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Abstract

Let (G,G") = (G, (G7)p) be a symmetric pair of holomorphic type, and we consider a pair
of Hermitian symmetric spaces D' = G'/K’' C D = G/K, realized as bounded symmetric
domains in complex vector spaces pj := (pT)? C pT respectively. Then the universal
covering group G of G acts unitarily on the weighted Bergman space Hx(D) C O(D) =
OA(D) on D for sufficiently large A. Its restriction to the subgroup G’ decomposes discretely
and multiplicity-freely, and its branching law is given explicitly by Hua-Kostant—Schmid-
Kobayashi’s formula in terms of the K’-decomposition of the space P(p3) of polynomials on
p3 := (p™)77 C pT. Our goal is to understand the decomposition of the restriction Hx(D)|s,

by studying the weighted Bergman inner product on each K’-type in P(pF) C Ha(D). In this
article we mainly deal with the symmetric pair (G,G’) = (Sp(r,R), Sp(r’,R) x Sp(r”,R)).

1 Setting

First we review a family of representations, called holomorphic discrete series representations,
of a Hermitian Lie group G, in the case G = Sp(r,R). We realize the real symplectic group
G = Sp(r,R) as

omswem = fpcanno|o (4 1= (4 (3 §-(¢ o}

Then this is isomorphic to the usual Sp(r,R) via the Cayley transform. Under this realization,
G acts transitively on

D, = {x € Sym(r,C) | I — 2T is positive definite}

by the linear fractional transform

a b L -1
(c d> Z = (az +b)(cx +d)™ ",
and D, gives the bounded symmetric domain realization (Harish-Chandra realization) of the
Hermitian symmetric space Sp(r,R)/U(r). Next let A € C, and let (,V) be a finite dimen-
sional representation of GL(r,C), with the K := U(r)-invariant inner product (-,-)y. Then
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the universal covering group G of G acts on the space of V-valued holomorphic functions
O(D,,V) = Ox(D,,V) by

T ((Z Z) : ) f(z) == det(cx +d) ™ 7(Y(cx + d)) f((ax + ) (cx + d) ).

We note that det(cx + d):’\ is not well-defined on G x D unless A € Z, but is well-defined on the
universal covering space G x D. Let Hx(Dy, V) C Ox(Dy, V') be the non-zero unitary subrepre-
sentation of G if it exists. We note that such subrepresentation is unique, since the corresponding
reproducing kernel is proportional to 7(I — z7) det(I — 7)™ by the transitivity of the action
of G on D,. Especially, if A € R is sufficiently large, then such unitary subrepresentation exists,
and its inner product is given by the explicit converging integral

(frghy = CA,V/ (r(I - xi)_lf(x),g(x))v det(I — 22)* "+ dg.

r

This is called a weighted Bergman inner product, and the unitary representation (7y, Hx(D;,V))
is called a holomorphic discrete series representation. Especially when (7,V) = C is trivial,
then we write Hy(D,,C) = Hx(D,), and call it of scalar type. In this case Hy(D) becomes a
holomorphic discrete series representation if A > r, with the inner product

(Frg)s = O /D F(@)g(@) det(I — am)> T+ da. (1.1)

Here we determine the constant C) such that ||1][, = 1 holds.

Next suppose (G, G’) is a symmetric pair of holomorphic type, that is, both G/K and G’ /K’
are Hermitian symmetric spaces and the natural embedding G'/K ’~ — G/K is holomorphic,
and let H)(D) be a holomorphic discrete series representation of G of scalar type. Then it
is known that the restriction #H(D)| & decomposes discretely and multiplicity-freely, and its
branching law is explicitly determined (see Kobayashi [13]). In the following, we consider the
case (G,G") := (Sp(r,R), Sp(r',R) x Sp(r",R)) with r = r'4+7", 7" <", and give the description
of the branching law of H(D;)|z,. To do this, let
P+ = Sym(r, (C)a pi_l = Sym(r', (C)a pTQ = M(?",,’r’”; (C)a P;Q = Sym(r", (C))

and write the elements x € p™ as
+ —pt mpt opt 11 212
= ® ® Sx = .
P =P OPig DPao (txw 3722)

Also, let
7 ={k=(ki,....,k) €Z" | k1 >--- >k, > 0}.

Then the space of polynomials P(p],) on pj, is decomposed under K’ := U(r') x U(r") as

PO = PO O) = @ Pubiy = @ W BV

/ /
keZ, | keZy

where Vk(T/)v is the irreducible representation of U (r’) with the lowest weight —k under a suitable

identification of the weight lattice for U (r') and Z"', and similar for Vk(r”)v, where we identify k
and (k,0,...,0). According to this decomposition, for A > 7, H,(D;)|5, is decomposed as

b ! ~ !
HA(D)la ~ Y Ho (Do, VY R HA (D, VY (1.2)

/
kezZy,



(see Kobayashi [13, Theorem 8.3]). Now we want to understand this decomposition concretely
by considering the inner product

<f(:E12), etr(zE)>

Az ‘1o Too

(o e Pt o= (5 52)ozent). 03

where the subscript z stands for the variable of integration.
For example, suppose ' = 7, and we consider the case k = (k,...,k). Then we have
77(;67,”7@(]31'2) = Plo,....y (M(r',C)) = Cdet(z12)*. In this setting, the above inner product is

explicitly computable.

Theorem 1.1 ([21, Theorem 6.8 (2)]). Suppose ' = r". Then for k € Z>p, ReX > 27/,

_ (711 212 +
2= (tsy 2n) €PT, we have

<det(x12)k7 etr(x2)>>\7x

120y (A + 5] - %)sz b
= p; P 7 P det(zlg)ngl < ! 2 ;211t21_212'2221_21) .
Hz’:l ()‘_ 21)k H?:rurl ()‘_ 21)[k/2j Akt

Here, (A)pm == AA+ 1)(A+2)---(A+m —1). We omit the definition of 9F3, but this
coincides with a special case of Heckman-Opdam’s multivariate hypergeometric function of type
BC,, under a suitable change of variables. By using this, we can construct explicitly the G’-
intertwining operator (symmetry breaking operator) from Hx(D.)|5 to Hayx (D) KX H gk (D)
(see [21, Theorem 8.6]). Also, by the theorem we can immediately determine the top term (i.e.,
the value at 211 = 0, 202 = 0) of (1.3) as

_k _
2

2111 )\‘1’ B¢
- : Hz—r +1 ( {Z—I Q)Lk/QJ det(212)k,

en=0.2=0 [T (A—51) TTZ 0 (A —52) /2]

and determine the poles of (1.3) with respect to A € C, that is,

" i-1\ i1 )
(-7, IL (-5 teten),

i=1 i=r'+1

de 12 k,e z
< t(12) tr(x)>

Az

is holomorphically continued for all A € C. In the following, we consider general partitions
k e Z’jr/ +- Then we cannot compute explicitly (1.3) so far, but can compute the top term and
the poles. This is applied for the determination of the Parseval-Plancherel-type formula for the
decomposition of Hx(D;)|g,-

2 Main theorems and applications

As before, let p™ := Sym(r,C) D pj, := M(r',r";C) with r = /' + ", 7/ < ¢, and write

T = (521112 i;; ) € p*. First we give a result on top terms of (1.3).

Theorem 2.1. Letk € Z’jr/+ and put k1 := 0. Then for ReX > r, f(z12) € Pk(p};), we have

<f(3312), etr(xz)>

= O\ k) f(212),

A 1211=0, 222=0



where

/

2l ITi<icicr A = (i 4 5)) b+, H: LA —=1)g,
[h<icjers1C@A = (i 47 = 1))ki4k; Hz A= (i—

1)k
H1§i<j§r' ()\ _ -+Lé__1) {MJ H1§z§jsw ( —;l) ks M
— 2
hcigjsrn <)\ B ZHZ_Q) | Btk | [Lcicjcrn ()‘ - 1>[ ]
2
Hg’r:/s_l Hl[i{il;{llﬂ""} ()\ B a_gl) {%J Hll 2 zl_a/riix{l a—r'} ( %) {%-‘

Hzil Hljifllx{l,a—r’} ()\ - %) {kiﬂc‘;rl—iJ ]-_-[37;2 Hitiﬁix{lﬂ—r’} ()\ - %) [kiHC%Jrl—i-‘

C(\ k) =

(2.1)

Next we give a result on poles of (1.3).

Theorem 2.2. Fork € Z, ., define (k) € Z%", by
d(k)q := min — 1<i<j<r'4+1,i+j=a+1 (1<a<2r, (2.2)

where kyry1 := 0. Then for f(x12) € Pk(pis),

s a—1 r(xz)
Il (/\ 2 )¢>(k)a (e )

a=1 ’

is holomorphically continued for all A € C.

Remark 2.3. We can easily verify the restriction of Theorem 2.2 to z11 = 0, z90 = 0 by using
Theorem 2.1, that is,

2r! a1 o' I
CM\k) =
H ( 2 )¢(k)a ) H ( 2 )miniLWJ

a=1 a=1

s T ey (= %54 [ bathas | T T oy (A= 9) [Eitbams]

X / a a— r! a a
]._.[C2LT:1 H!:ﬁlx{l,a—r’} (>\ - Tl) {%J Hi:z Hsz{IQLi‘X{l,a—r’} (>\ - §) [%—‘

is holomorphic for all A € C.

Next we consider some applications of the theorems. Let (G,G’) = (Sp(r,R), Sp(r’,R) x
Sp(r",R)) as before. Then since Hx(D;)|z decomposes as in (1.2) for A > r, for each k € Z++

there exists uniquely (up to scalar) a G- intertwining operator (symmetry breaking operator)
! \/ A~ " \/
]:)\71(: 'H)\(D,n)b, —>'H)\(D,n/,Vk(r) )&’HA(DM,V]{(’ ) )

We fix the normalization of F) x such that

1 0

2 —7(= +
sl @D i vy o, vy = F (2 8212> f(z12) (f(212) € Piclpia))

212=0

holds, independent of A\. Then we can easily prove the following.



Corollary 2.4. For A > r, for f € Hx\(D,), we have

2
1m0 = 2 (j(A’k)H];MkaHA(DN,KS”V)QHA(DWMVﬁﬂqV)’

keZ’ |
where C(\ k) is as in (2.1).

We omit the proof of Corollary 2.4. Next we consider the decomposition of H,(D;)|g, for

smaller \. G = :S'\g/)(r, R) acts on Oy(D,), and it is known that there exists a non-zero unitary
subrepresentation Hy(D,) C Ox(D,) if and only if

1 r—1 r—1
—.1,... B
vefoba o (55)

(see, e.g., [5, Theorem XIII.2.7]). This set is called the Wallach set. Especially, H(D,) is
a holomorphic discrete series representation (i.e., the integral (1.1) converges) for A > r. If
A > %, then the decomposition of H(D;)|s is again given by (1.2). On the other hand, for
smaller A the following holds. Here, ¢(k), is defined as in (2.2) for 1 < a < 27/, and we set
d(k)q :=0 for 21" < a <r.

Corollary 2.5. Fora=0,1,2,...,r — 1, we have

(<3} ! ~ P!
Ha(Dy)lg = > HA(Dw, V) RHA(D, )
keZ')
d(k)at+1=0
@ 3} r"\Vv - r')V
- Z Z H%(D’“” V((k71),...,170,...,0)) X H%(D?“”’ V((1<71?...,170,...,0))'
0<b<ce<r! kEZi+ A e
b+c<a kp>2

c—b pl_¢ c—=b pll_¢

Remark 2.6. (1) Parseval-Plancherel-type formulas for Hermitian symmetric pairs (G, K),
i.e., cases such that K C G is a maximal compact subgroup, are studied by, e.g., Orsted
[23], Farault-Kordnyi [4, 5], Orsted-Zhang [24, 25], Hwang-Liu-Zhang [10] and the author

/20].

(2) Parseval-Plancherel-type formulas for general symmetric pairs of holomorphic type (G,G")
are studied by, e.g., Hilgert-Krétz [7, 8], Ben Said [1, 2] and Kobayashi—Pevzner [18],
under different realization of holomorphic discrete series representations.

(8) In this article, we treat the explicit forms of symmetry breaking operators as black boxes.
Construction of differential symmetry breaking operators are studied by, e.g., Rankin [27],
Cohen [3], Peng—Zhang [26], Juhl [12], Ibukiyama—Kuzumaki—Ochiai [11], Kobayashi—
Orsted—Somberg—Soucek [15], Kobayashi-Pevzner [16, 17], Kobayashi-Kubo—Pevzner [1}]
and the author [21].

(4) Branching laws of unitary highest weight modules for discrete Wallach sets are studied by,
e.g., Sekiguchi [28] and Moéllers—Oshima [19]. We can also study branching laws of unitary
highest weight modules by using the seesaw dual pair theory (see, e.g., [9, Section 3]) as in
[19] when (G, G'") is classical.



3 Proof of Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.5

In this section we give proofs of Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.5. To do this, we observe the
K = U(r)-type decomposition of Hy(D,). The K-finite part of H (D, ) is given by
O\Dy)f = det™ @ P(p) = det ™ @ P(Sym(r,C)),
and the space of polynomials P(p*) = P(Sym(r,C)) is decomposed under K = U(r) as
® ruir)= @
mez’, meZ’,
According to this decomposition, the following holds.

Theorem 3.1 (Faraut-Koranyi [5, Corollary XII1.2.3]). Let m € Z’ . Then for ReX > r,
f(x) € Pm(p™), we have

<f($)’ etr(xz)>)\’x N HZZ]. (Al_ a_gl)ma f(Z)

Especially, for f(z) € P(p") and for 1 € Z7, _,

fi(n-25), o),

a=1

is holomorphically continued for all A € C if and only if

B Puliph)

mezZ’
mq<lq

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Under Theorem 3.1, Theorem 2.2 is equivalent to
Pulbiz) € P Pmlp®), (3.1)

meZ’ |
Ma S(b(k)a

and hence it is enough to prove this inclusion. Since Pk(pﬁ) o~ Vk(rl)v X Vk(r")v as a K' =
U(r") x U(r")-module and P (p™) ~ VQ(QV as a K = U(r)-module, it is enough to show that
Homy vy (VY RV VY)Y £ {0} implies mq < (k) (1< a<7),
or equivalently by the definition of ¢(k)q,
Homy () vy (VY RV VY)Y 2 {0} implies  2miyj 1 < ki+k;  (1<d,5 <7 +1),
with k.1 := 0. On the other hand, for k € Zﬁ;, le Z:‘”-l-’ m € 7' | with ' +7" =r,
dim HomU(T/)XU(r,,)(VI{(TI)V X VI(TN)V, V,g)v) = dim HomU(r)(Vg)v, Vk(r)v ® Vl(r)v)

holds in general by [6, Theorem 9.2.3], and by the Littlewood—Richardson rule, we can show
that for k,1, m € Z’_,

HomU(r)(VrSf)v,Vlfr)v V(r ) # {0} implies my 1 <ki+1l; (1<4,4,i+j5<r+1)
(see [22, Lemma 3.6]). Hence the theorem follows. O

We note that this proof for (G,G’") = (Sp(r,R), Sp(r’,R) x Sp(r”,R)) is not available for
other symmetric pairs in general.



Next, to prove Corollary 2.5, we observe the K -type formula for the discrete Wallach set. By
Theorem 3 1, (-, ) is meromorphically continued for all A € C, and is positive definite on P(p™)
for A > 5= That 1s 7—[,\( P g = = det™ ® P(p*) holds for A > 221, On the other hand, (-,-))
has poles at Ae 5= — —Z>0, and Ox(D:) z becomes reducible for such A. If the restriction of
(-, ) to the 1rreduc1ble (g, K)-submodule of Oy (D r) i is positive deﬁnlte then this becomes an
infinitesimally unitary submodule. This occurs when )\ =0, %, 1,..., . That is, the following
holds.

Corollary 3.2 (Faraut—Koranyi [5, Theorem XII1.2.7]). For a =0,1,2,...,r — 1, we have
Ha(Dy)p =det™ & @D Pmlp™).

meZ’
Maq+1=0

Especially, f(z) € Ha(Dy)z holds if and only if (f(x),er@?) >)\ , is holomorphic for A > el

2

Proof of Corollary 2.5. We embed p+ = Sym(r,C) into g© = sp(r,C). the complexified Lie
algebra of G = Sp(r,R), by = +— (J%), and similarly embed pj; @ p3, into g'C = sp(r/,C) ®
sp(r”,C) compatibly, so that we have

¢ o pt := Sym(r, C)

U U

g® > pfi@ps, :=Sym(r,C)® Sym(r",C).

Then since pj; @ p3, acts on O(D;) 7= P(p™) by constant coefficient differential operators
along pj; ® pgy C pt, the pf; @ pgy-null part of Ha (Dr) g is given by

+
H%(Dr)%l@pm_ P12 GB Pm

meZ’ |
Ma+41 =0

with pfy, := M(r/,7"; C). Since every (g, K')-submodule in Ha (Dy) intersects the above space,

it is enough to show that
P(pfy) N GB Pm(p™) = @ Pric(pi3)

mez Kez!,
Mat1=0 6(K)at1=0

holds. To prove the inclusion from right to left, suppose k € Zi 4 satisfies ¢(k)q+1 = 0. Then

by (3.1), we have
P C P Pub™)C P Pmlp”

mezZn mezZn |
m; S(Z)(k)J ma+1:0

To prove the opposite inclusion, suppose k € Z’jr, . satisfies ¢(k)a41 # 0, and take the smallest
a’ > a such that ¢(k)e 11 = 0. Then for f(z12) € Pi(p]3), by Theorem 2.1, we can show that

<f(3312), etr(ﬁ)% . = C(\ k) f(212)

211=0,222=0

has a pole at A = a'2_1
by Theorem 3.1 we have

(f(z12), etr(zz)> A 18 not holomorphic on A > 2-1 and hence

Pulpin) ¢ B Pmlp™)

meZ’ |
mg4+1=0

This completes the proof of Corollary 2.5. O



4 Proof of Theorem 2.1

In this section we give a proof of Theorem 2.1. First, for k € ZS_’ 4, we define a polynomial
Ag(z12) on pfy, = M(r',r";C) by

,,,/

Ak(x12) = ]‘_[det(((.le)l-j)1Si7j§l)kl—kl+17
=1

where k1,1 := 0. Then Py (p7,) is generated by Ay (z12) as a K’ = U(r') x U(r")-module. Since
the inner product (1.1) is K’-equivariant, it is enough to prove the theorem when f(z12) =
Ax(z12) € Pic(pTy)-

To prove the theorem, we prepare some lemmas. First, for s < r we fix an inclusion
Sym(s,C) < Sym(r,C) suitably, and for z € Sym(r,C), let ' € Sym(s,C) denote the or-
thogonal projection of z. Then the following holds.

Lemma 4.1. For Re\ > r, for f(2') € P(Sym(s,C)) C P(Sym(r,C)), we have

<f(x’), etr(xz)> _ <f(x’), etr(x'?)>

Ha(Dr) Ha(Ds),z!

—Ss

Proof. Let m € Z3 ,. Then we have Pm(Sym(s, C)) C Pm(Sym(r,C)) = P b 0)(Sym(r,C)),
and by Theorem 3.1, for f(z') € Pm(Sym(s,C)) C Pm(Sym(r,C)) we have

(s, = (Al_ oy /) = (£l ")

Since this holds for every m € Z3 , , we get the lemma. O

HA(DS)yx/ '

a

Suppose r = ' + ", v/ < r”, and let s = 27'. Then by applying the above lemma for the
inclusion
Sym(2r',C) <  Sym(r,C)
U U
M@, C) < M@, r";C),

for every k € Zj_' 4 we get

<Ak(x12), etr(w2)> _ <Ak(x’12), etr(:c’?)>

’H)\(Dr),l' H)\(D2r’)71', )

Hence it is enough to prove Theorem 2.1 when ' = r”.
In the following suppose 1’ = r”, and let pf, := M(r',C). For x € p* = Sym(r, C), let

det/(z) = det (x (? é)) ,

so that det’ (t 0 m) = det(x12)? holds. Then the following holds.

r12 0

Proposition 4.2. For Re\ >, k € Z>o, f(z) € P(p™), we have

<det(:n12)kf(:n), etr(ﬁ)>

Az

_ 1 1o \—=A+ 1L - 9 g 1¢ NAFR—TEL tr(xz)
1 — ), det’(2) 2 det ( Eo det’(2) 2 <f(x),e >/\+k7x.




The proof of Proposition 4.2 is given later. We also need the following.

Lemma 4.3 ([5, Proposition VII.1.6]). For p € C, k € Z>o, 1 € Z’jrl+, 212 € ply = M(r',C), we
have

T,/

o \" . _

det | —— det(le)MAl(Zu) = H(,u +1; —k+ r—i+ 1)k det(le)M kA](Zu).
82’12 el

Proof of Theorem 2.1. The 2nd equality of (2.1) follows from (2u); = 2k(/t)[k/21 (1 + %)Lk/QJ’

and the 3rd equality is easy. For the 1lst equality, it is enough to prove when r = 7’ and

f(z12) = Ak(z12), as explained before. We prove this by induction on ' = r/2. First, when

k =(0,...,0) (“r" =0 case”), this is clear. Next we assume the theorem for " — 1, and prove
it for . We write kv := (k, ..., ky). Then by Proposition 4.2 we have
— —_———

= <det(x12)kr’ Ak_g(wlz), etr(x?) >

Az l2z11=0, 220=0 Az 1211=0, 222=0

<Ak(w12)7 etr(x2)>
41 r+1

_ 1 d ! 0 212 _>\+T d 10 o / 0 212 Mbhe = 2
I i1 et | ¢ et | ;75— det’ | ,
Hi:l ()\ — T)k , 212 0 2 8212 212 0

)\+krl , T

211=0, 222=0

CON+kyp, k — ky , ey ,
_ A+ )det(zlg)Q(_Hr +%)det (1i> det(zlz)Q(Hkﬂ—r _%)Ak—krl(zw)

Hz?;/l (>‘ - %)k ,

" T G Lt S o
_ 1 21K Ke T <y jcr 1 RO+ Kr) = (04 5)) (k) (kg )
2k T (A — %)kﬂ [icicjcr @O+ E) = (045 — 1)) (hy—ko) - (ky—kep0)
. 7}—_[%11()\ + ks TZ)ki—kT/ ﬁ@/\ ki, Ak(a)
[L N+ ke — (0= 1) k=, 37
k| =2k, Ili<icicr—1 @AY= (4 3)ktk; Tlicicj<r A= (0 +7—1))o,
T (- %)k [licicjer A= (47 = D)irn; [hicicjorr—1 @A = (i +5))2x,,

o O = IO =G =Dy T A= G+ Det,
Lo =G =Dk, LA = 0k, I @A= 4+ 0+ 1) = 1),
olk| =2k, Ilhicicicr CA= G+ )bk, Tlhicicjer 1 (A = (4 )2k,
I (- %)k [licicicrm1 @A =@+ 7 = 1))kt [icicjcrm—1(2A = (04 5))2k,,

o O T O =G =,
H::1()‘ — (1= 1))k, H;=1()‘ - i)’w
. 2k H1§i<j§r’(2)\ o (Z + ]))k‘ﬁ-kg H:/:l (/\ - Z)k?z
H1§i<jﬁ7“/+1(2)\ - (Z +J - 1))’%4"% H:l:1(/\ - (1 - 1))k1
y 272 Ty (22 — 20, [T (A= (= D),
oA = =D, T2 (A= (= 3)),, T =,
= C(\ k) Ag(z12),

k(212)

(2/\ - 27”/)2]%, Ak(zlg)

Ay (z12)




where we have used Lemma 4.1 and the induction hypothesis at the 3rd equality, and Lemma
4.3 at the 4th equality. Hence the theorem holds for all /. O

Now the proof of Proposition 4.2 is remaining. To prove this, for p™ = Sym(r,C) with
r =2r', let nT C pT be the real form and Q C n™ be the open cone given by

nt = p+ N Herm(r, (C) <? é) (2 Sym(r, R)))

Q.= p+ N Herm+(7", (C) (?- é) (2 Sym+(7"7 R))a

where Herm (7, C) is the set of r x r positive definite Hermitian matrices. Also, for A € C let
L, (\) = 2r) - DATT T (A= 51, and let n == dimp* = 7(r + 1)/2. Then the following
holds.

Lemma 4.4. For ReA >r, f € P(p"), z,a € ), we have

r(xz) _ / -\ TTH FT()‘) r(zw) - ! -
<f(:1:), et >>\7x = det/(2) ™" —(27r\/—_1)” /a+ﬁn+ e fw™) det/ (w) A duw.

Proof. Let m € Z, . Then for f(z) € Pm(p™), by Theorem 3.1 we have

(1@, = oy /)

and by the inverse Laplace transform (Gindikin, see [5, Lemma XI.2.3, Section IX.3]), we have

r _ _
det'(z)_’\+;1¢/ ") £ (w1 det (w) Ndw = !
a++/—1Int

H§:1 ()‘ B %)m

(3

NE I

Hence the both sides coincide. Since this holds for every m € Z, ,, the both sides coincide for
all f(z) € Pm(p™). O

Proof of Proposition 4.2. First, let Projjy: p™ — pr be the orthogonal projection. Then for

[ w11 wi2 4
w = (twu w22) € p", we have

det(Projyo(w 1)) = det (‘w12 — wopwizwir) ) = det/(w) ! det(wrz).

Now let z = () 72) € @ C pT and f(x) € P(p"). Then by using lemma 4.4 twice we have

Z12 222

<det(:1212)kf(aj), etr(x2)> — <det(Pr0j12(:E))kf(aj), etr(:L‘Z)>

Az Az
e To(N) o ) .
= det/(2)"M ;1T—/ ") det(Projyo (w 1)) f(w™h) det! (w) ~Adw
gt TR(A) _ A
= det/(z)™ glr—/ ") det(wiz)F f(w™h) det! (w) ™ Fdw
( ) (27_(_\/__1)” a+\/_71n+ ( 12) ( ) ( )
det!(z) M7 1 kT,
_ f (Z) Z_j det <_ 9 ) (>‘ + k) / etr(zw)f(w—l) detl(w)—k—kdw
[T, (A= T)k 20212) (2mvV/—1)" Jaty=Tn+
det!(z) "%

St r=m
- ITi (>‘ - %)k 20712

Since both sides are single-valued holomorphic with respect to z € p™, both sides coincide for
all z € p. O

k
1 NA+k—TEL tr(zz)
det'(2) 2 <f(:1:), e >)\+k7x .
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5 Results for other symmetric pairs of holomorphic type

In this section we state the theorems in the preprint [22] on top terms and poles of weighted
Bergman inner products (-,-)x on bounded symmetric domains D ~ G /K for other symmetric
pairs (G, (G?)g) of holomorphic type. Let G be a connected simple Hermitian Lie group with a
Cartan involution 6, that is, the maximal compact subgroup K = G? has a 1-dimensional center
Z(K). Let o be an involution of G. Without loss of generality we may assume o commutes
with 6. Then (G, (G7)p) is called a symmetric pair of holomorphic type if Z(K) C G (see [13,
Section 3.4]). Then the complexified Lie algebras g©, (g%)7, (g©)?? are decomposed into the
Ad(Z(K))-eigenspaces as

¢ = pt e € e p,
U U @] @]
(65 = (") @& (7 & (p)°,

@7 = ¢ @ 1O e ()

Let (pT)7 =:pf, (pT) 7 =: p5 so that p™ = p] ©pJ, and write z = (x1,22) € pT = p] O p;.
In the following, for simplicity we assume that both g and the non-compact ideals of g?? are of
tube type, that is, there exists e € p C p* such that ad([e,€])|,+ = 2I,+ holds, where z — T
is the complex conjugate with respect to the real form g C g€, although this assumption is not
essential. Then both p™ and p; have Jordan algebra structures with the unit element e, and we
have rankp™ = rankg G =: 7, rank pj = rankg(G%)g =: r2. Let n := dimp+, and when r > 2
let d := 2n=r) Also, if p; is simple, then we define dy similarly for p5. If ro = 1, then we
cannot deéne dy by this way, and we set dy := 2d. Then one of the followmg holds.

(1) p; =p™ O p* and r = rankp™ + rank p™” =: ' + 1",
(2) py is simple, r = 2y and d = dy/2,

(3) py is simple, r = r9 and d = 2da,

(4) py is simple, r = r9 = 2 and d > ds.

First we consider Case (1). Suppose (G, (G?)g, (G7)) is one of the following.

( SOy(2,d+2), SOy(2,d) x SO2),  SO0y(2,2) x SO(d) ) (d=ad),
( Sp(r,R), U@, Sp(r',R) x Sp(r,R) ) (d=1)
( Ulrr), U@ @) <xUE"), UE ) xUE ") ) (d=2),
( SO*(4r), U2, 2r'"), SO*(4r") x so*(4r") ) (d=4),
( E7(,25), U(l) X E6(714)7 SL(Q,R) X Splno( ) ) (d = 8)

Let (r,7",r") = (2,1,1) for the 1st case, (r,7’,7") = (3,1,2) for the 5th case. Then we have the
following.

Theorem 5.1. Let k € 77, 1 € Z%, and put kyq = Lyy == 0. Let f(x2) € Py (p3)-

(1) For ReX > 2% — 1, we have

<f(332),€(x‘2)>)\m H;‘H:I H;:I ( —5i+J- 1)) +

ki+l;
— r vz f(ZQ)
a=0 I (A - (z +j— 2))kl+l]
min{a—1,r"
Ha 2 1_-[7, rr;{ax{l a—r""} (A o d(a ))ki+la—i

2
min{a,r’+1} d
Ha:l Hi:max{l,a—r”} ()\ - §(CL ))ki+la+1_i

f(z2).

11



(2) The following is holomorphically continued for all A € C.

T d —_
[1 (>~ 40-) (s, o9
min{k;+1; | 1<6<r/+1, 1<j<r"+1, i+j=a+1} Az

a=1

Next we consider Case (2). Suppose (G, (G?)g, (G7)g) is one of the following.

( SOu(2,n), SOyp(2,n —1), SO00(2,1) x SO(n—1) ) (d=n-2),
( Sp(2ry,R), Sp(re,R) x Sp(re, R), Ul(rg,ra) ) (d=1),
( SU(2r2,2r9), Sp(2ra, R), SO*(4r2) ) (d=2).

Let 7o = 1 for the 1st case. Then we have the following.
Theorem 5.2. Let k € Z'2, and put ky,11 := 0. Let f(z2) € Pk(p3).
(1) For ReA > 22 — 1, we have

(s,
Ii<ici<rs (A=gli+i-1) {%J Hlsingrz(’\ —3—5(iti=1) [%W

z1=0

f(22)

- hicicjer (A= 5+ - 2)) | Bitha | Mhcicicrn(A—3 -5 +35-2) [t

H2T2 ' Hz[a/riax{l a—ra} (>\ B %(CL - 1)) {ki‘H;a—iJ

]._.[27‘2 Hl—aﬁ]ax{lﬂ—rg} ()\ - g(a - 1)) {ki+k%+l—iJ
| H}aﬁix{m_m} (A—3—%(a—1)) [Hthami]

X f(ZQ).
T a/2
[ ? zl’_:/mix{l,a—'rg} (A=3-9(a-1)) [%w
(2) The following is holomorphically continued for all A € C.
279
d _
A——(a— 1)) f(ms), el _
al;[l < 2 min{L%J ‘ 1§i§j§r+l,i+j:a+l} < >/\@
Next we consider Case (3). Suppose (G, (G?)g, (G7)g) is one of the following.

( SO*(4r), SO*(2r) x SO*(2r), U(r,r) ) (d=4),

( SU(r,r), S0*(2r), Sp(r,R) ) (d=2),

( E7(—25)7 SU(27 6)7 SO*(12) ) (d = 8)

Let » = 3 for the 3rd case. Then we have the following.
Theorem 5.3. Let k € Z',, and put ky+1 := 0. Let f(z2) € Pi(ps).
(1) For ReA > 22 — 1, we have
. hcicier A= 460 +7-2)), 0
<f($2), e(x\z)> _ 1<i<y< ( )kl-‘rk] f(ZQ)
Azlz1=0 H1<7j<j<r+1 ()‘ (1 +J- 3))k1+kj
2r—2 rrla/2] d
H Hl =max{l,a+1-r} ()\ B Z(a B 1))ki+ka+1—i f(22)
Co2r-tgle/2]

H Hz =max{1l,a+1-7r} ()\ - %(a 1))ki+ka+2 i
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(2) The following is holomorphically continued for all A € C.
A——(a—1)

I1{*-3

r
a=1 min{k;+k; | 1<i<j<r+1, i+j=2a+1}

<f(332)’ e(w|5)>

Az '

Finally we consider Case (4). Suppose
(G,(G7)0,(G7)) = (5O0(2,n),S00(2,n") x SO(n"), SOy (2,n") x SO(n")),
with n =n’ +n”, n” > 3. Then we have the following.
Theorem 5.4. Let k € Z2 ,, and let f(z2) € Pk(py).

(1) For ReX > n — 1, we have

Ak -2
_ | . 2n)_]§2 f(z2).

z1=0 B (/\)kﬁ-kz ( - T)k2

<f(332)’ e(w\5)>

Az

(2) The following is holomorphically continued for all X € C.

(N ko (A _n ; 2>k2 <f(x2), e(w\2>>A,x .

In fact, for this case we have

_ )\—l—/ﬂ—n—/) ko —k — 1 (z1)
@y 2 )1y F( 2~k = +1 (= )
V), = Bt s T e

where g(21), g(22) are suitable quadratic forms on p; ~ c™, Py~ C"". By using these results,
we can determine the Parseval-Plancherel-type formulas for the decomposition of Hy(D)| (@Yo
and can determine the branching laws for the discrete Wallach sets. For more detail see the
preprint [22].
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