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Abstract

Let G be a Hermitian Lie group. We prove Wehrl-type L2(G) — L? (G) inequalities for
matrix coefficients of vector-valued holomorphic discrete series of G, for even integers
p = 2n. The optimal constant is expressed in terms of Harish-Chandra formal degrees
for the discrete series. We prove the maximizers are precisely the reproducing kernels.
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1 Introduction

In the present paper we shall study the L? — L optimal inequalities for matrix coef-
ficients for holomorphic discrete series representations of Hermitian Lie groups. We
start with a brief introduction on the main problem.

1.1 Background and Main Problem

Let (G, 7, ‘H) be a unitary irreducible representation of a Lie group G and assume that
7 is a discrete series relative to a homogeneous space G/ H for a closed subgroup H C
G, namely the square norms of the matrix coefficients (7 (g)u, v), g € G, u, v € Hare
well-defined as elements in L2(G/ H) for a certain G-invariant measure on G/H. The
matrix coefficients are in L°° by the unitarity. It is a natural and important question to
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find the optimal estimates for the L”-norm for p > 2 as it is related to other questions
and concepts.

The most studied case is when G is the Heisenberg group G = R x C", and the
unitary representation (G, 7, ) is on the Fock space H = F(C"),oron H = L*(R")
in the Schrodinger model. The relevant optimal estimates are sometimes called Wehrl
inequalities [29]. The matrix coefficients (7w (g) f, fo), when restricted to C* = G /R,
are in the space L2(C"). The Fock space H = F(C") has a reproducing kernel
e{&¥) which maximizes the evaluation at w among elements of fixed L%-norm. Fix
fo = 1 as the reproducing kernel ¢/“*) at w = 0 (or the Gaussian function in the
Schrodinger model). For each positive operator T > 0 of unit trace, Tr T = 1, the
matrix coefficients F(g) = (T (g) fo, m(g) fo) = Tr(T7(g) fo ® (7w (g) fo)*) define
a probability measure on C" = G /R, f(cn F(g)dg = 1 by Weyl’s Plancherel formula
(up to a normalization). Wehrl [29] proposed the quantity — [ F(g)In F(g)dg as
a classical entropy corresponding to the quantum entropy —Tr (7 InT') of T. Wehrl
investigated the question when the entropy is minimal. It is easy to see this must happen
forsome T' = f® f* apure tensor, by concavity of the function —x In x, so it is enough
to consider these pure tensors. Wehrl conjectured the classical entropy is minimal for
f = m(g) fo, a translation of the function fy = 1 (or the Gaussian function in the
Schrédinger model) by an element g € G. Lieb [15] studied a more general question
on the optimal L?>(C") — L?(C") boundedness, p > 2 for the matrix coefficients
(m(g)f, fo), g € C*, and proved that the maximizers are precisely achieved by f =
1 (go) fo for some go € G; the Wehrl conjecture becomes an immediate consequence
by taking the derivative at p = 2 of the inequality for p > 2.

When G is a compact semisimple Lie group any irreducible representation (i, H)
is finite-dimensional, and there is also a preferred choice of the vector vy, namely the
highest weight vector or its translates under the action of G, similar to the function
fo = 1 above for the Heisenberg group. The Schur orthogonality computes L2-norms
of the matrix coefficients (7 (g) f, fo), ¢ € G using the dimension of H and it is a
natural problem to find L?> — L? optimal estimates. In [2] a statement on the L2 — L*
optimal estimate was given with a sketch of the proof. For G = SU(2) the Wehrl
L? — L? inequality [29] was proved by Lieb and Solovej [16] more than 30 years
later. They also proved the inequality [17] for G = SU(N) and for the symmetric
tensor power S (CV) representations of G. They used methods quite different from the
classical analytic method [15] by introducing quantum channel operators and proving
more general results about the eigenvalue distribution of these operators.

The next interesting and challenging case is for real simple non-compact Lie groups
G and their discrete series representations (7, H). Harish-Chandra has generalized the
Schur orthogonality relations for compact groups using the formal degree. It suggests
that there should also be optimal L? — L? estimates for the matrix coefficients, p=2.
When G = SU(1, 1) Lieb and Solovej [18] proved optimal L? — L? estimates for the
Bergman space as holomorphic discrete series representations of G for even integers
p = 2n by using direct computations. This was generalized to all p > 2 by Kulikov
[14] using the isoperimetric inequality for the hyperbolic area of sublevel sets of the
holomorphic functions (as sections of the cotangent bundle with the dual hyperbolic
metric). In all these cases, G = R x C", SU(2) and SU(1, 1), the inequalities are

@ Springer



Wehrl Inequalities for Matrix Coefficients Page 3 of 35 324

proved for any general positive convex function instead of the L”-norm. A general
systematic treatment is given by Frank [5].

1.2 Our Main Results and Methods

We consider now a Hermitian Lie group G and its holomorphic discrete series
(H A, ma) with highest weight A. The discrete series will be realized as the Bergman
space of Vj-valued holomorphic functions on the bounded symmetric domain D =
G/K of G with (V,, ta, K) the unitary representation of K with K-highest weight
A. We will write T = 7, in the rest of the text if no confusion would arise. The
holomorphic functions can be realized as sections of the holomorphic vector bun-
dle over D with the Harish-Chandra realization of D, and the metric on the bundle
can be expressed as (tp(B(z, 2 Hv, v) using the Bergman operator B(z, 7); see
Definition 2.1 below. The tensor product VI‘?" has an irreducible component V;, 5 of
multiplicity one, now let P = P4 : V[(\X’" — VA be the orthogonal projection. Write
P(f®)(z) = P(f®"(z)), the point-wise orthogonal projection. Our main result is
the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 5.4) Let n > 2 be an integer, (Va, T, K) be
an irreducible representation of K with a unit highest weight vector va and H  the
holomorphic discrete series realized as the Bergman space of V-valued holomorphic
functions. Then

P13 <c”“(d§)n||f||2" (1)
Hpa — G dH Ha>
nA
and -
@y
IFpI, < o =2 | Frll2n )
dnA

for f € Hp and Fr(g) := (w(g)f,va), & € G. The equality holds if and only if
f(z) = cK(z, w)t(k)vp for somew € D,k € K, c € C.

The precise notation is found below. When H, is a scalar holomorphic discrete
series this result is proved in [30].

We explain briefly our methods and some auxiliary results. First we consider the
n-fold tensor power H%n of the discrete series. The orthogonal projection P f(z)®"
of f(2)®" € Vf’” onto the highest component (also called the Cartan component)
Vaa C ®"Vp defines a G-intertwining operator onto the discrete series Hj, 5. This
follows from some general facts for holomorphic discrete series [23]. Thus there should
be an inequality. The constant in the inequality is abstractly obtained by the Harish-
Chandra formal degree. However the constant is only determined up to normalization,
whereas our Bergman space is defined by the usual normalization. We then find the
exact formula for the Harish-Chandra formal degree by using the evaluation of the
Selberg Beta integral [1, 4]; see Proposition 4.3 below. As a consequence we find
also in Theorem 4.4 the formula for the reproducing kernel under our normalization.
To prove that the maximizers are achieved by the reproducing kernel we prove that
they are eigenvectors of Toeplitz operators [30] and that they define the bounded
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point evaluations. We finally use the earlier results in [2] about Wehrl inequalities for
compact groups. However, we realized the proof in [2] is incomplete and we provide
a full proof in Appendix A.

For the unit disk D = SU(1, 1)/U (1) we find in Theorem 6.2 an improved Wehrl
inequality with a precise extra term added on the left hand side of the Wehrl inequality
(1); the extra term involves first and second derivatives of f. Our result might lead to
finding an improved Wehrl L2 — LP-inequality for the Bergman space on the unit disc
[5, 14] and for the Fock space [6].

1.3 Further Questions

There are quite a few open questions related to the Wehrl inequality. The Wehrl L? —
LP-inequality for the Bergman space on the unit ball in C", n > 2 is still open. In
[17] the equality is proved for Bergman spaces of holomorphic sections of symmetric
tangent bundles on the projective space P* = SU (n+1)/U (n) using quantum channels
[16]. These channels can be defined [30] for the general holomorphic discrete series
for SU (n, 1).In[7, 8] the limit formulae for the functional calculus of the channels are
found generalizing earlier results of [ 17]. It would be interesting to study the eigenvalue
distributions of the channel operators for other representations of SU (n+ 1) and for the
non-compact group SU (1, 1). Kulikov [14] proved some subtle properties about the
hyperbolic area of holomorphic functions in the Bergman space using isoperimetric
inequalities. It might be important to study the volumes of sublevel sets for holomophic
functions in Bergman space in higher dimensions rather than isoperimetric problems
for general sets. For a discrete series (H, =, G) of a semisimple Lie group it seems a
rather challenging problem to find the optimal L? — L" estimates.

1.4 Organization of the Paper

In Sect.2 we recall some necessary known results on Hermitian symmetric spaces
G /K, and in Sect.3 we introduce holomorphic discrete series representations of G
and their realizations as Bergman spaces of vector-valued holomorphic functions on
D. We find in Sect. 4 the exact formula for the Harish-Chandra formal degrees under
our (somewhat standard) normalization of the metric on G /K. The Wehrl inequalities
are proved in Sect.5. An improved Wehrl inequality for the unit disc is proved in
Sect. 6. In Appendix A we give a complete proof for Wehrl inequalities for compact
semisimple Lie groups and in Appendix B we prove that the bounded point evaluations
for our Bergman space of vector-valued holomorphic functions are given by the points
in D = G/K, and they are all needed to prove the Wehrl inequalities in Sect.5.

1.5 Notation

For the convenience of the reader we add a list of the most common notation in the
paper.

(1) G is a simple Hermitian Lie group and G/K is a Hermitian symmetric space.
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(2) gis the Lie algebra of G.
(3) g€ = pt @ ¢C @ p~ is the decomposition of the Lie algebra into eigenspaces of
a central element of ¢C.
(4) D = G/K is the bounded Hermitian symmetric domain of rank r realized in
pt =CN.
(5) A are the roots of g€ with respect to the Cartan subalgebra hC of €€, which is also
a Cartan subalgebra of gC.
(6) (Va, ta, K) is arepresentation of K of highest weight A.
(7) (Ha, ma, G) is the holomorphic discrete series of G associated to the represen-
tation (Va, 7, K).
(8) The Haar measure of G is normalized by [, f(g)dg = [p ([ f(xk)dk) di(x),
where [} dk = 1 and d¢ is defined in (7).
) d? and dp is the formal degree for a holomorphic discrete series (Ha, wa, G),
by different normalizations, see (11) and (13).
(10) P, is the projection onto an irreducible K -representation of highest weight A.
(11) Qg is the projection onto the Cartan component of highest weight nA H,5 <
H%". For SU(1,1), Qf is the projection onto the irreducible component
Hu+u+2k - HM ® Hv-

2 Hermitian Symmetric Spaces Realized as Bounded Domains
D=G/K

We recall briefly some known facts on Hermitian symmetric spaces and related Lie
algebras. We shall use the Jordan triple description; see [19] and [25, Chapter 2.5].

2.1 Hermitian Symmetric Spaces G/K and the Lie Algebra g of G

Let G be a connected simple Lie group of real rank r, K its maximal compact subgroup,
and G/K a Hermitian symmetric space of complex dimension N. Let g be the Lie
algebra of G and g = £ + p the Cartan decomposition with Cartan involution 6. Then
¢ has one-dimensional center, so £ = [£, £{] ® RZ, where Z generates the center and
is normalized so that J := ad(Z) defines a complex structure on p. This implies the
existence of a Hermitian complex structure on the symmetric space D = G/K. Let
f C € be a maximal Cartan subalgebra for €, then its complexification h© C €€ c g©
is also a Cartan subalgebra for g since €€ and g€ are of the same rank. The roots A
of h(c in g(c are A = A, U A,, where A, are the compact roots o with gy < tC, and
A, the non-compact roots o with go € pC. We choose an ordering of roots so that
J = ad(Z) acts on A,jf = ATNA, as +i. For every & € AT we fix an sl,-triple such
that hy € ih, €14 € g+4 and

[ha, eq] = 2eq, O(ey) = —e_q, len, e—q] = hqy.

We then have the decomposition g€ = €€ @ p™ @ p~ with pt and p~ being the sum
of the non-compact positive and negative roots, respectively and given by
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piz{v:FiJv:vep}.

Note that p_+ =p,
[t pt1=0[".p1=0,
and

pt,p 1=t

Denote
D(u,v) = [u,v] € €€

identified with its action on p™ = CV,

D(u, D)w = ad(D(u, v))(w) = [D(u,v), w], wu,v,w ept =CV.
Then the triple product D (u, v)w is symmetricinu and w.Let Q(u) : p~ = CcN - pt
and Q(¥) : pT — p~ be the quadratic maps

Qu)v = %D(u,ﬁ)u, Q@)u = %D(E, wu, uept,vep,

See [19].

Let {y;};_, be the strongly orthogonal non-compact roots starting with the highest
root y1, where r is the real rank of G. Denote the corresponding co-roots and root
vectors of y; of by

hj = hy;, exj = exy,

chosen as in [4] so that ex-; = e+, and ¢; is a tripotent [19], O(e;)e; = e;. The root
vectors {e;}!_, form a frame, i.e. a maximal orthogonal system of primitive tripotents
of unit norm, in the sense of [19, Section 5.1]. Leth~™ = Z;‘=1 Rhj,thenh = h~@hT,
where b is the orthocomplement of h~. Restricting the hC roots in A toih™ we
obtain the y;, 1 < j < r with multiplicity 1, 3% 1 <i < j < r all with the same

multiplicity a and %’ all with the same multiplicity b [13, 25].

Let
r(r—1)
p=@0—Da+b+2 n =r+aT.
The dimension N is then
N =n| +rb.
Note that the integer p can be computed as p = Tr(D(e?L, e lp+) =

Tr(D(ej, e;)| p+) for any j. Now we normalize the K-invariant Euclidean inner

product on CV by
1
(v, w) = (v, W)p+ = ;Tr(D(v,w)|p+), 3)

so that [|e;|| = 1 for any j and the {ej};.:1 are orthogonal.
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2.2 The Harish-Chandra Realization of G in G© = PtKCP~ and the Bergman
Operator

The symmetric space D = G /K can be realized as a circular convex bounded domain
in CV = p* as follows, also called the Harish-Chandra realization. Consider the
natural inclusion map followed by the quotient map

G Gt =pPtk®P™ - GC/kCP = ptxpt.

Then K is mapped into the reference point 0 € p™ and it induces an injective
holomorphic map and the Harish-Chandra realization of

D:=G/K=G-0Cpt.
To describe the action of G on D we need some quantities.

Definition 2.1 The Bergman operator is defined as
B(x,3) =1~ D5+ Q)07 : C¥ — CV.

It follows from [19, Theorem 8.11] that the element B(z, D le KCforze D=
G/K c CV and
B(z,7) ! = K(C—part of exp(z) exp(z)

under the decomposition G€ = PTKCP~.
We also have another norm on C¥, the spectral norm | — |, such that D is a unit
ball with the norm,
D={zeC"|z| <1},

see [19, Theorem 4.1]. Furthermore, we have the following polar decomposition
D = {Ad(k)(tie1 + -+ trey) |k € K, 1; € [0, D};
see [19, Theorem 3.17].
We identify the holomorphic tangent space TZ“’O)(D) of D c CN atz € D with
CV, TZ(I’O)(D) = p*. Denote Jg(2) = dg(z), the Jacobian of the holomorphic map
g : D — D in local coordinates,

Je(2): CV = 19Dy > 19 (D) = CV.

The identification of CV with 7.""¥ (D) is done by realizing D € CV. Now B(z, 7)
acts on CV by the adjoint action, and we have the following important transformation
rule [19, Lemma 2.11]

Jo@*B(g-2,80 g =B D “)
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As B(0, 0) = I it then follows directly that
B(g-0,g-0) = Jg(0)J,(0)*. 5

The Jacobian J,(z) can be obtained from the more general canonical automorphy
factor J (g, z) [25, Lemma 5.3] defined by

J(g,2) = KC - part of g - exp(z);
we have Jo(z) = Ad(J(g, z)). Since elements in K C are realized as linear maps on

p* via the adjoint action we can identify J,(z) with J(g, z), but it will be clear from
context which one is meant. In particular we have Ji(z) = J(k, z) = k.

3 Holomorphic Discrete Series of G Realized as Bergman Spaces of
Vector-Valued Holomorphic Functions on D

3.1 Bergman Space of Holomorphic Functions on D: Invariant Measure

Let dm(z) be the Lebesgue measure defined by the inner product (3). The Bergman
space of holomorphic functions f(z) on D such that

/ |f(2)2dm(z) < o0
D

has the reproducing kernel, up to a normalization constant (which will be determined
below for general Bergman spaces),

det B(z, w) ™' = h(z, w)™? (6)

where h(z, w) is an irreducible polynomial holomorphic in z and anti-holomorphic in
w and of maximal bi-degree (r, r); see e.g. [4, 13]. Now by [19, Corollary 3.15] for

z= Z;':l Ajej

h(z.z) =[] = 1xP.
j=1

Note that this actually describes /(z, z) for any z € CV as

CN = Ad(K) (Z R>0ei> .

i=1
The Bergman metric on D at z € D is given by
(v, w); = (B(z,2) " 'v, w)ewn
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for v,w € T,D = CV. By the transformation property (4) the Bergman metric is
invariant under G. We note that for k € K we have B(k - z, m) = kB(z, Z)k’l, and
thus for

z=Mer+... e

we get that
,
det(B(k-z.k-2)7 ") =det(B(z. )"y = [ [ = In;H 7.
j=1
The G-invariant Riemannian measure on D = G /K is obtained from the Bergman

metric by
di(z) = det B(z, 2) " 'dm(z) = h(z, 2)"Pdm(z). @)

3.2 Bergman Space of Vector-Valued Holomorphic Functions
Let (Va, Ta, K) be an irreducible unitary representation of K of highest weight A. It
can be extended to a rational representation of KC on the space V. The K -unitary
inner product on V will be denoted by (—, —);.

We now introduce the holomorphic discrete series.
Definition 3.1 Let (V, ta, K) be an irreducible representation of K with highest

weight A. Let H be the Hilbert space of holomorphic functions f : D — V, with
the norm square

IIfII%“ = / (T(B(z,2) "N f (@), f(2))rdu(z) < o0. (8)
D
The holomorphic discrete series is (H s, wa, G), with the unitary representation

(AR @) =11 g™ 2, ©)

provided H  is non-trivial.
Indeed, the space H s in Definition 3.1 could be trivial. The Harish-Chandra condi-
tion give a characterization for H 4 ; see e.g. [9, Lemma 27, Paragraph 9], [13, equality

(6)], [28, II, Theorem 6.5].

Theorem 3.2 Let A be the highest weight of (Va, T, K) and let p = % Za€A+ o be
the half sum of positive roots A™. If

(A+p)(h1) <0
then the Hilbert space Hp # {0} and defines a discrete series of G.

@ Springer
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The Hilbert space H has reproducing kernel Ky (z) = K(z,w) = Kp(z, w)
taking values in End(Vy ), holomorphic in z and anti-holomorphic in w such that for
any v € Vu, f € Ha, we have Ky,v € Hx, and

(fv KwU)HA = <f('lU), U)'L"

The kernel K can be computed using the Bergman operator [13, Paragraph 4]: There
is a constant C(A) > 0, to be evaluated in Theorem 4.4, such that

K(z,2) = C(A)T(B(z,2)) = C(A)T(J4(0)J4(0)") (10)
where z = g - 0. It follows by holomorphicity in z and anti-holomorphicity in w that
K(z,w) = C(A)T(B(z, w)).

Furthermore
K(g-z,8-w) =1(Jg(2)K(z, w)T(Jg(w))".

From (10) we see that for any z € D
K(z,0) =C(A)I.

Thus for any v € V, the constant function v is in Ha, as v = C(A)'Kopv € Hy.

Furthermore, the space of V) -valued polynomials is dense in H 5, and as a repre-
sentation of K itis P ® V, where P is the space of scalar-valued polynomials; see
e.g. [3].

4 The Formal Degree of the Holomorphic Discrete Series

The formal degree of the discrete series (H, w, G) of a semisimple Lie group G is
a proportionality constant between the |(u, v)|? for u, v € H and the L?(G)-norm
square of the matrix coefficient (7 (g)u, v). Harish-Chandra [9] has computed the
formal degree up to a normalization constant. We shall find the exact formula for the
formal degree under our normalization (3) above. The formal degree will appear in
the Wehrl inequality in the next section.

4.1 Definition of the Formal Degree

Harish-Chandra [9, Theorem 1] shows that for a holomorphic discrete series repre-
sentation H and f1, fo € Ha there exists a positive number dy, called the formal
degree of H 5, such that

/G (ma(@) fi, f2)r, 1Pdg = d AP AP, (11)
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where all the inner products are in 5. We now normalize the Haar measure on G so

that
/ Fle)dg = / ( / f(xk)dk) dux),
G D K

where we realize G as the set D x K with the invariant measure on D = G /K from
(7) and the Haar measure on K is normalized so that f x dk =1

Harish-Chandra found a formula for the formal degree up to some normalization
of the Haar measure on G [9, Theorem 4]. It is given by the following

dimG—rank K l—[ A(hy) + p(hy)

=1 2 iy (12)

aeAT

where p = % Za ca+ @. (Harish-Chandra’s formula was the absolute of the above

. . dimG—rank K . . .
formula without the sign (—1) U and we take the sign with us to make it a

polynomial in A and coincide with the absolute value for discrete series.)
It follows that there is a constant ¢ such that

dp = cg - diY. (13)

We shall find this constant by choosing scalar representations t of K and by evaluating
both degrees.

4.2 Scalar Holomorphic Discrete Series

This series of representations is very well understood; see e.g. [3, 4, 28, 29]. Let

A € Z4 be aninteger and let 7 (k) = det(Ad(k)|CN)7%, k € K. Then up to a covering
of G t defines a character of K, and the covering will have no effect on our results
as we have fixed the integration of K so that || x dk = 1. We see that for H € b the
scalar highest weight A of 7 is given by

d d —tXTr(ad A
AH) = —l=oz(e'") = —li—oe "7 r@d(Hlen) 20 (H).

where p, = % ZaeA; o. Thus we getfor 1 < j <r[13,(1.4)]

A(hj) = —A.
We shall identify the weight A with the scalar —X and write the corresponding T as
7_,. The condition in Theorem 3.2 becomes A > p —1;see [13, Section 4]. The Hibert

space H is usually called the weighted Bergman space with weight A — p > —1.
The norm square (8) is now given by

171, = [ @R R 2 e = [ 17@R ke 2 dn )
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with 7_; (B(z,2)) "' = h(z, z)*, and the representation 775 becomes

7A@ f(2) = det(J1 ()7 f(g7'2), g €.

The following result follows easily from the definition and the mean value property
of holomorphic functions.

Lemma4.1 Let A > p — 1 and A be as above. For the representation T (k) = 1_; (k)
the formal dimension d of H is given by

dy' = fG h(g-0.g-0Ydu(g) = fD h(z, 2"~ Pdm(2).

Proof We take f; = f> = 1in Eq. (11). The LHS becomes

fG [(ma (@)1, )3, 1%dg,
and the integrand is by K-invariance
(A (@)1, D, 17 = [(ra (@) D(O)P1 (D),
where ¢, (D) = fD h(z, z)*di(z). Moreover by (5), and (6),
2 2 -1 1
(A (@) D07 = [det(J-1 (0] 7 = (g™ - 0,8 - 0)]
so that the LHS is
1.(D)? / h(g™'-0,87" - 0)*di(g) = 1,.(D)? f h(g-0,g-0)*di(g)
G G

= 1,(D)? f h(z, 2)*du(z),
D

by our normalization of dg. The RHS of (11) is dglc »(D)?, and our claims follows. O

4.3 Evaluation of the Constant cg

We will use Lemma 4.1 to find the exact value of d for the scalar representation t_
and further for general discrete series. First we need some notation [4]. Let

Lo =[]T6; -G =D

Jj=1
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be Gindikin’s Gamma function associated with the root multiplicity a (without the
factor (277)%), for vectors s = (s1,...,s) and 'y (A) := T, ((A, ..., 1)). Thus

F( k———(]—l))
F(A) H -(—-D%)

A sketch for the evaluation of the integral Xm was given in [4, Theorem 3.6]; we give
a detailed proof by using the known evaluation formula for the Selberg integral [1] as
they are of importance for our main results.

Proposition4.2 [ft = t_; with A > p — 1 then we have

VT = )

d’]=/h L2 Pdm(z) =
A A (z,2) m(z) TG0

Proof The first equality is Lemma 4.1. We evaluate the integral by starting with the
polar decomposition [10, Chapter I, Theorem 5.17] for CN,

/CN f@dmz)=C [;°... [° [¢ flk- (el +...tre,))dk2"

2b+1

fLrann 1 |tj2 —t2%dty ... dt,

for some constant C. We calculate the exact value of this constant C. Let f be the
. . . . 2
K -invariant Gaussian function f(z) = e~ 1¥II", then

,,N:/ 1P g 2)

_ C/ / o= F Ao H;Z’Hl H |t —|"an ...dt,

Jj<k

_ / / e T2 [ Isy — selds ..

j<k

From [1, Corollary 8.2.2] we find

f / e~ (o1 +S’)l_[ l_[|s — sk|%dsy .

j<k
_lilr(b+1+(j— DS)T(1+j4)
; r(1+%)
Hence we have
r r(1+%)
c=nV 2 . (14)
HF(b+1+(j— D)T(1+j%)
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It follows that
/ h(z, 2)*"Pdm(z)

—C/ / h(tier + ... tre,)*™ 1’2’1_[th+1 1_[ |67 — | "dn ... diy

Jj<k

/ /ﬂ(l—s)”]"_[ [Tl —scldsi ...

j<k

This is a Selberg integral and is evaluated by [1, Theorem 8.1.1]

/ f]"[(l—s)”ﬂ [Tl —seldsi ...

j<k

, (15)
Fe+1+G-—DHT(A—p+1+G —-DET(1+,%)
e FA=—p+b+2+0r+j-25T(1+9%)
Hence
7' = / h(z, 2 Pdm(2)
D
LT+ 1+(G—D5T(A—p+1+(G — DT (1+j%)
:Cl_[ . a a
i TA—p+b+2+0¢+;i—-25T(1+%)
_an—[ F(A—p+1+(—DF)
FA—p+b+2+@+j—2)5%5)
JTaim )
Fa(d)
O

Now we can finally find the exact value of the constant c. Recall the Pochammer
symbol (xX)y =x(x+1)---(x +k—1).
Proposition 4.3 With our normalization of the Haar measure the formal degree is
given by
dA = Ccd?,

where dlle is given by Eq. (12) and

r—1
c=n""rI[]C+i
i=1
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for G = Sp(n, R),
cG = n_N(m - %)(Zm — 2

for G = S00(2,2m — 1), and

( +(]—1)2+1) :

_Nn (1+G-D9) _NH(+(j_1)§>¥

for all other irreducible Hermitian symmetric spaces.

Proof The constant c¢ is independent of A and can be found by choosing the repre-
sentations 7_, above. First we investigate d? by evaluating A (k) on the co-roots h.
From [13, (1.4)] we see that for any of the strongly orthogonal co-roots /; we have

A
A(h)) = ==2p(h)) = —
p
In fact, using that

E=RZ DI €

is an orthogonal decomposition, and the fact that A|fg ¢ = 0, we get that

—A:A(h1)=A<<hl’Z)Z> - @) gy HAD
(Z,7) (vi,iXZ, Z) (vi,iXZ, Z)
Thus for any root & € A™ we get that
Alhy) = A<<ha: Z>Z> _22DANZ) _ 2NED) —A<y1’ Vl)'
(Z,Z) (Z, Z){a, a) (Z, Z){a, a) (o, o)

By [27] there are short and long roots and the strongly orthogonal roots are always

long. Say they are of length /, then the short roots are of length % Then

A(ha) = -

if o is long, and
Alhg) = —

if o is short.

We compare dR with d aspolynomials of L. We divide g into three cases depending
on the multiplicity being a = 1, a > 1 odd, and even. See e.g [3] for a list of the Lie
groups associated with all irreducible Hermitian symmetric spaces.

Case 1: G = Sp(r,R). Here ¢ = 1 and g(c = s5p(r,C) has AT = {26j};’.1:1 U
{€i £€j}1<i<j<, the Harish-Chandra roots are {26]'};-":1, p=>'_,(r+1—i),and
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A=—%(e1 +-- +e€1). We have

=n—N]L[ (r— 1@ -1)

Pl A — —(r + z))

is a polynomial with leading coefficient 7 V. The Harish-Chandra formal degree is

A—(r+1-)

-
r+1-5=1

Lo —(r+1-1)
H _
dA_l_[ r+1—i 1_[

i=1 l<i<j<r

Comparing this with dx we find

. . r—1
_ I+ r=br .
cg =n"Nr! 1_[ <r+ 3 ):n 2 r!l_!(2+l)i_
=

I<i<j<r

Case2: G =S500(2,2m —1).Herer =2, N =2m —1,a = 2m — 3 is odd, and

& is not an integer. We get
-

_ T (x — 22=3)
dy=aN z = A — A—2m+2 A= 1),
AT TG o1 -G —2mt2) < m )( m+2)...0=1)

The root system of g has A+ = {e; }m (YUle £ejhi<icj< w1th the Harish-Chandra

strongly orthogonal roots being €] + €2, €] — €2. Now p = 5 Zl=1 Qm+1-—2i)¢;
and comparing the two polynomials we find

cG = n7N<m — %)(Zm —2).

Case 3: The remaining cases. All roots are of the same (long) length as the Harish-
Chandra roots, with a being even and N /r an integer [3]. We have

v Ta®) r(x—G—-1%)
dA:T[ N— —N
Fa(A = 7) ,le( —7—(]—1)5)
v Ta) vp T =G -D9F)
=TT —_— =TT
Fa(h =) ,le( ~G-13)

=TI (-0-05- ),
j=1 !
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and as a polynomial of A its zeros are all given and it has leading coefficient 7~V
Also,
di = [ Al to0) g it o)
p(hq) p(hq)

aEAT aEAT

is a polynomial with the coefficient of the leading term being ]_[O[E A+ ,o(ho,)_1 and
zeros p(hy). It follows that the product of zeros is

r r(¥+(j—1)%+1)

H F(1+G—DY)

j=1
Consequently
r T(X+G-Dg+1) r
_N r 2 _N . a
co=7"] . =x " TI(1+G=D3),-
i T+G-D3) i 2/4
This finishes the proof. O

As a corollary we can find (v, v)3, for v € Vj, the constant C(A) and a precise
formula for the reproducing kernel.

Theorem 4.4 Let A be as above. Then for any unit vector v € Vp
(v, V), = d;l.
Furthermore, the reproducing kernel for the space H p is given by
K (z, w) = dat(B(z, w)).
Proof From (10) we have K (z, w) = C(A)t(B(z,w)), in particular K(z,0) =

C(A)I and
(f(0), v)r = CAf, v)H,-

It follows by the reproducing kernel formula that for any v, w € Vo C Hay,
dy (v, w)el? = APy (v, whp, P = |C<A)|2/G (T (@)v, w)p, IPdg
= [ 1ma @), w)<Pdg = [ 1201007 v, w)e P
G G

- /G (2 (T () v, w),[2dg.
(16)
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Let v be a unit vector and {v,} _ an orthonormal basis of V4, where d = dim(V4).
We compare (v, v)g, with L2- square norm of the corresponding matrix coefficients:

d
d(v, v)p, =dC(A)" = C(A)” IZ Vi, v ,:Zv,,v,

i=l
d
= f D (T (B 2) i, vi)edi(z) = f Tr(t(B(z,2))”du(2)
D D
d
= /G Tr(r(Jg<0>Jg<0>*>—1>dg=Z /G (T(J(0)J(0)*) vy, vi)edg
= Z / [{t(Jg ()" Vi, Vj)e Vel?dg = dy ! Z [{vi, vj)e _ddAl,
i,j=1 i,j=1
where the penultimate equality is by (16). Hence we get that for any unit vector v
(v, V)1, = Xm.

We also obtain that the constant C (A) is given by C(A) = dj. O

Remark 4.5 We note that as a consequence we obtain the following integral evaluation
da f Tr (ta(Bz 07™) du(z)
D

:CdA/ Tr(tp (B (thej,thej, ))2’“[2b+11_[t tkladtl dt,
[0,11" i i
j=1 j=1

Jj<k
= dim(Vy),

for any unit vector v, where C is the constant (14). This might be viewed as a general-
ization of the Selberg integral (15); in other words, the result is a consequence of the
Selberg integral evaluation and the Harish-Chandra formula for formal degree.

5 Wehrl Inequality for Holomorphic Discrete Series

We prove our main results on Wehrl-type inequalities. We keep the previous notation.

The tensor product below H; ® H; of two Hilbert spaces of holomorphic functions
on D will be realized as a space of holomorphic functions F'(z, w) in two variables.
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5.1 Tensor Products of Holomorphic Discrete Series and Intertwining Operators

We recall some known results on tensor product of holomorphic discrete series
representations [23].

Proposition 5.1 Let (Hp, A, G) and (Hp/, wpr, G) be two holomorphic discrete
series representations of highest weights A and A'. Then Hx ® H s is a direct sum of

representations of the form 1 a» with finite multiplicities. The corresponding highest
weights A" are of the form

A" = No— (myay + -+ 4+ myay),

where A is a weight of Vo ® Vs, m; are nonnegative integers and the a; € A} In
particular, there is an irreducible leading component

Harar S HA Q@ Ha
which is obtained by the intertwining map
Jo(F)(z) = Ppya F(z, 2). (17)
Here Pyypr - VAQVAr = Vasar C VARV isthe orthogonal projection. Moreover
Ha+ar appears in Ha ® Har with multiplicity one.

For any irreducible subrepresentation of Vo @ Var of K with highest weight A
and the corresponding projection Pp, : VA @ Vo — Vi, the map

F(z,w) = PpyF(z,2)

is an intertwining map onto an irreducible component of Hx @ H ar of highest weight
Ao.

We now find the exact constant Cs_»’ such that Cx s Jp is a partial isometry.

Proposition 5.2 Let Ha, Har and Jo be as in Proposition 5.1. Then Cp pJo is a
partial isometry, where

A(hy ha)) (A (hy hy
CG|1_[ (A(ha) + p(ha)) (A (ha) + p(ha))

(A + A)(he) + p(ha))p(ha) -

AA/

Proof The constant holomorphic function v is in Hy, for any v € V, [13], and
if vAo € V) and vy € Vj are highest weight vectors of unit length then so is
Ppia(va ® vpar) = va @ vpr. Hence

190w ® vadllr, = l1Pa+a @a ® vadllnt, . = Ca'wollvallry a7,
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Using Theorem 4.4 we see that

2 H H

c2 — [|Para(wa @ vadll”  dady  dpdy,
AN = = =

’ [oall? - [luarll? datar dy .

—e| 1 (Aha) + p(ha)) (A (he) + p(ha))
A (A FA)(he) + pha)) (p(ha))

5.2 Wehrl Inequality
We write Qg = Cx_a’Jo. We now prove our main result on the Wehrl-type inequality.

Theorem 5.3 The following Wehrl inequality holds for f € Ha and integers n > 2,

/D(P,,A((rA(B(z, DL @E, Pan(f(2)®") 5,5 de(2)

n—1 (dll-\l)n
-G H
dnA

( fD (ta(B(z, 2D £ (@), f(z,))rAdt(z)) .

The equality holds if and only if f = K,t(k)vp for someu € D, k € K and vy a
highest weight vector in V.

Proof We have that
Hun © H%n,

and it appears with multiplicity one by Proposition 5.1. Now let
Pun i VE" = Vya

be the projection. The operator
Jo : HE" — Hun

defined by
Jo(f1® -+ ® fu)(@) = Paa(f1(2) ® -+ ® fu(2)),

is then an intertwining map onto H, 4 ; this is Proposition 5.2 applied multiple times.
Furthermore, by Proposition 5.2,

1Ay
Qo = Ca nJo, Cjz\,n =c;"t T
(d})
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is a partial isometry. Applying this to the element f®" for f € H, we get

(@) (@)

PaA(F @A < ! i i LA,
nA nA

Q®n
e P =

or more explicitly

/D (Paa((Ta(B(z,2) 7 F@)®™), Paa(f(2)®"))1,,d1(2)

1 (dR)" "
<cg Vi (/ ({ta(B(z,2) ) f(2), f(z))rAdt(Z)> ,
nA D
proving the inequality.
We prove the rest of our Theorem for n = 2, and the same arguments are valid for
general n. Note that by Proposition 5.1 we can write

for=ap .

where far € manHar and fon = Qo(f ® f). Now the inequality is an equality if
and only if
far #0& A =2A

This holds if and only if
f=05Q0(). (18)

This is clearly true if f = K, t(k)va, because thenifu = g -0

f(@) =K@ wrkva =1 (¢ ' DK@ 2,07 (J(0)* T (k)va
= daT(Jg-1(2) " T (T (0)*T(k)va = dama(g) (T(Jg(0)*T(k)va) (2).

The identity (18) then follows by G-invariance of Qg and the fact that the vector
1(Jg(0))*T(k)vp is a translate of a highest weight vector.

Now suppose f € Hp is such that the equality (18) holds. By replacing f by
wa(g) f for some g € G we may assume that f(0) % O is a unit vector (note f is a
reproducing kernel if and only if w4 (g) f is). We prove first that f(z) = K(z, u)v for
some u € D and v € V,, and then that the vector v has to be a translate 7 (k)v of the
highest weight vector vy € V.

To prove that f(z) = K(z, u)v for some u and v we use the same idea as in [30].
Let z = (z;) be the coordinates of z € CV under some orthonormal basis. We consider
the Toeplitz operator 7; by coordinate functions 7; f (z) = z; f(z) on the space Hx.
First of all the operators 7; are bounded on H  ; indeed

||'n-fn2=/D<r(B<z,z)*1>zif<z>,af(z))Tdt(z)=/D|z,-|2<r(B(z,2)”>f(z),f(z)>fdt(z)

< [D Izl (t(B(z,2) ™) f(2), £(2))di(z) < Coll fI*
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since D is bounded. Write T; 1 F(z, w) = z; F(z, w) and T; 2 F (z, w) = w; F(z, w)
on the space H A ®H 5. From the definition of Qg we see that for any g € Hx ® Ha

Qo((Ti1 — Ti2)g) = Qo(zi —wi)g) =0.
Thus

(f & f’ (Tl',l - Ti,2)g>HA®HA = (QSQO(.}C & f)v (Ti,l - Ti,Z)g)HA(X)HA
=(Qo(f ® f), Qo((Ti,1 — Ti2)8)Hyp = 0.

Therefore (T;,1 — T; 2)*(f ® f) = 0, which is the same as

(TN f = fR(T51.

This implies that there is a u; € C such that
T;;f = u,-f.

We write u = (uy, ..., uy). This then implies that for any polynomial p (where p is
the polynomial where the coefficients are the complex conjugates of the original one)
inDandv = f(0) € Vp

(po. Py = (DT Tv, Flay = 0BT T frg = (0,560 s
=da(p@)v, f(0))r,.

Thus for any Vj-valued polynomial p

(P NIy =dalp@), f(0))c,-

That is, p — (p(u), f(0)) is a bounded evaluation and so by Lemma B.1 u € D.
Furthermore, f = K (z, #)v for some v € V), where v = d;l f(0).

Now we prove f(0) = t(k)va for v ahighest weight vector and for some k € K.
By Proposition 5.1 we see that for any irreducible representation Vi, € Va ® Vj the
map

F(z, w) = Pp(F(z, 2))

is an intertwining map Ha ® Hao — Ha,- Thus if Ag # 2A we have

Pro(f()® f(2)) =0, zeD.
In particular
Pao(f(0)® f(0)) =0,

for Ag # 2A. This reduces to a condition for tensor product decomposition of finite-
dimensional representations, and by Lemma A.1 we obtain that f(0) = t(k)v, for
v a highest weight vector. O
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We reformulate the theorem as an L2(G) — L? (G)-estimate for matrix coefficients.

Corollary 5.4 Let H be as above. Then we have the following L? — L*"-estimates

dHn n
fG l((g) f, vA>HA|2”dgsc’g;1( ») ( fG [((g) f, vA>HA|2dg) ,

dy
and equality holds if and only if f is as in Theorem 5.3 above.

Proof We realize V, 5 as the leading component in the tensor product Vf” as above,
with vf?" € Vua C VI‘\X’”. By the proof of Theorem 5.3 the projection

Qo : HY" — HY"
is given by
1 dy
Qo(f®)(2) = cg"* ( d;;A)n Pan f(2)®".
A

As vff’” € H,p < H%" the L?"-norm can be written, using (11), as

/G (A () £ va )iy [dg = /G (T2 (g) £2", vy, Pl

_ /G |(Tnn (8) Q0 ", Qo) 2dg

= d, A 100 (fE) 3, 10N, ,»

with
/G (A (@) £ va)m, [Pdg = di I £ 13, Ivalldy,

for n = 1. Now by Theorem 5.3 we get

it 1Qo(FE I3, 100§ I3,

2
dH
—n+1 A -1 2 2

=g =5 | dalPan FE g, 1 Paa WX,

(%)

1 dHA 1 2 2

<cg"t ( dg)nd;A||f||ﬁA 1Paa I, ,

A

1 2 ® 2
= g I 1 Pan R,

1 Pua 13 n
= A s ( /G (A () f vAmAng) ,

2n
lloall3;,
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with equality if and only if f = K,t(k)va forsome u € D, k € K and v, a highest
weight vector in V. We also know by Theorem 4.4

. 2 —1 2 _
1 Paa WM, =dyn- Ilvall3, =dy".

We conclude that

2n dx 2 "
/I(?T(g)f, UAYH, | dgid (/ (7w (8) f, va)H, | dg) )
G nA G

. dn —1 @ .
with the constant ﬁ =cg l(d%. This completes the proof. O
n nA

Remark 5.5 For the unit disc D = SU(1, 1)/U (1) a general inequality is proved in [5,
14] with the p-norm replaced by any positive convex function. A challenging problem
would be to find optimal L? — L? estimates for scalar holomorphic discrete series.

6 An Improved Wehrl Inequality for the Unit Disc

6.1 Irreducible Decomposition of Tensor Product Discrete Series of SU(1, 1) and
Differential Intertwining Operators

In this section we prove an improved L? — LP Wehrl inequality for the holomorphic
discrete series of SU (1, 1), with p = 2n an even integer. For the Fock space F(C) or
equivalently the L2 (IR)-space as representation space of the Heisenberg group R x C
an improved Wehrl-type inequality (for any convex function instead of the p-norm)
was recently obtained in [6]. Our result here might provide a method for obtaining
a more precise remainder term for the improved L? — LP- Wehrl inequalites for the
Heisenberg group and SU(1, 1).

Let H, be the weighted Bergman space of holomorphic functions f on the unit
disk D C C such that

2 201 _ ZUﬂ
fIl50 = (v l)/le(Z)l 1 —1zl9) (= P72 < 00

where dm(z) as above is the Lebesgue measure. We also write

. ey )
Wl = 0= [ 1F@Ira—1ah% 0

Note that if v is an integer then H, is the holomorphic discrete series representation
for the representation t—, of U(1) € SU(1, 1)

i6 .
T”( (eo eOfe)) =
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The tensor product of holomorphic discrete series of SU(1, 1) has a decomposition
(22],

00
Hu QH, = @Hu+v+2kv
k=0

where we normalize the inner product on all holomorpic discrete series so that
(1, 1) i4v+2k = 1. Then we have partial isometries [20, 24]

Q;:’U : Hll. ®Hy — H;},+v+2k

defined by

1

— AT flwe. 19
(M)j(V)k—j z Ow S 3 (19)

k
v (k
Q" (&) = Cpoi )_(=1)/ (])

j=0

Here f € H, ® H, is realized as a holomorphic function f(z, w) in (z, w) € D2,
and the constant is determined by

c2 Kl(w+v+k+ Dy
wvk ()k (V)k

so that Q""" is a partial isometry [8]. We have also [24]

o
- n+k—2
HO = @ ( P >an+2k,

k=0

where we call the projection onto the ("+£_2)’H,w+2k -component Q.

12

Lemma6.1 Let f € H,. The projection Qi(f®") of f® € H"
Rico (n:fgz)an.,_zk onto the next leading component (n — 1)Hp,2 vanishes.

Proof We do this by induction on n > 2. For n = 2 we have

1 1
OVV(f® f) = Cok (;f/(f)f(s) - ;f(é)f/(é)) =0.

S+l _ HE" ® H,, the first tensor

o
n+k—2
H?n — @ ( n— 2 )Hnu+2k
k=0

and Q1 f®" = 0. We look for the projection F := Q; f®"+D of f®=+D onto the
n'H(n+1)v4+2-isotypic component. It is obtained by

Now assume it is true for H¥". We consider H
factor is

F=01""(Quf® ® f)+ Q""" (01 f®" ® f) = 01(Quf®" ® f)
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which furthermore is
1 n 4 l ! n
F=Coma| S /@S E) —-—nf(§)[7(E) ) =0,
completing the proof. O

6.2 An Improved Wehrl Inequality for the Unit Disc

Now we look at the projection onto the second factor H,,,+4 and obtain a stricter
inequality.

Theorem 6.2 We have the following improved Wehrl L*> — L*" inequality

2

<155 . (20)
nv+4,2

202 +1)° H <f”f B (f/)2> P
Qv+3)2v+4) |\ (), v2

2
1712 +

Proof We study the contribution to the component with highest weight H,,,, 4 in the
tensor product f®". There is one contribution obtained from Q5" (f ® f) € Hay44 C

H, ® H, and [0,
£ s (z = TR0 f >(Z)) -

Here Q3', , is the projection

0% (f ® f) = et D 2(if”f— i(f’f)
2vtd T L2Zv 1 3)v+ 4 \ ()2 V2
_ N+ ([ B
N TR (@f f=2W) )
Thus we obtain
V2v(v + 1) 1, 1,0\ s
(2v+3)(2v+4) (@f f - ﬁ(f) )f € H:1v+4,
and
V2v(v + 1) 1 1 B
2n n2 I YA n—22
LI = 15" 4 12D (o = () 4 2
completing the proof. O

We note that the second summand in (20) is vanishing exactly when ﬁ ff -
L(fH?*=0,ie.
(F79) =0,
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The solutions are exactly (multiples of) the reproducing kernels K, as f(z) = (c1 +
¢2z)”". We have thus found a stronger inequality and identified the minimizer for the
extra summand.

Appendix A Wehrl Inequality for Matrix Coefficients
of Representations of Compact Lie Groups

We have used the Wehrl-inequality for matrix coefficients of representations of com-
pact Lie groups in our proof of the inequality for non-compact Hermitian symmetric
spaces D = G /K. This inequality was stated in [26] for tensor powers V" for general
n > 2, referring further back to [2] for n = 2. However, the proof in [2] is incomplete.
The precise gap is that the maximizer is proved to be an eigenvector of one element in
the Cartan subalgebra but is claimed to be an eigenvector for the whole Cartan subal-
gebra. As we show below we do not actually need this fact, and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality is needed as a critical step.

We recall the Casimir operator. Let £ be the Lie algebra of a compact semisimple Lie
group K, €€ the complexification and « the Killing form. Let {7;} be an orthonormal
basis of i£. The Casimir element is

C=27
i
and it acts on a representation (V;, t, K) of K as
C=)Y (D)
i
If 7 is irreducible with highest weight A then C acts on Vp as the constant

(A+p, A+ p)—(p, p),

where p = % D ca+ « is the half-sum of the positive roots [11, Exercise 23.4]. (We
have chosen 7; to be a basis of i ¥ so that each t(7}) is self-adjoint and C non-negative.)

Recall further that if V, and V,, are two finite-dimensional irreducible represen-
tations of a semisimple Lie algebra with highest weights A; and A, then

Va, ® Va, =@ Va, 1)
A

where A < Ay + Aj and V1A, appears exactly once in the decomposition. This is
clear from the weight space decomposition [11, Chapter 21].

Proposition A.1 (1) Let K be a compact Lie group and (ta, Vp) an irreducible
representation of highest weight A. Consider the irreducible decomposition

Vx@n = @ mpa’ VA/
A/
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and
U®n = ZUA/, vpar EmprVpr
A/

forv € Vp and n > 2. We have v®" € V5 if and only if v = t(k)vp for some
k € K and a highest weight vector v .
(2) For any unit vector v € Vp the following Wehrl inequality holds,

2n 1
/Kl<f(k)v,vA>| dk < KNS (22)

where v is a unit highest weight vector, and the equality holds if and only if
v = 1(ko)va for some kg € K and some highest weight vector vp.

Proof We prove the proposition only for compact semisimple Lie groups and it implies
the general result. We prove first that the second part is a consequence of the first one.
Indeed, let

Pon : VI = Vya

be the projection. Then w,p = Pya (vff") € V, A is a highest weight vector of unit

length and we have that P, PnA(v;g\’”) = vf’”, implying v%" € Vya SV 50

/ [{Ta (), va)y, [*"dk = / (a0 3" yon Pk
K K

= f [{Tua (k) Pun "), wa)v,, [*dk = [Paa WEDIIT, |-
K

dim(Vy,2)

This immediately implies the inequality in (22), and the equality holds if and only if
v = t(k)v for ahighest weight vector v as || Pya (V&")||y,, = ||P,,A(v§’")||,m =1
implies for any unit vector v that v € Vo C V[‘\X’ " Tt follows also that

/ (T, va) P'dk < / |z (K)va, va) P dk, 23)
K K

with equality if and only if v = t(k)v, for a highest weight vector vy .

We now prove the first part. It follows from (21) that V5 C Vf’” with multiplicity
one, and that the other representations appearing in the decomposition of fo’" have
lower highest weights. Thus the sufficiency of the claim is clear, and we prove the
necessity. We prove it first for n = 2, so we assume that v is a unit vector and
VRV E Vrp.

LetC =), Tl.2 be the Casimir element as above. Fix a choice of a Cartan subalgebra
h C ¢. Consider the decomposition

Va®Vp = @mA’VAU
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the leading multiplicity being myp = 1 and A’ < 2A.Hence v ® v € Vo5 C Vf’z if
and only if

(tA ®TA)CO) W ®v) = ((2A + p,2A + p) — (P, PV @ V. (24)

On the other hand
(A ®TA)C) =) (TN =) ((T)®I+1T(T))’

=Y TP @1+ 1@ (1) +21(T) @ 1(Ty)

1

=1(O)RI+1®1(C)+2) () @ (T).

1

Thus for any v,

(A ®TA)(CO) V@ V) = 2((A+p, A+p) = {p, NV +2 Y T(THv R T(Ti)v.

1

Comparing (24) with (25) we find that v ® v € V;, if and only if 2
Dt @ T(THv = (A, A)p ®. (26)
i
By taking the first tensor factor we see that (26) implies
D {t@v, v)T(THv = (A, Av. @7

1

Note that t(7;) is self-adjoint and thus this gives an element

> (T, )T; € it

l

By [12, Theorem 4.34] there is a k € K such that

Ad(k) (mev, v>n> eih <,

1

and thus

Ad(k) (Z(r(ﬂ-)v, v>T,-) =) ajH; (28)
J

i
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where H; is an orthonormal basis of if) w.r.t. the Killing form «. Note that
Za? =K ZajHj, ZajHj
i J i
=« (Ad(k) <Z<r(n>v, v>n) . Ad(k) (Dr(n)v, v>n>>
(29)

i i

=« (Z(r('n)v, V)T, Y (e(T)v, v>n> =Y (t(T)v, v)?

i i i

= <Z(‘L’(Ti) QT Rv),v® v> = (A, A).

Applying t(k) to (27) and using (28) we find that w := 7(k)v is an eigenvector of
t(Q;ajH)),

T Za/Hj w = (A, A)w.
j

Decompose
w=t(kv=Y wr, 0#wy €Wy

as sum of weight vectors under the decomposition V5 = €0 Wy into weight subspaces
of hC. Now we get

(A, MNw=rt ZajHj w:Z ZajA/(Hj) WA,
J

A\
sothat ) ; a;A’(Hj) = (A, A). The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and (29) imply

1 1

2

2
A A=Y a N H) < [ S| [ awEp?| = (a7 A).
j j j

But (A’, A’y < (A, A) with equality only for A’ = o A for some element o in the
Weyl group W by [12, Theorem 5.5]. So we find all wp’ = O unless A" = o A for
some o € W.Hence (by taking into account the Weyl group element o) thereisk € K
such that T(k)v = w = wy is a highest weight vector.

Now we prove our claim for general n > 2, and we assume v is a unit vector,
v®" € V, . Observe that v®" = v®2 @ v®(—2) ¢ Y®2 g y®(1=2) 3 the first factor

has a decomposition
U®2 = Z NAS @ marVar. (30)
AN <2A AN <2A
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For any A’ <2A, A’ # 2A we have

Va @ VPP =3 (A )V
A!/

witheach A” < nA. Thus Vo L Vi ® Vf’m_m in V®" and in particular P, (vp' ®
v®"=2)) = (. Therefore

Pan(0®") = Py ((Z vw) ® v®("—2>> = Pan(v2n @ v®").
A/
This implies that
1= [v®"] = [|Paa @) = ||Paa (w2a @ v®" )| < [Joaall - [0]" 72 = [vaall < 1.
Thus all other components v, in (30) vanish and v®2 = A € Vo, This reduces to
the case n = 2 and completes the proof. O
Appendix B Bounded Point Evaluations for Bergman Spaces of
Vector-Valued Holomorphic Functions

We prove that bounded point evaluations for our Bergman space of vector valued
holomorphic functions on D are given by points in D. This might be a known fact
for a larger class of Bergman spaces but we can not find some exact reference and we

present here an elementary proof.

LemmaB.1 Letu € p™, 0 # vy € Vy be a fixed vector; and consider the evaluation
of polynomials p € Pol(CV) ® Vo C Ha,

p = (p(u)5 UO)T'
It is bounded on the Hilbert space H p if and only ifu € D.

Proof Obviously the evaluation map is bounded if # € D by the reproducing kernel
property, as

{pu), vo)r| = [{p, Kuvo)r,| < IKuvoll#, 1P+, -
Now we prove the converse. Recall [19] that Z;»:l R(ej +e_j) € p is a maximal
Abelian subalgebra of p and if a(t) = exp(Z;:1 tj(ej +e_j)) then
r
t—a()-0= Ztanhtj ej
j=1
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in D = G/K. The space C" is a disjoint union of D = {u | |u| < 1}, the boundary
0D = {u | |lu| = 1} and the complement D" = {u | |[u] > 1}. We assume first that
u € 0D and prove that the evaluation

p = <p(u)’ UO)T
is unbounded. By the K-equivariance we can assume that u = uje; + --- + urer,
withu; = land 0 < u; < 1. Write x = x(t) = a(?) - 0 = Z;zlxje, xj=xj(t) =

tanht;,; > 0, as above. Now if {v®}, is an orthonormal basis of weight vectors for
Va with weights A® then [13]

Lasp .
T (Ja O = [ = xhH24 ")y,
J

As L
B(g-0,g-0) = Jg(0)J,(0)*,

we see that the reproducing kernel acts on v* as

K. xv' =da [ [ —xh> Wvs,
j

By using K-equivariance we have the same is true for zie; + --- + z;¢, € D,
Z1, - - -, 2r € C, namely

Kz 2" =da [ [ = 1z;HN ¢,
J

As K (z, w) is holomorphic in the first coordinate and antiholomorphic in the second,
we see thatif z = 3  zjej, w =3 "_jwje; € D then

Kz, w)v® =dj 1—[(1 - ij_j)As(hj)Us.
J

We have also for0 < 6 < 1,
Ksu(z2) = K(z, 6w) = K(8z, w) = Kyy(82)
for any z, w € D and that the function z — K,,(z)v has norm
IKwoll3,, = (KW, w)v, v);.

Thus the function .
fsu s 2> (K(@Su, Su)v, v)r 2 Ksy (2)v
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is of unit norm and can be analytically extended to a bigger set
De ={zeCV |d(z, D) <€},

containing D where the distance d(z, D) is defined using spectral norm. Now we
choose a unit weight vector v = v* such that |(v*®, vo)| > 0 and we get

(o, v0)e] = [(0 G, 3000, 0717 Koy, wo) |

1
2

! AS(hj) A*(hy)
=d; [TT(r=a2®)" " | TT( =s0i2)” ™10, vohel
J J
AS(hj)
1 1 — 8|u;?
=di [ [l ——"7 (0", o).
S\ (1= 82Juy[2)2

Now by the Harish-Chandra condition in Theorem 3.2 we have that
A(h) <1l—p=<-—1.

Also, u; =1 so
1 —8lu)? 1-6
lim % = lim —— =0
5_’1(1—82|u1|2)7 6—>1(1_52)§

It follows that

1—sluy \ "
11m (fsu(u), vo)r = 11m d l_[ ((1 e J|2) > = 00. 31)
_ u 3

Now the domain D is convex, so D and its closure D are polynomially convex. It
follows by the Oka—Weil theorem [21, Theorem VI.1.5] that for every € > 0 there are
Va-valued polynomials py on CV such that

sup || fsu(2) — pr(@|lz = 0,k — oo.
zeD

By the dominated convergence theorem we then also have
Ipelzy, = I fsullfy, = 1.k — oo.
We can then use (31) to prove that (p(u), vg); is unbounded for polynomials p.
Finally we prove if u ¢ D then evaluation is unbounded. Clearly IZ_I € dD where

|u| is the spectral norm. Let M > 0 be arbitrarily large. By the previous result for ﬁ
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there is a polynomial p = pj such that ||p|| < 2 and (p(|Z—|), vo)r > M. Denote
q(2) = p(ﬁ). Then for z € D

g @)lle = Hp (i)
]

This must be bounded as ||p|| < 2 and z — ||K%

|u

Thus ||g|| is also bounded irrespective of M. However,

K-

= (K o i,

v g (@) e IHA

= Ipllr,

| is bounded on D as |u| > 1.

(qm), vo) > M,

so evaluation in « is unbounded. This completes the proof. O
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