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Bounds of restriction of characters to submanifolds

Yunfeng Zhang

ABSTRACT. To investigate concentration of Laplacian eigenfunctions on a compact manifold as the eigenvalue
grows to infinity, an important route is to bound their restriction to submanifolds. In this paper we take
the route in the setting of a compact Lie group, and provide sharp restriction bounds of general Laplacian
eigenfunctions as well as important special ones such as matrix coefficients and in particular characters of
irreducible representations of the group. We focus on two classes of submanifolds, namely, submanifolds
of maximal flats and the conjugation-invariant submanifolds. We prove conjecturally sharp asymptotic LP
bounds of restriction of general Laplacian eigenfunctions to submanifolds of maximal flats for all p > 2. We
also prove sharp asymptotic LP bounds of restriction of characters to submanifolds of maximal tori for all
p > 0, of general matrix coefficients to submanifolds of maximal flats for all p > 2, and of characters to the

conjugation-invariant submanifolds for all p > 2.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we continue the study of concentration properties of general Laplacian eigenfunctions on a
compact Lie group as well as important special ones such as matrix coefficients and in particular characters of
irreducible representations of the group, after [12]. Let U be a compact simply connected simple! Lie group
of dimension d and rank r, equipped with the canonical Riemannian metric as induced from the Killing form,
using which the Lebesgue spaces LP(U) are defined. Let A denote the Laplace—Beltrami operator, or simply
called the Laplacian. We will state our asymptotic bounds of the Laplacian eigenfunctions in terms of the
parameter N > 0, so that —N? is the corresponding Laplacian eigenvalue. In [12] the following character

bounds were proved.

Theorem 1.1. Let x be the character of an irreducible representation of U such that Ax = —N?x. Then
we have the following sharp bound?

ngr_%, f01rp>dQTdT7
Ixllzr @y <C -4 (logN)=,  for p= 24
2d
1, for 2 <p< =

Note that it always holds ||x||z2() = 1 for characters x. The following bounds on matrix coefficients were

also proved in [12] as consequences of the above character bounds.

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ be any matriz coefficient of an irreducible representation of U, or equivalently any
joint eigenfunction of the ring of invariant differential operators® on U, such that A = —N?t). Then we
have the following sharp bound

Wllze(wy < ONF75 [l 2w

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 22E30, 35P20.
IThe simple connectedness and simplicity assumptions are to make the exposition easier, as generalizations of all the results
provided in this paper to general compact Lie groups are immediate by passing to universal covers.
2In fact, in [12] sharpness of this bound was only shown for p > 2d/(d — r), and the bound at the kink point p = 2d/(d — )
was not treated. The full results will be demonstrated in this paper as part of the following Theorem 1.8.
3Here a differential operator on U is said to be invariant if it commutes with both left and right translations.
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2 Y. ZHANG
for allp >4d/(d—r).

Note that the full range of p for the bound in Theorem 1.2 to hold should be p > 2(d + r)/(d — ), as
proved in the paper [5] of Marshall but under certain regularity assumption on the spectral parameter of the

joint eigenfunction ¢. From [12] we also have bounds of general Laplacian eigenfunctions as follows.
Theorem 1.3. Let f be any (smooth) function on U such that Af = —N?f. Then

d—2_d
I fllzey < CNZ "7 | fllL2)

for all p > 2dr(dr —2d — 2r) and r > 5, and

a2 _a,_
[ fllzr@y < C-N"Z 72| fll 2y

foralle >0, p>2d(r+1)(dr—d—2r) and r > 4.

The above three theorems follow among a large literature the line of research on global L? bounds of
Laplacian eigenfunctions as a way of measuring their concentration, with the goal of improving the general
bounds as established in the fundamental paper [7] of Sogge.

Initiated by the paper [6] of Reznikov and the paper [1] of Burq—Gérard—Tzvetkov, there has appeared
a great deal of interesting work on another way of quantifying concentration of eigenfunctions, namely, to
establish LP bounds of restriction of eigenfunctions to submanifolds. We refer to Chapter 12 of [10] for a
recent survey of such restriction bounds. The following fundamental restriction bounds for general compact

manifolds were established in [1].

Theorem 1.4. Let M be a compact smooth Riemannian manifold of dimension d, and let S be a smooth
submanifold of dimension k. Let LP(M), LP(S) be the Lebesgue spaces associated to the volume measure on
M and S respectively as induced from the Riemannian metric. Let A be the Laplace—Beltrami operator on
M. Then for any (smooth) function @ on M such that Ap = —N?p with N > 0, we have

ellzris) < CNPED| ol L2 (ary,

where
p(d—ld)z %_%7 zf%<p§oo,
PR f2sp<
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p(k,d)zdi—ﬁ7 if1<k<d-3.
2 D

Ifp=2d/(d—1) and k =d — 1, we have
d=1 1
lellze(sy < CN27 (log N)= ||l L2(ar).
and if p=2 and k =d — 2, we have
1 1
lellze(sy < CNZ2(log N)2 |l L2(ar)-
Moreover, all estimates are sharp, except for the log loss, if M is picked to be the standard spheres.

The intention of the current paper is to obtain restriction analogues of Theorem 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3, which

can improve upon the general restriction bounds as in Theorem 1.4. Due to a limitation of tools, we are not
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Type of U klpk, k=1,2,...,r—1
A (r>1) kr —(k—1)k/2
B,.(r >2) 2kr — k2

Co(r > 3) 2% — K2

%r —k(k+1), 1<k<r—4;
2r(r—1)—-6, k=r-3;

U SR S Sy
2r(r—1) -1, k=r-—1.
Es 16,24, 30, 33, 3
E; 27,43, 51, 57, 60, 62
Es 57,84, 100, 108, 114, 117, 119
Fy 15,20, 23
Gs 5

TABLE 1. The critical exponents ps

yet able to treat all submanifolds of the compact Lie group U. As we would need to exploit the conjugation-
invariant property of characters, instead we will focus on the following two classes of submanifolds. The
first class consists of maximal flats in U and their submanifolds. A maximal flat in U is defined as a totally
geodesic submanifold of sectional curvature zero of maximal dimension in U, or equivalently, a left (or right)
translate of any maximal torus of U. The second class consists of submanifolds that are invariant under the
conjugation action of the group which we describe in more detail later. For the first class of submanifolds,

we will first prove the following restriction bounds of characters.

Theorem 1.5. Let x be the character of an irreducible representation of U such that Ax = —N2x. Let S be a
smooth k-dimensional submanifold of a mazimal torus T of U, k =0,1,2,...,7. Letpo =0, p, =2r/(d — 1),
and py. be given in Table 1 for k=1,2,...,r —1 so that (d —1)/2 — k/px, > 0. Then

d—r _k
Nz, for p > pr,
d—r k. 1
IXllzr(s) < C-q N = 77 (log N)7e,  for p=py,
d—r_ &k
N 2 o, for 0 < p < pg.
Moreover, the above bound is sharp, in the sense that for any k = 0,1,2,...,r, there exists a smooth k-

dimensional submanifold S of T for which the above bound is saturated by a sequence of characters for all

p > 0.

In fact, we will show that for each k = 0,1, ..., r, the above bound is saturated if we pick the k-dimensional
submanifolds of T to be some of the k-dimensional facets of any Weyl alcove in T'. A (closed) Weyl alcove is
a simplex formed as the closure of any connected component of the complement of all the root hyperplanes in
the maximal torus. Each k-dimensional (open) facet of the Weyl alcove lies on the root hyperplanes exactly
corresponding to a rank-(r — k) subsystem of the root system 3 of U, and the ones that lie on the largest
number of root hyperplanes among all k-dimensional facets will be chosen as the submanifolds to saturate

the above bound. As root hyperplanes consist of focal points* of the origin in the maximal torus with respect

4Focal points are more commonly called conjugate points, but we avoid the latter as to not confuse with the conjugation of
group theory.
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to the Riemannian geometry of the compact Lie group, from the semiclassical viewpoint, it is intuitive that
mass of Laplacian eigenfunctions should concentrate the most on such chosen submanifolds.

So it is not surprising now the explictly given numbers k/pj, in the above theorem are exactly the number
of (positive) roots one need to remove from the irreducible root system X to get the rank-(r — k) subsystem
of 3 which is of the largest cardinality among all rank-(r — k) subsystems. We will demonstrate that actually
these numbers k/py can all be extracted from ways of “peeling an irreducible root system most slowly”, and
in every step of peeling to get a root subsystem of rank lower by one, one removes fewer roots than the
previous step. This phenomenon will play an important technical role in our proof of the above theorem.
We will prove the above theorem using the key tool of a barycentric-semiclassical cover of the Weyl alcove
as introduced in [12].> This cover monitors how close the points in the alcove are to each facet of the alcove,
according to which we adapt the form of characters to make good estimates of them.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.5, using Schur’s test, we prove the following sharp (with one exception of
log loss explained in the theorem) LP bounds of restriction of matrix coefficients to maximal flats and their

submanifolds.

Theorem 1.6. Let v be any matriz coefficient of an irreducible representation of U such that Ay = —N2qp.
Let S be a smooth k-dimensional submanifold of any mazximal flat in U, where k = 0,1,2,...,r. Then for
p > 2, it holds

19l sy < CN%%HWH(U)

except when U is the 3-sphere, S is any large circle on U, and p = 2, in which case we have

9]l 25y < ONZ (log N)2[|9]| 20y

For the special case of S being the maximal flats themselves, the above bounds were proved in [5] but
under certain regularity assumptions on the spectral parameter of . Marshall asked in [5] if these bounds
could be established unconditionally and for more general submanifolds. Thus Theorem 1.6 provides positive
answers to Marshall’s questions. In [5] Marshall treated all compact symmetric spaces, and we believe that it
is promising and very interesting to generalize the above results of ours to all compact symmetric spaces using
our current framework. It would also be interesting to get LP restriction bounds of the matrix coefficients
for p below 2.

The significance of proving Theorem 1.6 for all matrix coefficients is reflected in its application to re-
striction bounds of general Laplacian eigenfunctions. By a standard estimate of the number of ways of
representing an integer by a positive definite integral quadratic form, we offer the following consequence of
Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 1.7. Let f be any (smooth) function on U such that Af = —N2f. Let S be a smooth k-dimensional

submanifold of any mazximal flat in U, where k =0,1,2,...,r. Then

a2k
1fllzecs)y S CN = 2| fll 2

forallp>2 andr > 5, and
d=2 _k
1fllzeesy < C-N7 22| Fll 2
foralle >0,p>2and 2 <r <4.

Next we discuss the second class of submanifolds, those that are invariant under the conjugation action.

The first such example that is not the whole group U itself consists of all the regular points of U, as these

5We will also provide a more streamlined presentation of the barycentric-semiclassical cover.
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regular points form an open and conjugation-invariant subset of U. Recall that a point of U is regular if
its centralizer has dimension equal to the rank of U. Equivalently, if we fix a maximal torus and then fix a
Weyl alcove in it, a point is regular if it is conjugate to some point in the interior of the alcove, while the
nonregular or say singular points are conjugate to points on the lower dimensional facets of the alcove. Now
if we pick any point « in the Weyl alcove, then the orbit of z under the conjugation action of U becomes a
submanifold of U, the dimension of which depends on how singular the point z is. In fact, the dimension
of the orbit equals the number of roots in ¥ to which the associated root hyperplanes do not contain x. In
particular, the orbits of the points on any fixed facet of the alcove have the same dimension, and it can be

shown that the total orbit of any submanifold of any fixed facet forms an immersed submanifold® of U.

Definition. An invariant submanifold Y of U is defined as the orbit of a submanifold S of a facet of a Weyl

alcove in a maximal torus of U under the conjugation action. The rank of Y is defined as the dimension of

S.

As any Weyl alcove of any maximal torus is a fundamental domain for the conjugation action of U,
the submanifold S is determined up to conjugation for any invariant submanifold Y. As an immersed
submanifold, each invariant submanifold of U is equipped with a canonical volume measure as induced from
the Riemannian metric on U. Restricted to these invariant submanifolds, we will prove the following LP

bounds of characters.

Theorem 1.8. Let Y be an invariant submanifold of U of dimension n and rank k, k =0,1,2,...,r. Let x
be the character of an irreducible representation of U such that Ax = —N?x. Let pg = 0, p, = 2r/(d — 1),
and pg be given in Table 1 for k=1,2,...,7r —1. Then

ngr_%, for p > 2 + pg,
d—r n
Ixllze(yy < C - NT?W(IOgN)ﬁ7 for p =2+ py,

d—r __ k _n—k—2k/py

N 2 7 » , for 2 <p <2+ py.

Here it always holds that n — k — 2k/pr, > 0. Moreover, for each k = 0,1,2,...,r, there exists an invariant
submanifold Y of U of dimension n and rank k for which n — k — 2k/pr = 0 and that the above bound is

saturated by a sequence of characters for all p > 2.

In particular, for £ = r and taking Y to be the orbit of the interior of the Weyl alcove under the conjugation
action of U, we retrieve Theorem 1.1 as U \ Y is only a lower dimensional subset of U and thus has volume
measure zero’ .

The above theorem parallels Theorem 1.5, and will be proved in the same manner. The adapted Weyl
integration formula would effortlessly transfer integration over invariant submanifolds to integration over
submanifolds of the facets. The p = 2 case of the above bounds has additional sharpness and may be of

independent interest, which we record below as a separate theorem.

Theorem 1.9. Let Y be an invariant submanifold of U of dimension n and rank k, k =0,1,2,...,r. Let
X be the character of an irreducible representation of U such that Ax = —N?x. Then

d—r _n—k

IXllL2vy <CN 2 772,

61f one would like to consider only embedded submanifolds, then simply pick embedded pieces of these immersed submanifolds.
7Y is simply the open subset of U consisting of all the regular points for which we have dim(U \ Y) = dim U — 3. See (2.10) of
this paper and we refer to Ch. VII of [4] for more details.
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Moreover, the above bound is sharp in the sense that it is saturated by a sequence of characters whenever Y

is the orbit of any facet of the Weyl alcove under the conjugation action.

Just as any Laplacian eigenfunction is a sum of matrix coefficients, any conjugation-invariant Laplacian
eigenfunction is a linear combination of characters. Using the same method that gives Theorem 1.7 from
Theorem 1.6, we can also use Theorem 1.8 and 1.9 to establish bounds of restriction of general conjugation-
invariant Laplacian eigenfunctions to invariant submanifolds; we leave the details to the interested reader.
An inspection reveals that all our bounds in Theorem 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, 1.8 and 1.9 improve for the most part by

powers of N upon or match for the remaining few cases the general restriction bounds as in Theorem 1.4.

Organization. In Section 2 we set up the notations about compact Lie groups, the Weyl alcoves and their
facets, the invariant submanifolds, and the characters, and present the barycentric-semiclassical cover of the
Weyl alcove. In Section 3 we show the existence of ways of peeling an irreducible root system mostly slowly.
The core of this article is Section 4 where we prove Theorem 1.5. Then we demonstrate the sharpness of
Theorem 1.5 in Section 5. Theorem 1.6 and 1.7 are proved in Section 6 and 7 respectively. In the last section,

we prove Theorem 1.8 and 1.9 along with their sharpness.

Notation. Throughout the paper, we will use a < b to mean a < Cb for some positive constant C, and

ax<btomean a Sb S a. Forl<p<oo, wewill use p’ to denote 1/(1 — 1/p).

Acknowledgments. This project is partially supported by National Key R&D Program of China (No.
2022YFA1006700). The author would like to thank Xiaocheng Li for helpful discussions.

2. Preliminaries

We review basic structure and representation theory of compact Lie groups that can be found in standard

texts such as [2], [4] and [3], and some machinery developed in [12] for the analysis of characters.

2.1. Structure of compact Lie groups and their alcoves. Let U be a compact simply connected simple
Lie group with Lie algebra u. Let t be a Cartan subalgebra, i.e. a maximal abelian subalgebra of u and let
T be the corresponding analytic subgroup which is a maximal torus of U. Let t* denote the real dual space
of t and let ¢ denote the imaginary unit so that ¢t* is the space of linear forms on t that take imaginary
values. Let 3 C it* be the root system of (u,t). Fix a simple system {a1,...,a,} of 3. Let ag € ¥ be the

corresponding lowest root. For @ € ¥ and n € Z, define the root hyperplanes
Pan:={H €t: a(H)/2mi+n =0}.

These hyperplanes cut the ambient space t into alcoves.
For each 5 =0,1,...,r, set
tj(H) = Oéj(H)/Q?Ti+50j
where H € t. Here dp; equals 1 if j = 0 and 0 otherwise. Let
A={Het: tj(H)>0, Vj=0,...,r}

be the closed fundamental alcove. The walls of A lie on the root hyperplanes pa; s5,,, j = 0,...,7. Under
the exponential mapping exp : t — T, the alcove A embeds in T', so we may also view A as a subset of 7.
Let W denote the finite Weyl group that acts on T', t as well as on t*.

The alcoves are simplices whose geometry may be described using the extended Dynkin diagram for X.

Each o (j = 0,...,r) corresponds to a node in the extended Dynkin diagram (Figure 1), and for each
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F1GURE 1. Extended Dynkin diagrams

proper subset J of {0,...,r}, {a;, j € J} is a simple system for the rank-|J| parabolic subsystem X ; of 3.
The finite Dynkin diagram® of ¥ can be obtained from the extended Dynkin diagram of ¥ by removing all
the nodes not belonging to J. Associated to the simple system {«;, j € J} of ¥ is the positive system E}r
of ¥ ;.

The facets of A correspond to proper subsets of {0,...,r}. For J S {0,...,r},

Aj:={HecA: tj(H) =0, VjeJ; t;(H)>0,Vj¢J}

is the corresponding (r — |.J|)-dimensional facet. We have

A= || A
Jg{o,...,r}
By the definition of A, if a root hyperplane p,,, contains Ay, then a € ¥;. For J & {0,...,r}, let W
denote the finite Weyl group of ;.

2.2. Barycentric-semiclassical cover. From the semiclassical perspective, the characters of a compact
Lie group should concentrate near focal points of the origin, which form the walls of alcoves of maximal tori.
This motivates the semiclassical subdivision of the alcove according to how close the points are from each
facet. Let N be the growing parameter that is going to be the square root of the negative of the Laplacian
eigenvalue in question. For J ; {0,...,r} let A; be the corresponding facet of A. We define a subset P; of
A that consists of points close to A; within a distance of < N~! but away from all the Ax (K ¢ J) by a

distance of > N~!, or equivalently and more precisely, points that are < N~! close to the root hyperplanes

8The finite Dynkin diagram of a root system is more commonly just called the Dynkin diagram. Here we use the former to make
clearer the distinction from the extended Dynkin diagram, which is the finite Dynkin diagram adding the node corresponding
to the lowest root.
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Pa,,50; for j € J while > N~! far from the other Pa,.s0, for j ¢ J, namely,
Pyp={HecA: tj(H <N ' VjelJ;tj(H) >N" Vj¢J}.
Then we have the so-called semiclassical subdivision (see Figure 2)

(2.1) A= || P
JG{0,...7}

The fact that the points in P; are away from all the Ax (K ¢ J) by a distance of > N~ is not going to
be enough for our purpose. We would need to monitor for each point of P; a little more precisely how far it
is from A (K ¢ J): is it close to Ax within a small but fixed distance (independent of N) or away from A
by at least such a distance? This can be done using a cover of the Weyl alcove, namely, by neighborhoods
N of barycenters of the facets Ay (K g {0,...,7}), which we call the barycentric cover. Each N has the
good property of staying close to the facet Ax but away from all the Ax, (K’ ¢ K) by at least a certain
fixed distance. Now we detail the construction by induction on the dimension of the facet. First, for each
I c{0,...,r} with |I| = r, let N7 be a small open neighborhood of the vertex A; of A in t. Now for
K G {0,...,r}, suppose Nk is already defined for all K’ 2 K (K’ & {0,...,7}). Then we let N be a
small open neighborhood of

Ag\ U N/
KCK'G{0,...,r}
in t.
It is clear that
Ap C U N
KCK'G{0,...,r}

As the closure Ax of Ak in t equals UKCK’C{O -~ Agr, it is also clear that
c{o.,...,

H C U NK/.
KCK’;{O,...,T}

Since A = Ag, we have the barycentric cover (see Figure 2)

(22) ac U e

Kg{O,m,r}

|_| A C U NK’~

KGK'C{0,...,r} KCK/C{0,...,7}

We also have

.....

and thus Nk as a small neighborhood of Ag \ UK;K,;{OW’T} Ny also stays a fixed distance away from all
the facets Axs (K G K' G {0,...,7}). As N is also close to A, N stays a fixed distance away from all

the root hyperplanes not containing Ax. In particular, this gives the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For K ;Cé {0,...,r}, Nk stays a fized distance away from all the root hyperplanes po., with
(0% ¢ ZK

Now we combine the semiclassical subdivision and the barycentric cover. The following lemma is clear

from construction.

Lemma 2.2. For N large enough, we have N N P; = & unless J C K.
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FIGURE 2. The semiclassical subdivision and barycentric cover: case of SU(3)

For J C K G {0,...,r}, define
PK’J:N[{HPJ.

By (2.1), (2.2), and Lemma 2.2, we finally have the following result.

Lemma 2.3 (Barycentric-semiclassical cover). We have

A= U Pk ;.
JCK;{O ..... r}

2.3. Behavior of characters across the alcove. We give a formula of the character that would illuminate
its behavior on each piece of the barycentric-semiclassical cover. Let (-, -) denote the Killing form on u which
induces the Riemannian metric on U. Restricted on t, the Killing form gives the induced standard flat metric
on T. The Killing form also extends to t* by duality and to it* by linear extension. Let |- | denote the
induced norm on t and t* respectively, on which the Weyl group W acts by isometries. The weight lattice

reads

A= peit: 2('LL’OC)€Z,VQEE )
(a,q)

The action of W on it* leaves A invariant.

Associated to any positive system X1 of ¥ is the subset

2
At = peitt: ) € Z>1, Ya e xT
(o, @) -

of strictly dominant weights. Let
1
=3 Z @
aext
be the Weyl vector. Each u € A™ is associated with an irreducible representation of U of highest weight

i — p, and the associated character x, can be expressed by the Weyl formula

sy det s 1D

ZSGW det s e(sp)(H)’ for H € t.

(2.3) Xp(exp H) =
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The Weyl denominator
0(H) = Z det s e (H)
seW
can also be expressed as follows

(2.4) 0(H) = H (e# - 67Q(2H)> , for H e t.

aext

Note that the Weyl character formula (2.3) makes sense for any p € it* though the characters are initially
defined only for € AT,
We now factor the Weyl denominator. For any J ; {0,1,...,7}, set

o/(H) = [] (e%_(@)?

aeE?
a(H) _a(H)
d;(H) = H (e 2 —e 2 ),
aext\ot
so that
(2.5) 5(H) = 5,(H) - " (H)

for all H € t. Here the positive system X7 of ¥ is chosen as to contain E'J". We remark that later when
we will be using Lemma 2.3 the barycentric-semiclassical cover of the Weyl alcove, for each fixed pair
JCK g {0,1,...,r}, we will choose a positive system :* that contains Z;r(. For example, one can choose
T to be the set of all roots that are positive in the lexicographic ordering induced by the basis {«;, j € I'}
of ¥ for any I containing K (I C {0,1,...,7}, |[I| =r). Now for any J C K & {0,1,...,7}, set
SK(H) = H (e# - 67#) .
aeSTAST
We now study the behavior of x, near each facet of A. Consider the subspace
(2.6) t; = P RH,,
jeJ
of t, where H,; € tis defined such that (H,,, H) := a;(H)/2mi for all H € t. Let H; denote the orthogonal
projection of H € t on t; with respect to the Killing form. Let

(2.7) Hy :=H - Hy,
which lies in the orthogonal complement
(2.8) ty i =toty

of t; in t. Dual to t;, we also consider the root subspace ity = @..; Ra; of it*. For p € A, let pu; denote

JjeJ
the orthogonal projection of p on it%. For v € it let

sJY
g ZSJewJ detsy e
Xy = 57

be the associated Weyl character. We then have the following key formula of characters.

Lemma 2.4. For any H € t and p € it*, we have

1

- - (sp)(H7) ., J
(29) X2 ) = 15 () ;Vdets eI H DNy, (exp Hp).
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Proof. This can be derived from the Weyl character formula and using (2.5). For details, we refer to Lemma
4.2 of [12]. O

We would need the following character bound.

Lemma 2.5. Forpc A, J S {0,...,7}, we have
X, (exp H)| £ |l for H € Py.

Proof. When p; is regular, ie. (uj,a) # 0 for all @ € 3, X}L is indeed a character of an irreducible
representation of the compact simply connected simple Lie group associated to the root system 3 ;, and the
above bound follows from the Weyl dimension formula. In general, this may be derived from the Harish-
Chandra integral formula. We refer the details to Lemma 6.6 in [12]. g

2.4. Invariant submanifolds and the adapted Weyl integration formula. Consider the conjugation

action of U on each facet Ay, J ; {0,1,...,r}. Consider the pointwise stabilizer subgroup
T;={ueU: expAd(u)H = exp H for each H € A}

of U.

Lemma 2.6. dim7T; =7 + 2|37

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma 5.1 in Ch. VII of [4]. Note that the T; defined here looks larger than that
as treated in Lemma 5.1, but they are actually the same as they have the same Lie algebra and are both

connected. O

Then we have the mapping
Uy (uly,H) — exp Ad(u)H

of (U/Ty) x Ay into U.

Lemma 2.7. The smooth mapping V; : (U/Ty) x Ay — U is an immersion. Moreover, let du, d(uTy), and
dH denote the volume form on U, U/T;, and A respectively, all canonically induced from the Riemannian
metric on U. Then the pullback W% (du) of du by V; equals C|6;(H)|* d(uTy) dH, where C is a positive

constant.
Proof. We omit the details as it follows from Lemma 5.2 and its proof in Ch. VII of [4]. g

Let Uy denote the image of the mapping Wy : (U/T;) x Ay — U. Then Uy is an immersed submanifold of
U. Even though U; may not be strictly a Riemannian manifold by itself as it might have self-intersections,
Uj is understood as an immersed Riemannian submanifold of U equipped with a canonical measure still
denoted by du which equals the pushforward of C|6;(H)|* d(uT;) dH by ¥ , so that the following singular
analogues of the Weyl integration formula hold

flu)du=0C f(exp Ad(uw)H)|6,;(H)|? d(uT;) dH.
Uy (U/Ts)x Ay

Specializing f to be conjugation-invariant functions, we record this identity as the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose f is a smooth function on U that is conjugation-invariant. Then

f(uw) du=C [ f(expH)|6;(H)|* dH.
Uy Ay
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More generally, we may replace each facet A; by any of its submanifold S, and consider the conjugation-

action of U on S.

Definition 2.9. Let k = 0,1,...,r. We say Y is an invariant submanifold of U of rank k, if there is a

smooth k-dimensional submanifold S of a facet Ay, such that'Y equals the image of the smooth mapping
Ug: (uly,H) — exp Ad(u)H

of (U/Ty) xS into U.
Completely analogously, we have the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.10. The smooth mapping Vs : (U/Ty) xS — U is an immersion. Moreover, let du, d(uTy), and
dH denote the volume form on U, U/T;, and S respectively, all canonically induced from the Riemannian
metric on U. Then the pullback V%(du) of du by ¥s equals C|6;(H)|* d(uT;) dH where C is a positive
constant. Then as an immersed Riemannian submanifold of U, Y is equipped with a canonical measure which
equals the pushforward of C|6;(H)|? d(uTy) dH by V.

Lemma 2.11. Suppose f is a smooth function on U that is conjugation-invariant. Then
[ f du=c [ st mis, P a.
Y s

As a consequene of Lemma 2.6 and 2.10, we have

(2.10) dimY =k+d—r—2/S7| =k+2(ZF| - |Z)).

3. Peeling the root system

Lemma 3.1. Let ¥ be an irreducible root system of rank r and let {o;, j = 0,1,...,7} be the extended
simple system (containing the lowest root ag). Let P = (jo,j1,---,Jr) be any permutation of {0,1,...,7}.
Fori=0,1,...,r, let I; = I,(P) = {jit1,- -, Jr}. In particular, I, = &. Define

(3.1) n; =ni(P) =[S = [XF ], i=0,1,...,r
and the “peeling numbers”
(3.2) q; = qi(’P) =N; —Nj—1 = IZ—}Lll — |ZZ|, 7 = 07 1,. ., T

where we have specified n_1 =0 and EI+_1 := XV, Then there exists a permutation Py of {0,1,...,7}, such
that for any (other) permutation P of {0,1,...,r}, it holds

(3.3) ni(Po) < ni(P)

for alli=0,1,...,7. Moreover, letting ¢;o = ¢;(Po) (i =0,1,...,r), then they are uniquely given in Table

2, along with qo,0 = 0. In particular, an inspection of Table 2 reveals that

(3.4) q1,0 > G20 > > qro = L.

Proof. Let P = (jo,...,jr) be a permutation of {0,...,r}. Consider removing the nodes in the extended
Dynkin diagram as in Figure 1 one by one in the order of jg, ji,...,jr. First, for the irreducible root systems

a case-by-case inspection reveals that indeed there exists (multiple) Py which realizes the r-tuple ¢1 0, ..., Gr o
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)Y 41,0, 42,0, -+ Gr,0
A.(r>1) rr—1,...,2,1
B.(r>2) 2r—1,2r—3,...,3,1
Cr(r>3) 2r —1,2r—3,...,3,1
Dy(r>4) 2r—22r—4,...,10,8,6,3,2,1

Fe 16,8,6,3,2, 1

E- 97,16,8,6,3,2, 1

Eg 57,27,16,8,6,3,2, 1

£, 15,5,3 1

Go 5,1

TABLE 2. Peeling the root system

A|B|C|D|E|F|G
Al=|<|<l<|<]<]<
B|>|=|x|> <|<
Cl>|x|x|> <<
D|>|<[<|x|<|<]|<
E|> > = |<|<
Fl>|>[>]>|>|x|<
Gl>>|>[>|>]|>|x

TABLE 3. The complexity preorder!®

in Table 2. The inequalities (3.3) require the desired Py give the “slowest way of peeling the irreducible root

system”, so that at each step the remaining number of roots is no smaller than that from any other way.
Define a “complexity preorder” < on the set of (equivalence classes of) irreducible root systems using Table

2 as follows. For irreducible root systems X and ¥/, suppose their optimal peeling numbers as appearing on

the right side of Table 2 are respectively q1,0,92,0,---,4r0 and ¢} o,5 ;- - -, g o- We say 3 < 3’ provided

J J

!
5 Qr—i0 < E drr—; 0
1=0 i=0

for all j = 0,1,...,min{r,’} — 1. Tt is clear from Table 2 that irreducible root systems of the same
type (A, B,C, D, E, F,G) are equivalent? to each other with respective to this complexity preorder, and the
comparison between different types are given in Table 3. For example, A, < ¥ for any irreducible root

system .

A key observation is that after removing any node of the extended Dynkin diagram or the finite Dynkin

diagram of any irreducible root system 3, the remaining diagram is a union of connected components

921 and Yo are said to be equivalent with respect to the preorder if ¥; < Xg and Yo < X7.

10Here < denotes equivalence. For the comparison between B, C and E, we have Eg < B, (r>2), B¢ <Cr(r>3), Es <Br
2<r<6,s=6,7,8),and E;s < C, 3<r <6,s=06,7,8), but when both > 6 and s > 6, Es is not comparable with either
B, or C,.
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representing finite Dynkin diagrams of irreducible root subsystems ¥’ with the property ¥’ < 3. Using this
observation, it is not hard to finish the proof by induction on the rank of 3. We now give the full details
anyways.

By transitivity of the complexity preorder, after removing the two nodes jy, j1 of the extended Dynkin
diagram of ¥, the remaining diagram is also a union of connected components representing finite Dynkin
diagrams of irreducible root subsystems X’ with the property ¥’ < ¥; suppose there are two such connected
components representing irreducible root subsystems ¥; and X of ¥ with ¥; < ¥ (i = 1,2), and the
argument will be entirely similar for only one or more than two connected components. For the remaining
nodes we write

{2 odr = HJirs - ajim}l_l{ij“- Tk
where 2 < i1 <ig <+ <y <rand 2 <k < kg <--- <k, <rsuch that {j;,,...,7:,, } and {Jx,, -, Jk, }
label respectively the nodes of the finite Dynkin diagrams of ¥; and ¥4 as inherited from the initial labeling
of the extended Dynkin diagram of X.

Suppose that the optimal peeling numbers for ¥ and X; and X, are respectively g¢i9,...,¢r0 and
qfé, . ,qi{o and qlzf), .. .,qffo. Apply the induction hypothesis to ¥ and ¥, using ¥; < ¥ (i = 1,2),
we have

b b b
- SO T Gm—10t  + @10 <o+ dr—10+ -+ &-iy10

m

%,y + i, Tt G
foralll=1,...,m, and
Gy + iy, F o F Gy, SO+ G0t 4 10 S G0+ G100+ F Groir10
forall I =1,...,n. At last, for each u =1,...,7 — 1, we have
(s o=t s Grmut1 } = Lo Gim s+ Jim v} b Gl s G }
for some v =0,1,...,u, so that
4G, +* 4G, +  F G SGot+ G100+t Gr—vt10 G0+ Gr-10+ F Gr—utot1,0-
By (3.4), this implies that for all u = 1,...,r — 1,
95, + 4+ + Gy SGotGr-10+ -+ Gr—utip

which is the same as the desired inequality (3.3). The missing two cases are the trivial ones: ng(Py) =0 <
no(P) and n,.(Py) = n.(P) = |2T]. O

Remark 3.2. The above lemma may be compared with the Appendiz in [8], where for each irreducible root
system a similar but not always the same r-tuple was given. Our lemma serves the purpose of the Appendix

also, but not vice versa.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.5

Let S be a smooth k-dimensional submanifold of the maximal torus T (k = 0,1,...,7). To evaluate the
LP(S) (quasi-)norm of the characters x,, we may assume without loss of generality that S is a submanifold
of the alcove A, as y, is conjugation-invariant and the conjugation action is transitive on the collection of
alcoves in a maximal torus. Using the barycentric-semiclassical cover of parameter N as in Lemma 2.3, it

suffices to estimate the LP norm of x, on each

SKJ ::SQPK7J
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where J C K G {0,...,7}.
We will need a good coordinate system for each Pg ;. For K G {0,...,r}, recall the notations in (2.6),
(2.7) and (2.8), we write
t=tx Ot
so that for H € t,

(4.1) H=Hg + Hg

where Hy € t and Hi € t5. By our construction, Pk ; can be covered by a region in the form of

(4.2) PExN#={H=Hyg+H: Hg € PX, HE € N}
where
(4.3) P ={Hxectx: 0<tj(Hx) <N ', VjelJ, e>tj(Hx)>N""' Vjec K\ J}

for a small positive number ¢, and N I% is a neighborhood in t,l(.
We now use the character formula (2.9) to prove Theorem 1.5. We have the following key proposition

giving LP bounds of a certain term in the formula.

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢;o (i =0,1,...,7) be the optimal peeling numbers from Table 2 for the irreducible
root system Y. Let

_ k

ot ot ko

(4.4) Dk

These are the critical exponents listed in Table 1. Then

+i_|Isti_k
1 A for p > py,

+l_int|_ 1
5 SJ N|2 [—=I=71 p’; (1og N) Plk , for p=px,
J

» \
Lo (Sk.) NIEFIIE =g

for 0 < p < pg.

Proof. Step 1 (a cover of Sk ; and a first use of Fubini’s theorem). By Lemma 2.1, for H € Pk ; C Nk,

we have

(4.6) |6 (H)| = |85 (H)|
which implies by the splitting (4.1) that

(4.7) |6 (H)| = 185 (Hx)|.

Using the splitting (4.1) again and the compactness of the closure of our k-dimensional submanifold S
in the alcove A C t, we may pick a finite cover of S by its open subsets V, so that each (fixed) V' can
be parametrized uniformly by the k variables si,...,s; where the first h variables si,..., s, parametrize
an h-dimensional submanifold S of tx, while the remaining variables sj,1,...,s; parametrize a (k — h)-

submanifold of t%( for each fixed tuple sq,..., sy, and moreover on each V the volume measure dH of S

satisfies
(4.8) dH =< dsy--- dsg,
and that the volume measure dHy of S¥ satisfies

(49) dHK = d81 s dSh.
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In particular, kK — h < r — |K|. Writing

Sk,j = UV N Pz,
v

using the cover (4.2) of Pk j, each V N Pk ; is now parametrized uniformly by the k variables sq,. .., s,
where the variables sq, ..., s, parametrize an h-dimensional submanifold 5’5{ of P}( with 5’5{ C S¥, while
the remaining variables sjy1,...,s; parametrize a submanifold S of N for each fixed tuple s1,...,sp.

Using (4.7), (4.8), (4.9), and the above parametrization of V' N P, s, we then have

H 1 1 p %
— < / —_ dspy1 -+ dsg | dsy--- dsp
oy LP(VNPxk, 1) Sk 55((HK) Sk
sl
07 Lr(S¥)

Step 2 (a first cover of SK). Recall (4.3), write

(4.10) PJ - U R]T*\KH»]1.]T7|KH»27~~5J7*—\J\’
(Gr—|K|+1:dr—|K|+25-dr—|J]) &

permutation of K\J

where

ij-—\K\Jrl7j7~—|K\+27---7j7-—\J\

={Hxetg: 0<t;(H)<N ', jelJ; N ' <t;  (H)<---<t H) <t H) < ¢},

j7~—|K\+2( j7»7|1<\+1(

so that
(4.11) S = U SENR

(Jr—| K|+ 1:Tr—|K|+25Jr—|J|) @
permutation of K\J

Jr— | K|+1:Jr— | K|+2:-Jr—|J|*

Now we let the peeling numbers get into the picture. For each o € E}; \ E}', write
o= Z nj o

where the coefficients n$’s (j € K) are all nonnegative integers and there is at least one j € K\ J for which
nj is positive. For Hg € PX since the positive constant ¢ in the definition (4.3) of PF can be as small as

needed, we have
o(Hp) a(Hy)
(4.12) P e (x 3 nSt; (H).
jeK
For each permutation (j,—|x|+1,Jr—|K|+2,- > Jr—jg]) Of K\ J,let ¢; (i =r—|K|[+1,7—|K|+2,...,7—|J|)

be the associated peeling numbers as defined in (3.2), i.e.,
(4.13) % =127, - I=F]

where I; = {jiy1, jit2,-- -, Jr—js)yUJ. Then ¢; (i = r—|K|+1,7—|K[+2,...,7—]|J|) is exactly the number
of a in X} \ X such that the coefficients n$’s are all zero for j = jj with 7 — [K| + 1 < k < i but the

coefficient n§ is positive; for such an « and for Hx € Ry, _ x| 11,50 k\12smrinisys DY (4.12), we then have

a(Hg) a(Hg)
Pl

e —e 2 thi(HK)~
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Hence for Hx € R; it holds

P | K|+ 1Jr— K |42 3Jr—| ]

419 pFeol= ]

Tyt
a€X\ET

allg) _ally) Qr—|K|+1 Qr—|K|+2 Qr—|J]|
2 — 2 =t . R .
€ € t]r—\KH-l (HK)t]r—\KH-Q (HK) t]r—u| (HK)

Step 3 (a second cover of SX and a second use of Fubini’s theorem). Recall that the ¢;’s (j € K)
parametrize tr. By compactness of the closure of each of the submanifolds S¥ in tx as constructed earlier,
we can pick a finite cover of SX by its open subsets V¥, so that each (fixed) VX can be parametrized
uniformly by the h variables t;, (g = 1,...,h) with ly,...,l,, € K\ J while l,,41,...,l € J for some

m=1,...,h, and moreover on each V¥ the volume measure dH of S satisfies
(415) dHK = dtll dtlh-

As SK < SK| we may write
sk =JvEnsiK.

VK
With (4.11) in mind, it suffices to get the correct L bound of 1/5JK over each VKOS§OR]-T7‘K|H7,”7]-7‘7“” . For
each permutation (j,_|x|+1, Jr—|K|+25 - - -»Jr—|7]) of K\J, we can rearrange the tuple [, ..., l,, if necessary so

that VENSEKNR

while Iy, ..., 1, is a subsequence of j,_| k|41, Jr—|K|+25 - -+ Jr—|J|> SO that Iy = jn,_, .. (9 =1,...,m) with

is then parametrized uniformly by ¢;, (9 = 1,...,h), with lyiq1,...,ln € J

Jr— | K|4+1s-sdr—|J|

T—‘K|—|—1§nk_h+1<"'<nk—h+m§7"_|‘]|'

Using (4.14), (4.15), and the above parametrization of VK NS NR; we estimate

P | K|4+1s s dr— ]

1
55( Lr(VENSKNR; i
( n J n ]T*|KH’1 ------ 77,,“]')
1
P
< B __Q'r'7|KH»1p L. __Q7v—\J|p L.
S 0<ti, <N7Y, g=m+1,0h Lok ti, o dtyedty,
—1
N o<ty S St k41 S€
P
<N_h—pm t(*qr—\KH-]P...thT—lJ\p dt: cedts
~ . < Jr—|K|+1 Jr—|J| Ink—n+t1 Ink—htm ’
N=o <ty S St g4 S€

Step 4 (Reverse the first use of Fubini’s theorem). Now we add k — h variables back to the integration!
Pick any permutation jo,...,j.—x| of {0,1,...,7} \ K. As k —h < r — |K|, we pick any subsequence
Jnase s Jng_n Of J1,-+ -, Jr— K| such that

1<ng < - <ng_p <r—|K|.

Associated to the tuple jo,...,jy—|s|, the ¢;’s can now be defined for all i = 0,...,r —|J| as in (4.13).
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We estimate

1
oK KAgK
JNLP(VEASFOR, e yadr )
1
p
h—m _
< N~ _ f(qO+111):D —q2py—qsp 4T dr—|J|P . .
~ N N 1<tj7v7u|§~~§tjr7|KH1§c J1 th th t]rflJ\ dt]m dt]”k—h+m
C<tj'r7\K|§“-§t-7‘1 <2c
1
h ( ) P
—m _
< N— —(@o+q1)py—qepy—qzp 4T Ir—|J|P L. .
~ NTw t]l t]z tja t]1'7\J| dt]m dt]nk—h+m
N_1<tj S"'Stj <2c
r—1J]| 1
he
5 N~ g1 T e
1
p
t—((Io+Q1+"'+Qn1)P . ti(q"k—hﬁ—m,—1+1+“.+q"k—h,+m,)p dt . dts
N-1 << <9 j"l j’"’k*hﬂ»m JIny J"’k—}z+m
<tj"k7h+m, 7-“715]'”1 <2c
1
N P
<N~ TGk —htmt 1t e g —(90+a1)p ,~q2p . ~Ak—h+mP

5 X Sk ham dsy -+ dSk—h+m

‘/Jvl<5kh+7ng"'§slgzc

Here we have set s, :=t;
g Jng

(9g=1,...,k—h+m), and used crucially the property N1 < sx_pim < -+ < 81
in the last step.

Now we can use the peeling inequality (3.3), which gives

Go+qa+--+q=q0tqot - +q0=q.0+ - +3qg0

forall g=1,...,k —h+ m. This implies

1
D23 I el
N o KAgK
T NLr(VEASEAR,, e yvine )
h—m + _
- Fqk—htmt1t g g HIET —(qo+q1)p ,—q2p . qk—h+mDP .
S/ N P 11 J S1 So Sk—h+m dSl dSk—h+m
N=1<sp pim<-<51<2¢
1
h P
— = qr—h4m+1,0FFar0 —q1,0P ,—q2,0P —qk—h+m,0P
SN P m Sy Sy ...sk_h+m dSl"‘ dsk*h#»m
N=1<sppim<<s1<2¢

Here we have also used
Qo+ q+- -+ G+ |Z}r| =qo+ o+ +ag0=27]

Last step (Reverse the second use of Fubini’s theorem). For the last step, we add another h —m variables

Sk—htm+1s-- -, Sk back to the integration! Then we can further estimate
NI=TI. ‘ LK
1) ,
J NLp(VEASEOR, | e iqeeip )

=

< Nk+1,0t+dr0 g qnoP [ gTdROP go L. g
~ 0.5N "1 < <sp_ <ro<sp_ppmir N1 1 k ! k

N7 '<spontm<+<s1<2c

< Nk+1,0++dr0 </ Sl—qLop . S;qk’op dsy--- d5k>
05N 1«5, <--<51<2¢c

3=

=
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Finally, using (3.4), the proposition follows by an exercise in multiple integrals which we record below as a

lemma. O

Lemma 4.2. Let ay > ay > -+ > ay and c be positive numbers given as constants. Let N be a parameter
that takes large positive values. Let A =ay + -+ ag, and pg = k/A. Then

_k
1 NA—5, for p > po,
_ _ 1
/ 5] a1P,..8kU«kp d81"‘d3k ~ (10gN)p07 fOl"p:po,
N-1<sp<sp_1<-<s1<¢ 1 for 0 <p<p
) 0-

Now we can finish the proof of Theorem 1.5. For 1 € AT, the Laplacian eigenvalue of y,, equals —|u|? +
|p|> = —N? (see Chapter 5 of [3]). As discussed at the beginning of this section, it suffices to get the correct
LP bound of xx on each Sk j (J C K & {0,...,r}). Using (2.9), we have

ulexp H)| < o 3 o (0 )]
Now Lemma 2.5 gives that for H € Sk j C Py,

1

10, (H)|"

The desired bound follows from Proposition 4.1. Sharpness of the bound will be demonstrated in the next

N
Xu(exp H)| S N1

section.

5. Sharpness of Theorem 1.5

We prove in this section that the character bounds in Theorem 1.5 are sharp for all p > 0 (as well as
the bounds in Theorem 1.6 for all p > 2 with the one exception). Among the k-dimensional submanifolds
of the maximal torus T of a compact Lie group, we will pick the k-dimensional facet A; of the alcove A
where J is chosen according to the slowest ways of peeling irreducible root systems. Using Lemma 3.1, for
any permutation Py = (jo,j1,--.,4r) of {0,1,... 7} that realizes ¢;(Py) = qo for all i = 0,1,...,r, set
J o= {kt1,-- - 0k

Theorem 5.1. Let . = Np € AY, where N is any (large) natural number. Then ||x,|lr(a,) saturate the
bounds in Theorem 1.5 for all p > 0.

Proof. Define

(5.1) Sy={HeA;: N"'<tj(H) < - <t;,(H) <c}.

Recall that go o = 0, hence «j,,a;,, ..., q;, is a simple system for ¥ which induces the positive system X7.
By a similar reasoning that arrives at (4.14), we can choose ¢ small enough such that

(5.2) o) = I

+
a€XT\XT

a(H) _a(H)
e 2 — e 2

- 41, qk,
= 400 (H) - 1950 (H)
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2

E:UﬁAﬁ A:,_;CAB

FIGURE 3. The nodal set of §;(N-) on A;

uniformly for H € Sy. We will show that |x,||rr(sy) already saturates the bounds in Theorem 1.5 for all
p > 0. By the Weyl character formula, we have
Sy det s VRN
S scyy det s GO
Sy det s PN

B ZSEW det s e(SP)(H)
a(NH) _ a(NH))
— e 2

Han* (e 2
= () )
[Toes+ (672 —e 72

Xulexp H) =

For H € Ay, it holds

a(NHg) a(NHe)
[ g O8] _ o 00V
I R |05 (H)| 05 (H)| -

(5.3) IXu(exp H)| =

aex?
As the volume measure dH on Sy satisfies
dH = dt;, --- dt;,,
by (5.2), we have
1

1

07

‘ - / t;lm,op . tj_ka,OP dtjl . dt]k
Lr(Sn) N=t<t;, <--<t;, <c

which by (3.4) and Lemma 4.2 saturates the bound on the right side of (4.5).
A can be thought of as an alcove in the (r — |J|)-dimensional affine subspace (0 e Pay,60; of t, cut out

by the hyperplanes p, , of t where @ € ¥\ ¥; and n € Z. Now all the hyperplanes
{Het: ao(NH)/2mi+n =0}

of t where o € ¥\ ¥ and n € Z, cut A; further into tiny alcoves Ag (all identical to A; in shape) of scale
= N~!. Shrinking each alcove Ag to its center by half of its size (say) into A%, it then holds that

10,(NH)| 21
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for H lying in each A’ﬁ. Thus we have

=

d7(N-)
ds()

(5.4) |

—q1,0P —qk,0P
R Z/ by e, Ot -,
LP(SN) 3 A’BOSN

Astj, > N"'on Sy (i =1,...,k) and Ag is of scale < N1, the values of each ¢;, on each Az N Sy are
more or less the same. Moreover, every pair AgN Sy and A/B NSy are comparable in size. So we can further

estimate

=

d7(N-)
ds()

> Z/ tj—lfh,op . tj*ka,op dtjl . dtjk
L?(SnN) g YAsNSN

1
P
— thLOP . t‘—Qk,OP dt: - dt ~
(/SN " o " o 5;5()

Thus Héﬁ(N-)/(SﬂHLMSm also saturates the bound on the right side of (4.5). With (5.3) this implies that
Ixullzr(sy) for = Np indeed saturates the bound in Theorem 1.5. O

1

Lr(Sn) .

Remark 5.2. As mentioned in the Introduction, it is intuitive that the Ay chosen above should make
IXullLe(a,) saturate the bound, as Ay is contained in the largest number (|Z'}'\) of root hyperplanes among

all k-dimensional submanifolds of the maximal torus by our choice of J.

Remark 5.3. Choosing 1 = Np in x, makes the computation simpler than otherwise. For general j1, as a
consequence of Lemma 2.4, we have the following formula for restriction of characters to facets of the alcove.
For any H € Ay, it holds

er(Ho)

65 (H)

1_[@623r (Oé, S:u)

HQGEJj (OL, PJ)

S dets el
SEW \W

Xulexp H) =

where Hy is the unique vector in ty obeying t;(Ho) = 0 for all j € J, and p; = (Zaezj a)/2 is the
Weyl vector for Ej. Using this formula, there seems to be no reason to doubt that choosing other p’s that
are reqular enough say staying in a fived cone away from the walls of the Weyl chamber could also make
IXullze(a,) saturate the bound in Theorem 1.5. To make this rigorous, the difficulty is to make an explicit
analysis of the nodal set of the sum in the above formula which looks much more complicated than §5(N-);
see also the discussion in Remark 7.2. The study of nodal sets of Laplacian eigenfunctions is also a subject

by itself; see Chapter 13 of [10] for a recent survey.

6. Proof of Theorem 1.6

We refer to Chapter 5 of [3] for basic information about the characters and matrix coeflicients of irreducible
representations of a compact Lie group. Any matrix coefficient 1 of the irreducible representation of U of

highest weight 1 — p (1 € AT) is of Laplacian eigenvalue —|u|? + |p|> = —N?2. Moreover, it holds

Y =1 * (duxu)

where d,, denotes the dimension of the irreducible representation, and * denotes convolution on the group

U. We will use the dimension bound

(6.1) d, =



22 Y. ZHANG

Let S be a submanifold of a maximal flat in U. As the the space of matrix coefficients of an irreducible
representation is invariant under left (and right) translations, we may as well assume that S is a submanifold
of a maximal torus T of U. To prove Theorem 1.6, it suffices to derive the desired bound for the norm of
the operator T : L?(U) — L?(S) defined by

(TH(@) = (f * [dux,)) (@) = /U £ )y x (0~ )

Let 7% : L' (S) — L2(U) be the dual of 7. A direct computation shows that the operator 77* : L?'(S) —
L?(S) is given by the formula

TT*g(x) = /S o(y) K (y.) dy
where

H(y,z) = /U dxu(u™ 2) (= Tg) du

:/UduXu(uilx)duXu(yilu) du

= (duxp) * (duxu) (@ 'y)
= duXu(xily)-

Here we have used the conjugation-invariant property of x,,.
Let p > 2. We have for any y € S

1 M 2 g5y < il 5 s,
and for any x € §
||‘)£/(’ Z)HL%(S) S d#”X#”L%(SI)
where S, = {z 'y eT: 2 €8}, S, ={z7 'y eT: ye S} are respectively k-dimensional submanifolds of
T. By Theorem 1.5, since
2r

pkgpr: §1§
d—r

[N RS]

which is a consequence of (3.4) and (4.4), we have

d—r _ 2k
HX#HL%(Sy)SN 2 Py Vygs

and

d—

r_ 2k
||X#||L%(SI)§N 2 Py VIES

except when p = 2, U is the three sphere, and S is a large circle, in which case an extra multiplicative factor
of log N should be added to the above bounds on the right side. Using (6.1), we have

2k
(62) H%(ya)HL%(S) SNd Py VZIES
and

2k
(6.3) 1 ()l g gy SN, Vo €S,

adding the log N factor for the exceptional case.

Now we recall Schur’s test as in Lemma 1.11.14 of [9].
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Lemma 6.1 (Schur’s test). Let # : X x Y — C be a measurable function obeying the bounds
| (, )| Lao (v) < Bo

for almost every x € X, and
(-, y)

for almost every y € Y, where 1 < p1,q0 < 00 and By, By > 0. Then for every 0 < 6 < 1, the integral

||Lp/1(X) S Bl

operator

T4(y) = [ (o) (@) dulz)

b's

is well-defined for all f € LP?(X) and almost every y € Y, and furthermore

1T fllzso vy < Bo~ B ILfll Lo (x)-
Here we adopt the convention that po := 1 and ¢ := 0o, thus qg = qo/(1 — 0) and pj, = p} /0.

Using this lemma with § = 1/2 and qo = p} = p/2, (6.2) and (6.3) together imply
* —r—2k
ITT 2w ()= Lr(s) S N¢ )

adding the extra log N factor for the exceptional case. Taking square root of the above bound gives the

desired bound for ||7| 21y Lr(s) and thus Theorem 1.6.

7. Proof of Theorem 1.7

The Peter—Weyl theorem tells that any f € L?(U) is an (infinite) sum of matrix coefficients of irreducible

f:: ZE: fﬁ

pEAT

representations of U, namely,

where f, is a matrix coefficient of the irreducible representation of U of highest weight 4 —p (u € AT), and

we have the orthogonality condition

11220y = D Muliew)-

HEAT

Now let f be a Laplacian eigenfunction of eigenvalue —N?2. Then each nonzero f, appearing in the sum

is also a Laplacian eigenfunction of eigenvalue —N?, for which we have —|u|? + |p|? = —N?. Set
Ay ={peAt: —|uf+p]>=-N?}.

Let S be a smooth k-dimensional submanifold of any maximal flat in U, where k =0,1,...,r. Let p > 2.

For each x € U, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

|f(x)] = Z ful@)| < |AN|1/2||fu(33)”l‘j(AN)~

HEAN

By the Minkowski inequality, we then have

(7.1) £ llzacs) < N2 [ fullzocs) s -

A standard estimate of |Ay| is in order.

Lemma 7.1. We have |[Ax| S N2 forr > 5, and |An| Seso N2 for2 <r < 4.
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Proof. We are counting the number of ways of representing N2 + |p|? by |u|?, which is a positive definite
quadratic form of rational coefficients in u € AT C A = Z". The estimate is classical, and we refer to Lemma
23 of [11] for a detailed proof. O

By Theorem 1.6, we have
d=r_k
[fullesy SN = " # ([ fullzw)-

Apply this and Lemma 7.1 to (7.1), we then have

d—r

r—2 _k a-2_ k
Ifllrsy SN2 T2 7 H||fu||L2(U)||lﬁ(AN) =N "7 fllL2w)

for all » > 5, adding the extra N¢ factor for 2 < r < 4. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Remark 7.2. We conjecture that the bounds in Theorem 1.7 are all sharp. Sharpness of the p = oo cases
may be established by considering the eigenfunctions

f= 2{: Xp-

HEAN
(u,@)>N Yaext

Here the regularity condition (u,a) 2 N Ya € X7 makes sures that when evaluating at the identity e of U,
it holds x,(e) = d, < [[yes+ () 2 N@=7/2; and the counting estimates in Lemma 7.1 remain sharp
when Ay is replaced by the smaller spherical cap as defined by this reqularity condition. For general p > 2,
the above eigenfunctions should also saturate the bound, but a rigorous verification would require o detailed

study of the nodal sets of x, for u satisfying the regularity condition; see the discussion in Remark 5.3.

8. Proof of Theorem 1.8 and 1.9

Recall that for 4 € A*, the Laplacian eigenvalue of y, equals —|u|? + [p|> = —N2. As an invariant
submanifold of U of rank k, Y equals the image of the smooth mapping

Vg : (uly,H) — exp Ad(u)H

of (U/Ty) x S into U, where S is a smooth k-dimensional submanifold of a facet A, and T’y is the pointwise

stabilizer of A;. By Lemma 2.11, we have

2 ||P
ullry = [ Dl du=C [ ulesp P 16,0 diT = C - 1o

Le(s)’

Using the barycentric-semiclassical cover again, it suffices to estimate the above integral replacing S by each
Sk, g = 5N Pk p

where J' C K G {0,...,r}. As § C A;, we may assume that J C J'. Using (2.9), we have

’ 2
|07 (H)|? '
J - E ‘X‘(Jsﬂ)ﬂ (expHy/)| -

I (exp H)| - [8,(H)|7 <
|Wyr| - 165 (H)| sew

Note that for H € Sk 5 C Py,

o7 (= ]

aent\TF

a(H) _o(H)
e 2 — e 2

‘ < N-IELIHIET]

Now Lemma 2.5 gives that for H € Sk ;v C Py,
1
—z-
16/ (H)|' >

2

ulexp )| - 10, (H)|3 S N3R5 DHE0l
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Hence
1—2
P

< N-2UShHI-EEDIE ‘ 1

LP (S, 41) ~ Oy

HX;L : |5J|%

LP=2(Sk )
Then the desired bounds follow from Proposition 4.1, noting the dimension formula (2.10). Note that the
p = 2 case does not require Proposition 4.1.

Taking orbits of the facets which have been shown in Section 5 to saturate the bounds in Theorem
1.5, we get the invariant submanifolds for which the bounds in Theorem 1.8 can be saturated. Namely,
for each k = 0,1,...,r, using Lemma 3.1, for any permutation Py = (jo,Jj1,..-,7r) of {0,1,...,7r} that
realizes ¢;(Po) = qio for all 4 = 0,1,...,r, set J := {jk41,...,Jr}. Let Y be the image of the mapping
Uy (uly,H) — expAd(u)H of (U/Ty) x Ay into U. Using (5.3) and the adapted Weyl integration formula
as in Lemma 2.11, an entirely similar computation as in Section 5 shows that ||x,|/z»(y) saturates the bounds
for all p > 2, where we still let © = Np where N is a natural number growing to infinity.

Lastly, we show that the bound of the p = 2 case can actually be saturated on orbits of any facets. For
any facet A; of the alcove A, still let Y be the image of the mapping ¥, : (uT;, H) — exp Ad(u)H of
(U/Ty) x Ay into U. Still for u = Np where N is any (large) natural number, using (5.3) and Lemma 2.11,

we have

d—r _n—k
2

+
IXpllz2ry =< NS5 (N )| z2(ayy = N 7 |65 (N-)llL2a,)-
By an argument entirely similar to (5.4), we get [|6;(N-)|[r2(a,) = 1. Hence ||x,||lp2yy 2 N@/2=(n=k)/2,

Thus the bound for the p = 2 case is indeed sharp for any such submanifold Y.
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