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ABSTRACT. Consider a unitary representatianof a discrete grou-,
which, when restricted to an almost normal subgrbug G, is of type
II. We analyze the associated unitary representatfoaf G on the Hilbert
space of "virtual'T'g-invariant vectors, wherE, runs over a suitable class
of finite index subgroups of. The unitary representation® of G is
uniquely determined by the requirement that the Hecke opesafor all
T'y, are the "block matrix coefficients” GiP.

If |r is an integer multiple of the regular representation, thesdsts a
subspacd. of the Hilbert space of the representatiopacting as a fun-
damental domain fof". In this case, the space &finvariant vectors is
identified with L. Whenr|r- is not an integer multiple of the regular repre-
sentation, (e.g. it7 = PGL(Q,Z[%]), T is the modular groupr belongs
to the discrete series of representation®81.(2, R), and thel'-invariant
vectors are the cusp forms) we assume thatthe restriction to a subspace
H, of a larger unitary representation having a subsgaas above.

The operator angle between the projectignonto L (typically the char-
acteristic function of the fundamental domain) and thequtipn P, onto
the subspacéi (typically a Bergman projection onto a space of analytic
functions), is the analogue of the spacd efnvariant vectors.

We prove that the character of the unitary representatiois uniquely
determined by the character of the representation
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let G be a countable discrete group, and lebe an almost normal
subgroup. LetS be the minimal, intersection lattice of finite index subgrsu
of I, that is closed with respect to the operation

(1) o — (Tg)s =Tgnolyo™, oed.

We assume throughout this paper that the intersection afubgroups irS
is the identity element.

We consider a unitary (projective) representationf G in a Hilbert
spacef. Throughout this paper we make the assumptionthais a multiple
of the left regular representation ([50], [44]) of I (eventually skewed with a
cocycle ifr is projective). Under this hypothesis, we construct Hillspaces
HT' of I'-invariant vectors. More generally, we construct HilbgrasesH
of I'y-invariant vectors, wheh, runs overs.

We will refer to vectors as above, foy € S, as to "virtual”I'y-invariant
vectors, as they generally correspond’teinvariant, densely defined, linear
functionals on/. The Hilbert space&l'o, I'y € S, are not proper subspaces
of H; they are located in an enlargement, in the sense of Gelfgidd (see
[18]) of the given Hilbert space (see Definition 14). For abbgroupd’y, I'; €
S such thafl’; < Iy, there exists a canonical isometrical embeddiflg <
H

We exemplify this in the case of the left regular represémtak of
I" into the unitary groud{(/*(T")) of the Hilbert spacd?(T"). In this case
the space of'-invariant vectors is the one dimensional space generated b
the constant functions oh. This space may be considered as a space of
densely defined, linear functionals ét{T"). In general, in this formalism,
I2(T)Fo = 2(Tp\IN).

In general, if the unitary representatiorinto the Hilbert spacé/ is an
integer multiple of the left regular representatignof the discrete group),
then there exists a subspakesuch that]'-equivariantly, we have that

H=PT)®L, 7r=A®Id;.

In this case too, it is obvious that one may identify the spacE-invariant
vectors with the Hilbert spack. In this identificationL is no longer a proper
subspace off. Moreover,L is not unique.

If the unitary representationis not an integer multiple of the left regular
representationr, we will make use of a subspaédrom a larger representa-
tion of G, which contains the given representatioas a subrepresentation. In
this case we will prove below that the operator angle betwierprojection
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onto the subspace of the subrepresentation and the porjemiio L may be
used to construct the spacelainvariant vectors and its scalar product.

This is analogous to the Petersson scalar product formG®)(ffor
automorphic forms, where to introduce the scalar producawiomorphic
forms which are "virtual’PS L(2, Z)-invariant vectors for the restrictions to
PSL(2,7) of the representations,, n > 2 in the discrete series ¢1SL(2, R),
one uses a "measuring scale” consisting of a fundamentahotomfor the
action of PSL(2,7) on the upper halfplane. The larger unitary representa-
tion, containing the representatiar) as a subrepresentation, is obtained as
follows: if , is realized as unitary representation on a spidégH, v,,) con-
sisting of square integrable analytic functions with respe a measure,, on
H, the the larger unitary representation containit)cas a subrepresentation
is realized on the corresponding Hilbert sp@é€H, v,,). The space of square
summable functions supportedinplays the role of the subspageas above.

Let o be a group element i&. We use the notation introduced in for-
mula (). It is obvious thatT',-1oc~! = I',. This implies that the represen-
tation induces a unitary transformation, denotedyo) that mapsH!--
ontoH'-.

The main problem we are approaching in this paper is the aisabf
the unitary representatiar?, induced by the unitary representatioron the
Hilbert spaced" obtained by taking the inductive limit of the Hilbert spaces
H', T, € S. The content of the classical Ramanujan-Petersson Problem
([24], [46], [6]) is transformed into a harmonic analysi®plem, concerning
the weak unitary containment of the representati®rin the unitary repre-
sentation obtained by restriction €& of the left regular representation of the
Schlichting completion ([48],[26]) ofs with respect to the subgroups in the
family S.

The representation® is determined by the associated Hecke operators
(23], [24], [45]) at all levelsI'y . The Hecke operators are "block-matrix
coefficients” of the associated unitary representatibn We are using the
notation7® for the representation on the space of all "virtug-invariant
vectors['y € S to recall the profinite completion procedure that is usedhén t
construction of this representation. When the initial esntationr is pro-
jective with cocycle:, and the cocycle admits an extension to the Schlichting
completionG introduced below, the construction in this paper works &d li
teram in the projective case.

The representation® is widely used in a slightly different form in the
literature (see e.g!l [6], [13],.[21]). In this paper we useoperator algebra



4 FLORIN RADULESCU

construction ofr?. This construction enables us to get unitarily equivalent
forms of 7P that are more suitable for the computations of traces.

The main result of this paper is the correspondence betwesmwo
representations and7®. The representatiof® has a canonical block matrix
structure associated with a given choice of coset repratess for subgroups
in §. Consequently, we represent the associated Hecke opeasdrlock
matrices, whose entries are "localized sums” over coséttheovalues of
original representation, restricted to the spack introduced above (which
is the analogue of a fundamental domain for the action of tbeml’). As
corollary we obtain a precise formula relating the chargotér andz®.

To establish a relation between the two representationanireduce
a summability condition, which warrants the convergencehef sums for
the matrix entries in the representations that we are abtaifor the Hecke
operators.

Definition 1. Let 7y be a unitary representation 6f, such thatr|r is
a (not necessary integer) multiple of the left regular repneation\r. We
assume that there exists a unitary representatioinz into the unitary group
of a Hilbert spacédd containingH,, with the following properties:
(i) =|r is an integer multiple of the left regular representatign Conse-
guently, there exists a Hilbert subspdcef H such that

H =~ lz(F) ®L, 7T‘1‘ = )\I’®IdL

(i) Let e be the identity element of the grodp. We denote the orthogonal
projection fromH onto . ~ Ce ® L by P;. We assume that the projections
in the family {7 (g) P.7(g7')|g € G} form a commutative family.

(iif) Assume thatr, is a subrepresentation af Consequently/, < H is
7(G)-invariant andr is the restriction ofr to H,. Denote byP, the or-
thogonal projection front onto H,. Clearly, in this case we haveg(g) =
POW(Q)PO! g€ G.

(iv) The product of the operator, and P, is trace class.

(v) For everyg in G andl'y in S, the following sum, over the cosE}g,

(2 Z Prmo(0) Py,

6elog

is convergent in the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operafia(s.).

(vi) The sum of traces of the operators in the sum in formujag2bsolutely
convergent. The sum in formul@l (2) is a trace class operatuose trace is
equal to the sum of traces of the operators in the sum.
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(vii) The Murray von Neumann dimension number dip-y» H, ([S0], [44],
[25]) is a finite, strictly positive number.

The condition (vii) above may be interpreted as saying tHatis a
finitely generated left Hilbert module over the represeatat,|r, which is a
multiple of the the left regular representationlof

In the main examples considered in this paper, where thesepta-
tions m, are obtained from unitary representations in the discretees of
(projective) unitary ofPSL(2,R) by restriction toG = PGL(Q,Z[%]), the
conditions (iii), (iv) are a consequence of the computation53]. The con-
dition (i) is automatic if the representatiancomes from a Koopman unitary
representation. Indeed, in this case the projecktgrms the operator of mul-
tiplication with the characteristic function of a fundanndomain forl".
Furthermore, the projections in the family are the opesatdmultiplication
by the characteristic functions of translations of the fameéntal domain with
elements irG.

A unitary representation, of G as above determines, in a canonical
way, a unitary representatiafz® of the Schlichtling completion[([48])7 of
G, with respect to the subgroups in the famfly The unitary representation
7P acts onH', the Hilbert space completion of the inductive limit of the
Hilbert spacedi'?, I'y € S. This construction is rigorously presented in The-
orem33. The following result gives an explicit descriptafithe block matrix
coefficients of the representatiag®. These are Hecke operators correspond-
ing to subgroupd’y € S associated with the original unitary representation
mo- This representation is used to compute the character oéghresentation
7oP. In the following theorem, we denot&y), = olgo~! N Ty, Iy € S,
oeG.

Theorem 2. Let my be a unitary representation @ into the unitary
group U (H,) of a Hilbert spaceH,. Assume thatr, verifies the technical
condition from DefinitiofiIl. Lex;P be the unitary representation 6f intro-
duced above.

For everyl'y in S, fix a family of coset representatives 1gyin I' so that
[[:To]
['= |J Tosi- We represenB(I*(T,\I')) by the matrix unit

i=1

(6F03i7 erosj )i,j=1,2,...,[F:FQ] .
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ForI'y € S ando € G, the Hecke operators associateddpthat corre-
spond to the double cosEtoT are:

3) [To : (FO)G]PHgOﬁg(o—)PHgo.
Using the unitary equivalence
B(I*(To\I')) ® B(L) = B(H'),
and the above choice of a matrix unit, the Hecke operatorsrimila (3) are
unitarily equivalent to the operators iR (1?(I'y\I')) ® B(L) given by
4) 2 Z Prmo(0) P ® erys; ros, -
.J ges; 'TooTos,
Formulal(4) allows us to immediately conclude the following

Corollary 3. Foro € GG, Ty € S, the trace of the Hecke operator intro-
duced in formulal(3) is computed by

(5) Tr[[To : (To)o] PyroTh(0) Pyro] => > Te(Pemo(6)Py).

Si 9651F00F05;1

When specializing for example to the cdge= T', formula [4) gives the
following:

Consider the case whelim )~ H, is finite. The spacéj of "vir-
tual” vectors, invariant to the unitary representatigfy- acting onH,, is uni-
tarily equivalent to the range of the projection

Pro = Y, Pum(v) Py € B(L),

vyell

which is a finite dimensional subspace lof The same unitary equivalence
transforms the Hecke operator corresponding to a dosEtand acting on
"virtual” I'-invariant operators into the operator

Y. Pumo(7)Pre B(L), oeG.
yel'ol

The convergence in the above formulae is a consequence td@dheical as-
sumption introduced in Definitidd 1.
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As a corollary of formulal(s), we obtain a formula for the cheter ([22],
[47], [12], [17]) of the representatiory,. This proves that the character7f
is determined by the positive definite functippon GG, given by

(6) Po(g9) = Tr(Prmo(9)Pr), geG.

We use the notations and definitions from the statement obrEne2.
We assume thatz», the character of the representatih of G, is locally

integrable with respect to Haar measure@nRecall that by[[12], formula
(13), (for a different proof see also Lemia 6), we have

(7 «9;8 (0) = 113)1}16 TI‘(PH(l)"Ofg(U)PHgO).
I'ges

For everyg € G, letT™ be the normalizer group gfin T defined by
Iy ={vellg =g}
Using the formulae (5) andl(7) we obtain:

Corollary 4. The value of the charactet» at an element € G is
computed by the formula:

) 1
®) (o) =lim ———— > D Te(Prmo(9)Pr).
folg [To = (To)o] [MTol | ges; 'TooTos;
0€ = ':1 FOSi Esi 001l 0S4

If the groupI™ is trivial then

©)  Omplg) =[lm m] D Tr(Prro(v9r7)), g € G.

Tges ~yel'

Under suitable conditions, the term on the right hand sidegefation
(@) coincides with the character of the unitary represémat,. Assume
there exists a unitary representatigfy, extendingr, to a a locally compact
group@R, that contaings as a dense subgroup Then, the formula for the
trace character of the representatigrdepends only on the trace character of
a representation.

Lemma 5. Consider a unitary representatiotn verifying the conditions
in Definition[1. We also consider a larger locally compactgpd ", contain-

ing G as a dense subgroup, and such that a lattice inG". Assume the
following conditions:
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(i) mo extends to a unitary representati@iy of G into the unitary group of
H. Moreover, the representaticfi has a locally integrable character with

respect to Haar measure @@, denoted by Tr(7E(-))"= Ozr.
(il) The representation from Definitior 1 also extends to a unitary represen-

tation7 of G, and the equalityr(g) = Pym P, holds forg € a"
(i) The set of elements € G with non-trivial groupI’y’ has zero measure

with respect to Haar measure @n.
Then
(i) For any elemeny € GG as in assumption (ii), we have

(10) = Y Trpy (Pumo(vgr ") Pr).
vyell

(i) The character of the unitary representatiai restricted toG (with the
exception of the pointge G such thaf™! is non-trivial) depends only on the
character of the representatiofy;.

Remark 6. We consider the sum appearing in formula (8)

1) dr(0)= )] > Te(Pum(O)PL), oeG.

F[ uO]F 55 GES;IFQUFOSZ'

Wheno = e andl’y is normal subgroup, this term is equal to
[T:To] > > Tr(Prmo(6)Py) = [T:To] . Tr(Prmo(v)Pr).

r:T el el
F_[ Ul0] Tos; 0 Y€l

Normalizing and taking the limit

. ¢F0 (U)
q)ﬂ'o (U) = Ilg)rine dim Lo’

Tpges

oce@,

we obtain a character of the groGpof the type considered in [33], [16],/[9],
[8] [52].

The characters we obtain in formula Corollaly 4 are of a diifé nature:
they take infinite value at the identity and possibly takenitdi value at other
elements of the group.

We exemplify below the content of Theordm 2 and of Corolldryr4
the particular case where tleinvariant vectors are the automorphic forms.
We takeG = PGL(Q,Z[%]), p a prime number]' the modular group, and
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the representation, = m,|q,n € N,n > 2 is obtained by restricting t&' a
(projective) unitary representation in the analytic, di$e seriegm,,),>o of
the semisimple Lie groupSL(2, R). Let F' be a fundamental domain for the
action of the modular group on the upper halfplane. ket (Imz)2dzdz
be the canonical measure Hhthat is invariant to the action &fSL(2, R) by
Moebius transforms. Then, the projectiBpintroduced in Definitioll, is the
operator)/, . of multiplication with the characteristic function éf, on H =
L?(H, (Imz)~2dzdz). The unitary representationis the Koopman unitary
representation off on L?(H, (Imz)?dzdz), corresponding to the action of
G onH (see Examplds 28 ahd]29).

In this particular case the projectidfy is the Bergman projection onto
the Hilbert space of the representatign which is the space of analytic func-
tions onH, square summable with respect to the measyire (Imz)"2dzdz.
Moreover, the technical condition (v) from Definitioh 1 isuieplent to the
L?-convergence condition for Berezin’s reproducing kerrfid@p of the op-
erators in the sum. This condition holds true in the paréicahse described
here, because of the computations in [53] and [19], Secti®n 3

For a bounded operataron the Hilbert spacél,,, we denote bfl(z, (),

z, ¢ € H its Berezin symbol ([3]). Formulal9) implies in this case

Corollary 7. Leto be an element i with trivial groupT'. Then

12 (o) = [Jim ] [ mO)(z ()
i ! L = | lim 71 o
) [Fhﬂn [To : (m“]]i oz —z (@) = [Figif To: o) ()

o —

The fact that the tern§ m,,(c)(z, z)dvy(2), in the above formula, is the
H

charactet),,, of the representation, is proved in[[32], using Berezin’s quan-
tization. In this context, the formula for the sum [d (9) isTqouted, by a
different method, in[[53].

In the last section, we apply the constructiomahvariant "virtual” vec-
tors from the previous theorem, to diagonal representaindi: of the form
o ® 1", acting on the Hilbert spack,. Herer;" is the complex, conjugate
representation associated to the representatiowe use a unitary equivalent
representation of the Hilbert spaces consisting-afivariant vectors.

This representation is unitarily equivalent to the uniteggresentation
Ad 7y, acting on the Hilbert space consisting of the ideal of Hilti&chmidt
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operator€,(Hy) < B(H,). The spac'™ of "virtual” Ts-invariant vectors is
the von Neumann algebra of operatdis B(H,) that commute withry(T'y).
This algebra is (see Examjlel 30) the commutant algdhfa= {7, ()} -

For a type I| factor M with tracer, we denote the Hilbert space asso-
ciated tor through the GNS constructior ([50]) bi?(M, 7). This Hilbert
space is obtained, via hilbertian completion, from theacptoduct induced
by the trace on the vector spagé. By assumption, dim,r,);Ho is finite,
hence we conclude ([50]) thadr, is a type Il von Neumann algebra. Then
the Hilbert space of o-invariant vectors is thé? spacel.?(Ar,, 7) associated
to the type Il von Neumann factordr,. The inductive limit of these Hilbert
spaces, wheh, runs overS, has a natural interpretation in terms of the Jones
basic construction (Examgle]30, see also the construatif40i).

This is particularly interesting when, is the representation, men-
tioned above,§ = PGL(Q,Z[%]), p a prime,I" the modular groups,, ob-
tained, by restriction t@-, from the discrete series of unitary representations
PSL(2,R)). Consider the unitary Koopman representati@g,, (see Exam-
ple[28) associated to the measure preserving actiéharfH, endowed with
the measure, introduced above.

Then, by [42] or by Berezin's quantization theory!([3], sés0d36]),
we have, up to unitary conjugation that

13) TKoop = T @ TF, N =>2.

Because of the above equivalence, the analysis of the ereg®n of;
on the spaces of "virtuall'y-invariant vectors for the representation® 2P
leads to the analysis of the spaceslgfinvariant vectors]'y € S, for the
Koopman representation, and of the corresponding unitetipraof G on
these spaces. The latter representation correspondsdottbe of the Hecke
operators on Maass forms ([31]). Using this method, we abitaiSection
[7 (see alsol[36]) concrete algebraic formulae relating imatefficients of
the representatiom, with the expression of the Hecke operators associated to
TKoop -

This method is useful in understanding the Koopman unitapyasen-
tation mx.0p, from which the action of the Hecke operators on Maass forms
is derived. We are exploiting a natural "square root” of tbpresentation
TKoops given by the representation in the discrete series, asrmuia (13).
The representation,@7oP is more malleable to handle, since using the opera-
tor algebra interpretation, the Hilbert spaces of "virtuaj-invariant vectors,

Iy € S, are canonically defined. We explain this constructionwelo
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Let R(G) be the von Neumann algebra generated by right convolution
operatory(g), g € G, acting on¢?(G). This is the commutant algebra of the
algebra of left convolutorg (G) generated by the left convolution operators
Mg, g € G, acting on the same Hilbert space.

We consider the following algebras associated with theusiohs,I”

G, K € G. LetHy(K,G) = C(K\G/K) be the algebra of double cosets
of K in G ([1], [28]). We denote the Hecke algebtdI"\G/I") generated
by double cosets of in G by Hq(G,T"). The latter algebra is isomorphic
to the Hecke algebra(,(K, G). The Hecke algebra has a natural involution
operation which is inducing &algebra structure.

The Hecke algebra has a canonical, faithfutepresentation(([7]) into
B(*(T\G)). We denote the elements of the standard basi& @h\G) by
[I'o], ¢ € G. The hypothesigI' : I',] = [I' : I',-1], ¢ € G, that we
assumed on the equality of the indices has the effect thatdte(-[I'], [[']),
which is defined o3 (¢*(I'\()), restricts to a trace on the image of the Hecke
algebra. The reduced*-algebra of the Hecke algebra is the norm closure, in
the representation intB(¢*(I'\G)) of the Hecke algebra(G, T). It will be
denoted byH,.q(G, T). ClearlyHy (G, T) = Ho(K, G).

The C*-algebraC*(G) contains a canonical operator system{([35]), as-
sociated to the maximal compact subgrddpvhich we introduce in the next
definition. We will explain below that-representations of this operator sys-
tem, as in formuld(18) in Lemnia 9, encode all the informa#ibaut the rep-
resentationr,. These morphisms are the basic building blocks of the Hecke
algebra representation associated to a representatiba fifrmm, @ ;" (see
Theoreni 1D and Theoredml12). The essential tool for analyaiitgry repre-
sentations o7 of the formm, ® 7;” =~ Ad 7y is a canonical representation of
the Hecke algebra{ (G, ') into R(G) ® B(L) that will be described below.

Definition 8. Let L(K,G) = C(x,x|c € G) be the linear subspace

of C*(G) generated by the characteristic functions of right coséiben
L(K,G)* = C(xks|o € G). We also consider the space

L(K,G) = L”(G, p)L(K,G) = C*(G x L*(G, ).
We consider the following operator systems ([35]) :
(14) O(K,G) = L(K,G) - (L(K,G))* < C*(Q),
O(K,G) = L(K,G) - (L(K,G))* < C*(G x L”(G, p)).
In the above formula the product is calculated in €ffealgebraC™ (G) and,
respectively, in th&'*-algebraC* (G x L™ (G, p)).
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Then, clearly:

(i) O(K,G) is linearly generated by the characteristic functions ef th
form Xo1Kogs 01,02 € G.

(i) L(K,G)and(L(K,G))* are subspaces 6¥(K, G).

(iii) We have a canonical pairing

(15) L(K,G) x L(K,G) - O(K,G).

The pairing maps, y € L(K, G) into zy* € O(K, G).
Let & be aC*-algebra. We will say that a linear mdp: O(X, G)— €&
is ax-representation of the operator systély<, ;) if, by definition

O(ry*) = 2(z)(2(y))*, =,y€ L(K,G).

A =-representation for the operator syst@ni’K, G) will have to be in addition
linear as a bimodule over the algelra (G, ).

The Hecke algebra/ (K, G) is the intersectio.(K, G) n (L(K, G)*.
Clearly it is closed with respect to the above pairing operatObviously, a
s-representation of the operator systé¥, ;) becomes, when restricted to
the Hecke algebra, -aalgebra representation.

LetG,T', 7, m, Py, P, be as in Definitiom]l. We assume, for simplicity
of the presentation, for the following results, that theugrsl’, G have infinite,
non-trivial conjugacy classes. This assumption implies the von Neumann
algebras associated below with the above groups have utrapes.

We construct-representations of the operator syst@i<, ) that take
values in the associated von Neumann algebras describad. W&E consider
the following von Neumann algebras:

(16) A={r()} =2R(I)® B(L) < B=R(G)® B(L),

AQ = Wo(r), = P()AP().
Note thatA, B are type Il von Neumann algebras. If the spdcés infi-
nite, thenA, B are type I, von Neumann algebras. In the representation for

{m(T")} introduced in formulal(16), the projectiaf, which by hypothesis
commutes withr(I") and thus belongs td, has the formula:

(17) Py = p(7) ® Pumo(v) Pr, € Ci(A).

For a given von Neumann algehf, endowed with a faithful, semifi-
nite traceT" = T\, we denote by’; (M) the ideal of trace class operators
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associated toV1 ([50]). If M is a type I, von Neumann algebra endowed
with faithful semifinite tracel’, we denote byC; (M, T') the ideal of trace
class operators im ([50]). If the dependence on the traceis contextual,
we write justC; (M).

We associate to the unitary representatigra =-representation of the
operator system constructed in Definitidn 8.

Lemma 9. We assume thét, I', m, Py, P, are as in Definition 1.
For a coset”' = ¢gI'y in G define, in analogy with formula (17),

®ry 1 (C) = . p(0) @ Pumo(0) Py € Co(B).

oeC

Then
(i) The application&)wo’L restricted toO(K, GG) is a =-representation of the
operator systen® (K, ). In particular

(18) ED7ro,L(X<71K)[EDWO,L(X@K)]* = &)WO,L(XglKU;I)a 01,02 €G.

(i) Because of formuld(17), we harfe(O,L(XK) = P,. Hence, because of (i),

~

7T07L<X01K> = (I)WO,L(XMK)POu

~

WO,L(XKO'l) = PO®7T0,L(XKO’1)7 g1 € G

K KA

(iii) Because of (ii), the restrictiortf)wo,L to the Hecke algebrd{y (K, G) =
Ho(T', G) takes values in the algebtd, = P,BF,.
(iv) @wo,L|H0(K,§) is trace preserving, and hence it extends continuously to

C*-representation of the reduced*-Hecke algebraH,.q(I', G) with values
in .AO.

Thex=-algebra representation of the Hecke algebra from poihigiused
to describe the Hecke operatorsioinvariant vectors associated to the diag-
onal unitary representatiom, ® m," of G. As explained above, the latter
representation is unitarily equivalent fod 7y, and the Hilbert space df-
invariant vectors is canonically identified to thé space ([50]) associated to
the commutant von Neumann algeljrg,(I")}’. The formula of the Hecke
operators is computed in the next theorem. The case wliere L = 1 was
used in [Ra] to obtain estimates on the essential spectrutecke operators
acting on Maass forms. The general case of arbitrary MurceyNeumann
dimension is treated in [37].
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The Hecke operators are automatically completely positigps. They
are obtained using von Neumann algebras expectations [B8]). Let
EP(R(G®B(L) Py
Po(R(I®B(L))Po
be the canonical normal conditional expectation, mapguegype I} factor
Py(R(G) ® B(L)) P, onto the subfactoP,(R(I") ® B(L))F.

Theorem 10. We use the definitions and notations introduced above.
The Hecke operatob ([I'oT']), associated to the representatidn 7, corre-
sponding to a cosdl’oT'| for o in G, is a selfadjoint operator acting on the
spacel?( Ay, 7) = L*({mo(T)}, 7).

Then, the formula fow ([T'oT]) is determined by its values on the alge-
bra Ay. For o € G, the Hecke operato¥ ([I'cI']) associates to

Xe WQ(F)/ = AO = P()BPO = Po(R(F) ®B(L))P0
the operator

Po(R(G®B(L) Py / ¥ e~ ®
(19)  W([ToT)(X) = B gmniin (Pro.n(ToT) X (@, 1 (ToT))*).

This is Theorem 3.2 in_[37], generalizing results in|[36]. eTétate-
ment is adapted to the framework of the present paper. Tlseprérmalism
proves that once a choice for the spdchas been made, the Hecke algebra
representation is canonical.

We construct below a canonicarepresentatiorD® of the Hecke al-
gebrat,y (K, G) into a canonical "double” algebra (see below) such that all
the representations of the Hecke algebra, as in formula &t8)obtained by
composingD® with a quotient map.

We will perform the construction of the representati® only in the
case where the Neumann dimension dijm,~ [, is equal to 1. In this context
Ay is simply the algebr®& (I"). The argument may be easily extended to cover
the case of von Neumann dimension larger thabut the formulae become
more complicated.

The fact that the von Neumann dimension of the type |l von Neum
algebra generated by, (") is 1 means that the representatiofir admits
a cyclic trace vector. In this case, the-representationﬁm,L introduced
in Definition[9 is replaced by a representatignconstructed below, of the
canonical system introduced in Lemia 8, taking valueS(i@@¥). Recall that
the algebraC(G) is anti-isomorphic taR (G).
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We define, forry, 0, € G, and for a subset d@f of the formA = 0,10,

(20) t(o1Kay) = Y (mo(0)¢, o € L(G).
fecA

Then, by Lemmal9, letting the spatéeC(, we infer (see Rematk 42) that
defines a-representation of the operator systéh¥, G) with values in the
von Neumann algebré(G) (the complex conjugation in formula (20) is due
to the fact that, via the canonical anti-isomorphism, wesavéching from
the algebraR (G) to the algebral(G)).

The Hecke algebrarepresentatiod, introduced in formuld (19), takes
now values inC(I") and is given by the formula:

(21) W([ToT])(X) = Eff) ((ToD) X (HToT))*), oeG.

The linear operatoW ([I'cT']), o € G extends obviously to the GNS space
(*(T) (see e.g.[[50]), taken with respect the canonical trace.

The Hecke operator§ ([I'oT']), o € G are all completely positive and
unital. Hence the representation in formulal(21) extengsfobgetting the
algebra structure on the range space, terapresentationV, of Hy(G,T)
with values intoB(¢*(T") © C1). As explained in Example29 (see al50][36],
[40]), the validity of the Ramanujan-Petersson ConjectnréMaass forms,
in the particular examplé& = PGL(2, Z[]l?]), is equivalent to the fact that
the representatiod, extends to a representation of the reduc&dHecke
algebrat,.q(G,T).

We will prove that the representatidnof the Hecke algebra introduced
in formula [21) is obtained from a canonical representafddnof the Hecke
algebra.

We introduce the following two crossed proddct -algebras. They are
a two variable extension of the Roe algebras|([43], [6]).

Definition 11. We consider the following crossed proddct-algebras:

(22) DR(G) = xx(C*((G x G) % L*(G, 1)) xx

(23) DR(G) = xx(C*((G x G*) % L*(G, w)xx

TheC*-algebraDR(G) has a canonical, Koopman type, representation
« into B(¢*(T")) obtained as follows: leff x G°P act as groupoid oft by left
and right multiplication, the operation being defined whemé¢he result of the
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multiplication belongs td". On the other hand’'(K') acts by multiplication
on/®(T") and hence o?(T").

We observe that both algebras introduced in the above defirite cor-
ners (reduced by the projectignk € L*(G, 1)) in the larger crossed product
C*-algebras, corresponding to the measure preserving aaf@gnx G°° and
respectivelyG x G onG. Since the action is measure preserving, the two
algebras have obvious reduced crossed pro@tietlgebra counterparts.

In the following statement, we prove that the Hecke algebmasen-
tation ¥ introduced in formulal(21), which is in fact the Hecke algebep-
resentation associated with the representatip® 7", is obtained from an
intrinsic representation of the Hecke algebra, denote®®y with values in
the "double” algebraDR(G). To obtain the Hecke algebra representation
¥, one composes thealgebra representatial® with the Koopmann type
representation of the algebréDR(G) introduced in Definition I11.

Since the:-algebra representatidn® extends (as it preserves the trace)
to the reduced'*-Hecke algebra, the obstruction (if any) to extending tipe re
resentation?, to the reduced’*-algebra Hecke algebrd,.q(G, ") (which,
as explained above, in the case of the representatipis the obstruction for
the Ramanujan-Petersson Conjecture on Maass forms torbeld[36])), lies
in the kernel of the above canonical representatipeventually intersected
with the image ofD®.

If fisa function orG, we denote the corresponding convolution element
in C*(G) by L(f). We have:

Theorem 12. The following statements hold true:

(i) The correspondence

[KUK] _)XK(L(XKJK)®L(XK0K>OP)XK7 o€ G7
extends by linearity to a-algebra representatio®® of the Hecke algebra

Ho(K,G) into DR(G). This representation is trace preserving, and hence it
obviously extends tél,.q(I", G) when values are considered in the reduced
crossed produacf*-algebra associated with R (G).

(ii) The «-representatiort of the operator systei®( K, G), introduced in for-
mula (20), extends to ®R(G)-valued =-representationt, of an operator
systenO contained ifDR(G). The operator systel? contains the image of
Do.

(iii) The compositiorD® = t, o D®, mapping
[Tol'] = xk(t(Tol) ® (t(T'oT))P) xk,
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extends to a-algebra representation of the Hecke algebia.q(I', GG) into
the reduced crossed product‘-algebra associated witPR (G).
(iv) Let o be as in Definitioh 22, and le¥ be the Hecke algebra introduced

in formula (21). Then
(24) U =ao0D®=aoty,oDd.
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2. OUTLINE OF THE PAPER

We outline the construction of Hilbert spaces of "virtudl*invariant
vectors and of the unitary action 6f on the inductive limit of these spaces.
We recall from introduction thdt is an almost normal subgroup 6f that is,
for all o in G, the groupl’, = ol'oc~! N T has finite index il". We assume
in this paper that, for alb € G, the values of the group indicé§ : T',]
and[I" : I',-1] are equal. This hypothesis is automatid'ifs a group with
infinite non-trivial conjugacy classes, in the presencéefrepresentation,
as in Definition 1 (e.g. by Jones’s index theadryl[25]). We assume that
the family S, generated through the intersection operation by the suipgr
I',, 0 € G, separates points &f. Let K be the profinite completion df, with
respect to the familys.

We first consider a unitary representatiorof G having properties (i),
(i) from Definition[d. In this caser|r is an integer multiple of the regular
representation. To construCtinvariant vectors, we assume thidtis con-
tained in a larger vector spadg and that the representatianextends to a
representation, of GG into the linear isomorphism group ®. We assume



18 FLORIN RADULESCU

that the spac®"', consisting of vectors i fixed by, (I"), is non-trivial. To
construct the representati@i, one considers simultaneously the spagks
of vectors inV fixed by the action ofry,(I'y), wherel'y is any group conju-
gated inG to a subgroup ir§. Note thatry, (o), for o in G, will move the
vector spac@® into VoToo ",

We construct a Hilbert space structure on the spateswhich deter-
mines Hilbert space&l/'° of I'j-fixed vectors]', € S. On the scalar product
on the spaces of invariant vectors, we impose the condiiatthe inclusions

HFOQHF17 F07F1687 Flgr(b

are isometric, and that,(¢) mapsH ™ T-—1 isometrically ontaH/ 707 ' "T=
foro e G.

Using this procedure, we obtain in formul[@a]35) a prehilia@rtspace
structure on the reunion\/ H'™. Let " be the Hilbert space completion of

FoE S
the reunion. Clearlyr, induces a representation @finto the isomorphisms
of \/ V.
I'pge S

The conditions we are imposing on the scalar products on thetd
spacedi'?, I'y € S imply thatny, induces an unitary representatioh of G
into the unitary group{(H") of the Hilbert spacd?”. The notatiori—? over
7w and H, stands for the above completion operation, consisting paissing
from 7 to the unitary representatiaf? on Hilbert space completion of the
reunion of the space df, invariant vectorsl'y € S.

We recall that the Schlichting completi@n (see e.qg. [[48],[151],.126],
[30]) of the discrete grou: with respect to the subgroups & is the lo-
cally compact, totally disconnected group obtained as th@idt union of
the double coset& o K, with the obvious multiplication relation, whefe T’
runs over a set of representatives for double cosets farGG (see alsol[4],
[7], [210).

Let dimensiond, = dim,ry»Hy € N be the von Neumann dimension
of H as a module over the type Il fact¢r(I")}” (see [19]), section 3.3 for
definitions and notations). We prove (Lemma 26) that therkftlar repre-
sentation\x of K into the unitary group/(L?(K, 1)) has multiplicityd, in
|

Let 1 be the normalized Haar measure@rand extend it on the locally
compact groug’ to the Haar measurg, normalized byu(K) = 1. The
assumptionthd" : T',] = [I" : T',-1] for all o in G, implies that the measure
w is bivariant under left and right translations by elementthe groupG.
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We extend the construction of the above unitary representad the
case wherer, is a unitary representation as in Definitidn 1. In this cage th
unitary representation|r- is no longer a multiple of the left regular represen-
tation of I, but it is a subrepresentation of a larger representatiaith the
above properties.

We prove that the above construction that we performed taiolhe
unitary representatioi® may be repeated far,. We obtain a unitary repre-
sentatiorh of G that is associated with the action of the initial gra@pn
the spaces ofg-invariant vectorsI'y € S. The representation), naturally
extends to th€'*-algebra of the locally compact grodp It also extends to
a (C*-algebra representation of the fdlf*-algebra associated simultaneously
with the groups= andG (see Definitior 16).

In Theoreni 34, we note that "block matrix coefficients” of tepresen-
tation7;, are Hecke operators associated to the representg}jmorrespond-
ing to levell'y, where the group,S is determined by the size of the "block”.
We use this in Theoreid 2 to determine the explicit formula feemula [(4))
of the Hecke operators in terms of the data from the repratentr.

One outcome of this paper is the relation between the repiasens
7 and7h. The representatiofi, is a type | representation of the groap
Hence, it has an associated character! ([22], [47], [17])clvive denote by
Ozp="Tr" 75. In Corollary(4, we prove that the values of the charaéte(g)
computed afy € G, are determined by summing over cosets the values of
a positive definite functiop on G, introduced in formulal(6). The same
positive definite function also determines the formula 'df "r,(g)” of the
original representation,.

The basic model of unitary representations as above is fhregen-
tation of the spaces dfy-invariant vectors, in the case of the left regular
representation\¢ of G into U(I*(G)) (a more detailed exposition Exam-
ple[27 in Sectionl4). In this case the Hilbert spa¢fs, I'y € S, are the
Hilbert spaced?(T'\G) with scalar product normalized, so that the inclu-
sions?(Ty\G) < I2(I',\G) are isometric fol’; < Ty. The Hilbert spacel”
is simply L2(G, 1), and in this particular case the representatidis simply
the left regular representation @finto the unitary group/ (L?(G, p)).

We recall from the introduction that the Hecke algeldl", G) of dou-
ble cosets of in G has a canonical-algebra embedding int&(/*(T\G)).
The closure in the uniform norm is @*-algebrat,.q(I', G) called the re-
ducedC*-Hecke algebra, by analogy with reduc€d-algebra of a discrete



20 FLORIN RADULESCU
group ([7], [20],[51], [2], [14]). The representation
7'[red(l—‘v G) < B(EQ(F\G))

is called the left regular representation of the Hecke aklelihe commu-
tant is generated by the right quasi-regular represemntatiQ; of ' into the
unitary group of’>(T'\G) (see e.g.[17]).

The content of the Ramanujan-Petersson Problem is thendetgron
of bounds on the growth of matrix coefficients and eigenvafoerepresenta-
tions of the Hecke algebra, on Hilbert space§ afivariant vectors associated
to unitary representationsof G as above. The Ramanujan-Petersson Conjec-
ture is asking in fact (see [36]) when the matrix coefficiesftthe representa-
tion of Ho(I', G), associated to the unitary representatioare weakly limits
of convex combinations of matrix coefficients of the Heckgeira coming
from left regular representation of the Hecke algebra.

In the terminology of this paper this is equivalent to det@ing when
the spherical functions (matrix coefficients correspogdmvectors fixed by
K) associated to the representatigi of G are weakly contained in the left
regular representation of the Hecke algebra. Clearly,ishesjuivalent to the
weak containment of the representatigji in the left regular representation
of G, acting by left translations oh?(G, ;). The Ramanujan-Petersson Con-
jecture has been proven to hold true for automorphic formBdligne ([15]).
For Maass forms|([31]), the general problem is open (s€e [46], [24],[11],
[36]). We formulate the following problem:

Problem. [Generalized Ramanujan-Petersson problem]: Determime co
ditions on the representatiory such thatr,? is weakly contained in the left
regular representationz of G on L?(G, ). It is enough to determine condi-
tions on the unitary representationof GG, so that the unitary representation
7P| of G is weakly contained in the unitary representatigs .

In the case of the unitary representatignof G = PGL(Q,Z[%]), pa
prime numberyp € N, obtained by restriction from the discrete series of repre-
sentations oPSL(2, R), the representatiori® encode all the group harmonic
analysis information about the spaces of automorphic fghmae the group’
is PSL(2,Z)). The spherical matrix coefficients ®f encode the information
about the eigenvalues of Hecke operators.

Below we present examples of representatioremd of the associated
representatioft®. For a more detailed exposition see Sectibn 4. The easiest
case is when a unitary representationf G as above has also the property
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that 7| is an integer multiple of the left regular representatioi’ofin the
terminology of Murray-von Neumann dimension (se€ [19]tisec3.3), this

is the case whedimg, )~ H is an integer. In this case, as explained above,
there exists a Hilbert subspateof H with the property introduced next.

Definition 13. Let = be a unitary representation ¢f as above. We
consider a subspadeof H such thatr()L is orthogonal td. for v # e. We
will call such a spacé&-wandering subspace fat If in addition we have that

H = \/ n(v)L, we will refer to a subspace, with the two properties, as to a
vyel

I'-wandering, generating subspace.

Inthe above context, the Hilbert spaced$ gfinvariant vectors are canon-
ically identified with the Hilbert spaces ® I*(To\G), 'y € S. Recall thatk’
is the profinite completion df with respect to the subgroupsdh The space
H" is identified toL. ® L?(K, ;). The problem consists in the identification
of the representation @ andG on H".

One case (see Examplel 28) in which the above situation otcuisen
(X, v) is an infinite measure space on whiGhacts by measure preserving
transformations. In this casé = L*(X, v) andr is the Koopmann represen-
tationmk,op (See e.9.[[27])

(25)  (Tkoop(9)f)(@) = fg7'x), weX, geG, feLl*(X,v).

We assume that the restriction of the actioncbfo I' admits a funda-
mental domairF'. Then we may také = L?(F, v|r). This is al’-wandering,
generating subspace, associated with the representatign In this case
dim e, H = 0. ThenH® = L*(F,v|r) ® L*(K, p). The represen-
tation 7y, is determined by thé-valued cocycle ortv x F', determined
by the action ofG on &, in the identificationtY ~ F' x I'. To obtain the
representatiorry ., one views this cocycle as having valuesin

Assume thatr is a representation @f with the properties listed in Def-
inition[1l. This is typically the case whetim )~ H is not an integer. Such
a situation occurs when th&invariant vectors are the automorphic forms.

In this case = PGL(2, Z[%]), p a prime,I" is the modular group, and
H, = H*(H,v,). Herev, is the measure, = (Imz)" 2dzdz on the upper
half planeH. The representationg = m, are obtained by restricting @ the
representations in the discrete seli@s),.cx =2 Of unitary representations of
PSL,(R) (see e.g.[[29]). In this case there is no canonical wandetibgpace
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L, since

n—1
12 7

dim{ﬂn(p)}//[‘[n = dlmpHn =

as proved in[[19], Section 3.3.d. The reason for the previmrsexistence
statement is the fact that, if such a spdcexists, then

dim¢L = dimpr H,,.

This is impossible if"l—;1 IS not an integer.

In the theory of automorphic forms, the construction of idittspaces of
[-invariant vectors is solved by using a fundamental domaththe Peters-
son scalar product ([34]), which consists in integratioerahe fundamental
domain. In the framework of this paper, we substitute thegrdation over a
fundamental domain by the action of the projectignonto the spacé.

One assumes that there exists a unitary representatian a larger
Hilbert space, containing,, as a subrepresentation as in Definifion 1. In this
case (see Examplel29), the larger space Hilbert spaée-isL?(H, v,,). The
unitary representatiofi, acts on functions ofil by the same formula as, .
The invariance properties of the measugamply, as in the case aof,,, that
7, IS a unitary representation 6f.

We use the notations from Definitidh 1. L& be the orthogonal pro-
jection from L?(H, v,,) onto the spacé/,, of square summable analytic func-
tions. We have thdtP,, 7,,(¢)] = 0 for all g € G. Hencer,,(g) = Pomn(9)Fo,

g € G. We take the spacé = L*(F,v,) as a canonical choice for tHe
wandering, generating subspatdor 7,. Recall thatP, is the orthogonal
projection ontoL. It is obvious that in this casé’, is precisely), ., the
operator of multiplication with the characteristic furaetiof the fundamental
domainF, acting onL?(H, v,).

The computations in Section 3.3 6f [19] imply that the pradbg\/,, . is
atrace class operator, with trace equal to the Murray-vamiNan dimension
dim{wn(p)}an.

To abstractly define the space Bfinvariant vectors, we make use of
the relative position (the operator angle) of the projewi, and M/, .. In
this situation the technical hypothesis (Definitidn 1) is tonvergence in the
space of Hilbert Schmidt class operators of the series

Z Py, (0)Pr, foroed.

fel’'ol
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In the present example, this condition holds true since ¢peoducing
kernel for the projection onto the space of automorphic &ramd the repro-
ducing kernels of the associated Hecke operators, are th@tthe operator
kernels (Berezin’s reproducing kernels, [3],][39]) of theecators

(26) D My, 1 (0)M,,, oceG.

fel'ol’
Moreover the sum of the traces of the corresponding operagoalso ab-
solutely convergent. This follows from the computationd58] and [19],
Section 3.3.

We prove in Theorerh 34 that the sum in formulal (26) is a praect
when taking the sum ovér(e. g.o is the identity element). We prove that the
range of this projection (which is a subspacd.pfs unitarily equivalent to the
Hilbert space of-invariant vectors. Moreover, the same unitary equivagenc
will transform the Hecke operator corresponding to a doabket|I'oT'] into
the sum in formulal(26).

The advantage of this point of view on spaces of automorptric$
is that formula[(2b) allows a direct computation of the tsaoé the Hecke
operators at any levdl, € S. This is used to compute (Theoréin 7) values
of the charactef-»(g), g € G. These values are the partial sums of traces of
operators as in formul&(26) (see Theofem 34 and Remark 35).

The construction of the spacesléinvariant vectors for the unitary rep-
resentatiorntk,.,” may be obtained alternatively if the above representation
admits a "square root” as described below (see Example 38dtidd4). Let
the infinite measure space He endowed with théSL(2, R) invariant mea-
sureyy = (Imz) 2dzdz. Letm = 7ko.op bE the corresponding Koopmann
unitary representation dfSL(2, R) into the unitary group of ?(H, ;). We
denote byr P the conjugate representationmf. Because of Berezin’s quan-
tization method (see [42], [3]), the representatia,,, factorizes as

~ O
TKoop = T @ T, L.

As in the previous example, we I6t= PGL(2, Z[%]),p aprime, and let
I' be the modular group. The factorization of the represenmati,., gives
a canonical choice for the Hilbert spaceslgfinvariant vectorsI'y € S.
Indeed, the representatian @ 7°P is unitarily equivalent to the adjoint rep-
resentatiom\d m,(¢) into the unitary group of the Hilbert -Schmidt operators
Co(H,) = H, @ H,.

The larger vector space containidg(H,) is V = B(H,), the space
of bounded linear operators df},. Then the adjoint representatidnl 7, (g)
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extends to a representation into the inner automorphisopgubB(H,,). The
spaceV'e of I'y invariant vectors is in this situation the type factor:

An(To) = {mn(To)} = {X € B(H,)|[X,7n(7)] = 0,7 € T'o}.

The fact that the commutant algehrg, (I'y) is a type I} factor is a conse-
guence of the fact thalimp /H,, is finite (seel[19], Section 3.3.d).

Then the Hilbert spacé/™ is simply L?(A,, ('), 7), the GNS Hilbert
space associated to the unique traa A,,(I'y). The family{A,,(I'0)}r,c s
is a directed family of Ij factors. LetA” be the type | factor obtained as
the inductive limit of the above directed family of Hactors. We also denote
by 7 the unique trace orl*.

Thenthe spacl” is L*(A*, 7) andAdr," is the extension akd 7, (g).
In Theoren{ 1D (Theorem 3.2 ih [37]) we prove that tkiespherical matrix
coefficients forAd r,,” are explicitly computed from &'*-representation de-
termined by the<-spherical matrix coefficients far2. This representation is
in fact the main algebraic tool in [36].

Let againr, be a representation ¢f as in Definitiori 1. In all construc-
tions above, the main building block for the representatigs® is a com-
pletely positive mag (see Theorern 37) supported 6fi(G) with values in

B(L), and extending t@'*(G). The mapd encodes the sums from formula

(26). We extendb to C*(G), by defining, for the characteristic function of a
closed subsef' of G,

d(xc) = Y, Por(0) P,

Then® is a completely positive map of6*(G) with values inB(L),
and ® is =-preserving, multiplicative representation of the oparatystem
(Definition[124)

O(K,G) = [C(xox|o € G)] - [Clxorl|o € G)]" < C*(G).

The «-preserving, multiplicative property means that for any tiw-cosets
Koy, Koy In G, we have

P(XKoy) " P(XKos) = P(Xo1K)P(XKor) = P(Xo1Kos)-

We prove in Lemma_40 that the representatigh is entirely recon-
structible from the completely positive mdp

Then® is an "operator valued eigenvector” for the Hecke algebra. |
deed, by the multiplicativity property, denoting the colutmn operation on
functions onGG by -, we obtain that:
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(27) qD(XKmK)(I)(XKUz) = (I)(XKalK'XKUz)v 01,02 € G.

3. AXIOMS FOR CONSTRUCTING THEHILBERT SPACES
OF I'-INVARIANT VECTORS

LetI" € G be an almost normal subgroup as in the introduction, satisfy
ing the assumptiofi” : I',| = [I" : T',—:] forall o in G. Letw be a (projective)
unitary representation @ into the unitary group/( H ) of a Hilbert space7,
with the properties (i) and (ii) from Definition 1. In partiew, we have that
dim ) H is an integer oro. As observed in the previous section , this
implies the existence of B-wandering, generating subspatéor | (Defi-
nition[13). We recall that this means thais orthogonal tar(v) L for v € T,

v # e, and thatd = \/ 7 (vy)L.

vyell

We construct, the Hilbert spacés'® of I'y-invariant vectors], € S.
Such space& " will be isometrically isomorphic t& (I'y\[')® L for [’y € S.
The main problem that we first consider in this section is tostact the
representation afr on the reunion of spaces bf-invariant vectors.

The particular examples presented in the previous sectiggest that
one possibility to address this problem is to find an embegldirthe Hilbert
spaceH into a larger vector space, such that the representatiarextends
to a representation,, of GG into the group of linear isomorphisms vf and
such thatry, invariates the subspacé of V. We explain the construction first
in this case, then perform the construction based on priepdij and (ii) as
in Definition[d.

We will work with subgroupd’, that are conjugated i& to subgroups
in S. We denote this enlarged class of subgroup@dwg.

ForT, € S, we consider the spaced® of (I, )-invariant vectors in
V. Thenmy, has an obvious extension to

(28) Vo= \/ VP =\/ V.

F()Eg F()ES

The remaining problem is to identify7g, (G)-invariant subspace o1, that
is endowed with ary,(G)-invariant prehilbertian scalar product. Using this
scalar product we define the Hilbert spadés < V', I'y € S. Thenmy,

induces a unitary representation@bn \/ H'.
FoEg
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The construction in this section is certainly similar to extltonstruc-
tions in the literature (see elg [6], [21]). However, in Tren[22 we employ
this construction to introduce specifiadepresentations of the Hecke algebra,
involving expressions as in formula (26). These are geizedlin the next
section to the case whelm, )/ is not an integer and hence there exist no
I'-wandering, generating subspace.

In the following definition, we introduce a general formalighat is used
to construct the representatiait, starting with an extension of the given
representationr to a larger vector space that contains vectors invariant to
the action of the subgroups . In practice, as will be done later in this
section, we construct directly the Hilbert spaces corredpg to "virtual”
I'p-invariant vectorsl'y € S.

Definition 14. [Formalism ofI-invariant vectors.] Lel’ < G be as
in the introduction, and consider a (eventually projeqtirepresentationr
of G into the unitary group of a Hilbert spadé. We make the following
assumptions:

(i) There exists a larger vector spare containingH, and a representation
my of G into the linear isomorphisms of, such thatr,(g) invariatesd and
()|l = m(g) forall g € G. ForT, in S, denote byv™ the subspace of
consisting of vectors fixed by the actionlof. Consider the vector spadtg,
introduced in formulal(28).

(il) There exists a dense(G)-invariant subspac®, < H, and there exists a
complex valued bilinear forn, - )., on

Voo X (Voo Vv Dy)

with the following properties:

1) The restriction of -, - ), to V., xV,, is a positive definite, prehilbertian
scalar product.

2) For everyl'y € S, v € V', the linear map orDy, defined by the
restriction of the linear formv, )., to Dy, is I'g-invariant.

3) (-, ) Is my(G)-invariant:

{my(g)v1, T (9)v2)w = (V1,V2)00, G E G, 01 € Vi, U2 € Vo v Dy

If the above assumptions hold true, we Igt° be the Hilbert space
completion ofy™ with respect to the scalar produgt- .., and letd” be the
Hilbert space completion df,, with respect to the above scalar product.
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The following lemma is an obvious consequence of the assangpin
the definition.

Lemma 15. We assume the context of Definitiom 14. Then the restriction
of m, to V., extends to a unitary representiati of G into the unitary group of
H". Moreover maps isometrically7™ onto H°'° ' for Iy € S, o € G.

If T, < Ty, 1, T € S, then the inclusior ™ into H' is isometrical
by construction. The orthogonal projection fraHt* onto H' is obtained
by averaging over the cosetslof in T';.

If the original representation is projective (see e.d@ [5] and the refer-
ences therein) with cocyclee H?(G,T), then assuming that the extension
my has the same cocycle, the above construction still works.

In the sequel we will work with simultaneous representation the
groupG and with its Schlichting completio&’ ([48]). Consequently we in-

troduce an universal'*-algebra containing bott'*(G) and C*(G) as C*-
subalgebras.

Definition 16. With G, G as above, lefd(G, G) be the quotient of the

universal crossed produ€tt-algebraC* (G x C*(G)), whereG acts by con-
jugation onC* (@) by the norm closed ideal generated by the relations of the
form

IXKo = Xgko» 9EG, Ko=To To€eS.

Here, byy,x, we denote the characteristic function of the coset
gKO = mu

where the closure operation is@h
ThenA(G, G) is the norm closure of the span:

Sp{gXKO’g € G, KO = Fo, FO € «S}

_Assume we are given a cocyclee H*(G,T), that also extends to
H?*(G,T). Then, working with crossed products with cocycle, we abtai
similar C*-algebra, that we denote with. (G, G).

Using the previous two definitions, we prove that the repreg@n7?
simultaneously extends @ andG.

Proposition 17. Given a representation as in Definitio 14, the cor-
responding representatiaff from the above definition extends to a represen-
tation, also denoted by, of theC*- algebra.A.(G, G) into B(H").
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Proof. Let I'y be a subgroup ofr belonging to the clas§. Let K, = T,
where the closure is taken in the topology(@f Let Pyr, be the orthogonal
projection fromH" onto the Hilbert spacé/™. The extended representa-
tion 7P is constructed by mapping}(—o)xfgo . The normalization is necessatry,

since inC*(G) the convolutor with a subgroufi, of K is a non-trivial scalar
multiple of a projection, a$xx,)? = u(Ko)xx,- The elements i+ are rep-
resented as unitary operators&h, through the representatiat introduced
in Definition[14. With this choice, all the relations definitige universal*-
algebraA.(G, G) are obviously verified. O

Given a representatianof ¢, such thatr| admits al"-generating, wan-
dering subspace, we construct a representation as in theitizef{ld. We
will construct directly the Hilbert spaces @f'°-invariant vectors, without
constructing the spade from Definition[14.

Lemma 18. Let 7 be a unitary representation @f with the properties
introduced (i) and (ii) from Definitioal1. In particular|r is an integer multi-
ple of the left regular representatiox;. We use the notations from the above
mentioned definition.

Then
() Forall T'y € S, g € G, the sum over the cosEtg:

(29) > Pr(0)Py
0elog

is so-convergent if3(L).

(i) The subspace

(30) Dr,={heH] Z Prm(v)his so-convergent for all'y € S},

7€lo

is a denser(G)-invariant subspace of H, containing

Proof. To prove patrt (i), we note that it is sufficient to prove theestaent for
Iy = T, asw|r, remains an integer multiple of the left regular represéonat
Ar, of the groupl’y. If we sum over the double cosétT’, we get exactly
the Hecke operator associated with the double coset, astirthe space.,
which is unitarily equivalent to the spacelofinvariant vectors.

In the case where the representatiois as in Examplé 28, the sum in
formula (29) coincides with the representation in the Koapmnitary rep-

resentation of the piecewise bijective transformafignintroduced in ([41],
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Lemma 4(i)). The sum is so-convergent since we are addin@paometries
corresponding to transformations with disjoint domain&e Bperator asso-

ciated to the piecewise bijective transformation is consequently [([41]) a
finite sum (of cardinalityI" : ', |) of partial isometries with orthogonal initial
spaces. The argument transfers ad litteram to our caseseohassumption
(i) in Definition[I. The key feature that is making this argemb work is the
fact thatrr (o) L is acT'o~! wandering subspace.

For part (ii), we note that to prove the density assumpticuifices to
assume thdt-equivariantly// = ¢?(T"). In this case the domaiR,, is simply
(Y(T') n ¢*(T'). Ther(G)-invariance ofH is now a consequence of part (i).

U

Definition 19. We use the notations and definitions introduced above.
LetI'y be a subgrous. Assume that' is decomposed in cosets ovéf as
I = ulyr;, Wwherer; are coset representatives far. Let L' be the subspace
of H obtained as a sum of the following orthogonal subspacés. of

(31) L' = 7 (r))L.

Denote the orthogonal projection frofh onto L' by P, r,.
We define the Hilbert spadé'c = V'* as the space of formal sums

(32) { >, m(v0)hlh € Dp}.
Y0€l
subject to the identification:
(33) Z m(Y0)h = Z 7(70)lo,
~Yo€l'o ~Yo€l'o
if h € Dy, andly is the vector in' given by the formula
(34) lo= . Prro(m(v0)h).
~Y0€l'o

The infinite sum in formuld(34) is convergent siricbelongs taD;, ..

The condition in formulal(33) corresponds to the fact thatshm over
I'y is invariant under changing the summation variable fromto -, for
a fixed~, in I'y. This condition should necessarily hold true if the vector
h is a sum of translates, by elementsIip, of vectors inL™. Using the
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above construction, we can introduce the unitary reprasientof G acting
on vectors invariant to subgroups$h

Proposition 20. The positive definite prehilbertian scalar proddct: ).,
onV,, = \/ H" isdefined fol'y € S, [, € Dr., Iy € L', by the formula

F()ES
35) (D] m(n) z1,2w<va>z2>oo= <2 (o)1, Io).
Y0€lo 70€T0 70€l0

O the right hand side of the above equality we use the scalzotymt onH.
Clearly V™ embeds isometrically inte™ forI'; < T. LetH" be the Hilbert
space completion af,, with respect to the scalar product, -)...

Then, the unitary representatlondetermlnes a unitary representation
7 into the unitary group off*, having the properties from Lemial 15 .

Before proving the proposition, we note that formulal (35)ich is
equivalent to formula (36) below, is a generalization of Bedersson scalar
product formulal[34].

Indeed, with the notations from the introduction, consitier case of
two automorphic forms of weight € N, which are henc&-invariant vectors,
as above, for the representatiop. To obtain the scalar product of the two
automorphic forms one multiplies one of them with the chimastic function
xr Of a fundamental domain, and then uses the usual scalar grédm
L?(H, v,), which extends the scalar product &fy. This is exactly what is
performed in the next formula, by replacing the operatfr, (from formula
(26)) with the projection?;,, which has similar properties tt/, ,.

One can establish an equivalent expression of forniula #logous
to the Petersson scalar product formula. karh, € Dy, ., we let

li= Y Por(y)h, i=1,2.
~yel

Using the identification in formul& (83), we obtain that fara (35) is equiv-
alent to:

36) O m()ha, Y w(V)he)e = (PL( D w()) e, Y. w3 )ho).
yel’ y'el’ ~vel’ ~'el’
This is further equal to

Po( Y, 7)) e, Po( D w(7)ha)) = s o).

vyel’ ~'el’
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For more general subgroupy € S, formula [36) of the scalar product is
similar, with the difference that instead 6%, one uses the projectiof; r,
onto al',-wandering, generating subspace

Proof of Proposition 20Let I'y, I'; be two subgroups such thatl’; < T'y.
We split firstI'y into cosets ovel';. Using the coset representation, we split
the sum in formulal(32) for the vectors W° into [T, : T';] vectors, which
all belong toV''. ThenV' is embedded int®™. Indeed, ifly = | Jr;T,
the embedding is realized as follows: if

(37) n= 2 w(v0)lo, loe L™

Y€l

is a generic vector iv'e, then we identify the vector with the following
element of the vector spagd:

m=> Y wllo= Y. 7ly)[ D wlryl] € V.

J mely v1€l'y J

The embedding’'* = Vs isometric. Indeed, fok, in L' as above,
the square of the norm of the vectpre H'™ introduced in formulal(37), is
determined according to formula (35). This is equal to

ﬁ@o, lo),

where the scalar product is computedin
Onthe other hand, according to the same formula, the norheofector
n in V' is
1
T F1]<[Zw(rj)zo], [ D> m(r)lo)).

J k

The set{r;} has cardinalityI', : I';]. Moreover the vectors(r;)l, are pair-
wise orthogonal. Hence the square of the norm of the vegts
1
[T T4]
Hence the embedding'® into V' is isometric.

The representation,; is defined as follows. Lej € G, Iy € S, [ € L,
and consider the vector

[To : T1]Clo, o) = [T : T4 1o, o).

n = Z (o)l € V'O.

Y0€l'o
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Then we split the cosefl’y as a disjoint union
glo = Uréyj
j

of cosets of smaller subgrouﬁé in S, such that
gTlgt=TJ <, IJeS.

This is always possible, by considering coset$ @bver subgroups ofy N
I',-1. Then we define

(38) m(g)n =Y, >, 7)) (w(gy;)l)-

J ery
By the assumptions on the domain in formalal (30), it follohesttry, (¢)n

belongs toV,,. This is becausey(g) mapsy'o"'s-t ontoV'1"ls. Since for
all g € G the indices of the subgroups-: andl’, are equal, the definition of
the scalar product proves that maps isometricallp’' into V... Obviously,
if g Gandly € S, thenVeTos " is contained inV9™o¢ ' "To. But gT'yg ' T
is a subgroup i, and hence we have the alternative formwla= \/ H'°.

F0€§
Consequently, we obtain a unitary representa@t@ninto the unitary

group of the Hilbert spac&", as in Definitiori4l
U

Recall that fol'y in S ando € G, we denote
(Fo)g = O'F(]O'il N Fo.

The indexX[T, : (T'y),] will intervene in the following computations.

ForI'y as above, lef{, = Ty be the closure of, in the profinite com-
pletionK of I'. In the next statement, we find an explicit matrix represesma
of the image through the representatiohof the convolution operator with
the characteristic function of the double cosgtr K. This is obviously the
Hecke operator associated to the double cbget’y, onI'y-invariant vectors,
normalized by a constant. We obtain first the precise nomatin constants
required for the Hecke operators. The normalization fatttat we obtain is
the index of the subgroufly), in I'y. It is necessary, because in tOg-
algebraC*(G, G), if K, is a subgroup of<, then the convolution operator
with x k.., iS @ scalar multiple, by the fact¢K, : (Ky),], of the ordered
product of the convolution operators Ry, o andx g, .
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Lemma 21. We refer to the notations introduced above. For everyGG
and every subgrouf’y as above, we have:

(39) i (XKOO'KO) =7’ (XKooKo) = [F : (FO)U] (ﬁp(XK())%p(U)ﬁp(XKo))'

Proof. We work in the universal algebtd = C*(G, G). Foro € G denote
the convolution by by L. Denote the convolution operator by a continuous
function f on G by L(f). Clearly, for every measurable subsebf G we
have

L(xa)Ls = L(Xa0), LoL(xa) = L(Xoa), o0€G.
Then, obviously,

(40) L(f) = faﬂg)Lgdg.

(41) (L(xx0))* = v(Ko) L(Xx)-

In particular,v(Ky) ' L(xx,) is a projection.
The same argument gives thatAf, K, are subgroups, as above, and
K is a subgroup of{,, then

(42) L(xx,) L(xKo) = LX) L(XK,) = V(K1) L(XKo)-

We decomposé&, as a reunion right cosets for the subgrquf), = Ko n
o Kyo~1, with coset representativese Ky, = 1,2, ...,[Ky : (Ky),]. These
are the same as the coset representatived gy, in I'y. Using formula[(4R)
we obtain

L(XKO)LGL(XK0> = ZL<SZ'X(K0)U>L0L<XK0)
= D L)Ll V) = P((o)o-1) ) Llsio) L)

= V<<KO)0'71)L(XKOUKO)'
]

As we previously noted, the Hilbert spacE$?, I'y € S are isometri-
cally isomorphic tol?(T,\I') ® L, where the scalar product @i(T(\I') is
chosen so that the embeddingsl’,\I') < (*(T';\I'y) are isometric for all
Iy < I';. It turns out that the entries of the matrices representiecgkd oper-
ators are sums as in formula{29). The previous lemma irelazearly that,
after normalization, the formula of the classical Heckerapm correspond-
ing to the sum over cosets|B : I', | Pyr,7°(0) Pyry, 0 € G,y € S
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Theorem 22.We use the notations and definitions previously introduced
in this section. Fix a subgroup, in S. We choose a familys;) of right
coset representatives fo < I'. Consider, as in formuld (31), the following
Hilbert space:

[[:To]

(43) LYo = _(—_Dl 7(s;)L.

The Hilbert space norm oA is normalized so that the embeddinglointo
L%, defined by the correspondence
[[:To]
(44) le L — @ ﬁ(sl)l el = @ n(s)L,
= =1
is isometric. The spacé! is obviously identified with a subspace &t
In this case the spack'® is endowed with a non-normalized scalar product
inherited from. Let P, r, be the orthogonal projection frodd onto L',
Then, foro € G, the Hecke operatdil” : T', | Pyr, 7P (o) Pyr, IS unitarily
equivalent to the bounded operator

(45) A(TooTo) = > Prrom(6) Ppro.

0clgoly

Proof. GivenI'y € S, and a choice for the coset representatives

I = Urosi,

we construct a unitary operatbr° from L' = ®n(s;)L into H' as fol-
lows. We define, for vectors € L, the following isometry:

Wi en(a)l) - X, Y
i velp

We prove that, for € G, the following diagram,
a7 or(s)L
[FO . (FO)O—]PHI‘OfP(O—)PHPO i i Z PLFOTF(H)PLFO

GEFQO'FO
wTo
HFO <« @’TF(SZ)L

is commutative. To do this we use the formula of the unitargraforst(6),
6 € G, defined in the proof of Proposition120.
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It is sufficient to verify the above commutativity of the drag in the
casel’ = I'y; the cases corresponding to other subgrdups S are a conse-
guence. Consider a vectbe L. We have that

W =Y m(y)ie V.
vyell

If the decomposition of" into right cosets over,-: isT' = [ JT',-17;,
thenW?' is further equal to

2. X

J el -1
Then applyingt® (o), we obtain
DT wlyp)mlor))
_] fyleI‘g

Projecting ond ", this gives

T r o] 2 2 ()(oms)]

Jj ~er

and this is equal to
1
> (o).
[F r ] gel'ol
On the other hand the sum

Z PLW(G)PL
gel'ol’
applied to the vectar, gives

ZPLW Z—ZZPLW m(or;)l.

0el’'oT j ~el

We apply the isometryV!" to this vector. We use the identifications
assumed in the structure of the spd¢e (see formula[(33) in the statement
of Definition[19). Then the above sum corresponds to the vecto

D wlyorl= D w(O)L.

r; el fel'ol’

n

We describe below the straightforward inclusions betwgacss of vec-
tors invariant to subgroups .
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Lemma 23. Consider the family of Hilbert spacé$(T',\I'), Ty € S.
On this family of Hilbert spaces, the scalar product is nolized so that the
embedding#*(T'\\I') < (*(T';\I") are isometric for alll’y = T';. Then
(i) The Hilbert spacegi'° are isometrically isomorphic t& (I'o\I') ® L, for
all Ty € S, with the inclusion

H" c g™
obtained forl'; < T'y by tensoring with’., the isometric inclusion
P(To\l') < (T,\D).

(i) Let  be a representation with properties (i), (i) in Definitibh Then, the
Hilbert spaceH" is I'-equivariantly isometrical isomorphic tb?(K, ;1) ® L.
Hencer?|x is a multiple of the left regular representation.

Using the above identification, we construct a block matepresenta-
tion for the Hecke operators.

Corollary 24. We use the notations introduced in Lemima 23. Denote
the canonical matrix unit oB(12(T'y\I")) by

(efosi,I‘OSj)i,jzl,Q,...,[F:Fo]-
We use the isomorphism defined above
B(H"™) =~ B(I*(T,\\I')) ® B(L).
Then, the Hecke operatdr : (I'y), | Pyro 7P () Pyr, IS represented as

(46) YooY Pur(0)PL® erys,ros,-

.J fes; 'TooTos;

Proof. The statement is a consequence of the fact that the prajectito
LY = @n(s;)Lis Y. w(s;) Prw(s;)*, wheres; are the coset representatives
introduced at the beginning of the proof. We use the coseeseptatives to
construct a unitary operator, mappihg° onto /?(I'y) ® L. This will map
@r(s;)l; ontod®[Tys;] ®1;, for all ; € L. Conjugating the operator in formula
(45) by this unitary, we obtain the formula_{46) in the stateimn

No further renormalization in formula (47) is needed, asal de di-
rectly checked by letting be the identity element i&. Then, forl'y € S, the
left hand side of the equationdsm H'°. SinceL is al’-wandering subspace
of H, the right hand side counts how many times the identity eterelongs
to s; 'T'ys; and multiplies the result by the dimension of the space

U
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Remark 25. In particular, if L is of finite dimension, then we have the
following formula for the traces of the Hecke operators:

(47) Tr([To : (Co)o] [PuraT (o) Pyro]) = >, >, Te(Pum(6)Py).

i ges; 'Toolos;

We note that the correspondence— 7 also preserves the dimension
functiondim,ryy» H. This is explained in the following result:

Lemma 26. Letr be a unitary representation as above. Then
(i) The unitary representatiom” extends to a’*-algebra representation of
the full amalgamated free produ€t*-algebraC*(G) =c+x) B(L*(K)) into
B(H").
(ii) The unitary representatiofr® of G has the property that? | is a finite
multiple of the left regular representation &f on L? (K, ).

Proof. To prove (i), we have to construct the representatiorB6f?(K))
into B(H") SinceB(L*(K)) is generated by the algebra of convolutors with
continuous functions oA and by the functions in'(K'), viewed as multipli-
cation operators, it is sufficient to describe the represent of the second al-
gebraintoB(L?(K)), that is compatible with the previous one. By translation
invariance, it is sufficient to consider the following caset K, be the clo-
sure, in the profinite topology, of a subgrolipe S. Thenyg,, viewed as an

element of the latter algebra, will act on a vector of the fobm (), Ty €
o€l
S,le L,bymappingitinto >, 7(y)l. Itiseasy to check that this defines

Yo€lonI'1
aC*-algebra representation of th&-algebraC*(G) =cx(x) B(L*(K)).
To prove (ii), we note that by restricting® to K, the operatorst’o,
I'y € S become intertwiners betweeﬁ and the representatioxy, ® Id;,
acting onL*(K) ® L.
U

4. EXAMPLES OF REPRESENTATIONS AND ASSOCIATED SPACES OF
['-INVARIANT VECTORS

In this section we discuss concrete examples which vergyakioms
introduced in Definitioi_ 14, and the construction in Proposi20 may be
applied. We will freely use in this section the notationsirthe above men-
tioned definition, and the successive statements.
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The following example plays, for unitary representationsspaces of
[-invariant vectors, the role that the left regular représigon of a discrete
group plays in the space of representations of a discretggrih would be
tempting to address this representation with the termmoloegular repre-
sentation”.

Example 27.Let 7 = )\ be the left regular representation@facting
on H = [*(G). In this case, the vector sparés the linear space of functions
onG. Forly € S, V' is the space of leff', invariant functions ort7, that
is functions onl',\G. Then the Hilbert spacé&™ is />(T',\G). The scalar
product is defined so that, Iif; < I'y, Iy, I'; € S, the inclusions

P(To\G) < *(T1\G),

are isometric.
ClearlyV,, is in this case the Hilbert space completion of the space

\/ P(To\G).

FoES

ThisisL?(G, ). Then, the representati6it is the left regular representation
\g acting on onL2(G, u).

Note that here we implicitly use an identification on the vedpaces
having as a basis the set of cosets. This is the following:; ifc I'y and
[ = |JT1si, then, as vectors it} (T)\G) < 1*(T';\G), we have

[Cog] = Z[Fls@-g], geQ.

2

In particular, all quasi-regular representationgr, of G onto spaces of cosets
are subrepresentations 8f|s. Indeed, by using the equality in the above
formula, we obtain that for all'; € S,

PG/ e \/ PT\G).
T'oesS
The quasi-regular representations occur with infinite plitity in the left
regular representatioky; |, as they commute with the right action Gf
A standard choice of B-wandering, generating subspace-gt), will
consists into a choicé€ < G of right coset representatives bfin G (thus
G would be the disjoint unior J I'c). Since Pyr, is the projection onto

oeC

I>(Ty\G), we obtain, using the above construction, the standaréseptation
of the Hecke operators and Hecke algebras ([7], [4], [21],[B0]).
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We describe a second standard example of the constructi@roposi-
tion[20 corresponding to the case i), H = .

Example 28. Assume thafX’, v) is an infinite measure space such that
G acts by measure preserving transformations. We assumibéastriction
of the action ofG to I'admits a fundamental domaini in X', with measure
v(F) = 1. For evernyl'y in S, fix a system of representatives of cosets

I = Urosi.

Fr, = | JsiF.

ThenFr, is a fundamental domain farf,. We renormalize the measureon
Fr,, and consider

Let

1
Vry, = [F : FO] V.
The choice of representatives induces a projectign: Fr, — F, which
simply mapss; f into f, for f in F'. Taking the adjoint we obtain an isometric
inclusion
Lz(F, V) - LQ(FFO, VFO)-
The unitary representation @¢f on L?(X,v) is simply the Koopman
representation

Toop(9)f (¥) = f(g7'x), ze X, geG, fel*(X,v)

We use the formalism in Definitidid, and let) be the linear space of
measurable functions oki. The subspacg' clearly consists of functions in
V that arel'(- equivariant. Therf/'° is canonically identified to the Hilbert
spacelL?(Fr,, vr,). This space is also identified with a subspace oflthe
invariant functions on’.

It is clear that in this case the Hilbert spa@ is isometrically isomor-
phic to

L*(K,u)® L*(F,v) = L*(K x F,uu x v).
The representatiofi®|x is simplyld 2z ® g, Wwherel is the left regular
representation ok on L?(K, ).

The above construction also proves that the representatiop®|¢ is a
Koopman unitary representation itself. It is easily recedefrom the initial
representationr. Indeed, taking the counting measur®n I', one has an
isomorphism of measure spaces

(X,v) = (Ie) x (F,v).
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The action ofG on X, in the above identification is described in terms of a
cocycle onG x F with values inI’, whereI' acts by left multiplication on
the factorl” in the product® x F. When replacing the factdr in the above
product, by the factoK in the productx x F', we obtain a measure preserving
action of G on the measure spa¢& x F,u x v), having the same cocycle
as the action ofr onI" x F. Then, the unitary representiGi,.,” | IS in
fact the unitary Koopmann representation corresponditigg@ction oiG on
(K x F,uxv)

In the above construction, the projectiéy is the multiplication opera-
tor by the characteristic function gfs. The convergence condition requiring
that

Z PLWKoop(e)PLa
Oel'ol
be so-convergent is obvious in this case, since the aboveistime Hecke
operator (see e.d. [41]).

We also briefly describe below how the framework from Projpasi20
may be used for spaces of automorphic forms. This will be afsdyzed in
detail in the next section, in a more general setting.

Example 29. Consider the measures = (Imz)" ?dzdz on H. Let
m,n > 1,n € N be the discrete series ([29]) of (projective) unitary repre
sentations oPSL(2, R). This representations act on the Hilbert spae=
H?*(H, v,). Their formula is similar to the Koopmann unitary represgion,
except for a modularity factor (see e. @. [29]). We also adersthe larger
Hilbert spacell, = L*(H, v,),n > 1.

We letG = PGL(2,Z[]), wherep is a prime, and lef’ = PSL(2, Z).

If 7, is a projective unitary representation, i.enifis odd, then we are also
given a two cocycle (expressing the projectivitymf). This cocycle is in
this caseZ,-valued, and hence it extends to a 2-cocycle on the Schhghtl
completion. In this case this completion &7 L(2, Q,), whereQ, is the
p-adic field.

By the results in[[19], Section 3.3, it follows that|r- is a (not necessar-
ily integer) multiple of the left regular representatidn Indeed,

n—1
dlm{ﬂ"(r)}HHn - 12
Consequently, if=! is not an integer, then there is no Hilbert spdcsuch

thatH,, =~ I*(I') @ L asI-modules. Moreover, even #! is an integer, there
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is no canonical choice af, which would allow to proceed as in Proposition
[20.

To overcome this problem we usd'awandering, generating subspace
of a representatiofi,, that containsr,, as a subrepresentation. We it be
the unitary representation 851 (2, R), given by the same algebraic formula
on functions or, as the algebraic formula that determines the representati
m,. The same computation that shows thais a unitary representation also
plainly proves thaf, is a unitary representation.

It is well known (e.g. [[23],[[34]) that the associated HilbspaceH®
is the finite dimensional Hilbert space consisting of autgrha forms, of
weightn, for the groupl” = PSL(2,Z). To apply the formalism in Definition
[[4, we letV be the space of analytic functionslih In the next section we
will use this framework to compute traces of Hecke operators

Then, to describe the scalar product &, one uses the Hilbert space
scalar product from the previous example for the unitaryesgntations,,.

If /" is a fundamental domain for the action bfon H, then we letP; be
the multiplication operatof/, . with the characteristic functiogr, acting
on L?(H,v,). The scalar product is explicitly constructed in formul&)5
in the next section. In the particular case treated in thésygle, the above
mentioned formula for the scalar product turns out to be #monical Peters-
son ([34]) scalar product. The procedure described abolld&iater used
to obtain an explicit description of the Hecke operators tancompute their
traces.

We give one more example of when the framework in Thedrem 20 ap
plies for the construction df-invariant vectors. This example corresponds to
representations of the form® =°P, wherer°? is the complex conjugate.

Example 30.LetI" < G, 7, m, Py, P, be as in DefinitiomIl. Consider
the diagonal unitary representation= m, ® m," of G. In this example we
assume, for the simplicity of the presentation, that all $hbgroups inS
have infinite, non-trivial conjugacy classes (briefly i)c.Ehis corresponds to
the fact that all the associated von Neumann algebras hageautraces (are
factors, i. e. have no center).

Note that even ifry is projective, the representatiag ® =" is unitary,
with no cocycle. Moreover, since in this case the Murray-Maumann di-
mension is infinite, it follows that the unitary represematr, ® 7" verifies
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the conditions from TheoremR0. Since we reserved the ootat for other
purposes, we use here the notatig§f for the conjugate Hilbert space éf.

Then the representation ® 7" is unitarily equivalent to the represen-
tation Ad 7y, defined onG, with values into the unitary group of the Hilbert
space

HQ ®H0p = CQ(H()) - B(Hg)

HereCy(H,) is the ideal consisting of the Hilbert-Schmidt operatotsaoon
H, ([Ta]). The formula for the representationl r is

Admo(g)(X) = m(9)Xmo(g)™!, X e Ca(Hy),geG.

It obviously extends to a (non unitary) representatiorGointo the (inner)
automorphisms o3 (Hy)
In the setting of Definition 14, we let the spacée B(H,). Then

V' = {mo(T)Y = {X | [X,7(7)] = 0forall y e I'} € B(H,).
More generally, fol’y € S we have that
Vo — (n(Ty)} < B(H,).

Since we assumed that all the grodpsn S are i.c.c. groups, it follows that
the algebrasm, (')}, I'o € S, are type || factors, and consequently each of
them is endowed with a unique normalized trage

We let. A, be the type |} factor obtained as the inductive, trace preserv-
ing, directed limit of the factor$m(I'y)}’, I'v € S. ThenA,, has a unique
tracer defined by the requirement that

T‘{WO(FO)}, =T, Io€ S.
Foro e G,To € S, Ad (o) maps

{mo(To N Ty-1)}
into
{mo(cToo ™t N T,)Y.
It follows that Ad 7y(c) also mapsA,, onto A,,. ThusAdmy(o), o € G,
extends to an element in the automorphism graup(.A,,) of the factorA,.
To obtain the Hilbert space a@f,-invariant vectors, we use the standard

L?-spaces associated to the correspondipdaktors (for notations see e.g.
[50]). Thus

(Hy ® Hg")"™ = L*({m(To)}', mr,)
and
(Ho® HP) = L*( A, 7).
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In particular, if dim ) Ho = 1, then
(Ho® H")' = L*(L(T), 7) = ¢*(T).

The unitary representatiofd 7(¢), o € G, induces consequently the
unitary representation

op
Adrm™ =m®@mg"

corresponding ta, ® 7", as defined in TheoremR20.
Although this is not needed in this paper, we note that by genedex
theory ([25]), by identifying the Jones’s projection foetimclusion

{mo(Lo)}" = {mo(I)}"

with the characteristic function of the closure of the salbgr T, in K, it
follows (seel[40]) thatd ,, is isomorphic to the von Neumann algebra crossed
product algebreC(I" x L*(K,v)), whereI" acts by left translations of’.
The representatioAd 7' |- acts identically onZ(I') = A, and by right
translations on.

5. CONSTRUCTION OF THE REPRESENTATION? IN THE ABSENCE OF
['-WANDERING, GENERATING SUBSPACE

In this section we are analyzing the case of a unitary reptaienmn, of
G on a Hilbert spacéi, such thatlim,,r)» H, iS not necessary an integer.
We assume that the above mentioned dimension is a finitetjygosumber.
Thus there might be nd-wandering, generating subspatec H,, as in
Definition[13.

We assume the conditions in Definitidn 1. We recall that tiseaptions
in the above definition require that there exists a unitapyegentationr of
G, on alarger Hilbert spacH and having d'-wandering generating subspace
L. The initial representation, is required to be a subrepresentatiomroiVe
recall that, as in Definition| 1, b¥;,, P, we denote, respectively the orthogonal
projection fromH onto L and, respectively onté/,.

The spaces dfy-invariant vectors are constructed, as in Propositidn 20,
as spaces of formal sums, over the groye S. Thel'y-invariant vectors are
consequently identified, as in Sectidn 3, witfrinvariant, unbounded linear
forms on the Hilbert spacH..
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The use of an auxiliary representationthat possesseslawandering,
generating subspace, and that contains the original repagsonr, as a sub-
representation, is suggested by the case of automorphitsf(gee the de-
scription in Examplé_29). Formally automorphic forms aretees fixed by
m.|r acting on the Hilbert spacH,,. It is impossible to find genuine vectors
with this property since square summability fails. On theeothand the alge-
braic formula defining the representationadmitsl -invariant, analytic func-
tions. These are the automorphic forms ([23]). To constauidilbert space
structure on the space of automorphic forms of a given wesgktuses the
Petersson scalar product. To define the Petersson scathrgprg34]), one
uses a fundamental domainfor the action ofl’ onH. The spacd.*(F, v,)
is a'-wandering generating subspace for the larger unitaryesgmtation,
containingr,, as a subrepresentation, and acting/8(H, v,,).

In the framework of this section, the unitary representatig is ,,
and the larger representation, havingvandering, generating subspace acts
on L*(H, v,). The projectionP, is the multiplication operator oh?(H, v,,)
with the characteristic functiory of the fundamental domain. Also, the
projectionF, is the (Bergman) projection onto the space of analytic fionst
H*(H, v,,).

We describe below the variations from the procedure fronp&siion
and DefinitionT4], needed to address the present situation. We start first
with the construction of the space B§-invariant vectors.

Lemma 31. We consider the grougs < G, and consider a represen-
tation m, of G with the properties from Definition] 1. We use the notations
introduced in the above definition.

For I'y in S, we fix a system of right coset representativger Iy in T,
so thatl’ = | JTs;. Let L' be the Hilbert space introduced in formula{43)
with the norm subject to the renormalization condition dedim formulal(44)
from the statement of Theorém 22. [&t, be the orthogonal projection from
H onto L',

Then, the formula

(48) Pror = . Prromo(v)Pyro € B(L™)
~v€lo
defines a projection i3 (L'°).
Proof. The fact thatPr, ;. is a projection, and more generally, the fact that

formula [55%) in the next proposition defines a represematibthe Hecke
algebra of double cosets foy, € S, is a straightforward consequence of the
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following identity, valid foro,, 09 € G, 'y € S:
(49) Z PLFOﬂ'(](O'l’}/)PLFO7T0(’}/_10'2)PLFO = PLF07T0<0'10'2)PLF0.

~€lo
The convergence in the above equation follows from the teahoondition
assumed in Definitioh]1. Here, we are taking the pointwiseaipe product
of two operators series that are convergen€jl.). Formula[(49) is then a
direct consequence of the fact that

> () Prrom(y ™)

~Yo€l'o
is the identity operator of . O

In the following, we adapt the content of Proposition 20 te tontext
of a representation, with the properties introduced in Definitiah 1. In the
next statement, we construct the Hilbert spacé0¥irtual” invariant vectors
associated tay.

Lemma 32. We assume the notations and definitions from Lemra 31.
Let ,° be the space of formal series, of the following form

HY = (Y mo(y)l | Le L),
~€lo

LetD,, . be defined as in formul@(BO) in Lemind 18. This space is sulgject
the same identification as formula(33) in Definition 19. Henc
(i)

HE = { Y mo(y)h | he D).

7€lo
(i) The representation, extends to a canonical representatiof of G into
the linear isomorphism group of the vector spagé H'°.
F()ES

Proof. The part (i) is a straightforward consequence of the ideatibn in
formula (33). The representation of is constructed using the same proce-
dure as in Propositidn 20, formula (38). O

In the following result, we define a compatible scalar pradut the
spaces of y-invariant vectors introduced abovié; € S. We also construct
a unitary representation on the inductive limit of the Hitbgpaces of'y-
invariant vectors.

Theorem 33. In the context introduced above, we have:
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(i) LetT'y € S, lethy, hy € Dy, .. By analogy with formuld (36) in Proposition
20 we define

(50)
Y0 o)k, Y, mo(vo)hade = (Prre (D] mo(v0)h1), D, mo(vf)ha)
~Y0€l'o v4€lo Y0€lo 76€lo

For ', < T'y subgroups inS the inclusionsf{;° < H;" are isometric.

Hence formula{50) extends to a scalar prodgct),, on \/ H'™.
F()ES

(i) The scalar product-, -),, on the space\/ H'° verifies the assumptions

T'oes
in Definition[14.
(iii). Let L™ pe anotherl’y-wandering, generating subspace f for the
representationr|r,. Assume that there exists two orthogonal partitiéhs —
@rery Ly and LT = @,cp, L., such thatl, = ()L, for v € Ty. Then,
substituting in the formuld(50) the spaéé° by Lo, does not change the
value of the scalar product.

(iv) Letﬁg be the Hilbert space completion of the inductive lil\t H'° of
FQES

the spaces constructed in (i). Fgre G, we define the unitary}(g) on H,
by exactly the same formula as formulal(38) from the proofropBsition 20.
Then7y is a unitary representation @ into the unitary group of the Hilbert
spaceH .

Before proving the theorem, we make a few remarks. The faarfii)
in the definition of the scalar product may also be continugld w

Y5 w(0) Py Y 7(90) Polyoo-

Y0€lp v6€To

This proves that the scalar product that we are definingZfhis consistent
with the scalar product on the spalié° introduced in Proposition 20.

In the case of automorphic forms, whepis the representation, and
P, is a Bergman projection onto the associated space of sqoiagrable
analytic functions, the technical conditions (v), (vi) irefinition[1 follow
from the fact that the reproducing kernel for the space admotrphic forms
is the sum, over’, of the reproducing kernels, restricted to the fundamental
domain, for the operatorgzmo(v)xr, 7 € I'. The same is valid for the sum
over any double coset, the sum of the kernels being equalsrcése to the
reproducing kernel for the Hecke operator associated taualdaoset. The
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convergence of reproducing kernels holds true in the HiBehmidt norm
([Za]). Note that in the same paper ([Za]) the absolute cayesmce for the
sum of traces is proved.

The similarity with the Petersson scalar product formuléofes from
the fact that in the particular case corresponding to autpmo forms, the
projection P;, is substituted with the projection operatdf, , obtained by
multiplication with the characteristic functiop- of the fundamental domain
F'. The fact that? M, ,. is trace class was checked in [GHJ], Section 3.3. The
formula (50) is reminiscent of the Pettersson scalar prodndeed, to define
the Petterson scalar product of two automorphic foffigs one proceeds with
the L2-scalar product of » f andg.

Note that one could have used directly formdlal (55) in thet pespo-
sition to define the Hecke operators. There (see also [Ra2fjive a direct
proof that formula[(8b) is a representation of the Hecke laigef double
cosets ofy in G. On the other hand, using the spz%ef@0 as a space of aver-
aging sums over’, implies that the spaces 6finvariant vectors that we are
considering in the theorem, correspond to the spaces ofreuphic forms.

The advantage of the approach considered in the theorerhe ifatt
that we have concrete formulae for the unitary represemati®, directly
described in the terms of the original representatimnsnd its interaction
with PyM, .. This will be used later in the paper for computations ofésac
and of characters of the associated unitary represensgation

Proof of Theorerh 33We use the fact that the sum in formulal(48), Lenimia 31
determines a finite dimensional projection. Then the sgatadtuct in formula
is further equal to

(51) (Prro (D mo(v0)ha), Prro (Y] mo(v0)he)) =

Yo€l'o ~v4€lo

= (Pry..h1, Pry,.ha) = (Pry,phi, ho)

SincePr, 1, is a finite dimensional projection ih™, this is a well defined
scalar product on the spaég °.

The fact that forTy,I';, € S, I, < T, the inclusionsH,° < H}*
are isometric, is proved exactly as in Proposifioh 20. Théeestent (ii) is a
straightforward consequence of the formild (50) in the dafimof the scalar
product onl’y invariant vectors. It corresponds, to the independenaa fro
the choice of the fundamental domain, in the formula of thieiBen scalar
product.
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We prove the invariance assumption from point 3) in Lenima \M
will prove thatr}(c),0 € G mapsHOFf"1 isometrically ontoH; . Fix as
aboveh,, hy in Dy, . Then, using formula_31, and using the construction of
the representation’, we have

(o) ( Z o (7o) 1), 7 (o) ( Z To(V6)h2) Yoo =

’yoEF(Tfl ’\/6€FU_1

<Z m0(70) (mo(0) ), Z 70(70) (m0(0) h2) Yoo =

70€le Y€l
<PLF0[ 2 WO(VO)(WO(U)hl)], (WO(U)h2)>-
Y0€l's
Since thery (o) is a unitary onH, this is further equal to

52) (o) Pprom(o)]mo(o )] D] mo(v0) (mo(o) )], ha))

Y€l
In the preceding formula(c~1)P.r, (o) is the projection onto the space
L = w(c~Y) L. Thisis al',-: wandering, generating subspace for the the

representatiom|r _,. Denote byP; the orthogonal projection ontb. Then
the term in formulal(52) is further equal to

(53) (P ( Z m0(70) 1), ho).

Yoel'  —1

Because of the technical condition (ii) in Definitign 1, tlurbspacefj IS equiv-
alent to the subspadg -— in the sense of point (iii), in the present statement.
Hence by point (i), the term in formul@ (53) is further edjtm

(P Fcrl( Z Wo(’Yo)hl)ah2> =

Yoel'  —1

CYL mboh, Y w1 ha)e

Y€l 1 Y€l —1
By the above chain of equalities, because of the definitidhe$calar product
in point (i) we have proved that} (o) mapsHOF”‘1 isometrically ontoH,; .
More generally, fol’, € S, the same type of argument gives thfito) maps
Hyo " onto HE="7Too ™" Hence the invariance condition in point 3) from
Definition[14 holds true in the present case. Point (iv) israightforward
consequence of the previous argument.
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t

In the next theorem, we describe the unitary equivalentessprtation
of the Hecke operators acting on the spacelgehvariant vectors that were
introduced in the preceding theorem. We will prove belowvt tha projection
Pr,.. € B(L'), introduced in formuld{48), is unitarily equivalent to dfeli-
ent projection, introduced in formula_(56). This is usefal Eomputing the
dimensions ofly-invariant vectors. This is because we are proving that the
range ofPr, 1, which is a subspace @f °, is unitarily equivalent to the space
of vectors associated i, that are fixed by'.

The reproducing kernel formula for the projection onto thace of au-
tomorphic forms, and the reproducing kernel formula fortfeeke operators,
introduced in[[583], proves that the spadé§°, and the corresponding action
of the Hecke operators, on the spaced'ginvariant vectors, introduced in
the previous proposition, and in the next theorem, are theegan the case of
the upper halfplane) with the ones in the classical case.

Theorem 34. We assume the context of the previous theoremI'|_et
S. By Lemma21, the representation of the Hecke algétyd , G) associ-
ated with the representatiaon, is defined by the correspondence

(54) [FQO’F()] - [FQ : (FO)J]PHgO?g(U)PHgO’ oe(.

Then
(i) Consider the following infinite sums over cosetd gf which because of
conditions (v), (vi) in Definitioql1, are convergent:

(55) Ao(TooTo) = > Prromo(0)Prry, 0 € G
0elooly
Then
Ao(Tooly) = Pry,.Ao(Loolo)Pry.L,
and henced(TyoT) belongs taB(Pr, 1, L").
(ii) The correspondence
[Toolo] — Ao(Tgoly), o€G,

determines a-representation o, (T'y, G) into B(Pr, 1, L"°). This represen-
tation is unitarily equivalent to the-representation (see the above formula
(B9)) of the Hecke algebra by means of Hecke operators aa®alowith rep-
resentationr.

Note that, in particular, the operatdi(I'y) = Pr, . is unitarily equiva-
lent to the projection o'y invariant vectors.
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theoreml122. As in Theorem 22 asd
proof, using formulal(50) for the scalar product, we may defiefine partial
isometriegVto : Lo — H' fory e S by

Whor= > m(y)l, lelL™.

~€lo

Differently from the case considered in Theorem 22, the aipesil/ '
are partial isometries, having as initial space the prmad®r, ., introduced
in formula (48) and images equal to the spafés, I'y € S.

We use the partial isometiy’' o, with initial space the projectiofr, 1,
in B(LY). ThenW transforms unitarily the Hecke operat®r, 7 (o) Pyro
o € G into the expression in formula (b5).

Formulal(49) proves that for dlly € S, o € GG, we have

Ao(FoO'Fo) = Ao(FoO'Fo)P[‘mL = PI‘(),LAQ(FQO'F(]).
The same formula proves that the operators
AO(FOUFO)v o€ G7

determine a representation of the Hecke algebra of doukktsofl in G.
O

The previous proposition gives an explicit representatibthe Hecke
operators, associated to the representatjpaf G into Hy,, by directly using
the information from the original representatigf). We summarize this in
TheoremD.

Proof of Theorerhl2Let L' be the subspace defined in formulal(43), en-
dowed with the normalized scalar product defined in formdi).( Using
Theorenl 34, the proof of the formulal (4) becomes identicahéoproof of
the corresponding formula (46) in Theorén 22. We use thecehoif coset
representatives from the statement. In passing from farfb) to formula
(), one simply uses the unitary operator

P\ ®L =@[Tos;| L, L' =®n(s;)L,
mapping®|[T'os;| ® l; onto®n (s;)l;, forl; € L.

Wheno is the identity in the formuld {4), we obtain a projection
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(56) Pro,, = Z Z Prmo(77)PL ® erys, Tos; -

i,J YES; Fos]

Consequently, the operators in formula (4) belong to thelaty
Pro.o[B(Z(To\D)) ® B(L)]Pro 1.

Remark 35. We use the context of the previous theorem. Because
of formula [4) one equivalent method to construct the regregtion of the
Hecke operators in formulal(4) is as follows: consider, a&xampld 2V, the
vector space

Vo = 2(D\G), TyeS.
On V' we introduce the scalar product defined as the linear extendithe
following bilinear form

<F00’1,F00’2>ﬂ_0 — [1" 11" ] Z TI"(PLWQ(Q)PL), FO € 8,0'1,0'2 ed.
o 0€of1F002

Forl'y € S, we consider the usual algebraic representation of theéleck
operators orC(I'g\G). Considering onC(I'g\G) the scalar product:, ),
introduced in the above formula, we obtain a unitary eqenalepresentation
the Hecke algebra to the representation introduced in ftaril).

This corresponds to considering the statn C*(G), defined by

1
€(XJ;1F002) = [F : FO] Z TI'(PLWQ(Q)PL), FQ € 8,0'1,0'2 e G.

QEU;IFOOQ
The statec can not be simultaneously used at all leviéls= S because
of the renormalization factofh Note that the stateis in fact the compo-

sition of the trace with the family of completely positive psaconstructed in
Theoreni 3.

6. THE VALUES OF THE CHARACTER@7r0 ASSOCIATED WITH
REPRESENTATIONT,

In this section we derive a trace formula for the represemat;. We
note thatw} is a type | representation of thé*-algebraC*(G). As we
noted in Proposition 17, the representatighextends to a representation of
A(G,G), (or A.(G, G) if a 2-cocycle is present). By Theorém 2, we have a
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formula for the Hecke operatB;lroﬁg(a)PHro, associated with the represen-
0 0

tation7y. As explained below, this relates the trace formula for gpresen-
tation7y, with the trace formula for the representatian

The following lemma is proved inl([12], formula (13)). Here\give a
different proof.

Lemma 36. The character charactet—»=" Tr 7" of the representa-
tion 7P is computed by the formulal(7).

Proof. Using the fact that the character is locally integrable [f4ve have
the following formula:

1
57 ef_P ::l. ——T::—::Tjr 7 T AT~ ; (;
(57) (o) Ty r(T(Xors)), O €
0€

Clearly, using the notations introduced before the statéwid_emmd 21, we
have that

w(Tooly) = [To: (To)s]u(Too), Toe S,oe

Since the measureis obtained from the Haar measure on the profinite com-
pletion of I', and since, by the general assumptignsgs bivariant onG, this
is further equal to

1
I'y: (Tg)e|=——=.
[ 0 ( 0)0] [F . FO]
Hence, we continue the equality in the formuilal (57) with:
. [F :Ib] _
lim —————Tr (7 (x5 ) ).
Egise [FO . (F0>o] ( O(XFQJF()))
Using formula[(39) in the statement of Remark 21, the aboanobf equali-
ties is continued with
lim [T : To | Tr (75 (x)70 (0) 70 (x5))

Tol e
(58) O : 1 —p =p( \=P
= Ilglne WTT (7T0 (XFO)WO (o)mo (XFO))) .

I'ges

If K, is the closure of a subgroup & then inC*((), using the product of
convolutor operators we have th@atx, )? = 1(Ko)Xx,- Henceu(#Ko)XKO isa
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projection. We denote by, the renormalized convolutor opera%xf(o.
Thus the equality in formula (58) is continued with

Tim Tr (78 (Y, )70 ()70 (X1, ))-
Tges

SinceT) is a representation @f* (G, G), this is equal to

Il(i)Iine TI‘(PH(l;Ofg (O')PH(I;O )
T'ges

U

Proof of Corollary[4. The formulae[(I7) and_{5) imply immediately the con-
clusion of formula[(8). We group together the terms in the sarformula
(@) according to classes of conjugation, and take the lifflite fact that the
group I is trivial prevents anyy e I' to show up more than once in the
sum in formulal(8). The absolute convergence of the sumdviedan the
limiting process (Definitiofi]1) implies the result in the esed formula of the

Corollary.
O

Proof of Corollary(T.Recall that for a group element e G, the stabilizer
groupls' is {glvg = gv}. Leto be an element i = PGL(2, Z[;]) such

1
p
thatT™' is trivial. Then, the expression in formuld (9):
2 Tr(Prma(yoy ™)),
~yel

may be computed directly by using Berezin’s symbol functi@e]).
Indeed, the above sum has the following expression:

3 Tean,) (Mypmol3)mo(0)mol(7~))

~yel

= 3 T (Myem (M mo(@)m(y )

~yel

= Z Trp,) (m(v ) My, (y)m0(0))

~yel

= Z Trp(i,) (Mo pmo(0)).-

vyell
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Let vy = (Im 2)~2?dzdz be the canonicdPSL(2, R)-invariant measure oH

—_

and letr,,(0)(z, z), z € H, be the Berezin contravariant symbol ([Be]) of the

—

unitary operatotr, (¢). Then the above chain of equalities is continued with
the following equality:

3 JFE(T@)(Z, 2)dvy(2).

This sum is then
| m@z),
H

This last term is the charactel¥ =, (o)” of the representatiom,, (see
[Ne]). The formula for the above sum is also computed difidyein [Za].
0

Proof of LemmalsDenote the Hilbert space on which the representatidn
acts byH. Then

Lrpg ( LR / (g)fé%(g)dg) = 2. Tenugp) (P [w(1)1] LR f (g)fg(g)dg>
=2 o L0 T (P o' (9))dg

=2 LR F(9)Tepw) (Pl (vgy ') Pr)dg

~yel

= | F(9) D Tepy (PRl (vgy™") Pr)dg.

The second part of the statement is a consequence of Cgidllar [

7. THE CASE WHEN THE REPRESENTATIONT ADMITS A "SQUARE ROOT
op
o ®7T0

In this section we analyze the case where a unitary reprasamt as
in Sectior B admits a square ragt® 7,", wherern is a (projective) unitary
representation as in Sectioh 5. Since the notatiois reserved to denote the
extension of the representatianto the Schlichting completion, we will use
in this section the notation°® to denote the conjugate representatiompf
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This is the situation of ExampleR8, Sectidn 3, wiier- PGL(2, Z[1]),

p aprime,[' is the modular groupY = H, andrk,,, iS the Koopmann repre-

sentation on.?(H, 1) corresponding to the action ®SL(2, R) by Mobius

transformations on the upper halfplane. By Berezin’s gaation techniques

([3]), independently noted in[3] (see also [39]), we have

o
TKoop = Tn ®7Tnp7 n = 17

wherer,, is any representation in the discrete serieB$it (2, R). We will use
this as a motivation to analyze directly representatiortheformm, ® ",
wherery is as in the previous section.

Before proceeding to this analysis, we note one additionapegrty,
common to all the representatiom§, 7 constructed in the previous two
sections. We will prove that the above representationsreoae to one cor-
respondence with the completely positive mdps«-representations of the
operator system introduced in Definitionl 14.

We introduce the following notations: if € G, we letL, € C*(G) be
the convolutor withy. If f is a function inC'(G) we denote byl.; € C*(G)
the operator of convolution witli. Such a representation plays the role of an
"operator valued eigenvector” for the Hecke algebra.

Indeed, we prove in particular the following property of thap ®. If
01,09 € G, and

[[oiT][Toy] = Z[Wj],

J

then

q)(LX[ralr])q)(LX[rcfQ]) = Z (I)<LX[rej])-
J
If & would take scalar values, then the above property would betlgxthe
property that an eigenvalue for the action of the Hecke algeb /?(I'\G)
would have.

Let Ay(G,G) < A(G, G) be the dense subalgebra generated by convo-
lution operators with elements @ and by convolution operators with char-
acteristic functions of cosets of subgroupssinWe denote in this section, by
Pro.1, the projection introduced in formula_(48), correspondimg, = I'.

Theorem 37. Assume thaty is a representation ofr, as in Definition
[1. We define a linear map : Ay(G,G) — B(L), by the following formula.
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Letg € G, Ty € S and letgT, be the corresponding coset. We define

O(Ly )= D, Pumo(0)P
(59) ' feglo
@(Lg) = PLﬂ'(Lg)PL.

Then® has the following properties:

(i) ®|o(x,c) is ax-representation of the operator syst€ni/, ) introduced
in Definition[8, with values iB(L).

(i) Consider the vector spack(K,G) < O(K,G) introduced in the defini-
tion mentioned above.

Thend|, , 7 takes values i3 (L) Px, . and®|,, 7 is =-algebrarep-
resentation of{y (K, G) into Py, 1. B(L) P, .. Consequentlyp|ox ) takes
values inB(L)Px, .B(L).

(i) @ is a completely positive map oAy (G, G), that is it maps positive
elements of the forlX* X, X e Ay(G, G), into positive elements.

Proof. The statement (i) is a consequence of formuld (49). Fornfida it
Lemmal9, combined with Propositionl41, also provide a prdcftatement
(). The statement (ii) is a consequence of statement (i)ndJthe fact that
property (i) proves the positivity of the map on positive element* X,
where X € C(xo,x|o € G). For subgroupd’y € S, we argue as follows.
We let K, be the closure i67 of ;. We use LemmB38 first to establish the
positivity of &, (X X,) for Xy in C(x,x,|0c € G). The reduction formula
(60Q) implies thatb (X} X,) is also positive.

O

The above theorem may be easily generalized by replaCimgth a
subgroufd’y € S. In this case, there is an obvious relation between the corre
sponding operator system representations.

Lemma 38. We use the definitions and notations from the previous the-
orem. Letl’y be any subgroup i, and letL'° be as in Theoreri 33. Then,
usingL' instead ofL,, one may repeat the above constructionlfgrinstead
of I'. The corresponding completely positive nigg constructed in the pre-
vious statement will have the same propertie®aeplacingl’y, T, for ', K.

We embed. into L{ = @ (s;)L = Hy by mapping in L into the vector

[®0®0.... Note that this is not the diagonal embedding.ahto L] that
we use in Proposition 33. We denote By the projection from.' onto L.
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Then
(60) & = P dor, Py
Proof. This is straightforward from formula(59). O

Remark 39. The operator®(x,x) € B(L), o € G are not isometries,
as® is not a=-algebra representation. However, as we show below, thie ope
ators®(y,x ) are the product of a projection with an isometry.

Indeed, foro € G, the partial isometryl.(y,x) has initial space the
projectionL(x,x.-1) and range. (x ).

Consider the spaces'®, 'y € S introduced in the statement of Defi-
nition[I9. The space&!'™ were defined in the above mentioned definition
only for Ty a subgroup off. We defineL°™ ' < L' by the formula
LT — 7y(0) L. Consequently:

fp(L(XO'K)) = PLO’FO’*IW_OP(L(XO'K)PL'

On the other hand, using the skewed embeddingiof L'~ from Lemmd38,
we obtain that

®(xox) = Puio®(L(xox ) Pr.

Here the projectio;, corresponds to the standard embedding afto L',

as described in the statement of Definition 19 dtds the projection from
the previous statement.

The completely positive maps constructed in Thedrem 37rer&ild-
ing blocks of the Hecke operators. In the next result we pthee a repre-
sentation as in Theorem]37 encodes all the properties ofefiresentation
moP. Hence, givenb, we may recover the representatisg? and hence the
representatiomn.

Proposition 40. In the context of Theorem37, the formula for the Hecke
operators introduced in TheoreRdlis as follows. FiXx'y in S and choose the
coset decomposition = | ] s;I'y. Then

(61) (Lo : (To)olPyroT (@) Pyry ZCD X Treys) ® Elosilos;: 0 € G.
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Consequently, there exists a one to one correspondenced&etive rep-
resentationr, as in Definitior .l and completely positive m&pvith the prop-
erties (i), (ii), (iii) in Theoren 317.

Proof. The formula[(6]l) is simply formula_(55) in Theoréml| 34 reveittin
the new context, by using formula_(59) in Theorienh 37.

Assume the properties (i), (i), (iii) in Theordm|37. We pedhat the op-
erators in formula(61) define a representation of the Helgebaa of double
cosets for all’y € S.

Ultimately, the verifications of the multiplicativity of éhHecke opera-
tors, given in formulal(61), come to identities of the form:

62) > Prromo(0170) Prro(mo(g '02)) Prre = Prrg(m0(0102)) Py
~Y0€l'o
The reason for which this equality holds true, is tlkat, is the pro-
jection on al'g-wandering, generating subspacefbf(see also the proof of
Lemmal9). Thus, the only identity because of which the reprdion in
formula (61) is a representation of the Hecke algebra, iscietity:

Z W(VO)PLFOW(Val) = IdHO'
Y€l

Decomposing®;r, = >, 7(s;)Pr7(s;), this is implied by the identity:

i

D ir(MPur(yh) = Tdg,.

vyel

But this is exactly the identity proving the multiplicatiyiproperty (ii) in
Theorem_ 3F.

Thus if we know thatb is multiplicative, as in property (ii) in the pre-
vious theorem, then we automatically have that the comlglptesitive maps
o, verify the corresponding multiplicativity property in Xion the corre-
sponding operators systeiI, i), for Ty € S. Let Pr, ;, be the projection
introduced in foromlal(48).

Since the operator systems contain the corresponding Heglebras
Ho(To, G), it follows that the representation in formulal61) is-algebra
representation of the inductive limit of all the above Heekgebras into the
inductive limit of the space@ro’LB(LFO)Pme. But this inductive limit is
exactly the space of bounded operators acting on the HipexteH ;. Since
along with the Hecke algebras we also have a representdtibie spaces of
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cosets, it follows that we have reconstructed the unitgoyesentatiorr|, of

C*(G). Hence we may recovet,, because of Theorem137.
O

In the following statements (Lemna 9, Propositioh 41 andBsdion
[10) we recall results from [Ra2]. We adapt the statement efrésults to
the present framework. In the next lemma we prove a resulptamenting
the statement in TheoremlI37. We prove that the completelgiymmaps in
Theoreni 37 have a natural lifting to the algelff@s) ® B(L). This lifting
was essential tool in proving, in the paper [Ra], the esakntrm estimates
on the spectrum of the Hecke operators. In particular, we givalternative
interpretation for property (ii) in Theorem 37.

Proof of Lemmal9This was also proved in([37], Proposition 2.2 and Lemma
3.1). The main step of the proof of the multiplicativity pesty in formula
(18) is the following: by identifying the coefficients pfg), ¢ € G, in both
sides of the equation, one reduces the proof of the muléity property to
the following equality (also used in the proof of Proposifi) :

22 Prmo(on) Pemo(y ™ 02) Pr = 3 Prmo(o1) (1) Prm(y™ ) mo(o2) Py

~el ~yel

= PL7T0(O'1)7T0(0'2)PL = PL7T0(O'10'2)PL, 01,09 € G
U

The operator@mL introduced in Definitio 8 have a similar interpre-
tation as in Remark 39. Moreover, because of the convergaessanptions

in the statement of Theoreml33, for the sums of the forjnP, =, () P, with
0eC

cosetg in G, the operatorém,,L(C) are liftings of the operator®(C') in the
Propositiori37.

This is proved in the following statement. The statementsigaghtfor-
ward consequence of Theoréni 37 and of Leriima 9. We mentiotettesrsent
as a separate lemma since it also provides a different poodftfeorent 3J7.

Lemma 41. Let ¢ be the unbounded characteron (1(G) = L(G)
which associates to in /!(G) the sum of its coefficients. We extentb an
unbounded charactel = ¢ ® Id(;),

£:4NG)® B(L) < R(G) ® B(L) — B(L).
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The convergence assumption in Definifibn 1 implies thatrtfage of the
+-representatior®,, ;, constructed in Lemma 9, is contained in the domain of
. Consequently, witte as in Theoremn 37, we have the following commutative
diagram:

go (I)WOLIO(KE) = (I)’O(KE)

Proof. This is straightforward from the formulae &f and ém, 1, from Theo-
rem[3T and, respectively, from Leminla 9.
O

The operator§>7r0, ;, are used to construct a unitary equivalent represen-
tation (see formula(19) for the Hecke operators associatetie unitary,
diagonal representation, ® " of G, wheren is as in DefinitiorL_ ). This
was first proved (in the case of Murray-von Neumann dimensapral to 1)
in [36], Theorem 22 (see also [38] for a more concise expmsjtiand then
generalized to arbitrary dimension in [37], Theorem 3.2.tRe convenience
of the reader, since we are explaining the example of the ¢latdebra rep-
resentation associated with the unitary representatjawr,” of G, we recall
the statement of Theorem 3.2 in [37]. In Theorem 12 we prowidelter-
native proof of the fact that formul@_(1L9) gives a represtmeof the Hecke
algebra of double cosets bfin G.

We use the identifications proved in Examiplé 30 and the Otpxesr%;o,L
introduced in Lemma&l9, to explicitly describe the Hecke apms onI'-
invariant vectors associated the unitary, diagonal regmtesionr, ® 7" of
G. In this case, the Hilbert spacesloinvariant vectors are easier to handle,
since we may canonically identify these spaces with/thepaces of the von
Neumann algebra of operators commuting with the image ofd¢peesenta-
tion of the group’.

In [36], by using Berezin’s quantization methods| ([3]), ttematively
using the results in [42] we prove that the above model forHkeke oper-
ators acting orf-invariant vectors forry ® 7" is unitarily equivalent to the
representation of the Hecke operators of the associatedMgaomann algebra
of Maass forms.

The content of Theorem L0 is the explicit operator algebrdehof the
former representation associated witf 7,”. This theorem was obtained in
the case of Murray von Neumann dimension 1/in([36], Theor2jad gen-
eralized to arbitrary dimension in (citeRal, Theorem 3\® have adapted
the statement of the theorem to the framework of the pressrem
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Proof of Theorerh 10This is Theorem 3.2 i [37]. The present framework
proves that, once a canonidalis chosen for the representationthe repre-
sentation of the Hecke operators for® =,° becomes canonical. O

We are giving a direct proof, in the particular caien(,ryH = 1,
(Theorem[_IR) of the fact the Hecke operators introduced ieofém[1D,
formula (19), define a multiplicative representation of Hhecke algebra of
double cosets of in G. The proof will show that the Hecke algebra repre-
sentation determined by the Hecke operatorsfia® 7", is obtained from a
canonical representation of the Hecke algebra, that isdutomposed with
a quotient map. For simplicity of the exposition we assumiaérest of the
paper that the grougsandG have infinite, non-trivial conjugacy classes, and
hence that the associated von Neumann algebras have uragase.t

Remark 42. Assume thatlim,r)»H = 1. In the setting of Theorem
in Section B, we také = L, = C¢ for a cyclic, trace vectof € H,, for
mo|r. The construction in Lemnd 9, gives a linear ntfa!;g?LO, which we now
denote byt:

t: Heea(T,G) = R(G) ® B(Lg) = R(G).

SinceL, is one dimensional, and using the vectdo identify L, = C¢£ with
C, it follows that we may substitut®; mo(0) Pr, by

Tr(Promo(0)Pr,) = (mo(0)¢, &), #€G.

For a coset” of a subgroup inS, the formula ford,, ;, (xc) from

Lemmd9 is now
t(xc) = D, m(0)¢, £)p(0).
0eC

We compose with the canonical anti-isomorphism betwef{G) andR (G).
For simplicity we denote the composition map alsotbyrhust is a linear
map from C(G) with values in(G). We denote by, the left convolutors
by elementg € G. Thent is given by the formula

t(xe) = Z<7T0(9)§, EA(0).

oeC

Because of Lemmd 9,is a«-preserving, multiplicative representation of the
operator syster®r ; = O(K, i) introduced in Definition8:

OF,G = [Sp{XUIK’al € G}] [Sp{XUQK‘O-Q € G}]*
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We use a notational convention, denoting the charactemstictionsy,, x,
XKos» XoyKoo SIMPly by the corresponding cosets Gh respectivelyo, I,
Loy, 01109, fOr 01,09 € G. Thus the«-preserving, multiplicativity property
for t|o, . reads as

toD)t(o5 ' T)* = t(o1D)t(Tor) = t(o1To2), 01,00 € G.

Remark 43. In practice, it is difficult to find a cyclic trace vectgras
above. So itis preferable to use the construction from 8e&;j Theorerh 33.
Thusm, comes from a larger representatiorof & into the unitary group of
a Hilbert spacéd, by restricting to a spacf, < H, that is invariant under
7(G). In this case we use a choice Bfwandering, generating subspake
for 7|r. In the case of the analytic discrete series of unitary sepr&tions
™, n = 1 0f PSL(2,R), a choice described as above is almost canonical, as it
consists into the selection of a fundamental domain for ttiem of I' on H.

To obtain straightforwardly the representatiofrom @, ;, one pro-
ceeds directly as follows ([37]) : Consider the conditiomgbectations

ERG)®B(L) R(D@B(L)
R(G)®Cld (L)’ R(T)®Cld (1)
from B = R(G) ® B(L), and respectivelyd = R(I') ® B(L), onto the
algebrask (G) ® Cld (), and respectivelR (I') ® Cldg(r). The conditional
expectations are simply computed by taking the operativaeé on the tensor
factor corresponding t&(L).
For a coset” as in the previous remark, we have

63)  T(xc) = Epoon™) (@rn(xc)) = . Te(Prmo(0))p(0).
0eC
We use the formuld(17) for the projectidly and define
& = Entrorny, (Po) = Z;Tr(Pmo(v))p(v)-
ye

Sincedim,r)»Hy = 1, and B, is a projection in4A < B of trace
1, it follows that&, has zero kernel. Moreover ([37], Proposition 3.3) the
conditional expectation map, corrected with the inversthefsquare root of
o, IS @a von Neumann algebra isomorphism when restrictd@ﬁf’o. Thus

(64) = (€)™ Byt lsr (60) 72,
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is a von Neumann algebra isomorphigygB P, ontoR(G). We define

t(xe) = E(HC)).
Thent|e,. .. is an isomorphism fron# (T, G) into R(G) (see Lemma 3.3 in

[37] for the proof). Combining the formulag (63) andl(64), ekain the fol-
lowing alternative formula for the representatioinom the previous remark:

txe) = (€)™ D] Te(Pymo(9))p(6) ] (60) 1.

oeC

Proof of Theorerh 12Fix o € GG. Then the double coséb ' decomposes as
UTos; = Jr;ol. Hence

Xr(L(XKox) ® L(XKor)™) XK

= Z XKJSZ ®L XKUSJ> p]XsiJ*IKUs-_lﬂK
(65) "

= Z XroocKo—1r, ﬂK[L(XraUK) ® L(XrbaK)Op]

a,b

= Z XroocKo—1r, ﬂK[L<X7‘a¢7KU,13i) ® L(XT‘bO'Kg_flsj)Op]XSZ'O'_lKO'S]' NK-

4,5,a,b

Here K,-1 is the closure ink of the subgroup’,-: = o 'T'c(T.

Using the above equality, one proves immediately (see dg.com-
putations in[[36], Section 5, or [38]) that the linear maphe statement is
multiplicative. This completes the proof of part (i) of thatement.

The representation of the operator syster®r o = O(K,G) extends
obviously to a representatidrof the operator system

(L*(G, W)SP{L(Xoyxc) |01 € GH(L?(G, 1)SPL(Xo ) 02 € G})*

Thent extends to a "double” representationof an operator system
contained inC*((G' x G°P) x L*(G), 1) containing the image of the Hecke
algebra constructed in point (i). This concludes the prdgifeot (ii).

The important observation for the proof of part (iii) is trect that all
the operations that are involved in the multiplication obtelements of the
form xx (L(Xxoyx) ® L(Xko,x)%) X5 remain inside the domain of the rep-
resentatiort, (see the first equality in the chain of equalities in form[@8)j.
Indeed these operations involve only convolutions of thienfo

L(XU1K>L(XK02)7 01,02 € G7
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or their opposites.

Consequently, the compositionigfwith the map in the preceding lemma

gives a representation of the Hecke algebra.

U
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