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1.Introduction

Our concern is with the crown dom ain,henceforth denoted by � .

W e recallthat � is an equivariant com plexi� cation ofa Riem annian

sym m etric space X = G=K ofthe non-com pacttype. M ostnaturally

one de� nes� by the theory ofunitary K -sphericalrepresentationsof

thesym m etry group G (seetheintroduction of[3]).Geom etrically,one

can de� ne� asthem axim alG-invariantdom ain in thea� necom plex-

i� cation XC = G C=K C which can be equivariantly em bedded into the

tangentbundleTX .

Asa com plex m anifold,� hasthe property thatbounded holom or-

phic functions separate points. Therefore we m ay de� ne its distin-

guished (i.e.Shilov)boundary @d� asthesm allestclosed subsetofthe

topologicalboundary @� � XC on which bounded plurisubharm onic

functionson cl(� )attend theirm axim um .W eknow by [1]and [3]that

@d� isa � nite(and explicite)union ofG-orbits,say

@d� = O1 q :::q O s:

From now on we shallidentify each O j with a hom ogeneous space:

G=H j.Them ain resultof[1]was:

IfG=H j isa sym m etricspace,then itisa non-com pactlycausalsym -

m etric space. M oreover,every non-com pactly causalsym m etric space

Y = G=H appears in the distinguished boundary ofthe corresponding

crown dom ain forX = G=K .

Theaim ofthispaperistounderstand thisresultbetter.Tobem ore

concise:whatisthereason thatprecisely non-com pactly causal(NCC)

sym m etricspacesappearin theboundary?

NCC-spacesareveryspecialam ongallsem isim plesym m etricspaces.

W erecalltheirde� nition.W eassum etheLiealgebraofG tobesim ple

and write q for the tangent space ofY at the standard base point

yo = H 2 Y . W e note that q is a linear H -m odule. Now, non-

com pactly causalm eansthatqadm itsan non-em pty open H -invariant

convex cone,say C,which ishyperbolicand doesnotcontain any a� ne

lines.

The them e ofthispaperisto view � from the cornerpointyo 2 Y

and not as a thickening ofX as custom ary. Now a slight precision

isofneed. In general@d� hasseveralconnected com ponents. Ifthis

happens to be the case,then we shrink � to a G-dom ain �H whose

distinguished boundary isprecisely Y ,see[2].



CO RNER VIEW S 3

ForC being them inim alconeweform in thetangentbundleTY =

G � H q thecone-subbundle

C = G � H C

and with thatitsboundary cone-bundle

@C = G � H @C :

In thiscontextweask thefollowing

Question:Istherea G-equivariant,genericallyinjective,propercon-

tinuoussurjection p:@C ! @�H ?

In other words,we ask ifthere exists an equivariant "resolution"

ofthe boundary in term s ofthe geom etrically sim ple boundary cone

bundle@C.

In thispaperwegivean a� rm ativeanswerto thisquestion ifX isa

Herm itian tubedom ain.In thissim pli� ed situation thecrown dom ain

is � = X � X with X denoting X but endowed with the opposite

com plex structure(i.e.,ifX isalready com plex,then thecrown isthe

com plex double).On top ofthat@d� = Y isconnected,i.e.� = �H .

I wish to point out that the presented m ethod of proofwillnot

generalize.In orderto advanceonehasto understand m oreaboutthe

structure ofthe m inim alcone C;one m ightspeculate thatsom e sort

of"H \ K -invarianttheory" forC could beuseful.

Acknowledgem ent: The origin ofthispapertracesback to m y pro-

ductive stay at the RIM S in 2005/2006. Iam happy to express m y

gratitude to m y form erhost ToshiyukiKobayashi. Also Iwould like

to thank Toshihiko M atsukiforsom eusefulintuitiveconversationsar-

round thistopic.

2.M ain part

LetX = G=K be a Herm itian sym m etric space oftube type. This

m eansthatthere isan Euclidean (orform ally real)Jordan algebra V

with positiveconeW � V such that

X = V + iW � VC :

The action ofG isby fractionallineartransform ation and ourchoice

ofK is such it � xes the base point x0 = ie with e 2 V the identity

elem entoftheJordan algebra.



4 BERNHARD K R �O TZ

It is no loss ofgenerality ifwe henceforth restrict ourselves to the

basiccaseofG = Sp(n;R){them oregeneralcaseisobtained by using

standard dictionary which can befound in textbooks.

For our speci� c choice,the Jordan algebra is V = Sym (n;R) and

W � V istheconeofpositivede� nitesym m etricm atrices.Theidentity

elem ente isIn,then � n identity m atrix.Thegroup G actson X by

standard fractionallinear transform ations: g =

�
a b

c d

�

2 G with

appropriatea;:::;d 2 M (n;R)actsas

g� z= (az+ b)(cz+ d)� 1 (z2 X ):

Them axim alcom pactsubgroup K identi� eswith U(n)underthestan-

dard em bedding

U(n)! G; u + iv 7!

�
u v

�v u

�

(u;v2 M (n;R)):

It is then clear that K = U(n) is the stabilizer ofx0 = iIn. In the

sequelweconsiderVC asthea� nepiece oftheprojective variety L of

Lagrangiansin C 2n;theem bedding isgiven by

VC 7! L; T 7! LT := f(T(v);v)jv 2 C
ng:

It is then clear that G C = Sp(n;C) acts on L; in sym bols: g =�
a b

c d

�

2 G C with appropriatea;:::;d 2 M (n;C)actsas

g� L = f(av+ bw;cv+ dw)j(v;w)2 C
n � C

n = C
2ng (L 2 L):

ThespaceL ishom ogeneousunderG C.Ifwechoosethebasepoint

x0 $ L0 = f(iv;v)jv 2 C
ng;

then thestabilizerofx0 in G C istheSiegelparabolic

S
+ = K C n P

+ and P
+ =

�

1 +

�
u �iu

�iu �u

�

ju 2 VC

�

:

Thuswehave

L = G C � L0 ’ G C=S
+
:

Som etim es it is usefulto take the conjugate base point x0 = �iIn.

Then thestabilizerofL0 in L istheopppositeSiegelparabolic

S
� = K C n P

� and P
� =

�

1 +

�
u iu

iu �u

�

ju 2 VC

�

and
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L = G C � L0 ’ G C=S
�
:

Next we com e to the realization ofthe a� ne com plexi� cation of

X C = G C=K C.W econsidertheG C-equivariantem bedding

X C ! L � L; gK C 7! (g� L0;g� L0):

Itisnothard to seethat

X C = f(L;L0)2 L � L jL + L
0= C

2ng;

i.e.,X C isthea� nevariety ofpairsoftransversalLagrangians.

SetX = V � iW and notethatthem ap z7! z identi� esX with X

in a G-equivarinat,butantiholom orphicm anner.

Nextwecom eto thesubjectm atter,thecrown dom ain ofX :

� = X � X � XC :

Let us denote by @� the topologicalboundary of� in XC. The

goalisto resolve@� by a conebundleoverthea� nesym m etricspace

Y = G=H whereH = Gl(n;R)isthestructuregroup oftheEuclidean

Jordan algebra V .

W ede� nean involution � on G by

�(g)= In;ngIn;n where In;n =

�
In

�In

�

:

The� xed pointsetof� is

H =

��
a

a� t

�

ja 2 Gl(n;R)

�

= Gl(n;R):

W e write h for the Lie algebra ofH and denote by � as wellthe

derived involution on g.The�-eigenspacedecom position on g shallbe

denoted by

g = h+ q where q=

�
0 V

V 0

�

:

W riteq+ =

�
0 V

0 0

�

and q� =

�
0 0

V 0

�

and notethat

q= q
+ � q

�

isthesplitting ofq into two inequivalentirreducibleH -m odules.

Thea� nespaceY = G=H adm its(up tosign)auniqueH -invariant

convex open cone C � q,containing no a� ne linesand consisting of

hyperbolicelem ents.Explicitely:
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C =

�
0 W

W 0

�

= W � W � q
+ � q

�
:

W eform theconebundle

C = G � H W

and notethatthereisa naturalG-equivariantm ap

P :G � H C ! � ; [g;(y1;y2)]7! g� (iy1;(iy2)
� 1):

Letusverify thatthism ap isin factde� ned. Forthatone needs to

check that for h 2 H and y1;y2 2 W ,the elem ents (h;y1;y2) and

(1;hy1h
t;h� ty2h

� 1)havethesam eim age.Indeed,

h � (iy1;(iy2)
� 1)= (ihy1h

t
;h(iy2)

� 1
h
t)= (ihy1h

t
;(ih� ty2h

� 1)� 1)

which wasasserted.

Lem m a 2.1.The m ap P :C ! � isonto.

Proof.W rite A forthe group ofdiagonalm atricesin G with positive

entries. Note that the Lie algebra a ofA is a m axim al at in p =

g\ Sym (2n;R).In general,we know thatp = Ad(K )a.Furtherm ore,

ifW d denotes the diagonalpart ofW ,then iW d = A � x0. From

G = K AK it m ow follows that forany two points (z;w)2 X there

exist a g 2 G such that g � (z;w) = (x0;w
0) with w 0 2 iW d. As a

consequence weobtain that

� = G � (iWd;�iIn):

Clearly the right hand side is contained in the im age ofP and this

� nishestheproof. �

R em ark 2.2. (a) The m ap P is not injective. W e shallgive two

di�erentargum entsfor thisassertion,beginning with an abstractone.

IfP were injective,then P establishes an hom eoporphism between �

and C = G � H C.In particular� ishom otopy equivalentto Y = G=H .

Butwe know that� iscontractible;a contradiction.

M ore concretely for k 2 K ;k 6= 1,the elem ents [k;(iIn;�iIn)]6=

[1;(iIn;�iIn)]have the sam e im age in � . Itshould be rem arked how-

ever,thatthe m ap isgenerically injective.

(b) As H acts properly on C,itfollows thatG acts properly on the

cone-bundle G � H C. Further itis nothard to see thatthe m ap P is

proper.
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W eneed a m oreinvariantform ulation ofthem ap P.Forthat,note

thattherationalm ap

VC ! VC; z7! �z� 1

belongsto K . Itsextension to L,shallbe denoted by s0 and isgiven

by

s0(L)= f(�w;v)2 C
2n j(v;w)2 Lg:

Also,the anti-sym plectic m ap VC ! VC;z 7! �z hasa naturalexten-

sion to L given by

L 7! �L := f(�v;w)2 C
2n j(v;w)2 Lg:

In thisway,wecan rewriteP as

P :G � H C ! � ; [g;(y1;y2)]7! g� (iy1;�s0(iy2))

and weseethatP extendsto a continuousm ap

~P :G � H q! L � L; [g;(y1;y2)]7! g� (iy1;�s0(iy2)):

W e restrict ~P to G � H @C and callthisrestriction p. Itisclearthat

im piscontained in theboundary of� in L � L.Buteven m oreistrue:

the following proposition constitutes a G-equivariant \resolution" of

@� .

Proposition 2.3.im p� @� and the G-equivariantm ap

p:G � H @C ! @� ; [g;(y1;y2)]7! g� (iy1;�s0(iy2))

isonto and proper.

Proof.W e� rstshow that im p� @� .Thism eansthatim p� XC.So

wehaveto verify thatfory1;y2 2 cl(W )theLagrangians

L1 = f(iy1v;v)jv 2 C
ng and L2 = f(w;iy2w)jw 2 C

ng

are transversal. W e use the structure group H to bring y1 in norm al

form

y1 = diag(1;:::;1
| {z }
p�tim es

;0;:::;0):

Thus(iy1v;v)= (w;iy2w)forsom ev;w 2 C
n m eansexplicitely that

(iv1;iv2;:::;ivp;0;:::;0;v1;:::;vn)= (w1;:::;wn;iy2(w)):

W econcludethatwp+ 1 = :::= wn = 0.Ifp= 0,then weare� nished.

So letusassum ethatp> 0.Butthen

y2 =

�
�Ip �

� �

�
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and thiscontradictsthefactthaty2 ispositivesem i-de� nite.

W eturn ourattention to theonto-nessofp.Firstwenotethat

(2.1) @C = W � @W q @W � @W q @W � W :

Next we note that the closure cl(X ) in L equals the geodesic com -

pacti� cation. As a result @X = K � (i@Wd) = K � (i@W ). Likewise

@X = K � (�i@W ).Observe that

(2.2) @� =
�
X � @X q @X � @X q @X � X

�
\ X C :

W e� rstshow thatX � @X � im p,even m oreprecisely p(G �H (W �

@W ))= X � @X .In fact,

X � @X = G � (iIn;K � i@W )= G � (iIn;i@W )

and the claim is im plied by (2.1). In the m anner one veri� es that

@X � X � im p.

In order to conclude the proofit is now enough to show that p is

proper. This isbecause properm apsare closed and we have already

seen thatim pcontainsthedensepieceX � @X q @X � X � @� .Now to

seethatpisproper,itisenough toshow thatinverseim agesofcom pact

subsets in [@X � @X ]\ X C are com pact. Forthe otherpieces in @�

thisism oreorlessautom atic:UsethatG actsproperly on X ,resp.X

which im pliesthatG actsproperly on X � @X resp.@X � X ;likewise

G actsproperly on G � H (W � @W )and G � H (@W � W ). Thuswe

areaboutto show thatpreim agesofcom pacta in [@X � @X ]\ X C are

again com pact.Butthisism oreorlessim m ediatefrom transversality;

Iallow m yselfto skip thedetails. �

R em ark 2.4.Forn = 1 the m ap p isin facta hom eom orphism which

we showed in [3]. If n > 1, the m ap p fails to be injective by the

sam e com putationalreason shown in the preceeding rem ark.However,

we em phasize that the m ap is generically injective and that pj@C is

injective.
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