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Sp(=, 1) ADMITS A PROPER 1-COCYCLE FOR A UNIFORMLY BOUNDED

REPRESENTATION

SHINTARO NISHIKAWA

Abstract. We verify Shalom’s conjecture for the simple real-rank-one Lie group Sp(=, 1) for any

=: i.e. we show that it admits a metrically proper affine action on a Hilbert space whose linear part

is a uniformly bounded representation. We provide two different proofs. Both approaches crucially

use results on uniformly bounded representations by Michael Cowling. The first approach is quite

abstract: it uses an automatic-properness result of Shalom and requires almost no computations.

The second approach is explicit: we deduce the properness of cocycles from the non-continuity of

a critical case of the Sobolev embedding. This work is inspired from Pierre Julg’s work on the

Baum–Connes conjecture for Sp(=, 1).

1. Introduction

Let � be a topological group. Recall that the first group cohomology group �1 (�, c) =

/1(�, c)/�1(�, c) for a continuous linear representation c on a topological vector space +c is

defined as the vector space /1(�, c) of 1-cocycles on +c modulo the vector space �1(�, c) of

co-boundaries. Here, a 1-cocycle is a continuous function 1 : � ↦→ +c such that 16ℎ = c(6)1ℎ +16
for 6, ℎ in �. A 1-cocycle of the form 16 = E − c(6)E for E ∈ +c is called a co-boundary.

If c is an isometric representation of � on a normed vector space (+c , ‖ ‖+c ), a 1-cocycle 16
corresponds to an affine isometric action E ↦→ c(6)E + 16 of � on +c . A 1-cocycle 16 is proper if

| |16 | |+c → ∞ as 6 → ∞ and this corresponds to a metrically proper affine isometric action.

A second countable, locally compact group is called a-T-menable if it admits a proper 1-cocycle

for a unitary representation on a Hilbert space, that is if it admits a metrically proper affine action

on a Hilbert space. As explained in [CCJ+01], a-) -menability is equivalent to the Haagerup

approximation property. A non-compact group with Kazhdan’s property (T) cannot be a-T-menable

because any affine isometric action of such a group has a fixed point.

Pierre Julg showed that the simple real-rank-one Lie groups SO0 (=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and SU(=, 1)
(= ≥ 2) are a-T-menable (see [Jul98, Section 1.4], [CCJ+01, Chapter 3]). On the other hand, as

he noted, the other simple real-rank-one Lie groups Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and �4(−20) cannot admit a

proper 1-cocycle because they have Kazhdan’s property (T) ( [Kos69]).
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According to [Now15, Section 3.9], it is an unpublished result of Yehuda Shalom that the group

Sp(=, 1) has a uniformly bounded representation c on a Hilbert space in which there is a non-trivial

1-cocycle: i.e. �1 (�, c) ≠ 0. Here, the term “uniformly bounded” means that there is � > 0 such

that the operator norm | |c(6) | | of c(6) is bounded by constant � for all 6 ∈ �. However, it appears

that this fact has not been proven explicitly in the literature. He also gave the following conjecture,

which is now known as Shalom’s conjecture:

Conjecture. (Yehuda Shalom, [Now15, Conjecture 35]) Let Γ be a non-elementary hyperbolic

group. There exists a uniformly bounded representation c of Γ on a Hilbert space, for which

�1 (Γ, c) ≠ 0 and for which there exists a proper cocycle.

Our main result verifies his conjecture for Sp(=, 1) for any =. Let � be any one of SO0(=, 1)
(= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and Sp(=, 1). Let % be a minimal parabolic subgroup of �. We denote

by Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%), the subspace of the vector space Ωtop(�/%) of top-degree forms on�/% with zero

integral.

Theorem A. (Theorem 2.7) Let � be any one of simple real-rank-one Lie groups SO0(=, 1)
(= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2). Let c be the natural representation of � on

,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%). Then, there is a Euclidean norm ‖ ‖,0

on ,0 for which c is continuous and

uniformly bounded. The 1-cocycle 1 in c associated to the extension

(1.1) 0 → Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) → Ωtop (�/%) → C→ 0

is proper with respect to the norm ‖ ‖,0
. In particular, if Γ is any non-compact closed subgroup

inside the Lie groups SO0(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and their products, Γ

admits a proper 1-cocycle in a uniformly bounded representation on a Hilbert space.

The proof we present in Section 2 is quite abstract, and it requires almost no computations.

The following is a brief sketch of the proof: On one hand, we note that the extension (1.1)

defines a non-zero class [1] in the first group cohomology �1 (�, (c,,0)). Moreover, we note

that the class [1] remains non-zero in �1(�, (c,,0)) for any Banach space completion ,0 of

,0 for which c is continuous (Lemma 2.4). On the other hand, we note that such a non-trivial

1-cocycle 1 is automatically proper when ,0 is a reflexible Banach space (Proposition 2.5). This

is a simple consequence of, a generalization of, Shalom’s result ( [Sha00, Theorem 3.4]) which

says that for a connected, simple real-rank-one Lie group � with finite center, a 1-cocycle 1 in an

isometric representation on a reflexible Banach space is proper if and only if it is not a co-boundary

(Proposition 2.1). This reduces our problem to finding a Euclidean norm ‖ ‖,0
on,0 for which c is

continuous and uniformly bounded. We prove this by applying a deep result of Michael Cowling on

uniformly bounded representations of simple real-rank-one Lie groups. The last half of Section 2 is

devoted for explaining how we use his result to obtain such a norm ‖ ‖,0
on,0 but the discussion

is quite elementary.

In Section 4, after some preliminaries in Section 3, we provide another proof of Theorem A,

which does not use the automatic-properness result of Shalom. This means that we explicitly

compute the norm of the 1-cocycle 1 with respect to the norm ‖ ‖,0
which we obtained as an
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application of Cowling’s result. An interesting new feature is that we deduce the properness of the

1-cocycle 1 from the non-continuity of the Sobolev embedding at the critical degree.

In Section 5, we obtain another proper 1-cocycle in a different uniformly bounded representation.

We consider the Busemann cocycle (see [CCJ+01, Section 3.1]):

WG,H (I) = VI (G, H) = lim
I′→I

(
3/ (I′, H) − 3/ (I′, G)

)

for G, H in the symmetric space / = �/ and for I ∈ �/%. The function W : / × / → �∞(�/%) is

�-equivariant and satisfies a cocycle relation: 2(G0, G1) + 2(G1, G2) = 2(G0, G2). We may think this

as a cocycle in the quotient space �∞(�/%)/C1�/% of �∞(�/%) by the constant functions (this

should best be viewed as the derivative of the Busemann cocycle).

Theorem B. (Theorem 5.3) Let � be any one of SO0 (=, 1) = ≥ 2, SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2, and Sp(=, 1)
for = ≥ 2. Let c0 be the natural representation of � on �∞(�/%)/C1�/%. Then, there is a

Euclidean norm ‖ ‖ on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% for which c0 is continuous and uniformly bounded and

for which the Busemann cocycle W is continuous and proper in sense that

‖W(G, H)‖ → +∞ as 3/ (G, H) → +∞.
We note that we can obtain a proper group 1-cocycle 1 in the uniformly bounded representation

c0 from W by defining 16 = W(6G0, G0) ∈ �∞(�/%)/C1�/%. Here, unlike Theorem A, the proof

of this requires an explicit computation. The automatic-properness result is not applicable here

because it is not a priori evident that this cocycle is not a co-boundary.
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Mikael de la Salle and Alain Valette for helpful comments.

2. A proof of Shalom’s conjecture for Sp(=, 1)
In this section, we provide a proof of Shalom’s conjecture for Sp(=, 1).
Let � be a topological group. A continuous representation of � on a topological vector

space + (over R or C) is a linear representation c : � → GL(+) on + such that the orbit map

� ×+ ∋ (6, E) ↦→ c(6)E ∈ + is continuous. Note that for any continuous representation c of � on

a normed vector space (+, ‖ ‖), c(6) is always bounded1: for any 6 ∈ �, there is a constant bound

� = � (6) > 0 for the operator norm of c(6): ‖c(6)‖op ≤ �. It is called uniformly bounded if

there is a constant � > 0 such that ‖c(6)‖op ≤ � holds for all 6 in �. Isometric representations

are uniformly bounded with constant � = 1. Any representation of a compact group on a normed

vector space (+, ‖ ‖) is uniformly bounded.

For any (continuous) representation c of � on + , a group 1-cocycle for � in c, or in + , is a

continuous function 1 : � → + such that 16ℎ = c(6)1ℎ + 16 for any 6, ℎ in �. Such a 1-cocycle

1 is a co-boundary if 16 = E − c(6)E for some vector E ∈ + . The first group cohomology group

�1 (�, c) is a vector space of 1-cocycles of � in + modulo co-boundaries. Thus, �1(�, c) = 0 if

1We avoid the term “a bounded representation” which sometimes refers to a Hilbert space representation whose

matrix coefficients are bounded.
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and only if every 1-cocycle in + is a co-boundary. Suppose + is a normed vector space (+, ‖ ‖).
A 1-cocycle 1 for � in + is proper if ‖16 ‖ → ∞ as 6 → ∞. If c is isometric (or uniformly

bounded) and if � is not compact, any proper 1-cocycle defines a non-zero class in �1(�, c) since

all co-boundaries are bounded.

We shall use the following generalization of Shalom’s result:

Proposition 2.1. ( [Sha00, Theorem 3.4]) Let � be a connected, simple real-rank-one Lie group

with finite center and c be an isometric representation of � on a reflexible Banach space. Suppose

that a group 1-cocycle 1 for � in c is not a co-boundary. Then the cocycle 1 is proper.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 3.4 in [Sha00] is still valid in this setting. Lemma 3.3 in [Sha00]

holds for isometric group actions on any reflexible Banach space by the Ryll–Nardzewski fixed

point theorem [RN67] (see [Now15, Section 3.4]). �

Note that any uniformly bounded representation c of � on a reflexible Banach space (+, ‖ ‖0)
can be viewed as an isometric representation of � on a reflexible Banach space (+, ‖ ‖) where

‖E‖ = sup
6∈�

‖c(6)E‖0

for E in + (the two norms are equivalent). Therefore, thanks to Proposition 2.1, we have the

following simple criteria to find a proper 1-cocycle for a simple real-rank-one Lie group �:

Lemma 2.2. Let � be a connected, simple real-rank-one Lie group with finite center. Let c be

a uniformly bounded representation of � on a normed vector space + whose completion + is a

reflexible Banach space. Suppose that a group 1-cocycle 1 for � in c is not a co-boundary in the

completion + . Then, the cocycle 1 in c is proper. �

Let � be a real reductive Lie group as in [Wal88, Chapter 2]. We note that any connected,

semi-simple Lie group with finite center is real reductive. Let  be a maximal compact subgroup

of �. Let % be a minimal parabolic subgroup of � and , = Ωtop (�/%) be the vector space of

top-degree forms on the compact manifold �/%. We equip it with the natural representation c of

�, which is continuous with respect to the natural Fréchet topology. Let ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) be a

�-invariant subspace of , consisting of top-degree forms with zero integral.

We have a short exact sequence of representations of �:

(2.1) 0 → Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) → Ωtop (�/%) → C→ 0,

where C is the trivial representation of �. Now take any norm ‖ ‖,0
on ,0 for which c is

continuous. Then, there is a norm ‖ ‖, on, , which is unique up to equivalences, so that we have

the following short exact sequence of continuous representations of � on Banach spaces:

(2.2) 0 → (,0, ‖ ‖,0
) → (,, ‖ ‖, ) → C→ 0,

where ( , ) denotes the completion with respect to the given norm.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose � is not compact. For any norm ‖ ‖,0
on ,0 for which c is continuous,

the extension (2.2) is non-trivial, i.e. there is no �-equivariant section to the quotient map

(,, ‖ ‖, ) → C.
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Proof. The multiplicity of the trivial representation of  in , = Ωtop (�/%) is one. Here,

the transitivity of the  -action on �/% is used. The extension (2.1) splits  -equivariantly and

,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) does not contain any  -invariant vectors. We see that the projection ? : F ↦→

∫
 
c(:)F3`(:) on (,, ‖ ‖, ) preserves,0 and its zero on,0 , hence on its completion (,0 , ‖ ‖,0

).
That is, the multiplicity of the trivial representation of  in (,, ‖ ‖, ) is still one so the  -invariant

vectors in (,, ‖ ‖, ) are multiples of the  -invariant volume form on �/%. On the other hand,

there is no �-invariant volume form on �/% unless � is compact. Therefore, there is no nonzero

�-invariant vector in (,, ‖ ‖, ). �

The corresponding to the extension (2.1) is a 1-cocycle 1 of � in ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%). For any

E ∈ , = Ωtop (�/%) which is a lift of 1 ∈ C, 16 = E − c(6)E is a cocycle in ,0. This defines a

unique class [1] in �1(�,,0) independently of the choice of a lift E. For example, we can take

E = vol�/% the  -invariant volume form on � with respect to the canonical  -invariant metric on

�/%.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose � is not compact. The 1-cocycle [1] ∈ �1 (�,,0) is non-zero. For any

norm ‖ ‖,0
on,0 for which c is continuous, the 1-cocycle [1] is nonzero in �1 (�, (,0, ‖ ‖,0

)).
Proof. This follows because the extensions (2.1) and (2.2) are non-trivial. �

Combining this with Lemma 2.2, we get the following:

Proposition 2.5. Let � be a connected, simple real-rank-one Lie group with finite center. Let c

be the natural representation of � on ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%). Suppose that there is a norm ‖ ‖,0

on

,0 for which c is continuous and uniformly bounded and for which the completion (,0, ‖ ‖,0
) is

a reflexible Banach space. Then, the 1-cocycle 1 in c associated to the extension

0 → Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) → Ωtop (�/%) → C→ 0

is proper with respect to the norm ‖ ‖,0
.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4, 1 is not a co-boundary in the reflexible Banach space (,0, ‖ ‖,0
). By

Lemma 2.2, 1 is proper. �

What we have shown is that if we find an appropriate norm on ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) so that c is

continuous and uniformly bounded and so that the completion is a reflexible Banach space, then,

we automatically obtain a proper 1-cocycle for � in (,0, ‖ ‖,0
). In particular, if ,0 admits a

Euclidean norm for which c is continuous and uniformly bounded, then Shalom’s conjecture holds

for� (if� is a connected, simple real-rank-one Lie group with finite center). For connected, simple

real-rank-one Lie groups � = SO0(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), this is indeed

the case:

Theorem 2.6. Let � be any one of simple real-rank-one Lie groups SO0(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1)
(= ≥ 2) and Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2). Let c be the natural representation of � on,0 = Ω

top∫
=0
(�/%). Then,

there is a Euclidean norm on,0 for which c is continuous and uniformly bounded.
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Theorem 2.7. Let � be any one of simple real-rank-one Lie groups SO0(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1)
(= ≥ 2) and Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2). Let c be the natural representation of � on,0 = Ω

top∫
=0
(�/%). Then,

there is a Euclidean norm ‖ ‖,0
on ,0 for which c is continuous and uniformly bounded. The

1-cocycle 1 in c associated to the extension

0 → Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) → Ωtop (�/%) → C→ 0

is proper with respect to the norm ‖ ‖,0
. In particular, if Γ is any non-compact closed subgroup

inside the Lie groups SO0(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2), Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and their products, Γ

admits a proper 1-cocycle in a uniformly bounded representation on a Hilbert space.

Proof. Combine Theorem 2.6 with Proposition 2.5. �

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.6. The proof is a simple application

of a theorem of Michael Cowling on uniformly bounded representations of simple rank-one Lie

groups. We start by recalling standard terminologies. Let � be any one of SO0 (=, 1) (= ≥ 2),

SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2),  be a maximal compact subgroup of � and % be a

minimal parabolic subgroups with the Langlands decomposition % = "�# . The corresponding

Lie algebras are denoted by g, a, n, . . . as usual.

Let d be the half-sum of the roots of a on n (note they are the positive roots). For any unitary

irreducible (finite-dimensional) representation ` of " on H` and for any complex number _ ∈ C,

we consider the vector space Ì ,_ of H`-valued measurable functions 5 on � satisfying

5 (6<0=) = `−1 (<)exp(−(1 + _)d) log(0)) 5 (6)
for any <0= in "�# = % where log is the inverse of the exponential map exp: a → �. The group

� acts on Ì ,_ and on its subspace I∞
`,_

consisting of smooth functions by the left-translation. We

denote this representation on I∞
`,_

by ind`,_. This is the principal series representation associated

to ` and _. The subspace I∞
`,_

is naturally identified as the space of the smooth sections of the

vector bundle � ×% H` over �/% where H` is regarded as the representation of % by letting

0 ∈ � act by the scalar exp((1 + _)d(log 0)) and by letting # act trivially. Note when ` is the

trivial representation 1" and when _ = ±1, I∞
`,_

= I∞
1" ,±1 are naturally identified as �∞(�/%)

for _ = −1, the smooth functions on �/% with the left-translation �-action and Ωtop (�/%) for

_ = 1, the top-degree forms on �/% with the natural �-action. We recall that we have � =  % and

�/% =  /" canonically.

For any 1 ≤ ? ≤ +∞, there is a canonical ?-norm on Ì ,_:

‖ 5 ‖ ( )
? =

( ∫

 

‖ 5 (:)‖ ?3` (:)
)1/?

=

( ∫

 /"
‖ 5 (:")‖ ?3` /" (:")

)1/?
.

If ? = ∞, the norm is defined as the essential supremum ess sup:∈ | | 5 (:) | |. Here, ` is the

normalized Haar measure on  .

Proposition 2.8. ( [Cow10, Lemma 5.2]) Suppose _ is in the tube ) given by

) = {_ ∈ C | Re(_) ∈ [−1, 1]}
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and let ? ∈ [1, +∞] be given by the formula

1/? = Re(_)/2 + 1/2.
Then, � acts isometrically on I!?

`,_
, the space of functions 5 in Ì ,_ for which ‖ 5 ‖ ( )

? is finite,

equipped with the same norm.

The following defines a non-degenerate, �-equivariant paring between I∞
`∗,_ and I∞

`,−_:

I∞
`∗,−_ × I∞

`,_ ∋ ( 51, 52) ↦→
∫

 

51 (:) · 52 (:)` (:).

Thus, the representations ind`,_ and ind`∗ ,−_ are naturally dual to each other.

Theorem 2.9. ( [Cow10, Theorem 7.1], c.f. [ACDB04], see also [Jul19, Theorem 26, Corollary

27]) Suppose _ is inside the tube ) , namely suppose Re(_) ∈ (−1, 1). Then, there is a Euclidean

norm on I∞
`,_

for which ind`,_ is continuous and uniformly bounded.

We discuss some corollary to this theorem. This is of independent interest and there would be no

problem for the reader to skip this part. Recall that an admissible (g,  )-module (see [Wal88, 3.3])

is a representation of the universal enveloping algebra of g on a complex vector space such that

(1) the representation of k exponentiates to  ;

(2) every vector lies in a finite-dimensional  -stable subspace (such a vector is called  -finite);

(3) every irreducible representation of  occurs with finite multiplicity.

A continuous representation of � on a Hilbert space is called admissible if every irreducible

representation of  occurs with finite multiplicity. If c is a continuous admissible representation

on a Hilbert space H , the subspace H of K-finite vectors is an admissible (g,  )-module. Every

admissible, irreducible (more generally, finitely generated) (g,  )-module + is equivalent to H 

for some continuous representation c on a Hilbert space H [Wal88, 3.8.3]. Two continuous

Hilbert space representations are (infinitesimally) equivalent if the underlying (g,  )-modules are

equivalent.

Corollary 2.10. Let � be any one of SO0 (=, 1) (= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2).

Let c be a non-trivial irreducible admissible representation of � on a Hilbert space H . Then, the

following are equivalent:

(1) c is infinitesimally equivalent to a uniformly bounded representation of � on a Hilbert

space;

(2) c is infinitesimally equivalent either to an irreducible representation which is weakly

contained in the left-regular representation or to the unique irreducible quotient �f,_
of indf,_ for some irreducible representation f of " and for _ with 0 < Re(_) < 1;

(3) For any D, E in H , the matrix coefficient 2D,E : 6 ↦→ 〈6D, E〉 is �0-function on �;

(4) For any D, E in H , the matrix coefficient 2D,E : 6 ↦→ 〈6D, E〉 is !?-function on � for some

0 < ? < ∞.

Proof. The implication (1) =⇒ (2) is [BW00, IV. Theorem 5.2] specialized to the rank-one case.

The implication (2) =⇒ (3) and (4) is proven in [BW00, IV. Theorem 5.4] for any connected,

simple Lie group with finite center. (2) =⇒ (1) by Theorem 2.9. On the other hand, any irreducible
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admissible irreducible (g,  )-module is equivalent to the Langlands quotient �%,f,a for a uniquely

determined Langlands data (%, f, a) as in [BW00, IV. Theorem 4.11]. If the condition (2) is

not satisfied, c is infinitesimally equivalent to the unique irreducible quotient �f,_ of indf,_ for

Re(_) ≥ 1. As in the proof of [BW00, IV. Theorem 5.2], this implies that the matrix coefficients

2E1,E2 for c satisfy

lim
C→∞

4−C U2E1,E2 (0C ) = ! (E1, E2)
for any E1, E2 in H for some nonzero sesquilinear form ! on H and for some U ≥ 0 where

0C ∈ �+ = exp(a+) for C ≥ 0 (the parametrization in C is with respect to a fixed nonzero positive

functional on a). It is not hard to see that such 2E1,E2 can neither be a �0-function nor a !?-function

on �. This shows (3) or (4) =⇒ (2). �

We now give a proof of Theorem 2.6. Let us first consider the principal series representation

ind1" ,−1 on I1" ,−1 = �∞(�/%). The tangent bundle ) (�/%) of �/% contains a �-equivariant

subbundle � of codimension 1 for � = SU(=, 1) and of codimension 3 for � = Sp(=, 1). The

fiber of the cotangent bundle ) ∗(�/%) at % is naturally identified as the Lie algebra n � (g/p)∗
where the isomorphism is via the Killing form. The nilpotent Lie algebra n contains the center z of

dimension 1 for � = SU(=, 1) and of dimension 3 for � = Sp(=, 1). This defines a �-equivariant

subbundle � of ) ∗(�/%) and the subbundle � of ) (�/%) is defined as the annihilator �⊥ of �

(see [Jul19] for some detail). When � = SO0(=, 1), we set � = ) (�/%).
We let Γ(�∗) be the complexified vector space of smooth sections of the bundle �∗ and

3� = |� ◦3 : �∞(�/%) → Ω1(�/%) → Γ(�∗)
be the composition of the de-Rham differential 3 and the restriction of one-forms defined on

) (�/%) to the subbundle � . With respect to the natural �-action on �∞(�/%) and Γ(�∗), 3� is

�-equivariant. The kernel of 3� is spanned by the constant function 1�/% since the vector fields

along � generate all the vector fields on �/%.

Lemma 2.11. Let� be one of SO0(=, 1) for = ≥ 3, SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2 and Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2. Then,

Γ(�∗) equipped with the natural representation of � is naturally identified as the principal series

representation ind`,_ for some finite-dimensional unitary representation ` of " and _ = −1 + 2/A
where A = = − 1 for SO0(=, 1), A = 2= for SU(=, 1) and A = 4= + 2 for Sp(=, 1).

Proof. For any�, Γ(�∗) is canonically identified as a representation induced from the representation

` of % on the fiber of �∗ at %, which is the adjoint representation of % = "�# on the

complexification of (n/z) where z = 0 for SO0(=, 1). In each case, � acts by the character

0 ↦→ exp( 2
A
d log 0) and# acts by the identity. ForSO0 (=, 1), the representation ` of" = SO(=−1)

is the standard representation on C=−1. For � = SU(=, 1), the complexification of (n/z) � C=−1
decomposes into two irreducible unitary representations of " . For� = Sp(=, 1), the representation

` of " is an irreducible unitary representation on H=−1 ⊗R C. �

Corollary 2.12. Let � be one of SO0(=, 1) for = ≥ 3, SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2 and Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2.

Then, there is a Euclidean norm on Γ(�∗) for which the natural representation of � is continuous

and uniformly bounded.

Proof. Combine Lemma 2.11 and Theorem 2.9. �
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Proposition 2.13. Let � be one of SO0(=, 1) for = ≥ 2, SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2 and Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2.

Let c be the principal series representation ind1" ,−1 on I∞
1" ,−1: the natural representation of� on

�∞(�/%). Consider the trivial sub-representation C1�/% of c, consisting of constant functions.

Let c0 be the quotient representation of c on �∞(�/%)/C1�/%. Then, there is a Euclidean norm

on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% for which c0 is continuous and uniformly bounded.

Proof. The de-Rham differential 3� induces a �-equivariant embedding of the representation c0
on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% to the natural representation on Γ(�∗). By Corollary 2.12, the latter has a

desired Euclidean norm except when � = SO0(2, 1). In the exceptional case � = SO0 (2, 1), the

representation c0 on �∞(�/%)/C1�/%G is canonically equivalent, through the Poisson transform,

to the square-integrable representation on !2-harmonic 1-forms on �/ which is a unitary

representation. �

Proof of Theorem 2.6. By Proposition 2.13, the natural representation c0 on �∞(�/%)/C1�/%
admits a Euclidean norm for which c0 is continuous and uniformly bounded. On the other hand,

the representation c on,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) is a dual representation of c0 through the non-degenerate

pairing induced from the paring:

Ωtop (�/%) × �∞(�/%) ∋ (l, 5 ) ↦→
∫

�/%
5 l.

The assertion is now immediate. �

3. Preliminaries for an alternative proof

We will provide an alternative proof of Shalom’s conjecture for Sp(=, 1). In this proof, we will

prove explicitly the properness of the cocycle 1 as in Theorem 2.7 meaning that we will not use

the automatic properness result of Proposition 2.5. This requires us to understand the content of

Cowling’s theorem (Theorem 2.9) in a much deeper level. Because of this, we refresh our argument

from scratch, starting with some preliminaries.

References for this preliminary section are [Fol75], [Cow10], [ACDB04] and [Jul19].

Lie groups $ (@). We shall follow the notations used in [Cow10] mostly but not entirely: for

example, we define the Lie group $ (@) as matrices of right-linear transformations on the right-

vector space F=+1 although the left-linear convention was used in [Cow10].

Let F = R,C,H be the field of real numbers, complex numbers or quaternions with the natural

inclusions between them. We write an element I in F as

I = B + Ci + Dj + Ek

and write

Ī = B − Ci − Dj − Ek, |I | = ( ĪI)1/2, Re(I) = I + Ī
2
, Im(I) = I − Ī

2
.

The imaginary part Im(F) of F consists of the range of Im which is a vector subspace of F over

R. We consider the right vector space F=+1 over F with the standard basis 40, 41, · · · , 4=. The
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coordinates of an element I in F=+1 with respect to the basis (4 9 ) 9==9=0 is written as I = (I 9) 9==9=0 for I 9

in F. A sesquilinear form @ on F=+1 is given by

@(I, F) = −Ī0F0 +
9==∑

9=1

Ī 9F 9

for I, F in F=+1. We consider the group $ (@) of (= + 1) × (= + 1) matrices over F which acts on

F
=+1 from left and preserves the quadratic form @, i.e. � in $ (@) satisfies

@(�I, �F) = @(I, F) for any I = 〈I0, · · · , I=〉) , F = 〈F0, · · · , F=〉) in F=+1.

The matrix group $ (@) is a matrix Lie group and is connected unless F = R. The Lie group

SO0 (=, 1) is the connected component of the identity of$ (@) for F = R, SU(=, 1) is$ (@) ∩(! (=+
1,C) for F = C and Sp(=, 1) is $ (@) for F = H. From now on, a group � is one of SO0(=, 1)
(= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) 2. The Lie algebra g of � consists of matrices of

the form [
- G∗

G .

]

where - is in Im(F), G is in F=, . in "= (F) satisfies . + . ∗ = 0, and the trace of . must be −-
when F = C. Here, the star ∗ for a matrix is the conjugate transpose. We let

 = � ∩$ ( | |)
which is a closed subgroup of � that preserves the canonical Euclidean metric on F=+1. The group

 is a maximal compact subgroup of � and it is connected: in fact all elements in  can be written

as

exp

[
- 0

0 .

]

where - in Im(F) and . in "= (F) satisfies . +. ∗ = 0 (and the trace of. must be −- when F = C).

We let

� = { 0(C) ∈ � | C ∈ R }
which is a closed subgroup of � consisting of elements 0(C) of the form

0(C) =


2C 0 BC
0 1 0

BC 0 2C


for C in R where the expression has the (= − 1) × (= − 1) identity matrix in the middle entry, and 1

means the identity matrix, and where 2C = cosh C and BC = sinh C are the hyperbolic cosine and sine

respectively. With this coordinate, we shall naturally identify � as the Lie group R. The element

0(C) can be written as

*



4−C 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 4C


*−1

2We used the definition for SO0 (1, =), SU(1, =), Sp(1, =) but the difference is merely in whether we take 40 as the

first coordinate or as the last coordinate
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where

* = *∗ = *−1 =



−1/
√
2 0 1/

√
2

0 1 0

1/
√
2 0 1/

√
2


.

We let

+ = { E(G, H) ∈ � | G ∈ F=−1, H ∈ Im(F) },

# = { =(G, H) ∈ � | G ∈ F=−1, H ∈ Im(F) }
be closed subgroups of � which consist of elements E(G, H), =(G, H) respectively of the form

E(G, H) = *


1 −G∗ (H − G∗G)/2
0 1 G

0 0 1


*−1 = exp

(
*



0 −G∗ H/2
0 0 G

0 0 0


*−1

)
,

=(G, H) = *


1 0 0

G 1 0

(H − G∗G)/2 −G∗ 1


*−1 = exp

(
*



0 0 0

G 0 0

H/2 −G∗ 0


*−1

)
,

for G in F=−1 and H in Im(F) where each of the expressions has an (= − 1) × (= − 1) matrix in the

middle entry.

Remark 3.1. We have

E(G, H) = *


0 −G∗ H/2
0 0 G

0 0 0


*−1 =



−H/4 G∗/
√
2 −H/4

G/
√
2 0 G/

√
2

H/4 −G∗/
√
2 H/4


,

=(G, H) = *


0 0 0

G 0 0

H/2 −G∗ 0


*−1 = E (−G,−H)∗ =



−H/4 −G∗/
√
2 H/4

−G/
√
2 0 G/

√
2

−H/4 −G∗/
√
2 H/4


.

We have

E(G, H) =


1 + G∗G/4 − H/4 G∗/
√
2 G∗G/4 − H/4

G/
√
2 1 G/

√
2

−G∗G/4 + H/4 −G∗/
√
2 1 − G∗G/4 + H/4


,

=(G, H) = E(−G,−H)∗ =


1 + G∗G/4 − H/4 −G∗/
√
2 −G∗G/4 + H/4

−G/
√
2 1 G/

√
2

G∗G/4 − H/4 −G∗/
√
2 1 − G∗G/4 + H/4


.

Let

F0 =

[
−1 0

0 1

]

where −1 is a 1 × 1-matrix and 1 is an = × =-matrix. We have

F2
0 = 1, F0E(G, H)F0 = =(G, H), F0E (G, H)F0 = =(G, H).
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The closed subgroup " of � is defined as the centralizer of � in  . We have

" = {


@ 0 0

0 < 0

0 0 @


∈  }.

The closed subgroup "� normalizes # and + so "�# , "�+ are closed subgroups of �. We set

% = "�# .

We give a standard geometric description of the symmetric space �/ and the homogeneous

space �/%. The Lie group � naturally acts on the projective space %(F=+1) over F and an orbit

� · [1, 0, · · · , 0])

consists of points of the form [I0, I1, · · · , I=]) where
∑ 9==

9=1
|I 9 |2 < |I0 |2. The isotropy subgroup

of � at the point [1, 0, · · · , 0]) is the maximal compact subgroup  so this orbit is canonically

identified as �/ . Let

3 = 3� = dimRF.

Later, we shall use the same notation 3 for the de-Rham differential operator but it should not cause

any confusion. We have the following standard identification:

/ = �/ = {(I 9 ) 9==9=1 ∈ F= |
9==∑

9=1

|I 9 |2 < 1} = D3=

of �/ with the 3=-dimensional disk D3= in the real Euclidean space where we identify the point

(I 9) 9==9=1 in the disk with the point [1, I1, · · · , I=]) in the projective space. With this identification,

the �-action on the disk D3= = �/ can be written as

[
0 1

2 3

] 

I1
...

I=



=

(
2 + 3



I1
...

I=



) (
0 + 1



I1
...

I=



)−1
for 6 =

[
0 1

2 3

]
∈ �,

where 0 is in F, 1 is a 1×=-matrix, 2 is an =×1-matrix and 3 in an =×= matrix over F. This formula

for the �-action still makes sense on the boundary sphere (3=−1 of D3=. The maximal compact

subgroup  acts on the disk and on the sphere as rotations and the isotropy subgroup of � at the

point > = (0, · · · , 0, 1) in the sphere is the closed subgroup % = "�# . We note that  ∩ % = " .

We obtain the standard identification

�/% = � · > = (3=−1 =  /".
Basic computations show

E(G, H) · > =

[ √
2G

1 − G∗G/2 + H/2

] (
1 + G∗G/2 − H/2

)−1
,

=(G, H) · (−>) = F0 · (E(G, H) · >) =
[

−
√
2G

−1 + G∗G/2 − H/2

] (
1 + G∗G/2 − H/2

)−1
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in (3=−1 ⊂ F= for G in F=−1, H in Im(F) and −> = (0, · · · , 0,−1). Here, the first row has an entry

in F=−1 and the second row has an entry in F. From this, we see + ∩ % consists only of the identity

and + acts transitively on the orbit + · > which is (3=−1 − {−>}. We obtain a Bruhat decomposition

�/% = +% ⊔ F% � + ⊔ {∞}
where F is some fixed element in  of the form



1 0 0

0 < 0

0 0 −1


.

The Cayley transform for + (and similarly for #)

(3.1) C : + → �/% =  /"
is defined by

C(E) = E · > ∈ �/%
or equivalently

C(E) =  ̃ (E)" ∈  /"
where 6 =  ̃ (6)#̃ (6) �̃(6) for 6 ∈ � with respect to the decomposition � =  #�. See [ACDB04]

for more on the Cayley transform.

Analysis on Heisenberg groups. Let + be a Lie algebra

+ = o ⊕ z, o = F=−1, z = ImF

with Lie Bracket

[(G ′, H′), (G, H)] =
(
0, −2Im(G ′∗G)

)

for G in o and H in z. The Lie algebra + is naturally the Lie algebra of the closed subgroup + of �

with exponential map

+ ∋ (G, H) ↦→ E(G, H) = *


1 −G∗ (H − G∗G)/2
0 1 G

0 0 1


*−1 ∈ +.

We have E(G ′, H′)E(G, H) = E(G ′+G, H′+ H−2Im(G ′∗G)). The exponential map is a homeomorphism

and the Lie group + is a simply connected, two-step nilpotent Lie group (when F = R, it is abelian).

With this coordinate

(G, H) ∈ + = o ⊕ z = F=−1 ⊕ ImF � R3(=−1) ⊕ R3−1

for elements E(G, H) in + , we use a Haar measure 3`+ = 3G3H for + where 3G and 3H are the

Lebesgue measures on o = F=−1 and on z = Im(F) which are naturally Euclidean spaces with norm

‖ ‖o and ‖ ‖z respectively.

We set

N(G, H) =
(
|G∗G |2 + |H |2

)1/4
=

(
‖G‖4o + ‖H‖2z

)1/4
.

This is a homogeneous function on the stratified Lie group + of degree one in the sense of

Folland [Fol75, Page 164].
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We define

A = A� = dimRF
=−1 + 2dimRIm(F) = 3 (= − 1) + 2(3 − 1) = 3 (= + 1) − 2,

namely

A =




= − 1 for SO0(=, 1) (F = R),

2= for SU(=, 1) (F = C),

4= + 2 for Sp(=, 1) (F = H).

Lemma 3.2. (see [Cow10, Lemma 1.1]) For any complex number b with Re(b) > 0, N b−A is

locally integrable everywhere on + and defines a distribution

5 ↦→
∫

+

5 (G−1)N b−A (G)3`+ (G)

on �∞
2 (+). If Re(b) ≤ 0, N b−A is not locally integrable at the origin of + . �

Given - in + , we also write - for the associated left-invariant vector field on + , i.e.,

- 5 (E) = 3

3C
5 (Eexp(C-))

����
C=0

for a smooth function 5 on + and for E in + . Fix an orthonormal basis {� 9}3(=−1)9=1
of o. We define

a sub-Laplacian Δo on + by

Δo = −
3(=−1)∑

9=1

�2
9 .

Folland ( [Fol75, Section 3]) showed that the sub-Laplacian Δo is an essentially selfadjoint, positive

definite operator on the Hilbert space !2(+, 3`+ ) with domain �∞
2 (+) of compactly supported,

smooth functions on + ( [Fol75, Theorem 3.8, Proposition 3.9]). Thus, the power Δ
b
o as an

unbounded operator on !2 (+, 3`+ ) makes sense for any complex number b. For any U ≥ 0, ΔUo is

essentially selfadjoint on �∞
2 (+) (see [Fol75, Theorem 4.5]).

Proposition 3.3. ( [Cow10, Proposition 2.6]) For any complex number b with Re(b) > 0, the

composition

Δ
b/2
o ◦ (∗N b−A ),

defined as distribution is bounded on !2 (+, 3`+ ). Here, (∗N b−A ) is a convolution from the right.

In particular, taking b = A/2,

Δ
A/4
o ◦ (∗N−A/2)

extends to a bounded operator on !2 (+, 3`+ ).

Remark 3.4. The composition Δ
b/2
o ◦ (∗N b−A ) is invertible on !2 (+, 3`+ ) when b is not even

integer (see [Cow10, Proposition 2.9]).

For any real number U, we define a homogeneous Sobolev space H U(+) to be the completion

of �∞
2 (+) with respect to the following norm:

‖ 5 ‖HU (+ ) = 〈ΔUo 5 , 5 〉
1/2
!2 (+ ,3`+ ) = ‖ΔU/2o 5 ‖!2 (+ ,3`+ ) .
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The multiplication by a compactly supported smooth function is continuous onH U (+) for |U | < A/2
(see [ACDB04, Theorem 3.6] for example) but not necessarily for |U | ≥ A/2.

We also define a non-homogeneous Sobolev space ¤H U(+) as in [Fol75, Section 4] which is

defined as the completion of �∞
2 (+) with respect to the following norm:

‖ 5 ‖ ¤HU (+ ) = ‖(1 + Δo)U/2 5 ‖!2 (+ ,3`+ ) .

The multiplication by a compactly supported smooth function is continuous on H U(+) for any U

( [Fol75, Corollary 4.15]).

These two norms are locally equivalent in a sense that for any bounded open region Ω of+ , there

is a constant �Ω such that

‖ΔU/2o 5 ‖!2 (+ ,3`+ ) ≤ ‖(1 + Δ)U/2o 5 ‖!2 (+ ,3`+ ) ≤ �Ω‖ΔU/2o 5 ‖!2 (+ ,3`+ )

holds for any 5 in �∞
2 (Ω). This follows from the following:

Lemma 3.5. For any U > 0, for any bounded open region Ω of + , ΔUo is bounded away from zero

on �∞
2 (Ω). That is, three is � = � (Ω, U) > 0 such that

〈 5 ,ΔUo 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ ) ≥ � 〈 5 , 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ )

for any 5 in �∞
2 (Ω).

Proof. By [Fol75, Corollary 4.16], there is 21 > 0 such that

〈 5 , 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ ) + 〈 5 ,Δ2
o 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ ) ≥ 21〈 5 ,Δ 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ )

for any 5 ∈ �∞
2 (Ω) where Δ is the Euclidean Laplacian on + . Using the ellipticity of Δ and the

relative compactness of Ω, we see that there is 22 such that

〈 5 ,Δ2
o 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ ) ≥ 22〈 5 , 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ ) .

It follows for any integer # > 0, 〈 5 ,Δ2#
o 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ ) ≥ 2#

2
〈 5 , 5 〉!2 (+ ,3`+ ) . The general case

follows by interpolation. �

From Proposition 3.3, we see that the convolution ∗N−A/2 on �∞
2 (+) extends to a bounded

operator from !2 (+, 3`+ ) to H A/2(+).
Consider the evaluation map

ev0 : �
∞
2 (+) → C

at the origin of+ , which we regard as an unbounded functional (operator) on Sobolev spaces H U(+)
and ¤H U(+),
Lemma 3.6. The functional ev0 is not bounded on H A/2(+).
Proof. Suppose for the contradiction, the evaluation ev0 is bounded on H A/2(+). Then, the

composition

ev0 ◦ (∗N− A
2 ) : !2(+, 3`+ ) → H A

2 (+) → C,
which is nothing but the distribution N− A

2 on + (acting from right), would be bounded on

!2 (+, 3`+ ). On the other hand, the function N− A
2 is not locally square-integrable on + at the

origin (see Lemma 3.2), a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.7. The functional ev0 is not bounded on ¤H A/2(+).
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Proof. This does not directly follow from Lemma 3.6 since the multiplication by a non-zero

compactly supported smooth function is not necessarily continuous on H U (+) for U ≥ A/2. On the

other hand, the multiplication by a non-zero compactly supported smooth function is continuous

on ¤H U(+) for any U. Therefore, the assertion is equivalent to that the functional ev0 is not

bounded on �∞
2 (Ω0) for some fixed open neighborhood Ω of the origin of + with respect to the

non-homogeneous Sobolev norm for ¤H A/2(+). Suppose for the contradiction, the evaluation ev0 is

bounded on �∞
2 (Ω0) with respect to the non-homogeneous Sobolev norm. Then, it is bounded on

�∞
2 (Ω0) with respect to the homogeneous Sobolev norm as well. Now, the homogeneous Sobolev

norm is invariant under the homogeneous dilation UC : (G, H) ↦→ (CG, C2H) on + . It follows that the

evaluation ev0 is bounded on �∞
2 (UC (Ω0)) for all C > 0 with the same constant for the bound. It

follows that ev0 is bounded on the entire space H A/2(+), a contradiction to Lemma 3.6. Thus, ev0
is not bounded on ¤H A/2(+) as well. �

Remark 3.8. When � = SO0(=, 1), Lemma 3.7 is same as saying that the evaluation map on the

Sobolev space ,=/2,2 (R=) is not continuous, which is well known and which can be easily checked

using elementary Fourier analysis for example. This is one of the critical cases of the Sobolev

embedding theorem.

Principal series representations. We use the normalized Haar measure 3` , 3`" on  and on "

respectively and the standard Lebesgue measures 3`�, 3`# , 3`+ on �, on # and on+ respectively.

Here, 3`# is defined analogously to 3`+ . The following formula defines a Haar measure 3`� on

� (all of these groups are unimodular so these measures are left and right invariant):
∫

�

5 (6)3`� =

∫

 

3` (:)
∫

#

3`# (=)
∫

�

3`�(0) 5 (:=0).

We have (see [Cow10, Page 88])
∫

�

5 (6)3`� = ��

∫

+

3`+ (E)
∫

#

3`# (=)
∫

�

3`�(0)
∫

"

3`" (<) 5 (E=0<)

for some positive constant �� which depends only on �.

Recall % = "�# is a closed subgroup of � and # is a closed normal subgroup of %. We define

a (non-unitary) character d on � as

d(0(C)) = exp(AC/2).
Remark 3.9. This is the exponential of the half-sum of the roots of a on n. It is the square-root of

the Jacobian of the conjugation action = ↦→ 0=0−1 of � on # so we have
∫

#

5 (0=0−1)d(0)23`# (=) =
∫

#

5 (=)3`# (=).

We have (see [Cow10, Page 90-91])
∫

#

5 (0−1=0)d(0)−23`# (=) =
∫

#

5 (=)3`# (=),
∫

+

5 (0−1E0)d(0)23`+ (E) =
∫

+

5 (E)3`+ (E).
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For any unitary irreducible (finite-dimensional) representation ` of" onH` and for any complex

number _, we consider the vector space �`,_ 3 of H`-valued measurable functions 5 on� satisfying

5 (6<0=) = `−1 (<)exp(−(A + _)C/2) 5 (6) = `−1 (<)exp(−_C/2)d−1(0) 5 (6)
for any <0= in "�# = % where 0 = 0(C). The group � acts on functions in �`,_ by the

left-translation.

Remark 3.10. Take Re(_) = 0. We have
∫

+

‖ 5 (0−1E)‖23`+ (E) =
∫

+

‖ 5 (0−1E00−1)‖23`+ (E)

=

∫

+

‖ 5 (0−1E0)‖2d(0)23`+ (E) =
∫

+

‖ 5 (E)‖23`+ (E).

We define

‖ 5 ‖ (+ )
? =

( ∫

+

‖ 5 (E)‖ ?3`+ (E)
)1/?

,

‖ 5 ‖ ( )
? =

( ∫

 

‖ 5 (:)‖ ?3` (:)
)1/?

=

( ∫

 /"
‖ 5 (:")‖ ?3` /" (:")

)1/?
= ‖ 5 ‖ ( /" )

? .

Proposition 3.11. ( [Cow10, Lemma 5.2]) Suppose _ is in the tube ) given by

) = {_ ∈ C | Re(_) ∈ [−A, A]}
and let ? ∈ [1, +∞] be given by the formula

1/? = Re(_)/2A + 1/2.
Then, for any measurable function 5 in �`,_ we have

∫

 

‖ 5 (:)‖ ?3` (:) = ��
∫

+

‖ 5 (E)‖ ?3`+ (E)

and� acts isometrically on �!
?

`,_
, the space of functions 5 in �`,_ for which ‖ 5 ‖ (+ )

? is finite, equipped

with the same norm. If ? = ∞, the integral is replaced by the essential supremum.

Uniformly bounded representations (non-compact picture). We let �∞
`,_

be the subspace of �`,_
consisting of smooth functions on �. Let

!2(+ ;H`) = !2 (+, 3`+ ) ⊗ H`, �
U (+ ;H`) = �U (+) ⊗ H`.

For any real number U, we let �
HU (+ ;H`)
`,_

be the closure of the subspace of �∞
`,_

of those functions

5 whose restriction 5 (+ ) to + have compact support in + , with respect to the norm

‖ 5 ‖
�
HU (+ ;H` )
`,_

= ‖ 5 (+ ) ‖HU (+ ;H`) = ‖ΔU/2o 5 (+ ) ‖!2 (+ ;H`) .

Theorem 3.12. ( [Cow10, Theorem 7.1]) Suppose _ is inside the tube ) , namely suppose Re(_) ∈
(−A, A). Then, � acts uniformly boundedly on the Hilbert space �

HU (+ )
`,_

for U = −Re(_)/2.

3For Ì ,_ from the previous section, we have Ì ,_ = �`,A_.
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Remark 3.13. As explained in [Cow10, Page 112], it follows from this theorem that �∞
`,_

⊂
�
HU (+ ;H`)
`,_

.

Quasi-conformal structure on �/% =  /" . We recall from the discussion after Corollary 2.10

that there is a �-equivariant subbundle � of the tangent bundle ) (�/%) of codimension 1 for

� = SU(=, 1) and of codimension 3 for � = Sp(=, 1). We set � = ) (�/%) if � = SO0(=, 1).

Uniformly bounded representations (compact picture). Recall �∞
`,_

is the subspace of �`,_
consisting of smooth functions on �. The space �∞

`,_
is naturally identified with the space of

H`-valued smooth functions 5 on  satisfying

5 (:<) = `(<)−1 5 (:).
The latter space is naturally identified with the space Γ( /"; �`) of smooth sections of the

associated vector bundle

�` =  ×" H` = { [:, E] | : ∈  , E ∈ H` }
on the sphere  /" = �/% where [:, E] = [:<, `(<)−1E]. This is the compact picture of the

principal series representations. The space Γ( /"; �`) of smooth sections of �` is equipped with

a natural !2-norm using the  -invariant metric on  /" . Let !2 ( /"; �`) be its !2-completion.

For any 5 in �∞
`,_

, let us denote by 5 ( /" ) in Γ( /"; �`), the corresponding smooth section of

the bundle �` on  /" .

Let ∇ be any  -invariant connection to the bundle �`. We define

∇� : Γ( /"; �`) → Γ( /"; �` ⊗ �∗)
to be the restriction of the connection to the subbundle � of) (�/%). We think of it as an unbounded

operator from !2 ( /"; �`) to !2 ( /"; �` ⊗ �∗). We define

Δ� = ∇∗
�∇�

acting on Γ( /"; �`).
For any real number U, we set �

HU ( /" ;�`)
`,_

to be the closure of �∞
`,_

with respect to the norm

‖ 5 ‖
�
HU ( /";�` )
`,_

= ‖ 5 ( /" ) ‖HU ( /" ;�`) = ‖(1 + Δ� )U/2 5 ( /" ) ‖!2 ( /" ;�`) .

Lemma 3.14. Let U ≥ 0 and Ω be a bounded open region of + . We let �
�∞
2 (Ω)

`,_
be the subspace of

�∞
`,_

of those functions 5 whose restriction 5 (+ ) to+ have compact support inside Ω. Then, the two

norms ‖ ‖
�
HU (+ )
`,_

and ‖ ‖
�
HU ( /" )
`,_

are equivalent on �
�∞
2 (Ω)

`,_
.

Proof. We give a proof for U ∈ N; since we only use these cases. On �
�∞
2 (Ω)

`,_
, both of these two

norms are equivalent to the non-homogeneous norm of ¤H U (+). In fact, via the Cayley transform

C in (3.1) and by [ACDB04, Lemma 2.5], the norm ‖ 5 ‖
�
HU ( /" )
`,_

on �
�∞
2 (Ω)

`,_
is equivalent to a norm

of the form

‖ 5 (+ ) ‖!2 (+ ;H`) + ‖(Δ′
o)U/2 5 (+ ) ‖!2 (+ ;H`)
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where Δ′
o = �Δo + � where � is a smooth positive function on + bounded away from 0 on Ω and

� is an order 1 operator on + in a weighted sense as in [Fol75]. For U = # > 0 integer, then this

norm is equivalent to a norm of the form

〈 5 (+ ) , 5 (+ )〉!2 (+ ;H`) + 〈 5 (+ ) , (Δ#o + �# ) 5 (+ )〉!2 (+ ;H`)

for some compactly supported differential operator of weighted order < 2# . It is not hard to see

such a norm is equivalent to the non-homogeneous Sobolev norm

〈 5 (+ ) , 5 (+ )〉!2 (+ ;H`) + 〈 5 (+ ) ,Δ#o 5 (+ )〉!2 (+ ;H`)

on �
�∞
2 (Ω)

`,_
. �

Theorem 3.15. ( [ACDB04, Theorem 4.2]) Suppose _ is inside the tube ) , namely suppose Re(_) ∈
(−A, A). Then for U = Re(_)/2, the identity on �∞

`,_
extends to an isomorphism of Banach spaces

�
HU (+ )
`,_

� �
HU ( /" )
`,_

.

In other words, the two norms ‖ ‖
�
HU (+ )
`,_

and ‖ ‖
�
HU ( /" )
`,_

on �∞
`,_

are equivalent. �

Proof. This is what is proven in [ACDB04, Theorem 4.2] independently of Cowling’s result

(Theorem 3.12) at least for ` = 1" but the general case can be proven as a simple consequence

of Theorem 3.12 as follows. Again, we only give a proof for U ∈ N. By Lemma 3.14, the two

norms are equivalent on the subspace �∞
2 (Ω0) of �∞

`,_
for some neighborhood Ω0 of the origin of

+ , which is identified as a neighborhood of the point −> in �/% via the Cayley transform C (3.1).

Using Theorem 3.12, we know that the norm ‖ ‖
�
HU (+ )
`,_

is invariant up to equivalences under the

the action of �, in particular under the action of  . We also know that the norm ‖ ‖
�
HU ( /" )
`,_

is

 -invariant. Using these, both norms are locally equivalent. On the other hand, multiplication by

the smooth functions on �/% is bounded on �∞
`,_

with respect to both norms. Here, |U | < A/2 is

crucial for it to be continuous on H U (+). Using a smooth partition of unity on �/%, we see that

the two norms are equivalent on the whole space �∞
`,_

. �

Corollary 3.16. ( [Cow10], [ACDB04], see also [Jul19, Theorem 26, Corollary 27]) Suppose _

is inside the tube ) , namely suppose Re(_) ∈ (−A, A). Then, � acts uniformly boundedly on the

Hilbert space �
HU ( /" )
`,_

for U = −Re(_)/2. �

4. An alternative proof of Shalom’s conjecture

Cocycle. Let ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) be the complexified vector space of top-degree forms with zero

integral on �/% equipped with the natural representation c of �. Following Julg’s construction

( [Jul98, Section 1.4] [CCJ+01, Chapter 3]), we define for G, H in / = �/ ,

2(G, H) = `H − `G ∈ ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%)

where `G is the visual measure, with respect to G, on the boundary sphere �/% = m/ , i.e. `G is the

 G-invariant normalized volume form on the boundary sphere where  G is the isotropy subgroup
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of � at G. If we naturally identify / = �/ as the unit disk D3= in R3= with origin 0 and �/% as

the standard sphere (3=−1 we have

`0 = Vol(3=−1 , `60 = (6−1)∗(`0)
where Vol(3=−1 is the standard normalized volume form on (3=−1. It is clear that the map 2 is a

�-equivariant cocycle in a sense that

2(G, H) + 2(H, I) = 2(G, I), and 2(6G, 6H) = c(6)2(G, H).
We recall here a result of Pierre Julg:

Theorem 4.1. ( [Jul98, Section 1.4], [CCJ+01, Chapter 3]) Let � be any one of the simple real-

rank-one Lie groups SO0 (=, 1), SU(=, 1), Sp(=, 1), �4(−20) . There is a �-invariant quadratic form

& on,0 for which the cocycle 2 is proper in a sense that

& (2(G, H)) → +∞ as 3/ (G, H) → +∞.
where 3/ is the distance function on the symmetric space / = �/ . Furthermore, if � is either

SO0 (=, 1) or SU(=, 1), & is positive definite on ,0. With respect to the topology on ,0 induced

by the quadratic form &, 2 is continuous. It follows that the groups SO0(=, 1) and SU(=, 1) are

a-T-menable (or equivalently have the Haagerup property).

We recall how we deduce the last part. Given a �-equivariant cocycle 2 : / × / → ,0 as above,

a group 1-cocycle 16 in (c,,0) can be constructed as 16 = 2(6G0, G0) for any chosen point G0 in

/ . The properness of the cocycle 2 implies that (is equivalent to) the properness of 16 with respect

to the norm induced by &.

We note that the quadratic form & cannot be positive definite for Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2 and �4(−20)
because these groups have Kazhdan’s property (T).

We shall reprove Theorem 2.7 in the following form:

Theorem 4.2. Let � be any one of SO0 (=, 1) = ≥ 2, SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2, and Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2.

Let c be the natural representation of � on ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%). Then, there is a Euclidean norm

‖ ‖,0
on,0 for which c is continuous and uniformly bounded and for which the cocycle 2 is proper

in sense that

‖2(G, H)‖,0
→ +∞ as 3/ (G, H) → +∞.

With respect to the topology on ,0 induced by the norm ‖ ‖,0
, 2 is continuous. It follows that �

admits a proper 1-cocycle in a uniformly bounded representation on a Hilbert space. In particular,

if Γ is any non-compact closed subgroup inside the Lie groups SO0 (=, 1) (= ≥ 2), SU(=, 1)
(= ≥ 2), Sp(=, 1) (= ≥ 2) and their products, Γ admits a proper 1-cocycle in a uniformly bounded

representation on a Hilbert space.

Euclidean norm on ,0. We recall from Theorem 2.6, that there is a Euclidean norm on ,0 =

Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) for which the natural representation c of � is continuous and uniformly bounded

and that it was constructed as the dual norm on a suitable Euclidean norm on the quotient space

Ω0(�/%)/C1�/%. The norm on Ω0(�/%)/C1�/% is defined by embedding it to Γ(�∗) through the

de-Rham differential 3� where the latter space was naturally the space of the induced representation

c`,_ for _ inside the tube ) so that the result of Cowling is applicable. We shall describe these
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norms on Ω0(�/%)/C1�/% explicitly so that we can directly show the properness of the cocycle 2

with respect to their dual norms on ,0.

The case of SO0 (=, 1). We first discuss the case when� is SO0(=, 1) since it is simple. Via the de-

Rham differential 3 : �∞(�/%) → Ω1(�/%), the quotient representation c0 on Ω0(�/%)/C1�/%
can be identified as a sub-representation of natural representation c1 of � on Ω1(�/%).
Theorem 4.3. ( [Cow10], [ACDB04], [Jul19, Corollary 27]) Let � = SO0(=, 1) for = ≥ 3. Define

an inner product 〈 , 〉 and its associated norm ‖ ‖ on Ω1(�/%) by

〈F1, F2〉 = 〈F1,Δ
=−1
2

−1F2〉Ω1

!2
(�/%) , ‖F‖ = 〈F, F〉 1

2 = ‖Δ =−1
4

− 1
2F‖Ω1

!2
(�/%)

where the Laplacian Δ, the inner product 〈 , 〉Ω1

!2
(�/%) and the norm ‖ ‖Ω1

!2
(�/%) are the ones

defined by the standard Riemannian metric on �/% = (=−1. Then, the natural representation c1 of

� on Ω1(�/%) is continuous and uniformly bounded with respect to the norm ‖ ‖.
Proof. As we saw in Lemma 2.11, the representation c1 on Ω1(�/%) is naturally identified as the

principal series representation c`,_ on �∞
`,_

for some finite-dimensional unitary representation ` of

" and for _ = −A + 2 ∈ (−A, A) (note that we have I∞
`,_

= �∞
`,A_

) where A = = − 1. The claim follows

from Corollary 3.16 and from the fact that the Laplacian is bounded away from zero on Ω∗(�/%)
except for the zeroth and the top-degree forms. �

By restricting our attention to the image of �∞(�/%)/C1�/% inside Ω1(�/%), we obtain the

following:

Corollary 4.4. Let� = SO0 (=, 1) for = ≥ 2. Define an inner product 〈 , 〉 and its associated norm

‖ ‖ on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% by

〈q, q〉 = 〈3q,Δ =−1
2

−13q〉Ω1

!2
(�/%) = 〈q,Δ =−1

2 q〉!2 (�/%) ,

‖q‖ = 〈q, q〉 1
2 = ‖Δ =−1

4 q‖!2 (�/%)
where the inner product 〈 , 〉!2 (�/%) and the norm ‖ ‖!2 (�/%) are the ones defined by the standard

normalized volume form on �/% = (=−1. Then, the representation c0 of � on �∞(�/%)/C1�/%
is uniformly bounded with respect to the norm ‖ ‖.
Proof. When = = 2, via the composition of the Poisson transform and the de-Rham differential

3, c0 is naturally identified as the square integrable representation on !2-harmonic one-forms on

�/ which is a unitary representation of �. A direct computation shows that the given norm

on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% coincides, up to scalar, with the one on !2-harmonic one-forms via this

identification. For = ≥ 3, the claim follows from Theorem 4.3. �

We remark that these uniformly bounded representation are unitarizable but not unitary unless

= = 2 or 3. The “correct” norm involves more complicated functional calculus of the Laplacian Δ.

Note that equipped with this norm, �∞(�/%)/C1�/% is more or less (the quotient of) the Sobolev

space ,
=−1
2
,2 (�/%) which is the one appearing in the critical case of the Sobolev embedding: for

n > 0, we have the following natural continuous embedding:

,
=−1
2

+n ,2 (�/%) → � (�/%),
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but this fails to be well-defined (continuous) at n = 0. This will be essentially the reason for the

properness of the cocycle 2.

The case of SU(=, 1) and Sp(=, 1). Recall that � is a �-equivariant subbundle of ) (�/%) of

codimension 1 when � = SU(=, 1) and of codimension 3 when � = Sp(=, 1). We define Γ(�∗) to

be the complexified vector space of smooth sections of the bundle �∗ and

3� = |� ◦3 : �∞(�/%) → Ω1(�/%) → Γ(�∗)
to be the composition of the de-Rham differential 3 and the restriction of one-forms defined on

) (�/%) to the subbundle � . With respect to the natural representations of � on �∞(�/%) and on

Γ(�∗), 3� is �-equivariant. The kernel of 3� is spanned by the constant function 1�/% . Thus, we

can regard the representation c0 on the quotient space �∞(�/%)/C1�/% as a sub-representation of

the natural representation c�∗ of � on Γ(�∗). We define a sub-Laplacian Δ� = ∇∗
�
∇� on Γ(�∗)

as before choosing a  -invariant connection ∇ on �∗.

Theorem 4.5. ( [Cow10], [ACDB04], [Jul19, Corollary 27]) Let � = SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2 and

Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2. Define an inner product 〈 , 〉 and its associated norm ‖ ‖ on Γ(�∗) by

〈F1, F2〉 = 〈F1, (1 + Δ� )
A
2
−1F2〉Γ

!2
(�∗) ,

‖F‖ = 〈F, F〉 1
2 = ‖(1 + Δ� )

A
4
− 1

2F‖Γ
!2

(�∗)

where the inner product 〈 , 〉Γ
!2

(�∗) and the norm ‖ ‖Γ
!2

(�∗) are the ones defined by the -invariant

metric on �/%. Then, the natural representation c�∗ of � on Γ(�∗) is continuous and uniformly

bounded with respect to the norm ‖ ‖.

Proof. As we saw in Lemma 2.11, the representation c�∗ of � on Γ(�∗) is naturally identified as

the principal series representation c`,_ on �∞
`,_

for some finite-dimensional unitary representation

` of " and for _ = −A + 2 ∈ (−A, A). The claim follows from Corollary 3.16. �

By restricting our attention to the image of �∞(�/%)/C1�/% inside Γ(�∗), we obtain the

following:

Corollary 4.6. Let � = SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2 and Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2. Define an inner product 〈 , 〉
and its associated norm ‖ ‖ on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% by

〈q, q〉 = 〈3�q, (1 + Δ� )
A
2
−13�q〉Γ

!2
(�∗) ,

‖q‖ = 〈q, q〉 1
2 = ‖(1 + Δ� )

A
4
− 1

2 3�q‖Γ
!2

(�∗) .

Then, the natural representation c0 of� on�∞(�/%)/C1�/% is continuous and uniformly bounded

with respect to the norm ‖ ‖. �

Proof of Theorem 4.2. We equip ,0 = Ω
top∫
=0
(�/%) with the norm ‖ ‖,0

which is the dual to the

one on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% as in Corollary 4.4, 4.6. We know that the representation c is continuous

and uniformly bounded with respect to the norm ‖ ‖,0
. The continuity of the cocycle 2 with respect

to the norm ‖ ‖,0
follows from the continuity of c. It remains to show the following:
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Lemma 4.7. The cocycle 2(G, H) = `H − `G in,0 is proper with respect to ‖ ‖,0
in a sense that

‖2(G, H)‖,0
→ +∞ as 3/ (G, H) → +∞.

Proof. By double transitivity, for pairs of points with same distance, of the �-action on / = �/ 
and by the uniform-boundedness of c on,0, it suffices to show that

(4.1) lim
G→>

= ‖`G − `0‖,0
= +∞

for > = (1, 0, · · · , 0) in m/ = �/% = (3=−1. For this, it is enough to show that there are a small

open neighborhood *> of > in �/% and a sequence q= of functions in �∞
2 (*>) such that

(1) ‖q=‖HA/2 ( /" ) are uniformly bounded for = ≥ 1,

(2) lim=→∞ q= (>) = +∞.

Indeed, if this is the case, we may translate (−1)q= to around the antipodal −> of > to get q̄= and

obtain a sequence k= = q= + q̄= of functions in �∞(�/%) such that

(3) ‖k=‖HA/2 ( /" ) are uniformly bounded for = ≥ 1,

(4) lim=→∞ k= (>) = +∞,

(5) `0(k=) = 0.

Clearly, the existence of such a sequence of functions implies (4.1).

Now the problem is local and we can work in a local model + of �/% around the point > using

the Cayley transform. To find a desired sequence of functions satisfying (1) and (2), it suffices to

find a sequence q= of function in �∞
2 (Ω0) where Ω0 is a small open neighborhood of the origin 0

in + , satisfying

(6) ‖q=‖ ¤HA/2 (+ ) are uniformly bounded for = ≥ 1,

(7) lim=→∞ q= (0) = +∞.

To find such a sequence q= on + , recall from Lemma 3.7 that the evaluation map

ev0 : �
∞
2 (+) → C

at the origin is not continuous with respect to the Sobolev norm for ¤H A/2(+). The multiplication by

a compactly supported, smooth function on + is bounded on the non-homogeneous Sobolev space
¤H U(+) (see [Fol75, Theorem 4.15]). It follows that there is a sequence q= of functions in �∞

2 (Ω0)
satisfying (6) and (7) where Ω0 is an arbitrary small open neighborhood of the origin 0 and we are

done. �

�

5. The Busemann cocycle is proper

We consider the Busemann cocycle (see [CCJ+01, Section 3.1])

WG,H (I) = VI (G, H) = lim
I′→I

(
3/ (I′, H) − 3/ (I′, G)

)

for G, H in / = �/ and for I in m/ = �/%. We have the following explicit formula:

(5.1) WG,H (I) = log

����
@(H, I)
@(G, I)

@(G, G)1/2
@(H, H)1/2

����.
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The Busemann cocycle WG,H is a smooth function on �/% and the map

(G, H) → WG,H ∈ �∞(�/%)

defines a �-equivariant cocycle W : / × / → �∞(�/%). By passing to the quotient space

�∞(�/%)/C1�/%, we obtain a �-equivariant cocycle in �∞(�/%)/C1�/%, which we still denote

as W.

Theorem 5.1. Let � be any one of SO0 (=, 1) = ≥ 2, SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2, and Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2.

Let c0 be the natural representation of � on �∞(�/%)/C1�/%. Then, there is a Euclidean norm

‖ ‖ on �∞(�/%)/C1�/% for which c0 is continuous and uniformly bounded and for which the

Busemann cocycle W is continuous and proper in sense that

‖W(G, H)‖ → +∞ as 3/ (G, H) → +∞.

Proof. We equip �∞(�/%)/C1�/% the Euclidean norm ‖ ‖ as in Corollary 4.4, 4.6. We know that

the representation c0 is continuous and uniformly bounded with respect to the norm ‖ ‖. It is not

hard to see the continuity of the cocycle W.

It remains to show the following:

Lemma 5.2. The cocycle W(G, H) = `H − `G in,0 is proper with respect to ‖ ‖ in a sense that

‖W(G, H)‖ → +∞ as 3/ (G, H) → +∞.

Proof. By double transitivity, for pairs of points with same distance, of the �-action on / = �/ 
and by the uniform-boundedness of the representation c0, it suffices to show that

lim
C→∞

‖W0,0C0‖,0
= lim
C→∞

‖(1 + Δ� )
A
4
− 1

2 3�W0,0C0‖Γ!2 (�∗) → +∞.

By the formula (5.1), we have

W0,0C0 (I) = log

����
1 − I= tanh C

(1 − tanh2 C)1/2

���� ≡ log

����1 − I= tanh C
����

in �∞(�/%)/C1�/% for I = [1, I1, · · · , I=]) in �/%. On a small neighborhood *> of the point

> = [1, 0, · · · , 0, 1]) of �/%, via the Cayley transform C from + to �/%, the norm

‖(1 + Δ� )
A
4
− 1

2 3�F‖Γ
!2

(�∗)

for F in �∞
2 (*0) is equivalent to the norm

‖(1 + Δo)
A
4F ◦ C‖!2 (+ ,3`+ ) .

To show the properness, it is enough to show the following claim: the !2-norm of

Δ
A
4
o

((
log

����1 − I= tanh C
����

)
◦ C

)
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on any small neighborhood of 0 in + goes to infinity as C goes to infinity. We have
(
log

����1 − I= tanh C
����

)
◦ C

= log

����1 − tanh C (1 − G∗G/2 + H/2) (1 + G∗G/2 − H/2)−1
����

= log

����(1 + G
∗G/2 − H/2) − tanh C

(
1 − G∗G/2 + H/2

)���� − log

����(1 + G
∗G/2 − H/2)

����

for (G, H) in + . The second term does not depend on C and is locally square-integrable at 0, so we

can safely ignore. As C goes to infinity, the first term converges smoothly, except at the point 0, to

the function

log

����(1 + G
∗G/2 − H/2) −

(
1 − G∗G/2 + H/2

)���� = log

����G
∗G − H

����

The function Δ
A
4
o log

����G
∗G − H

���� is homogeneous of degree −A/2 and as in Lemma 3.2, such a function

is not locally square-integrable at the origin 0. By Fatou’s Lemma, our claim follows so we are

done. �

�

Alternatively, we may consider the derivative 3�WG,H of the Busemann cocycle in Γ(�∗). The

previous lemma is equivalent to that this cocycle is proper with respect to the norm ‖ ‖ given

in Theorem 4.3, 4.5 for which the natural representation c�∗ of � is continuous and uniformly

bounded. On the other hand, we note that Γ(�∗) has a natural !?-norm for ? = A, for which

the representation c�∗ is isometric (see Proposition 3.11 and the proof of Theorem 4.3, 4.5). The

(derivative of) Busemann cocycle W is a proper cocycle for a ! ?-representation as well:

Theorem 5.3. Let � be any one of SO0 (=, 1) = ≥ 2, SU(=, 1) for = ≥ 2, and Sp(=, 1) for = ≥ 2.

Let c�∗ be the natural isometric representation of � on Γ!? (�∗) for ? = A. Then, the derivative

3�W of the Busemann cocycle in c�∗ is continuous and proper. In particular, any closed subgroup

of simple real-rank-one Lie groups SO0 (=, 1), SU(=, 1) and Sp(=, 1) admits a metrically proper,

isometric affine action on a !?-space Γ!? (�∗) for ? = A.

Proof. It suffices to show the properness:

‖3�WG,H ‖Γ!A (�∗) → +∞ as 3/ (G, H) → +∞.

This can be proven in the same way as in the proof of Lemma 5.2. Using the Cayley transform, it

boils down to showing that 3o log

����G
∗G − H

���� on + is not locally !A -integrable at the origin 0 where

3o = |o ◦3 : �∞(+) → Ω1(+) → Γ(�∗
o)

is the composition of the de-Rham differential 3 and the restriction of one-forms defined on )+

to the subbundle �o corresponding to the left-invariant vector field on + defined by o ⊂ + . The
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assertion follows since 3o log

����G
∗G− H

���� is homogeneous of degree −1 so it is not locally !A -integrable

at the origin 0 as in Lemma 3.2.

�
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