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Abstract

Aim of this article is a SATAKE type theorem for super automorphic forms
on a complex bounded symmetric super domain B of rank 1 with respect to
a lattice I' . Super’ means: additional odd (anticommuting) coordinates on
an ordinary complex bounded symmetric domain B (the so-called body of

B ) of rank 1 . SATAKE’s theorem says that for large weight k all spaces

sMy(I') N Lj, (T\B) ,

s € [1,00] coincide, where sM(I") denotes the space of super automorphic
forms for I with respect to the weight & , and L (I'\B) denotes the space
of s-intergrable functions with respect to a certain measure on the quotient
I'\B depending on k . So all these spaces are equal to the space

8Sk(T) := sM(I') N LE (T\B) of super cusp forms for I to the weight & .

As it is already well known for automorphic forms on ordinary complex
bounded symmetric domains, we will give a proof of this theorem using an
unbounded realization H of B and FOURIER decomposition at the cusps of
the quotient I"\ B mapped to oo via a partial CAYLEY transformation.
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Introduction

Automorphic and cusp forms on an ordinary complex bounded symmetric

domain B are a classical field of research. Let us give a general definition:

Definition 0.1 (automorphic and cusp forms in general) Suppose

B C C" is a bounded symmetric domain and G a semisimple LIE group
acting transitively and holomorphically on B . Let j € C*(G x B,C) be a
cocycle, this means j is a smooth function on G X B , holomorphic in the

second entry, such that

i(gh, z) = j(g,hz)j(h, z)
forallg,he G and z€ B . Let k € Z and I' C G be a discrete subgroup.

(i) A holomorphic function f € O(B) on B is called an automorphic form
of weight k with respect to I' if and only if f = f|y for ally € T, where
flg (z) == f(gz)j(g,z)k for allz € B and g € G , or equivalently the
lift f € C>(Q) is left-I'-invariant, where f(g) = flg(0) for all g € G .
The space of automorphic forms of weight k with respect to I' is denoted by
M(T) .

(ii) An automorphic form f € My(T") is called a cusp form of weight k with
respect to I if and only sze L? (T'\G) . The HILBERT space of cusp forms
of weight k with respect to T' is denoted by Sk(T) .

In the simplest case, where B C C is just the unit disc, G = SU(1, 1) acting

on B via MOBIUS transformations,

1

- g= SU(1,1
oo AR e SU(1,1),

i(g,2)
c

and I' C G is a lattice, this means a discrete subgroup with finite covolume,
one needs a more restrictive definition for automorphic and cusp forms. It
is well known that after adding the cusps of '\ B in 0B , which are always
finitely many, the quotient I'\ B is compact. Having fixed a cusp zy € 0B
of I'\ B there exists a CAYLEY transform R mapping biholomorphically the
unit disc B onto the upper half plane H C C and zy to i0o . Since I is a

lattice there exists an element v € I' such that

1A
RyR™ = 1.
0 1
Ao\ {0} , acting on H as translation w +— w + A\ . If a function f € O(B)

fulfills f|, = f then f|zp-1 € O(H) fulfills



flr-1(w) = flr-1lpyp-1 (w) = flg-1 (w + o) ,

and so it has a FOURIER decomposition

f’R—l(w): Z cmeZWimw. (1)

meﬁz

Definition 0.2 (automorphic and cusp forms on the unit disc B )

(i) A holomorphic function f € O(B) is called an automorphic form of weight
k for I if and only if f|, = f for all v € I' and for each cusp zy € OB of
I'\B it has a positive FOURIER decomposition, this means precisely ¢, = 0
in (@) for allm <0 , or equivalently f|r-1(w) is bounded for Im w ~~ oo .

(ii) An automorphic form f € My (T') is called a cusp form if and only if it has
a strictly positive FOURIER decomposition for each cusp zo € OB of I'\B ,
which means ¢, = 0 in (1) for allm <0, or equivalently f|g-1(w) ~ 0 for

Im w~ oo .

However, in contrast to the one dimensional case, for higher dimension
n > 2, when B C C" is the unit ball, G = SU(n, 1) acting on B via MOBIUS

transformations,

1 Alb n
— 9= € SU(n,1),
cz+d cld —n+1

j(g,z) =

and I' C G is a lattice, the situation is different: Then again one has partial
CAYLEY transforms R mapping B onto an unbounded realization H of B ,
which traditionally is a generalization of the right half plane instead of the
upper half plane, but a holomorphic function f € O(B) fulfilling f|, = f
for all v € I automatically has a 'positive’ FOURIER decomposition at each
cusp, and therefore the general definition [ILT] is considered to be the right
one. This is known as KOCHER’s principle, see for example in section 11.5 of
[1] . Futhermore SATAKE’s theorem says that in this case for weight k > 2n

all spaces

M(T) N L (T\G) ,
s € [1,00] , coincide, and therefore are equal to Sg(I') = M (I)NLE (T\G) ,

where

Ly (N\G) = {fecC” ‘fe L(N\G) } -
The crucial argument is that for any function f € M(I') , & > 2n and

s € [1,00] the following are equivalent:



(i) fely(\G)
(ii) f has a ’strictly positive’ FOURIER decomposition at each cusp.

In [I] one can find this theory in more generality.

Since in recent time super symmetry has become an important field of
research for mathematics and physics, one is also interested in super
automorphic resp. super cusp forms on complex bounded symmetric super
domains with even (commuting) and odd (anticommuting) coordinates,
and this article generalizes KOCHER’s principle and SATAKE’s theorem for
super automorphic forms on the complex super unit ball B with the usual
unit ball B € C" , n > 2, as body, see theorems 2.4] (ii) and 2.1] .

Acknowledgement: The present paper is part of my PhD thesis, so I would
like to thank my doctoral advisor Professor H. UPMEIER for many helpful
comments and mentoring and all the other persons who accompanied me

during the time I spent in Marburg.

1 The general setting

Letn € N, n>2,r €N and B := B"" be the unique complex (n,7)-

dimensional super domain with the unit ball

B:=B":={zeC"|z'z<1} CC"

as body, holomorphic even (commuting) coordinate functions z1, ..., 2z, and
holomorphic odd (anticommuting) coordinate functions (1,...,(, . Let us
denote the space of (smooth) super functions (with values in C ) on B by
D(B) and the space of super holomorphic functions on B by O(B) C D(B) .
Let p(r) := p({1,...,7}) . Then one can decompose every f € D(B)

uniquely as

f= Z frc'

I,Jep(r)
all fr; €C®(B,C),1,J € p(r), where ¢! :=¢, -G, ,
I'={i1,...;i,} € p(r), i1 <---<i,,and every f € O(B) uniquely as

F=> <,
Iep(r)
where all fr € O(B) . So

D(B) ~C=(B,C)® /\ (C") & /\ (C") =¢>(B,C) ® )\ (C*)
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and

O(B)~0(B)® /\ (C") .

Define

G:=sS(U(n,1) xU(r))

/
g0 /
= €eU(n,1)xU(r)| detg =detE ;

0 FE

which is a real ((n +1)2 + 7% - 1) -dimensional LIE group. Then we have
a holomorphic action of G on B given by super fractional linear (MOBIUS)

transformations

z | (Az +b) (cz+d) !
¢/ B¢ (cz+d)”!

where we split

The stabilizer subgroup of 0 in G is

K :=sS((U(n) x U(1)) x U(r))

0
—1 1o
d

eUm)xU()xU(r)| det Ad=detE , ,
0 E

which is a maximal compact subgroup of G . On G x B we define the
cocycle j € C*°(G x B,C) as j(g,z) := (cz —i—d)f1 forallge G and z € B.
It is holomorphic in the second entry. Let k € Z be fixed. Then we have a
right-representation of G on D(B) given by

z z
|9D(B)—>D(B)af|g - ::f g\ — J(g’z)k
¢ ¢
for all g € G, which is holomorphic, more precisely if f € O(B) and g € G
then f|, € O(B) . Finally let I" be a discrete subgroup of G .



Definition 1.1 (super automorphic forms) Let f € O(B) . Then f is
called o super automorphic form for I of weight k if and only if f|, = f for

ally € I' . We denote the space of super automorphic forms for I' of weight
k by sMy(T) .

Let CO" be the purely odd complex super domain with one point {0} as
body and odd coordinate functions 7ny,...,n, . Then
D (CO) ~ A (CT)R A (C") ~ A (C?) . Let us define a lift:

TiD(B) - C®(G,C)®D (ccolr) ~C=(G,C)e \(C)BA(C),

=7,

_ 0 0 4 i
f@)=flgl— | =Fflo|—] 790
n n

for all f € D(B) and g € G . Let f € O(B) . Then clearly
fec™(G,C) @0 (C) and f € sMy() & f € C*(I\G,C) ® O (CO")
since for all g € G

where

C=(@) @D (C) & ¢*(G)eD(C)
T~ O = ,
D(B) — D(B)

lg
where l; : C°(G) @D (CO") — ¢>*(G) @D (CO") , 1,(f)(h) := f(gh) simply
denotes the left translation with the element g € G .

Let ( , ) be the canonical scalar product on D ((CO‘T) ~ A (C?") (semi-linear
in the second entry) . Then for all a € D ((COV) we write |a| := \/(a,a) ,

and ( , ) induces a ’scalar product’

tme= [ (5 )

for all f,g € D(B) such that <E,f> € LY(T\G) and for all s €]0,¢] a

‘norm’

Il =|| |7

s,I'\G

for all f € D(B) such that ‘ﬂ € L* (I'\G) . Recall that the scalar product
(', )r and the norm || ||, actually depend on the weight & . Let us define
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Ly(T\B) =1 f e D(B) | fec*(M\G,C)aD(C) |/ < o

for all s €]0,00] .

Definition 1.2 (super cusp forms) Let f € sMy(T') . f is called a super
cusp form for T of weight k if and only if f € L(T\B) . The C- vector
space of all super cusp forms for I' of weight k is denoted by sSx(T') . It is
a HILBERT space.

Observe that |, respects the splitting

=0

for all ¢ € G, where O)(B) is the space of all f = Zlep(r)ﬂ‘:p fr¢t
all fre OB),I€p(r),|Il=p,p=0,...,r,and maps the space
0¥ (B) into C*(G,C) ® OV (CO") ~ ¢*>(G,C) A (CT) . Therefore we
have splittings

R}

sMi(T') = @SMIEP) (T') and sSk(I') = @sSlip) (I,
p=0 p=0

where sMép)(F) = sMy(T) N OV(B) , sSlip)(F) = s8,(I) N OP(B) ,

p=0,...,r, and the last sum is orthogonal.

In the following we will use the JORDAN triple determinant A : C* xC" — C
given by

A(z,w):=1—-—w'z

for all z,w € C" . Let us recall the basic properties:

1

(i) 17 (9,0)] = A(g0,90)2 for all g € G,
(ii)) A(gz,gw) = A(z,w)j(g,2)j(g9,w) for all g € G and z,w € B , and
(iif) [ A (2,2)" dVie, < o0 if and only if A > —1 .

n+1

Since |det (z — gz)'| = [j(g,2)| and because of (i) we have the G-

invariant volume element A(z,z)~("+t)dViq, on B .

/

0
Forall[Ep(r),hGO(B),zeBandg(g )EGwehave
E
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(h¢")], (2) = b (g'2) (Em)' j (g,2)" ",

where € U(r) . So for all s €]0,00] , f =3¢, f1¢! and
h=3reow) hi¢t € O(B) we obtain

Iep(r)

1l = l 7P A (2 2)" ;
s, T\B, A(z,z)” "D dVi oy

and

f h F = Z / f]h]A Z Z)k—HII (n+1) dVL b

Iep(r) B

if <7L, f> € LY(I'\G) , where '=" means equality up to a constant # 0
dependingon I' | k£ and s .

2 SATAKE’s theorem in the super case

We keep the notation of section 1, in particular n € IN , n > 2 . Here now
the main theorem of the article, which is the analogon to SATAKE’s theorem

for super automorphic forms:

Theorem 2.1 Letp € {0,...,r} . Assume I T G is a lattice (discrete such
that vol (I'\G) < oo , I'\G not necessarily compact) . Then

sSYN (1) = sMP\(T) N L} (T\B)

forall s € [1,00] and k >2n —p .

If I'\G is compact then the assertion is trivial. For the non-compact case
we will give a proof in the end of this section using the so-called unbounded
realization H of B , which we will develop in the following.

By the way, as for ordinary automorphic forms, theorem 2.J] implies that
sSk(T") is finite dimensional for n > 2 , I' C G being a lattice and k > 2n

via lemma 12 of [I] section 10. 2 , which says the following;:

Let (X,u) be a locally compact measure space, where u is a
positive measure such that pu(X) < oo . Let F be a closed
subspace of L?(X, u) which is contained in L>(X, ) . Then

dim F < co.



From now on let I'\G be not compact.

Let g’ = su(n, 1) be the LIE algebra of G' := SU(n,1) ,

GG, ¢~ g )
011
and let a C ¢ be the standard CARTAN sub LIE algebra of g’ . Then
A := expg a is the common standard maximal split Abelian subgroup of G’

and G , it is the image of the LIE group embedding

cosh ¢t |0 | sinh ¢ «—1

R— G, t—a:= 0 1 0 n—1

sinh ¢t | 0| cosh t ~—n-+1

Let n C ¢’ be the standard maximal nilpotent sub LIE algebra, which is at
the same time the direct sum of all root spaces of g’ of positive roots with

respect to a . Let N :=expn . Then we have an IWASAWA decomposition

G=NAK,
N is 2-step nilpotent, and so N’ := [N, N] is at the same time the center

of N .

Now we transform the whole problem to the unbounded realization via the

standard partial CAYLEY transformation

1 1
Ri=| 0 [1]0 | IJn—1 €G®=SL(n+1,C)
1 1
-7 0 7 +~n+1

mapping B via MOBIUS transformation biholomorphically onto the un-

bounded domain

w1 +—1
H: = w=

1
€ C"| Re wy > =wiwg p ,
AP n—1 2

which is a generalized right half plane, and e; to co . We see that

RG'R ' GC=8L(n+1,C)— GL(n+1,C) x GL(r,C)

acts holomorphically and transitively on H via fractional linear transforma-

tions, and explicit calculations show that



e 0] 0 «—1
ay:=RauR*=| 0|1] 0 n—1

010]et —n+1

for all t € R , and RNR™! is the image of

1]u* |+ %u*u
RxC" ' RGR™, (Au)—nh,=| 0] 1 u ,
0|0 1

which is a smooth diffeomorphism onto its image, with the multiplication

rule
/ P
n)\,unu,v - n)\—l—u-i-lm (u*v),u+v

for all A\, x € R and u,v € C"! and acting on H as pseudo translations

wy + u*wy + i\ + %u*u

W H—
w2 +u
Define j (R,z) = 1\/21 €0(B),
j (RN w) ==j (R,R'w)™ = 2 € O(H) , and for all
Alb
—1 1o
g=1| ¢ € RGR™!

define

1
cw +d -
Let H be the unique (n,r)-dimensional complex super domain with body

jlg,w)=j(R,R'gw)j (R 'gR, R 'w)j (R ', w)=

H | holomorphic even coordinate functions wy, ..., w, and holomorphic odd

coordinate functions ¥4, ...,9, . R commutes with all g € Z (G') , where
el |0 n+1

Z (@) = ’ ecUQ1),EcU(r),e" ' =detE ) C K

0| FE b
denotes the centralizer of G’ in G, and we have a right-representation of
the group RGR™! on D(H) given by

g : D(H) — D(H), fl, % =[] )i@w
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for all g € RGR™! , which is again holomorphic. If we define
V7 Z , &
lr: D(H) = D(B), flr ? =f|R ? Jj(R,z)

w T (1
|p-1: D(B) = D(H), flg-1 7 =f|R 7 ](R ,w) ,

and

then we see that again if f € O(H) then f|r € O(B) , and if f € O(B) then
flr-1 € O(H) , and

D(B) — D(B)

lg
Now define the JORDAN triple determinant A’ on H x H , which is again

holomorphic in the first and antiholomorphic in the second variable, as

A (z,w) :=A (R 'z, R 'w) j (R_l,z)_lj (R*l,w)i1 =21 + W1 — Wh 2z

"+l and

for all zzw € H . Clearly again ‘det (W — gw)" = |7 (g,w)|
l7(g,e1)] = A (gel,gel)% for all g € RGR™! , and so A’ (w, w)~ ™"V qvi o,
is the RGR™! -invariant volume element on H . If f = > Iep(r) f1¢t € O(B),

all fre O(B), 1€ p(r), then

Flat (:) = 3 @MW) iR w) Y e oy,
)

Tep(r
and if f =770 0 frot € O(H) ,all f € O(H) , I € p(r), and

*| 0
g= € RGR™' , E € U(r) , then
0|FE

flg (W) = Y frlgw)i(g.w) M (B9 e OH).

v 1€p(r)
Let 0H = {w € C" |Re w; = %w§w} be the boundary of H in C" . Then
A’ and OH are RN R™! -invariant, and RNR~! acts transitively on 0H and

on each

{weH|A (w,w)=¢e*}=RNa0,
teR.

11



, RNIRN‘alg:R N[aJCQ

+

Figure 1: the geometry of H .

For all t € R define the rays Ay := {a,| 7 <t} C A and
Asp={a, | T>t} CA.

Theorem 2.2 (a ’fundamental domain’ for I'\G ) There exist n C N
open and relatively compact , to € R and E C G’ finite such that if we define

0= U gnAsi K
geE=
then

(i) g ' TgNNZ(G') C NZ(G') and g 'TgN N'Z(G') © N'Z (G") are lat-
tices, and

NZ(G') = (g7 'TgnNZ (G"))nZ (G")
forall g e 2,
(ii)) G=TQ ,
(111) the set {y € T|¥QNQ £ 0} is finite.
Proof: We use theorem 0.6 (i) - (iii) of [4] , which says the following:

Let IV € G’ be an admissible discrete subgroup of G’ . Then
there exists ¢, > 0, an open, relatively compact subset 79 C N,
a finite set Z C G’ , and an open, relatively compact subset €/
of G’ ( = being empty if G'/T” is compact, and ' being empty
if G’/I" is non-compact) such that

12



(i) Forallbe =, T Nb " NTbh is a lattice in b1 NTh .

(i) For all ¢t > t;, and for all open, relatively compact subsets 7
of NT such that n D np , if

Q=9 (U amb) :

be=
then ;. I" = G’ , and
(iii) the set {7/ €TV, Q;,+ NQ}, # 0} is finite.

Hereby G’ is a connected semisimple LIE group of real rank 1 , N* = N is
the standard nilpotent sub LIE group of G’ and oy, := K'A<n for all t > 0
and 7 C N7T open and relatively compact, where A denotes the standard
maximal non-compact abelian and K’ the standard maximal compact sub
LIE group of G’ . Admissibility is a geometric property of the quotient
I"\G'/K' |, roughly speaking I" is called admissible if and only if I"\G'/K’

has only finitely many cusps.

Let us apply theorem 0.6 (i) - (iii) of [4] with G’ = SU(n,1) — G ,
K':=KNnG =S(U(n)xU(1)) and

I':= {7' eq { there exists w € Z (G/) such that v/'w € F} C G,

which is of course again a lattice such that IV\G’ is not compact and so it
is admissible in the sense of [4] by theorem 0.7 of [4] . By lemma 3.18 of
M ¢g~'T’g N N’ © N’ is a lattice, and lemma 3.16 of [4] applied with any
peI"NN'\ {1} tells us that (¢~ 'I'gN N)\ N is compact. So we see that
there exist tp € R , n C N open and relatively compact and Z C G’ finite
such that for all g € =

I"'NgNgtcgNg?

is a lattice, I"QY = G’ if we define ' = (Jycz inA<, K’ and

A:={yel' H'Q'OQI#(D}

is finite.
(i) and (ii) : now trivial by definition of I = G’ . O

(i) : Let y=~"w el , vy €l ,we Z(G),such that yQNQ # () . Then
YYZ (G NZ(G) £0.

13



Since Z (G') NG’ C K’ and € is right-K'-invariant we have v/’ N Q' = ()
as well and therefore 4/ € A . Conversely 7' Z (G’) is compact and therefore
I'N~'Z (@) is finite for all o/ e TV . O

From the 'fundamental domain Q := |J, .= gnAs¢, K one can really deduce

geE
the position of the cusps of I'\B in 0B : they are up to the action of I on

OB the limit points

li 0=
t;inw gag ge1,

g € Z , where the limits are taken with respect to the Euclidian metric
on C" . Their number is bounded above by |Z| and is therefore finite, as

expected.

Corollary 2.3 Lettg € R, n C N and = C G be given by theorem .
Let h € C(I'\G,C) and s €]0,00] . Then h € L*(I'\G) if and only if
h(gw) € L* (nAs, K) forallge = .

Proof: If s = oo then it is evident since G = I'Q? by theorem (ii) . Now
assume s €]0,00[ and h € L* (I'\G) .

S:={yel|y2NQ#0} < oo

by theorem (iii) . So for all g € = we have

/ |h<gw>|8=/ |h|sz/ mEr<s [ ar <o
nA>1o K gnAsiy K Q NG

Conversely assume h (gw) € L® (nAs, K) for all g € E. Then since G = I'(2
by theorem (ii) we obtain

/ rhfs/wsz/ R (gw)[* < 00.00
F\G Q QGE 77A>tOK

Let f € sMi(T") and g € E. Then we may decompose

Hlalg-r = 2 ar’ € OH),
Tep(r)
all g € O(H) , I € p(r) , and by theorem (i) we know that
g ' TgNN'Z(GY ¢t Z(G') . Solet n€ g~ 'T'gNN'Z(G'")\ Z (G,

1 , el| 0
RnR™ = M2o,0 ,
0|F

14



M ERN\{0},ecUQ),EcU(r),e" " =detE .

j(RnR™1) := j(RnR™ ', w) = ¢! € U(1) is independent of w € H .

So there exists x € R such that j (RnR‘l) = €2™X | Without loss of

generality we can assume that F is diagonal, otherwise conjugate n with an

appropriate element of Z (G’) . So there exists D € R™*" diagonal such that
dq 0

E =exp(2miD) . If D = and I € p(r) then we define
0 dy

try D=} crdj .

Theorem 2.4 (FOURIER expansion of f[|,_1 )

(i) There exist unique cr ., € O ((C"_l) , L epr),
m € %0 (Z —tr1D — (k+ |I]) x) , such that

qr (W) — Z CIm (Wg) 627rmw1
mé 3= (Z—try D—(k-+|1])x)
for allw € H and I € p(r) , and so
Flolg-1 (W) = Z Z C1.m (Wa) 2701 9]

Tep(r)  me 5 (Z—try D—(k+1)x)

w1 —1

for all w = € H , where the convergence is absolute and

Wo }n -1
compact.
(11) crm =0 for all I € p(r) and m >0 , and if
tryD + (k+ |I|) x =0 mod Z in the group (R,+) then cro is a constant.

This is the super analogon for KOCHER’s principle, see
section 11.5 of [1] . The condition m > 0 instead of m <0 in
definition [0.2 comes from the fact that H is a generalized right
half plane instead of the upper half plane.

(iii) Let I € p(r) and s € [1,00] . IftryD + (k+|I|) x #0 mod Z then

k+|1]

qr A (w,w) 2

€ LS (RUA>t00)

with respect to the RGR™ -invariant measure A’ (w, W)f("Jrl) dVie, on H .
Iftr;D+ (k+ |I|) x =0 mod Z and k > 2n — |I| then

Ead

+11

A’ (w,w) 2 € L° (RnA=,0)

with respect to the RGR™ ~invariant measure on H if and only if c;o =0 .
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Proof: (i) fl, is g7'T'g invariant, so we see that for all w € H

S g W)t = gl (W)

ITep(r)
= f’y’n|R—1 (W)
= 3 ar(w+irer) (B9 (RaR ™)' j (RaR™)
Iep(r)
— 3 gr (Wt idgey) 2R DD T
Iep(r)

k

Therefore for all w € H and I € p(r)
627ri(tr;D+(k+\I|)x) )

qr (w) = qr (w +iAoer)
Let I € p(r) . Then h € O(H) given by

h(w) = qr (w) o 2ming (trr D+ (k+T)x)ws

for all w € H is t\ge; periodic, and therefore there exists h holomorphic on

~ Z1 —1 T 7%z
H:=<z= |21 > e*0™?
Zo tn—1
such that for all w € H
27
~ e X wp
h(w)=nh
W2

LAURENT expansion now tells us that there exist an,,3 € C, m' € Z ,
1e IN"! | such that

~ /
h(z) = E E A 127 75
m/'€Z 1leNn—1

21 +—1 ~ .
€ H , where the convergence is absolute and

for all z =
V) }n -1

compact. Now let us define d,,; € O ((C"fl) as

dpy (z) := Z At 12,

leNn—1
m' € Z . Then for all w € H

2mi 27,/
ar(wye o MPTEII  y(w) = 37y (wa) 0™

m/€Z
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So taking ¢ := dxgmtr; D4 (k+|1)x » M € )\io (Z —tryD — (k+|I]) x) , gives
the desired result. Uniqueness follows from standard FOURIER theory. [

(ii) Step I Show that all ¢f , I € gp(r) , are bounded on
RNO={we H| A (w,w) =2} .

Obviously all gr , I € p(r) , are bounded on Rn0 since RnO lies relatively
compact in H . Let C' > 0 such that |¢;| < C on Rn0 for all I € p(r) . By
theorem

RNO=R (g7 'TgNnNZ(G'))no0.
g1l o0

Solet RnR™! = nl)\’,u o = € g_lfgﬂNZ (G/) , N e R,uec crt s

¢ e U(1) and E' € (r) . Then again

j(RMR™Y) = j(RW'R™,w) ="t eU(1)

is independent of w € H . Now if we use that f € sMy(T") we get

qul = [lolg
Iep
= f‘g‘n/ R-1
= Z qr (Rn’Rflw) (E/ﬁ)la’kH” )
Tep(r)

A(C") = A(CT) , 9 (E'ﬁ)l g’k is unitary, therefore

lgr| <27 |q1 (Rn'Rilwﬂ .

We see that |¢;| < 2"C on the whole RNO .

Step II Show that

|erm (wW2) €™ < |g1]] oo, mvo

on RNO for all I € p(r) and m € %O(Z—trID—(k+|I|)X) .

Let I € p(r) and m € )\—10 (Z —tryD — (k+|I]) x) . By classical FOURIER

analysis

1 [P

2mrmwr qr (W 4+ z')\el) 6—27rim>\d)\
Ao Jo

Crm (W2) €

17



for all w € H , and since w + ide; = n), yw € RN R~ 'w the claim follows.
Step III Conclusion.

Let I € p(r) and m € %O(Z—tr[D—(k:—i—\[\)X) . Let u € C"! be
arbitrary. Then

and so

—mmu*u

lerm (W] <|lgrlloo, rvo €

Now the assertion follows by LIOUVILLE’s theorem, where n > 2 is of

course essential. [J
(iii) Let

1+ iutu+i
n =< (iy,u) € iIR®C" ! 2 Y € Rn0
u

be the projection of Rn0 onto iR @ C*~! in direction of Re w; € R . Then

1. % -
r+suu+1
U Re oty X — RnA=4,0, (z,iy,u) — 2 Y

u

is a C*°-diffeomorphism with determinant 1 , and

AT (2, iy, w) , ¥ (2, iy, 1)) = 2z
for all (z,iy,u) € Ry 260 X 7' . So

k+|1]

qr A’ (w,w) 2

€ LS (RUA>t00)
with respect to the measure A’ (w, w)_("+1) dViep if and only if

k+|1

(qroV)x 2

eL’ (]R>62t0 X ’I’]l)

with respect to the measure z~ "D dVy, .

Now assume either tryD + (k+|I|) x #0 mod Z or
tryD + (k+ |I])x =0 mod Z and ¢jp = 0 . Then in both cases by (ii) we

can write

18



qr (W) _ Z CIm (Wg) 627rmw1
me 3o (Z—try D—(k+|1))x)"R<o
for all w € H , where the sum converges absolutely and uniformly on com-

pact subsets of H . Let us define

1
My ::max)\—(Z—trlD—(k+|I|)X)ﬂ]R<o<0.
0

Then since Rna, 0 C H is relatively compact and the FOURIER expansion

in (i) has compact convergence we can define

Cl/ = efQﬂ'MOthO Z Hcl,m (W2) e27rmw1 H

mE L (Z—trr D= (k+I)x)NR <o

oo,RnatOO
< 00.

So we see that

lar (w)] < CemMod (v

for all w € RnA-,0 ,

|q[ o \I’| < C//e27rM0:v ’

E+11] .
and so 272 (qro¥) € L°(IR..2 x7n') with respect to the measure

x_("+1)dVLeb .

Conversely assume tryD+(k+ |I|)x =0 mod Z , k > 2n—|I|and ¢ # 0 .

Then as before we have the estimate

_ ’
2 : Clom (Wg) 627rmwl < C”@ A (w,w)
mE%Z«)

for all w € RnA~4,0 if we define

O = g2me'o Z Hcl,m (w2) eQﬂmlew Rnay 0 < O
) 0
me/\—l()Z<()
Therefore there exists S > 0 such that
1
Y crm(wy) T < 5 lerol s

1
me /\_OZ<O

and so |qr (w)| > 1ero| for all w € RnA-40 having A’ (w,w) > S .
So |(gro @) (z,iy,u)| > 3%|cro| for all (z,iy,u) € Rsg x  , and so
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k41]

definitely 272 (qgro®) ¢ L® (R .2, xn') with respect to the measure
= AV, . O

Now we prove theorem [21) .

Let p € {0,...,7} and k > 2n — p . Since vol I'\G < oo it suffices to show
that f € SM,gp) (T) and f € L* (T\G) ® O (CO™) imply

fel*\G)®0O (CO") . So let f € sMép)(F) such that

f ceL'M\G)® O ((CO"’) . Let g € = . By corollary [2.3 it is even enough
to show that [, (f) € L™ (nAs, K)® O ((COV) , where I, <f) again denotes
the left translation of f by the group element g € G . Let

f‘g‘R—l = Z QIﬂly

Iep(r), [I=p
allqr e OH) , I €p(r), |I|=p. Then

flo= > ar(Rw)('j(Rw)"*.

Tep(r), Il=p
Since by corollary feL'(nAsy, K)® O ((CO"’) we conclude that

g1 (R2) j (R, 2)"*? A (2,2) %" € L' (745,,0)
with respect to the G-invariant measure on B or equivalently
qrA’ (w,w)% € L' (RnA54,0) for all I € o(r) , |I| = p , with re-
spect to the RGR™! -invariant measure on H . So by theorem (i)
we see that qrA’ (W,W)k; € L>®(RnAs40) as well, or equivalently
a1 (R2) j (R.2)7 A (2,2) 3 € L® (nAo,0) for all I € o(r) , |1] = p .
Therefore

Iy (7) € 1 (nAsi, K) © 0 () .0
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