . . , trr 6= 0
Tkj ∈ Vkj

(1 ≤ j < k ≤ r)
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and

V =























x =













x11In1

tX21 · · · tXr1

X21 x22In2

. . . tXr2

...
. . .

. . .
...

Xr1 Xr2 · · · xrrInr













;
x11, . . . , xrr ∈ R

Xkj ∈ Vkj

(1 ≤ j < k ≤ r)























. (2.1)

According to the conditions (V1)–(V3), a map ρ defined by

ρ(h)x := hx th (h ∈ H, x ∈ V )

is a rational representation of H on V . Then, an open convex cone ΩV defined by

ΩV := {x ∈ V ; x is positive definite}

is a homogeneous cone of rank r because H acts on ΩV transitively through ρ.
Conversely, any homogeneous cone of rank r can be realized as ΩV for some V (cf.
Ishi [5]). Thus, in what follows, we assume that a homogeneous cone Ω is realized
as in this matrix form unless otherwise mentioned.

We equip V with an inner product

〈 x | y 〉V =

r
∑

i=1

xiyi + 2
∑

1≤j<k≤r

〈Xkj |Ykj 〉kj (x, y ∈ V ), (2.2)

where 〈 · | · 〉kj (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r) is an inner product of Vkj defined by

1

2

(

Xkj
tYkj + Ykj

tXkj

)

= 〈Xkj |Ykj 〉kj Ink
(Xkj , Ykj ∈ Vkj). (2.3)

Note that this inner product is not equal to the trace inner product tr(xy) unless
n1 = · · · = nr = 1. The dual cone Ω∗ of Ω is defined to be

Ω∗ :=
{

y ∈ V ; 〈x | y 〉V > 0 for all x ∈ Ω \ {0}
}

.

Here, Ω is the closure of Ω in V .
The basic relative invariants ∆1, . . . ,∆r of Ω are irreducible polynomials on V

satisfying

∆j

(

ρ(h)x
)

= χj(h)∆j(x) (h ∈ H, x ∈ V ),

where χj : H → R
× is a rational character of H , and Ω can be described as

Ω = {x ∈ V ; ∆1(x) > 0, . . . ,∆r(x) > 0} .

Since H is lower triangular, the basic relative invariants are obtained as irreducible

factors of the left upper corner principal minors det[ℓ] x (ℓ = 1, . . . , N) of a matrix
x ∈ V . In this article, we determine the numbering of ∆1, . . . ,∆r by taking irre-

ducible factors of det[ℓ] x along ℓ = 1, . . . , N so that we always have ∆1(x) = x11.
Associated with ∆j(x) (j = 1, . . . , r), we introduce a matrix σ := (σjk)1≤j,k≤r by

∆j(x) = x
σj1

11 · · ·xσjr

rr (x = diag(x11In1
, . . . , xrrInr

) ∈ Ω).

Then, since now we fix the numbering of basic relative invariants, σ is a lower
triangular matrix of integer entries with ones on the main diagonal, and it satisfies







deg∆1

...
deg∆r






= σ







1
...
1






. (2.4)
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In the previous paper [7], we give an algorithm for calculating σ by using structure
constants dkj := dimVkj (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r). Set di :=

t(0, . . . , 0, di+1,i, . . . , dri) ∈ R
r

for i = 1, . . . , r − 1.

Lemma 2.1 ([7], see also [8, Lemma 1.1]). For i = 1, . . . , r − 1, one defines

l
(j)
i = t(l

(j)
1i , . . . , l

(j)
ri ) ∈ R

r (j = i, . . . , r − 1) inductively by

l
(i)
i := di, l

(k)
i :=

{

l
(k−1)
i − dk (l

(k−1)
ki > 0),

l
(k−1)
i (l

(k−1)
ki = 0)

(k = i+ 1, . . . , r − 1).

Let ε[i] = t(εi+1,i, . . . , εri) ∈ {0, 1}r−i (i = 1, . . . , r − 1) be a vector defined by

εji =

{

1 (if l
(r−1)
ji > 0),

0 (if l
(r−1)
ji = 0).

Then, σ is given as

σ = Er−1Er−2 · · · E1, Ei =





Ii−1 0 0
0 1 0
0 ε[i] Ir−i



 (i = 1, . . . , r − 1).

Remark 2.2. If we set dkj = 2k−j (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r) as in (1.1), then it is easily
verified that εji = 1 for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ r so that we obtain

σ =
(

σij

)

1≤i,j≤r
σij =











0 (i < j),

1 (i = j),

2i−j−1 (i > j).

By (2.4), if such a homogeneous cone exists, then we have

deg∆r = 2r−2 + 2r−3 + · · ·+ 20 + 1 = 2r−1.

However, the existence of homogeneous cones with given dimVkj is not at all trivial
(see Remark 4.1). We shall see this via homogeneous cones of rank 3 in Section 4.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let us keep all notations in the previous section, and we shall give a proof to
Theorem 1.1. Let us define a subspace V ′ of Sym(N + 2n1,R) from data V by

V ′ =



























































x00In1
0 y10In1

tY21 · · · tYr1

0 x00In1
z10In1

tZ21 · · · tZr1

y10In1
z10In1

x11In1

tX21 · · · tXr1

Y21 Z21 X21 x22In2

. . . tXr2

...
...

...
. . .

. . .
...

Yr1 Zr1 Xr1 Xr2 · · · xrrInr





















;

xii ∈ R

(i = 0, 1, . . . , r)
y10, z10 ∈ R

Xkj ∈ Vkj

Yk1, Zk1 ∈ Vk1

(1 ≤ j < k ≤ r)







































.

Lemma 3.1. An open convex cone Ω′ := {x ∈ V ′; x is positive definite} is a ho-

mogeneous cone of rank r + 1.

Proof. Let us set

n0 := 2n1, V ′
kj := Vkj (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r),

V ′
10 :=

{(

y10In1
z10In1

)

; y10, z10 ∈ R
}

⊂ Mat(n1, n0; R),

V ′
k0 :=

{(

Yk1 Zk1

)

; Yk1, Zk1 ∈ Vk1

}

⊂ Mat(nk, n0; R) (k = 2, . . . , r).
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Then, it is enough to show that the set
{

V ′
kj ; 0 ≤ j < k ≤ r

}

satisfies the conditions

(V 1)–(V 3). Since its subset
{

V ′
kj ; 1 ≤ j < k ≤ r

}

satisfies these conditions by

definition, we shall check it with respect to V ′
k0 (k = 1, . . . , r).

The case of (V 1). Let us take Xkj ∈ V ′
kj and Xj0 ∈ V ′

j0 (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r). Then

we have Xj0 = (Yj1 Zj1) for some Yj1, Zj1 ∈ Vj1. Here we regard V11 = RIn1
. Since

XkjYj1, XkjZj1 ∈ Vk1 = V ′
k1,

we obtain

XkjXj0 =
(

XkjYj1 XkjZj1

)

∈ V ′
k0.

The case of (V 2). Let us take Xk0 ∈ V ′
k0 and Xj0 ∈ V ′

j0 (1 ≤ j < k ≤ r). Then

we have Xk0 = (Yk1, Zk1) for some Yk1, Zk1 ∈ Vk1 and Xj0 = (Yj1, Zj1) for some
Yj1, Zj1 ∈ Vj1. Since Yk1

tYj1, Zk1
tZj1 ∈ Vkj , we obtain

Xk0
tXj0 =

(

Yk1 Zk1

)

(

tYj1
tZj1

)

= Yk1
tYj1 + Zk1

tZj1 ∈ Vkj = V ′
kj .

The case of (V 3). Let us take Xk0 ∈ V ′
k0. Then we have Xk0 = (Yk1, Zk1) for

some Yk1, Zk1 ∈ Vk1. Since Yk1
tYk1, Zk1

tZk1 ∈ RInk
, we obtain

Xk0
tXk0 =

(

Yk1 Zk1

)

(

tYk1
tZk1

)

= Yk1
tYk1 + Zk1

tZk1 ∈ RInk
.

These calculations show that the set
{

V ′
kj ; 0 ≤ j < k ≤ r

}

satisfies the conditions

(V 1)–(V 3), and hence Ω′ is a homogeneous cone. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Now we can prove Theorem 1.1. By construction of V ′, it
satisfies

dimV ′
k0 = 2dimV ′

k1 (k = 1, . . . , r),

and this construction can be proceeded again and again. Therefore, if we start
from the one-dimensional homogeneous cone Ω1 = R>0 and apply this construction
repeatedly, then the resultant is a homogeneous cone of rank r with the property
(1.1). This shows the existence of a homogeneous cone satisfying (1.1), and hence
we have proved Theorem 1.1 from a discussion in Remark 2.2. �

Remark 3.2. The following are the first three examples of homogeneous cones
generated by this algorithm.

Ω1 = R>0, Ω2 =







x =





x00 0 y10
0 x00 z10
y10 z10 x11



 ; x ≫ 0







,

Ω3 =







































x =





















x00 0 0 0 y10 0 y120
0 x00 0 0 0 y10 y220
0 0 x00 0 z10 0 z120
0 0 0 x00 0 z10 z220
y10 0 z10 0 x11 0 x1

21

0 y10 0 z10 0 x11 x2
21

y120 y220 z120 z220 x1
21 x2

21 x33





















; x ≫ 0







































.
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4. Homogeneous cones of rank 3

In this section, we consider homogeneous cones of rank 3 in order to explain
non-triviality of the existence of homogeneous cones with given dimVkj . We also
give an explicit matrix realization of homogeneous cones of rank 3 and classify them
with respect to degrees of basic relative invariants.

Let Ω be a homogeneous cone of rank 3 with V = {V21,V31,V32}. For brevity,
let us put

r := d32 = dimV32, s := d21 = dimV21, n := d31 = dimV31.

The condition (V 1) implies that X32X21 ∈ V31 (X32 ∈ V32, X21 ∈ V21) and hence
we have by (V 3)

‖X32X21‖
2
31 In3

= X32X21
t
(

X32X21

)

= ‖X32‖
2
32 ‖X21‖

2
21 In3

.

Here, each ‖·‖kj is a norm induced from the inner product 〈 · | · 〉kj defined in (2.3).

Suppose that r, s, n ≥ 1. Then, if we take orthonormal bases {e
(ν)
kj }ν=1,...,dimVkj

of
Vkj with respect to these norms and if we write

X32 =

r
∑

ν=1

xνe
(ν)
32 , X21 =

s
∑

ν=1

yνe
(ν)
21 , X32X21 =

n
∑

ν=1

zνe
(ν)
31 , (4.1)

then each zν (ν = 1, . . . , n) is a bilinear form in the xi and the yj with coefficients
in R, and we have

(x2
1 + · · ·+ x2

r)(y
2
1 + · · ·+ y2s) = z21 + · · ·+ z2n. (4.2)

A triplet (r, s, n) is said to be admissible if the equation (4.2) holds with some
bilinear functions zν (ν = 1, . . . , n) of the xi and the yj with coefficients in R. In
order to exist such an equation, we need to have

n ≥ max(r, s).

It is a necessity condition, but not sufficient. Finding an admissible triplet (r, s, n)
is called a Hurwitz problem, and it is still an open problem (cf. Rajwade [9], see
also Shapiro [10]).

Remark 4.1. Equation (4.2) tells us that if a triplet (r, s, n) is not admissible and
if r, s, n ≥ 1, then there cannot exist a homogeneous cone satisfying (d32, d21, d31) =
(r, s, n). For example, it is known that if an irreducible homogeneous cone of rank
3 satisfies d = d32 = d21 = d31, then we can only have d = 1, 2, 4, 8 (cf. Vinberg [11,
§8, Chapter III]). Moreover, it is still an open problem whether a triplet (16, 16, 31)
is admissible or not, and hence so is whether there exists a homogeneous cone of
rank 3 with (d32, d21, d31) = (16, 16, 31) or not.

Remark 4.2. Vinberg [11, Definition 7, Chapter III] reveals relationship between
the structure of homogeneous cones and the Hurwitz problem (4.2) on quadratic
forms by stating that the off-diagonal spaces {Vkj} must satisfy ‖XkjXji‖ki =
‖Xkj‖kj ‖Xji‖ji for any distinct integers i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , r}. There are some at-

tempts to describe homogeneous cones of smaller dimensions by specifying a product
XkjXji explicitly (see Kaneyuki–Tsuji [6] and Yamasaki–Nomura [12] for example).

Conversely, if there exist bilinear functions z1, . . . , zn of xi, yj satisfying (4.2),
then we can construct two homogeneous cones of rank 3, one of which satisfies

(dimV32, dimV21, dimV31) = (r, s, n).
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These two homogeneous cones are mutually dual. Assume that a triplet (r, s, n)
satisfies (4.2) with r, s, n ≥ 1. Let us put x = t(x1, . . . , xr) ∈ R

r, y = t(y1, . . . , ys) ∈
R

s and z = t(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ R
n. By assumption, there exist matrices L(x) ∈

Mat(n, s; R) and R(y) ∈ Mat(n, r; R) such that L(x) (resp. R(y)) is bilinear in the
xi (resp. yi) satisfying

z = L(x)y = R(y)x.

For m = r, s, n, we denote by 〈 · | · 〉 the standard inner product of Rm, and by ‖·‖
its induced norm. Then, by (4.2), we have

tL(x)L(x) = ‖x‖2 Is,
tR(y)R(y) = ‖y‖2 Ir . (4.3)

For a symmetric matrix X ∈ Sym(N,R), we write X ≫ 0 if X is positive definite.

Proposition 4.3. Let (r, s, n) be an admissible triplet with r, s, n ≥ 1.

(1) Let Ω be an open convex cone defined by Ω = {X ∈ V ; X ≫ 0} where

V :=







X =





x11In R(y) z
tR(y) x22Ir x

tz tx x33



 ;
x11, x22, x33 ∈ R

x ∈ R
r, y ∈ R

s, z ∈ R
n







. (4.4)

Then, Ω is a homogeneous cone satisfying (dimV32, dimV21, dimV31) = (r, s, n).
A determinant of X ∈ Ω is given as

detX = xn−r−1
11 (x11x22 − ‖y‖

2
)r−1

×
(

(x11x22 − ‖y‖
2
)(x11x33 − ‖z‖

2
)−

∥

∥x11x− tR(y)z
∥

∥

2
)

.

(2) Let Ω′ be an open convex cone defined by Ω′ := {Ξ ∈ V ′; Ξ ≫ 0} where

V ′ :=







Ξ =





ξ11
tη tζ

η ξ22Is
tL(ξ)

ζ L(ξ) ξ33In



 ;
ξ11, ξ22, ξ33 ∈ R

ξ ∈ R
r, η ∈ R

s, ζ ∈ R
n







. (4.5)

Then, Ω′ is a homogeneous cone on which the group H ′ defined below acts

transitively by ρ′(h′)Ξ := h′Ξ th′ (h′ ∈ H ′, Ξ ∈ V ′) where

H ′ :=







h′ =





h11
tc tb

0 h22Is
tL(a)

0 0 h33In



 ;
h11, h22, h33 6= 0
a ∈ R

r, b ∈ R
s, c ∈ R

n







.

A determinant of Ξ ∈ Ω′ is given as

det Ξ = ξn−s−1
33 (ξ22ξ33 − ‖ξ‖

2
)s−1

×
(

(ξ11ξ33 − ‖ζ‖
2
)(ξ22ξ33 − ‖ξ‖

2
)−

∥

∥ξ33η − tL(ξ)ζ
∥

∥

2
)

.

(3) The cones Ω and Ω′ are mutually dual through the following coupling

(X |Ξ ) := x11ξ11 + x22ξ22 + x33ξ33 + 2 〈x | ξ 〉+ 2 〈y |η 〉+ 2 〈z | ζ 〉 .

Namely, one has

Ω′ =
{

Ξ ∈ V ′; (X |Ξ ) > 0 for any X ∈ Ω \ {0}
}

,

Ω =
{

X ∈ V ; (X |Ξ ) > 0 for any Ξ ∈ Ω′ \ {0}
}

.
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Proof. (1) The conditions (V 1)–(V 3) are almost trivial except for the case V21 in
(V 3), and it follows from (4.3). For calculating detX , we recall a basic determinant
formula

det

(

A B

C D

)

= (detA) det(D − CA−1B) (detA 6= 0). (4.6)

Using this formula twice, we have by (4.3)

detX = (det(x11In)) det

(

(x22 − x−1
11 ‖y‖

2
)Is x− x−1

11
tR(y)z

t(x− x−1
11

tR(y)z) x33 − x−1
11 ‖z‖

2

)

= xn
11(x22 − x−1

11 ‖y‖2)s

(

x33 − x−1
11 ‖z‖2 −

∥

∥x− x−1
11

tR(y)z
∥

∥

2

x22 − x−1
11 ‖y‖2

)

,

and hence the assertion (1) is confirmed.
(2) It is enough to check the following conditions, which are the upper triangular
version of the matrix realization by (V 1)–(V 3): A collection of vector spaces V∗

jk ⊂

Mat(nj , nk; R) (1 ≤ j < k ≤ 3) satisfies the following conditions:

(V1∗) Xij ∈ V∗
ij , Xjk ∈ V∗

jk ⇒ XijXjk ∈ V∗
ik (1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ 3),

(V2∗) Xik ∈ V∗
ik, Xjk ∈ V∗

jk ⇒ Xik
tXjk ∈ V∗

ij (1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ 3),

(V3∗) Xjk ∈ V∗
jk ⇒ Xjk

tXjk ∈ RInj
(1 ≤ j < k ≤ 3).

It is almost evident except for the case V∗
23 in (V 3∗), and it follows from (4.3).

Since the determinant of Ξ ∈ Ω′ can be calculated by using (4.6) in a similar way
to detX (X ∈ Ω), we omit it.
(3) Associated with X ∈ Ω and Ξ ∈ Ω′, we introduce the following notations.

X̃ =

(

x̃22Is x̃
tx̃ x̃33

)

:=

(

(x22 − x−1
11 ‖y‖

2
)Is x− x−1

11
tR(y)z

t(x− x−1
11

tR(y)z) x33 − x−1
11 ‖z‖

2

)

,

≈

x33 := x̃33 −
‖x̃‖

2

x̃22
=

detX

xn−r
11 (x11x22 − ‖y‖2)r

,

Ξ̃ :=

(

ξ22Is
tL(ξ)

L(ξ) ξ33In

)

,

ξ̃22 := ξ22 −
‖ξ‖2

ξ33
,

≈

ξ11 := ξ11 −

〈(

η

ζ

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

Ξ̃−1

(

η

ζ

)〉

=
detΞ

ξn−s
33 (ξ22ξ33 − ‖ξ‖

2
)s
.

For

h =





In 0 0
tR(y′) Ir 0

tz′ 0 1



 ∈ H and h′ =





1 ty′ tz′

0 Is 0
0 0 In



 ∈ H ′,

we have by a direct computation

( ρ(h)X |Ξ ) = (X | ρ′(h′)Ξ ) (X ∈ Ω, Ξ ∈ Ω′).
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According to this formula, we decompose X ∈ Ω and Ξ ∈ Ω′ respectively as

X =

(

In 0
A Ir+1

)(

x11In 0

0 X̃

)(

In
tA

0 Ir+1

)

,

Ξ =

(

1 tB

0 Is+n

)

(

≈

ξ11 0

0 Ξ̃

)

(

1 0
B Is+n

)

,

where we set

A :=
1

x11

(

tR(y)
tz

)

∈ Mat(r + 1, n; R), B := Ξ̃−1

(

η

ζ

)

∈ R
s+n.

Similarly, we have with respect to X̃ and Ξ̃

X̃ =

(

Ir 0
x̃−1
22

tx̃ 1

)(

x̃22Ir 0
0

≈

x33

)(

Ir x̃−1
22 x̃

0 1

)

,

Ξ̃ =

(

Is ξ−1
33

tL(ξ)
0 In

)(

ξ̃22Is 0
0 ξ33In

)(

Is 0
ξ−1
33 L(ξ) In

)

.

Therefore, if we set

C := B +
1

x11

(

y

z

)

∈ R
s+n, d :=

1

ξ33
ξ +

1

x̃22
x̃,

then we have

(X |Ξ ) =

(

(

x11 0

0 X̃

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

1 tC

0 Is+n

)

(

≈

ξ11 0

0 Ξ̃

)

(

1 0
C Is+n

)

)

= x11(
≈

ξ11 +
tCΞ̃C) +

(

X̃
∣

∣ Ξ̃
)

= x11(
≈

ξ11 +
tCΞ̃C)

+

((

x̃22Ir 0
0

≈

x33

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

(

Is
tL(d)

0 In

)(

ξ̃22Is 0
0 ξ33In

)(

Is 0
L(d) In

))

= x11(
≈

ξ11 +
tCΞ̃C) + x̃22

(

ξ̃22 + ξ33 ‖d‖
2
)

+
≈

x33ξ33

= x11

≈

ξ11 + x̃22ξ̃22 +
≈

x33ξ33 + x11
tCΞ̃C + x̃22ξ33 ‖d‖

2
.

This equation shows that the cones Ω and Ω′ are mutually dual with respect to the
coupling ( · | · ). �

We note that, since matrices L(ξ) tL(ξ) (ξ ∈ R
r) and R(y) tR(y) (y ∈ R

s) may
be scalar multiples of the identity matrix In, the following factors

(x11x22 − ‖y‖
2
)(x11x33 − ‖z‖

2
)−

∥

∥x11x− tR(y)z
∥

∥

2
, (4.7)

(ξ11ξ33 − ‖ζ‖
2
)(ξ22ξ33 − ‖ξ‖

2
)−

∥

∥ξ33η − tL(ξ)ζ
∥

∥

2
(4.8)

of detX and detΞ respectively are not necessarily irreducible.

Remark 4.4. Let us give an explicit description of a homogeneous cone with
respect to (r, s, n) = (3, 5, 7). In this case, we can take for example

(x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3)(y

2
1 + y22 + y23 + y24 + y25)

= (x1y1 + x2y4 − x3y3)
2 + (x1y2 − x2y3 − x3y4)

2 + (x1y3 + x2y2 + x3y1)
2

+ (x1y4 − x2y1 + x3y2)
2 + (x1y5)

2 + (x2y5)
2 + (x3y5)

2
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so that

L(x) =





















x1 0 −x3 x2 0
0 x1 −x2 −x3 0
x3 x2 x1 0 0
−x2 x3 0 x1 0
0 0 0 0 x1

0 0 0 0 x2

0 0 0 0 x3





















, R(y) =





















y1 y4 −y3
y2 −y3 −y4
y3 y2 y1
y4 −y1 y2
y5 0 0
0 y5 0
0 0 y5





















.

Thus, the cone Ω defined by

Ω =











































































































x11 0 0 0 0 0 0 y1 y4 −y3 z1
0 x11 0 0 0 0 0 y2 −y3 −y4 z2
0 0 x11 0 0 0 0 y3 y2 y1 z3
0 0 0 x11 0 0 0 y4 −y1 y2 z4
0 0 0 0 x11 0 0 y5 0 0 z5
0 0 0 0 0 x11 0 0 y5 0 z6
0 0 0 0 0 0 x11 0 0 y5 z7
y1 y2 y3 y4 y5 0 0 x22 0 0 x1

y4 −y3 y2 −y1 0 y5 0 0 x22 0 x2

−y3 −y4 y1 y2 0 0 y5 0 0 x22 x3

z1 z2 z3 z4 z5 z6 z7 x1 x2 x3 x33





































≫ 0







































































is a homogeneous cone satisfying (d32, d21, d31) = (3, 5, 7), and the cone Ω′ defined
by

Ω
′

=



































































































































ξ11 η1 η2 η3 η4 η5 ζ1 ζ2 ζ3 ζ4 ζ5 ζ6 ζ7

η1 ξ22 0 0 0 0 ξ1 0 ξ3 −ξ2 0 0 0

η2 0 ξ22 0 0 0 0 ξ1 ξ2 ξ3 0 0 0

η3 0 0 ξ22 0 0 −ξ3 −ξ2 ξ1 0 0 0 0

η4 0 0 0 ξ22 0 ξ2 −ξ3 0 ξ1 0 0 0

η5 0 0 0 0 ξ22 0 0 0 0 ξ1 ξ2 ξ3

ζ1 ξ1 0 −ξ3 ξ2 0 ξ33 0 0 0 0 0 0

ζ2 0 ξ1 −ξ2 −ξ3 0 0 ξ33 0 0 0 0 0

ζ3 ξ3 ξ2 ξ1 0 0 0 0 ξ33 0 0 0 0

ζ4 −ξ2 ξ3 0 ξ1 0 0 0 0 ξ33 0 0 0

ζ5 0 0 0 0 ξ1 0 0 0 0 ξ33 0 0

ζ6 0 0 0 0 ξ2 0 0 0 0 0 ξ33 0

ζ7 0 0 0 0 ξ3 0 0 0 0 0 0 ξ33













































≫ 0























































































.

is linearly isomorphic to the dual cone of Ω.

Let (r, s, n) be an admissible triplet and Ω a homogeneous cone of dimensions
(d32, d21, d31) = (r, s, n). We consider degrees of basic relative invariants ∆1,∆2,∆3

of Ω and those ∆∗
1,∆

∗
2,∆

∗
3 of the dual cone Ω∗ of Ω. For simplicity, we put di =

deg∆i and d∗i = deg∆∗
i (i = 1, 2, 3). Since switching r and s corresponds to taking

a dual cone, we can assume r ≤ s without loss of generality.
For a positive integer n, the Hurwitz-Radon number ρ(n) of n is defined by

ρ(n) = 8α+ 2β,

where we write n = 24α+β(2ℓ + 1) with α, β, ℓ ∈ Z≥0 (0 ≤ β ≤ 3) uniquely.
This number ρ(n) is the maximum r such that a triplet (r, n, n) is admissible (cf.
Rajwade [9, Theorem 10.1]).
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Proposition 4.5. Let Ω be an irreducible homogeneous cone satisfying (d32, d21, d31) =
(r, s, n) with r ≤ s. Then, there are four cases on the degrees di and d∗i (i = 1, 2, 3).

(1) The case r = s = n. In this case, one has n = 1, 2, 4, 8 and Ω is a symmetric

cone. The degrees are given as

(d1, d2, d3) = (1, 2, 3), (d∗1, d
∗
2, d

∗
3) = (3, 2, 1).

(2) The case 1 ≤ r < s = n. In this case, one has r ≤ ρ(n) and the degrees are

given as

(d1, d2, d3) = (1, 2, 4), (d∗1, d
∗
2, d

∗
3) = (3, 2, 1).

(3) The case 1 ≤ r ≤ s < n. In this case, the degrees are given as

(d1, d2, d3) = (1, 2, 4), (d∗1, d
∗
2, d

∗
3) = (4, 2, 1).

(4) The case r = 0. In this case, one has s, n ≥ 1 and the degrees are given as

(d1, d2, d3) = (1, 2, 2), (d∗1, d
∗
2, d

∗
3) = (3, 1, 1).

Proof. We divide cases by the number of zeros and by the number of equal values
among r, s, n. We note that two or more of r, s, n cannot be zero by irreducibility.
We first assume r = 0 so that s, n ≥ 1. In this case, by similar arguments of
Proposition 4.3, the cone Ω can be described as

Ω =















X =









x11Is 0 y 0
0 x11In 0 z
ty 0 x22 0
0 tz 0 x33









;
x11, x22, x33 ∈ R

y ∈ R
s, z ∈ R

n

X ≫ 0















and the dual cone of Ω is linearly isomorphic to

Ω′ =







Ξ =





ξ11
tη tζ

η ξ22Is 0
ζ 0 ξ33In



 ;
ξ11, ξ22, ξ33 ∈ R

η ∈ R
s, ζ ∈ R

n

Ξ ≫ 0







.

By using these expression, we see that

∆1(X) = x11, ∆2(X) = x11x22 − ‖y‖
2
, ∆3(X) = x11x33 − ‖z‖

2

and

∆′
1(Ξ) = ξ11ξ22ξ33 − ξ22 ‖ζ‖

2
− ξ33 ‖η‖

2
, ∆′

2(Ξ) = ξ22, ∆′
3(Ξ) = ξ33.

These calculations show the assertion (4).
Next we consider the case r 6= 0. In this case, we know that (r, s, n) is an

admissible triplet. Let us divide cases by the number of equal values among r, s, n. If
all of the three coincide, then Vinberg [11, §8, Chapter III] tells us that n = 1, 2, 4, 8
and Ω is a symmetric cone. In this case, the degrees of its basic relative invariants
are well known (see [1], for example). Hence, the assertion (1) is shown. Next,
suppose that exactly two of r, s, n are the same. There are two cases, that is,
r < s = n and r = s < n. At first, we assume r < s = n so that r ≤ ρ(n). We use

Lemma 2.1. In this case, we have d1 =
(

0
s
n

)

=
(

0
n
n

)

and d2 =
(

0
0
r

)

. Then,

l
(1)
1 = d1, l

(2)
1 = d1 − d2 =





0
n

n− r



 , l
(2)
2 = d2 =





0
0
r



 ,
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and hence we have ε21 = 1, ε31 = 1 and ε32 = 1. This implies that

σ = E2E1 =





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 1 1









1 0 0
1 1 0
1 0 1



 =





1 0 0
1 1 0
2 1 1



 .

For the dual cone, we use the same algorithm for d∗
1 =

(

n
r
0

)

and d∗
2 =

(

s
0
0

)

=
(

n
0
0

)

.

In this case, we have

l
(1)∗
1 = d∗

1, l
(2)∗
1 = d∗

1 − d∗
2 =





0
r

0



 , l
(2)∗
2 = d∗

2 =





s

0
0





and hence ε∗13 = 0, ε∗23 = 1 and ε∗12 = 1. Thus, σ∗ is calculated as

σ∗ = E∗
2E

∗
1 =





1 1 0
0 1 0
0 0 1









1 0 0
0 1 1
0 0 1



 =





1 1 1
0 1 1
0 0 1



 .

This shows the assertion (2).
Next consider the case 1 ≤ r = s < n. As a similar calculation as above, we

have d1 =
(

0
s
n

)

=
(

0
r
n

)

, d2 =
(

0
0
r

)

and

l
(1)
1 = d1, l

(2)
1 = d1 − d2 =





0
r

n− r



 , l
(2)
2 = d2 =





0
0
r



 ,

and hence ε21 = 1, ε31 = 1 and ε32 = 1. This implies that

σ = E2E1 =





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 1 1









1 0 0
1 1 0
1 0 1



 =





1 0 0
1 1 0
2 1 1



 .

The case 1 ≤ r < s < n can be proceeded in the same lines for σ. Moreover, we

can calculate σ∗ similarly to obtain σ∗ =
(

1 1 2
0 1 1
0 0 1

)

. Therefore, we have shown the

assertion (3). The proof is now completed. �

Let us explain what happens in the case (2), that is, 1 ≤ r < s = n. Since R(y)
is an n× r matrix with r < n, we see that

R(y) tR(y) 6= ‖y‖
2
In ⇐⇒

∥

∥

tR(y)z
∥

∥

2
6= ‖y‖

2
‖z‖

2
.

Therefore, the factor (4.7) of detX (X ∈ Ω) is irreducible and hence the basic
relative invariants ∆i(X) (i = 1, 2, 3) of Ω are given as

∆1(X) = x11, ∆2(X) = x11x22 − ‖y‖
2
,

∆3(X) = (x11x22 − ‖y‖
2
)(x11x33 − ‖z‖

2
)− ‖x11x− tR(y)z‖

2
.

On the other hand, L(ξ) is a square matrix of size n, and the construction of L(ξ)

as in the book [9, Theorem 10.1] implies that the matrix ‖ξ‖
−1

L(ξ) is orthogonal
and it satisfies

‖L(ξ)ζ‖
2
= ‖ξ‖

2
‖ζ‖

2
.
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This means that the factor (4.8) of det Ξ (Ξ ∈ Ω′) is reducible and hence the basic
relative invariants ∆′

i(Ξ) (i = 1, 2, 3) of Ω′ are given as

∆′
1(Ξ) = ξ11ξ22ξ33 + 2 〈η |L(ξ)ζ 〉 − ξ11 ‖ξ‖

2
− ξ22 ‖ζ‖

2
− ξ33 ‖η‖

2
,

∆′
2(Ξ) = ξ22ξ33 − ‖ξ‖2 , ∆′

3(Ξ) = ξ33.
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