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TITS GEOMETRY AND POSITIVE CURVATURE
FUQUAN FANG, KARSTEN GROVE, AND GUDLAUGUR THORBERGSSON

AsstracT. There is a well known link between (maximal) polar repréatons and isotropy rep-
resentations of symmetric spaces provided by Dadok. Meredve theory by Tits and Burns-
Spatzier provides a link between irreducible symmetriacepaof noncompact type of rank at
least three and irreducible topological spherical bugdiof rank at least three.

We discover and exploit a rich structure of a (connectedindia system of finite (Coxeter)
typeM associated with any polar action of cohomogeneity at leasbin any simply connected
closed positively curved manifold. Although this chambetem is typically not a Tits geometry
of type M, its universal Tits cover indeed is a building in all but tweceptional cases. We
construct a topology on this universal cover making it intmoapact spherical building in the
sense of Burns and Spatzier. Using this structure we cjagpito equivariant dieomorphism
all polar actions on (simply connected) positively curveanifolds of cohomogeneity at least
two.

The interest in positively curved manifolds goes back tolibginning of Riemannian ge-
ometry or even to spherical and projective geometry. Likewihe program of Tits to provide
an axiomatic description of geometries whose automorplgsyap is a noncompact simple
algebraic or Lie group goes back to projective geometry.

The presence of symmetries has played a significant roleeirstiidy of positively curved
manifolds during the past two decades; see, e.g., the suf@)y/Wil, Zi]. Not only has this
resulted in a number of classification type theorems, it hes l@ad to new insights about
structural properties, see, e.@., [VZ, Wi3], as well as odiscovery and construction of a new
example([De, GVZ].

Unlike [GWZ], our work here is not motivated by the quest femnexamples. On the con-
trary, we wish to exploreigidity propertiesof special actions on positively curved manifolds
whoselinear counterpartdy work of Dadok|[Da], Cartan (see [He]), Tits [Ti1], and Bsrand
Spatzier [[BSp] ultimately are described axiomatically s@&calledcompact spherical build-
ings

The special actions we investigate are the so-caitddr actions i.e., isometric actions for
which there is an (immersed) submanifold, a so-cafledtion that meets all orbits orthogo-
nally. Such actions form a particularly simple, yet venjhrand interesting class of manifolds
and actions closely related to the transformation growgifit¥$he concept goes back to isotropy
representations of symmetric spaces. Also, as a speci| ttesadjoint action of a compact
Lie group on itself is polar with section a maximal torus.digension to general manifolds was
pioneered by Szenthe in [Sz] and independently by PalaiFardy in [PTe], and has recently
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been further developed in [GZ]. Since the action by the idenbmponent of a polar action is
itself polar, weassume throughowtithout further comments thatur group is connectedAn
exceptional but important special case is that of cohomeityeane actions and manifolds, i.e.,
actions with 1-dimensional orbit space.

The exceptional casef positively curved cohomogeneity one manifolds was &ddn
[GWZ] and [Ve]. Aside from the rank one symmetric spaces #i$o includes infinite families
of other manifolds, most of which are not homogeneous even hpmotopy. In contrast, our
main result here is the following:

Tueorem A. A polar action on a simply connected, compact, positively@d manifold of
cohomogeneity at least two is equivariantlyfglmorphic to a polar action on a compact rank
one symmetric space.

This is reminiscent of the situation fasoparametricsubmanifolds in euclidean spheres,
where many isoparametric hypersurfaces are not homoger{eeal[OT, FKM]), whereas in
higher codimensions by [Th] they are the orbits of lineampalctions if they are irreducible or
equivalently the orbits of isotropy representations of pagt symmetric spaces hy [Da].

All polar actions on the simply connected, compact rank omarsetric spaces, i.e., the
spheres and projective spacgy,CP", HP" andOP? were classified irf [Da] (see al<o [EH]) and
[PTH,[GK]. In all cases bubP? they are either linear polar actions on a sphere or they ddsce
from such actions to a projective space. By the work mentdaimve by Dadok, Cartan, Tits,
and Burns-Spatzier, the (maximal) irreducible polar Imaetions are in 1-1 correspondence
with irreduciblecompact spherical building©nOP? any polar action has either cohomogene-
ity one or two, and in the second case all but two have a fixedtpdihe latter are actions by
SU(3)SU(3) [PTH] andSO(3) G, [GK] both with orbit space a spherical triangle with angles
n/2, /3 andr/4. We refer to these as tlesxceptionalirreducible) actions o@P?.

We note that Theorem A is optimal: In fact, since the Bergee&yer deformation [Ch]
preserves polarity and lower curvature bonds there are ievaniant positively curved polar
metrics on any rank one symmetric space arbitrarily Gromeéausdoff close to its orbit space.

There are dterent steps and strategies involved in the proof of TheoremoAguide the
reader we provide a short discussion of the key results weedbe proof.

Our point of departure is the following description of sen8 and their (€ective) stabilizer
groups referred to gmlar groupsin [GZ]] and generalized Weyl groups in Sz, PTe]:

Tueorem B. The polar group of a simply connected positively curved patanifold of
cohomogeneity at least two is a Coxeter group &,aquotient thereof. Moreover, the section
with this action is equivariantly gieomorphic to a sphere, respectively a real projective space
with a linear action.

If this linear action is irreducible we say that the pataaction isirreducible, and reducible
otherwise. The above result also allows us to associatenaéotedchamber systerd’(M; G)
(cf. [Ti2, Rqd]) of typeM (the Coxeter matrix of the associated Coxeter group), tosamyply
connected positively curved pol@& manifold M of cohomogeneity at least two. We point out
that in this generality, the geometric realizatiorisdfM; G) is not always a simplicial complex,
so not ageometryof typeM in the sense of Tits. For this we prove:
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Tueorem C. Let M be a simply connected positively curved patamanifold without fixed
points, and not (equivalent to) an exceptional actior0®i. Then the universal covéf(M; G)
of (M; G) is a spherical building.

Moreover, the Hausd@itopology on compact subsetsdfinduces in a natural way a topol-
ogy on%’(M; G) for which we prove:

Tueorem D. Whenever the universal c0\fé7|(M; G) of ¥(M; G) is a building, it is a compact
spherical building.

When the Coxeter diagram fdi is connected, or more generally has no isolated nodes,
the work of Burns and Spatzier [BSp] as extended by Grureth@&ramer, Van Maldeghem
and Weiss[|[GKMW] applies, and hen@M; G) is the building of the sphere at infinity of a
noncompact symmetric spatie/K of nonpositive curvature, and the actionkobn the sphere
at infinity is the linear polar action whose chamber systerthésbuilding. In our case, the
fundamental group of the cover becomes a compact normal subgroup afK acting freely
on the sphere with quotient our manifold with the actionGy G/n. Moreover, the actions by
G andK on the sphere are orbit equivalent. This already proves beofieni A up to equivariant
homeomorphism in this case (Theorem 4.10), and equivadiiomorphism follows, e.g.,
from therecognition theoremn [GZ]. In particular, we note that in this cadé is either a
sphere or a quotient thereof by a Hopf action, i.e., not thdeygplane.

In the remaining (reducible) cases (including the case efifpoints), where isolated nodes
of the Coxeter diagram are present, the above mentioneddedeBurns-Spatzier-Tits theory
does not yield the desired result, and we also use more djeechetric arguments that hinges
on acharacterization of Hopf fibrationis our context, Lemma 6l.2.

We point out that the proof of Theorem C above has three disparts, a special one of
which is carried out in[[FGT]. For all chamber systems of rahkeast four, our constructions
combined with the work of Tits gives the result (cf. Theorer3. In the reducible rank
three cases it follows from Theordm 17.1. In the irreducilalekrthree cases, i.e., of typge
and C;, corresponding to the orbit space being a spherical treanggh anglesr/2, n/3 and
/3, respectivelyr/2, 7/3 andn/4, the general theory breaks down. The point of departure
here (Theorem 5l1), is that in this cagéM; G) is simplicial, thus anAs, respectively aCs
geometry Since allA, geometries are buildings by work of Tits, this completesdhse ofA;.

In the case o3 one can use an axiomatic characterization of buildingsmé G5 due to Tits.
This is carried out in [FGIT] via reductions and the workiin [G}JVUnlike the higher rank case,
the strategy here is toonstruct suitable coveand prove that they are buildings. Exactly two
cases emerge (from the exceptional action®©Bf) where this cannot be done due to theorem
D and the subsequent discussion above. In fact, we conclude:

Tueorem E. The chamber systei(OP?, G) for an irreducible polarG action onOP? is a
Cs geometry whose universal cover is not a building.

The existence o€; geometries whose universal covers are not buildings arekwelvn in
the “real estate community” (sele [Ne]), but the examéeP?, G), with G = SU(3) - SU(3),
andG = SO(3) - G, which arise naturally in our context are new.
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We conclude this outline by pointing out that positive ciiva is used in the general the-
ory for two purposes: (1) To prove Theorem B (cf. Section 20d &) to establish that the
associated chamber syst&iiM; G) is connected, or equivalently ti@&action isprimitive (cf.
Section 3). In fact, we prove the conclusion of Theorem A for polar action with connected
chamber system and whose orbit space has positive curyatiess it is of typeCs. In the
case ofC; (see [FGT]) we use positive curvature more extensively artigularly relying on
the work in [GWZ] (alternatively, due to Theordm b.1, thiseas also covered by the classifi-
cation of irreducible homogeneous geometries of finite @axdypeM of rank at least two in
[KL]).

Unlike previous applications of buildings to geometry, wisaessential for us is to use Tits’s
local approach to buildings.e., via chamber systems and their universal covers H@?, We
like to mention that this is the case also in independent kameous work by Lytchak [Ly]
describing the structure of polar singular foliations otlitoension at least three in compact
symmetric spaces. In particular, in his context resultdlaimio Theorem D and its corollary,
Theorem E were obtained.

We point out that a corresponding theory for polar actione@megatively curved manifolds
is significantly more involved. In particular, the conceptan “irreducible action” is not as
straightforward in this case, in part since the section il®nger just a sphere or a real projective
space with a reflection group (for a complete description[E&8). For example the polar?
action onCP? with three fixed points induces a polaf action onCP* + CP? with a metric
of nonnegative curvature and flat Klein bottle as sectioe (&]) that should be viewed as
reducible, as should actions that are not primitive.

With the appropriate notion of irreducibility we

Coniecture. An irreducible polar action on a simply connected nonnegayi curved com-
pact manifold is equivariantly gieomorphic to a quotient of a polar action on a symmetric
space.

Another interesting direction is based on part of our workeltbat generalizes to curvature
free settings. For example, the combinatorial content ofpaper can be used in the study of
general polar actions on simply connected manifolds wititefipolar group.

We have divided the paper into seven sections. Structutaibnsists of three ratherfiierent
moderately intertwined parts, Sections 1-4 constitutiag B Section b (together with [FGT])
Part Il, and SectioriS[6-7 Part Ill. Here Part | deals with therall general approach and theory
leading to a proof of Theorem A for all irreducible actionsamhomogeneity at least three.
Part 1l deals with the exceptional case of irreducibe astiohcohomogeneity two where the
key issue for the general theory breaks down. Finally Pardehls with all reducible cases
including cohomogeneity two. In particular, Parts | andyi¢éld a proof of Theorem A in
cohomogeneity at least three. In cohomogeneity two onlyirtieelucible actions of typ€ 3
are not covered in this paper and we refer to [FGT][(or/[KL]).

The first two sections are devoted to preliminaries and alysisaf sections culminating in
Theorem B, which actually provides a complete classificatibpositively curved manifolds
with reflection groups. The chamber system associated witha action in positive curvature
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is investigated in Section 3. The point of departure herdeasthis chamber system is connected.
The proof of this is based on a result about dual foliatiors Wilking [Wi3]. We conclude
Section 3 by proving Theorem C in all (irreducible) casesAyndCs;.

In Section 4 we equip the ingredients of Theorem C with a @htapology based on the
classical Hausddi topology on closed sets in a compact metric space. Our maintreere
is that with this topology the universal covers of our chamdestems are compact spherical
buildings in the sense of Burns and Spatzier. This then itiquéar leads to a proof of Theorem
A for all irreducible actions but those of typge andCs.

As mentioned above, the general theory for compact sphdncklings breaks down for
reducible actions in general (the ones for whom the Coxetgrdm has isolated nodes). The
proof of Theorem A for such actions is carried out in SectiGrend[Y. As a key input, we
provide in Sectiohl6 a characterization of Hopf fibrationsim context which is of independent
interest. This immediately yields Theorem A for the speceae where fixed points are present.
The reducible case where no fixed points are present is dealinSectiori 7.

For basic facts and tools involving critical point theory fmnsmooth distance functions and
convex sets in positive curvature that will be used freelyr@fer to [Pe] Chapter 11.

It is our pleasure to thank Linus Kramer, and Alexander Lgicfor constructive discussions
and comments. Likewise, we are grateful to an anonymousaefer constructive comments
and a suggestion that lead to a significant simplificatiorhefgroof of the Hopf Lemma 8.2,
and subsequent ramifications.

1. PRELIMINARIES

We will begin by giving a brief description of known facts fgeneral polar manifolds (cf.
e.g. [GZ] and[[HPPIT] for further information). We observathinder fairly mild restrictions,
there is a general so-called chamber system naturally iassdevith such actions. We will end
the section with a description of such systems, and the ajpease of Coxeter systems.

ThroughoutG will be a compact connected Lie group acting isometricaltyaoconnected
compact Riemannian manifoldl in a polar fashion. By definition there issectionZ, i.e.,
an immersiono- : ¥ — M of a connected manifold, whose image intersects dall orbits
orthogonally. Moreover, we demand thatis a section without a subcover section, ie.
does not factor through a coveridg— ¥ — M. Obviouslygo is a section for ang € G,
andGo(X) = M. Clearly, £ has the same dimension as thebit space M = M/G, i.e.,
the cohomogeneitpf the action, or the codimension pfincipal orbits G/H c M. If not
otherwise stated, it is understood thakQdim M* < dimM. This eliminates general actions
by discrete groups, and general transitive actions. Intiaahdiwe also assume thM is not a
product wheres acts trivially on one of the factors. In general, we will denthe image of a
subsefX ¢ M under theorbit mapby X* c M*.

The following facts are simple and well known (cf. [Sz, PTe])

e Any section igotally geodesic
e The slice representation of any isotropy graug G is apolar representation

Recall here that iK fixes p € M, then theslice representatiorf K is the action ofk by
differentials on the normal spaceTipM to the tangent spaci,(G p) of its orbit G p. We often
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restrict this further to the subspa€g perpendicular also to the fixed point gefM®. This is
also a polar representation.

Fix a sectiorr : £ — M and a poinfp € X corresponding to a princip@ orbit, i.e.,G o(p)
is a principal orbit with isotropy groupl = G, ;. The stabilizer subgrou@, ) c G of (%)
induces an action ob. Clearly,H is the kernel of that action, and we referllo= G, ) / H as
thepolar groupassociated to the section Recall the following facts:

e For anyq € %, 0.(TqX) ¢ ToyM is a section of the polar representation, the slice
representation o6,(g, and the associated polar group is the isotropy gidyp

e I1 is a discrete subgroup of(H)/ H acting properly discontinuously an with trivial
principal isotropy group.

e M*=X":=X/Ilis an orbifold.

In complete generality, the structure Bf and itsG action is encoded in the sectian the
polar groupIl and its actions o andG / H, and theG isotropy groups along. Although in
general [T can be any discrete subgroup of a Lie group, typically siagaoibits are present, in
which case there is a nontrivial normal subgraMpc I1 generated byeflectionsr; associated
with maximal singular isotropy grougs; ¢ G alongX (cf. [GZ]). We refer to any group
generated by reflections asadlection group We stress that here ¥ — X is called a reflection
if r has order two, and at least one component of the fixed poirtasetodimension 1. The
codimension 1 components c X of the fixed point sek' are referred to as thairrorsof r. A
connected componentof the complement of all mirrors is called aopen chamberof . We
denote the closure of an open chambefhy ¢ and refer to it simply as ehamber Again, we
stress that this kind of terminology is usually reservedh gituation where the complement
of a mirror has two connected components interchanged befleetion. Note that the latter is
automatic for reflections on a simply connected manifold.

It is clear thaiW acts transitively on the set of open chamber¥ dbut the stabilizer group
W, which we will call thechamber groupmay be nontrivial when the section is not simply
connected (cf. Example 1.1 and Theoren 1.2). Cleafhy = C/W,.. Moreover, the boundary
dC = C - c of a chambelC, is the union of itschamber faceswhere a chamber face is a
nonempty intersectio@ N A with a mirror.

The following examples illustrate these concepts and degaat for our subsequent discus-
sion about positive curvature:

Examplel.1 Consider the following group#/ acting onS? as well as orRP2.
(1) W = A; = (r), wherer is the reflection in the equator:

On S? there is one mirror and two open chambers, the open upperoavet hemispheres
interchanged by. Their closure is the orbit spa&&/W. There is one face, its boundary circle
(and it coincides with the mirror a).

OnRP? there is one mirror and one open chamber and it is preservedtsyclosure is all of
RP? and the orbit spacBP?/W is the cone on its boundary circle, the cone point correspond
to the isolated fixed point afon RP? (in the chamber). There is one face, the whole boundary
(and it coincides with the mirror a).

Note that the action ofv on RP? lifts to the action ofw on S2. If we extend this action by
—id, the extended group action induces the same action orages Bnd now has the same orbit
space.
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(2) W = A1 x A1 = (ro, 1) Whererg, r, are reflection in two great circles making an angj@:

On S? there are two mirrors and four open chambers. Their closutteei orbit spacg?/w,

a spherical right angled biangle. There are two faces ea@rhwh are also a chamber face.
Their intersection is the intersection of mirrors and cales with the fixed point set Fix).

On RP? there are three mirrors and four open chambers. In fact, riitation” ror, on S2
induces a reflection oRP?. The closure of an open chamber is the orbit sgB&'W, a right
angled spherical triangle. There are three faces, each whv also a chamber face. The
intersection of all mirrors is empty, but each vertex of thigitcsspace triangle correspond in this
case to a fixed point oiv.

In this case, the lifted action o on RP? to S? contains a rotation of angle. Again the
extended action byid defines the same action &P?, but onS? the action has three reflections,
and of course the same orbit space. In other words, the iiefiegtoup onS? generated by the
lift of all the reflections inRP? contains the antipodal map in this case as opposed to the first
case.

(3) W = A, = (ro, r3) wherer, r3 are reflection in two great circles making an angl8:

On S? there are three mirrors and six open chambers. Their clastine orbit spac&?/w,

a spherical biangle with angle’'3. There are two faces each of which are also a chamber face.
Their intersection is the intersection of mirrors and cales with the fixed point set Fix{).

OnRP? there are three mirrors and three open chambers. The clobareopen chamber is
a spherical biangle with angle/3 where the two vertices have been identified! The stabilizer
W, of a chamber has order two, fixes the “mid point"@fnd rotate<€ to itself, mapping one
chamber face to the other. The orbit space has one face wetkingular point, the fixed point
of W and one interior singular point, the fixed pointwf.

In this case, the reflection group obtained by lifting theawfbns inRP? to reflections irs?
does not contain the antipodal map. If we extend it by thepad&l map we get the same action
onRP? and the orbit spaces are of course the same as well.

(4) Consider a linear cohomogeneity one action on a sphete abit space of length /i,
i = 2,3. The suspended action and its induced action on the re@iqbk@ space have sections
and polar groups as presented in (2) and (3) above.

Note thatif [T = W and the chamber grouy/. is trivial, it follows thatC is isometrically
identified withZ/W = M/ G, and thatV acts simply transitively on the set of closed chambers
of a fixed sectiorz. Moreover,G acts transitively on the set of all chambers in all sectidnid p
i.e. M = UgcgC, and this set of chambers@/ H as a set. The chamber fadési = 1,.. .k,
of C correspond to a set of generatorgor W. This way all faces of chambeg€, g € G of
M get labeled consistently, so thatis label preserving. Now define two chambgi€ and
0.C to bei-adjacentif they have a commonfaceg;F; = g,F;. This relation among the set
of chambers irM, respectively all chambers in a fixed sectitbmake both of these sets into a
chamber systerd (M, G), respectivelys’ (X, W) according to the following definition (see, e.g.,
[Ti2] Rq]):

An (abstract) chamber system overl {1, ..., k} is a set% together with a partition o¥’
for everyi € |. ElementsC,C’ € % in the same part of thiepartition, are said to beadjacent
which is written a<C ~; C’. The elements o¥ are callecchambers

We will use the following standard terminology in subsedigattions:



8 FUQUAN FANG, KARSTEN GROVE, AND GUDLAUGUR THORBERGSSON

A galleryin ¢ is a sequenc€ = (Co,...,Cp) in € such thatC; is ij-adjacent taC;,, for
every 0< j < m- 1. Here thewvord f = igiz...In 1 in | is referred to as thigypeof the gallery.
If we want to indicate this type, we writg; rather than just. If thei;’s belong to a subset
Jofl, we calll' = (C,...,Cy) aJ-gallery. A subsetB of a chamber syster# is said to
be connectedor J-connectedlif any two chambers in it can be connected by a gallery (or a
J-gallery). TheJ-connected components @f are calledJ-residues Therank of a J-residue is
the cardinality ofJ and itscorankis the cardinality of \ J. Given residue® andS of typesJ
andK respectively, we say th& is afaceof R, if Rc S andJ c K.

Note that for chamber syster#®§ M, G) as above, if two mirrord; andA; in X corresponding
to two reflections; andr; on X intersect, thenr(r;)™ = 1 for some finite integem; > 1. In
fact, ri,r; € W, the reflection group of the polar representation of the egntrgroupG, for
p € Ai N Aj = Ajj, so(r,r;) is a dihedral group, and the angle betwegrandA; is 7/m;.

In fact, in our casen; is limited to 2, 3, 4, or 6, since these are the possibilitarsgotropy
representations of symmetric spaces, and moreover notexaajorbits are present (Theorem
[2.7).

Recall, that a symmetrik x k matrixM = (m;) with entries fromiN U {eo}, with m; = 1 for
alli eI, andm; > 1ifi # jis called aCoxeter matrix

Pictorially, M is given by its so-callediagram which consists of oneodefor eachi € | and
m; — 2 lines joining the and j nodes.

The associate@oxeter group of typ# is the groupV(M) given by generators and relations
as

W(M) = ({rq,....nd | (rir)™ = 1foralli, j € | such tham; is finite).

The pair W(M), S), whereS = {ry,...,ry}, is called theCoxeter system of typd, andk is
referred to as itsank. The elements ofV(M) that are conjugate to elements$nare called
reflections

There is a natural chamber systeff{(W) associated with a Coxeter systewi((M), S), where
S ={ry,...,riy andl = {1,...,k}: One defines-adjacency foii € | to bew ~; wr;, i.e.,
each part in thé-partition of W consists of two elements. Notice thatis connected sincg
generate$V. There is a partial order among residues defined by se®®iggR if S > R. The
residuesT for whichS < T impliesS = T are called theverticesof ¢’ (W). Denote the set of
vertices by'V. One associates to a residoe¢he subse®’ c V defined byS’ = {ve V|v < S},
and callS’ ani-simplexif its cardinality isi + 1. The set simplices ifi’ is denoted byA(W).

The Coxeter complexA(W) associated to a Coxeter systevid(1), S) also provides an ex-
ample of an (abstract) simplicial complex:
Recall that anabstract) simplicial compleis a nonempty familyS of finite subsets (called
simplice$ of a setV so that{v} € S for everyv € V and every subset of a simplex is a
simplex inS (called aface. (The simplices consisting of one element are caliedices)

One has the following general facts (see e.g. |Dav] page T8prem 10.1.5 and Lemma
10.1.6):

Tueorem 1.2. For any reflection groupV acting on a simply connected Riemannian manifold
¥, (W,S) is a Coxeter system, where S are reflectionsMrcorresponding to the faces of
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a chamber C, andV, is trivial. If ¥ is compactW is finite and isomorphic to a spherical
reflection group.

Remarkl.3. The Coxeter groups that we will deal with in this paper willlz finite. By
a theorem of Coxeter, Coxeter systems of rink 1 are in one to one correspondence with
finite subgroups 0O(k + 1) that are generated by reflections in hyperplane&“cf and only
fix the origin. Such groups have been classified. Mg S) be a Coxeter system of rarkk
acting as a reflection group @{*1, and consider its restriction &€ . In this case mirrors are
of course great spher&&™, and the Coxeter group/ acts simply transitively on the set of
chambers. Each chamber is a spheriesimplex and the corresponding triangulatiorStfis
thegeometric realizatiof the Coxeter comple&(W) associated to a Coxeter system, S).

The geometry of this representation is also reflected in thee@r diagram oM. For exam-
ple, this diagram is connected if and only if this action redlucible. Each node corresponds
to a codimension one face simplexandsr/m; is the angle between the correspondirand
j faces of thek-simplexSk/W. The Coxeter diagram for the isotropy groupVefat the vertex
opposite of face is obtained from the Coxeter diagramWwfby removing tha-th node.

We note that the chambers for the Coxeter sysiis) in Theoreni 1.2 wheh is a compact
k manifold combinatorially are the same as the sphekisahplices of its representation above.
Geometrically, it follows in particular that all angles inchamber off are the same as the
corresponding angles in the spherical simplex.

AlthoughA; is an irreducible Coxeter group, we point out that all the#n3-dimensional
representations presented in Exaniplé 1.1 above are réelutile conclude this section with
important examples of irreducible Coxeter groups:

Examplel.4. Finite Coxeter groups that are isomorphic to finite and cole reflection
groups acting oiR® will play a special role in some of our proofs. There are thmeeh groups
that in the classification of finite Coxeter (or reflectiondgps are given the symbos, Cs, Hs.

The groupA; is isomorphic to the symmetric group on four letters. It is group of sym-
metries of a regular tetrahedron. Its order is 24. The 2-&rgs in the triangulation explained
above have angles/ 2, 7/3, andr/3 at the vertices.

The groupCs; is the symmetry group of a regular cube (or dually of a regodaahedron). Its
order is 48. The 2-simplices in the triangulation have aswg@, 7/3, andr/4 at the vertices.

The groupH; is the symmetry group of a regular dodecahedron (or dualéyrefyular icosa-
hedron). Its order is 120. The 2-simplices in the triangofahave anglea/2, /3, andn/5
at the vertices. Note, that the occurrence of the angfieexcludedH; as a Coxeter group of a
polar action.

2. SEctions AND CoxETER GROUPS

We assume from now on thM is apositively curved polaG-manifold of cohomogeneity
at least two This will yield strong restrictions on all the basic itenme@gented in Sectidd 1. In
particular, we will prove that sections are either spheragal projective spaces.

When M is simply connected, we show that the polar group is a Coxgtaup when the
section is a sphere, andZa quotient of such a group when the section is a real projespeee;
in either case the action is linear as stated in Theorem Beofiinoduction.
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The starting point is the following
Lemma 2.1 (Singular Orbit). Any positively curved polaB-manifold has singular orbits.

Proof. If all orbits have maximal dimension, the normal distriloutiis globally defined and
integrable with leaves the sections M. Since in particular the sectional curvatureMfis
nonnegative, it now follows from Theorem 1.3 in [Wa] that trbits of G are totally geodesic,
and that the metric oM locally is a product metric. This is a contradiction since #ectional
curvature ofM is actually positive. |

Remark2.2 For a nonnegatively curved pol@&manifold the same conclusion holds unless
M = X xg G/H is locally metrically a product. If in additioM is simply connectedM =
¥ x G / H with a product metric.

From Section 1, we know in particular that the reflection grddic IT is nontrivial and that
oM* = 9%* is nonempty. This already is ficient to prove

ProprosiTioN 2.3 (Section). Let M be a compact positively curved polar manifold. Then any
sectionX is diffeomorphic to either a sphe& or a real projective spac&PX. In particular,
the polar groudl is finite.

Proof. Let r be a reflection, with mirroA andE c A a component. Since the curvature is
positive the (local) distance function & is strictly concave. In particular, the complement
¥ - D.(E) of a small tubular neighborhood &fis a (locally) convex set with bounda#p.(E).
This set either has one or two components correspondingetbdhndary having one or two
components. In either case, each component is a disc byahdastl “soul argument”, and in
factE = A. The key fact here is that the distance function to the bornidastrictly concave
and hence has a unique point at maximal distance callesiillepoint Moreover the distance
function to the soul point has no critical points. For theusngnts and constructions below it is
also important that the distance function iavariant.

In the case, wherE — D.(E) has two componentd, = E separateX into two manifoldsv,
andV_ each withA as a totally geodesic boundary. In this case the isomeéingrchange¥,
andV_. Moreover, the dfeomorphisny say from the upper hemisphebé of Sk to V, can be
chosen so that the north poledf goes to the soul point of,, and the image of the gradient
lines to the north pole db are “radial” neaiE and the soul point. The map: Sk — X defined
by ® = ¢ onDX and® = r¢p on D is a difeomorphism which is equivariant relative to the
reflectionsp in the equator of* andr onX.

In the case wherE-D,(E) has one componentfixes its soul point and acts freely elsewhere:
In factr clearly acts freely irD.(E) — E, so by convexity can only have isolated fixed points
in X — D.(E). Moreover, if there was an isolated fixed point in additionthe soul point a
minimal geodesic between them would be reflected to a closedeasgic which is impossible
by convexity. In particularA = E = RIP“N and X has fundamental group,. In the two
fold universal cove of Z, the lift A splitsX into two convex componentg, andV_ with
common totally geodesic boundaty as in the first part. The reflectiarifts to a reflectionr
interchanging/, andV_, each being mapped isometrically by the projection map-+to\ (see
also remark2]4). Choosing afitiomorphismp say from the upper hemisphebé of sk to Vv,
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as before, the map : Sk — £ defined byd = ¢ onDX and® = r ¢p onDk is a difeomorphism
which is equivariant relative to the reflectiprofi Sk andr onZ, and in addition by construction
equivariant relative to the antipodal majd on sk and thedeck transformatiora of £. We
conclude thatb induces a dfeomorphismd : RP¥ — X which is equivariant relative to the
reflectionso on RP* induced fromp™andr on X. |

Remark2.4. During the proof of the result above we note in particulat tha € W is a
reflection of the sectioB with mirror A, then:

e If X is a sphere, Fix] = A andA is a codimension one sphere.

e If X is a projective space, Fij(= A U s, wheresis the soul point at maximal distance
to A, andA is a real projective space of codimension one. - Note in aifdthatr also
lifts to a map preserving. ¢ M and acting as on A

In particular,mirrors are connectedand ifIT = (r) , the result above gives a complete equivari-
ant description of, IT).

The proof above also allows us to derive further informatout the reflection group/
and the corresponding open chambers and orbit spate

Lemma 2.5 (Sphere Chamber)Assume is a k-dimensional sphere, and c is an open cham-
ber. Then

Intersections of mirrors are spheres, and the closure C sfa¢onvex set iB.

There are at most k 1 chamber faces, and the intersection of all of theraixgW).

If there are k+ 1 chamber faces, then C is a k-simplex, d&wW) = 0

If there aref + 1 < k+ 1 chamber faces, then C is the joinkik(W) with an¢-simplex.

Moreover, C is a fundamental domain fafandX/W = C.

Proof. If there is only one mirroA corresponding to one reflectionW = (r) = Z, andC is a
closed convex disc with boundary = Fix(W) and indeed a join of Fix{/) with a 0-simplex,
the soul points of C as we have seen.

Now consider any two reflections, i = 1,2 with corresponding mirrora,;. If p € Ay, =
A1 N Ay = Fix((r1, 12)), clearlyr; € W, the reflection group of the polar representation of the
isotropy groupG,. In particularrs, 1) is a dihedral group, and the angle betweégrandA; is
n/k for some integek. In particular, the intersectiof;; is a codimension one totally geodesic
submanifold of either mirroA;, and hence again by convexity is a sphere (two points when the
mirrors are 1-dimensional).

In general, considef mirrors A4, ..., A, such that the inclusions of iterated intersections
A1 D A3 D ... D Az are all strict. Then each intersection is a totally geodsslimani-
folds of codimension one in the previous intersection, amtleA 1,3 ( is a kK—¢) sphere. Also
A123. ¢ 1S the set fixed by all reflections with corresponding mirron;. This completes the
proof of the first two “bullets”, since mirrors correspongito ¢ different chamber faces satisfy
the needed inclusion property.

Now suppos&€ has? + 1 chamber faceds;, .. ., F,. Since the angle between any two faces
is at mostr/2 it follows as in the original Cheeger-Gromoll case of thetaice function to the
full boundary [Pg], that the distance function @rto one face, sa¥ is strictly concave (cf.
Theorem 7 in[[Wi2], Theorem 1.3 in [GKi], and Corollary 3.2[W0] for general Alexandrov
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spaces with boundary), and hence has a unique point at miadistence, its “soul point”s.

It follows that, 5 is in the intersection of the remaining chamber faces (Téraat.3 in [GKi]
and Lemma 3.4 in [WO0] for general Alexandrov spaces notivag tntersections of faces are
extremal subsets). Moreover, by convexity of super leved gee distance function tgy onC
has no critical points. Using this and the basic fact thavesrcombination of “gradient like
vector fields” is “gradient like” one constructggaadient likevector field (the angle between it
and any minimal geodesic & is larger tharr/2) which is radial neas, and gradient like also
when restricted to the remaining faces intrinsically. Imtjgalar, C is the cone orfFy which
in turn is isotopic to a small metric ball i@ of radiuse centered ak,. This also identifies-q
with the boundary of thig ball, which via the exponential map is identified with thestlce of
a chamber in the unit sphere stcorresponding to the reflections ..., r,. The proof of the
remaining two bullets is now completed by induction on thenber of chamber faces. O

We point out that this proof is a special case of a generaltrabout orbit spaces of posi-
tively curved manifolds due to Wilking [Wi2] (Theorem 7) Jaged more directly t&/W in our
context however. We have included it here not only to makexp®sition more self contained,
but also because it illuminates the particular structurdawe here.

We now turn to the case where the sectioims a projective space. In this case, we will
analyze the situation in its universal coverSpecifically, for each mirroA in X corresponding
to a reflectionr, we consider its liftA to X. As noted in the proof the section propositionl 2.3
and remark 2J4; has two canonical lifts. One of them is a reflectian A, the other has two
isolated fixed points and restricts &oon A. Here we definaV to be the reflection group on
% generated by afl, where we use all from W. Note, that by construction, any lifted mirror
is preserved by, and thata commutes with any element frov. Combining this with the
previous lemma one derives, whetiMris simply connected or not, the following:

Lemma 2.6 (Projective Chamber)AssumeE is a k-dimensional projective space ahdhe
universal cover with deck transformatian Then

e Intersections of lifted mirrors are spheres invariant unde
e The associated reflection growg of W may or may not contaia, but in either case
= (W, a)/(a). .

e Open chambers c iB are isometric to open chambetgor W,

e The closureC of an open chamber fW is a convex set i@ with boundary the union of
chamber faces. Moreover, C is obtained frénby identifyinga orbits in the boundary.

e C has at most k 1 chamber faces, and the intersection of them afiigW).

e If C has k+ 1 chamber faces it is a k-simplex aﬁd<(W) =

e If € hast + 1 < k+ 1 chamber faces it is a join d¥ix(W) and ant simplex.

Moreover,X/W = 2/(W, a) = (2/(W>)/(a> = C/<a>.

We assume from now on thM is a positively curved simply connected poamanifold,
with G connected.

The following is proved more generally for singular polaliddons in [AT], Theorem 1.5
and [Al], Theorem 1.1:
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Tueorem 2.7 (Alexandrino and Toben)Any nontrivial polar action on a simply connected
manifold has no exceptional orbits and its reflection grovifis the whole polar groul.

In the case of polar actions it was also recently proved in][{BAt in addition the chamber
group is trivial. For the sake of the reader we provide a sendjplect proof in the case of positive
curvature. In fact, the following is pivotal for us:

ProposiTioN 2.8 (Chamber Group).The chamber groujv, of a simply connected positively
curved polarG manifold M is trivial, and hence M= X* = C. Moreover,

e If T is a sphere, C is a simplex and the fixed pointsét= 0, or C is a join of=" and
a simplex. _
e If X is a projective space, C is a simplex,e W and X% is a subset of the vertices
(possibly empty).
In either caseW acts simply transitive on the set of chambers.

Proof. Consider an open chambeandW, acting on it. Note that whether or nbtis a sphere
or a projective space,is the union of compact closed locally convex sub§stgdistances or
more toC — ¢). By convexity it is clear that the soul point (the commonlgmint s for all C¢)
is fixed byW, (one can also use the descriptiorcdfom the lemmas above). Since there are no
exceptional orbits wheM is simply connected (cf._2.7) this already is impossiblesgaiV. is
trivial. From section one we then know tht: = X* is the closureC of a chamberc. If X is a
sphere, Lemma 2.5 completes the proof.

Now suppos& is a projective space: .
First note thak acts freely on the set of open chambers\War This follows from the simple
fact thata interchanges the two connected components of the compteshany lifted mirror,
and commutes with.
We now claim thaE™ = @ and henc€ (defined ifZb) is a simplex. IndeeleW is nonempty
then clearlya ¢ W. Moreover, the involution induced by on £/W = € acts freely orzW
and preserves the boundary®f In particular,C/(a) will have interior metric singular points
contradicting that it i€ by Lemmd 2.6. o
To complete the proof we now claim that W, and in particulaC = /W = X/W = C. If not,
then|w| = |W| anda induces a nontrivial involution o& with C = C/(a). Such an involution
will preserve the boundary of the simpl€xtaking faces to faces. As before this will produce
an interior metric singular point & unless the induced map hyis a reflection of the simplex.
This, however, cannot happen since the fixed point set ofrtution would correspond to a
chamber face of and hence a reflection W whose lift toS had been omitted fromw. O

Remark2.9. Note that it follows from this that iM® # @ andX is a sphere theM® = XV,
sinceX" is the most singular stratum in the orbit spag&v = M/ G. In the next section we
will see that conversely, £V # ¢ andX is a sphere theM® # 0 as well and henc#® = TV

(cf. 3.8)).

The Coxeter groupV, respectivelyW corresponding to the section being a sphere, respec-
tively a projective space admits a canonical represemtatie., acts isometrically on the unit
k-sphereSk with orbit spaceC’ having the same infinitesimal singularities (i.e., tangemtes)
asC. As a consequence we have:
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CororLary 2.10. Let M be a simply connected positively curved pdtamanifold. Then
M* = ¥* = C admits a metric of constant curvature isometric to itsdinmodel C.

Proof. From Propositiof 218, we know that is the chambe€ for a Coxeter groupV (resp.

W) acting on thek-spheres (resp.S, whenX is a projective space). Moreover, as stated above
the same Coxeter group acts linearly $nwith chamber<’ having labels a€ and with the
same tangent cones, determined by the correspondingpgairoups and actions.

We only consider the case thatis a sphere since the other case is analogous. Now fix a
chamberC with ¢ + 1 chamber facesr,, ..., F, in £ and the corresponding model chamber
C’ c S As in the proof of Lemm& 215, lety be the point inC at maximal distance to the
face Fo. Now apply the isotropy grouj/, of the Coxeter group &, to C to obtain aws,
invariant convex subsav (C) of X with s in the interior, the point at maximal distance from
the boundany(Ws,(C)) = W (Fo) of W¢,(C). As in the proof of Lemm& 215 it follows that
there is aW,, invariant smooth vector field on an open neighborhoow/g{C) in X, which is
radial nears, and gradient like 0@(Ws,(C)).

The same construction based ©hin S* yields aWs, invariant difeomorphism of a neigh-
borhood ofWg (C) in T to a neighborhood iV (C’) in Sk. After a suitable reparametrization
of one of the vector fields using transversality if needed,réstriction yields the desired dif-
feomorphism fronC to C’. m|

We are now ready to establish the main result of this section.

Tueorem 2.11 (Coxeter Section)Let M be a simply connected positively curved polar man-
ifold. Then the action of the polar grofy of a sectionX is equivariantly dffeomorphic to a
linear action ofw. In fact,X admits aw invariant metric of constant curvature.

Proof. Choose a constant curvature metricras above. We now claim that this metric comes
from aW invariant metric ork with constant curvature. To see this, all we have to do isfto li
the metric locally near any point of the orbit space to anynpoiapping to it by the orbit map.
This however is clear. Since the lifted metrics obtained thay agree on overlaps we are
done. m|

Remark2.12 We point out that our conclusions about the section in thertra above carry
over to the general context of a positively curved manifoithw nontrivial isometric reflection
group action. The manifold together with the action of thféertion group is then equivariantly
diffeomorphic to a sphere or a real projective space with a limetéon by a finite Coxeter group
(Z, ineffective in the latter case).

The following is now natural

Definition2.13 We say that a simply connected positively curved p@amanifold M is
reducibleif the action by the Coxeter grolpy on X is reducible.

In particular it follows thatV, or W is an irreducible Coxeter system group whéh G) is ir-
reducible, but Example1.1(3) implies that the conversalget Also an action with a nontrivial
fixed point set is reducible. In the case of irreducible atiall the type#\,, C,, Dy, Es, E7, Eg
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andF, are of course possible when the section is a sphere, but wahaitdue to the Chamber
Group Proposition above, not all of them are possible whers#ction is a projective space.

We remark that in the literature the notibgiperpolaris used for a polar manifold with flat
sections. Following [GZ], we say that a polar manifold igahar space fornif its sections have
constant curvature. According to the sign of the curvat@ite@sections one then says that the
polar space form has spherical, euclidean or hyperbolie.tygsing this language, a partition
of unity argument as in [GZ] Thm. 3.3, or the main result/of [Mew yields the following in
our case

CoroLLARY 2.14 (Polar Space Form)A simply connected positively curved poamanifold
M admits the structure of a polar spherical space form withh $hme sections.

It should be noted tha¥l with such a polar space form structure typically has cumnestof
both signs. In general, a highly nontrivial result lof [Mekags thatiny metricon a section of
any polarG manifold invariant under the polar group extends a G invariant metric on the
ambient manifold with theame section

3. Tae CHAMBER SYSTEM AND PrRIMITIVITY

Based on the Chamber Group Proposifion 2.8, recall fromi@€ditthat there are two natu-
ral chamber systems (X, W), respectivelys’ (M, G) associated with any polar action of a con-
nected compact Lie group on a simply connected positively curved manifdldwith section
¥ and polar groupV. Throughout the rest of the pap&f(G) is such a polar pair.

Our primary purpose in this section is to analyZ€M, G) further and thereby derive essential
properties about such general actions. In particular, vilesshow that it is a connected chamber
system (the crucial starting point for our subsequent itiyason of irreducible actions), and
use this to show thas is generated by the face isotropy groups of any fixed cha@bkek (an
essential ingredient in our investigation of reducibleats).

When the chambers are spherical simplices, we observeltipadper residues of the cham-
ber system can be described via slice representations @&@spanding isotropy groups. This
allows us to invoke a celebrated result of Tits [Ti2] implgithat the so-called universal cover
of our chamber system is a building in most cases.

From the descriptiofs’(M, G) = UgcgC of the chamber system we first note that all cham-
bers are isometric when equipped with the induced lengtbespeetric fromM. This induces
a natural length space metric on each path connected comipoite’(M, G). A fundamental
Theorem due to Wilking [Wi3] asserts in particular that theal foliationassociated to the or-
bits of an isometric group action on a positively curved rMf@dihas only one leaf. It is an
immediate consequence of this result that

e % (M, G) has only one component.

There is an equivalent length metric @f{M, G) obtained by using a polar space form metric
on M (cf. [2.14) in the construction above. We will refer to theresponding topology as the
thin topology on%' (M, G). (SinceM is the union of its chambers, we can also think of iVas
being equipped with this metric and topology.)
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From now on, we will always use the thin length metric®&(M, G) induced from a constant
curvature one metric on a section. In particular, note thahteach chambe® is either a
(spherical) - simplexAk, or else the spherical joiff‘~* + A’ of the k — ¢ — 1)-sphere and a
sphericalf - simplex. In either case, the chambers in a fixed seditite the section, which
is eitherRPX or Sk. Moreover, by constructiorG preserves thiabelingof all “vertices, edges,
..., faces”, i.e., of all 0-, 1-, ... k(- 1)-simplices, wher€C = AX is a simplex. In the special
case where the chamber is not a simplex, Ces SK1 « A, by a “vertex”, or “0-simplex”
of the chambeC we mean a set of the tyg@ ‘! « {v}, wherev is a vertex of the simplex
A’, and similarly for “edges”, ..., “faces”. We label the §&t‘! c C as the—1-simplex of
the chambecC. In either case we note that the intersection of any two cleasin M is either
empty or else a common “subsimplex” in this sense, allowmgarticular the intersection to
be a “~1-simplex”.

From the fact that’(M, G) with the thin topology is connected, we get the essent@b@rty:

Tueorem 3.1 (Connectivity). Assume M is a simply connected positively curved pGlar
manifold. Then the associated chamber sys#iiil; G) is connected, i.e., any two chambers
are connected by a gallery.

Proof. We will prove this by induction on ditdl* = k using thatz’(M; G) is path connected.
For simplicity we first present the proof in the typical cadeeve the chambet is a simplex
AX. A simple modification yields the general statement.

Let C andC’ be two chambers &' (M; G). Using [Wi3] join two interior points ofC and
C’ by a piecewise smoothorizontal curvei.e., at any point both one sided derivatives of the
curve are perpendicular to tli& orbit at the point. In our case, it is clear that we can choose
a horizontal curvey : [0,1] - M, and 0=ty < t; < t... < tys = 1 such thaty,.,) IS
a geodesic, or once broken geodesic in the interior of a cka@)lrelative to the thin metric
on %(M; G), whereCy = C, C, = C’ and allC; are diferent. Moreovery can be chosen so
that each of the possibly nonsmooth poifnts), i = 1,...k are all vertices. In addition, the
one-sided derivativeg, (), —y’ (t;) of y at the vertices/(t;) are interior points of twok — 1)
chamber simplices for the chamber comp‘té(S;(ti); G,)) of the slice representation of the
isotropy groups, ;). By induction these simplices can be joined by a gaIIeW(S;(ti); Gyw))-
Filling in the corresponding gallery i (M; G) at eachy(t;) now yields a gallery fron€ to C’.

To complete the proof we need to establish the induction @nghcohomogeneity two.
By the same reasoning as above, this follows from the clasm tthe chamber complex of a
linear spherical conomogeneity one action is connectedceSany horizontal curve provided
by Wilkings theorem in this case is a piecewise horizontaldgsic up to parametrization, such
a curve already constitutes the desired gallery.

The modification needed to cover the case where the chamiteejsias with a nonempty
sphere can be explained as follows: As in the simplex casemayechoose a piecewise hor-
izontal geodesig, so that each of the possibly nonsmooth points poii$, i = 1,...k are
most singular, i.e., in this casel-simplex points. The remaining part of the proof follows th
same path. O

The Coxeter Section Theorém 2.11 and the Connectivity Bme@bove are the two crucial
properties derived using positive curvature. We note thatet is no reason for the chamber
system of a simply connected polar space form of spheripal ty be connected. However:
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The manifolds we actually classify in higher conomogeasitn this paper are the

Chamber Connected Polar Spherical Space Form
ie.
e Simply connected polar space formd,(G) of spherical type
with
e Connected associated chamber systéiiM; G)

In addition, this generality is important for the proof, baseG invariant polar submanifolds
of a positively curved polar manifold are typically not posly curved (cf. Sectiohl6, proof of
Hopf Lemma).

The two assumptions above will be applied throughout thieofethe paper.
Using connectivity we derive the following simple but pofugtool:

Tueorem 3.2 (Primitivity). The groupG is generated by the (identity components of the),
face isotropy groups of any fixed chamber.

Proof. Fix a chambeKC, and consider any other chaml®Cy, g € G. Using the above, let
I' = (C,,....,Cy) be a gallery, of typéis...ix, whereCy = g Cy. By definition, note that an¢,

is obtained fronC,,_; by applying an elemer, of the isotropy group for the common faigeof
CnrandC, 1 t0Cpy, i.e.,Cy = g; Cp_1. From this it follows thaCy = gCo = g;, g;, , - - - 9;, Co,
and hencg = g, g;_, . ..g;, after modifyingg;, with an element of the stabilizer of the chamber
Co if necessary.

Now eachg; is a conjugate of an element of the isotropy group corresipgrtad the face,
by the previous element. So in other words= [g;, , ...9;,]h[g, ,--.9;,]" and hence
g=I[g,---gJhlg ,---9.1"9, - -9 =19, -, hi whereh isin the isotropy group
with faceiy of Cy

Proceeding in this way we see that h; h, ..... b, where alsdy, = g;, as claimed. The
claim about identity components of the face isotropy groighiews since these in fact act
transitively on the normal spheres of their orbit strat@¢thspheres are connected). O

Remark3.3. The description of galleries used in the proof above is vesgful. In fact, a
gallery starting a€ of typeiii, .. .ix is given by a word;, h;, ... h;, in elements of the isotropy
groupsG;; corresponding to thg-faces ofC. Note that eacl;; acts transitively on the normal
sphere to the corresponding orbit stratum, i.e.j thesidue ofC is in one to one correspondence
with this normal sphere. For this reason we say that a gallery (Co, ....,Cy) of type f =
i1i5.. .1k is obtained fronCy by foldingit repeatedly along faces using the face isotropy groups
Gi,, Gi,, . ..,Gi,.

Remark3.4. Note that this also immediately implies thatis generated by any two vertex
isotropy groups

Remark3.5. We also observe that in complete generality, our chambédeisy®’(M; G)
associated to a pol@ action on a simply connected manifdl is ahomogeneous chamber
systenof a type described in Ronan’s book [Ro]. Specifically:
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The chamber systefé(M; G) is the left coseG / H (the principal orbit) with the following
adjacency relation: two chambeg$! andg’ H arei-adjacent if and only i G; = g’ G;, where
H is the principal isotropy group, and ti&& for i € | are the face isotropy groups of a fixed
chamber.

Note thatz’(M; G) is connected if and only if the pol& action isprimitive, i.e., bydefini-
tion: G is generated by the face isotropy groups.

As promised we can use the above connectedness to prove édepiixnt claim from the
previous section:

ProprosiTioN 3.6. Suppose M is a simply connected positively curved pdlaranifold with
spherical sectiort and polar groupw. Then M = %, and in particularrk(w) = dimx* +
1-dimMS.

Proof. Since obviouslyM® c =W and equality has been proved in the previous sectitfifis
nonempty, it remains to prove th&t® # 0 as long a£" is nonempty (cf[_219).

By assumptiorM* = £* = C = W x A’ = Sk1 4« A’ Since allG orbits corresponding
to XV = sk1 are of the same type (corresponding to the most singulaiusir of the orbit
space) and are perpendicular to the secligrsuffices to see tha" is preserved bys.

Pick anyg € G and join the chambeg C to C with a gallery. Since any two consecutive
chambers in a gallery have a common “face” and thereby thee sart-simplex”, i.e., the
same fixed point set for the respective Weyl groups, it foldlaat als@g C has the same-~1-
simplex”, which however ig V. |

Example3.7. Here are examples showing that the conclusion above maynfabhomo-
geneity one as well as when the section is a projective space.

(1) LetM = CP" = SU(n + 1)/ U(n). ThenG = U(n) acts by cohomogeneity one with one
fixed point. However, its polar group % acting on a sectiofi* with two fixed points.

(2) The obvious polaG = U(1) x U(1) x U(n) representation o8™2 = C + C + C" descends
to a polar action or©P"™* with two fixed points (corresponding to the tisummands). Its
section isRP? with RP?/W = CP™!/ G a right angled spherical triangle. In particular, its Weyl
group must necessarily have three fixed points.

The case where the orbit spabE = * = C is not a simplex, i.e., by 2.8 it is a join of a
sphere with a simplex (in particul&i® # 0) will be dealt with in Sectiofl6.

We now point out some simple but crucial strong local prapsrof the chamber system
% (M, G) of a positively curved simply connected polar manifold lhramaining cases, i.e.,
when the orbit space is a simplex.

SayM = (my;), i, ] € | is the Coxeter matrix for the reflection grouyp of the sectiork if it
is a sphere, or else of. In the latter case any word in the generatpisf W whose lift is the
antipodal map i'w is a non-Coxeter relation i, and must necessarily involve all generators
of W. For any fixed proper subsétc | let M; denote the submatrix ol with entriesm; ,
i, j € J. Correspondingly, we letv/; denote the subgroup &¥ generated by;, i € J. Itis well
known that the subgrowy; of W as well as oV, is a Coxeter group of typi;.
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Recall, that a chamber systeghoverl, by definition hasypeM if all {i, j} residuesi, j € |
are so-called generalized;-gons (cf. [R0]).

For any chambeC, considelC; := nic;Ci, whereC; is thei-face ofC. For an interior point
p € C,, let S;J denote the unit sphere normal to the orbit stratun®qf at p, i.e.,S;J is the
sphere in the normal space to the orbit perpendicular to Xeel fpoint subspace @,. It is
now apparent (see, e.g.,3.3) that

Lemma 3.8 (Residue).The J-residue o and%(sg’y Gp), for any pe C; are isomorphic
as chamber systems of tyjgk.

Recall that a chamber systefhover| is called abuilding of typeM = (m;), i,j € I, if
each chamber isadjacent to at least one other chamber, and ther&\i@\w) valued “distance
function”

0:BXxB->W

with the propertys(x,y) = w € W if and only if the types of minimal galleries betwegmndy
coincide with the types of minimal galleries in the Coxetemplex%’ (X, W) =: ‘W from 1 to
W.

The Coxeter complest¥ is itself a building withs(u, v) = u=tv. We call “isometric” images
of W in 8 apartmentsn 8. Another example of central importance to us is the follayin

Example3.9 (Polar RepresentationsYhe chamber systen = %(S, K) associated to the
restriction of a polar representation of a compact Lie gridup the unit spher& (without fixed
points) is a fundamental example of a (spherical) Tits agdsee([Til] and[Da]).

Remark3.10 (Basic Building Properties)in a building8, the following properties are basic
and used repeatedly in the next sections.

¢ (Connectedness) Any two chambety are joined by a minimal galleryy¢, which in turn
is contained in an apartmeAt

¢ (Uniqueness) A minimal gallery fromtoy is uniquely determined by its type.

¢ (Convexity) If x,y are chambers in an apartmeitevery minimal gallery fronx to y is
contained inA.

e (Homotopy) IfT" is a gallery fromx to y of type f (not necessarily minimal), and~ g (see
below), then there is a gallery of tyggrom xtoy.

e A gallery of typef is minimal if and only iff = i;---iy is a so-callededuced wordor
equivalentlyw = r¢ :=r;, ---r; . cannot be expressed gdor g a shorter word.

Since the slice representation of each isotropy gi®ys polar, it follows from 3.9 and the
residue lemmpa38 that

ProposiTion 3.11. For any proper Jc |, any J residue in the chamber systeM, G) is a
spherical building of typé/;.

By invoking the following corollary of a profound result oit$ [Ti2], Corollary 3 in Section
5.3 (cf. alsol[R0], Theorem 4.9), we get
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Tueorem 3.12 (Tits). The universal Tits cove¥ of a (gallery-) connected chamber system
¢ of (finite) typeM over | is a building if and only if all residues of rank threeeacovered by
buildings.

We conclude

Tueorem 3.13 (Building Cover). Suppose M is a positively curved simply connected polar
G manifold with orbit space a simplex of dimension at leasiThen the universal Tits cover
%' (M; G) of the associated chamber syst&t(iM; G) is a spherical building.

Remark3.14 The fact that all residues of rank at least 3 of the chambeesys'(M; G) are
buildings implies that universal Tits covét(M; G) can be viewed also as the usual topological
universal cover of¢’(M; G) equipped with the thin topology. For this reason we fredjyen
simply refer to¢’(M; G) as the universal cover &'(M; G). - In particular, the fundamental
groupn of ¥(M; G) acts freelyby deck transformations o#(M; G) equipped with the thin
topology. It is a startling consequence of our main resukkdfem4.10 in Sectionl 4 that
in fact is eitherS! or S® with discrete topologyvhen M has no isolated nodes afrdM; G)
is a building. Note also that acting freely on the se#’(M; G) of course is independent on

topology.

Recall that the universal Tits cover is obtained via a nobbmomotopies of galleries in
analogy with the usual construction of a topological ureatrcover.

Here two gallerie$.I'oI", andI'1I(I"; in a chamber systerf& of typeM overl are said to be
elementary homotopi€ I'; andI’, are galleries in a rank 2 residue with the same extremities.
A homotopyfrom a galleryI’ to another ond” (with fixed extremities) is a finite sequence
of elementary homotopies which transforingo I'. When such a homotopy exists we write
r=1I".

By construction% as a set is a union of chambers, each chanter? being ahomotopy
class [I'] = [Co, ..., Cy] of galleriesI” = (C, ..., Cy) from ¢ starting at a fixed chambéX, €
% and ending a€, = C € ¢, and where the covering map: ¢ — ¢ takesC to C,. Also,
theadjacencyrelation among chambers is defined as follo@s= [C, ..., Cy] is “i-adjacent”
toC’ = [Cy, ..., Cn1,Cl ] WhenC,, andC/, are ‘i-adjacent”, and t&€"” = [C,,...,Cy, C”] for
otheri’s whenC,, andC” are ‘i-adjacent”. All othelincidencerelations follow from this, and
the covering map preserves incidence relations. In this fashion the cogariapp preserves
faces, and hence all other types.

Note that in a Coxeter comples)’ galleries starting at 1 are in one-to-one correspondence
with their types. Here one also uses the notiorsivict homotopy denotedf =~ g, where
the notion of an elementary homotopy above is replaced bystiteeger notion of arstrict
elementary homotopyere a strict elementary homotopy is an alteration of a vebttie form
f1p(i, j) f2 to a word fyp(j, i) f2, wherep(i, j) is a word of the form - -ijij (with my; letters and
ending inj); e.g., ifm; = 3, p(i, j) = jij; andp(j,i) = iji. In particular,f andg have the
same length if they are strictly homotopic (but not necelysifithey are just homotopic). Also
ri = rqif f andg are strictly homotopic, but the converse is false, sincemag have redundant
letters; e.g, the word$ = fiiif, andg = f; f, are not strictly homotopic but = ry. A word f
is calledreducedf it is not strictly homotopic to a word of the forrfiif».
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Remark3.15 Buildings are simplicial complexes, but our chambers syste’'(M; G) are
frequently not. This is illustrated for example with therstardT? action onCP?. Here all
chambers are spherical right angled 2-simplices, and théaee the same three vertices, the
fixed points ofT2. As the Building Cover Theorem above shows, we do not needgorae
% (M; G) to be simplicial when the rank dfl is at least 4. However, in the rank 3 case where
the Building Cover Theorem says nothing, we do indeed ré@d; G) to be simplicial in the
irreducible cases, i.e., the cases of typeandCs. This will be proved in Theorein 5.1 and will
allow us to use work of Tits on so-callegeometriesi.e., chamber systems of typé whose
underlying geometric realization is simplicial.

Remark3.16 Equipped with the thin metric, our chamber syst&ftM, G) has the local
structure of a CAT(1) space. This is of course true for itversal covefs’ (M, G) as well. In
fact, when its dimension is at least three (correspondimgrtk at least four), it follows by work
of Charney and Lytchak [CL], that in fa&'(M, G) is a CAT(1) space and in fact a spherical
building by their geometric characterization of buildings

4. CoMPACT SPHERICAL BUILDINGS

Throughout this section, we assume that the orbit spdte= C is a simplex, and that
the universal cove? : %(M G) of our base chamber systein ;= 4(M, G) is a spherical
building of rank at least 3. In partlculﬁ is also a simplicial complex and we upe C -
to denote the covering map. .

Our primary objective is to endo® with a natural topology inherited from the topology of
M, in such a way that it becomes a compact spherical buildititggisense of Burns and Spatzier
[BSp], where the extension by Grundhofer, Kramer, Van Mgliem, and Weiss in [GKMW)]
is crucial for us. Our second objective is to analyze the fumental groupr of 4’(M, G) and
its action on the cover whed@(M, G) is a compact spherical building. This in fact will imply
Theorem A in the introduction in all cases except whetgas fixed points or where the Coxeter
diagram forM either has isolated nodes or is of tyfsgor Cs.

Sectiorl b and [FGT] are devoted to the case where the Coxatgach ofM is of typeAs or
Cs. In the special reducible cases where isolated nodes aserir@ the Coxeter diagram bf
or M® % 0, rather diferent arguments will be employed in Sectibhs 6[@nd 7.

We will write the set of vertices Veﬁi) of a Tits buiIding‘ﬁ as a disjoint union Vertf) =
Vi U --- U V., over the vertices of the same cotype where 1 is the rank oM. The set of
r-simplices of typeig, .. ., ir,1) for r < kwill be denoted bys;, ;. .,. N

Recall, that acompact (spherical) buildingccording to[[BSp] is a Tits building” with a
Hausdoff topology on the set Ver{) = V; U - - - U Vi, of all vertices such that the sﬁl
of all simplices of type i, - - -oire) IS closed in the produc\lf.1 %V Wlth the mduced

Ire1e
,,,,,

.....

It is the main result of [BSp] that an mfinite, irreduciblechlly connected, compact, metric,
topologically Moufang building of rank at least 2 is clagdic Namely, it is a Tits building
associated to a noncompact real semisimple Lie group vi&otlmving description (cf. also
proof of Theoreni 4.70):



22 FUQUAN FANG, KARSTEN GROVE, AND GUDLAUGUR THORBERGSSON

Example4.1 (Symmetric Spaces and Buildingd)et U be a connected noncompact real
semisimple Lie group without center akd- U a maximal compact subgroup (which is unique
up to conjugation). The isometric actiondfon thesymmetric space N U /K of nonpositive
curvature induces a continuous action on the boundary aitynff.,, with the same orbits as
those of the subaction by. Here the action bK is topologically equivalent to the isotropy
representation df on the unit spherg, atp € N with U, = K.

The isotropy representation &f = U, is polar with sections the tangent spacedlafs
throughp € N = U/K. These flats at infinity arapartmentsof a (topological) building,
% (V) equivalent tdé'(S,, Up). One gets all apartments in the building in this fashionddinig
p go through all points oN. The groupU is the identity component of the (topologiocal)
automorphism group Awh(%'(U)) of the building.

An algebraic description 0&'(U) can be given via the set of all parabolic subgroups of
We think of ’(U) as the set of parabolic subgroupsWiwith the following partial order: If
C.,C, € €(V), we callC, afaceof C, and writeC; < C, if C, ¢ C;. The chambers are
the minimal parabolic subgroups. Lt denote the Weyl group of the symmetric spatc.
We fix a minimal parabolic subgroup. TheW valued metrics in the definition of a building
is then defined as follows: Given chamb€&s= gB andC’ = ¢’ B, there is by the Bruhat
decomposition a unique € W such thaBg—'g’B = BwB. We seis(C,C") = w.

The correspondence between the geometric and algebraiopdes is that the isotropy
groups unded of the chambers and their subsimplices at infinity are exabg parabolic
subgroups ob.

The topology OMZ(M, G)

When considerin@’ (M, G) as a set of chambers, each being a compact subset of the metri
spaceM, ¢’ (M, G) is a compact metric space with the classical Haugdoetric. Moreover, the
same holds for the set of all galleries with any upper bounthemumber of chambers. Since
% (M, G) is a building of typeM any two chambers can be connected by a gallery of length at
most 1/2|W(M)|.

Let us fix a chambeC, € £. For any fixed large positive integler> %lW(M)L € > 0 and any
chambelC € ¢, we let

B.«(C) be the union of those chambeise ¢

for which there are (stuttering) galleri€sandI™” of length at mosk starting atC, and ending
at C, respectivelyC’ so that the (stuttering) galleriggl’) andp(I"’) in € are within Hausddf
distancee from one another itM. We will refer to the topology generated by these sets as the
chamber topologpn the buildings’.

The geometric realization of the buiIdiﬁé(M,g) is a simplicial complexﬁ(M,G). We
will show that this topology induces a topology of{M, G) making it into a compact spherical
building in the sense of Burns and Spatzjer [BSp].

The following will be used repeatedly
Lemma 4.2 (Homotopy Control).Let A be a building of rank at leas?. Then for any k there

is a C(k) with the following property: Any galleries andI” of lengths at most k with the same
extremities are homotopic by a homotopy consisting of at @@g chambers.
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Proof. Since any building of rank at least three is simply connediegndI” are homotopic.
The remaining part of our claim is proved by inductionlkotveing trivially true fork = 1.

If " andI” are both minimal, the claim is a direct consequence of thev€aty Property
in[3.10. Similarly, ifl" = T'1I'oI'; andI” = I'1 I I, wherel'y andI’y are minimal (e.g., when
there is a strict elementary homotopy frdirto I'”). In particular, by induction it dices to
prove that a nonminimal is strictly homotopic to &” via an a priory bounded number of strict
elementary homotopies anfd is homotopic to a shorter gallery within a uniformly bounded
number of chambers.

Supposd’ is not minimal of typef. We claim thafl" is strictly homotopic to a galleryy’ of
type f1ii f, through at most! strictly elementary homotopies, whete: |I|¥. Indeed, the number
of words of length at motis bounded above L. Therefore, the noncircuit operations from
a word of length at mosk to another one of length at mdsts bounded above b¥/.

Now, a galleryl” of type fjiif, from x to y is obviously homotopic to a shorter gallery of
type eitherf,if, or type f; f,, according to the chambers beihigC,C,CsI', (whereC; ~; C,,
andC, ~; C3) orI';C,C,C,I'; (whereC; ~; C,). Moreover, the homotopy can be realized in the
longer gallery and so the number of chambers is bounded dgigéhk. m|

Remark4.3. The proof of the above lemma gives an algorithm to construobrarolled
homotopybetween galleries with the same extremities in a building.

ProprosiTioN 4.4. With the chamber topologﬁf is a compact, separable and metrizable
space.

Proof. By the Uryson Characterization Theorem for metrizable spaall we need to prove is
that% is sequentially compact, separable, and regular. B

e (Sequential Compactness) Any sequefiég of chambers iré has a convergent subse-
qguence.

For eachn, let T, be a gallery of length at mo&tjoining C, andC,. By compactness dfl
the sequencp('y) has a convergent subsequence in the Hadisoh@tric topology with limit a
galleryT,, starting atp(C,). By the unique homotopy lifting property (sée [Ro], Lemma)4
I, can be uniquely lifted to a gallery, sy, starting aiCo. By the definition of the chamber
topology we know that the corresponding subsequen¢ggiconverges to the end chamber of
|

» (Separability) We may choose a countable dense su@set each face isotropy group
Gi, e.g. the rational points. The set of galleries startinGabf length at mosk obtained by
the folding process described[in 8.3 using only elements i@ is clearly dense in the set of
all galleries starting a€q of length at mosk. By definition, the last chamber of these lifted
galleries in¢ starting aiC, form a countable dense set in the chamber topology. B

e (Regularity) We need to prove that, for a chamBerand a closed subs& c ¢ in the
complement ofC;, there are two disjoint open sdtisandV containingC; andB respectively.

If this is not the case, we find for arbitrary large integarsa chambelC/, e B%,k(Cl) N

B%’k(B). By the above we know that the closed sulBe$ sequentially compact. Therefore,

a subsequence @ converges to some chamb@s € B. Therefore, there are two pairs of
sequences of galleridg,, I ., i = 1,2, starting atC, and ending at the chambe@s, C,,

/
L,n?

respectivelyC/,, with dy (p(Ti ), p(l7 ) < % For eac, I'; |, andI;,  have the same extremities
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in the building’, and hencé’ | ~ T andp(l';,) = p(T’,,), by ahomotopy;. By Lemmd 4.P
we can assume that;, is composed of an a priory bounded number of chambers indepén
of n. Taking convergent subsequences, we can assump(iha} as well asp(I; ) converge to
the same gallerids ., and that these are homotopic by a homotblpy So on the one hand, by
the unique homotopy lifting property; ..,i = 1, 2 lift to galleries with the same end chamber
in <. On the other hand they lift to galleries with end chamBgii = 1,2 respectively. A
contradiction. O

Lemma 4.5 (Independence)The chamber topology is independent of the choicé&% @nd
the parameter k.

Proof. Let us first prove the independencelofif k' > k clearly B, k(C) c By (C). Conse-
quently it sufices to show that & -convergent sequence of chambgls} is alsok-convergent.
By assumption there are galleriEs andI™ in % of length at mosk’ starting atC, and end-
ing atC, respectivelyC such that the projected gallerigél’,) and p(I'™) Hausdoff converge
to a galleryl',, (possibly stuttering) irs’. Again using Lemma_4l2 we see that the gallExy
is homotopic to a gallery?;, of length at mosk by a homotopyH, with an a priory bounded
number of chambers. Note tha(l ;) subsequentially converges toagaIIE(;y p(I,), where
I, is the subsequence limit #f,. We may assume the homotopie@d,) also converge, and
therefore we get a limit homotopy between the two limit gadiel ., andI”, . By the homotopy
uniqueness lifting property once again we get fhatandI;, have the same ending chambers
C. Therefore{C,} alsok-converges t€.

To see the independence of the choiceCgfjoin another chambe€; to Co with a fixed
galleryI'y, and the claim follows from independence lof/ia concatenation witliy and its
opposite. O

We will now investigate the topology induced on the set otiees from the chamber topol-
ogy. That topology in turn will induce a topology on the gedricarealization.~” (M, G)|, of the
simplicial complex~’(M, G) associated to the building referred to as thiek topology on¢’
from now on. Assuming our chamber syst@ﬁfnas rank+ 1 corresponding to conomogeneity
k, foranyi € | ={0,...,k}, consider the sét, of cotypei vertices iné. Letn; : BN V; denote
the obvious projectlon map. For eaichve equipV; with the quotient topology.

Lemma 4.6 (Vertex Space).For any i€ |, the projectionr; : € — V, is an open map, any;
is compact and Hausdgr Moreover, for any x Vi, the fiberr(x) c € is the residudres)
in ¢, which is compact, and the restriction of the covering ma@a % to this residue is a
homeomorphism to the residRes(x)) in €.

Proof. We begin with a proof of the last claim. By constructionéf p provides an iso-
morphism between the residues as subbuildings. We needvo thlat the chamber topology
restricted to the residue Regoincides with the Hausdfirtopology of Resf(x)) in the man-
ifold M.

Since% and<¥ are both compact and Haus@ioandp : C —>C obviously is continuous, it
remains to check that Reg(is closed iné. Let (€,n=12...bea sequence of chambers
in Resk) which converges i’ Join a fixed chambet, to C; by a galleryl'. Using that the
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residues are buildings, join ea€h to C, by a minimal gallenf, within the residue. A subse-
guence of the projections & of the concatenated galleries clearly converges in the dtatiis
topology, and the end chamber of the lift of the limiting gajl is the limit of{C,,}, which as a
consequence is in the residue. _

To show thatV; is Hausdoff it suffices to show that; : € — V; is an open map and the
cotypei-adjacency is a closed relation, i.e. the subset

((E,E) e ¥ x% : € andC’ have common cotypevertices

is closed in the product topology. To show the latter, @t Cn) be a sequence converging to
(C,C), wherer(C,) = Jr,(C ). In particularC, andC/, share an-vertex, andC,, C) converges
to (C,C’) in the Hausddt topology of M. Join Cn to C/ by a minimal galleryl“i in thei-
residue and pick a subsequence if necessary so that the gakieeesp(I') in the residues in
M converge. Obviously the limit gallery joir@to C’, and, in particular, they share awertex.

It follows thatC andC’ share the typevertex. )

Let us prove that; is open. For this we need to see tha’t(n,(U)) is open in¢’, whereU is
a finite intersection oB, (C;)’s. Pick a chambeb’ ¢ 7w (U)), ie. (D) = m(C’) for some
C’ € U. We need to find a neighborhott! of D’ so that for anyD” € U’ there is &C” € U
with 7;(D”) = #;(C”).

Let V be a finite intersection d, «(C;)'s so thatC’ € V c U. SinceC’ andD’ are cotypé
adjacent, they are in the same cotypesidue (of some vertex), and they can be joined within
this residue by a gallery/ explicitly obtained by folding (SeE.ﬁN’ repeatedly along faces
using face isotropy groups (fixing the cotypeertex) inM viap : ¥ — %. To complete the
proof the following observation sfices: Consider the chamb@t = p(C’) in €. Any chamber
Hausdoff close toC’ is gC’ for someg € G close to 1€ G, andgI is thus close td". Thus
this process and its inverse takes a neighborhodd @6 a neighborhoo®d’ and conversely,
and the claim follows. O

Now we are ready to prove the first of our main results in thisise.

Tueorem 4.7 (Compact Spherical Building)The spherical building.?(M, G) with the topol-
ogy on the set of vertices induced by the thick topology ochihenbers is a compact spherical
building if its rank is at leas8.

Proof. We have seen in Lemnia 4.6 that the spdce - - - U V,,; of vertices is Hausdd. It is

therefore left to show that the S%Ntl ,,,,, i,., of all simplices of typeig,...,ir.1) is closed in the
product\N/I1 - X VIr+1 It follows from Proposition 414 and Lemn@ 6 that the praduap
[Tm : Gi.ip = Vi, x ---x V., is continuous for any multi-indei, . . ., i;.; and its image is
a closed subset, which flnlshes the proof. m|

It is clear from what we have proved so far that the compacespdl building in Theorem
4.7 is an infinite compact metrizable building. We can nowlhapipe main results of [BSp]
or rather its generalization ih [GKMW] to compact spherioaildings that need not be locally
connected.

Tueorem 4.8 (Classical Building). Assume the compact spherical buiIdFﬁgM, G) has rank
at least3 and its associated Coxeter diagram has no isolated nodesn Tths the building at
infinity of a product N of irreducible symmetric spaces of cmmpact type of rank at lea&t
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The topological automorphism groijttop(%;) of the buiIding%Z(M, G) is a real noncompact
semisimple Lie group with finitely many connected compenamd its identity component is
isomorphic to the identity component of the isometry grduh® symmetric space N.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 1.2 in[[GKMW] thaﬁ?(M,G) is the building at infinity of
a product of irreducible symmetric spaces of rank at least@® alocally finite Bruhat-Tits
building of dimension at least two. The building at infinitiitbe Bruhat-Tits building is totally
disconnected and can therefore be excluded since by Lénhhelvertex residues are locally
connected compact spherical buildings. The claims abotg£&) follow from [BSp]. O

We now prove a general theorem about the lif@action and the free subaction of(cf.
remark 3.14) on the simplicial compl&k(M, G) when equipped with the thick topology

Tueorem 4.9 (Compact Transformation Grouppssume the spherical buildiﬁﬁ(M, G) has
rank at least3 and is equipped with the thick topology. Then the deck taansdtion groupr
with the compact open topology is a compact subgroup of {hadgical automorphism group
Aut,,(€). Moreover, there is a compact subgroGf Auti,p(%), such thatr ¢ G is a normal
subgroup with quotiertf-:-/yr = G, whose action covers th@-action on%'.

Proof. It is a simple consequence of the Independence Leimma 4.6vbat element of is a
homeomorphism with respect to the chamber and thick topesodn particularg is a subgroup
of the topological automorphism group Ad,g(%) We now prove that is a closed subgroup
of Auttop(%) Let f, be a sequence im that converges td in Auttop(%) in the compact open
topology. In particular, fn(C) converges tof (C) in the chamber topology for every chamber
C € ¢. Notice thatp(f,(C)) = p(C). Therefore,p(f(C)) = p(C), and it follows thatf is in .
The compactness affollows since the orbit ofr is compact and the action afis free.

It is well-known that theG-action on® lifts to a covering grougs-action on¢’, whereG fits
in an extension (see [Ro], Exercise 8 in Chapter 4)

1575G6G-5G =1

Once again, by the Independence Lenima 4.5, we se&thsaa subgroup of Ay,(¢) and
as above one can check that it is closed, hence also compaet othr andG are. O

Combining these results we have the following main reswduapolar manifolds of positive
curvature:

Tueorem 4.10. Any polar action of a compact connected Lie grakipn a simply connected
positively curved manifold M whose associated chambeesyst covered by a spherical build-
ing ¢ of rank at least three and whose diagrarincontains no isolated nodes is equivariantly
diffeomorphic to a polar action on a compact rank one symmeticspother than the Cayley
plane.

Proof. It follows from Theoreni 418 that the simplicial complé% as a set with the thick topol-
ogy is a sphere that we will denote By The compact subgroupof Auti,y(¢) is a Lie group
since Autoy(%) is a Lie group by Theorein4.8.
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We would like to show thai is connected. We denote the identity component bl .
Clearly, ny acts freely on the sphefe and there is a covering/no — S/m = M whose fiber
has the same number of pointsral&o. This is a contradiction sinckl is simply connected.

It follows thatr = 7o and thatr andG are both _compact and connected subgroups, i.e., Lie
subgroups of the identity componeaniof Auttop(%) As a consequencé‘; has a fixed point in

the symmetric spade /K, whereK is a maximal compact subgroup of the semisimple Lie group
U. Therefore, up to conjugation we can assume@atK and it follows that the action b is
topologically equivalent to a linear polar action orbit aglent to the isotropy representation of

K onS. Since the action of on$ is both linear and frees is either{1}, S* or S® (cf. e.g. [BI])

and by representation theory the action is the Hopf actitiollbws thatM is G-equivariantly
homeomorphic to the rank one symmetric spacewith the linear polar action bg = G/x.

To complete the proof, we note that the induced linear patéioa onS/7m by G = G/n
has the same data, i.e., section, polar group, isotropypgrand their slice representations as
the polarG action onM. From the reconstruction theorem of [GZ] it follows th&d,G) is
smoothly equivalent taS(/z, G). m|

In view of the Building Cover Theorem 3.113, this takes caralbtases wher& has no fixed
points andM has no isolated nodes and rank at least 4.

We conclude this section by another application of Thedrebil.4 As mentioned in the
introduction there are polds actions bySU(3) SU(3) andSO(3) G, on OP? (see [PTh, GK])
whose associated chamber syst&i{@P?, G) are of typeCs. In particular we conclude from
Theoren 4.10 that

CoroLLaRY 4.11 (Not a Building). The universal covers of the chamber syst&fi(8P?, G)
associated to the polar actions @P? by G = SU(3) - SU(3), SO(3) - G, are simply connected
chamber systems of tygg that are not buildings.

Examples of simply connected chamber systems of Ggpthat are not buildings were dis-
covered by Neumaier and later but independently by Aschdradiine examples of the chamber
systems i 4.1 are new and follow also from|[Ly] and [KL] asetbby them. These intriguing
examples motivate the following interesting problems.

ProsLEm 4.12 (Cayley plane chamber systent)et denote the universal cover of the cham-
ber systen¥ := ¥ (0P?; G), whereG is one ofSU(3) - SU(3), SO(3) - Go.

(1) 1s % itself simply connected? B
(2) If ¢ is not simply connected, does the sectid®#t lift to S? in €2 What is its funda-
mental group, and what i&’?

5. IrreDUCIBLE CHAMBER SYSTEMS AND TITS GEOMETRIES OF RANK 3

The purpose of this section is to develop and describe amattee to the Building Cover
Theorem_3.13 for irreducible polar actions of cohomogeneito, i.e., for rank 3 chamber
systemst’ = € (M, G), whereM has no isolated nodes, or equivalerifyjhas typeAs or Cs. In
this case, any closed chamblgiof %, or equivalently thes orbit space oM is the spherical

triangle with angles$z, 3, 3}, or{%, 3, 5} respectively.
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Our method is based orcanstruction of chamber system cov@asrresponding to the princi-
pal bundle construction for polar manifolds In [GZ]), andaraxiomatic characterizatiodue
to Tits of buildings of irreducible typ®, when the geometric realizati¢#’| (¢ with the thin
topology) of the associated chamber sys#@ms asimplicial complexThis characterization is
given in terms of thencidence geometrgssociated witlg’. Here, by definition

e \erticesx,y € |¢| areincident denotedx = y, if and only if x andy are contained in a
closed chamber d4¥|.

Clearly, the incidence relation (not an equivalence refgtis preserved by the action Gfin
our case.

To describe the needed characterization, and to prove tinah@amber systenis (M, G) of
typesAz andC; are simplicial, we will use the following standard termiogy:

e Theshadowof a vertexx on the set of vertices of typec |, denoted Si(x), is the union
of all vertices of type incident tox.

WhenM = Cz, we will useq, r, andt respectively, to denote the vertices of a chaner
at angles;-, 3-, and3 respectively, corresponding to the three nodes from lefigiat of the
Cs-diagram

O——Cc——o0

The faces irC oppositeq, r andt respectively, will be denoted b, £, and¢; respectively.
Following Tits [Ti2], we call the vertices of typg, r andt, points, linesandplanesrespec-
tively. We denote byQ, RandT the set of points, lines, and planesdi{M; G). Notice thatG
acts transitively orQ, RandT.
Using this terminology we prove the following key

Tueorem 5.1 (Simplicial). The geometric realizatiof’(M, G)| of a chamber systef@i(M, G)
of typeAz or C3 associated with a simply connected potazimanifold M is simplicial.

Proof. Since the case d%; follows directly from a part of the proof of the; case (cf. Case (i)
below), we only discuss the latter.

We claim that all we need to show is thatrtices of dfferent types are joined by at most
one minimal geodesidn particular, an edge is determined by its vertices. In,fgiven this
we only need to prove that any chami@®of |2’ (M, G)| is uniquely determined by its vertices.
So suppos€ andC’ are chambers with the same vertices. From the claim theythaveame
edges as well. Now by transitivity there iga& G with gC = C’. Sinceg fixes all vertices and
edges ofC itis in the principal isotropy group ¢ and hencg C = C.

Case (i). One of the vertices is a plane.

For a planet € T, note that the shadow gft) (resp. Sh(t)) of t in Q (resp. R) is the
homogeneous spa€& q = G;/ G; N Gy, Whereq € Shy(t) (resp.q € Shg(t)) . Moreover, the
set of all edges containirtgandq is the homogeneous spaGen Gy ¢, = GiNGq/ G;,, Where
¢, is a minimal reference geodesic connectirggmddg. It suffices to prove thaB,, = G; N Gq:

Consider the fibration

GiNGy G Gy
- — =
Gy, Gy, Gt NGy
Note that the base cannot be a point, since otherviigec Gg, and so by the primitivity
G = (G, Gg) = Gq, and hencé& would have fixed points. On the other ha@d,/ G, is the set
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of points (resp. planes) in a type geometry, associated with the slice representatidni &t.,
Gt/ G, = P?(k), wherek = R,C,H or O. In particular,G,, is a maximal subgroup a&;, and
thusG,, = G;N G,

Case (ii). One of the vertices is a line.

Consider a chambet with sidest;, ¢;, and{y, and supposé€ is another minimal geodesic
joining the vertices andq of C. Since each singular isotropy group of the reducible slice
representation o, acts transitively on the other singular orbit, there i a G,, ¢ G, with
gt = ¢;. By (i) g C is a chamber with sidef, ¢, and{,. But sinceg fixes ¢, and{y it is in the
principal isotropy group of the slice representatiotGptind hencg C = C. Thusf; = 6. O

Since by work of Tits[[Ti2] (cf. Proposition 6), ary,-geometry is a building, we conclude
as in Theorerh 4.10 (with trivial) that

CoroLLArY 5.2. A simply connected positively curved poaimanifold of typeAs is equiv-
ariantly diffeomorphic to a polaG representation on a sphere.

In the much more complicated and rich case, where the chasybtams' (M, G) is of type
Cs our classification carried out in [FGT] hinges on an axiomaharacterization for a con-
nected Tits geometry of typ@; to be a buildingl[Ti2].

For all but two such chamber systems, this Tits axiom is \egtifor a suitable cover of
% (M, G), and the two exceptional cases are identified with the clearsystems for the two
exceptional polar actions of typgg; on the Cayley plane. - Since by Theorem| %M, G) is
simplicial an alternative proof isftered in [KL].

6. Repuction INpuT AND FixED PoinT CASE

In the last two sections we will deal with reducible polari@acs in positive curvature.

The key result in this section is a characterization of Hdpffiions in our context, that also
will play an essential role in the next section. As a corgllae obtain a classification when
fixed points are present. We need the following

Lemma 6.1 (Extension).Let (S", G) be a fixed point freeffective polar representation with
associated chamber system (buildifgyS"; G). If G > G is a compact connected subgroup of
Autiop(Z'(S", G)), thenG is a Lie group acting linearly os".

Proof. First note that the induced action Byon S" is continuous and orbit equivalent to tGe
action.

We begin by considering irreducibl@ representations. In the special case wheracts
transitively onS", a chamber o#'(M; G) is just a point inS" and Auty,(€'(S", G)) is the home-
omorphism group of" with the compact open topology. Since @llorbits (there is only one)
are locally connected aril' a manifold, Theorem 1 (page 244) of [MZ] states t@ais a Lie
group. In fact by/[P0]G is a subgroup o8O(n + 1).



30 FUQUAN FANG, KARSTEN GROVE, AND GUDLAUGUR THORBERGSSON

In the case wher€ acts by cohomogeneity one or higher®h it follows from [Da] that the
action is orbit equivalent to the isotropy representatiba symmetric spactl /K of noncom-
pact type. Moreovefs (S"; G) is the building at infinity ofU /K whose (topological) automor-
phism group idJ, a Lie group. ThusG is a compact subgroup acting isometrically GriK,
and hence with a fixed point, where the action is linear and eduivalent to thes action.

In general, theG action splits into a sum of irreducible subactions. From dbeve we
conclude that the restriction @ to each subspace sphere is linear. Moreover, sihce
Autiop(Z'(S", G)), it takes chambers to chambers, and hence maps any migenéesic be-
tweenG invariant subspace spheres to a minimal geodesic betweesathe invariant spheres.
Thus,G acts linearly in fact isometrically of". O

We are now ready to prove

Lemma 6.2 (Hopf fibration). Let (S", G) be a fixed point free linear polar action, ariB, G)
a simply connected closed polar manifold. SupposeSp — B is a smoothG-equivariant,
chamber preserving map with the following property: Forleae S", the dfferential p. on the
normal slice atv is &,-equivariant isomorphism onto the normal slice &)porbit equivalent
to the slice representation &fy,) > G,. Then p is either a gieomorphism, or a Hopf fibration
up to equivariant gfeomorphism of B (in particular the fibers are great spheréreover, if
dimB < n and B is a sphere the cohomogeneity is at Most

Proof. Note that by assumption the chambé&rén S" andB are sphericak-simplices, where
k > 0 is the cohomogeneity of the actions, gmés surjective. Moreoverp is a submersion,
since the dterentialp, on the tangent space to an orbit is surjective, and by thergssan
about slice representatiopsis an isomorphism on the normal space to the orbit. Furthexmo
p when restricted to a sectidhin S" is a cover of a section iB. This in particular proves our
claim when dimB = n.

When dimB < n we know from [Br] that the fiber of the submersignis homeomorphic
toS', i = 1,3 or 7, wherei = 7 can only happen whem = 15. Moreover, from the Gysin
exact sequence applied to the fibratppn S' — S" — B, it follows that, B has the integral
cohomology ring of a projective spa&®™, m > 1 with F = C or H wheni € {1,3} andB is a
homotopy 8-sphere if= 7.

Our proof for the case difd < nis anchored at irreducible pol& representations and polar
representations of conomogeneity at most oneSrin conjunction with the above Lemma
[6.1 and the Compact Transformation Group Thedrerhn 4.9.

e Cohomogeneitk = 0.

From the list ofG acting transitively and isometrically @f' = G / H it follows directly (and
is well known), thatS" = G/H — G /K with fiberK/H = §', i € {1,3,7} andG /K simply
connected, is a Hopf fibration (cf., e.g., Table Clof [GWZ]).

e Cohomogeneitk = 1.

Recall that a cohomogeneity one action and manifMd@) is completely determined by its
data i.e., G and its isotropy groups along a chamigzm M. Indeed, ifK, are the isotropy
groups at the end points, of C andH the principal isotropy group along the interior@fthen
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K./ H = S are canonically identified with the normal spheres to thét®#i the end points of
C, and via the slice theorem and canonical gluing

M=G XKiDA U /H G XKJD&'.

In our case, leM = S" with data denoted as above.Kf andH’" are the (local) data foB
along the chambe’ = p(C) in B with endpointas,, then

B=G XKLDL Ug/H G XK/JD&r

where we have used our assumptigry H' = S, and moreoverK’, /K, = H' /H = S' are the
fibers ofp alongC’. It is important, thap is determined by these data as well. We will refer to
the dimensions(, ¢,) of the normal spheres of the singular orbits asrthatiplicities of the
action.

e Fiber dimensions= 1, 3:

We point out thatB is already known up to equivariantftBomorphism: Indeed, note that
in the classification of cohomogeneity one actions on mésfwith therational conomology
ring of FP™ due to [U¢] and[[Iw], the quadri6O(2m+ 1)/ SO(2) x SO(2m- 1) andG, / SO(4)
are excluded in our case since they do not have the correxgraitcohomology ring. Thus,
from [Uc] and [Iw] we conclude that th& action onB moduloKy, the identity component of
its kernel, is equivariantly éieomorphic to a linear action dfP™, i.e., there is an equivariant
diffeomorphismf : (B; G) — (FP™; G), where the latter action i&-linear, G is the connected
normal subgroup of such thatG = K, - G, a product up to finite central quotient.

Consider first the case where tBerepresentation is irreducible. A classification of these (
cluding their data (corrected in [FGT])) is contained in [eal from [GWZ]. A corresponding
classification of those induced &#™ is contained in Table F in [GWZ].

Wheni = 3, i.e.,B = HP", such actions have multiplicity pairs,() and (22| + 1), where
m = 1andm = | + 1, | > 1, respectively. In the first case there is only one such mgctio
while in the second there are two orbit equivalent actionentthe list of possibl& actions
on S" with these multiplicity pairs, it necessary follows th&f = S acting freely in a linear
fashion along the fibers of o p as a subaction o, and we are done. The same argument
works wheni = 1 and the multiplicity pair is (1), including an “exceptional case” for each
of (1,5) and (16). In the remaining cases corresponding to the multiplipdirs (221 + 1),
(4,5) and (96), eitherk, = S* and we are done, & is trivial. In the latter case it follows that
G acts almost #ectively onB = CP™. This on the other hand determines all data, and hence
fop:s?™! - CP"isthe Hopf map as claimed.

Now assume th& representation is reducible with singular orlfitsandS" = S_«S,. From
the homogeneous case it follows that the fiberp oéstricted toS. are the fibers of a Hopf
fibration. We will show that any fiber g is a fiber of the uniquely determined Hopf fibration
of S_ xS, restricting to the given ones @. For any regular point’ € B let C’ be the unique
chamber containing’, and letK’, be the isotropy groups at the end poian}sof C'. Also letC
be a chamber i8" with p(C) = C’ having isotropy groupK. at its end pointsl. € S., and set
K’ := K. nK’.. From our assumption about slice representations and theahalentifications
of the normal spheres to the singular orbits at sayandu, with S_ (and vice verse with-—
swapped) it follows that the exponential map fr@j? — p(S_) = B_ is a submersion with

fibers identified with the fibers qfis_. Since the same is true with the rolestef switched, it is
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not hard to see that'(C") = S'*! is a cohomogeneity X’-submanifold of with a suspension
action, andp™3(K’(C")) = K’(C) = §' = S' is a cohomogeneity XK’'-submanifold ofS", where
the twoS' in the join decomposition are the two Hopf fibgrs'(u,). Therefore, it sfiices to
establish our claim whep : §7+! = §' « §' - B = S™*! and the action ofB is a suspension
action.

Wheni = 1, modulo kernel, th&’ action reduces to the reduciblé action onS?3, and the
suspension action on the ba&e Therefore, the kernel of? on the base i$* c T?, acting
freely and linearly along the fibers pf and we are done.

Wheni = 3, and if the kernel of the action on the ba&eact transitively on the fibers of,
the desired result follows as in the previous case. If nag,@recks easily that, modulo kernel,
the K’ action contains the sum action 8f x S* on §” as a subaction commuting with a Hopf
action given by arH-structure. This determines all data amds a Hopf map, with fibers the
orbits the diagonal subgroup(S®) c S*x S3, the principal isotropy group of the suspension
action on the basg”.

e Fiber dimension = 7:

In analogy with our applications of [Uc] and [lw], we begin byalyzing the action o,
wherep : S° — B is an equivariant fibration with fiber fieomorphic tas”:

We claim that theG action (modulo kernel) on the homotopy 8-sph&és equivariantly
diffeomorphic to the spherical join action BY(2) SO(7), or bySO(3) SO(6), or to the suspen-
sion action by5O(8) onS8. Note that almostféectively, these are also actions®gin(2) Spin(7),
Spin(3) Spin(6) = SU(2) SU(4) andSpin(8), all subgroups o&pin(9).

To see this, note that from Table E in [GWZ], the multiplicfgir in B, coinciding with
those inS*® are (43) (typo in [GWZ]), (25), (1,6), and (17), for the potential irreducible
representations b$p(2) Sp(2), SU(2) SU(4) (orU(2) SU(4)), SO(2) SO(8) andSO(2) Spin(7)
respectively. In addition, if th& representation is reducible the action Bris necessarily a
suspension action, and so the multiplicity pair isA) It follows that the most singular orbit in
B has dimensiond, 2, or 3. Thusi itis either a point, a circle or a sphere (in thietzases since
by transversality it is simply connected). Therefore, thaldingular orbit is also a homotopy
sphere (or a point) since it has the homotopy type of the cemeht of the orbit of codimension
at least 3, again, e.g., using transversality. Becausartgalar orbits inB areG-homogeneous
spaces, for dimension reasons it follows thatcan neither b&p(2) Sp(2) nor SO(2) SO(8)
(the former can not act nontrivially of?, the latter can not act transitively &f). Therefore,
the singular orbits of th& actions orB are respectively$?, S°), (S, S8) or two points ¢_, p.)
corresponding to a representation3td(2) SU(4) (or its extension)SO(2) Spin(7) or Spin(8)
on S5, From isotropy groups data it follows that the only possibégy in which these groups
can act by cohomogeneity one @and in particular transitively on the respective pair of
singular orbits is by the sum action 80(3) SO(6) andSO(2) SO(7), and the suspension action
by SO(8) respectively.

Next we want to prove that, th@-representation of'® must be one of the tensor representa-
tions of SO(2) Spin(7), SU(2) SU(4) or the reducible&pin(8) representation of'®. It remains
to exclude the tensor representatiorlig®) SU(4). To do this note that if th&J(2) SU(4) rep-
resentation descends igto B, then its centeB* must be in the kerne{, of the G-action on
B acting freely along the fibers gf. It follows thatp induces a fibratiol©P’ — B = S8 with
fiberS7/ St = CP°. But such a fibration does not exist according td [Ui].



TITS GEOMETRY AND POSITIVE CURVATURE

33

A set of compatible homomorphisms from the diagrams for sb&opy groups of the tensor
representationSO(2) Spin(7), SU(2) SU(4) andSpin(8) on S to the reducible polar actions
on B is exhibited in Tablé 613 below (cf. [FGT] for a correction the isotropy groups data for
SO(2) Spin(7) case in[[GWZ]).

G Representation K_ K, H (¢, ¢,)
SO(2)Spin(7)|| R?®R®  |A(SO(2))SU(3) G, SuU(3) (1,6)
SO(2)Spin(7)|| R?*@®R’ SO(2)SuU(4) Spin(7) SU(4) = Spin(6) | (1,6)

SU(2)SU(4) C2eC*  |A(SU(2)SU(2) st.su(l) st.su(2) (2,5)
SU(2)SU(4) R3@® RS Sp(1)Sp(2) |Stsu(4) = st spin(6)|St-Sp(2) = S* Spin(5)| (2,5)
Spin(8) R @ RE Spin(7) Spin(7) Gy (7,7)
Spin(8) RE @ R Spin(8) Spin(8) Spin(7) (7,7)

TasLE 6.3. Fixed point isotropy representations of polar actiom§aP?

On the other hand, sin@pin(3) Spin(6), SO(2) Spin(7) andSpin(8) are subgroups &pin(9),
it follows that they do act on the Cayley plaRg/ Spin(9) in a polar fashion with isolated fixed
points (cf. [PTh]), hence act by isometries on the Hopf fibrag'® — S8. It is straigtforward
to see that, for each of the-representations, the set of compatible homomorphismsicgie
up to conjugation. This proves the desired result.

e Cohomogeneitk > 2.

Whether or not th& action is irreducible, note thatinduces & equivariant surjective map
between the chamber systef$S", G) — %'(B, G) of the same typ®. Since%’(S",G) is a
building it is both connected and simply connected. In patér, %' (B, G) is connected.

By our assumption on the slice representations it folloves phyields an isomorphism be-
tween all proper residues &f(S", G) and¢’(B, G). In particular,p : ¥(S",G) —» ¥(B,G) is a
covering map between chamber systems of typand hence&’(S", G) is the universal cover

of (B, G).

By construction of the chamber topology of the universalaréﬁ(B, G) = Z(S",G) in the
previous section, it is apparent that it coincides with thygotogy on%’(S", G) defined using

the Hausddf metric on all compact subsets 6f. The corresponding thick topologies on

%(B,G) and%(S", G) yield the original topologies oB andS" respectively. Moreover, with
this topology%' (B, G) = ¢ (S", G) is a compact spherical building.

From Theoreni_4]9 we also know that the fundamental groap the coveré(S",G) —
%' (B, G) is a compact subgroup of the topological automorphism grut,,(¢'(S", G)), and
that there is an action b§ c Autp(€(S", G)) covering theG-action oné’, whereG is G mod
its kernel onB, andG is an extension o6 by x. Moreover, the actions b@ c G on S" are

orbit equivalent, an® is homeomorphic t§" /.
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Although in complete generality, we do not know much aboetdhoup Augp(¢'(S", G)),
we claim that in our case, c G is eitherS* or S° acting freely orS" by the Hopf action.

Indeed, when the Coxeter diagram fdrhas no isolated nodes, A(Z'(S", G)) is a Lie
group by [GKMW] (the rank is at least 3). Moreover, since itaximal compact subgroup acts
linearly onS", the compact group acts linearly and freely of", hencer is either trivial, st
or S® acting onS" by the Hopf action. Notice thag is eitherG or G up to finite kernel.

In general, note that each connected component of the dmfpaM correspond to &
invariant linear subspherg, of S" on whichG (mod its kernel) acts irreducibly in a polar fash-
ion. Moreover, for each, ¢(S;, G) is a compact topological subbuilding f(S", G) invariant
underG covering the chamber subsystéfiip(S;), G). Applying Lemmé&. 6.1l we conclude that
the compact grouf is a Lie group that acts isometrically and is orbit equivaterthe action
by G onS". Thus alsosr is a compact Lie Group acting isometrically 8fand the fibration
p: S" — Bis the orbit map by the free action of O

We are now ready to prove the following

Tueorem 6.4. Let M be a simply connected compact positively curved pelaranifold. If
ME % 0 then (M, G) is equivariantly difeomorphic to an isometric, polar action & on a
compact rank one symmetric space.

Proof. We will see in particular tha is a sphere if and only if the sectianis a sphere.

Let us first deal with the case where
e X is ak-spherek > 2:

Recall by Proposition 316 that in this cabt® = IV =: S c £ = S* S, andC = M/G =
/W =S x A, whereA = S/W and dimA = ¢ > 1.

The smooth spherical join descriptian= S * S’ yields a decomposition & as a union of
tubular neighborhoods df and ofS‘. Applying G gives a smooth decomposition bf into
a union of tubular neighborhoods 8f= M® and theG invariant manifoldG S¢ =: §' ¢ M.
(In the metric chosen note that the cut locusSah M is S’ and vice versa, at distaneg?2
from one another). Note tha&t is a polarG manifold with sectionS¢, polar groupw and
S’/ G = SY/W = A. Moreover, ifS° = {p_ U p,} c S is a pair of antipodal points ifi, we see
thatG S“*! = G({p_ U p,} * SY) is aG invariant polar submanifoltN ¢ M with two isolated
fixed pointsp., sectionZy := {p_ U p,} = S¢ c = and polar grouw. From this it in particular
follows thatS’ is equivariantly difeomorphic to the unit sphef&- at a fixed point, say_ of
G in N, and thatN is equivariantly difeomorphic to the suspension of this. Of cougsds the
normal sphere af = M® in M at p_, and a similar argument now shows thais equivariantly
diffeomorphic taS = S+ whereG acts trivially onS and by the isotropy representation®fon
the normal spherg+.

We now turn to the case where
e X is a projectivek-spacek > 2:

Sincex* = /W is a sphericak-simplexA andM® c W, we know thatM® is contained in
the vertices of any chamb€&r= A = M/ G = £/W by Proposition 2.8.

Let pp € M® be such an isolated fixed point, ang'the chamber face opposipg in a fixed
chambelC = A, i.e.,C = A = pg * Ao. It follows thatB := G Ag ¢ M is a polar space forrg
submanifold ofM with sectionRP¥* ¢ =~ = RP* and polar group induced frow. Arguing
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as aboveM is the union of a ball centered at and a tubular neighborhood &. (In the
chosen metrid is the cut locus ofy, and vice versa at distanég. In particular, we have an
equivariant sphere fiber bundfe: S — B (with nontrivial fiber) between polaé manifolds
with the same orbit spack, wheres is the unit sphere gt,. Note also, that forany @ r < 7
the metricr-sphereS(po, r) centered apg is a polarG manifold equivariantly dfeomorphic
to S via scaling and exp. Moreover,S(po, r) coincides with the boundar§(B; 5 - r) of the

5 — I tubeD(B; 5 —r) of B, and in this wayp can also be viewed as the projection from the unit
normal sphere bundI&*-(B) of B to B. By transversality we see th&tis simply connected.
From this description it follows tha¥l is equivariantly difeomorphic to a projective space once
it is established thab is a Hopf fibration. To see this it remains to check the assiomjgin the
slice representations in Lemral6.2.

Let y be a geodesic ilC from po to q € Ag perpendicular ta\o. By the slice theorem,
G quVq, is aG-equivariant tubular neighborhood of the orm(q) WhereVq is the slice in
M. SinceB is G-invariant, we get &-invariant decomposltlof\l/q = Vq & Vg whereV, is
the slice inB, andV; is the normal space tB atqg. Note that, from the slice representation

of Gq on Vg & Vg, the sliceVy for G, at x € y different fromq is naturally identified with
Vqy @ Txy. Therefore, the slice of the orbit atinsideS(B; 5 — r) is canonically identified with
Vq. Moreover, the orbit spacé,/ Gx = Vy/ Gg, a cone over the space of directiongjat Ao.
The desired result follows. O

7. Fxep poINT FREE REDUCIBLE ACTIONS

In all remaining cases, the orbit spalgeé = X* is a simplexA isometric to all chambers in
M. Moreover,A is a spherical joim\ = A_ x A, = A™ « A™, corresponding to twdual W
invariant subsections_ andX,, whereX, = S™ or the projective spacesP™:.

Viewing A also as a subset of a fixed sectibnclearlyB. = GA™ andB, = GA™ are
two polarG submanifolds irM with sections=_, X, c X and Weyl group® (mod kernel). In
particular,B, are polar space forms of spherical type. Moreover, justAil@an be viewed as
the union of two tubular neighborhoods of th&:, M is the union of tubular neighborhoods of
the G submanifoldsB,.

In the remaining cases where no fixed points are present sugdial is to exhibit a geometric
description ofM as a projective space in whid, is a dual pair of projective subspaces. The
pivotal steps are to show that these pairs are the cut logi@Bmother, and that for each point
p. € B., the exponential map (up to scaling) from the unit normakspfatp. to B. defines a
map toB; which in turn is a Hopf fibration. This is in spirit achieved ®ducing it to the fixed
point case where the groups in question are the isotropypgratp.. Analyzing and making
full use of equivariant restrictions forced by this destap will then yield a proof of our main
result in this section:

Tueorem 7.1 (Non-fixed point). A reducible fixed point free polar action on a simply con-
nected positively curved manifold is equivariantlyf@morphic to an isometric polar action
on a rank one symmetric space, excluding the Cayley plane.

Note, that when sam, > 1, the slice representation at each verteA of- A is reducible. In
particular, all vertex representations are reducible gixpessibly the one corresponding to say
A_when itis a point.
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The following is a key step based on the primitivity lemimd 3.2

Lemma 7.2 (Dual Generation).For any regular pair p € B., the action of the isotropy
groupsG,, restricted to B is orbit equivalent to the action @ restricted to B.

Proof. By the primitivity theoremG,,_ is generated by the face isotropy grou@s,, . .., Gy, .,

of the facesA_ x A'V?*‘l containingA_, and similarlyG,, is generated by the remaining face
isotropy groupsG,,, ..., Gy, ,,,» hamely of the facesz,&ﬂ}‘1 x A, containingA,. Note that
any face containing_ is perpendicular to any face containing. In particular, ifG,, is the
isotropy group at an intersection point of two such face$ wgotropy groupss, andG,, the
slice representation d@b,, restricted to the normal sphere of its fixed point set is a ciadie
cohomogeneity one action with singular isotropy gro@sandG,. As a special case of the
primitivity theorem we already know th&, andG, generates,,. However, since the action
is reducible we have that actual;, G, = G, G, = G, as sets. Notice that this is equivalent to
the fact that in the slice representatior®yf,, the isotropy grous, is transitive on the opposite
singular orbit and vice versa.

We now claim thaG = G, G,,. From the primitivity lemma we know that ammye G can be
written as a word of elements fro@,, ..., Gy, .,, Gy - - -, Gu, ,,- Using thaiG,, G,; = Gy, Gy,
foralli=1,...,m,+1andj =1,...,m +1 we can rewrite any such word also as a word in the
G/'s times aword in th&,’s, i.e.,G = G,_ G,,. The same reasoning shows tieat Gy, G,
and hence completes the proof of the lemma. O

The above lemma will allow us to use the input from the presisaction. For this we let
I'(p.) be the set consisting of all minimal geodesics from regptants p. to B;. In addition
to viewing this as a set of geodesics, we will also view it aglasst ofM whose points are the
points of all those geodesics. As such it can also be descabE(p.) = Gp, (p. * As) € M.
Note thatl'(p_) N I'(p.) is the set of all minimal geodesics joining and p,. SinceG,, is
independent op., we will use the notatios.. instead.

It will also be useful to leT’(p.)(r) denote the subset d{p.) at distance from p,, and to
letI'(p.) denote the negative of the terminal directions of the geiadenI'(p.).

Remark7.3. The following are immediate consequences of the Dual Géparemmd 7.2,
and the decomposition of a sectiBro X, corresponding tah = A_ x A,.

e The cut locusC(B.) = B;, andB. are at distance/2 from one another.

e I'(p.) — B; is a smooth submanifold d¥1 diffeomorphic to the open/2 ball in the
normal spacel ;- to B, at p.. via the exponential map.

e The mapy,. : S;, — Bs; taking a unit vector to the corresponding geodesic at tiffze
is smoothG. equivariant and takes chambers to chambers.

Moreover, we have
Lemma 7.4. The mapyp. is aG.. equivariant Hopf fibration.

Proof. For the sake of simplicity we will usg to denote the image,.(X) of x € S;; . Since
Yp+ IS @ sSMoothG. equivariant map that takes chambers to chambers and witkethe orbit
space, by the Hopf lemna 6.2 it remains to verify that theestepresentations d@., and
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G.y are orbit equivalent. For this it fices to show that the dimensions of the corresponding
slices agree, or equivalently that corresponding prinagphits of isotropy groups have the
same dimension. So latbe a point of principal orbit type of the slice representaind G.. .

We claim that dimG. (X)) = dim(G.y(x)). Note thatG.y = G.xG.y = G.yG.x Where the
latter follows from the Dual Generation lemial7.2. Therefdhe orbitG. {X) = G.y/ Gix =
G.yvG.ix/G.x InparticularG., acts transitively on this orbit with isotropy gro@®., N G x.
However, since clearl$., N G, x = G..x, this completes the proof.

O

The following plays a pivitol role in the geometric and ecarant description oM:

Lemma 7.5 (Reduction). For all regular p. € B., I'(p.) are G, invariant submanifolds of M.
Moreover,

e I'(p.) is G equivariantly difeomorphic tdDy,
if the section is a sphere, and

e I'(p.) is G. equivariantly difeomorphic to a complex or quaternionic projective space
if the section is a projective space.

Proof. The key issue is to see thB{p.) are submanifolds as claimed. From the remark above
this is clear except alonB; c I'(p.).

From the Hopf Lemm& 612 and Lemral7.4 above we knowyhat S; — B: is either a
diffeomorphism or a Hopf map. Clearl{p_) n I'(p.) is in bijective correspondence with the
fiber ofy, overp, and the fiber of,, overp_, when viewing it as the set of minimal geodesics
betweerp_ andp,. In particular, both maps are of the same type, correspgrdin(p_)nI'(p.)
being either one geodesic, 8h anS® or anS’ family of geodesics. Moreover, this description
also shows that the linear span of the initial vectors of #x@dgsics in'(p_) NI'(p,) at bothp_
andp, are linear subspaces of the corresponding normal spaes to )

Now consider the initial vectors of the geodesic§{p_) starting atB,. This subsel'(p_) of
the unit normal bundl@; B, of B. is canonically a smooth submanifoldigiomorphic tchf
via saylI'(p-)(5 — 1). In particular, it is a smooth section of the unit normahtie toB, when
eachl'(p-) N I'(p,) is just one geodesic, or equivalenly : S; — B, is a diffeomorphism.
In the other cases it is the unit sphere bundle of a smoothrisigbbundle of the normal bundle
to B, andy,_ : S; — B, is a Hopf fibration. By equivariance then clearly eddp-) is
G: equivariantly difeomorphic to a complex or quaternionic space, or to the @aylne if
I'(p-) NT(p,) is anS’ family of geodesics. Since by assumption neitBeiis a point the latter
case does not appear. Indeed, if so bBthwould be homotopy 8-spheres. Moreover, from
the geometric decomposition and Poincaré duality it feiéhatM would be a 24-dimensional
manifold with integral cohomology algebra a truncated polyial algebra with generator in
degree 8. This contradicts a well-known topological theo(ef. [Ha] page 498, Corollary 4).

O

Having dealt with all cases where the Diagram for the Coxetatrix has no isolated nodes,
and where the action has fixed points, we assume from now bBthgaan orbit corresponding
to an isolated node of the diagram. Thus, we will use a decsitipo

A =A_x A, whereA_ = A° = p_is a vertex,
corresponding to an isolated node, andcorresponds to the rest of the diagram. In particular,
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G, acts transitively oB_, as well as on each normal sphéreto B, alongA,.

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theokem 7.1.:

Proof of Theorerh 711We first consider the case where the seclionX_ « X, is a sphere:

By LemmalZ.b thes; action onB, is equivariantly equivalent to the slice representation on
the normal spherg; which we will denote byS(V.) = S.. Note thatG as well asG, acts
transitively onB_ sinceA_ is a point. In particulaG acts linearly orS_ identified withB_.

If also theG action onB, when identified withS, is linear, we claim that the induced sum
action onS(V_ @ V,) is equivalently difeomorphic to th&s action onM. To see this, choose
p* € S_with Gy = G, = G_ and aG_ equivariant diteomorphism fronT’(p_) to the join

p: xS, c S_*S,. This extends to a well defined equivariant difeomorphism fromM to

S_ = S, by invariance. The proof is completed now by Lenima 6.1, sthegpolarG-action on

B, is linear orbit equivalent to thé_ action.

Now suppos& is a projective space:

By LemmalZ.b the Cayley plane cannot appear, and more®yveare both projective spaces
overF, with F = C or H. In fact, for each regulap,. € B., the slice representation &.
restricted to the normal spasg at p. to B. preserve arf structure and descends to a polar
action onB; orbit equivalent to the restriction & to B;.. This will guide us to the construction
of a representation @ (or frequently an extension of it) owi, @ V_ preserving aif¥ structure,
which together with the scalar multiplication Bf is polar, such that the inducésl action on
the projective spacBP(V, & V_) is equivariantly equivalent to that & on M.

We divide the proof into two cases corresponding to (a) Bim> 2 and (b) dinB_ = 2
(noting that dimB_ < 2 is covered by the fixed point case).

ThroughouK . <G will denote the identity component of the kernel of theaction restricted
to B..

In case (a), we make the following claim: There is a normabsobpH <K, acting transi-
tively on the normal spheres B, such thak, = H-Ky, whereK, = 1, St or S3, is the identity
component of the kernel of the action By on B_. We will see later on thak, = 1 when
F = H, andKq = 1 or S* whenF = C.

To prove the claim note that dim, > 1. Choose a pair of verticas, v, € A, and consider
the slice representations at the vertices. By Lerhmh 7.Abgléollows, by assumption on
dim B_, that up to a finite cover, there is a normal subgroup of ran&ast 2 (of simple type),
sayH,, <G, fori = 1,2, acting transitively on the normal sphereBpatv; but trivially on the
slice tangent td3,. Clearly eaclH,, is also a normal (simple) subgroup in the principal isotropy
groupG, of theG action onB,. SinceG, (modulo kernel) has a unique normal simple subgroup
(of rank at least 2) acting transitively on the normal sphefellows thatH,, = H,, <G., and
will be denoted byH. By primitivity G = (G,,, G,), and thusH is a normal subgroup i®.
ThereforeB, is fixed pointwise byH. In particular,H <K, acts transitively orB_ with kernel
Ko, and thuK, = H K.

SinceK, <G, we can writeG = K, -L = H-Kq-L whereL <G is a connected normal subgroup
which clearly acts almostfkectively onB, in a polar fashion. Sinc8_ is a projective space
overC or H of dimension at least 4, and therefor any almditaive transitive action on it is
the linear action bysU(k + 1) or Sp(k) for somek > 2 (cf. [On], pp. 264-5), we conclude that
H = SU(k+1) orSp(Kk). Thus for the kernel of th& = H-Kq-L action onB_, we getk_ = Kg-L.
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In particular,Ky = K_ N K, fixes bothB.. pointwise, and acts almosffectively on the normal
spheres tdB. (when non trivial), preserving all(p_) N T'(p.).

In summary the “face” isotropy groupgs, and their kernel&. can be read f6 from the
following group diagrams, where the vertical inclusions l&ft out:

G=HKg-L
/ \
G_=H_Kg-L G, =HKo-L,
\ /
(7.6) G_NG, =H_Ko-L,
K. =KoL K, = H Ko
\ /
K_NK; =Ko

HereH_, respectivel\,, is the principal isotropy group &f on B_ and ofL on B, respectively.
Thus corresponding to the possibl@bove, we havel_ = U(k), Sp(k—1) S or Sp(k—1) Sp(1).
Let Ho < H_ denote the normal fact@®* or Sp(1) of H_. Thus,Hy = S* corresponds t& = C
andHgy = Sp(1) toF = H. For this we have:

¢ Ho acts freely or§(V_) along the Hopf fibers.

To see this, consider for any fixgel € B,, the Hopf mapy,, : S;, — B.. From the
transitive actions byd on S; descending t@_ we know thatH, acts freely along the fibers of
¥p.. These fibers fop_ € B_ are in one to one correspondence wi{p_) N I'(p,), p- € B_.
Turning things around, these are also in one to one correlgmme with the fibers of the Hopf
mapyp_ : S; — B, where nowp. is fixed. This proves the assertion and has the following
consequence:

e Ky is trivial whenF = H .

Indeed, since botK, andHy = Sp(1) act (almost) #ectively onS(V_) this follows from
Lemma 7.9 below, because the slice representati@h ajn V_ descends to a fixed point free
action onB.. with Hg -Kg < H_ -Kj in its kernel.

We now proceed to set up a projective mod®&l(V, & V_) with a linear polaiG-action with
the fieldF = C, H as indicated in our strategy above:

Consider the product representation ¥n® V_ by K, x KL = H:Ky x Kqg - L which on
each summand preservesstructure, i.e., descends to a polar actiorFB(V. ), respectively
on FP(V_). WhenKj is trivial, obviously the sun¥ structure is preserved as well, and the
K, x K_ = HxL action descends to a polar action BH(V, & V_). WhenK, = S* and hence
F = C, the action by the diagon&@' = A(Ko) < Ko x Ko defines aC structure on the sum
preserved b, x K_ descending to a polar action /= H-Ky - L onFP(V, & V_). These are
the models.

Given such a model, fix a poipt. € B_, and choose a poimt: € FP(V,) so thatG,: = G, .

By Lemma 7.5I'(p-) is G,_-equivariantly difeomorphic to the linear projective subspace of
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FP(V, & V_) containingp’ andFP(V_). As in the spherical section case this extends to a well
definedG equivariant difeomorphism fromM to FP(V, & V_) by invariance, and we are done.

Finally, let us consider the only remaining case (b) whgre= CP* and B, is a complex
projective space of real dimension at least 4, since thesazts#im B, < 2 reduce to the fixed
point case, because dint > 1.

SinceG acts transitively oB. = CP* = S? we can write,G = K_ - S%, with K_ the kernel
of the action orB_. Hence,G_ = K_ - S*, whereS! c S®. By Lemmal 7.2 the subaction of
G_ is orbit equivalent to th&-action onB,. It follows from Lemmd 7.B below that the factor
S? acts trivially onB,, that isS® <K, the kernel of the&s action onB,. Therefore, the slice
subrepresentation &f, > S® onV, = C? descends to the transitive action Bn This implies
thatK, = S or U(2), and accordingly, = K, N K_ = 1 or S’. We are now in a situation
similar to case (a) witl¥ = C, and henceM is G-equivariantly difeomorphic to the complex
projective spac®(V, @ V_). This completes the proof. O

In conclusion, here are the facts we used about represmmgati the proof of Theorem 7.1:

Lemma 7.7. Letp : G — SO(Vo @ - - - @ Vi), be a reducible polar representation, where the
V; are irreducibleG-modules (k> 1) . Suppose th&-action on the unit sphe®Vo & - - - & Vy)
descends to a polar action on the projective spBE€V, @ - - - & Vi) whereF = C or H. If
dimVy > 5anddimVy/ G = 1, then there is a normal simple subgrodp G of rank at leas®
acting transitively on the unit sphef&V,) but triviallyon V; @ - - - & V4.

Proof. SinceG is transitive onS(Vy), by the list of transitive actions on the spheres it follows
that,G = H-G’, whereH is a simple normal subgroup @f acting transitively or§(Vp), with
principal isotropy grouHy. For dimension reason, rartk > 2. Moreover,H is a special
unitary group or a sympletic group, since it acts transliyiem the projective spacdeP(Vo).

We argue by contradiction. Assurfeacts nontrivially orV; for some > 1. For the restricted
reducible polar representation Gfon Vy @ V;, since the principal isotropy group & on V,
is Hp- G’, by |B€] Theorem 2 it follows tha is orbit equivalent tdHy - G” on V;, hence, by
[Da], orbit equivalent to the isotropy representation ofimeducible symmetric space. Note
thatHo ¢ H is not a normal subgroup, and by assumptibis nontrivial onV;. By the list in
[EH] it follows that, if dimV;/ G > 2, thenH is Spin(8) or Spin(7) which is neither a unitary
nor a symplectic group, contradiction.

It remains to consider the case of dWy G = 1, i.e.,G acts transitively or§(V;). By the
assumption thatl acts non-trivially orV;, from the list of transitive actions on spheres it follows
that:

e The rank at least 2 simple grottpacts transitively or$(V;). Furthermore, by dividing the
kernel of theG’-action, the transitive action ¢f - G’ on S(V;) reduces to an almostfective
action ofH -Ko where rank¥, < 1.

Note that dimS(V;) > 4, since a rank at least 2 simple group can not act nontiyvail a
lower dimensional spheres. Recall thiat: G’ is orbit equivalent to thél - G’-action onV, i.e.,
transitive onS(V;). For dimension reasons it follows that tHgaction is also transitive of(V;)
since theG’-action modulo kernel reduces to tg-action where rank < 1.

In summeryH acts transitively ors(V;) orbit equivalent to the subaction B, ¢ H on S(V)
whereH /Hg = S(Vy). Recall thatH is a special unitary group or a symplectic group. From
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the list of transitive actions on spheres it follows that SU(4) acting onVy @ V; = R® @ RS,

via the standard complex representation and the real EmesOn ofSU(4) = Spin(6) on the
summands (cf[[Be]). Since ti8pin(6) action oriR® does not descend to the complex projective
plane, a contradiction is reached. O

In the proof of the following result we will freely use the guage and results about chamber
systems and their universal covers developed in sectioadslated to the current setting.

Lemma 7.8. Letp : G — SO(V) be an almost gectiveC-linear polar representation, de-
scending to a polar action on the projective sp&i\V).

Suppos& = K-St c G’ = K- S*, and assume moreover that acts on the projective space
extending thes-action with the same orbits. Then the fac®t of G’ is in the kernel of the
action onCP(V).

Proof. We first prove that the fact@®® action is trivial onCP(V;) for each irreducible summand
V; c V. This is clear for any rank 1 summand (summahevith dimV;/ G = 1), sinceG’ > G
acts transitively orCP(V;), hence modulo kernel it is either a unitary group or a sywtaie
group. If the rank of a summand is 2, it follows immediatelgnfr [Uc]. If the rank of a
summand is at least 3, by section 4, the actio®0b G lifts to a polar representation by an
extension by the deck transformation grasip i.e.,S*- G’, acting on the universal cover, i.e.,
S(V;), orbit equivalent to th&* - G-representation. By the classification of [EH] it followsath
the S2 factor as well as the fact@® c S® must act trivially onS(V;). In general, supposg®
acts trivially on bothCP(V;) andCP(V;), thenS?® acts onCP(V; @ V;) with fixed point set the
disjoint unionCP(V;) | ] CP(V;). Since the space of geodesidg;) N I'(p;) joining p; € CP(V))
andp; € CP(V;) is anS! family of geodesicsS® must act trivially on that as well for a, P;-
Thus, S? acts trivially onCP(V; @ Vj). By induction it follows that thes® action is trivial on
CP(V). O

The following is probably well known

Lemma 7.9. Letp : G — SO(V) be an almostgective representation descendingib(V) =
HP". Then the kernel of the action éfP(V) is contained irSp(1).

Proof. Identify V with the tangent space at a pojme HP". The representation gives rise to
an isometric action ofilP™* fixing p and with the induced action dfiP" identified as the cut
locus ofp in HP™. Since the subgroup of the isometry groug#™** that fixesHP" is Sp(1),
the claim follows. O
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