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Unitarity in \quantization comm utes w ith reduction"
BrianC.HalEEandW iliam DKJIW]I‘E
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A bstract

LetM Dbea com pactK ahlerm anifold equipped w ith a H am iltonian action ofa com pact Lie
group G . In this paper, we study the geom etric quantization ofthe sym plectic quotientM =G .
Guillem in and Stemberg [Mmvent. M ath. 67 (1982), 515{538] have shown, under suiable
regularity assum ptions, that there is a natural invertible m ap between the quantum H ibert
space over M =G and the G -invariant subspace of the quantum H ibert space overM :

R eproducing other recent results in the literature, we prove that in general the natural
m ap of Guillem in and Stemberg is not unitary, even to lading order in P lanck’s constant.
W e then m odify the quantization procedure by the \m etaplectic correction" and show that
in this setting there is still a natural invertible m ap between the H ibert space over M =G
and the G -nvariant subspace of the H ibert space overM :W e then prove that thism odi ed
G uillem in {Stembergm ap is asym ptotically unitary to leading order in P Janck’s constant. T he
analysis also show s a good asym ptotic relationship between Toeplitz operators on M and on
M =G :

K eyw ords: geom etric quantization, sym plectic reduction, sem iclassical Iim i, Toeplitz operators

1 Introduction

Let M be an integral com pact K ahler m anifold w ith sym plectic form ! . Follow ing the program
of geom etric quantization, suppose we are given a Hem itian holom orphic line bundle ‘ wih
connection overM ; chosen in such a way that the curvature of ‘isequalto 1i! :W e then consider
v ¥; the kth tensor power of Y; where in this setting we interpret k as the reciprocal of P lanck’s
constant ~: The Hibert space of quantum states associated to M is then (for a xed valie of
~ = 1=k) the space of holom orphic sections of ¥ *:

Now suppose that we are given a Ham ittonian action of a connected com pact Lie group G
on M : Then we can construct the sym plectic quotient M =G ; which is another com pact K ahler
m anifold (under suitable reqularity assum ptions on the action ofG ). The line bund¥e " naturally
descends to a bundlke ® over M =G ; and the quantum H ibert space associated to M =G is then
the space of holom orphic sections of S k:This space of sections is what we obtain by perform ing
reduction by G before quantization. A fematively, we may rst perform quantization and then
perform reduction at the quantum level, which am ounts to restricting to the space 0of G -invariant
sections of * ¥:

A classic result of Guillem in and Stemberg is that there is a natural invertble linear m ap
between the \ rst reduce and then quantize" space (the space of all holom orphic sections of the
bundle * ¥ overM =G ) and the \ st quantize and then reduce" space (the space of G -invariant
holom orphic sections ofthe bundle ' ¥ overM ). This result is som etin es described as saying that
quantization comm utes w ith reduction. However, from the point of view of quantum m echanics,
it is not jast the vector space structure of the quantum H ibert space that is In portant, but also
the Inner product.

It is natural, then, to investigate the extent to which the G uillem in{Stemberg m ap is unitary.
Som e work in this direction has already been done, and in general, i has been found that the
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obstruction to unitarity is a certain function on M =G (som etin es referred to as the e ective
potential). T his obstruction, in som e form , was identi ed independently in the works of [F1198],
IC har06b]], and [Pao05], and M Z06]. See also [Got86], Hal02], and Huel6]. W e discuss the
relation of our work to these in Section [T 2.

Our rstmain resukt isa new proof (sin ilar to that ofCharles in [Char06b] for the torus case)
that the G uillem in{Stemberg m ap is not uniary in general, and indeed that the m ap does not
becom e asym ptotically unitary ask ! 1 (ie, as~ ! 0). We show that the obstruction to
asym ptotic uniarity of the m ap is the volum e of the G -orbits inside the zero-set of the m om ent
map in M : Ifthese G -orbits do not allhave the sam e volum g, then the G uillem in {Stemberg m ap
w illnot be asym ptotically unitary. T his aihire ofasym ptotic uniarity is troubling from a physical
point of view . A fter all, although one expects di erent quantization procedures (e4g., perfom ing
quantization and reduction In di erent orders) to give di erent resuls, one generally regards these
di erences as \quantum corrections" that should disappear as ~ tends to zero.

Them ain contrdbution ofthis paper isa solution to thisunsatisfactory situation: we include the
so—called m etaplectic correction, which involves tensoring the original line bundle w ith the square
root of the canonicalbundle (assum ing that such a square root exists). W e rst show that one can
de neanaturalm ap ofG uillem in {Stemberg type in the presence ofthem etaplectic correction, and
this naturalm ap is invertble for allsu ciently large values of the tensor power k: W e then show
that thism odi ed G uillem in {Stemberg m ap, unlke the originalone, is asym ptotically uniary in
the lim it ask tends to in niy.

In the rest of this Introduction, we describe our results in greater detail and com pare them to
previous results of other authors.

1.1 M ain resuls

LetM 2" bea com pact K ahlerm anifold w ith sym plectic form !, com plex structure J; and R dem an—
nianmetricB = ! ( ;J ):AssumethatM isquantizable, that is, that the class [! =2 ] is Integral
Choose a Hem itian line bundle ‘overM wih com patdble connection r in such a way that the
curvature of r is 1! : (Such a bundle existsbecause M is quantizable. W e call ' a prequantum
bundle forM :W e denote the H emm itian form on Y; which we take to be linear in the second factor,
by ( ; ) and we denote the pointw ise m agnitude of a section s of " by stfx) = (s;8) X): The
connection and Hem itian form on “ induce a connection and Hem itian om on * ¥ which we
denote by the sam e sym bols.

The complex structure on M gives * ¥ the structure of a holom orphic Jine bundle :n which
the holom orphic sections of are those that are covariantly constant in the (0;1)-directions. W e let
H M ;" ¥) denote the ( nitedin ensional) space of holom orphic sections of ' *: T he sym plectic
form on M Inducesa volum e form

~

] n

"= — i)
n!

which isknown asthe Liouville voluime orm . W emake H M ;' ¥) nto a H ibert space by consid—
ering the Inner product given by

Z
s jsi= k=2 )" (eis) " a2
M

In geom etric quantization, we Interpret the tensorpowerk asthe reciprocalofP lanck’s constant

~: Thus the study of holom orphic sections of * ¥ in the Imi k ! 1 ; fam iliar from algebraic

geom etry, is In this setting interpreted as the \sem iclassical lin it" (le., the Imit ~ ! 0). The

sam iclassicallin it In geom etric quantization has gamered m uch recent Interest. See forexam ple the

work ofBorthw ick and U rdbe BU 96] and BU 00] on a sym plectic version ofthe K odaira em bedding

theorem and the work ofB orthw ick, Paul, and U ribe BP U 95] on applications to relative P oincare
serdes.



Suppose now that we are given a Ham iltonian action of a connected com pact Lie group G
of dim ension d; together with an equivariant moment map  for this action. W e assum e (@s in
G S82]) that 0 isin the In ageof ;that 0 isa regularvalue of ;and that G acts freely on 10):
T he sym plectic quotient M =G is then de ned to be

M=G= 10)=G:

The quotient M =G acquires from M the structure of a quantizable K ahlerm anifold of din ension
2@ d); in particular the symplectic form ! on M descendsto a symplcticform b2 2 M =G).
W e assum e that the action of G 1lifts to ‘: Then ' descends to a holom orphic Hem iian line
bundle *with connection overM =G ;wih curwature ib:LetH M =G ;Q X) denote the space of
holom orphic sections of ® ¥ and use on this Soace the Inner product given by

Z

(n d)=2

hsyjspi= k=2 ) (s1782) "r: €.3)

M =G

W e are Interested In the relationship between two di erent H ibert spaces: rst, the space 0ofG -
Invariant holom orphic sections of ' k overM ;w ith the inner product [[2J); and second, the space
ofallholom orphic sections of Sk overM =G ; w ith the inner product [[3). The rstHibert space,
denoted H M ;" ¥)€; is the one obtaled by rst quantizing and then reducing by G ; the second
one isobtained by rst reducing by G and then quantizing. A ccording to G uillem in and Stemberg
[G S82)], there is (for each k) a natural one-to-one and onto linearmap Ay from H ™ ;° k)¢ onto
HM=G ;Q Ky:n particular, these two gpaces have the sam e dim ension.

Themap Ay isde ned in the only reasonableway: one takes a G -nvariant holom orphic section
sof ¥ ¥; restricts it to ! (0); and then Jets s descend from 10)to '(0)=G:From theway
that the com plex structureon M =G isde ned, it iseasy to see that A x m aps holom orphic sections
of ¥ ¥ to holom orphic sectionsof ¢ ¥ : T he hard part isto show that thism ap is invertble, ie., that
a section of ¥ ¥; after being lifted to ! (0); can be extended holom orphically to a (G ~invariant)
section over allofM : In proving this, G uillem in and Stemberg m ake use of a holom orphic action
of the \com plexi ed" group G- on M :

W e wish to determ ine the extent to which them ap Ay isunitary. W e show that (for each k)
there existsa fiinction Iy on M =G w ith the property that for each G —-invariant holom orphic section
sof ' ¥ wehave

Z Z
ksk’ = =2 )" Bfmo= k=2)

M M =G

Pyst I "r:

Our rstmain resul isthe follow ing.

Theorem 1.1. The functions Iy satisfy

o T (ko)) = 2 “yolG  ®)

for all xg 2 1(0); and the lim it is uniform . Here vol@G %) denotes the volum e of the G -orbit
of Xy with respect to the R iem annian structure inherited from M :

Ifallofthe G -orbits in the zero-set of the m om ent m ap have the sam e volum e, then T heorem
[5] in plies that the naturalm ap Ay is asym ptotically a constant m ultiple of a unitary m ap in the
lim it as ~ tends to zero. If, as is usually the case, the G -orbits in the zero-set do not allhave the
sam e volum e, then using peaked sections, we can show that Ay is not asym ptotically a constant
multiple of a unitary m ap, in a sense described in T heorem [5.3.

Now , it is probably unreasonable to expect the naturalm ap between the \ rst reduce and then
quantize" space and the \ rst quantize and then reduce" space to be unitary. D i erent ways of
perform ing quantization (eg., before reduction and after reduction) in general give Inequivalent



resuls, especially if equivalence is m easured by the existence of a geom etrically natural unitary
(@s opposed to m erely invertible) m ap. On the other hand, one expects di erences between the
procedures to be \quantum corrections" that vanish for sm all~:T he situation re ected in T heorem
[, then, isunsatisfactory; the geom etrically naturalm ap between H M ;* ¥)¢ andH M =G ;" ¥)
isnot uniary even to lading order in ~:
To rem edy this situation, we Introduce the \m etaplectic" or \half<fom " correction. T here are
various results which seem to indicate the geom etric quantization works better with half-formm s
(indeed, ourm ain resuls can be seen as further jisti cation ofthisclain ). Forexam ple, i isonly
w ith half-fom s that the quantization of the sinm ple ham onic oscillator has the correct zero-point
energy (see W 0091, Chap. 10] for details and further exam ples). For this reason, we m Ight expect
(and it is indeed the case) that the inclusion of halfform s ram edies the unsatisfactory situation
described by T heorem [L1I.
T he m etaplectic correction consists of tensoring ' * w ith a square root of the canonicalbundle
K ofM , assum ing such a square root exists (equivalently, the vanishing of the second Stiefel{
W himey class), and sin ilarly tensoring R IkD w ith a square root ofthe canonicalbundle B ofM =G :
A ssum Ing that the G -action liftsto k K ,our second m ain resul is an analog of [G S82, T hm
52] In the presence of half-fom s.

Theorem 1.2. For each k; there is a natural linear m ap By between the space ofG—jnvala'ant

pP— N
holom orphic sections of ¥ ¥ K overM and the space of allholm orphic sections of ¥ * P
over M =G : Furthem ore, thism ap is invertible for allsu ciently large k:

W e then show that there exists a function Jy on M =G such that for each G -invariant holom or-
phic section r of ¥ ¥ K we have
Z Z
krk = (k=2 ) Fim o= k=2 )" V7

M M =G

Brrd J"r:

Our last m ain result is the follow ng, which im plies that the m aps By ; unlke the m aps Ay ; are
asym ptotically unitary in thelmitk ! 1 (@de.,~! 0).

Theorem 1.3. The functions J, satisfy

Im Jx (koD =1
K1

Prallxg 2 !(0); and the lim it is uniform .

The origin of the unwanted volum e factor in Theorem [I]l is the relationship between the
volum e m easure on 1(0) and the volum e m easure on 10)=G Lemmal43). Them etaplectic
correction introduces a com pensating volum e factor in the pointw ise m agnitude of a section over

1 (0) and the pointw ise m agnitude of the corresponding section over ! (0)=G (T heorem [33).

T he proofs of ourm ain results m ake use of a holom orphic action of the \com plexi ed" group
Gc on M , obtained In [GS82] by analytic continuation of the action ofG : W e ket M 5 denote the
stable set, that is, the set of points In M that can be m oved into the zero-set of the m om ent
m ap by the action of G : The stable set is an open set of ullm easure In M and the sym plectic
quotientM =G = 1 (0)=G can be identi %iaturaﬂy wih M =G :W e show how them agniude
of a G -invariant section (of * ¥ or * ¥ K ) varies in a predictable way as one moves o of

10 along a G¢-orbi; this fact, which is crucial to our analysis, has been noticed before by
G uillem in and Stemberg [G S82)] and by D onaldson D on04]. T he densities Iy and Jx are obtained
by Integrating certain quantities related to the m om ent m ap over each G¢-orbit. T he asym ptotic
behavior of these densities is then determ ined by Laplace’sm ethod (som etin es referred to as the
stationary phase approxin ation or the m ethod of steepest descent).

In proving the inwv ility of our G uillem in{Stemberg-typemap By; we rst show thata G-
invariant section of * ¥ © K de nedover ! (0) can be extended to a holom orphic, G ¢ <nvariant



section over the stable set M < :W e then show that for allsu ciently large k; these sectionshave a
rem ovab le singularity overthe com plem ent ofthe stable set and thus extend to holom orphic sections
over allofM :H ere, the presence of half-form sm akes the situation slightly m ore com plicated than
In [GS82)], where the naturalm ap Ay is shown to be invertbl for allk:

A trivialm odi cation ofthe argum ents described above yields a form ula that relatesa Toeplitz
operator w ith a G —invariant sym bol upstairs, restricted to the space of G -invariant sections, to a
certain Toeplitz operator dow nstairs. Suppose £ isa sm ooth, G -invariant finction on M : Then in
the case w ith halffom s, the resul is that the Toeplitz operatorw ith sym bolf upstairs, restricted
to the G -invariant subspace, is asym ptotically equivalent to the Toeplitz operator w ith symbolf
dow nstairs, where f is obtained by restricting £ to ! (0) and ktting it descend to ! (0)=G :

For the reader’s convenience, we collect here the various assum ptionsm ade in this paper. W e
begin with a com pactK ahlerm anifold M ofrealdin ension 2n;w ith sym plectic form ! :W e assum e
that [! =2 ]is an Integral cohom ology class. W e assum e that M  is equipped w ith a holom orphic
and H am ilttonian action of a com pact d -dim ensional Lie group G w ih equivariant m om ent m ap

:tM ! g :W eassum e that 0 is In the in age of them om ent m ap, that 0 is a reqular value ofthe
mom entm ap, and that G acts freely on the zero-set 1 (0). since the sym plectic form is integral,
there exists over M at least one com plex Hem itian line bundle w ith com patdble connection w ith
curvature 1!;we x som e choice and denote itby ‘. In a canonicalway, them om ent m ap de nes
an In nitesin al holom orphic action ofG on ‘. W e assum e that this in nitesim al action can be
exponentiated. T hese assum ptions are the sam e as iIn [G S82] and are all the assum ptions relevant
to Theorem [T. v

W e need additional assum ptions ©r T heorem s[I 2 and [T 3. LetK = " M ) denote the
canonicalbundle ofM . W e assum e that K adm itsa square root K ! M (this is equivalent to
the vanishing of the second StiefelW himey class ofM ), and nally weassum e that the G -action
on K Which is induced from that on M ) can be lifted to an action on K :

1.2 Prior resuls

To the best of our know ledge, the rst work that system atically address the question of uniariy
In the context of quantization and reduction of K ahler m anifolds is the Ph D . thesis of F lude
F 1198]. F lude gives a form al com putation of the leading-order asym ptotics of the density Ix ask
tends to In nity, without the m etaplectic correction. F lude’s m ain com putation is essentially the
sam e as ours (in the case w ithout the m etaplectic correction) : an application of Laplace’sm ethod.
However, F lude’s result is not rigorous, because he considers the m agnitude of an invariant section
only in a sm allneighborhood of the zero-set. T his should be com pared to our T heorem [4.]], which
gives an expression for the m agniude of an invariant section that is valid everywhere. (Even
after T heorem [4.]] is obtained, som e controlis required over the blow -up of certain Jacobians near
the unstable set.) Nevertheless, F lude does identify the volum e of the G -orbis in 1 (0) as the
obstruction to the asym ptotic uniarity of the G uillem In{Stembergm ap.

N ext, there isthew ork ofL .Charles [C har06b], who considersthe case in which thegroup G isa
torus and w ithout halfsfom s. (C harles does consider halffom s in a related context n [Char06al.)
In the torus case, P roposition 4.17 of [Char06b], wih f identically equalto 1 in a neighborhood
of the zero-set, is essentially the sam e as our Theorem [42]. P roposition 4.18 of [Char06b] is then
essentially the sam e as the rst part of our T heorem [5.0]. W e do, how ever, go slightly beyond the
approach of C harles, in that we give an exact (not just asym ptotic to all orders) expression for the
nom of an Invariant section upstairs as an integral over the downstairs m anifold. This requires
som e control over the blow -up of certain Jacobians as one approaches the unstable set.

T hen there isthe work ofP aoletti [P ac03]. H e takesa di erent approach to m easuring uniarity,
Jooking at the behavior of orthonom albases. N evertheless, his result agreesw ith ours (in the case
w ithout halffom s) in that he identi es the volum e of the G -orbits in the zero-set of the m om ent
m ap as an obstruction to unitarity of the G uillem in{Stembergm ap.



F inally, there is the the work ofM a and Zhang in M Z06]. In this paper, the authors com pute
an asym ptotic expansion of the equivariant B ergm an kemel, and our T heorem [l is a special case
oftheir Theorem 0.1. In contrast to ourwork and the works ofF lnde and Charles @llofwhich are
based on Laplace’sm ethod), those of Paolkttiand M a{Zhang are based on the m icrolocalanalysis
developed by L.Boutet de M onveland Guillem in in BdM G 81]].

To thebest ofourknow ledge, ours isthe rstpaperthat constructsa G uillem in { Stemberg-type
m ap in the presence ofthem etaplectic correction and therefore the rstto show in a generalsetting
that them etaplectic correction in provesthe situation in regard to uniarity. (Such an In provem ent
had already been suggested by the specialexam ples considered In D H 99] and H al02]]. See the last
section for a discussion of these exam ples.)

W e close this section by m entioning the work ofG otay [G ot84], who considers the relationship
betw een quantization and reduction in the context ofa cotangent bundle equipped w ith the vertical
polarization (@ real polarization). G otay considers the cotangent bundl of an n-m anifold Q and
assum es that a com pact group G of din ension d acts freely on Q : The Induced action ofG on
T Q isthen free and Ham iltonian. G otay Inclides halfform s in the quantization (as onemust In
the case ofthe vertical polarization) and obtains a unitary m ap between the quantize-then-reduce
space and the reduce-then-quantize space.

G otay’s work does not overlap with ours, because we consider only com plex polarizations.

N evertheless, it is worth noting that G otay obtains exact unitarity, whereas we obtain unitariy
only asym ptotically as P lanck’s constant tends to zero, even w ith halfform s. The reason that
the cotangent bundle case is nicer than the K ahler case seem s to be that there is less di erential
geom etry Involved. There is no additional structure on the m anifold Q (m etric or m easure or
com plex structure) that enters. G otay’s uniarity result com es down to the relationship between
the Integral over Q of a G -Invariant n-form and the ntegralover Q=G ofan @ d)-om *
obtained by contracting w ih the generators ofthe G -action and then letting the result descend
tO Q=G : Here isthe square of a halfform .) In the K ahlr case, we have a m apping between
n;0)-omson M and @ d;0)fom s on M =G de ned In a m anner very sin ilar to that in
G ot86l]. H owever, it does not m ake sense to integrate an (n;0)-form overM ;becauseM has real
din ension 2n:So the nom ofa halfform cannot be com puted by sim ply squaring and integrating.
R ather, one uses a m ore com plicated procedure involving both the com plex structureon M and the
Liouville volum e m easure. T he relationship between the nom upstairs and the nom downstairs
is correspondingly m ore com plicated and involves the geom etric structuresthat wehaveon M but
noton Q :

Another way of thinking about the K ahler case is to observe that the way one lifts a sec—
tion downstairs to a section upstairs is by lifting to a G -Invariant (ot jist G -invariant) section
upstairs. However, the action of G preserves only the complex structure on M and not the
sym plectic structure on M or the H em itian structure on the relevant line bundles. T hus the rela—
tionship between the upstairsnom and the dow nstairsnom involvesthe way the volum e m easure
and the m agniude of an invariant section vary over each G ¢ -orbit. In the cotangent bundle case,
by contrast, only a G -action is nvolved and this preserves all the relevant structure.

2 P relim inaries

W e begin this section by recalling the m ethod of geom etric quantization (at the m om ent, w ithout
halffom s) as it applies to K ahlerm anifolds. W e then recall the notion ofthe M arsden {W einstein
or sym plectic quotient and explain the special form this construction takes in the setting ofK ahler
m anifolds. Finally, we describe the natural invertible m ap, due to G uillem in and Stembery, be-
tween the \quantize then reduce" space and the \reduce then quantize" space.



2.1 K ahler quantization

Let M ;!;3;B = ! ( ;J )) beaKahlkrmanifold wih symplectic orm !, complex structure J,
and RiemannianmetricB = ! ( ;J ).WeassumethatM isoonnected, com pact, and integral (ie.,
that [!=2 ]is an integral cohom ology class). W e x once and for alla Hem iian line bundle *
w ith com patible connection r ; chosen In such a way that the curvature of r isequalto 1i! :The
connection on ‘ induces a connection on the kth tensor power k. also denoted r : For any k;
* ¥ m ay be given the structure of a holom orphic line bundlk in such a way that the holom orphic
sections are precisely those that are covariantly constant in the (0;1) (or z) directions.

W e interpret the tensorpowerk asthe reciprocalofP lanck’s constant ~:Foreach xed value of
k (or~),the quantum H ibert space isthe space ofholom orphic sectionsof ¥ ¥;denotedH M ;" ¥):
If", denotes the Liouville volum e om [L.1l), then we use the ollow ing natural Inner product on
HM ;Y ¥5); 7

bsjjsi= k=2 )" (sis) "
M

asin [[2J), where (s;;s;) isthe (poitwise) Hem itian structure on ' *:

2.2 K ahler reduction

W enow assum ethat we aregiven a sm ooth action ofa connected com pact Lie group G ofdin ension
donM :W eassum ethat the action preservesallofthe structure (sym plectic, com plex, R iem annian)
ofM :Let gdenote the Lie algebra ofG and foreach 2 g;ktX denote the vector eld describing
the in nitesinalaction of on M :That is, X )= ditet X

W e assum e that foreach 2 g there exists a sn ooth function on M such that X is the

H am iltonian vector eld associated to ; ie., such that
ix )!'=4d

(T his is autom atically the case if G is sem isin ple or if M is sin ply connected.) Foreach ;the
function is unique up to a constant. Since M is com pact, i is always possible to choose the
constants in such a way that themap ! is linear and that £ ; g= [; yand we x
one particular choice of constants w ith these two properties. For any G ; one way to choose the
constants w ith these two properties is to require each to have Integral zero over M : If G is
sem isin ple, then these tw o properties uniguely determ ine the choice of the constants.)

W e m ay put together the finctions ntoa \momentmap" :M ! g given by

® ()= @)

foreach 2 gandm 2 M :The condition £ ; g= [ ; jensures that the moment map is
equivariant w ith respect to the action ofG on M and the coad pint action ofG on g :W e assum e
that 0 is in the In age ofthem om ent m ap and that it is a reqular value, so that the zero-set 1 (0)
isa subm anifold ofM . W e assum €, m oreover, that G acts freely on 1 (0) so that the quotient is
am anifold. T he quotient

M=G = '(0)=C

is then called the sym plectic or M arsden{W einstein M W _74] quotient ofM by G .
T he quotient M =G inherits a sym plectic structure from M : there is a unigue sym plectic form

b2 2M=G)suchthati! = b,wherei: (@) ! M denotes the inclusion map and
Loy ! 1 (0)=G isthe quotient m ap. Furthem ore, [b=2 ] is an integral cochom ology class
onM =G :

So far, we have described how the sym plectic structure on M  induces a sym plectic structure
on M =G :W e now show how the com plex structure on M induces a com plex structure on M =G :
The descent of the com plex structure can be understood either \in nitesim ally" (poy describing



how the distrdbution of (1;0)-vectors descends) or \globally" by realizingM =G as the quotient of
the \stable set" in M by the com plexi cation ofG).

W e begin wih the in nitesin al approach. Let T'®M be the K ahler polarization on M ;
ie,T1'M is the n-din ensional (com plex) distribution consisting of type—(1;0) vector ekds on
M . For fiiture use, we note that the progction . :T°M ! T!'°M isgiven by

1
+X:5(l J.J)X:

In [GS82], Guillem In and Stemberg show that the G -orbits in the zero-set are totally real
subm aniods; ie.or allxg 2 10);

T,°M \ £X, : 2 gg= f0g:

M oreover, they show that T¢ ( 1 (0)) \ T'"M isa G-nhvariant com plex distrbution of com plex
rankn d,andthat (¢ ( ')\ T'°M ) isa weltde ned integrable com plex distrbution of
rankn donM =G . In fact, the com plex structure induced by this distrdbution de nes a K ahler
structure on M =G , and we henceforth m ake the identi cation

T M=G)= @°( *ON\T"M): 1)

W e now tum to the global approach, which is m ore intuitive and much m ore usefiil or the
com putations we will carry out in this paper. W e have assum ed that the action of G is holo—
m orphic. Using this, i can be shown [G.S82] that the action 0of G can be analytically continued
to a holom orphic action of the \com plexi ed" group G on M ; the in nitesim al action of this
continuation is de ned by

xt = 0x ;249 22)

Here G: is a connected com plex Lie group containing G as a m axin al com pact subgroup,
and the Lie algebra gz 0of G is the com plexi cation of g: The Cartan decom position is a di eo—
morhimm Gc: ' exp (i9)G : M oreover, the set exp (ig) is di eom orphic to the vector space g, the
di eom orphism being the exponentialm ap, and so as sn ooth m anioldswehaveGc. = g G . See
K na02, Sec. 6.3] for details.

W e let the stable set M § denote the saturation ofthe zero-set 1 (0) by the action ofG¢ :

M, = Ge 10): 2 3)

That is, M ¢ is the set of points in M that can be m oved into 1 (0) by the action of G¢ : (See
[2.3) below for another characterization of the stable set.) The llow ing properties of M ¢ llow
from resultsin [GS82]: (1) M ¢ isan open sest offullmeasure In M ; () G¢ acts freely on M 5; and
(3) each Gc-otbit In M ¢ intersects ! (0) 1 precisely one G -orbit.

W e will show shortly (Theorem [2.0) that M ¢ is in fact a principal G ¢ oundle over 1 0)=G :
This in plies (Corollary [2.2)) that the action of G¢ on M 4 is proper. K eep in m ind that we are
assum Ing that 0 is a regular value ofthe m om ent m ap and that G acts freely on 1(0):) Because
the action of G is free, proper and holom orphic, the quotient M ;=G has the structure of a
com plex m anifold. On the other hand, since each Gc-orbi n M  intersects 1(0) in precisely
one G -orbi, we have a naturalbipctive identi cation

10)=G = M =G : 2 4)

Onceweknow that M =G hasthe structure ofa com plex m anifold, i isnot hard to see that this
com plex structure agrees (under the above identi cation) w ith the one obtained in nitesim ally In
2a). @f ¢ :Ms! M =G isthe quotientm ap and we dentify M ;=G with ! (0)=G;then .
agreeswih on 1(0):Thus (¢) agreeswih  on vectorstangentto ! (0):But i is not



hard to show that every (1;0)-vector at a point in 1 (0) is the sum ofa (1;0)-vector tangent to

1 (0) and a (1;0)-vector tangent to the G orbit.)

A though we do not require this result, we explain brie y how the quotient M ;=G can be
denti ed wih the quotient in geom etric Invariant theory G IT). In G IT, there are several (in
general, inequivalent) notions of stable points for the action ofa com plex reductive group (such as
Gc) on acompactKahlerm anifold. (In M FK 94], these are called sam istable, stable, and properly
stable points.) Under our assum ptjons| that 0 is a regqular value ofthe m om ent m ap and that G
acts freely on L) | these di erent notions of stability In G IT tum out to be equivalent to one
another and to the notion of stability in [23). (A s a consequence of a result of K em pf and N ess
KN 79], the di erent notions of stability ofy 2 M In GIT are equivalent to: (1) the closure of
Gc vy intersects '(0); @) Gc vy iself intersects ! (0);and () G vy Intersects ! (0) and
the stabilizer of y is nite. Condition 2 is our de nition of the stable set. Since In our case M ¢
is open and acted on freely by G ; the other two conditions are equivalent to Condition 2.) The
G IT quotient coincides, as a set and topologically, w th M ;=G : See for exam ple Theorem 8.3 of
M FK 94] or Section 3 of HHL94].

The stable set can also be characterized in temm s of the G -invariant holom orphic sections of
v kK (see for exam ple Donaldson’swork in D on04], or [5S82, Theorem 5.5]):

M,=fx2M :sx)6 Obrsomes2 H M ;" ¥)° Hrsomekg: 2 5)

Suppose, then, that s isan element ofs2 H M1 ;° k)¢ that is not dentically zero. (T hat such
a section exists or som e k llow s from [2.9) and is established in |G S82, Appendix].) Then the
unstable set M ; nM is contained In the zero-set of s and is therefore a set of codim ension at least
one. This In plies, for exam ple, that the unstable set hasm easure zero.

W enow establish a structure resul forM ¢ that in plies, am ong other things, that the action of
Gc onM 5 Isproper.Let ¢ :M s ! M =G be the com plex quotient m ap under the identi cation
ofM =G with M =G . That isto say, ¢ (z) = (x) ifx belongs to the unique G-orbit in  * (0)
contained in the G- -orbit of z:

Theorem 2.1.Themap ¢ :Mgs! M =G isanooth (in particular, continuous), and M g has the
structure of a sm ooth principal G ¢ bundl with respect to thism ap.

Corollary 2.2. The action ofG: on M ¢ is proper.
Corollary 2.3. Themap :g 1) ! Mg given by

(;x)= et X
is bipctive and a di eom orphism .

P roof of C omllary [2.2]. Suppose we have yx 2 M ¢ and g 2 G¢ such that yx convergesto y 2 M
and such that gx y convergesto z2 M 5:W e will show that gy must then be convergent, which
In plies that the action of G on M ¢ is proper DK 0O, pp. 53 . and Chap. 2]. Note that
c Gkvx) = ¢ (yx):Taking Iim its and using the continuity of ¢ givesthat ¢ (z) = ¢ ¥):Choose
a neighborhood U of (¢ (z) such that 1) is hom eom omphicto G U in such a way that the
G ¢ action corresponds to left multiplication in G¢ : Under this hom eom orphisn , yx corresoonds
to (hx;ux) and y corresoonds to (h;u); with hy ! handuy ! u:Then g« y corresoonds to
(Gxhk ;ux) and z corresponds to (f;u); wih gihy ! f£:Thus, gx convergesto h 1f: O

P roof of C orollary [2.3. The bifctivity of fllows from : (1) the freeness of the action of G ¢ on
M 5; @) the fact that each G -orbit intersects ! (0) in a single G -orbi, and (3) the bifctivity of
the C artan decom position ofG: KnaO2, Thm 631, pp. 362]. To see that isa di eom orphism,
decom pose L) as Gc U:Since the Cartan decom position of G¢ is a di eom orphism , we
obtain Cl(U) " g G U:The quotient m ap : 1) ! M =G isa principal G bundle, so



there isa slice N in 1(O)whj:::l'lJ'SUansverseto‘cl'leG—actjonanddieomorphjctoU.Theftee
G -action on 1 (0) then yields a di eom orphisn from G N to a G —-nvariant neighborhood M g
In the zero-set. Hence we obtain a localdi eomorphisn g Mg’ g G N 7 cl(U)whjch
corresponds to the m ap jg Mo+ T his show s, in particular, that the Jacobian of is invertible at
each point and hence that isa globaldi eom orphian . O

P roof of T heorem [2.1]. G iven a point u in 1 (0)=G ; choose a neighborhood U ofu; a pont x 2

10) with &) = u; and an embedded subm aniold N through x which is transverse to the
G-action so that mapsN infctively and di eom orphically onto U:Let ' :U ! N be the
an ooth nverseto :Now considerthemap :G.: U ! Mg given by

@u =g L)

First, we establish that is Inective (globally, not just locally). Ifu; and u, are distinct
elments of N; then '@;) and ! @) are in distinct G-orbits. But distinct G-orbits in
1(0) lie in distinct G -orbits (see the comm ents follow ing the proof of T heorem [£1l(@)). T hus,
(@17u1) € (g2;uz) ifu; 6 uy: Then ifg; 6 g,; (@1;u) 6 (@2;u); because G acts freely on
Mg:
N ext, we establish that the di erentialof is Inective at each point. Since mapsN di eo—
m orphically onto U; it su ces to prove the sam e thing forthemap :G ¢ N ! Mg given by
(g;n)=g n:Soconsider (g;n)2 G N .Sihce mapsN di eom orphically ontoU; T, ( *(0))
is the direct sum of T, N ) and T, G n): Furthem ore, for any 2 g; the vector eld JX is
nonzero at n and orthogonalto the tangent space to 10): & ollow s that

Tn ™M )=T,Gc n) FTN)
and thus

Tgna-Vl )= g (Th Gc n)) g(Tn(N))
= Tgn Ge n) g, N ))

since the action of g takes G ¢ n into iself. Now suppose that () = @QE);n ) is a curve in
Gc N passing through (g;n) at t= 0 and such that g°(0)g ' = 2 ¢ and n°¢) = X : Then
applying and di erentiating at t= 0 gives

(P0N=X4 *g K);

which is nonzero provided that °(0) is nonzero.
F inally, we prove the theorem . Since isglobally ingctive, i hasan inversem ap de ned on its

In age, where the In age of issinply c ! U ). The Inverse finction theoram tells us, then, that

c . (U ) isan open set and that the nversem ap to issmooth. Thus, . U ) isdi eom orphic to
Gc U in such a way that the action 0of G corresponds to the left action ofG on itself. Under
this di eom orphian ,  corresponds to profction onto the second factor, which is am ooth. T hus
the di eom orphism  showsthatM 5! M =G has the necessary sm ooth local triviality property
to be a an ooth principal G ¢ bundle. O

2.3 Quantum reduction and the G uillem in {Stemberg m ap

In the previous section, we considered reduction at the classical level, which am ounts to passing
from M toM =G :A tematively, wem ay st quantizeM , by looking at the space ofholom orphic
sections of 1 ¥ over M ; and then perform reduction at the quantum Jlevel. A ccording to the
philosophy of D irac D ir64, Lecture 2, pp. 34 .], reduction at the quantum Ilevel am ounts to
Jooking at holom orphic sections that are Invariant under an appropriate action of the group G ;
that is, the quantum reduced space is the nullspace of the quantized m om ent m ap ([2.6) below).
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W e now describe how the action of G on the space of sections is constructed. Follow ing the
program of geom etric quantization, we st de ne an action of the Lie algebra g on the space of
an ooth sections of * by

Q =ryg i 2 g:

These operators satisfy R ;Q 1= Q;; ;. The prequantum bundle ‘ is said to be G -nvariant if
this action of g can be exponentiated to an action of the group G : (IfG is sim ply connected, this
can always be done.) W e henceforth assum e that ' is G -nvariant. Since ' is a holom orphic line
bundle (ie.the total space is a com plex m anifold), it is not hard to show that the G -action on
Y can be analytically continued to an action of G. (y llow ng an argum ent sim ilar to that of
G uillem in and Stemberg that the action ofG on M can be analytically continued to an action of
Gec onM [GS82, Theorem 44]).
For each k; we then de ne an action of g on the space of sm ooth sections of * * by

Q =ry ik 2 g: (2.0)

W e suppress the dependence on k:) These also satisfy @ ;Q 1= Q; ;and they preserve the
quantum H ibert spaceH M ;' ¥) ofholm orphic sectionsof ¥ ¥ :Since * is G -invariant, it ©ollow s
that these operators can be exponentiated to an action of G that preservesH M ;' ¥):The space
obtained by perform ing reduction at the quantum levelisthen the space 0fG -invariant holom orphic
sections of ¥ ¥;denoted H M ;" ¥)¢ :

W e see, then, that ifwe rst quantizeM and then reduceby G ;weobtain the spaceH M ;° kyG
of G -invariant sections of * ¥ over M :0On the other hand, wemay rst reduce M by G at the
classical level and then perform quantization of the reduced m anifold M =G : A ssum ing that the
bundl ‘' is G -invariant, it is not hard to see that i descends naturally to a Hem iian line bundle
% with connection over M =G ; whose curvature is equalto ib: The bundle % can be m ade into
a holom orphic line bundlke in the sam e way as 5 by decreeing that the holom orphic sections are
those that are covariantly constant in the (0;1)-directions. The space, then, obtained by st
reducing and then quantizing is the space of all holom orphic sections of ® ¥ overM =G ; denoted
HM=G ;Q Ky

In the paper G S82)], G uillem In and Stemberg consider a geom etrically natural linearm ap Ay
between the \ rst quantize and then reduce" space H M ;' ¥)® and the \ rst reduce and then
quantize" space H M =G ;Q k): This map consists sin ply of taking a G -invariant holom orphic
section overM ; restricting it to ! (0); and then lktting it descend to M =G = 1(0)=G:The
rem arkable result established in [G S82, Thm 52]isthat thisnaturalm ap is invertible. This result
hasbeen generalized in variousways, to sym plecticm anifolds that are not K ahler and to situations
where the quotient is sihgular. See, for exam pl, Hue06], K 97], [SR9Y], [SR96], M ei9g], and
L 298].

In view ofthe in portance ofthem ap Ay, webrie y sketch the proofofits invertbility. Tt iseasy
to see that a section of Y de nes a G -invariant section of * over the zero-set by pulback along the
canonicalprofction 1) ! M =G, and viceversa. M oreover, a G “nvariant section over the
zero-set has a unigue analytic continuation to the stable set, obtained from the Gc-action on M .
The di culty is in show ing that the resulting analytic continuation extends an oothly across the
unstable set. To construct this extension, G uillem in and Stemberg show that the m agnitude ofa
G —Invariant holom orphic section over the stable set approaches zero as one approaches the unstable
set. The Riem ann Extension Theorem then show s that such a section extends holom orphically
across the unstable set.

T he Invertbility of the map Ay show s that, In a certain sense, quantization com m utes w ith
reduction. T hat is, Ay givesa naturalidenti cation ofthe vector space obtained by rst quantizing
and then reducing w ith the vector space obtained by rst reducing and then quantizing. H ow ever,
In quantum m echanics, the structure of the spaces as H ibert spaces, not jist vector spaces, is
essential. For exam pl, the expectation value ofan operatorD in the \state" s isgiven by hs;D si;
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where s is a unit vector in the relevant H ibert space. It is natural, then, to consider the extent
to which them ap Ay is unitary with respect to the natural nner products [[2) and [[.3) on the
tw o spaces.

Our Theorem [42 suggests that it is very rare for A, (or any constant multiple of Ay ) to
be uniary. If the G -orbits in 1 (0) have nonconstant volum e, T heoram [53 show s that for all
su clently lJarge k; A x isnot a constant multiple of a unitary m ap. Indeed, in such cases, Ay is
not even asym ptotic to a multiple ofa unitary m ap in the lim it as P lJanck’s constant tends to zero
(ie. ask tendsto in niy). W em ay say therefore that, In the setting of |G S82], quantization does
not com m ute w ith reduction in the strongest desirable sense.

3 A map of Guillem in {Stemberg type in the presence of
the m etaplectic correction

In this section, we consider the \m etaplectic correction," which consists of tensoring the original
line bundle by the square root ofthe canonicalbundl ofM ;and sin ilarly for %W e ntroduce here
an analog By of the G uillem in{Stemberg m ap in the presence of the m etaplectic correction and
we show (T heorem [32 of this section) that By is nvertble or allsu cintly large k: W e will see
eventually (T heorem s[E2 and[53) that the m aps By ; unlike the m aps Ay ; becom e approxin ately
unitary as P Jlanck’s constant tends to zero (ie. ask tendsto in nity).

There are two conceptual di erences between the originalm ap Ay and the \m etaplectically
corrected”" m ap By : First, G -invariant holom orphic sections of the square root of the canonical
bundl behave badly as one approaches the unstable set. To com pensate for this, we need rapid
decay of holom orphic sections of G —invariant holom orphic sections of ¥ X: This m eans that we
obtain invertbility of the maps By for all su ciently large k; rather than for all k, as is the
case for the m aps Ay : Second, the pointw ise m agnide of a section By s does not agree w ith the
pointw ise m agnitude of the original section s on 1 (0); iIn contrast to the m ap Ay : Rather, the
pointw ise m agniudes di er by a factor involving the volum e of the G -orbits in 1) (Theorem
[33). The volme factor in Theorem [33 ulin ately cancels an unwanted volim e factor in the
asym ptotics of them aps A, (Section [3), allow ing the m aps B to be asym ptotically unitary even
though m aps Ay are not.

3.1 Halfform bundleson M and M =G

n

Let K = v T!®M  denote the canonicalbundle ofM ; that is, the top exterior power of the
bundle of (1;0)-form s. A an ooth section of K is called an (;0)-form , and the set of such form s
isdenoted "M ):An @®;0)=om is called holom orphic if in each holom orphic Jocal coordinate
system , the coe cient ofdz ; © “hdB a holom orphic fuinction. Equivalently, wem ay de ne a
\partial connection" (de ned only for vector elds of type (0;1)) on the space of (n;0)—fom s by
setting

rx =1ix @)

whenever X isoftype (0;1): It is easily veri ed that isholom orphic ifand only ifr y = 0 for
allvector elds oftype (O;lb:_(C om pare W 0091, Sect. 9.3].)

A choice of square root K ofthe canonicalbundle, if it exists, is called a halfform bundle.
Since the rst Chem class of the canonicalbundlke is ¢; M ), the canonicalbundle willadm it a
square root ifand only if ¢ M )=2 is an Integralclass; that is, if and only if the second Stiefel{
W hiney classw, M ) (which isthe reduction m od 2 ofthe rstChem class ﬁ:xiga_oom plexm anifold)
vanishes.W e now assum e that ¢ M )=2 is Integraland we x a choice of K . (It is lkely that
results sin ilar to the ones in this paper could be obtained assum ing that ['=2 ] o M )=2 is
Integral, rather than assum ing, as we do, that [!=2 ]Jand g M )=2 are separately integral. See
[C zy78] or W 0091, Sect. 1041].)
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P—
One can de ne a partial connection acting on sections of K by requiring that
2@y ) =rx (%): 31)

(See again W 0091, Sect. 9.3].) The bunigllip K can then bem ade into a holom orphic line bundlke
by de ning the holom orphic sectionsof K tobethose orwhich ry = 0 forallvector eldsof
type 0;1):
Because the action ofG on M isholom orphic, the action ofG on n-form spreserves the space of
(n;0)—fom s and the space of holom orphic n—fom s. T he associated action ofa Lie algebra elem ent
2 gon (n;ij—ﬁ_mn s isby the Lie derivative Ly :There is an associated action of g on the space
of sections of K , also denoted Ly , satisfying (by analogy with [3.))

2@y ) =Ly (%); 3B2)

and this action preserves the space ofholom orphic sections. .,
T here is a naturalway to de ne a Hem itian structureon K ;which jsstandardjngﬁoEeuic
quantization. (It isa specialcgse ofthe BK S pairing; see W 0091, Sec. 104].) If ; 2 ( K) are

halffms, then 2222 ( " Tg M )):The vome om " = 1 "P=n! is a global trivializing
section of the determ nant bundle “*T M , and so there is a function, denoted by ( ; ); such
that

2ae (s G3)

o
W e can use this pairing to de ne a Hem itian fom on the tensor product * ¥ K: fr
sectionsty;tp 2 (C ¥ K ) which are Iocally represented by t; x) = sy X) (x), wede ne

L)) = (6 ;1 )K= G1XK)is2 X)) (5 ) ®):

D enote the pairing of a halfform w ith itselfby j 32 = (; ).

Let B denote the canonicalﬁngld]e over the reduced m anifold M =G : W e now assum e that the
action [32)) of g on sections of K exponentiates to an action of the group G (this is autom atic,
forexam ple, if G is sin ply connected). In the next subgec_tjon, we will show that this assum ption

allow s us to construct 11151 a naturalwayﬁl Square root P of ® that is related In a nice way to
thepdl_osen square root K ofK :0Once ® is constructed, we willde ne a Hem itian structure
on ¥ analgously to [33):

O O (34)

where "t = b ® Y=  d)!isthe volume orm on M =G :

32 Themodied Guillem in{Sternberg m ap

W e continue to assum e that the canonicalbundle K ofM adm its a square root and that we have
chosen one such square root and cign_oted it by K :W e also continue to assum e that the action
ofthe Lie algebra g on sections of K ; given by [32), exponentiates to an action ofthe group G :

In this subsection, we describe a naturalm ap By from the spao% of G -invariant holom orphic

sections of ¥ ¥ K to the space of holom orphic sections of ¢ ¥ 0 : Thism ap is the analog
ofthe G uillem in {Stemberg m ap Ay between the G -invariant holom orphic sections of ¥ ¥ and the
space of holom orphic sections of R k.How ever, the construction of By ism ore J'nv%]yed than that
ofAy :A fter all, sections of K are square roots of (n;0)—form s, whereas sections of P are square
rootsof (n  d;0)-fom s. Thus them ap By must include a m echanisn for changing the degree of
a halffom .

T here is one further, vitally in portant di erence between themap By and themap Ax:The
bundle ® inherits its H em itian structure from that of “:Asa result, the pointw ise m agniude of
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a section a G -invardant section of * ¥ is the same on 1 (0) as the pointw ise m agnitude of the
corresponding section of ¥ ¥:That is, oreach s2 H M ;" )¢ andeach xo 2 ! (0) we have

57 o) = ArsT (koD: 3.5)

p_

By contrast, ® has its own intrinsically de ned Hem itian structure given by [3.3) It tums
out, then, that By cip@ not satisfy the analog of [3.9). Rather, we w ill show (T heorem [3.3) that
orr2H M ;K K )¢ andeach xo 2 ' (0) we have

i ko) = 292016 ®) ! Brrd (ko): (3.6)

W e w ill see eventually that the volum e factor in [3.8) cancels an unwanted volum e factor in the
asym ptotic behavior of Ay : The resul is that m aps Bx (unlke the m aps Ay ) are asym ptotically
uniary as k tendsto in nity.

Finally, we address the invertibility of the m ap By : Again, the situation is slightly di erent
from that wih Ay : Halffom s typically have bad behavior near the unstable set, and as a resul,
we are only able to prove that By is invertble for su ciently large k: (This is In contrast to the
map A, which is nvertble forallk.)

Before we get to halffom s, i w illbe usefiilto describe the descent 0fG ¢ -invariant (n;0)-fom s
on the stable setM s to n d;0)-om son M =G : W e cannot sin ply restrict an (n;0)-fom to the
zero-set and then Jet it descend to M =G ; as we did for the bundk * ¥; because the result would
notbean @ d)-form onM =G . T he process, which we describe in detailbelow , isto st contract
w ith the In niesin al G directions and then use ( to push the result down to the quotient. Tt
tums out that this process is nvertible and preserves holom orphicity.

Choose an A d-invariant Inner product on g which is nom alized so that the volum e of G w ith
respect to the associated Haarmeasure is1. Then x abasis = £ 1;:u5 gg ofthe Lie algebra g
which is orthonom alw ith respect to this Inner product. G iven a G ¢ -nvariant (n;0)-form de ned
on the stable set M 4, de nean h  d;0)-fom onM ¢ by

A

=l( .X 1)
J

W e claimn that hasthe propertiesthat oreach X 2 T G Xx)

iX) = 0and 3.7)
iX)d = 0: 338)
It is clear that [3.]) hodswhen X isoftheform X with 2 g:Butshce isan (0 d;0)-om,
igx ) = 1iX ) ;and so B hods orXx = X with 2 g :To verify [3.8), we st note
that in the presence of [3.7), [B.8) is equivalent to Ly ( ) = 0; ie., to the condition that be

Gc—jnvzvdant. So we need to verify that J'sjnva%iantjf is. Since isoftype (n;0); contracting

w ith ;X jj\;thesameasoonttactjngjtwjﬂq j +X i;and a sin ple com putation show s that
the polyvector g +X 0 is G ¢ -nvarant. Contracting a G -nvariant form wih a G¢-hvariant
polyvector gives another G ¢ -invariant form .

Now,given any @ d;0)=om  on M 4 satisfying [3.7) and [3.8), it is not hard to show that
there is a unique @ d;0)om P onM =G = M =G such that . (®)= ,where . :M, !
M =G isthe quotient m ap. So we have given a procedure for tuming a G ¢ -invarant n;0)-form

onM intoan m d;0)=om bonM =G:

In the other direction, suppose bisan m d;0)<Hm onM =G : Then the pulback = ®)
isan m d;0)-Hm on M 4 that (as is easily veri ed) satis es (3.7) and [3.8). W e can construct
from an m;0)-om asPllows: given a bcalframe £fX ';:::;X 4;Y1;5::0:5Y, g9 orTyM g, set

® X 4YipiinYn a)= (PriinYs a) 39
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and de ne on any other frame by GL (n;C)-equivariance and the requirem ent that be an
(n;0)—fom . N ote that the tangent space at a point In the stable set is a direct sum ofthe tangent
space to the Gc-orbit through that point and the transverse directions, so that every fram e is
equivalent to a linear com bination of frames which are GL (n;C )—equjya]entﬁo one of the form
W 1;::5W g;Y15::5Y, q) where W 4 X 3 orJX J;wede ne iJX ) 1iX ) ) It is
easily veri ed that isagain G ¢ Jnvar:lant. v

T he two processes w e have de ned| contracting a G ¢ -invariant (n;0)-fom on M ¢ w ith jX i
and the letting i descent to the quotient, and pulling back an v d;0)-fom on M =G and then
"3 are clearly nverse to each other. T hey therefore de ne a bijpctive m ap

2 "MMfeT1 B ()2 " WM =G) 3.10)

whereB ( ) istheunique M d;0)form onM =G such that B ()= i(VjX i) :Thisbipctive
m ap hasthe ﬁ,lrtherprgperty that islocally holom orphic ifali}d only ifB ( ) is Jocally holom orphic
since contracting w ith ;X isthe sam e as contracting w ith +X 3 and thevector eds ;X
are holom orphic.

F inally, note that the contraction i X ! isproportionalto the contraction i JX 3 . By the
results of Section [2.2, pushing down a G ¢ -invariant (;0)-om by the above process is equivalent
to st restricting it to 1 (0) and then pushing i down by the analogous process using the
quotient map : () ! M =G’ 1 (0)=G . The vectors JX span the nom albundle of

1) In M , so the contraction step can then be understood as contracting w ith the directions
nom al to the zero-set; this is perhaps the cbvious way to \restrict" a top-dim ensional form to a
subm anifbld. Since the G uillem in{Stemberg m ap Ay is de ned as \restrict to 1 (0) and then
descend toM =G ", we w ill som etin es interpret them ap B as rst contracting, then restricting the
resul to 1(0), and nally pushing the resul to the quotient.

3

W e now UJ%IEO the descent m ap for halfform s. Recall that we assupg e that the in nitesimal
action ofgon K de ned by (32) exponentiates to an action of G on K which is com patble
w ith the action 0ofG on K . Follow Ing essentially the sam e argum ent that G uillem in and Stemberg
m ake for the analytic continuation of the action ofG on M , it can be shown that this action lifts
to an action of G which covers the G -action on K .

A m om ent’s thought show sthat them ap B actually providesan identi cation ofK , w ith ® x17
X 2 M 4; and this identi cation com m utes w ith the action ofG ¢ ; that is, oreach g2 G

gB()=B @ ):
TheoonpUactjonmapB therefore denti es K }; iji:th[X]:
— p_
Let ¥ denotea linebundlk overM =G whose ber is the equivalence classof K under
Gc x

the Gc-action. Since tensoring com m utes w ith the Gc—actjgn, i ollows thatg;his bundlk is a
square root of the canonical bundle %1 M=G.Welt M™; K_) and M =G; K—") denote the

space of an ooth sections %fEK_ and I@; respectively, and we ket ™ ;p K_)G denote the space
0of G -invariant sectionsof K :

By construction, then, the pulback of the halform bundle on the quotient by the quotient
m ap is isom orphic to the halfform bundle on the stable set; ie.,

P
c R
M oreover, this isom orphisn de nes am ap
p_G
B: M; KTl M=G; ®)
such that B 4;B x)= B ( ?):

W e have thus proved the follow ing.
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P_— P —
Theorem 3.1. There exists a lnearmap B : M ; K )¢ ! ™M =G; Ib);unjqueuptoan
overall sign, with the property that

For any open set U in M =G ; if is holm orphic in a neighborhood V of Cl(U);thenB is
holom orphic on U :

P « P
For each k; there isa linearmap By, : ™ ;" * KX ! M=G;"Fk ®); unique up to
an overall sign, with the property that
By (s )=Ax () B ()
X p— . . ) w P
foralls 2 (Y ) and 2 ( K):This map takes holom orphic sections of * K to

P — \%
holom orphic sections of ¥ ¥ P
U

p_The last clain in Theorem 31 llows from the de nition (3.]) of the partial connection on

K:

W e obtain a version ofG uillem in and Stembery’s \quantization com m utesw ith reduction"using
them odi edm ap B x . O yy version isnecessarily w eaker since the pointw ise behavior ofG -nvariant
elementsofH M ;" ¥ K ) is worse that the behavior G -nvariant sections of H M ;" ¥) (The-
orem [4]]).

Theorem 3.2.Fork su ciently large, the m ap

p_— N p—
By :H M ;"X K) ! HM=G;%*k ®)

is bifctive.

T he proofofthis result (pelow) is sim ilar to the proof In G S82]] of the invertbility of them ap
Ay ;with a few m odi cations to dealw ith the halffom s.

The inclusion of half-fgsm s m odi es the Hem itian form on sections of the reduced corrected

prequantum bundle Tk p ib In a way that is not proportionalto the m odi cation ofHem itian
om on sections of * ¥ K . W e can actually com pute the di erence:

P
Theorem 3.3.Supposer2 H M ;* ¥ K ). Then forxg 2 10

Birf (ko) = 2 TvolG ¥ ¥ &o):

The factorof2 %2vol(G ¥) appearing in T heorem isthe ultin ate reason that them odi ed
G uillem in {Stemberg m ap is asym ptotically unitary; aswe w ill see in Section[3, it precisely cancels
the lading order asym ptotic value of the uncorrected density Iy :

P roof of Theorem [3.2]. The naturalm ap is in fctive because tw o holom orphic sections w hich agree
on the stabl set M ¢, which is an open dense subset ofM , must:fye_oessarﬂy be equal. W e now
establish surfctivity for large k: A section b 2 H(M=G;¢k ®) detemm ines a G =nvariant
section b over the zero-set 1(0): Using the action of G¢ gn the bundls, we can extend

b uniquely to a holom orphic, G ¢-nvariant section of * ¥ K de ned over the stable set
M g:As shown in G582, Appendix], there exists some k for which H M ;" ¥) contains some
nonzero G —invariant section s: By [2.9), the unstable set is contained in the zero-set of s: Thus,
if the m agniude of r rem ains bounded as we approach the unstable set, the R iem ann E xtension
Theorem (€g9.,GH78, pp. 9]) will inply that r extends holom orphically to all of M : Suppose
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2 ghas j j= 1:Then we will show in the next section (T heoram[4.]]) that the variation of the
m agnitude ¥ abng the curve et x is

d .2 s .2 it Lox "1 s
— e = 2k (e =22 e
Sxf et w=3f e € W I W
where", = | ""=n!isthe Liouville volum e form . Furthem ore,wew illshow n [4.8) that € %)

ncreaseswith t fort 0:A sa resul, the function e %);as varesoverunit vectorsn gand
X( varies over 1(0); is strictly positive and thus bounded below by com pactness. M eanw hile,
Ls;x "i1="y isbounded over M uniformly m wih j j= 1; again by com pactness. Using the

m onotonicity of (e'lt ¥) In t; i follow s that forallsu ciently large k;

; L " :
2k € w et ¥

forallxy 2 10),all 2gwih j j= 1;and allt 1:It Pllows that ifk is Jarge enough, every
r obtalned in the above way w ill extend holom orphically to allofM : O

T he proofof T heorem [33boilsdown to the ollow ing two Jemm as. Recallthat = £ 1;:::; 49
is a basis of g for which the associated Haarm easure on G isnom alized to 1.

P
Lemma 3.4. The function  det By = det® K ;X *)) is constant along each G -orbit. M ore—
over,

det By = volG X):

Proof. The xed basis of g de nes a left-invariant coframe # on G x: W ith respect to this
cofram e, the R iem annian volum e associated to B is

P
dvol= det B #'~ Bog

By our de nition of ; the pulback dg, = ’ #' * “$ G by themap ’ :G ! G x
is a left Haar measure on G for which the corresponding volum e is vol G k= 1:Denote by
dvol G) = #'~ *:#f hen since our choice of inner product on g yields , dvok G) = 1,
Integrating the equation dvol= P det B dvol G) overG x yields the desired resul. O

O bserve that if we choose a basis which is not orthonom alw ith respect to our xed nor-
s alized Inner product on G, or ifwe choose an inner product on g that is not nom alized so that
¢ dg= 1, then Lemm al34dyields det B, = Cvol(G x):The nale ectofourseem ingly natural
choices Which m ake C equall) is that the density Jx Which takes into account the m etaplectic
correction) approachesl ask ! 1 (h generalitwouldbeC 1).
Our second lemm a is technical; it is a straightforward though som ew hat tedious calculation.

Lemma 3.5.Letz3= ,.X 7.Then Brxg2 () we have
A A d

. . 'n
i .z i zZ2)™ &o) =2 4 wole )’

; « w

1)

Proof. First, shce M is Kahlr, the symplectic form ! is of (1;1)-type, that is, ! onttacted
onPUNo holom orphic or two antiho]orr\ll orphic vectors is zero. W ith our convention that jwj =

T 2saw @ W wegeti( jwl) = @linnwd; i )= i L)iGeU sing
the fact that the interior product is an antiderivation, we com pute
_ n! .
i@y gl = ( 1)8@ Dezrd_T°_y(gdyan d,
n d)! 3
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Continuing on, we contract the above w ith the holom orphic polyvector:

A A )

j _ n! .
iz i zF)y = (DAY det(t @Iz F))1™ ¢
j k . n d)! .
(DT )t e @y ret )t e @1
3
A short computation shows that ! (Z3;z2%) = EiB (X ;X *): W hen restricted to 1 (0); the
momentm ap is constant. Hence
. j = 1 i . j = i . j
PO X)) =34 5 FH0IXT) ) 5P CIX) g,
\Y% . \
andso ! (g~ @5 ) | = 0:Equation I isnow
©)
~ . ~ | n jn d
iz i zk) — =2 %%det B) —— :
j k n 1 0) n d)! 1)
Combining this w ith Lemm a[3.4 yields the desired result. O
Proof of Theorem [3.3. Near xg we can writer= s where s jsaﬂp@lG—jnvan'anthobmorphjc
section of * ¥ and  is a Jocal G -invariant holom orphic section of K . Let = 2:Then shce
i(+X ) =1i( X ) = 0;wehave
2 2 yn d
B J" = (B ; B )
. o A,
= i zl) ~iC 29
3j k 1(0)
= i( .z’ z¥)((; F—)
1 k n! 10
!n d
= (; V2% et B ——
n d)!

L)

The result now fllowsupon dividingby !® 9=@m  d)!, taking the square root and using Lemm a
[34 and the fact that st (ko) = B o). .

4 N orm decom positions

In this section, we show how the nom -squared of a G -invariant holom orphic section over the
upstairs m anifold M can be com puted as an integral over the downstairs m anifold M =G : To do
this, we st show that the pointw ise m agniude of a G -invariant holom orphic section W ih or
w ithout the m etaplectic correction) varies in a predictable way as we move o the zero-set of
the m om ent m ap along the orbis of G¢ : This m eans that the behavior of an invariant section
on 1 (0) determ ines its behavior on the whole stable set M ¢: W e then integrate the resulting
expressions over the stable set using the decom position in Theorem [23. By [2.8), the unstabl
set is contained in a set of com plex codin ension at least 1 and hence the stable set is a set of full
measure n M : A sin ilar com putation show s that a Toeplitz operator on the upstairs m anifold
w ith a G -invariant sym bol, when restricted to the space 0of G -invariant sections, is equivalent to a
certain Toeplitz on the downstairsm anifold.

Recall from Section[22 that the stable set M ¢ consists of those points in M that can bem oved
into the zero-set of them om ent m ap by m eans of the action ofG ¢ :Recallalso (I heorem [2.3) that
every polnt M 4 can be expressed uniquely in the om &'  x;orsome 2 gandx 2 1©0):The

rstm ain result ofthis section show show the (pointw ise) m agnitude ofa G -invariant holom orphic
section, evaluated at e ¥, vardes w ith respect to
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Theorem 4.1. Let s be a Gginvariant holm orphic section of * k¥ and ¥t r be a G —nvariant
holom orphic section of * * K .Letxo beapointin ' () and an ekment ofg: Then the
m agnitides of the sections at et ¥ are related to the m agnitudes at x¢ as folows:

Z
@57 € =5 &o)exp 2k € oy at @1)
« g b))
2 i 2 2 ! : LJX ", .
®) ¥j € ¥ = F] ®o)exp 2k € ®+ 27'«#t ¥) dt @2)
0 !
Furthem ore, if we consider 7
1
(%) =2 € x
0
then foreach xed %; ( ;%) achieves its uniquem ininum at = 0 and the Hessian of ( ;%)
at = 0 isgiven by
D D, (i%)J_,= 2By, UX *;JX ?); 1;2249:

N ote that the extra factor in [£2)), as com pared to [4.0]), is independent ofk and is equalto 1
when isequalto 0. This extra factor, therefore, does not a ect the lading order asym ptotics.
O n the other hand, this extra factor can becom e unbounded near the unstable set which m eans
that pointw ise behavior of r tends to be worse than that of s.

Let :g 1(0)! Mg denote thedi eom orphism ( ;jxo) = e ¥ of Theorem 3. Recall
also that we have chosen an orthonom albasis = £ jg?: ; of g to which there corresponds a
Lebesgue measure d on g. The Liouvile voluime ™ = ! "?=n!'on M @hich is the sam e as the
R jem annian volum e) decom poses as

") my = Ciw)d A avol( T 0))y,
r som e G -invariant sm ooth Jacobian finction 2 C! (g 1(0)). W e are now ready to state

gle renafj'{rljrlgmajrl results of this section. Let :0;1]! M ¢ be the path t) = e'* ¥; then

l N
=, € xadu

Theorem 4.2. Suppose s is a G —invariant holom orphic section of * ¥. Then the nom ofs can
e com puted by

z z
ksk® = k=2 "7  HF" = k= )" V7 AxsFn " @3)
M M =G
where, with Ko]= G %,
z ( z )
L (ko)) = volG ¥ =2 )"°  (;x)exp 2k a 44

9

In the case of a Ham iltonian torus action (ie., the case when G is comm utative), a sim ilar
form ula was obtained by Charles n [Char06b, Sec 4 5]. N evertheless, our resul is slightly stronger
than that of Charles, n that Charles inserts into the st Integral n [43) a function f that
is assum ed to be supported away from the unstable set. In general, this allow s hin to obtain
asym ptotics about Toeplitz operators (aswe do also in T heorem [5.4). To cbtain results about the
nom ofa section, Charles takes f to be identically equalto one In a neighborhood ofthe zero-set,
but still supported away from the unstable set. The insertion of such a cuto function leaves
unchanged the asym ptotics to all orders of the st integralin {4.3). Still, our omula actually
gives an exact (not just asym ptotic) expression for the nom ofan invariant section upstairs as an
Integral over the downstairs m anifold. To get this, we require som e estim ates for the blow -up of
certain Jacobians as we approach the unstable set.
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P—
Theorem 4.3. Suppose r is a G —invariant holom orphic section of * * K : Then the nom of
r can e com puted by

Z Z
krk? = k=2 "2 " o= k=2 )® V7 Brrf g "r
M M =G
where 7 ( g . ] )
Je (koD = k=2 )" 22%2  ( ;%) exp 2k + JZX— a @45)

9

N ote the volum e factor that is present in the expression for Iy but not In the expression for
Jx: In computing I ; we decompose M 5 as g 1(0) and then integrate out the -dependent
part of [4dl), laving an Integration over ! (0): Since the resulthg integrand on ' (0) willbe
G -invariant, the integration over ! (0) can be tumed Ito an integration over ! (0)=G : The
volum e factor in [4.4) arisesbecause the profctionmap : 1 (0) ! 1 (0)=G isaRiem annian
subm ersion, whence the R iam annian volum e m easure on 1 (0) m aps to the R jem annian volum e
m easure on 1 (0)=G ; multiplied by a density given by the volum e factor. T his crucial fact is the
basic reason that the G uillem in {Stembergm ap W ithout half-form s) isnot asym ptotically unitary.

M eanw hile, the volum e factor fails to arise in [4.3)) because it is canceled by the volum e factor
in Theorem [33, which relates the pointw ise m agnitude of r at x; to the pointw ise m agnitude of
Byrat Kol:

Tn Section [§, we w ill calculate the asym ptotic behavior of the expressions for densities I, and
Jx as k tends to In nity. The calculation is done by m eans of Laplace’s m ethod and uses the
Hessian com puted in T heorem [4.]]. B ecause the extra factor in the expression for jx:j2 € ¥) is
Independent ofk and equalto 1 at = 0;this factor doesnot a ect the kading-order asym ptotics
ofthe nom . The di erent asym ptotic behavior ofthem apsA y and By is due to the volum e factor
In the expression for Iy that is not present in the expression for Jy :

If i should happen that Iy is constant, then Ay Which is in any case invertible for allk) will
be a constant m ultiple ofa unitary m ap. Sin ilarly, if Jy is constant for som e large k (large enough
that By is Invertbl), then By will be a constant m ultiple of a uniary map. There does not,
however, seem to be any reason that either I, or Jyx should typically be constant. N evertheless,
we will see In Section [§ that Jx asym ptotically approaches 1 for large k; which in plies that By
is asym ptotically unitary. On the other hand, Ik is not asym ptotically constant unless all the
G-orbis In 1(0) happen to have the sam e volum e. In the case where the G -orbits do not all
have the sam e volum e, i is not hard to show (Theorem [53) that A, is not asym ptotic to any
constant m ultiple of a unitary m ap.

A sin ilar analysis show s that if we consider a Toeplitz operator w ith a G —invariant sym bol
f upstairs, then the m atrix entries for such an operator can be expressed an integral over the
dow nstairsm anifold involring a certain density Ik (£); which reducesto Iy when £  1:Theoram
[54 show s that in the case w ith half orim s we ocbtain an asym ptotic equivalence of a very sin ple
form between Toeplitz operators upstairs and dow nstairs.

W e now tum to the proofs of T heorem s[4.1] and[4 2. F irst, we w ill decom pose the integralover
M ; into Integrals over g and ! (0) and the integralover ! (0) Into integrals over M =G and
G x:Both ofthese integraldecom positions follow from the coarea form ula [Chav06d, pp. 159{160]:

Lemma 4.4 (Coaresa formula). Let Q and N ke an ooth Riem annian m anifolds with din Q
din N ,and ketp:Q ! N .Then brany £ 2 L' M ) one has

Z Z Z
Jpf dvol@) =  dvolM ) () (£ 1)) dvole * )
0 N p ')
q .
where the Jacobian is J, = detp B
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Applying the coarea form ula to them ap pr, Tiel 57T xofrom M4 toM o, and dentifying
exp (ig) ¥ with g, we have that orevery £ 2 LT M )
Z Z Z

£ dvolM ) = (Flepug 5) ¢ dvoltMo)
M Mo g

where isthe Jacobian J ofthemap :g TO)! Mg:
Sincethe volum e orm on the quotientM =G isdvolM =G )= b" 9=@n d)!and shce ' (0)!
M =G is a R iem annian subm ersion, we have [GLP 99, Sec. 2 2]

n d
dvol( '(©Q))= dvolG x)* _nos®” -
n d)!

where , b" 9 denotes the horizontal lift (ie.pulback composed w ith profction to the hori-
zontal subspace W X?OB ) of the Liouville form on the quotient. The 2-form b= 1! isalrady
horizontal, though, sihce

iX ) b=iX )il=d J 1¢q = 0:
T his proves the follow ing.
Lemmadb5.Let : '@OQ)! M=G = 1 (0)=G denote the canonicalprofction. Then J = 1;
in particular, for every G —-invariant finction £ 2 LY ( ' (0))® we have
Z Z
favol( 1)) = volG %) f (ko)) dvolM =G ) :
1(0) M =G

To prove Theorem [4.]], we rstm ake the follow ing com putations:
Lemma 4.6. The st two derivatives of the nom of a G —-invariant holom orphic section s 2
HM ;' *)°® abng are:
L2 .2
JX $j= 2k FJ;and
JX 'JX *HF= 2kB K ;X *)Bf+ 4k | BF:

T he last statem ent of T heorem [4.]] ©llow s in m ediately upon com bining the two above equations
and restricting to the zero-set.

vk isHem itian, we have

P roof. Since the connection on
.2
JX BJ = (yx s;s)t (Sirgx 9):
By assum ption, s is G -nvariant. Since the action ofG on H M ;' *) is given by equation [2.4),

we have
0=0Q s= (ry ik s

sothatry s= ik s:The profction ofa vector eld onto is (0;1)partisX 7 %(l i7)X :
W e assum e that s is holom orphic, ie,r ; ;5)x s= O0:TherPrer ;y s= iry s:Putting this
all together, we get

JX (s;8)= i@k s;s)+ i(s;ik s)= 2k (s;9):
N ext, the Lebniz rule yields the second derivative:

JX JJX ‘= 2kJX O( )+ 4k | | BT
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Snced | = 1X ')! wehave

JX 3 =1X ;X 7)=B X ;X '):

T herefore,
JX 90X ‘= 2kB® ;X ) BJ+ 4k, | BT
as desired. O
. ' ' L2 .
P roof of Theorem [4.](a). Applying Lemm a[4.8, the derivative of 37 along  is

d

= s o=Ix 3 w= 2k € B ®n:
so that
Spy 3 o- & € @
dt
Integrating this equation from t= 0 to t= 1 yields the desired resul. O

A s Guillem in and Stemberg pointed out, an im portant consequence of T heorem [4.]] is that a
G -Invariant holom oxphics2 H M ;° Ky attains is (unigque) m aximum valie in the orbi G ¥
on the zero-set of themomentmap Ge %) \ 1(0)= G %:The reason is that JX is the
gradient vector of the function , since

BUX ; )=!1JX;J )=!X; )=4d : 4 .6)

Hence, is Increasing along  and so 33532 is decreasing aw ay from 10):

A useful and direct consequence of this fact is that each G -orbi intersects the zero-set In
exactly one G -orbit; since if not, then there exist points x;x° 2 1 (0) which lie n distinct G -
orbits such that x°= &' x forsome 2 g. But this is In possible since m om ent m ap is strictly
increasing along thepath t7 et  x.

N ext we express the nom of a G -nvariant halfform corrected section r2 H M ;° k pK_)G
along In tem s of its value at xq.

p—
P roof of Theorem [4.1](b). Locally, a section r2 H M ;' ¥ K)® canbewritten asr= s for
som e G -Invariant holom orphic halfform . Since  is a G —-nvariant holom orphic halffom , the

combiation 2 ~ 72 is G —nvariant, whence
0=TLyx (*272) =Ty ((; F")= 2(;)3IX (;) "+ (; FLyx ™
so that
dﬁtbg (; ><t>=%’(eit ¥ = %«eit ¥):
Thtegrating this along  and combining it w ith Theorem [£.1@) yields the desired resul. O

By decom posing the Liouville m easure on M ¢ In tem s of the global decom position :g

1(0)! M (Theorem 23) and the bration G ! 1©0)! M =G,wewillobtain our desired
Integral. Recallthat wehave chosen abasis = £ jg‘ji: ; ofg to which there correspondsa Lebesgue
measure d® on g.

The Liouville volme ", = ! "n=n!, which is the sam e as the R i&m annian volum e, decom poses

as
M)y = Cim)d A dvoll T (0))k, @)
for som e G -invariant sm ooth Jacobian fiunction 2 C! (g 1(0)) (this is jast the coarea om ula

[24) applied tothemap M s ! Mo givenby et 57T xo).
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P roof of Theorem [4.2]. Combining [A7) and T heorem [4.]] yields

7
=2 "7 Hfm
! z z ( z )
= k=2 )" V7 k=2 )" 4 Aysfxe)exp 2k
M o g

(i%) o dvolM,) (48)

since sxp) = Ays(g). Thetems § Axsf and are obvicusly G -nvariant. To see that the

exponential factor in the integrand is G -Invariant, de ne

z Z
€ x=2 =2 e™ x; da

To evaluateg ,werewrite get x= e?99@ g x:Then

Z1ip E
g ¥=2 e?99 g x;ad@ dt

i

g € ind(g)

3=
Z
=2 e* x; dt= € ¥
0
where we have used the G -equivariance of themoment map (gp) = Ad (@ ') @):Hence, the
integrand in [4.8) is G -invariant, so by the coarea omula (Lemm a [45) the integral over M

reduces to an Integralover M =G w ith an extra factor of volG ¥); and we obtain the desired
resul. O

W enow com pute the nom ofa G -invariant holom orphic section as an integralover the zero-set
ofthe m om ent m ap taking into acoount the m etaplectic correction.

P roof of Theorem [4.3. T he proof is the sin ilar to the above proof of T heorem [42; we st write
the IntegraloverM asa multiple integral:
Z Z
=2 )" xFro= k=2)" T k=2 )T
M M, o
z C z )

¥ (x0) exp @k + Ly " =2")
g

( ;%) d dvolMo):

Them ain di erence from the proof of T heoram [42] is that by T heorem [33 we have
¥ o) = 2°%volG ¥ "Burf (ko):

Inserting this into the above integral, and noting that the rem aining integrand is G -invariant
(llow ing the sam e argum ent as in the proof of T heoram [£J)) we obtain (again using the coarea
formula Lemm al[4.4) that

Z Z
¥ o= k=2 )" 97 ¥ (o)

M M =G
z ( z )
_ B L "!
k=2 )29 exp ek + %)
g !

n=2

k=2 )

( ;%) dvollexp (dg) x)d* ™

-
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whence 7
Brrf (koDJx (ko)) "r

as desired. O

5 A sym ptotics

In this section we com pute the lading order asym ptotics of the densities
z ( z )
L (£) (ko) = volG ¥ k=2 )7 (i%)f&o; )exp 2k at ;

and

7 ( g )
— _ L "|
Jx () (ko)) = (k=2 )¥?2¢7 (%) f(xo; ) exp 2k + szi a ;
g !

where £ is a an ooth, G -nvariant fiinction on M : In the case that £ 1, these asym ptotics w ill
give asym ptotics of the G uillem in {Stemberg-type m aps. For arbitrary smooth £ 2 C* ™ )¢, the
asym ptotics w ill give inform ation about Toeplitz operators.

Them ain resul is the follow ing.

Theorem 5.1.Forf2cC!? ™ ) ; the densities I (f) and Jy (f) satisfy
Jm T () (koD = 2 9%f (xo)volG  ¥); and

kJ|iT} Jk (£) (o] = £ (x0)

for each x¢ 2 1 (0); and the lim its are uniom .

Our main tool will be Laplace’s approxin ation BIH 75, Chap. 10], also frequently referred
to as the stationary phase approxin ation or the m ethod of steepest descent. Let D R% be a
bounded dom ain, and consider 2 C2@® )and 2 C O ). Suppose attainsa uniquem nimum at
X9 2 D n@D (ie.,the interior ofD ). Laplace’s approxin ation gives the leading order asym ptotic
Iim it

Z d=2
Ik = e W%k & % o HletH )3 Go)k! 15 6d)
D
where H denotes the Hessian of

The formula for the largek 1im its of Iy and Jx com e from applying Laplace’s m ethod to the
integraloverg’ RY in Theorem s[4 and[4.3, using the com putation ofthe relevant H essian, which
we have already perform ed in T heorem [4.]]. C onceptually, then, it is easy to understand where the
Iim iting form ulas com e from .

There are, however, som e technicalities to attend to, and it is these technicalities that will
occupy the bulk of this section. First, we need to consider the part of the integrals near n niy
as well as the part near the origin. The density (%; ) can (@pparently) blow up as tends to
in nity for certain values ofxq. As a result, we need som e estin ates (Lemm a[5.7) to ensure that
the -integralsin [@4) or [43) are nite for all (as opposed to alm ost all) xg; at least for large k:
Second, we w ish to be careful in verifying that the lin is are uniform overM =G ; which is needed
to obtain the asym ptotic unitarity ofthe m aps By :

Before com Ing to these technicalities we state the consequences of the above asym ptotic for-
mulas for the unitarity ofthem apsAyx and By and indicate som e applications to the asym ptotics
of Toeplitz operators.
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Theorem 5.2. Themaps By are asym ptotically unitary, in the sense that

im kB,By Ik= lin kByxB, Ik= 0;
k! 1 k! 1
where k k refers to the operator nom .

p_— _
Proof. Letb2 H M =G ; & ®):Then rallt2 H M ;" * K ) we have

B, b;ti, = hpo;Byti, _; :

O n the other hand, Theoram [43 in plies

P—
B, bjti, = hJyByB, b;Byti, . ; 8t2H M ;' * ~ K):

P _

Since By is bifctive (Brk su ciently large), every £2 H 0,=G ;" k ) is of the orm Byt
P— N -

forsomet2 H M ;" K K);soorallk2 H M =G;" ¥ ®) we have

b _ JBB . b;®

G M =G °

Applying T heorem [5] then yields the clain that By is asym ptotically unitary:

m kB,Bxy Ik= lm mulk.by (, © 1) Im max J, ' 1 = 0:
1 k! 1

k! k!'1l M =G

O

Theorem 5.3. IfvolG ¥) is not constant on M =G, then there is no sequence ¢ of constants
for which kAyA, &Ik tendsto zero ask tends to in  nity.

In the torus case, a sin ilar resut was proved by Charles in [CharOeb, Rem ark 4 29].

Proof. This theorem Pllow s easily from the existence of localized sections (see MM 04, pp. 36{
37]). Foreach k]2 M =G,thereexjstsasequenoeofho]omorphjcsectjonsfs[?:]) 2HM=G;"* K)g
w hich are asym ptotically concentrated near [x] in the sense that forevery £ 2 C M =G)

Z

n (k=2 )@ 972 fs
k! 1 M =G

2

"
!

(k)

o "= £(KD:

Ifvol(G ) isnotconstanton M =G ; there exist points Ky, ax ] and Ky m Jwherevol(G ) achieves
tsmaximum and m ininum valies. Consider a sequence of peak sections localized at [y ax]. Let
facg be a sequence of constants. T hen

(k)

2
2 (k) 2
KALA, GIK AA S oSy 1l L (Bnax) o ik! 1

Sin ilarly, we obtain
2 (k) z ) 1 2 e .
KAKA, oIk AxA S, | GS ' L (Rem) o k! 1

Since
L (Bmax]) ! volG %ax) 6 volG %) L (BnmDik! 15

w e cannot have both

L' (Bnax) o ! Oand T '(knm) o ! O

Hence kAyA, qIK 6 O: O
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T he asym ptotic estin ates of T heorem [5.]] can be used to derive resuls about Toeplitz opera—
tors w ith G —Invariant sym bols. W e m ention here the nicest resul, conceming the asym ptotics of
Toeplitz operators In the case where half-form s are included. Let fp 2¢C 1 M ), and recallthat the
Toeplitz operator w ith symbolf isthemap T¢ from H M ;* ¥ K ) to itselfde ned by

T: s= projf s);

where \proJ' denotes the orthogonal pro gction from the space of all square—integrable sections
onto the holom orphic subspace. If £ is G -invariant, then precisely the sam e argum ent as in the
proofof Theorem 43 showsthat forr;rmm 2 H M ;* X K ) we have
Z Z
e Teni= k=2 )0 £ @n)" o= k=2 )" U7
M M =G
AN Ay p N
Ifwedenoteby T the Toeplitz operatoron H M =G ;" ¥ ®)wih symbol 2 Cl! M =G),
then the above form ula becom es

Byr;Byr)Jdx (£)"r:

D E
. A
hry;Terpi= Byxn;iTy, ¢)Brxr2

T he asym ptotics of Jx (£) then inm ediately m ply the follow Ing.

Theorem 5.4.Letf 2 C* M )¢ and kt f denote the restriction of £ to ' (0); regarded as a
function on 1 (0)=G : Let Tf denote the restriction of the Toeplitz operator T¢ to the space of

G —Invariant sections. Then TE is asym ptotically equivalent to TAf in the sense that

tT, Bx T B ! 0
ask! 1.

Since we also prove that the operators By are asym ptotically unitary, we m ay say that TfG
and TAf are \asym ptotically unitarily equivalent." Such a resul is certainly does not hold w ithout
halfform s, indicating again the utility of the m etaplectic correction.

W e now tum to the proof of T heoram [5.].

Proof. Forallb;B2 H M =G;° ° ), we have
D E D E
b;® Bx T B R = b JE)e :

Hence, P, By T B ' = muk.by € Jx(f)) :Itthen Dlows from Theorem [5. that
Im P, By T B ' = lmn muk.by € Jx()) lim max £ Jg (E) = O:
k! 1 k! 1 k!'1 M =G
O

W e now tum to the proof of Theoram [5J]. Our rst task will be to control the part of the
Integralnear In niy. From the de nition of ; it is apparent that the Integralof ( ;%) overg is
nie for aln ost all xg; but it isnot obvious that this ntegralis nite orall xg:W e w ill, however,
give uniform exponentjalkaoundfs{on tl&e behaviorof ( ;%) as tendstoin niy. Thisissu cint
to show that ( ;%) exp 2k is nite forallxy; provided k is su ciently lJarge, and that
the part of the integral outside a neighborhood of the origin is uniform Iy negligble as k tends to
n niy.
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Our second task will be to show that Laplace’s approxin ation can be applied so as to give
uniform lim its, which we need to prove asym ptotic unitarity of By : T heorem s[42 and [4.3 express
the densities I, and Jx in the orm of [5l), where in the case of the expression for Jy; the k-
Independent term in the exponent should be factored out and grouped wih ( ;3):W edevelop a
uniform version of Laplace’s approxin ation that allow s for the desired uniform iy. (&t is probably
wellknown that this ispossble, but we were not able to nd a w ritten proof.) O ur argum ent w ill
be based on the M orse{Bott Lamm a (a param eterized version of the usualM orse lemm a).

O nce these two tasks are acocom plished, it is a straightforward m atter to plug in the Hessian
com putation in Theorem [4.]] to cbtain T heorem [B].

5.1 G rowth estim ates

In this section, we show that the contrbution to Iy com ing from the com plem ent of a tubular
neighborhood of the zero-set is negligbl as k tends to in nity:

Theorem 5.5. There exist constants b;D > 0 such that for allxg 2 1 (0) and or allR and k
su ciently arge

£( %) (%) exp 2k a®  be RPX;
gnBr (0)

where By (0) isalallofradiis R centered at 0 2 g:

Our rst step is to show that the Integrand appearing in Iy decays exponentially in the radial
directions.

Lemm a 5.6. There exists C > 0 such that for allsu ciently large t,

exp 2% o 2ktC

unibm ¥ on ! (0);where " 2 gwith © = 1.

P roof. By de nition, we have

z 7 Z .
~= helt x;ttid =t h et ¥);"id
. 0 0

Hence, it is enough to show that there exists some C > 0 such that for t su ciently large and for
allxg 2 1)

h (ei & z;);/\id C:

Fort 0;de ne n °

M= & x: " =1;%2 0 : 52)

Then M ¢; t> 0; is a sphere bundle over 1) and ishence compact.Dene :M¢! R by
Z
€ ®m=2 " ®d
0
Fix t> 0:Then sihce : is sn ooth wih com pact dom ain there issomem 2 M  where  achieves

itsm ininum . Recall that et ) ¥ is the gradient line of - M oreover,

A ~ A~

Qrad ~)et 4 = JX , and JIX . = X 60

et x
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since G acts freely on M s: Therefore, - is strictly increasing along eit ¥. In particular,
2C = l:\;(m ) > 0 so that, by the de nition ofm ;jwehave (m?% 2C Hrallm®2 M :Hencewe
obtain ,h €' y;t’id ¢ prall> tand Prallxg2 1 (0): O

W e now tum to the task of estin ating ; which we willdo by embedding M into progctive
space. W e recall som e basic pro fctive geom etry. The function is the Jacobian of the m ap

:g 10)! M :ShceM isa compact Kahlrm anifold and " is an equivariant am ple line
bundle, we can equivariantly enbed M into CPY forsomeN (thisisK odaira’sem bedding theorem
enhanced by the presence of a G -invariant K ahler structure and line bundl; the em bedding is
realized by considering holom orphic sections of high tensor powers of ‘). W e dentify M with its
em bedded in age. Under this embedding, we identify G w ith a com pact subgroup ofPU N + 1).

The m etric on the embedded In age of M induced by the Kahlermetricon M di ers from the
Fubini{Study m etricon CPY by an ooth factors. h particular, the di erence between com puting
a determ inant w ith the Fubini{Study m etric and the induced K ahlerm etric is the determ inant of
the linearm ap which takes a Fubini{Study orthogonalbasis of the tangent space to a basis which
is orthogonalw ith respect to the induced m etric. Thism ap is mvertdble and snooth on M and
hence isbounded and bounded away from zero, and so it su ces for our purposes to com pute the
Jacobian  using the Fubini{Study m etric.

tangent space T CP" can be identi ed with the orthogonal com plem ent of the line in CN *?
detemm ined by z.
The Fubini{Study m etricon CP" is [Zhe00, Sec. 7 4]
1
jZ]2 dz dz Ij;k= 0 zidzd  Zkdzk

grs = Re . 4
x]

Now we show that ( ;%) growsatm ost exponentially in the radialdirections away from the
zero-set.
Lemm a 5.7. There exist constants a;b> 0 such that for allt su clently hrge
(ti%) bt de
unibm ¥ on 1 (0) and orall " 2 gwith = 1:

Proof. Recallthat = £ jg‘ji=1 is an orthonom albasis ofg < pu® + 1) with respect to an Ad-
invariant nner product on g. Let fX 5052, ¢ and £Y;g%";be orthonom albases of Ty, (0) and
T ;v 25M , respectively. W rite a vector In temm s of its com ponents w ith respect to the appropriate

e
basis using the usual convention; for exam ple, v = Vij 2 Ta M .W ewant to estim ate

(€ i%)= det ) ix)
W e can com pute the com ponents of the in ages of the basis [ £X ;g by
()= grs @W1;  (35));and  ®35)'=grs (V1; K 5)): 63)
There is a unique R 2 su® + 1) such that €' ] = ERz]: Shce R is skew -Hem itian, i has
pure in aginary ejgenva]uespan_d these ejggnv_a]ues vary continuously w ith respect to the choice of

. Let the eigenvalues be 1 o5:::; 1y wih o y :Then forgenericz 2 cN *1;
wehave ©®z)3 = 0 %) :Tn order to com pute the com ponents in equation [5.3), we need to
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estin ate the growth ofboth Y; and the pushforwards (4) and X 5). Webegin wih Y;. Let

bro]= eit’ ¥:Shee Yy = (YJ.O;:::;YJ.N ) is a unit vector, we have
0 1
2 1 . 2 A m Iy m
¥t L= 1= _—ARe@ eI Yy Yy wiwt Y5Yy A
€ X0 Wied Tm =0
Tn particular, since w5 = 0 € * ©) and wi = O ("%, wemust have le = 0@"Y:To

estin ate the grow th rate of the pushforward X 5), we observe that if X y = [x5], then

X)) = EeitRXj]
from which we obtain
0 1
1 1 Q@ 4 2 m itR m X 1..m 1, itR m A
O<j) = ﬁRe W] Yl (e Xj) WtWt Yl (e Xj) : (5.4)
Wi m Lm
By the sam e argum ent as above, we see that ©%F x5)" = 0 (" %):W emust be a little carefil
w ith our grow th estin ates; if ¢ > 0; then at worst
We3t=0€ °H=0Q);

but if ( < 0, then therem ay be certain points Xy where v j -0 @ °%);which is exponential
growth. W ith this n m .nd, we can use equation [5.4) to m ake our rst grow th estin ates:

(Xj)ilu . oy %

O foourse, it is clear from equation [5.4) that at generic points in generic directions, the grow th w ill
actually be m uch less than this estin ate indicates since the num erator and denom inator w ill both
grow at the sam e rate. F nally we consider the com ponents  ( j)l. Sincewehaveembedded M in
CPY ;theexponentiale’™® isam atrix exponential, and there is an explicit form ula or its derivative.
W rite xo = z]and EtS; 2 suM + 1) be them atrix such that e'® *59)  x= pH®R*559 7] ysing
the form ula for the derivative of the exponential, we com pute
d A ) 1 e itad R)
(j)=d—sjs=oel(t+sj) g= e T tadR®) 532

A sa linearoperatoron suM + 1), them atrix ad R ) is skew and hence haspur%h/_in agjna%eiﬁen—
valies which vary continuously w ith respect to choice of ). D enote them by 1 g7::; 14
w ith 0 d:Then

. 1 e itad®) m el v+ a)t
™ —— 55z =0 —
tad R)

Finally, we can use this to estin ate the grow th of the com ponent  ( j)l by com puting w ith the
Fubini{Study m etric as above:

: m
1 2X ‘R 1 e itad R)
()= — eI ¥ &F ———— Sjz
W3 o tadR)
X . 1 e itad®) m
wiyt wl e ———— 55z
. tadR)
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P utting this all together, we obtain an estin ate of the grow th ofthe Jacobian .De ne

a(")=d@o+3 v+ a)+4@n dD(x o=
Then Prallxg 2 1)
N d 2n d
t ;%) = O tle(4 o+3 v+ alt e4(N o)t
=0 t de(d(4 0t3 n+ @)t4@n d)(x ot =0 t dea(A)t

Since the eigenvalues 5 and 4 depend continuously on the choice of , and the uni sphere
£7 2 g ;7= 1g is com pact, there is som e point Amax 2 g where a(A) attains tsmaximum ; let
a= a(AmaX):Then € ;%) = 0t %) uniform Iy n xo and ~ as desired. O

N ext, we com bine the previous two lem m as and integrate over the com plem ent of a neighbor-
hood of 0 2 g to prove T heorem [5.5.

P roof of Theorem [5.5. Introducepolarcoordinate = (5°),t2 Ry ong. Thend® = € 13 (M)ac
d”, whered is the solid angk element and J (') isthe appropriate Jacobian. By the previous two
lemmasand the factthat £ 2 Ct M ) Inplies £ isbounded on M , there is some B’ > 0 such that
forR and k su ciently large

z ( gz )
f exp 2k a
gnB R (0)
Z, % €z )
- %) exp 2k o~ 8 r3(Ndae

R sd 1 o
Z . 2

bO t deate 2kCttd 1J (")d"dt:

R sd 1

Fork su ciently large there issomeb ®> 0 such that
Z, % zZ,

JMyder d = vols® )
R Sd 1 t R

e(a 2kC)t (@ 2kC)t

e
at Bl RPk,

Letting b= %%, we cbtai our desired resul. O

52 Laplace’s approxin ation

W e now tum to the issue of uniform ity In Laplace’s approxin ation. W e need to show that when
applied to the expressions for Iy (£) (Ko]) and Jx (£) (Ko ]); we obtain lim its that are uniform in xg:
To do this, ©ollow a standard argum ent for Laplace’s approxin ation using the M orse Lemm a, but
we use a param eterized version (theM orse{Bott Lemm a). Then ifwe sin ply are carefiilto bound
our errors at each stage, we w ill obtain the desired uniform lim its.

W e now state the M orse{Bott Lemma. @A careful proof can be found in BaH04].) A point
P2 M isacriticalpoint ofa function :M ! R ifthedi erentialof atp iszero.A function
is said to be a M orse{Bott function ifC rit( ), the set of critical points of , is a dispint union of
connected am ooth subm anifolds and for each criticalpoint, the Hessian H ( ) (o), In the directions
nom alto C, is non-degenerate.

Lemma 5.8 M orse{Bott Lemma). Let :M ! R ke aMorse{Bott function, C a connected
com ponent of C rit (f) of dimension 2n  d, and p 2 C . Then there exists and open neighborhood
U ofp and a smooth chart’ :U ! RY R?" 9 such that
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1.7 ()= 0
2.7 U\NC)= fx;y)2RY R? 9 :x= 0gand

3.0 " hHeEiy)= €) @i+ zE+ et 2, + 5 z))
wherek 2n disthe indexofH ( ) () and £ (C) isthe comm on valuie of on C . M oreover,
if 7 9 is another sm coth chart satisfying (1) and (2) nﬁar p, the Jacobian of the coordinate
change in the z-directions, evaliated at p, is det% = detH () ).

To apply Laplace’s approxin ation in our case, we need to know the value ofthedensity ( ;%)
when = 0:

Lemm a 5.9. The function egqualsvol(G & on the zero-set of the m om entm ap.

Proof. Let Wy = £fX, : 2 gg. Then we clain that the com plexi ed tangent space to M ; at a
point xqy 2 1 (0); decom poses as a B -orthogonaldirect sum

TeM =WS  JWs (@M \T,, 1O): 65)

Xo X0

To see this, rst note that by the de nition of the G ¢ -action, the tangent space to the G -orbit
Ge xisWy JW,:SihceG x isa totally real subm anifold,

W X0 \ T);LO;OM = ng’;

and so a dim ension count show s that the com plexi ed tangent space decom poses into the clain ed
direct sum .

W e need to show that the direct sum s are in fact B -orthogonal. First, if v 2 Ty, 10,
then v( )= 0 sihce themom entm ap is constant (@and in fact identically zero) on 1 (0):Hence
B&;JX )=!6&;X )= d &)= v( )= 0andsoJW,, isB-orthogonaltoT,, I (0):Next,
suppose v 2 (leo"OM \ T, '(0)):Then Jv= iv so that

BX +JX ;v)=1i! X ;v)+ il 0X v)=iv( )+ v( )= 0

sihce v is a linear combination of vectors in Ty, ' (0). ThisshowsW JW J isB -orthogonal
to T2°M \ T, (00). Finall, B® ;JX )= ! ® ;X )=f ; og= (,0 = 0on the
zero-set, so W x, is B -orthogonalto JX , .

H aving established [5.3), we now tum to the com putation of :0n the zero-set ofthem om ent
m ap, the tangent space to the orbit exp (ig) x is JW ,,; which, by [53), is B -orthogonalto the
tangent space of the zero—set. So ifwe choose coordinates fxJgon M nearxg 2 * (0) such that
exp (ig) x= fx31!= 2% O0g,and x7 € %) = hj; i de.,x istheinagein M ofthe
Iinear coordinate In the direction of j on g), then B isblock diagonaland so forx 2 1)

detBX = (detBX )]exp (ig) =¥ (detBX)j 1) *

By the standard form ula for the volum e form in local coordinates, we have

| S
(") )y = dvolM ), = detB,dx’ " ~2R4xe
9q — q__
= deth jexp (ig) z;dxl ~ Addx detBXj 1 (O)dXd+ LA /\Zax
a

detByinp g A 7~ dvol( T (0))x, :

We can rewrite detByx Jypug) x = det B e_,-¢ in the desired form by noting that @ij =

@xJ ’exk

L4 e ix = JX,’ sothat

@ @ .
det B —;—— =det B JX 3;JX * =det B X ;X * = det B:
@xJ " @xk
The Jemm a now Hllows from Lemm a[34. O



W e are now ready to perform a uniform Laplace’s approxin ation. W e ollow a standard argu-
ment (see, or example, BH 75, Sec. 8.3]), although we keep careful track of the error tem s to
prove unifom ity of the lim it.

D enote the ballofradiusR > 0 centered at 0 2 g by Br (0).

Lemma 5.10.Let£2C! M ) andde ne

z
Tz (£) &) = k=2 ) °volG %) o, FCme U (Gx)d®
Br
R, ,
where ( ;%)= 2 , (° ) dt:Then there exists some R > 0 such that
I Lo ) &o) 2 ol ®If ko) = 0
unifom ¥ on ' (0); where H ( ) is the Hessian of

P roof. Laplace’sm ethod is based on an application of the M orse{Bott lemm a; the zero-set £0g

1(0) is a critical subm anibld for the function | i fact, (0; 1(0)) = 0 isaminimum since
elt xq isthe gradient ow line of | and so there exist local coordinates (z;y) In som e neighbor-
hood ofxg such that

Py ey = 1 )
( ) (Z;y) = 22 Z: (5.6)

Foreach x¢ the coordinates (z;y) are de ned in som e ball of positive radius; since the zero-set
f0g 1 (0) is com pact we can de neR > 0 to be them lninum ofthese radii. Ifwe regard the
coordinates z as new coordinates on g then there is a Jacobian J (z) = det% of the coordinate
change in the g-directions, whence

Z

Lr €) &)= k=2 )*ZvolG ¥ e ¥ £ @ixo) (@i%)d (2) dz:
Br (0)

The exact rstorder Taylor se&jes of the function T (z;x¢) = f (z;x9) (2;%)J (z) is given by

expanding t‘tﬁe dentity T (z;x%0) = 01 ditT (tz;xp)dttoyield T (z;x9) = T (0;%X0)+ z S (z;¥); where
Sy (zixo) = 01 @%T (tz;x0)dt: W e now have
I x0) Z Z
@ =k)2 R TV _ 1 (0;x) e * ¥ gz e :% @ )l
volG %) Bx (0) Br (0)
Let ¥ = @%;:::;@% be the vector calculus gradient. T hen
k k ,2 k ,2 k 2
Ee 2% (z §S)=¢ Sez”) (i S)ez” :
Substituting this Into the last term above and applying the divergence theorem yields
Z Z Z
¥ Ger?)dz= @ S)efrad e @ S)d

Br (0) @Br (0) @Br (0)

whereft isan outw ard pointing unit nom alvectorto @By (0) andd® ! isthe solid angle elem ent.
T he last integral above is a continuous function of xg 2 1 (0), so i is bounded by a constant
Q1> 0. Sinilarly, there issome Q, > 0 such that

Q,= max £ S:
z2Bgr (0)
x(2 10
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W e can now estin ate that for any xg 2 L)

Z 7
Lor & x Q e Q
_Tom &o) T 0;%0) e ¥l 22 e 77zt “te
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It is a standard result BH 75, Lemm a 8.3.1] that for any bounded dom ain D and for every
m > 0, there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

P utting this all together, we have for every xq 2 1(0) and Preverym > 0

d=2 Ik;R (XO)

2 =k T ©;
( ) wolG ¥ 0;%0)
Z
@ k) %Lz ko) T (0i%o) e ¥ dlz
Br (0)
7
+ T 0;%0)7 e 7 ¢y @ =k)¥?
Br (0)
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where Q3 = max, , 1 I (0;%0)3:

A llthat rem ains is to note that by the M orse{Bott lemm a and Lemm a[5.9,

£ @)volG ¥

T 0;%0) = pP—7—77——":
detH () (0;xo)

By Theorem [4.1] and Lemm a[3.4, the denom inator is 2972vol(G ). Putting this into the above
nequality and takingthe Imit k ! 1 we obtain our desired resul. O

fwe J'nc;pdeRthe m eta]%]ectjc correction, then a sim ilar proof applies ifwe replace  ( ;%) by

( ;%) exp = J5—  :Since the argum ent of the exponent is zero on the zero-set, we cbtain

a sin ilar result:

Lemma 5.11.Let£f2C! M )andde ne
z ( gz )

. 1, "!
e ® UMF( ;x)exp = (m)d
Br (0) 2"

Jem () &) = k=2 )7

T hen
k%iq Tir ®o) f&o)J=0

uniorm ¥ on 1 (0):
W e are now ready to prove ourm ain resul.

P roof of Theorem [5.I]. W e write Ix as the sum of an Integral over By (0) and an integral over
the complment of Bg (0). Combining Theorem [4.] and Lemm as[5.3 and [5.10, the rst tem
approaches2 972f (xo)volG ¥) unibm Iy ask ! 1 .By Lemm a[5.5the second term approaches
O uniform Iy ask ! 1 . Ifwe include the m etaplectic correction, the proof is sin ilar, except the
rst term approaches f (xg) uniform ly. O
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6 D iscussion and exam ples

W e begin by noting that com pactness is not essential to the issues considered in this paper. G iven
a noncom pact K ahlerm anifold M acted on by a com pact group G ; one can de ne a naturalm ap
between the G -invardiant holom orphic sections of the relevant line bundle overM and the space of
allholom orphic sections of the \quotient" bundle overM =G : (Sin ply restrict the section overM
to  1(0) and then ket t descend toM =G = ! (0)=G :) A lthough i isunlkely that thism ap is
nvertble for arbirary noncom pact M ; it is lkely to be nvertbl in m any interesting exam ples,
and sim ilarly in the presence of the m etaplectic correction. It therefore m akes sense to nvestigate
the issue of unitarity at least in the m ore favorable noncom pact exam ples.

Indeed, it even m akes sense, to som e extent, to consider quantization and reduction for certain
in nitedim ensional K ahlerm anifolds. T his sort ofproblem arises naturally In quantum eld the-
ordes, w here the holom orphic approach to quantization is often the m ost natural one and where
one usually has to reduce by an (in nite-din ensional) group of gauge symm etries. O f course, it
nevitably requires som e creativiy to give a sensblem eaning to the quantization and to the reduc—
tion In In nite-dim ensional settings. N evertheless, there are som e interesting exam ples (discussed
below ) where this can be done.

In the rest ofthis subsection, we discuss som e noncom pact (@nd, In som e cases, in nite dim en—
sional) exam ples In which the issue of unitarity in quantization versus reduction is of interest. In
som e of these cases, a G uillem in{Stemberg-type m ap (W ith the m etaplectic correction) actually
tums out to be exactly unitary.

Our rst exampl is the quantization of Chem {Sim ons theory, as considered in the paper
ADPW 91]] of Axelrod, della P ietra, and W itten. T he authors perform a K ahler quantization of
them odulispace M of at connectionsm odulo gauge transform ations over a R iem ann surface
M uch ofthe analysis is done by regarding thism oduli space as the sym plectic quotient ofthe space
A ofall connections by the group G of gauge transfom ations, using the result of A tiyah and Bott
that the m om ent m ap for the action of G is sin ply the curvature. Them ain resul of RDPW 91]
is the construction of a natural progctively at connection that serves to identify the H ibert
spaces obtained by using di erent com plex structureson :The existence of the profctively at
connection show sthat the quantization procedure is independent ofthe choice of com plex structure
on ;since it allow sone to identify (oro ectively) allthe di erent H ibert spacesw ith one another.

T here is, how ever, one in portant issue that isnot fully resolved in ADPW 91J], nam ely the issue
of the unitarity of the connection. The profctively at connection \upstairs" on A isunitary, at
least form ally. T he authors suggest, then, that one should sim ply de ne the nom of a section
dow nstairs to be the nom of the corresponding section upstairs, in which case, the connection
would (fom ally) beunitary. H owever,because A isin nite-dim ensional, it isnot entirely clearthat
this prescription m akes sense. Now , if i were true that the G uillem in {Stemberg m ap was unitary
In this context, that would m ean that com puting the nom upstairs is the sam e as com puting the
nom downstairs. In that case, one would expect to have unitarity using the natural dow nstairs
nom on the space of sections. Since (@aswe show In this paper) one cannot expect the G uillim en {
Stemberg m ap to be unitary In general, it is not clear what nom one should use in order to
have the profctively at connection be unitary. Thus, the failure of unitariy (n general) has
consequences in this case.

A second exam ple is the canonical quantization of (1 + 1)-dim ensional Yang{M ills theory. In
this case, the upstairs space is an In nite-din ensional a ne space, nam ely the cotangent bundle
of the space of connections over the spoatial circle. Because the upstairs space is an a ne space,
there is a well-de ned K ahler) quantization, nam ely a Segal{Bargm ann goace over an in nie-
din ensionalvector space @sn BSZ92]). Unfortunately, as isoffen the case in  eld theordes, there
are no nonzero vectors In this space that are Invariant under the action ofthe gauge group D H 00].
Thus, if one wants to do quantization rst and then reduction, som e regularization procedure
m ust be used when perform ing the reduction. Two di erent regularization procedures have been
considered, that ofW ren LW 97],W =98] (using Landsm an’s generalized R & el Induction [Lan95])
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and that of D river{H all D H 99] (using a G aussian m easure of large variance to approxin ate the
nonexistent Lebesgue m easure) . T he tw o procedures give the sam e resul, that the \ rst quantize
and then reduce" space can be identi ed with a certain L?-space of holom orphic fiinctions over
the com plexi ed structure group G :

M eanw hile, the results of [Hal0Z] ndicate that the sam e L2 -space of holom orphic fiinctions can
be obtained by geom etric quantization of G ; provided that the m etaplectic correction is used.
Thism eans that in this case, a G uillem In {Stemberg-type m ap, w ith m etaplectic correction, does
tum out to be uniary. See also Haloll.

A third exam ple, related to the second one, is reduction from G Which isnaturally identi ed
with the cotangent bundle T G)) to Gc=H. (dentied with T (G=H)). Here H is the xed-
point subgroup of an nvolution, which m eans that G=H is a com pact sym m etric space. Resuls
of Hall Hal02] and Stenzel [Ste99] show that the \ rst quantize and then reduce" space can be
identi ed with an L?-space of holom orphic fiinctions on Gc=H ¢ with respect to a certain heat
kemelm easure. (This result can also be obtained from the com putation of the relevant orbial
Integralby F lensted-Jensen [EF'J78, Eq. 620].) If G=H isagain isom etric to a com pact Lie group
(ie., ifG = U U and H is the diagonal copy of U ), then the abovem entioned results show
that the \ st reduce and then quantize" can be identi ed in a naturalunitary fashion with the
\ rst quantize and then reduce" space, provided that the m etaplectic correction is included in both
constructions. So this situation provides another exam ple In which a G uillem in{Stemberg-type
map (wih m etaplectic correction) isunitary.

O n the other hand, ifG=H isnot isom etric to a com pact Lie group, then the nom son the two
spaces are not the sam e. Rather, the m easure obtained in the \ rst reduce and then quantize"
space is the lading term In the asym ptotic expansion of the heat kemelm easure in the \ st
quantize and then reduce" space; see the discussion on pp. 244{245 of Hald2]. (In the case
that G=H is isom etric to a com pact Lie group, the relevant heat kemel is actually equal to the
lading term in the expansion, up to an overall constant.) In this case, we see that, even w ih
the m etaplectic correction, the m easures used to com pute the two nom s are not equal; they are,
how ever, equal to leading order in ~:

A nalexample, considered In FM M NO3], isreduction from T G) to T G=AdG):W emay
dentify G=AdG wih T=W ;where T isamaximaltorusin G and W isthe W eylgroup. A though
In this case the action of G is generically nonfree, one should be abl to construct a naturalm ap
(W ith the m etaplectic correction) by a construction sin ilar to the one we give In this paper. W e
expect that thism ap w illtum out to be theonegiven by F ! F } in the notation of FM M N 03]].
Ifthis is the case, then Theoram s22 and 2.3 of M M N 03] w ill show that the identi cation ofthe
\ rst quantize and then reduce space" w ith the \ rst reduce and then quantize" space is unitary,
up to a constant. The results of M M N 03] are related to the genus-one case of the quantization
of Chem {Sim ons theory considered in RDPW 91J].
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