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Abstract

Given a complex Hilbert spacH, we study the differential geometry of the manifold of all projections
inV = L(H). Using the algebraic structure bf, a torsionfree affine connectiovi (that is invariant under the
group of automorphisms df) is defined on every connected compon®tof M, which in this way becomes
a symmetric holomorphic manifold that consists of protsi of the same rank, (0 < r < oo0). We prove
that9t admits a Riemann structure if and only)}t consists of projections that have the same finite raokthe
same finite corank, and in that cagds the Levi-Civita and the Kahler connection®f. Moreover,9t turns out
to be a totally geodesic Riemann manifold whose geodesit&Ramann distance are computed.
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1 Preliminaries on JB-algebras

1.1 Introduction.

In [E] Hirzebruch proved that the manifold of minimal projens in a finite-dimensional simple formally real
Jordan algebra is a compact Riemann symmetric space of ramdthat any such space arises in this way. Later
on, in ] Nomura established similar results for the maldifof minimal projections in a topologically simple
JH-algebra (areal Jordan-Hilbert algebra). The resu[@irﬁﬂ] and ﬂ] lead to the idea that the structure of a JBW-
algebraV might encode information about the differential geomefrgame manifolds naturally associated to it
[E]. In particular, that the knowledge of the JBW-struetof V' is sufficient to study the manifold of projections
in V. Every JBW-algebra can be decomposed into a sum of closedside= V; & Vi & Vi of types |, Il,

and Il respectively, and for our purpose it is not a hardrietsbn to assume that is irreducible. JBW-algebras
of type Ill are not well understood. A typical example of a eyl JBW-algebra isL>°[0, 1] whose lattice of
projections is modular. Namely, it consists of charactierfanctions of Lebesgue measurable subsefg,df and
form a discrete topological space since we hfye — xz2|| = 1 whenevery; # x2. Thus we have to consider
JBW-algebras of type | and we shall assume them to be fattense factors of typé, for some cardinal number

1 < n < co. Those of typds, called spin factors, are Hilbert spac@ ([3] th. 6.1.8)deethey are included in the
work of Nomura. Factors of typg, with 3 < n < oo are certain spaces of matriceE ([3] th. 5.3.8) and so they
are included in the work of Hirzebruch. Thus essentially \&eehto consider the JBW-algebva = L(H)s, of

the selfadjoint operators on a Hilbert spaéeover some of fieldR, C, H ([E] th. 7.5.11). Here we make such a
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study in a systematic manner without the use of any globd@spaoduct inV/, in the complex case. With minor
changes it applies to the other two fields.

The setM of all projections inV' can be identified with the set of all closed subspace#/pfvhich is a
Grassmann manifol@(H ) in a classical way[[10]. It is known th& () has several connected componenits
each of which consists of projectiopsn V' that have a fixed rank, 0 < r < co. An affine connectiorVv, that
is invariant under the grouput ° (V') of automorphisms o¥/, is then defined on each connected compof#nt
with only the help of the JBW-structure. With fJt becomes a symmetric totally geodesic real analytic mahifol
Moreover, it is possible (and in fact easy) to integrate fiffer@ntial equation of the geodesics corresponding to
initial conditions defined by purely algebraic equationst #= 1, 9t is the complex projective spaféH ).

Motivated by the above, we ask whether it is possible to defiRlemann structure oft, and a necessary
and sufficient condition for this to happen is establishelde Tangent space 1 at a pointp is the range of the
%—Peirce projector ot atp, and9t admits a Riemann structure (if and) onlyff »(p)V is (homeomorphic to) a
Hilbert space. In|]7] it has been proved that the latter cedand only if the rank op or the corank op (the rank
of 1 — p, wherel is the unit of the algebr®) is finite. M is an ortho-complemented lattice, and the mapping
p+— pt: =1 —pisan involutory homeomorphism. In fact, this involutioreiseal analytic diffeomorphism of
M, hence it suffices to study the connected manif@ltiaith » < oo which leads us again to the work of Nomura.
Namely, consider the algebras of finite rank operators, tifdti-Schmidt operators, of compact operators, and of
bounded operators aff, respectively, and the inclusions

F(H) C Ly(H) C L(H)o C L(H)

The first three of these algebras have the same set of pmjsctihich is exactly the set hite rankprojections

in L(H). However, the topologies induced @i H) by L2(H) andL(H') do not coincide (unles$im H < o0),
and a priori there is no reason to expect that they shoulctcm@ron the set of projections (we shall see that this
happens).

We then study the Riemann manifol® for » < oo without the help of any global scalar product in these
algebras. A scalar productin the tangent bund®ttés needed, of course, but it is locally provided in a candnica
way by the JBW-algebra structure Bf. We begin with a discussion of the subalgebVds, b] generated i/
by certain pairs of elements, b). These subalgebras, that play a fundamental role in ouy,studh out to be
Jordan isomorphic t8&ym (R, 2), the algebra o2 x 2 symmetric matrices with real entries and the usual Jordan
matrix product, and therefore they are finite dimensionglcBoosing an appropriate basislifia, 0] it is easy to
integrate the differential equations of the geodesicBtin

1.2 Preliminaries on JBW-algebras.
A Jordan algebr& is an algebra oveR or C in which the following two identities hold for alt, 3 in V:

oy =yx,  2*(ay) = z(2’y) 1)
Let V be a Jordan algebra. Théiiz) andP(z), (z € V), are defined by
L(z)y: =ay,  Plo)y: =2L(x)°y~ L(z*)y,  (yeV). )

An elementa € V is anidempotenif a®> = a. If V has a unitL, then every idempotent € V gives rise to a
vector space direct sum decompositiorlafthe Peirce decomposition

V =Vi(a) ® Vi2(a) ® Vo(a), Vi(a): ={x € V:ax = ka},

wherek € {1, 4, 0} and the corresponding projectdfs(a): V — Vi (a), calledPeirce projectorsare given by
Ey(a) = P(a), FEy3(a) =2L(a)—2P(a), FEo(a)=1-2L(a)+ P(a). 3)
If the idempotent: is fixed and no confusion is likely to occur, we writ¢: = Vj(a) andP,: = Ej(a) for

k € {1,1,0}. The Peircenultiplication ruleshold

Voo C Vo, VoVi = {0}, ivi W,

(4)
(Vo © Vi)Vija C Vi, VipaVija C Vo + V1.



In particular,V, andV; are Jordan subalgebrassf and[L(x) L(y)] = 0 for z € V, andy € V4 with the usual
commutator produdt, ].
A JB-algebra is aealJordan algebra with a complete norm such that the followorglgions hold

eyl < ll=lligll, N2l = lll®, a®] < ll2® + 52

A JB*-algebra is aomplexJordan algebr& with an algebra involutior: « — x* and a complete norm such
that the following conditions hold

lzyll < llzllligll, 2"l =Nl [{zza}] = ll=],

where thetriple product{abc} is defined by{abc}: = (ab*)c — (ca)b* + (b*c)a and satisfies thdordan identity

{z{abcty} = {{bax}cy} — {ba{xcy}} + {{bay}cr}. (6)

The operatorsOy € L(U) are defined by — 20y(z): = {xyz}forz e U.

An elements € U is selfadjointif «* = a. The the set of them, denoted by, is a JB-algebra. Conversely,
if V is a JB-algebra then there is a unique Jordan algebra steuotly : = V &+ V, the complexification of/,
such that/; = V and there is a unique norm Ui that converts it into a J’Balgebra]. We refer t&/ as the
hermitificationof V. The setAut (U), of all Jordan algebra-automorphisms o/, consists of surjective linear
isometries ofU and is a topological group in the topology of uniform coneesrge over the unit ball of/. By
Aut°(U) we denote the connected component of the identiyin(U). Every element irfut °(U) preserves the
real subspac® and is uniquely determined by this restriction.

Let U be a JB-algebra. We writd>ro (U) for the set of self-adjoint idempotentsihandTri (U): = {a €
U: {a,a,a} = a} for the set oftripotentsin U. ClearlyPro (U) C Tri(U), and every non zera € Tri (U)
satisfieg||a|| = 1. Two elements:, b € U areorthogonalf ab = 0. A projectiona € U is said to beminimal
if a # 0andP;(a)U = Ca, and we letMin (U) denote the set of them. For a*3Blgebra it may occur that
Min (U) = 0.

A JBW-algebra is a JB-algebra whose underlying Banach spasea dual space, which occurs if and only if
the hermitification/ = V &V is a dual Banach space. In that césés called a JBW-algebra, the predudl.
of U is uniquely determined ang{U, U..), the weak* topology o/, is well defined. LeU be the JBW-algebra
U: = L(H) of bounded linear operators H — H on a Hilbert spacél. ThenU is a unital algebra with plenty
of projections each of which admits a representation of denf

a = Yicra;, convergence in the weak* topology,

for some indexed family of pairwise orthogonal minimal gijons. The minimal cardinal of the skeis therank
of e andrank (a) = 1 if and only if a is minimal. The rank of the algebfé is the rank of its unit element.

A JB-algebraV is algebraically (resp. topologicallygimpleif {0} andV are its only ideals (resp. closed
ideals).

Although not surveyed here, we shall occasionally use sataionships between JBalgebras and their
associated JBtriples. Our main reference for JBW-algebras, JBs#gebras and JBtriples are [B] and|E8].

1.3 Manifolds of projections in a JBW-algebra.

Let V be a JBW-algebra and denote by = V @V its hermitification. TherlJ is a JBW-algebra and
Pro (U) = Pro (V). In the Peirce decomposition 6f induced bya € Pro (U), the Peirce spaces are selfadjoint,
that isUy (a)* = Uk(a), and we havé/,(a) = Ux(a)s WherePy(a),, is the Peirce projector af in the algebra
V. For everyu € V; s5(a), the operator

G(a,u): =2(ula— alu) € L(U) (6)

is an inner derivation of the JBWalgebrall' and the operator-valued mapping— exp tG(a,u), (t € R),
is a one-parameter group of automorphism#&’aach of which preservds. The setPro ('), endowed with its
topology as a subset &f, is not connected, namelyandl are isolated points. We lé¢!(p) denote the connected



component op in Pro (V). Itis known thatM (p) is a real analytic manifold whose tangent space at the point
is V1 /2(a), alocal chart being given by

z + [exp G(a, 2)] a, z €N,

for 2 in a suitable neighbourhoal of 0 in V; 5 (a). As a consequence, all points.vi (p) are projections that
have the same rank as As proved in (EIZ] th. 4.4)M(p) can also be viewed as a holomorphic manifold whose
tangent space at the poinis U, /»(a) a local chart being given in a neighbourhaadof 0 € U, /5(a) by

u — [exp2ula] a, u € M.

For a projectiorp, the operatoiS(p): = Id — 2P, 5(p) € L(V), called the Peirceeflection is asymmetry
that is, a selfadjoint involution of. Namely we haveS(p)z = x for x € Vi(p) + Vo(p) andS(p)z = —=x for
x € Vy,2(p). BesidesS(p) € Aut(V) andS(p)p = p, henceS(p) preserves the connected compongiip)
which in this way is a symmetric manifold.

We let® be the Lie algebra of all smooth vector fields.®fi(p). A vector field X is now locally identifiable
with a real analytic functiok: N C V} 5(a) — V1/2(a). We always consider; /,(a) as submerged iiv. For a
functionX : M(p) — V, we letX, denote the value oX at the points € M(p). By X! we represent the Fréchet
derivative ofX ata, thus X/, is a continuous linear operatdf ,,(a) — V. For two vector fieldsX, Y € © we
define

(Vx Y)a: = Pija(a)(Y,(Xa)), a € M(p). (7)

Itis known that(X,Y) — Vx Y is a torsionfreédut °(U)-invariant affine connection on the manifold (p). For
everya € M(p) and everyu € Vi 5(a) the curvey, . (t): = [exp tG(a,u)] a is aV-geodesic that is contained
in the closed real Jordan subalgebrd’ofenerated bya, «). Proofs can be found irﬂ[l].

The following key result is known.

Theorem 1.1 Let U be a JBW-algebra. Then fop € Pro (U) the following conditions are equivalenti)
Ui /2(p) is a reflexive spacelii) U, /5 (p) is linearly homeomorphic to a Hilbert spacéii) rank U, /»(p) < oo.
For U: = L(H) these conditions are equivalent(ig) rank (p) < oo or rank (1 — p) < oc.

PROOF
The equivalencéi) <= (ii) <= (iii) is known [10]. The statement concerniblg= L(H) has been
established in|]7] as follows: From the expression of thedegbrojectors, we have for all € U

Pyjp(p)r = 2(p0p— P(p))z =
(px 4 ap) —2prp = pa(l —p)+ (1 —p)xp.

Hencep U, /2(p) C Uyj2(p) andz — px is a continuous projectdr; jz(p) — p Ui 2(p). Similarly z +— xp
is a continuous projectdr; ;2 (p) — Uy ,2(p) p and sincepU /2(p) N Uy 2p = 0 we have a topological direct
sum decompositioty, /»(p) = X1 ® Xo. Thereforel; 5(p) is reflexive if and only if so are the summands. But
X1: = pUa(p) = {pz(l —p): x € U} is reflexive if and only ifrank (p) < oo orrank (1 —p) < co as we
wanted to see. O
Supposey € Pro (U) is such thatank (p) < oo. Since this condition igwut ° (U )-invariant, all projections
a € M(p) satisfy it too, and the tangent spatey;(a)s = Vi ,2(a) to M(p) at any pointa € M(p) is a Hilbert
space. In ‘]12], prop. 9.12) one can find an explicit expresto anAut °(U)-invariant scalar product whose norm
is equivalent tq| - || in Uy /52(a). SinceM(p) is connected, that scalar product, denoted-by,, is determined
up to a positive constant coefficient that can be normalizeatuiring that minimal tripotents should have norm
one. We shall not go into details as no explicit expressiahwill be used here.

Definition 1.2 We refer to this Hilbert space norm as thevi normin U, /»(a) and denote it by - |,

Definition 1.3 We define a Riemannian metgon M (p) by

9(X,Y)e: =(Xa,Ya)a, X, Y E€DM(p), aec M(p).



Proposition 1.4 The affine connection i) is the Levi-Civita (respectively, thedller) connection on the real
analytic (the holomorphic) manifold1(p).

PROOF
Indeed,V is compatible withy, that is

Xg(Y,2) =g(VxY, Z2) +g(Y,VxZ), XY, Z€DM(p).

MoreoverV is torsionfree, hence by@lf&] th.1.8.1%) is the unique Riemann connection @1 (p). Remark
that whenM (p) is looked as a holomorphic manifol is hermitian, that is, it satisfieg: Y, i Z) = ¢(Y, Z),
thereforeV is the only Levi-Civita connection oM (p). On the other han¥ x Y = i Vx Y, henceV is the
only hermitian connection oM (p). Thus the Levi-Civita and the hermitian connection are #raesin this case
and soV is the Kahler connection an(p).

Theorem 1.5 The Jordan-Banach algebiid,: = L£y(H) of compact operators antly: = Lo(H), the Jordan-
Hilbert algebra of Hilbert-Schmidt operators afi, have the same set of projections and induce on it the same
topology.

PROOF

The first assertion is clear, afto (Uy) = Pro (Us) is precisely the set of finite rank projectionsfH ). Itis
also clear the above algebras have the same set of projediagiven rank:, (1 < r < o), say’3. Denote
by Py and*B3; the Banach manifold structures defined*Braccording to our method and to Nomuras’ method,
respectively. The corresponding tangent spacesaa¢

ToBo = {z € Up: 2ax = x}, ToP2 = {y € Uz: 2ay = y}.

Thus we havd B> C T,Bo. On the other handy itself is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator and &s is an operator
ideal, fromz € Uy andx = 2ax we getr € Us, hencel B2 = T, as vector spaces. But bdth3, and7,PBo

are JB-triples (subtriples ot/ andUj, respectively) with the same triple product. It is knownttii@ Banach
spaceX admits a JB-triple structure, then the triple product determines tipotogy of X in a unique way. Thisin

our case implies that the topologies inducedby= L£(H) andU, = Ly(H) on the tangent spad, 3 coincide.

But then also coincide the topologies inducedby these two algebras as they are locally homeomorphic to the
same Banach space. O

2 Equations of the geodesics.

For any Jordan algebfi, we letV[u, v] denote the subalgebra bfgenerated byu, v). By S := Sym (R, 2) we
denote the Jordan algebra of the symmelric 2 matrices with real entries and the usual Jordan matrix produ
Recall that inS the setPro (S) consists of the isolated poin€s 1, and the one-parameter family of minimal
projections

cos? 0 % sin 26
B(6) := (% sin20  sin?6 ) ’ feR. ®)

The elements! := B(0) andC' := B(%) satisfyA o C' = 0 andA + C = 1, wherel is the unit of the algebra.
The element

x=(7 o) esiaansia) ©

is a non zero tripotent angd, X, C'} is a basis irSym (R, 2).

Theorem 2.1 Let V be a unital Jordan algebra and let # 0 and u denote, respectively, a projection In
and a tripotent inV; /5 (a) such thatau® = a. Then forV|a, u] the following conditions hold{i) V[a,u] =
Span {a, u, u?}. (i) ¢ := u? — a is an idempotent such that = 0. (iii) u> = a + ¢ is the unit inV[a, u].
(iv) There is a unique Jordan isomorphism ,,: Via,u] — Sym (R, 2) that takesa, u andcto 4, X andC
respectively.



PROOF
Fromu € V; /5(a) we getau = %u and by assumptioau? = a. Definec := u? — a. Then the above results and
the fact that is a tripotent give

A=w?—a)?=u’-2a’+a*=uv*-a=c

Thereforec is an idempotent andc = a(u? — a) = au? — a = 0. Moreover

Cu2:(u2—a)u2:u2—u2a:u2—a:c

All this is collected in the following table

2

ola u w Cc
ala zu a 0
ul- u? u iu
u? - u?c
c c

which proves that the linear span of the et u, u?, c} is closed under the operation of taking Jordan products,
and that.? = a+cis the unit ofl/ [a, u] Now it is clear that there is a unique Jordan isomorphism: V[a, u] —
Sym (R, 2) with the desired conditions. O

Remark 2.2 For a tripotentu € V5(a), the minimality ofa is a sufficient (but not necessary) condition for
{auu} = au? = a to be true.

Indeed, by the Peirce rules € Vy(a) ® Vi(a) andVy(a) Vi(a) = {0}, henceau? € Vi(a) = Ra by the
minimality of a, thereforezu? = pa. Multiplication by, the fundamental identitieﬂ(l) and = u yield

o L5 1

u(au?) = pua = gu u(au?®) = (ua)u? = U =3
henceju(p — 1) = 0 and sop = 1 sinceu # 0. Thus{auu} = au® = a. O

For pairs(a,u) consisting of a projection # 0 and a tripotent. € V; /5(a) with au? = a it is quite easy to
obtain the equation of the geodesig,,(¢) as shown now. Let us define a new productivia z . y := {zay}.
Then(V, .) is a unital Jordan algebra with unit Forn € N andz € V we letz(™) denote the:r-th power ofz in
(V, .). Note thatz™ # z(").

Theorem 2.3 LetV := L(H), and leta # 0 andu respectively be a projection i and a tripotent inV; /5 (a)
such thatau? = a. If v, is the geodesic with(0) = a and¥(0) = u, thenv, ,(R) C Vla, u]. More precisely
we have

Yau(t) = (cos® t) a + (% sin2t) u + (sin? t) u®, teR. (10)

PROOF
Let G(a,u) = 2(u0a — alu) € L(V). We havey, ,(t) = [exp tG(a,u)]a for all t € R, hencey, ,(R) is
contained in the closed real linear span of the sequéfi¢e, v)" a),cn. We shall prove that the assumptions
u? = v andau? = a yield G(a,u)" a € V|a,u] foralln € N.
We have
G(a,u)a=u € Via,u].

By assumptio{auu} = au? = a, hence

Gla,u)u = 2{uau} —2{awu} = 2(u® —a) € V]a,u]
Gla,w)u?® = 2{uwau?®} —2{auu?}.

By the Peirce multiplication rules® = {uau®} € {V;/2(a) Vi(a) Vo(a)} = 0. The Jordan identity[{5) and

(D) give
{auu®Y = {au{uau}} = {u{auu}a} — {{uaatuu} + {ua{uua}} =
{uaa} — %{uuu} + {uaa} = %u € Via,u

6



andG (a, u) u® € Via,u).

Note thata, u, u(? belong to different Peirce-spaces, in particular they are linearly independent snles
or u(? vanish. We have assumed+ 0 and if ¢ is the isomorphism in[(3.1), then—'u®? = ~{uau} =
{XAX} = C # 0. Therefore they form a basis &f[a,u] andG(a,u) V]a,u] C V]a,u]. As a consequence
va,(t) has a unique expression of the form

Yault) = il)a+ frppBu+ fou®,  teR,
for suitable real analytic scalar valued functigfa$t), (¢ = 0, 1/2, 1). By taking the derivative with respect to
and replacing the expressions previously obtainedar, v) z with z € {a, u, u(®}, we get
fit)a+ fi @+ fo6)u® = Fau(t) = Gla,u)(vau(t)) =
f1(t)G(a,u)a + f1/2(t)G(a, u)u + fo(®)G(a,u)u® =
—2f12(t)a+ (f1(t) = folt))u + 2f1 /2 (Du®,

whence we have the first order ordinary differential equefit(t) = A(v)F (t) with the initial conditionF'(0) =
(1, 0, 0), where A(u) is a3 x 3 constant (that is, not depending ehmatrix andF'(¢) is the transpose of

(f1(t), fi/2(t), fo(t)). Infact

0 -2 0
A=1|1 0 -1
0 2 0
One can easily check that the solution is the curv ih (10). O

Motivated by this result, we shall now try to weaken the iestms onu.

Proposition 2.4 LetV, a andu respectively be a unital JB-algebra, a projectionlinand a tripotent inV/; /5 (a).
Then the following conditions holdi) p := au? is a projection that satisfies < a, u € Vi2(p) andpu® = p.
(i) For u # 0 we havep # 0. (iii) If uw andv are orthogonal as tripotents it 5 (a), thenp := au? andq := av?
are orthogonal as projections i andpv = ug = 0.

PrROOF

To see thap is an idempotent it suffices to consider the subalgeb#é génerated by, v and the unik, which is

a special algebra. By the Peirce rule$,c V; @V, and so we may writa? = x +y for z € V; andy € V4. Thus

p =azx+ay =z € V; andpa = p. On the other hand, sineeis a tripotentu? = «* and so using the Peirce rules
again

p=au* = az? + 2a(zy) + ay® = 2% = p*.

That is,p is a projection. Notice thatu — p)? = a — p and sz — p > 0. Fromu € V1 /2(a) and the fundamental
formulas (}) we getyp = u(au?) = (au)u? = Juu® = Juhenceu € V; 5(p) andp # 0 if u # 0. To complete

(i), we notice that

sincep = z € Vi (a) andy € Vy(a).

Assume now thatOJv = 0 and sep := au?, ¢ := av?. (We recall that two tripotents andv are orthogonal
if and only if {u, v, v} = 0 or equivalently{u, u,v} = 0.) Then0 = {uve} = uv and alsou?v = {u,u,v} = 0.
Althoughw? is a tripotent andu? = 0, we remark that two tripotentsand f which are orthogonal in the algebra
sensedf = 0) may not be orthogonal tripotents. However in our case

{u?,u? v} = utv — (vu®)u? + (vu)u® = uv =0

and sou? andv are orthogonal tripotents. In particulafv? = {u?,v?,1} = 0.
Let
w?=z+yeVi(a)+Vo(a), v?=2a"+y €Vi(a)+Vo(a)

as before. Thefi = u?v? = z2’ + yy’ entailszz’ = yy’ = 0 and so

pq = (au?)(av?) = [a(z +y)] (2" + y')a] = (az)(2'a) = w2’ = 0.



To complete the proof, consider the prodpet= vp = v(u?a) = L(v)L(u?)a. Sincev operator commutes with
u? andv € V;5(a), we havepy = L(v)L(u?)a = L(u?)L(v)a = u*(va) = fu*v = 0 as seen before. Similarly
uq = 0. O

The following can be considered as a generalizatio@f (2.1)

Theorem 2.5 LetV := L(H), and leta andu respectively be a finite rank projection¥hand a vector in; s, (a).
Then we have a finite direct sum decomposition

Via,u] = Vo ® (B Vak, ux)) (11)

whereag andayg, (1 < k < s), are projections withu = ag + Xay, uy, are tripotents inV; /5 (ax ), the subalgebras
V[ak, uy] are pairwise orthogonal andyu = 0.

PROOF

The hermitificationU/ := V @ iV of V is JBW--triple and, by the Peirce rules]; ;(a) is a JBW -subtriple
which has finite rank by@.l). Hence dﬂlO] every element/in,(a) has a unique spectral resolution, that is,
a representation of the form= pyu; + - - - + psus Whered < p; < --- < ps, thewy are pairwise orthogonal
(possibly not minimal) non zero tripotentsin /»(a) ands < r = rank U, 5 (a) < oc. If 2 is selfadjoint (that is,

z € V1 2(a)), then theuy, in the spectral resolution afare also selfadjoint. Indeed;Clu;, = 0 for j # &, hence
the successive odd poweré ™! of » are

22 = 2y g T 0<lI<s-—1).

and the Vandermonde determindnt(pil“) does not vanish since thg are pairwise distinct. Therefore thg
are linear combinations with real coefficients of the povm%f*s’l € Vi/2(a) and soux € Vi /5(a).

Now we discuss the algebtéa, u]. Letu = & u; +-- -+ E&sus With 0 < & < -+ < & be a spectral resolution
of u, and letay, := au? for1 < k < s. By (@) the projectionsy, are pairwise orthogonal and satisfy

Yar < a, wup € Vijs(ag), akui:ak (1<k<ys).
Set
ap := a — Xag, Vo := Ray. (12)

Hencedim V = 1 at most. We shall see th&t[a,u] ~ V) @ @ V]ax,ur] as an orthogonal direct sum. For
that purpose consider the successive poweéisf « which are given by! = &lul +--- 4+ €ldl, (1 <1 < s),
since theu; are pairwise orthogonal. A Vandermonde argument showsuhat Via,u] for 1 < k < s.
Thenay = aui € Via,u] andag € Vla,u]. Thereforely & @ V]ax,ur] C V]a,u] On the other hand, from
a = ag + Xay andu = Xuy, it follows Via,u] C Vo & @ Viak, ur] whence we geml) as soon as we show
that the summands satisfy the required orthogonality pitigse

We have already shown thata; = 0 = ugu; for all k # j. By 2.4) we havei,u; = 0 = ajuy, and so the
subalgebra¥ [ay, ux] andVia;, u;] are orthogonal fok # j. It remains to prove thatou = 0. By assumption
u € Vi/o(a) and fromuy, € Vi j5(ar) we getu € Vy/5(3ax), hence

1 1

Qu=au= (ap + Xag) u = apu + (Zag)u = apu + U

which completes the proof. O

Corollary 2.6 LetV = L(H), and leta andu be respectively a finite rank projectioninand a vector in/; ; (a).
If a = ap + Yai, andu = Suy, are the decompositions given in 2.5) then

[exp tG(a,u)] a = ag + Zk[exp tG(ak, ur)] ax

PrROOF
The linearity ofG and orthogonality properties of the elements involved give

G(a,u) = Glag,u)+ ZrG(ag, ur) = Bk G(ak, uk),
G(akauk)v[ajvuj] =0, (k7£.])

ThereforeG(a,u)” = X;G(a,ur)™ for all n € N, and the claim follows from the definition of exponential
mapping. O



3 Geodesics connecting two given points.

Proposition 3.1 LetV be a JB-algebra and let, b be two projections iV with {aba} = Aa and{bab} = ub for
some real numbers, ;.. Then0 < A\ = p < 1. Furthermore\ = 0 if and only ifab = 0, and A = 1 if and only if
a=b.

PrROOF
Projections are positive elementslin hence{aba} > 0 by (] prop. 3.3.6). Theqaba} = Xa entails\ > 0.
But A < 1 since

A= | Aall = [[{aba} || < [lal|* [lb]| < 1.

By ([B] lemma 3.5.2) we havg{ab®a}| = ||{ba®b}|| for arbitrary elements, b in V, hence in our case

A = [[{aba}]| = [{bab}|| = p.

Clearly A = 0 is equivalent toaba = 0 which by (B] lemma 4.2.2) is equivalent &b = 0. For arbitrary
projectionsp, ¢, the conditiorpgp = p is equivalent tg < ¢, therefore\ = 1 yieldsaba = a andbab = b that is
a < bandb < a and saz = b and conversely. O

Proposition 3.2 Let V' be a unital Jordan algebra and let,b € V be two projections such tha(a)b = Aa

and P(b)a = b hold for some real numbei < A < 1. Then forV[a,b] the following conditions holdx(i)

Vla,b] = Span {a, b, ab}. (ii) There is a unique Jordan isomorphisa ,: V[a,b] — Sym (R, 2) that takes
a, b andab respectively tod, B(0) and A o B(9).

PROOF
Setp: = ab. It follows from Macdonalds’ theorem that

1 1 1
p? = ¢ {bab} + Z{aan} + Z{bazb}

hence in our casg? = %(a + b+ 2p). The above results are shown in the following table

This shows that the real linear span of the{getb, p} is closed under the operation of taking Jordan products, and
soV[a,b] = Ra ® Rb @ Rp. Itis not difficult to check tha{a, b, p} is a basis fol [a, b] hencedim V[a, b] = 3.
The other assertion is now clear. O

Remark 3.3 The angled appearing in2) can be expressed in terms,df. Indeed, since, , preserves triple
products and A, B(#), A} = (cos? ) A we have\ = cos? 0 or cos? 6 = || Py (a)b].

Remark 3.4 The conditionsP(a)b = Aa andP(b)a = Ab with 0 < A < 1 are automatically satisfied by any pair
of minimal projections:, b with a # b andab # 0. However, minimality is not necessary in order to have them.

We use the isomorphismg, ,,: V]a,u] — Sym(R,2) and¢,,: Vie,b] — Sym (R, 2) to show that two
distinct minimal projections, bin V = L(H) can be joined by a geodesic.

Theorem 3.5 LetV = £L(H) and let9t(1) be the set of minimal projections IA. If a,bin M(1) are such that

a # b, ab # 0, andW := Vla,b] then there exists a tripotent € W, /5(a) (unique up to sign) such that the
geodesia — 7, (t) connects: with b in M(1). Moreoveru is uniquely determined by the additional property
b = 4. (t) for somet > 0.



PROOF
The pair of projections, b determines uniquely the algebvga, b] and the Jordan isomorphisf : V[a,b] —
Sym (R, 2) with the conditions in[(3]2). In particular

cos20 Llsin26
_ 2
9(b) = (% sin20  sin® 6 )

for somef with 0 < 6 < 3. Letu = ¢;})(X) where X, given in @), is the unique (up to sign) tripotent
in S;/2(A4). Note thatau? = a. By @.3),7..u(R) C V]a,u] C V[a,b] is a geodesic whose image by the
isomorphismy, ., : Va,b] — Sym (R, 2) is

cos?t  1sin2t

Y(Yau(t) = (%sin% sin? ¢
SinceG(a, ) is real linear oru, the definition of the exponential function gives ,.(t) = va,.(tp) for all p
andt € R. In particulary,,_,(t) = va,.(—t). A glance to the above matrices shows that either ~, ,,(6) or
b = 7,4, —u(0) whered > 0. 0

Corollary 3.6 With the notation and conditions in the statemen(f®$), there is a unique vectar in W1 2(a)
such that = ~,,., (1) wherev = 6 u for some tripotent. in W /5 (a) with au® = a and some with0 < 6 < %.

PrROOF

As proved before, we have= ~, () for a uniquely determined tripotente W; /5(a) with au® = a and the
unique real numbet given bycos? 0 = || P1(a)b|,0 < 6 < 5. Sincey, gu(1) = 7a,u(#) = b, the vectow: =0 u

clearly satisfies the requirements. O

Corollary 3.7 With the above notation, the s8t(1) is connected.

PROOF
Fixanya € M(1). ThenN,: = {b € M(1): ab # 0} is an open set which is pathwise connectedby (3.5), hence
N, is also connected. But clearly, = 91(1). O

The set of projections i ( H ) that have rank is known to be connected for every fixedl < r < oo, [@].
In order to extend the preceding results, wellefr) denote such a set. Suppose thas a unital Jordan algebra
with unit 1 and letpy, - - - , p,, be pairwise orthogonal idempotents with saimDefineV; ;: = {p;Vp;}. Then
Vi,; = V;, and the vector space direct sum decomposition, called theReirce decomposition relative to the

family (px), holds:
V= @D Vi
1<i<j<n
Besides we have the following multiplication rules

ViV =0 if {i, 5} n{k,1} =0, Vi.iVik C Vii (pairwise distinct, j, k), (13)
Vi,jViJ C V“ + VjJ— (aII Z,j)
Furthermore we have
{VijViiVii} CVii @4, 5, k), {Vi;V;xVi;} =0 (pairwise distinct, j, k). (14)

Our goal now is to study’[a, b], wherea, b are projections irl” that have the same finite rank. To simplify
the notation we sét: = V{a,b]. By ([E], lemma 2.5), ifli” is a topologically simple Jordan JBW-algebra and
a, b are two projections i with the same finite rank, thetim V'a, b] < oo.

Let e be the unit ofi. Sincef = (a + b — €)? is a positive selfadjoint element, it has a spectral regmiun
W. Letit be

(a+b—e)* =X \je; (15)
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where the number of summands is finidg, > 0 and thee; are non zero pairwise orthogonal projectiondiin
We can also assume thaf are pairwisedistinctand thate = X{e; though thee; may then fail to be minimal in
W. Let

W = @Wij7 a = Eiyjaiyj, b= Ei,jbi,j (16)
4,3

respectively be the Peirce decomposition$16f a andb relative to the complete orthogonal systéem). Then
(IL9], lemma 2.2) we hav#V; ; = {0} for all i # j.

We setW’: =W, ;,a;: =aj;andb;j: =b;;, (1 <j<o)toshorten the notation. The decompositions in
(LLd) now read

W=@W, a=YXa, b=, (17)
J
SinceWW = V|a, b] is special, there exists a Jordaisomorphismu: W — 20 C A for some associative algebra
2(. Fix any such isomorphism. Then the elemefits= w(a), B := w(b) andF := w(f) satisfy
AoF =AF =ABA=FA=FoA. (18)

These results have been establishedirh [16] in the conteXtedlgebras, but a careful reading reveals that no
essential use of the scalar productirhas been made.

Proposition 3.8 In the decomposition i@) we have forj = 1,2,---,0: (i) Thea; are pairwise orthogonal
projections and so are thig. (i) W7 = Va;, b;], thatis, W7 is the subalgebra generated ¥ by a;, b;. (iii)
P(a;)b; = Aja; and P(bj)a; = A;b;, where the); are as in([L).

PROOF
By M) Wiwi c Wi andWiWw* = {0} for j # k, hence fromu2 = a we get

a® = (Sa;)? = Ea?, a = Xay

Since theV* are direct summands W we geta? = a;, and similarlyb? = by.
As a, b ande are elements ofp V;, we haveV [a, b] C @ V;. ClearlyV}, C W* sinceay, b, € W and so

W =Vla,b] C Vi c W = W.

Thereforel, = W* since the sum is direct.
To establish the relations in the last assertion, we set

fi=(a;+bj—¢;)% (1<j<o)
and note thaf; € W7. The orthogonality of thé&/7 and [1p) yield

f=la+b—e)® = (Sa;+bj—e;)* =(a; +b; —e;)* =1f

f=(a+b—e)? = YXje,
hencef; = Aje;, (1 < j < o). SinceWV is a special we can transfer the above relations via the désdenorphism
w: W — 25 C 7. The relations in[(37) viav yield

AF =AoF = w(af)=w(E\arer) =w(XArar) = LA Ag,

ABA = w(aba) = w(Eakbkak) = EAkBkAk

which viaw~! givesP(ax )by, = A\rax, because th&/* are direct summands. Similarly we can pra¥@y,)a;, =
J e with e = Ak O

Due to P(ax)br, = Aray the spectral values,, satisfy0 < A\, < 1 and we have the three following possibili-
ties:

11



Case I:\;, = 0. This can not occur for more than one index, &ay 0. ThenP(ag)by = 0 andP(bg)ap = 0,
hencea, andb, are orthogonal. We shall see below that in this aas oo = rank b, (sayng). ThusW? is
isomorphic to the space of the diagonal matrices

v-sr)ox ()

with the usual Jordan matrix operations. Héres theny x ng unit matrix.

Case Il:\;, = 1. This can not occur for more than one index (4ay 1). ThenP(a1)b; = a; andP(b1)a; =
b1, which meansthat; = by, hencaanka; = rank b, (sayn;) andW! is isomorphic to the space of the diagonal
matrices

1

Case ll:0 < Ar < 1. This may occur for several indicds(the corresponding being distinct). Then
proposition ) applies, hend&" is Jordan isomorphic t8ym (R, 2) via the isomorphism in@.Z). It is now
clear thata;, andby, areminimalin W*. Since differenfV’* are orthogonalg; andb;, are also minimal iV,
that isrankar, = rankbd, = 1. Since by assumption andb had the same rank, we can now conclude that
rank ag = rank by, as announced earlier. We can now summarize the discussiba following

Theorem 3.9 Let V' be a topologically simple Jordan JBW-algebra anddeb be two projections iV that have
the same finite rank. 7%, W' andW* are the algebras described above, tHéfu, b] is Jordan isomorphic to
the finite orthogonal direct sum

Vig, ) =W'oW'e  w* (19)
0£k+#1
Givena, bin M(r) we show that it is possible to connectvith b by a geodesic.

Lemma 3.10 Let the algebrd/, the projections:, b and the decompositions= Ya; andb = Xb; be as in ).
ThenP; (a)b = aba = Xaybrar = S PF(ay)by.

PrROOF
It follows from the facts thatV’ is special and th&/* are pairwise orthogonal.

Lemma 3.11 Let the algebrd/, the projections:, b and the decompositions
a=ap+ ar + BoLr£1ak, b =bo + b1 + Xozk-1bk

be given by[(19). i (a)b is invertible in the algebrd¥; (a), thenag = by = 0, a1 = by andaxby, # 0 for
0##k#1.

PROOF
It follows directly from the properties of the algebfdd’, W' andiW* that were established in discussion3.9)
and the invertibility ofP; (a)b. O

Theorem 3.12 LetV = L(H) and leta, b be two projections iV with the same finite rank Assume thaP; (a)b
is invertible in the unital algebrd; (a). Then there is a geodesic that joiasvith b in 9t(r).

PROOF
We may assume # b. Consider the algebrd’: = V[a, b] and the decompositions ifi {19). By (3.11) the
invertibility of Py (a)bin Wy (a) yields

ap = by =0, ay = by, rank (ay) =rank (by) =1 for0 # k # 1

ThusW? = {0} in our case. Let us defing : R — W' to be the constant curva (t): = a; = by, and let
r1: = ranka; = rank b;. Clearly~; is a geodesic in the manifoftii(r ) of the projections if¥’! that have fixed
rankry.
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For0 # k # 1 the projections:;, andb,, are non orthogonal and minimal i*. Hence by 5) there is a
geodesic, says, that joinsay with by in 9% (1), the manifold of minimal projections i’*. This curve is of the
form

V() = Yap,uy (t) = [exp tG(ag, uk)} a, t € R,
whereG (ag, ug) := 2(axr0uy, — uxrOay) for a tangent vectouy, € W{“/Q(ak) that is determined by the uniqueness
properties established if (8.6). In particubar= 7., ., (1). We claim that

Y(t) =7 (t) + Dz (t), teR

is a geodesic that joinswith b in 2%(r).

By construction we havey, (R) C WF. But these subalgebras are pairwise orthogonal, hefigés a projec-
tion of rankr = r; + X7y forall t € R, that is, is a curve in)i(r) and obviouslyy(0) = a, (1) = b. It
remains to show that is a geodesic, which amounts to saying that of the form

v(t) = [exp tG(a,u)] a, teR, (20)
for some tangent vectar € W /;(a), and it is almost clear that := wu; + Xxxi1u, Will do. Indeed, the

orthogonality of thelW* and the expression of the Peirce projectﬂf%(ak) and Py /5(a) for special Jordan
algebras easily yield the inclusiomfﬂ(ak) C Wi/2(a) and so

u=u; + Ek;ﬂuk € Wll/z(al) D @ Wlk/Q(CLk) C Wl/g(a)
k#1
Still we have to check that the equality in 20) holds. To dis,thotice thatG(W7, W*)(W) = {0} for j #
k, which is an immediate consequence [df (6), the orthoggnpiitperties of thdV’/ andW = oW, As a
consequencé(a,u) a = G(a;, u;) a; = Yw; wherew;: = G(aj,u;)a; € WI. Then
G(a,u)?’a = G(a,u)G(a,u)a= G(a,u)Xw; =

25Glaj up) Spwr = X;G(a5,u5) wi = B;G(aj,u5)*a;

and by inductiorG(a,u)" a = X;G(a;,u;)" a; foralln € N, hence
[exp tG(a,u)] a = X;[exp tG(aju; )] a;

which completes the proof. ]

Remark 3.13 The geodesic constructed .12) satisfies certain nizimglconditions. Indeed, the p&it, b)
determines uniquely (up to order) paiis;, by) via the spectral resolution @ + b — ¢)? in the unital algebra
Wla, b]. Inturn, theséay, b) determine in a unique way tangent vectogse W /5 (ax) such thaby, = 74, v, (1)
for1 <k <r. Finallyu = ¥ ui. These properties single out the curvin the class of geodesics that connect
a with b.

4 Geodesics are minimizing curves.

Throughout this sectioly stands for the algebrd(H) andV denotes its selfadjoint part. Our next task will be to
show that the geodesig, ,, joining a with b in M(r) is a minimizing curve. That will require some calculus. Let
a be fixed ind(r), and let - | denote the Levi norm i »(a) (seq 1.P).

Notation 4.1 We set\,: = {Pi(a)v € M(r): visinvertible inV;(a) }. Clearly N, is an open neighbourhood
of a in M(r) and{N,: a € M(r)} is an open cover dii(r).

By Bu: = {z € Vijs(a): ||z|| < 5} we denote the open ball i, 5 (a) of radius? centered at the origin.
Using theodd functional calculuir the JB'-triple V; 5 (a) (see [11]) one can define a mappingB, — Vi 2(a)
by

ur p(u): = tanu, u € By. (21)

Thenp is a real analytic diffeomorphism @8, onto V; ;;(a) whose inverse, also defined by the odd functional
calculus, is
ur o(u): = arctanu, u € Vya(a).
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Definition 4.2 We defingb, : N, — V;/2(a) and¥,: Vi 5(a) — V by

O,(v): = 2(P1(a)v)71P1/2(a)v, (22)
Uo(u): = [exp G(a,o(u))]a, (23)

Lemma 4.3 With the above notatior, and ¥, are real analyticl’-valued functions. Furthermo@,(N,) C
‘/1/2 ((l) and \Ija(‘/l/Q ((l)) - Na.

PrROOF
Forv € Ng, Pi(a)v is invertible inV;(a). Hence the mapping — (P (a)v)~! is well defined and real analytic
in V,. Clearlyv — P /5(a)v is real analytic, hence the product of these two functidmat is, @, is also real
analytic and by the Peirce multiplication rulég(N,) C Vi /2(a).

As said before: — tan(u) is a real analytid’-valued function, and so is — G(a, tan(u))a sinceG is a con-
tinuous real bilinear mapping. The exponentiat exp G(a, tan(u)) is an operator-valued real analytic function,
hence by evaluating atwe getV,,, a real analytic function. Let € V;/;(a). We have the decompositions

a = ao+ Xrag, u = X&rug,

given by [I]1) with the properties in the statement of theof2). The odd functional calculus and orthogonality
gives
arctanu = Xpf0rur, where 6, := arctan &.

HenceG(a,o(u)) = x8rG(ar, ur). Again using the orthogonality properti€fay, ux)Via;, u;] = 0fork # j
we see (recalling the proof §f 2.3) that

U, (u) = [exp G(a,o(u))] a = Bklexp 0,G(ak, ur)] ap =

1 (24)
Ek(COS2 Gk) ag + Ek(i sin 29k)uk + Xk (sin2 Gk) ul(cz)'

An inspection of this formula shows th& (), (u) = i (cos? Ox)ay. Sincearctanu € B,, we have that

max 6y = | arctanu| < Z. In particular,P,(a)¥,(u) is invertible inVi(a), that is®,(u) € N,. Therefore

U, (V1/2(a)) C N, which completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.4 With the above notation®,: N, — Vi/2(a) is a real analytic diffeomorphism of/, onto
Vi /2(a) whose inverse i@,.

PrROOF
First we show thatd, is invertible in a suitable neighbourho®d c N, of a. Let us use the following self-
explanatory notation

a(v) =2 (Pila)w) " Pija(a)(v): = 2/(v) g(0).
Note thatf(a) = a andg(a) = Py /3(a)(a) = 0. Thus forh € V} /5(a) we have
o, (a)h =2 (f'(a)h) g(a) + 2f(a) g'(a)h = 2aPy j5(a)h = h,

that is®/,(a) = Id which by the inverse mapping theorem proves the first claigtvle V; 5 (a) andu € B, be
related byv = tan(u). A glance at[(34) shows

1
Pi(a)¥,(u) = Sg(cos® Op) ar, and  Pyja(a)¥e(u) = Ek(§ sin 26y,) ug.
Therefore sincer, € V1 /(ax),

D W,(u) =2 (Pl(a)‘l’a(u))_l Pyjo(a)¥,(u) = 2 X (tan O0x) apuy, = Spépur, = u.

Hence®,¥, = Id. In particular¥, is the right-inverse ofb,, and the inverse ob, at least ini¥. By (@),
the mappings, V: Vi 5(a) — Vi 2(a) and ¥, @, : N, — N, are well defined and analytic in their respective
domains. By 2) any point i/, can be joined withu by a geodesic that is contained M, henceV,, is an
open connected set. Singg®, = Id in W, we havel,,®, = Id in N, by the identity principle. This completes
the proof. O
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Proposition 4.5 The family of chart§ (N,, ®,): @ € M(r)} is an atlas which defines the maniféid(r).

PROOF
It is easy to check that the above family is a real analytesatthose manifold structure is denoteddyr)’. To
see thafii(r)’ is the same a9 (r), recall that

f:UC Vl/g(a) — M(r) D, M(r) — Vl/g((lz)
ur f(u): = lexpG(a,u)|a v Py(v): =2 (P1 (a)v)i Pl/g(a)v

are local charts dbi(r) and9i(r)’ at the pointa. The composite map' := ®, o f can be written in the form

F(u) = @,[f ()] = 2 (P(a)f(w) " Pija(a)f(u) = Gu) H(w)
with self-explanatory notation. The@(0) = 2a, H(0) = Pij2(a)a = 0, H'(0) = P;/2(a). Therefore, for
h € Vy/3(a) we have

F'(0)h = (G'(0) R)H(0) + G(0)H'(0)h = G(0)H'(0)h = 2a Py j2(a)h = h.

ThusF’(0) = Id. The remaining part of the proof is similar. O
We are in the position to prove that geodesicifr) are minimizing curves. For that we considei(r) as
defined by the atla§(\N,, ®,): a € M(r)}.

Theorem 4.6 LetM1(r) be the manifold of projections i = L£(H) that have fixed finite rank. Leta € M(r)
and N, be as defined i@)Then for every in V,, the geodesic joining with b is a minimizing curve for the
Riemann distance iV,.

PROOF
We may assume # b. The diffeomorphism®, — V; /5 (a) Loy N, give a unique paifu,v) € B, x V;2(a)
such that

v = tan(u) U,(v) =b.

There is a unique normalized geodesic, that joinsa with b in the manifold?t(r) and has initial velocity
u = Y4.4(0) € B,. In particular we have

b=Wa(p(u)) = Yau(l) = [exp G(a,u)]a

and the exponential mappirgp: B, — 91(r) is a homeomorphism aB, onto the open seV, in M(r). This
will allow us to apply the Gauss Iemmem13] 1.9). For thatgmse, we show thay, . (t) belongs taV, for all
t € [0,1]. Indeed, the segmefii, 1] u is contained inB,, hence its image by, o p lies in the setV,,. We shall
now see that

Valp(tu)] = Yau(t), ¢ €0,1];

Lett € [0,1] and set;: = tan(tu). The odd functional calculus gives
W, (vr) = [exp Gla, tw)] a = [exp ¢ Gla, )] a = Yo, (t)

as we wanted to see. For the Riemann connec¥ian 9%i(r), the radial geodesics are minimizing curves (by
the Gauss lemma). Hence it suffices to see that is a radial geodesic, which is a consequence of the fact
Yaul0,1] C N,. O

It is now reasonable to ask what can be said about the neighbod\,. We refer toO,: = {b €
M(r): Pi(a)b isnotinvertiblein Vi(a)} as theantipodalset ofa. Clearly O, is a closed subset dbi(r).

Proposition 4.7 Let Mi(r) be the manifold of all projections if = £(H) that have a given finite rank Then
for anya € 9M(r) the antipodal set of has empty interior.
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PROOF

Leta € M(r) andsetK : = a(H) C H. Note that dimK = ranka = r < co. The operatorsii; (a) = aVa can

be viewed as operators £\ K'), therefore theleterminanfunction is defined if; (a) and an element € V;(a)

is invertible if and only if defz) # 0. The functionb — det(P(a)d) is real analytic oi(r). If O, has non

empty interior, thenlet(P; (a)b) vanishes in a non void open subsefBfr), which is connected, therefore by the

identity principle the determinant function would be ideatly null which is a contradiction. )
We letS(r) denote the subgroup &fut (U) generated by the set of Peirce reflectiopswherep € Mi(r).

Eacho, preservesii(r) and induces a real analytic symmetry of this manifold.

Proposition 4.8 LetV = L(H). ThenM(r) is homogeneous under the action of any of the gréus (V') and
S(r).

PROOF
Let a, b be any pair of points if(r) with a # b. If b € A, then by [3.IP) there is a geodesig () =
[exp tG(a,u)] a that joinsa with b in M(r). Butg(t): = [exp tG(a,u)] is an element oAut° (V) for all ¢t € R.
Now consider the cade¢ N,. By @) the antipodal set ef has empty interior, hendd N N, # 0 for every
neighbourhoodV of b in M(r). If c € W NN, then we can conneetwith ¢ andc with b by geodesics iti(r)
hence we conneetwith b by a curve irdi(r). This completes the proof faxut ° (V).

Consider a pair of points, b in M(r) such thab € N,. Then itis easy to find a symmetsy, that exchanges
a with b. Namely, there is a geodesic that connectgth b in 9t(r), sayy: ¢t — «(t), t € R. Thusa = +(0) and
b = ~(1). Define thegeodesic middle poinif the pair(a, b) asc: = ~(3), and leto.. be the Peirce reflection
with center at. Clearlyo, preserves the curveand exchangeswith b.

Now leta, b be arbitrary it (r). SinceMi(r) is a connected locally path-wise connected topologicatspa
it is globally path-wise connected. Thus there is a clitve — I'(¢), ¢ € [0, 1], that joinsa with b in 9t(r), and a
standard compactness argument shows that there is a figitersee of point$z+, - - - , 2, } in ' such that; = a,
x, = band each consecutive pair of thgcan be joined by a geodesiciR(r). For each paifzy, xx+1) consider
the geodesic middle point, and the corresponding symmetry exchangingwith ;. Then the composite

o1 0---00y liesin&(r) and exchangeswith b. 0
Corollary 4.9 Leta, b € M(r). Thenb € O, if and only ifa € O.

PrROOF

Let o be a symmetry that exchangesvith b. The relationb € O, is equivalent toP; (a)b is not invertible in
V1(a), which applyings is converted intaP; (b)a is not invertible inV; (b) that isa € O, O

We are now in the position to compute the Riemann distanf#(n).

Theorem 4.10 Let M(r) be the manifold of all projections i = L£(H) that have a given finite rank If a, b
are points indt(r) and~, ., (t) is the normalized geodesic connectingith b in Mi(r) then the Riemann distance
between them is !

d(a, b) = (2167)®
wheref), = cos™! (HPl(ak)ka%) and|| - || stands for the usual operator norm.

PROOF

Discard the trivial case = b. Consider first the case e N,. By (8.12,[3.1B) we havé = ~,.,(1) for some
tangent vector, = Yu, whereuy, = 0 v, 0 < 0 < 3, (1 < k < r), and thev;, are pairwise orthogonal (in
the JB'-triple sense) minimal tripotents iV, /> (ax). Hence they, are pairwise orthogonal in the Levi sense (see
[Bll prop. 9.12 and 9.13) and so,|if |, denotes the Levi norm in the tangent spage; (a), we havelu|2 = X767
(recall that minimal tripotents satisfj|| = |v|, = 1). Therefore since the Levi form i&ut °(V)-invariant and
Aut° (V) is transitive ind(r),

1
|7a,u(t)|'ya,u(t) = H/a,u(o)la = |u|a = (Egei) ?
for all ¢ € R, hence

1 1
d(a,b) = / o) ot = [ula = (S562) 7.

Hered, = cos™! (HPl(ak)ka)% and|| - || is the JB-triple (that is, the usual operator) norm. In the caseQ,,
consider a sequeng®;) jcar, With b; — bin M(r) andab,; # 0 for all 5. Applying the above to eachand taking
the limit we get the result. O
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