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SPECTRAL MULTIPLIERS ON 2-STEP GROUPS:
TOPOLOGICAL VERSUS HOMOGENEOUS DIMENSION

ALESSIO MARTINI AND DETLEF MULLER

ABSTRACT. Let G be a 2-step stratified group of topological dimension d and
homogeneous dimension Q. Let £ be a homogeneous sub-Laplacian on G.
By a theorem due to Christ and to Mauceri and Meda, an operator of the
form F(L) is of weak type (1,1) and bounded on LP(G) for all p € (1,00)
whenever the multiplier F' satisfies a scale-invariant smoothness condition of
order s > @Q/2. It is known that, for several 2-step groups and sub-Laplacians,
the threshold Q/2 in the smoothness condition is not sharp and in many cases
it is possible to push it down to d/2. Here we show that, for all 2-step groups
and sub-Laplacians, the sharp threshold is strictly less than Q/2, but not less
than d/2.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let £ = —A be the Laplace operator on R?. Since £ is essentially self-adjoint
on L?(G), a functional calculus for £ is defined via the spectral theorem and an
operator of the form F(L£) is bounded on L?(R?) whenever the Borel function
F :R — C is bounded. The investigation of necessary and sufficient conditions for
F(L) to be bounded on LP for some p # 2 in terms of properties of the “spectral
multiplier” F is a traditional and very active area of research of harmonic analysis.

Among the classical results, a corollary of the Mihlin—-H6rmander multiplier the-
orem gives a sufficient condition for the LP-boundedness of F'(£) in terms of a local
scale-invariant Sobolev condition of the form
(1) [l

s,sloc

= sup | F(t) ] g < oo
t>0

for appropriate g € [1,00], s € [0,00); here n € C°((0,00)) is any nonzero cutoff
and L? is the L7 Sobolev space of order s.

Theorem 1 (Mihlin-Hérmander). Let £ be the Laplace operator on Re. Suppose
that the function F : R — C satisfies ||[Fll2 < oo for some s > d/2. Then
the operator F(L) is of weak type (1,1) and bounded on LP(R?) for all p € (1,00).
Further, the associated operator norms are bounded by multiples of ||F|| 12

s,sloc
Actually this result is usually stated by restricting the supremum in () to ¢ > 0.
However, with the above definition,

IEN e, ~ [F(O)] +sup||F(E)nllg
t>0

s,sloc

and, since the Laplace operator £ on R? has trivial kernel, the usual statement is
recovered by applying Theorem [ to the multiplier F'xg\{0;. On the other hand,
given that we will also discuss operators with nontrivial kernel, the definition in ()
seems more convenient here.
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The threshold d/2 on the order of smoothness s in Theorem [ is sharp. More
precisely, if we define the sharp threshold ¢(£) as the infimum of the s € [0, 0)
such that
(2) AC € (0,00) : VE € B : |F(L)||lpispree < CJF| L2

s,sloc’
where B is the set of the bounded Borel functions on R, then ¢(£) = d/2. This can
be seen, e.g., by taking F(\) = |\|"®, o € R\ {0} (see, e.g., [T, 4 35]). The same
example shows that the threshold d/2 remains sharp even if we consider a weaker
version of the result, without the weak type (1,1) endpoint and with a stronger
assumption on the multiplier, in terms of an L> Sobolev norm. Namely, if ¢_(£)

is defined as the infimum of the s € [0, 00) such that
(3)  Vpe(lyo0) : 3C € (0,00) : VF € B : ||[F(L)||trorr < C||F| L

s,sloc’

then it is also ¢_(£) = d/2. Further, the endpoint result in Theorem [ can be
strengthened in the case of compactly supported multipliers F: if ¢y (L) is the
infimum of the s € [0, 00) such that

(4) 3C € (0,00) : VF € B, : ingHF(tﬁ)HLl*}Ll < C||Fz,
>

where B, = {F € B : suppF C [-1,1]}, then again ¢;(£) = d/2. By taking
F(X) = (1 —\)¢, this strengthened result yields the sharp range of a (namely,
a > d/2 — 1) for which the Bochner-Riesz means of order o are L'-bounded (see,
e.g., |36, p. 389)).

Results of this type have been obtained in more general contexts than R?, par-
ticularly when L is a second-order self-adjoint elliptic differential operator on a
manifold M. For instance, when M is a compact manifold, then ¢(£) = d/2, where
d is the dimension of M [34]. Things can be very different on noncompact manifolds
and it may even happen that ¢(£) = oo (see, e.g., [6,[5]). However the lower bound
¢(L) > d/2 is always true. In fact, locally, at each point of M, £ “looks like” the
Laplacian £y on R? and one can prove that ¢(£) > ¢(Lo) and s+ (L) > ¢+ (Lo) by
a transplantation argument [19].

Much less is known about sharp thresholds when the ellipticity assumption is
weakened. Consider the case of a homogeneous sub-Laplacian £ on an m-step
stratified group G of homogeneous dimension ). In other words, GG is a simply
connected nilpotent Lie group, whose Lie algebra g is decomposed as a direct sum
g = G};n:l g; of linear subspaces, called layers, so that [g;,g1] = gj+1 for j =
L,...,m—1and [gm,g1] = {0}. Moreover @ =37, jdimg; and £ = — S X2,
where Xi,..., X} are left-invariant vector fields on G that form a basis of the
first layer g;. The sub-Laplacian £ is a left-invariant second-order self-adjoint
hypoelliptic differential operator on G, which is not elliptic unless m = 1, i.e.,
unless G is abelian and £ is a Euclidean Laplacian.

Homogeneous sub-Laplacians on stratified groups have been extensively studied,
also because of their role as local models for more general hypoelliptic operators
(see, e.g., [33, M2l 3T, B7]). Several generalizations of Theorem [I] to this context
have been obtained [9] [I3] [10], culminating in the following result independently
proved by Christ [4] and by Mauceri and Meda [25].

Theorem 2 (Christ, Mauceri and Meda). Let L be a homogeneous sub-Laplacian
on a stratified group G of homogeneous dimension Q. Then ¢(L£) < Q/2.

Note that @@ > d, where d = dim g is the topological dimension of G. In fact
Q = d if and only if m = 1. Hence Theorem [2 reduces to Theorem [I] when G is
abelian and in this case it is sharp. Note also that ) coincides both with the local
dimension (associated to the optimal control distance for £) and the dimension at
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infinity (i.e., degree of polynomial growth) of G. Therefore, for many purposes, the
homogeneous dimension @ of a stratified group G plays the role that the dimension
d plays for the Laplace operator on R?.

Also for these reasons, the threshold @Q/2 in Theorem [2] was expected to be
sharp in any case and the discovery of counterexamples came initially as a surprise.
Consider the simplest case of nonabelian stratified groups G, i.e., the Heisenberg
groups, where m = 2 and @ — d = dimgy = 1. Miiller and Stein [30] proved
that, for all homogeneous sub-Laplacians £ on Heisenberg groups, ¢(£) = d/2.
Independently Hebisch [15] proved that ¢(£) < d/2 on the larger class of groups of
Heisenberg type.

After this discovery, in the last twenty years several other improvements to The-
orem [2] in particular cases have been obtained and the inequality ¢(£) < d/2 has
been proved for many classes of 2-step groups [16, 21] 23] 22| 24]. However, to
the best of our knowledge, the upper bound ¢(£) < Q/2 of Theorem [2] has been
so far the best available result for arbitrary stratified groups, or even for arbitrary
2-step stratified groups. Moreover, apart from the abelian case, the lower bound
¢(£) > d/2 has been proved only for the Heisenberg groups.

The result that we present here applies instead to all 2-step groups and homo-
geneous sub-Laplacians thereon.

Theorem 3. Let L be a homogeneous sub-Laplacian on a 2-step stratified group G
of topological dimension d and homogeneous dimension QQ. Then

d/2 << (L) <<(L) < (L) <Q/2.

Note that the intermediate inequalities ¢_(£) < ¢(£) and ¢(£) < ¢ (L) fol-
low from standard arguments (the former is a consequence of the Marcinkiewicz
interpolation theorem; for the latter, see, e.g., [2I, Theorem 4.6]). The extreme
inequalities are the ones that need a proof.

The inequality ¢ (£) > d/2 is obtained by studying operators closely related to
the Schrodinger propagator €. As we show in Section[2] via a Mehler-type formula
we can write the convolution kernels of these operators as oscillatory integrals on
the dual g5 of the second layer and lower bounds for the corresponding operator
norms can be obtained via the method of stationary phase. In these respects, our
approach is not dissimilar to the one of [30], where stationary phase is used to
study the imaginary powers £'* of the sub-Laplacian. However the analysis of the
oscillatory integrals associated to £'* turns out to be quite complicated already
on the Heisenberg groups, where g5 is 1-dimensional, and a generalization of the
argument of [30] to arbitrary 2-step groups seems very difficult. In comparison,
the method presented here is much simpler, when applied to Heisenberg (or even
Heisenberg-type) groups, and the greater complexity involved with more general
2-step groups becomes manageable.

For arbitrary 2-step groups, the main difficulty in applying stationary phase is
showing that the phase function admits nondegenerate critical points. In the case
of groups of Heisenberg type, the origin of g5 is such a point, but this need not
be the case for more general 2-step groups. Nevertheless, as we show in Section [3]
the Hessian of the phase function becomes nondegenerate if we move slightly away
from the origin in a “generic” direction. One of the ingredients of the proof is the
fact that certain Hankel determinants of Bernoulli numbers are strictly positive,
which in turn is related to properties of the Riemann zeta function.

The inequality ¢+ (£) < Q/2 is proved in Section @ The proof follows the
method developed in [22] 24] to show that ¢, (£) < d/2 for particular classes of
2-step groups GG. Here we show that a suitable variation of the method, using
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elementary estimates for algebraic functions, can be applied to arbitrary 2-step
groups and sub-Laplacians and always yields an improvement to Theorem

The lower bound in Theorem [3] shows that all the multiplier theorems for ho-
mogeneous sub-Laplacians on 2-step groups with threshold d/2 obtained so far
[15] 23] 22| 24] are sharp. Moreover, by transplantation, it gives a lower bound to
¢(£) and ¢4 (L) for all sub-Laplacians £ on 2-step sub-Riemannian manifolds and
all other operators £ locally modeled on homogeneous sub-Laplacians on 2-step
groups.

An interesting open question is whether Theorem B extends to stratified groups
of step m > 2. Indeed Theorem [ yields, via transference [3], the lower bound
¢_(£) > (dim g; + dim g2)/2 for all homogeneous sub-Laplacians £ on all stratified
groups. Moreover improvements to the upper bound /2 in Theorem [2] are known
for particular stratified groups of step m > 2 [16, 2I]. However the methods used
in the present paper do not apply directly to stratified groups of step higher than
2 and new methods and ideas appear to be necessary.
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2. THE STATIONARY PHASE ARGUMENT

Let G be a 2-step stratified group and g = g; @ go the stratification of its
Lie algebra; in other words, [g1,91] = g2 and [g,g2] = {0}. Let dy = dimgy,
do = dim gy, d = dy +d2 and QQ = dy +2ds. Let X1,..., X4, be a basis of g; and let
L=— ld;l X7 be the corresponding sub-Laplacian. Let (-, -) be the inner product
on g; that turns Xi,..., X4, into an orthonormal basis.

Let g5 be the dual of gs and define, for all 4 € g5, the skew-symmetric endomor-
phism J,, on g; by

(5) (Juz,2') = p([z,2'])  for all z,2" € g1.

Consider the space so(g1) of skew-symmetric linear endomorphisms of g;, endowed
with the Hilbert—Schmidt inner product determined by the inner product on g;.
Since [g1,91] = g2, the linear map p — J,, is injective, so we can define an inner
product on g3 by pulling back the inner product on so(g1), and endow g with the
dual inner product.

As usual, we identify g with G via exponential coordinates, so the Haar measure
on G coincides with the Lebesgue measure on g. If f € L(G) and p € g3, then we
denote by f* the u-section of the partial Fourier transform of f along g2, given by

fH(x) = f(z,u) e Hmu) qy,
g2
for all x € g;.

If A is a left-invariant operator on L?(G), then we denote by K 4 its convolution
kernel. Denote for ¢ > 0 by pr = K.-+c the heat kernel associated to the sub-
Laplacian £. Notice that the family of contraction operators e **, t > 0, admits
an analytic extension e~ *% for z in the complex right half-plane Rz > 0; the
corresponding convolution Schwartz kernels will be denoted by p..

Let T and S be the even meromorphic functions defined by

z

(6) T()=—. 8(x)= é 2eC\{kr:0%£keZ.
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Note that J,, is naturally identified with a skew-symmetric endomorphism of the
complexification (g1 )¢ of g1, endowed with the corresponding hermitian inner prod-
uct, and, for all z € C, zJ, is a normal endomorphism of (g;)c. Then the following
Mehler-type formula holds.

Proposition 4. For all z € C with Rz > 0, and for all i € g3,

0 ) = G e S e (< (T ).

4drz)

where roots are meant to be determined by the principal branch.

Proof. Several instances and variations of this formula can be found in the litera-
ture; see, e.g., [I8, 14 27, 28| [32], 20] and particularly [8, Corollary (5.5)]. Alterna-
tively, for all p € g5, one can apply the general formula of [29] Theorem 5.2] (which
indeed applies to much wider classes of second order operators than sub-Laplacians)
to the symplectic form u([-,-]) on (ker J,)* and observe that, on ker J,, u-twisted
convolution reduces to Euclidean convolution and the heat kernel reduces to the
Euclidean heat kernel. O

For all finite-dimensional normed vector spaces V, for all v € V, and for all
e > 0, denote by Cy (v, €) the set of the smooth functions x : V' — R whose support
is contained in the closed ball of center v and radius e.

For all x € C°(R) and t € R, define my : R — C by

(8) m¥() = /R x(8) 10 ds = 6 3 (),

where ¥ is the Fourier transform of y. In particular my is in the Schwartz class
and moreover, for all t € R and o > 0,

9) [ llege . < Canc (14 [E)*
Choose orthonormal coordinates (ug, ,. .., uq,) on go and let
U= (=i0uy,---,—10u,,)

be the corresponding vector of central derivatives on G. For all x € C°(R),
0 € C°(g3), and t € R, define QX7 by

0
(10) Q" = Kpxeyotu) -
Proposition 5. For all x € Cr(0,1/2), 0 € Cy3(0,1),t > 1, y € g1, v € go,

e’iﬂ'dl/4

,0 - —
(11) Qz( (2ty,t2’l)):t Q/QWAX(S)Ie(t,S,t 1,y,’U)dS,

where

I%(t,s,m,y,v) = / exp(it®(y, v, ) — isX(y, pu) — irR(s,r,y, 1)) B(sr, p) O(p) dp
g

*
2

and
®(y, v, 1) = —(T(iJu)y, y) + (1, 0),
Blo,p) = (1—0)""/2 det'/?S (1 — 0)iJ,),
S(y, 1) = (S(iJ)y,y) = 1S(i)yl*,

R(Sa ™y, /’L) = 52<R0(ST7 ZJ#)ya y>7

and Rg is the analytic function on {(0,2) € C* : 0 # 1, (1 — 0)z/m ¢ Z\ {0}}
defined by the following Maclaurin expansion in o:

(12) (1—0)"'T((1 —0)z2) = T(2) + S(2)?0 + Ro(0, 2) 0°.
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Proof. Foralle > 0and A € R, define my (X)) = e~ *m¥(X) and let K; o = K,px_(2),
Qz"’f = Knx_(£)o(tu)- Then, by @), for all e > 0 and u € g3,

Kbe= [ xopm ds

and so, for all = € g,
0
()" ) = KL 60 = [ X1y ()00t s,

In the last integral, the cutoff 8 gives the localization |tu| < 1 and x gives |s| <
1/2; moreover t > 1, so |s/t| < 1/2 and ||i(t — s)Ju|| = |1 — s/t||tu] < 3/2 < 7. In
particular, if we apply formula (7)) and take the limit as ¢ — 0, then, by dominated
convergence,

@) @) = s [ e (W (Tt - S)Jm,@)

e’iﬂ'dl/4

X gy et P8 (it = ),) 0(ty) ds.

Inversion of the partial Fourier transform and a change of variables gives

o 1 it? ,
07 (2ty, 1) = (@n)d 2 (2% /g* /RGXP <1f — (TGt =) Ju)y,y)
emdh /4 1/2 Qs i(p,t2v)
X m det™ = S(i(t — s)Ju) 0(tp) x(s) e dsdu

eiﬂ‘d1/4

- W/RX(S) . B(s/t, 1) 0(1)
X exp <z’t (1 —13/75 (T((1—=s/t)id,)y,y) — <M,v>>> dy ds.

It is easily checked that 6%((1 —0)7'T((1—-0)2))|o=0 = S(2)?, so (@) is indeed
a Maclaurin expansion and Ry is well-defined. Moreover (I2)) yields immediately

' <1 —ls/t (T =s/t)idu)y,y) — (u, v>>

= —t®(y,v, 1) + s5(y, 1) + ' R(s, 17"y, ),
where ® and R are the functions defined above, and the conclusion follows. [l

We are going to use the method of stationary phase to obtain estimates from
below of |Qi"9|. For this we need nondegenerate critical points of the phase function.

Proposition 6. Let ® be defined as in Proposition[d. There exist yo € g1, vo € g2,
o € g5 such that

(13) ol <1, V@ (Yo, vo, o) = 0, det V2 ®(yo, vo, pto) # 0.

The proof of Proposition [6] is postponed to the next section. We now see how
this fact can be used to obtain the desired estimates.

Proposition 7. Let yo € g1, vo € g2, o € g5 be satisfying (IJ). Then there exist
X € Cr(0,1/2), 0 € Cq3(0,1), and neighborhoods U C g1 of yo and V C ga of vo
such that, for allt > 1, ye U, v eV,

(14) tQ—d/QQ%@H(Qty,t%)) — eiﬂ-d/4€it\11(y,v)Ax,9(y’U) + O(ﬁ_l),

where ¥, AX:% € C>(UxV) are real-valued, AX?(yo,v0) # 0, and O(t~1) is uniform
in (y,v) €U X V.
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Proof. Since Vitl)(yo, Vo, fto) is nondegenerate and V,®(yo, vo, o) = 0, by the im-
plicit function theorem there exist neighborhoods Uy C gy of yg and Vi C g2 of vy
such that there is a (unique) smooth function u°: Uy x Vo — g5 such that

1 (Yo, v0) = po,  Vu®(y,v,p(y,0)) =0, det Vi®(y, v, p(y,v)) # 0

for all (y,v) € Uy x Vp.

For all sufficiently small € € (0,1 —|uo|) and all sufficiently small compact neigh-
borhoods U C Uy of yo and V' C Vy of vy, if 6 € Cyx (110, €) and I? is defined as in
Proposition [7] then the method of stationary phase [17, Theorem 7.7.6] yields

Ie(t,s,r,y,v)
= (2mi/t)/? det ™2 (V20(y, v, pn°(y,v))) €W # WD g1 (y, v))
x B(sr, p(y,v)) exp(—isS(y, p°(y,v))) exp(—irR(s,r,y, n(y,v)))
+O(t~%/21)

forallt > 1, |s|,|r] <e,yeUweV.
Note now that

exp(—irR(s,r,y, u(y,v))) =1+ O(r)
and
B(o, 1°(y,v)) = det'/2S (i e (y.0)) + O(0).
Consequently, for all t > €71, |s| <€, (y,v) €U x V,
1°(t,s,t7 y,0)
= (2mi/t)2/? det™ 2 (VED(y, v, u(y, v))) €T DO (1 (y, v))
X det!/? S (ie(y)) exp(—isS(y, u(y,v)) + Ot~ /7).
Therefore, by (), if x € Cr(0,¢€), then, for all t > ¢! and (y,v) € U x V,
Q=420 21y, 120)
_ eiﬁd/4 it@(y,v,yc(y,v))e c d 1/2 S (i
= amydi 2 (22 (1(y,v)) det (1T e y,0))
x det™2(V2D(y, v, u(y,0))) X(S(y, 1 (y,v))) + O ).

By compactness of U and V, the last identity is trivial for 1 < ¢ < e~!. Therefore
(@) holds for all t > 1, y € U, v € V, if we define AX? and ¥ by

U(y,v) = (y, v, u(y,)),
AX’G(y, v) = (47T)_d1/2(271')_d2/2 det'/2 S (iJ#c(yyv)) O(p(y,v))
x det™2(V2D(y, v, p(y,v))) X(S(Y, p°(y, v))).-
In particular
A% (yo,v0) = (4m)~D/2(2m) = %2/2 det'/2 S (i) (o)
X detfl/Q(Viq’(yo,vo, 110)) X (IS (i1 )0l ?)-

The conclusion follows by choosing 6 € Cgy (10, €) so that 6(uo) # 0, and x € Cr(0, ¢)
so that ¥ is real-valued and X(|S(iJ,,)yo0|?) # 0; the latter condition is easily
satisfied by taking x = xo(A™!") for some even xo € Cg(0,1) with Xo(0) # 0 and
A > 0 sufficiently small. O

Theorem 8. There exists x € Cr(0,1/2) such that, for all p € [1,2], there exists
Cp > 0 such that, for all t > 1,

(15) 1 (L)llpsp > Cpx t9H/P7H2),
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Proof. Let yo € g1, vo € g2, o € g5 be given by Proposition [l Let neighborhoods
U C g1 of yo, V C g2 of v, x € Cr(0,1/2), 0 € Cq;(0,1), ¥ € C=(U x V) be given
by Proposition [7l

Note that m(L) # 0 for all ¢ > 1, because x # 0; hence it is sufficient to prove
the estimate (&) for ¢ large.

Set

Fi(u) = (277)_d2/ O(tp) e*%) dp.

93
Then Fy = t~%Fy(t~1.) and
00 = (60 ® Fy) * Ky,
where K¢ = K,,,x () as before.
Choose x € Cq4, (0, ¢), where ¢ > 0 is a small parameter to be fixed later. Define
Q= (Y@ d0) » Q7 = (X® F) * Ko = m(L)(X ® F).
Note that

O, u) = / ) (@ — o+ [, 2')/2) o,
g1

Qt(Qty, t?v) = / x(z) Qf’e(Qt(y —a’/2t), 2 (v + [y, 2'] /1)) da’.
g1

We would like to apply ([Id]) to estimate Qi"e in the above integral and get a
lower bound for |Q(2ty,t>v)| for all sufficiently large ¢ > 1 and all y,v ranging
in sufficiently small neighborhoods of yg,vg. The problem is that the oscillation
coming from the factor e could produce cancellation by integrating in z’. On
the other hand |V¥(y,v)| < 1 when y, v range in compact sets. Consequently

eit‘l’(y—z//Qt,v-i-[y,m/]/t) — eit‘I’(y,v)—i—ic Oo(1)

for all 2/ € suppx. By taking c sufficiently small, one obtains that there cannot
be too much cancellation (the integrand remains in a convex cone in the complex
plane whose aperture is independent of t). So from ([4]) we conclude that there
exist sufficiently small neighborhoods U C g; of yy and V' C go of vy such that, for
all sufficiently large t > 1,y € U and v € V,

10 (2ty, t20)| > t4/27€9.

In particular

1/p
Q| ~ t9/P Q. (2ty, t20)|P dy dv > ¢4/2-Q/p'
p ~
G
where p’ = p/(p — 1), while
%@ Eyllp ~ 7/
Consequently

Qt” _ ’ _
m(L) > ﬂip > ¢d(1/2-1/p") — 4d(1/p=1/2)
|| t ( ||P_>P HX® Fth

and we are done. O
Corollary 9. ¢_(£) > d/2.
Proof. This follows by comparison of (@) and (IH). O



SPECTRAL MULTIPLIERS ON 2-STEP GROUPS 9

3. NONDEGENERATE CRITICAL POINTS OF THE PHASE FUNCTION

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition
Recall that T is defined by (@]). Hence

T(z)=1- Z b2k,
k>0
where, for all nonzero k € N,

(16) b = (—1)"7122% By /(2k)! = 207 2R ((2k),

the Bsy are Bernoulli numbers, and ¢ is the Riemann zeta function (see, e.g., [2|
proof of Theorem 1.2.4]). So

(17) (T(iTu)yy) = lyl> = Y bul Tfyl
k>0
Consequently, if ® is defined as in Proposition B then

D(y,v, 1) = —|y> + o(y, 1) + (v, ),
where
(18) Doy, ) = > bil Ihyl,
k>0

and moreover

Vu®(y,v,p) = Vu®o(y, ) +v,  Vi®(y,v,p) = Vi Po(y, ).

In particular, the proof of Proposition [fl is reduced to showing that there exist
Yo € g1 and o € g5 such that |ug| < 1 and Vi(bo(yo, {o) is nondegenerate, because
then by choosing vo = —V ,®o(yo, o) we have that ([I3)) is satisfied.

Since the linear map p +— J,, is injective, g5 can be identified with the subspace
V of s0(g1) given by

V={J.:neg}

So in the following we will consider ®; as a function g1 x V' — R. Let Vg, be
the homogeneous Zariski-open subset of V' whose elements have maximal number
of distinct eigenvalues among the elements of V.

Lemma 10. Let S € Vgen, and let e € gy be such that the orthogonal projection of
e on each eigenspace of S? is nonzero. Let N be the number of distinct eigenvalues

of S2. For all T €V, if
(19) TSe=0  forj=0,...,2N —1,
then T = 0.

Proof. For all t € R, let S; = S + tT and let ¢; be the minimal polynomial of S?.
Since S? is a symmetric linear endomorphism, ¢; has no multiple roots and, by
definition of Vgen, the degree of ¢; is at most V.

From (I3) we easily obtain that

Sge:Sje forall j =0,...,2N.
In particular
q:(5%)e = ¢:(S?)e = 0.
For all eigenvalues \ of S2, if Py is the corresponding spectral projection, then
qt(A)Pre = %(SQ)PAG = PAQt(SQ)e =0,
but Pye # 0 by assumption and consequently
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This means that the roots of ¢; include all the roots of gqo. However gy has N
distinct roots and ¢; has degree at most N, therefore ¢ = go. In particular

q((S+tT)*) =0

for all t € R. By expanding the left-hand side and considering the term that
contains the highest power of ¢, one obtains that

TN =0
and since T is skew-symmetric this implies that T = 0. O

Fix S € Vien and e € g; as in Lemma[I0l For all j € N, define
Vi={TeV :TS'e=0forl=0,...,5—1}.

Note that Vj = V. Moreover V; D V41 and, by Lemma [0, V; = {0} for j
sufficiently large. Let r € N be minimal so that V,. = 0 (note that » may be smaller
than the value 2N given by Lemma [[0] and in fact » = 1 if G is of Heisenberg
type). Choose a linear complement W; of Vi1 in V;. So V; = W; @ V41 and

(20) V=Wo® - ®Wy_1.

In addition, for all nonzero T' € Wj, TS'e = 0 for | < j but T'S7e # 0, and in
particular the map W; 3 T — T'S7e € g; is injective.

Let ®go(p) = Po(e, ) and define, for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0, the bilinear
form H(e) : V xV — R by

H(e) = %VQQDOO(eS).

Let moreover H;;(¢) be the restriction of H(e) to W; x W, for all 4,5 =0,...,7—1.
If we identify bilinear forms with their representing matrices, then we can think of
H;;(e€) as the (i, j)-block of H () with respect to the decomposition (20) of V. Note
that H(e) is an analytic function of e.

Lemma 11. For alli,7=0,...,7—1, and all small € € R,
Hij(e)(A, B)

_Jo(etith) if i+ j is odd,
- (f1)(i’j)/2b1+(i+j)/26i+j (AS’e, BSie) + O(e"tT2) ifi+ j is even.

Proof. Note that, by (I3,
VQ(I)()o(GS) = Z kaQ(I)k(GS)a

k>0

where @ (T) = |T*e|?. Moreover the Hessian V2®(eS)(A, B) is the bilinear part
in (A4, B) of the Maclaurin expansion of ®;(eS + A + B) with respect to (A, B).
Let k > 0. In the expansion of |(eS + A + B)¥e|?, the bilinear part in (A, B) is

(21) 2(-1)Fe* 2 " (S*ASPBSe,e).
a+pB+y=2k—2

If we assume that A € W; and B € W;, then the sum can be restricted to the
indices «, 3,7 such that « > i and v > j, because the other summands vanish. In
particular the entire sum vanishes unless 2k — 2 > i + j.

Hence, if i+ 7 is odd, then (2I]) vanishes unless 2k—2 > i+ j+1, and in particular
1) is O(e"*71) for all k.
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Suppose now that ¢ + j is even. If 2k —2 > i 4 j, then 2k —2 > ¢+ j + 2 and
consequently ) is O(e!*7*2). If instead 2k — 2 = i + j, then it must be o = 4,
B =0, and v = j, thus [2I)) can be rewritten as

2(—1)MHiH1ti(BSie, ASte)
and we are done, because k+i+ 1 = (i — j)/2 modulo 2. O

The following result completes the proof of Proposition
Proposition 12. For all sufficiently small € # 0, H(e) is positive definite.

Proof. Let M. : V — V be the linear map defined by M|w, = (—1)l/2)¢ idyy, for
all j =0,...,7 — 1. Then, by Lemma [[1] we can write H(¢) as

H(e)(Aa B) = H(e)(MeAa MEB)

for all A,B € V, where H(e) : V x V — R is a bilinear form whose restriction
H;j(e) to W; x W; satisfies

O(e) if i 4 j is odd,

H;:(e)(A, B) = . ,
LB {b1+(i+j)/2<ASZ€7 BSe) + O(e®) if i+ is even.

In particular

~ 0 if 14+ 7 is odd,
AOAB) =) e
1+(i+)/2(ASe, BSTe) if i+ j is even.
We are then reduced to showing that H(0) is positive definite; in fact, if H(0) is
positive definite, then H(€) is positive definite for all sufficiently small € # 0 and,
for such e # 0, H(e) is positive definite too, because M, is invertible.
Since the linear map

V=Wo@ oW, 13 To,...,Tr-1) = (T;5€);Z} € g}
is injective, we can consider H (0) as the restriction to a suitable subspace of the
bilinear form K : g7 x g] — R given by

r—1
K((vos .-y vr—1), (wo, ..., wp—1)) = Z cij (vi, wj),
1,§=0
where
0 if 14 7 is odd,
Cij =
/ b1+(i+j)/2 if 4 +_7 is even.

So it is sufficient to show that K is positive definite.
Let e1,...,eq, be an orthonormal basis of g;. Then, in the basis

(e1,0,...,0),...,(0,...,0,e1),...,(edq;,0,...,0),...,(0,...,0,eq,)

of g7, the matrix of K is a di x d; block diagonal matrix, whose diagonal blocks
are all equal to the matrix C' = (cij);;io. In other words, the matrix of K is of the
form C' ® I;,. Hence K is positive definite if and only if C' is positive definite.
Since ¢;; = 0 when ¢ + j is odd, one can also consider C' as a 2 x 2 block
diagonal matrix, where the first block is determined by the even rows/columns and
the second block by the odd rows/columns. In order to show that C' is positive

definite, it is sufficient to show the positive definiteness of each diagonal block.
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In conclusion, by Sylvester’s criterion, we are reduced to showing that matrices
of the form

berl bm+2 e bers

bm+2 bm+3 Tt bm+s+1
Zm,s = . . .

bm—i—s bm+s+1 et bm+25—1

have positive determinant for all m,s. Determinants involving Bernoulli numbers
have been studied since long time and explicit formulas for some of them can be
found in the literature (see, e.g., [1l, [38]). However for us it is sufficient to show
that the determinant of the above matrices is positive, which can be easily seen by
means of properties of the Riemann zeta function (.

In fact, from the identity by = 27~ 2*((2k), we obtain

C@m+2) C@m+4) - ((2m+2s)
95 ¢(2m +4) ¢(2m +6) e C(2m+2s+2)
det Zm75 = m det . . . .
s : : . :
C2m+2s) (2m+25+2) --- ((2m+4s—2)

If &5 denotes the permutation group of {1,...,s} and (o) denotes the sign of a
permutation o € G, then the last determinant can be rewritten as

> (o) H C23i+o() +m—1))

gEG,
1 > . .
5 > <@ [[¢@e) + () +m—1)
C o, TEG, i=1
l, ST elo)e(r) Y0 D g PeWET AT 2o () EmD)
s o, 7TEGC, ki1=1 ks=1
[e%e} [e’s) 2
i' Z . Z (kl R ks)*2(25+m*1) ( Z E(O’) kf(s_"'(l)) . k?(so‘(s)))
5 k1=1 ke=1 TES,
1 o0 o0
== Z Z (ky- - ks)—2(2s+m—1) H (k/’f _ kf—)Q,
5 ky=1 ko=1 1<i<j<s

where in the last passage the Vandermonde determinant formula was used. In
particular

— 2° - - —2(2s+m—1) 2 212
deth,s_WZ...Z(kl...ks) H (k7 —k3)* >0,
ki=1 ke=1 1<i<j<s

and we are done. O

4. IMPROVEMENT OF THE SUFFICIENT CONDITION

We now demonstrate how some estimates obtained in [24], combined with ele-
mentary estimates for multivariate algebraic functions, can be used to obtain an
improvement to Theorem [l for all 2-step groups.

Since the skew-symmetric endomorphism J,, defined by (Bl) depends linearly on
1, we can write a spectral decomposition of |/—J 3 where eigenvalues and spectral

projections are algebraic functions of u. More precisely, as discussed in [24, §2],
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there exist nonzero M, ry,...,ry € N and a nonempty Zariski-open homogeneous
subset g5 . C g5 such that, for all 4 € g3 ,, we can write

(22) \/j]? Z b PY

for distinet bY,..., 04, € (0,00) and mutually orthogonal projections P}, ..., P},
of rank 2ry,..., 27y, which are algebraic functions of u and are real-analytic for
€ g5 .. Let moreover P)' = I — (P{'+---+ P};) be the projection onto ker J,, for
all p € g5, and 7o be its rank.

In terms of the eigenvalues b and projections Pj" it is possible to write a fairly

explicit formula for the Euclidean Fourier transform K r(c) of the convolution kernel
of the operator F'(£), for all F' € C2°(R). Namely, for all § € g1 and p € g3,

M M
(23) Kpy(& )= D F | Y @ny+rpbh + [P | [TV (PP /b)),
neNM j=1 j=1

where (% (¢) = 26+1(—1)me~t L% (2¢) and L¥) is the mth Laguerre polynomial of
type k, for all t € R and m, k € N (cf. [24] Proposition 6]). As shown in [24] §4], by
means of this formula it is possible to estimate p-derivatives of K F(c) (& p) in terms
of expressions analogous to the right-hand side of ([23)), but involving derivatives of
F, provided that suitable estimates for u-derivatives of the bé—‘ and P]“ hold.

For the reader’s convenience, we now state as a lemma a particular case of [24]
Corollary 19], that will be sufficient for our purpose. For technical reasons, the
estimate stated below involves a cutoff in the variable p.

As in §2 above, fix orthonormal coordinates (u1,...,uq4,) on ga and dual co-
ordinates (p1,...,M1d,) on g5, and let U be the corresponding vector of central
derivatives on G. Moreover set (t) = 1+ |¢| for all ¢ € R.

Lemma 13. Let D be a smooth vector field on g5, thought of as a first-order
differential operator in the variable p € g5 . Suppose that there exists k € (0, 00)
such that

| Dby | < kbY,....|Dbh,| < kb,
IDES(| < ks [IDPY | < 5
forall p € g3 .. Then, for all F' € CZ(R), all x € C(95,), and all a € {0,1},

/ (&, u)\ d§<0m2/000)/1 S 1D () ?

€1, neNM
M
x |FO) Z(?(nj + ;) + )0+ H [(b?)“”” <nj>a]} dv,(s) do.(n),
j=1 j=1

for all p € g5, where I, is a finite set and, for all v € I,,

o a,p eNY y k€N, v +k <a,
e R = Hj‘il[o, B:] and v, is a Borel probability measure on R,,
e 0, is a regular Borel measure on [0,00).

In view of the above lemma, we are interested in estimates for u-derivatives of
b;-‘ and Pj” . Indeed in [24] very precise estimates are obtained for particular classes
of 2-step groups, which eventually lead to proving that ¢, (£) < d/2 in those cases.
Here however a simpler estimate will be sufficient, that holds for all 2-step groups
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and sub-Laplacians and comes from the very fact that the b;‘ and PJ” are algebraic
functions of pu.

Lemma 14. There exists a nonzero homogeneous polynomial H : g5 — R such
that, for all p € g5,

1005 /05 < " HH@W[ ™ =1 M k=1,...,da,

10, PN < [l H ()| 7, j=0,....M, k=1,...,ds,
where h = deg H.
Proof. Note that the expressions 9,05 /b and 9, Pj' are algebraic functions of u
and are homogeneous of degree —1. The conclusion follows by a simple adaptation

of the proof of [28, Lemma 4.2], taking into consideration the homogeneity (the
O PJ” are matrix-valued functions, but one can argue componentwise). (I

We can now combine the two lemmas above to obtain weighted L2-estimates and
L'-estimates for Kp(z) and eventually prove that ¢ (£) < Q/2.
Proposition 15. Let H and h be as in Lemma[I]) and set hg = max{h,1}.

(i) For all compact sets K C R, for all B > 0, for all a € [0, (2ho)™ 1), for all
s> B+a,if F:R— C is supported in K, then

2
L] bl 22 Koy )| o < Crc Pl
(ii) For all compact sets K C R, for all s > Q/2 — (2hg)™t, if F : R — C is
supported in K, then
I Krey < Ck sl Fllw -

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that F' is smooth.
Set H(u) = |u|~"|H(p)|. Fix k € {1,...,d2}. Define the first-order differential
operator D on g3 . by

= |ul H (1) Oy
By Lemma T4
DB S B, IDPP S
for a = 0,1. Moreover, by homogeneity considerations,
1Dl S lpl, IDY(H(W)| S H ()

for @« = 0,1. In particular, if we choose nonnegative functions x, x € C2°((0, c0))
such that

(24) > ox(@) =
ke
for all A € (0,00) and xx = x, and if we define, for all p,d € (0, 00),

Xo.s (1) = x(p ) X6 H (1)), Xps(pe) = X~ |ul) X6~ H (1)),
then
|DaXp,6|2 5 S(p,é
for « = 0, 1, uniformly in p,d € (0, c0).
Therefore Lemma [[3] gives that, for all p,d € (0, 00),

()| de <. Z/@/LZX“‘

0 neNM

M
x |FO9 (S 7(2(n; +55) + )b+ H[b” )1 “9} dv,(s) do(n),

j=1 j=1



SPECTRAL MULTIPLIERS ON 2-STEP GROUPS 15

for « = 0, 1, where IACF(Q x,.s(U) 1s the Euclidean Fourier transform of Kr(z) v, su)s
1, is a finite set and, for all ¢ € I,

e a,BreNM ~ €N, v <a,

o R, = H]—Ail[o, %] and v, is a Borel probability measure on R,

e 0, is a regular Borel measure on [0, 00).

If we assume that supp F' C K for some compact set K C R, then in the above
integral the quantities b? (n;) are bounded where the integrand does not vanish.
The previous inequality and the Plancherel formula then yield

2
/ }ug ICF(C) XpVJ(U)('T’u)‘ dz du < CK,oz E /[ )/ E / 5(/),5(:“’)
G 0,00 L g;

LET, neNM
2
M _ M
< [FO S @2(ny + s5) + )b+ | |l H(w) > T o4 dudvi(s) do ().
j=1 j=1

Passing to polar coordinates in the inner integral in p and rescaling gives

2
/ }U? Kre)xp.s00) (w,U)‘ drdu < Ciq pMHe2720 572
G

X [o,oo>/L/g; /ooo 2 X(ZM (2(71?:)’\8;')*7’]')[’7)

L€l neNM j=1

2 _ Mo AN
~ ‘F(m) ()““77)’ x(é_lH(W)) Hb;f’wadVL(S) do,(n),
j=1

where Sg: is the unit sphere in g3. In the above sum in n, the number of nonvan-

ishing summands is bounded by a constant times (p~*\)M H]Ail(bf )~1, hence

2
/ }ug Kr(c) Xp,J(U)(:L"u)‘ dz du < Ci o pP272 5_20‘/ X0 H(w)) dw
G s

xz/

V€T, [0,00)

o0 2
/ ’FW A+ n)‘ AM=1 g\ do, ().
0
By using again the fact that supp F' C K, we finally obtain

2
(25) /G‘|u|a ICF([;)XM(U)(JU,U)‘ dx du

< Cucal Fllys o672 [ (07 A(w)) do
Sg;

for all p,d € (0,00) and for & = 0,1. Interpolation then gives the inequality (28]

for all a € [0, 1].

Note now that, by (24),
F(L) = Z Z F(L) xg-m 2-1(U),

meZ lEZ
mzmo lzlg

where mgy € Z depends on the compact set K (cf. [24] proof of Proposition 22])

and lg € Z on maxg_, H. In particular, from (25) and Minkowski’s inequality we
2

obtain that, for all a < min{1,dz/2},

2 1/2
(/GMUP‘ ICF(L)(:E,U)‘ dacdu) < CK704HF||WQQ 22041 (/

leZ
1>l

93

1/2
X(2'H(w)) dw) :
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On the other hand, for all € > 0, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

1/2 1/2
> o / X(2'H (w)) dw <C (> 22<a+6>l/ X(2'H (w)) dw
€7 o3 €7 Se3
1>1o
1/2
< C. H(w) ™20t gy
SQ;

Since H is a homogeneous polynomial of degree h, the last integral is finite when
a+e < (2h)71 (see, e.g., 26, Lemma 2.1]). Hence, for all a < (2hg) ™1,

9 1/2
(26) (/ ‘|u|a ICF(L)((E,’U,)‘ dx du) < CkallFllwg-
G

Interpolation of (28] with the standard estimate of [25, Lemma 1.2] (see, e.g, the
proof of [22] Proposition 12]) then gives and follows by Holder’s inequality

(see, e.g., the proof of [22 Proposition 3]). O
Corollary 16. If hy is defined as in Proposition [13, then

s+(£) £ @Q/2—-1/(2ho) < Q/2.
Proof. This follows from Proposition and the fact that, by homogeneity of L,

| Kreeyllh =1 Krey I
for all ¢ > 0. O
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