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THE Lp-DUAL SPACE OF A SEMISIMPLE LIE GROUP

BACHIR BEKKA

Abstract. Let G be a semisimple Lie group. We describe the irreducible
representations of G by linear isometries on Lp-spaces for p ∈ (1,+∞) with
p 6= 2. More precisely, we show that, for every such representation π, there
exists a parabolic subgroup Q of G such that π is equivalent to the natural
representation of G on Lp(G/Q) twisted by a unitary character of Q. When G
is of real rank one, we give a complete classification of the possible irreducible
representations of G on an Lp-space for p 6= 2, up to equivalence.

1. Introduction

Let G be a locally compact topological group and E a Banach space. Denote by
B(E) the algebra of bounded operators on E, equipped with the strong operator
topology, that is, the weakest topology for which the map B(E) → E, T 7→ Tv is
continuous for every v ∈ V. An isometric representation (for short, a representation)
of G on E is a continuous group homomorphism π : G → Iso(E), where Iso(E) is
the subgroup of GL(E) consisting of the linear surjective isometries on E.

In the context of semisimple Lie groups, there is strong evidence (see [HC53],
[God52], [War72], [Fel65]) that the right notions of irreducibility and equivalence
of Banach representations are defined as follows. Recall that to a representation
π : G → Iso(E) of G there is associated an algebra homomorphism Cc(G) → B(E),
denoted by π again, defined by

π(f) =

∫

G

f(g)π(g)dµG(g) for all f ∈ Cc(G),

where Cc(G) is the convolution algebra of continuous functions on G with compact
support and µG is a left Haar measure on G.

Definition 1. (i) A representation π : G → Iso(E) is completely irreducible if the
algebra π(Cc(G)) is dense in B(E) for the strong operator topology.
(ii) Two representations π1 : G → Iso(E1) and π2 : G → Iso(E2) on Banach spaces
E1 and E2 are Naimark equivalent (for short, equivalent) if, for i ∈ {1, 2}, there
there exists a dense subspace Vi of Ei which are πi(Cc(G)-invariant and a closed
injective linear map T : V1 → V2 such that

π2(f)Tv = Tπ1(f)v for all v ∈ E1 f ∈ Cc(G).

(iii) Let E be a class of Banach spaces. The E-dual of G, denoted by ĜE , is the
set of equivalence classes of completely irreducible representations of G on some
Banach space E ∈ E ;

When E is a Hilbert space, a representation G → Iso(E) is traditionally called a
unitary representation; a unitary representation π is completely irreducible if and
only if π is irreducible (that is, {0} and E are the only G-invariant closed subspaces
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of E). Moreover, unitary representations π1 and π2 are Naimark equivalent if and
only if π1 and π2 are unitarily equivalent (see [War72, 4.3]); in particular, if E

denotes the class of Hilbert spaces, then ĜE coincides with the usual unitary dual

Ĝ of G.
Let G a noncompact connected semisimple linear Lie group. For such a group,

we will be concerned with ĜLp
where Lp is the class of Lp-spaces for p ∈ [1,+∞[. By

an Lp-space, we mean the usual space Lp(X,B, µ) of equivalence classes (modulo
null sets) of measurable p-integrable functions f : X → C, , where µ is a positive
σ-finite measure defined on a standard Borel space (X,B). The unitary dual space

Ĝ = ĜL2
is of course a classical much studied object (see for instance [Kna01],

[War72]). We will deal here with ĜLp
for p 6= 2.

Let θ be a Cartan involution on the Lie algebra g of G and k (respectively
p) the eigenspace for the eigenvalue 1 (respectively −1) of θ. Let a be a maximal
commutative subspace of p and let Σ ⊂ a∗ be the corresponding root system, where
a∗ = HomR(a,R) is the real dual space of a. Let Σ+ be the set of positive roots
for an ordering of Σ and n the sum of the root spaces gα for α ∈ Σ+. Let K, A,
and N be the subgroups of G with Lie algebras k, a and n, respectively. Then K is
a maximal compact, A an abelian and N a nilpotent subgroup; moreover, we have
an Iwasawa decomposition G = KAN.

Let M be the centralizer of A in K. The group MAN is a minimal parabolic
subgroup of G. Recall (see [Kna01, Section V.5] or [War72, Chap. I, 1.2]) that
a parabolic subgroup of G is a closed subgroup containing a conjugate of MAN.
Every such group is conjugate to a standard parabolic subgroup Q = QF , which is
parametrized by a subset F of the set ∆ of simple positive roots; more precisely,
let aF be the intersection of all kerα for α ∈ F and nF the sum of the root spaces
gα for α ∈ Σ+ \ span(F). We have a Langlands decomposition

Q = MQAQNQ,

where MQ is reductive and contains M , AQ = exp(aF ) and NQ = exp(nF ). More-
over, MQ and AQ commute, and both normalize NQ. In particular, the standard
minimal parabolic parabolic subgroup is given by Q∅ = MAN.

Fix a parabolic subgroup Q = QF of G and a real number p ∈ [1,+∞[. We
are going to define the Lp analog of the (unitary) principal series representations
associated to Q.

Let KQ := K ∩ MQ and choose a Borel fundamental domain ΩQ ⊂ K for the
coset space K/KQ. Then ΩQ is also a fundamental domain for G/Q, since G = KQ
and K ∩Q = KQ. Every g ∈ G has a unique decomposition

g = κ(g)µ(g) exp(H(g))n(g) for κ(g) ∈ ΩQ, µ(g) ∈ MQ, H(g) ∈ aF , n(g) ∈ NQ.

Let µQ be the unique quasi-invariant Borel probability measure on G/Q which is
K-invariant. We identify G/Q with ΩQ and transfer µQ and the natural G-action
on G/Q to ΩQ. Let ρQ,p ∈ a∗ be defined by

ρQ,p :=
1

p

∑

α∈Σ+\span(F)

dim(gα)α.

Observe that ρMAN,2 is the familiar half-sum of positive roots.
Fix a real linear form λ ∈ a∗ and a unitary character

χ : MQ → S1 = U(1)

of the reductive group MQ. We define a representation π(Q,χ, λ, p) of G on

Lp(G/Q, µQ) = Lp(ΩQ, µQ)
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by

π(Q,χ, λ, p)(g)f(x) = χ(µ(g−1x))e−(iλ+ρQ,p)H(g−1x)f(κ(g−1x))

for f ∈ Lp(ΩQ, µF ), x ∈ ΩQ, g ∈ G. It is easily verified (see Section 2) that
π(Q,χ, λ, p) is indeed an isometric representation of G on Lp(G/Q, µQ).

We denote by M̂Ab
Q the group of unitary characters of MQ. Here is our main

result.

Theorem A. Let G be a noncompact connected semisimple linear Lie group, and
let p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2. Let π be a completely irreducible representation of
G on an Lp-space. Then there exists a parabolic subgroup Q of G, a real linear

form λ ∈ a∗, and a unitary character χ ∈ M̂Ab
Q such that π is equivalent to the

representation π(Q,χ, λ, p) on Lp(G/Q, µQ) described above.

In order to study the irreducibility of a representation π(Q,χ, λ, p) as in the
previous theorem, we consider its associated Harish-Chandra (g,K)-module. For a
unitary representation σ of MQ and for ν ∈ a∗

C
= HomR(a,C), following [Wal88,

5.2], we denote by IQ,σ,ν the associated infinitesimal nonunitary principal series of
G, that is, the (g,K)-module underlying the induced representation

IndGQ(σ ⊗ ν ⊗ 1NQ
) = IndGMQAQNQ

(σ ⊗ ν ⊗ 1NQ
).

Proposition 2. (i) Let π(Q,χ, λ, p) be a representation of G on Lp(G/Q, µQ)
as in Theorem A. Then π(Q,χ, λ, p) is completely irreducible if and only if
the principal series representation IQ,χ,ν is (algebraically) irreducible, where

ν = iλ+ δpρQ,2

for δp =
2

p
− 1 ∈ (−1, 1).

(ii) For i = 1, 2, let π(Qi, χi, λi, pi) be representations of G on Lpi
(G/Qi, µQi

)
as in Theorem A. Then π(Q1, χ1, λ1, p1) and π(Q2, χ2, λ2, p2) are equivalent
if and only if the corresponding principal series representations IQ1,χ1,ν1

and IQ2,χ2,ν2 as in (i) are (algebraically) equivalent.

Principal series representations IQ,σ,ν are of course central objects in the repre-
sentation theory of semisimple Lie groups; their structure has been much studied,
especially in the case where Q is minimal parabolic, and it has been shown that
“most” of them are irreducible (see [GN57], [Bru56], [PRRV67], [Kos69], [Wal71],
[LW73]).

Using known irreducibility and equivalence results from the literature, we can
settle the case where G is a simple Lie group with real rank one. So, G belongs
to one of the series SO0(n, 1), SU(n, 1), Sp(n, 1) or Sp(n, 1) for n ≥ 2 or G is the
exceptional Lie group F4(−20). We set P := MAN.

Theorem B. Let p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2.

(i) Let G = SO0(n, 1) for n ≥ 2. Then M̂Ab = 1M for n 6= 3 and M̂Ab ∼= Z

for n = 3. The representation π(P, χ, λ, p) is irreducible for every λ ∈ a∗

and every χ ∈ M̂Ab.

(ii) Let G = SU(n, 1) for n ≥ 2. Then M̂Ab ∼= Z.
(ii1) The representation π(P, χ, λ, p) is irreducible for every λ ∈ a∗ \ {0}

and every χ ∈ M̂Ab.

(ii2) After an appropriate identification of M̂Ab with Z, the representation
π(P,m, 0, p) = π(P, χ, 0, p) for m ∈ Z is not irreducible if and only if
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p belongs to the finite set{
2n

k
: k ∈ {1, . . . , 2n− 1}, k ≡ m (mod 2), k 6= m, k 6= 2n+m

}
.

(iii) Let G = Sp(n, 1) for n ≥ 2. Then M̂Ab = 1M .
(iii1) The representation π(P, 1M , λ, p) is irreducible for every λ ∈ a∗ \ {0}
(iii2) The representation π(P, 1M , 0, p) is not irreducible if and only if p =

2n+ 1

2n
or p = 2n+ 1.

(iv) Let G = F4(−20). Then M̂Ab = 1M .
(iv1) The representation π(P, 1M , λ, p) is irreducible for every λ ∈ a∗ \ {0}
(iv2) The representation π(P, 1M , 0, p) is not irreducible if and only if p

belongs to the set

{
11

10
,
11

9
,
11

8
,
11

3
,
11

2
, 11

}
.

Corollary C. Let G be one of the groups as in Theorem B.

(i) Let p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2. Every completely irreducible representation
of G on an Lp-space is equivalent either to the trivial representation 1G
or to one of the irreducible representations of the form π(P, χ, λ, p) from
Theorem B.

(ii) Two irreducible representations π(P, χ, λ, p) and π(P, χ′, λ′, p′) from Theo-
rem B with (χ′, λ′, p′) 6= (χ, λ, p) are equivalent if and only if

(χ′, λ′, p′) = (χ, λ, p) or (χ′, λ′, p′) = (χ,−λ, q),

where q is the conjugate exponent of p..

The paper is organized as follows. The proofs of Theorem A, Proposition 3, and
Theorem B are is given in Sections 2, 3, and 4 respectively. As an example, the
case of the group G = SL2(R), which is a twofold cover of SO0(2, 1), is treated in
Section 5.

2. Proof of Theorem A

Let G be a noncompact connected semisimple linear Lie group, Let (X,B, µ) be
a standard Borel space equipped with a σ-finite measure µ on B. Let

π : G → Iso(Lp(X,µ))

be a completely irreducible representation of G by linear isometries on Lp(X,µ) for
p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2. Assume that π is not the trivial representation 1G of G.

Observe that Lp(X,µ) is isometrically isomorphic to Lp(X,µ′) for every σ-finite

measure µ′ on X which is equivalent to µ; indeed, if ϕ = dµ′

dµ denotes the Radon-

Nikodym derivative of µ′ with respect to µ, then

f 7→ fϕ1/p

is a bijective linear isometry from Lp(X,µ′) to Lp(X,µ). So, upon choosing a prob-
ability measure in the measure class of µ, we can and will assume in the sequel that
µ is a probability measure.

• First step. We claim that there exists a measure-class preserving measurable
action

G×X → X, (g, x) 7→ gx

of G onX and a measurable map c : G×X → S1 such that, for f ∈ Lp(X,µ), g ∈ G,
and x ∈ X we have

(1) π(g)f(x) = c(g−1, x)

(
dg−1

∗ (µ)

dµ
(x)

)1/p

f(g−1x),
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where S1 is the set of complex numbers of modulus 1 and g∗(µ) is the image of µ
under the map x 7→ gx; moreover c satisfies the cocycle relation

(2) c(g1g2, x) = c(g1, g2x)c(g2, x) for all g1, g2 ∈ G, for almost all x ∈ X.

Indeed, let g ∈ G. By the Banach-Lamperti theorem (see [Ban93], [Lam58]), there
exists a measure-class preserving measurable map ϕ(g) : X → X and a measurable
map c(g) : X → S1 such that

π(g)f(x) = c(g)(x)

(
dϕ(g)∗(µ)

dµ
(x)

)1/p

f(ϕ(g)(x))

for f ∈ Lp(X,µ), g ∈ G, and x ∈ X. Since π(g1g2) = π(g1)π(g2) for all g1, g2 ∈ G
and since g 7→ π(g)f is measurable for every f ∈ Lp(X,µ), it is readily checked
that (g, x) 7→ ϕ(g−1)x is a measure-class preserving G-action on X and that

c : (g, x) → c(g−1)x

is a measurable map satisfying Equation (2).

Recall that another measurable cocycle c′ : G×X → S1 is said to be cohomol-
ogous to c if there exists a measurable map b : X → S1 such that

c′(g, x) = b(gx)c(g, x)b(x)−1 for all g ∈ G, for almost all x ∈ X.

Let π′ be the representation of G on Lp(X,µ) defined by the same formula (1), with
c′ instead of c. Then π′ is equivalent to π; indeed, the map U : Lp(X,µ) → Lp(X,µ),
defined by

Uf(x) = b(x)f(x) for all f ∈ Lp(X,µ), x ∈ X,

is a bijective isometry which intertwines π′ and π.

• Second step. We claim that the measure µ is continuous (that is, µ has no
atoms).

Indeed, let A be the (at most countable) set of atoms of µ. The decomposition
of µ into its atomic and continuous parts is µ = µa + µc, where µa = µ|A and
µc = µ− µa. We can write

Lp(X,µ) = Lp(X,µc)⊕ ℓp(A)

and it follows from the Banach-Lamperti theorem that Lp(X,µc) are ℓp(A) are
π(G)-invariant and so define subrepresentations of π. Since π is irreducible, it follows
that either µ is purely atomic or µ is continuous.

Assume by contradiction that µ is purely atomic, that is, Lp(X,µ) = ℓp(A). Let
G y A be the action of G on A and c : G×A → S1 the cocycle as above. Since π
is continuous, the map

G → ℓp(A), g 7→ c(g, x)δg·x

is continuous for every x ∈ A. As G is connected, this implies that G fixes pointwise
A. By irreducibility of π, it follows that A is a singleton {x0}. Equation (2) shows
that then that g 7→ c(g, x0) is homomorphism from G to S1. Since G is semisimple,
G has a trivial abelianization and hence c(g, x0) = 1 for all g ∈ G. So, π = 1G; this
is a contradiction and the claim is proved.

As is well-known (see [Zim84, Theorem 2.1.19]), the measurableG-system (X,µ,G)
admits a continuous compact model, that is, there exists a compact metric space
Y on which G acts continuously, a probability measure ν on the Borel subsets of Y
and a G-equivariant Borel isomorphism Φ : Y → X with Φ∗(ν) = µ.
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Let c′ : G × Y → S1 be defined by c′(g, y) = c(g,Φ(y)). The representation π′,
defined on Lp(Y, ν) by the formula

π′(g)f(y) = c′(g−1, y)

(
dg−1

∗ (ν)

dν
(y)

)1/p

f(g−1y),

is equivalent to π. So, without loss of generality, we may assume that X is a
compact metric space on which G acts continuously and that µ is a quasi-invariant
probability measure on the Borel subsets of X.

Next, let K be a maximal compact subgroup of G and denote by dk the normal-
ized Haar measure on K. Then µ′ =

∫
K
k∗(µ)dk, defined by

µ′(A) =

∫

K

µ(kA)dk

for all Borel subsets A of X, is a probability measure on X which is K-invariant;
moreover, µ′ is equivalent to µ. So, we can and will assume in the sequel that µ is
K-invariant.

• Third step. We claim that there are countably many K-orbits O1,O2, · · · , in
X such that

µ


⋃

i≥1

Oi


 = 1.

Indeed, let Y := X/K be the space of K-orbits, equipped with the quotient
topology structure given by the quotient map r : X → Y and with the probability
measure ν := r∗(µ).

Since K is compact, Y is a Hausdorff space. So, Y is a second countable compact
space and is therefore a standard Borel space. Let ν = νa+νc be the decomposition
of ν into its atomic and continuous parts. The claim will be proved if we show that
νc = 0.

By a well-known disintegration lemma (see e.g. Lemma 11.1 [Mac52] or Theorem
5.14 in [EW11]), there exists a map

θ : Y → Prob(X), y 7→ θy,

where Prob(X) is the set of Borel probability measures on X, with the following
properties:

(a) for every y ∈ Y, we have θy(r
−1(y)) = 1;

(b) for every f ∈ L1(X,µ), the map y 7→
∫
X f(x)dθy(x) is measurable and we

have ∫

X

fdµ =

∫

Y

(∫

X

f(x)dθy(x)

)
dν(y).

Moreover, if a second map θ′ : Y → Prob(X) satisfies (a) and (b), then θy = θ′y for
ν-almost every y ∈ Y.

Since µ is K-invariant, it follows from the uniqueness of θ that θy is the unique
K-invariant probability measure on the K-orbit y ⊂ X, for ν-almost every y.

For f ∈ C(X) and y ∈ Y, let f |y ∈ C(y) denote the restriction of f to y. The
map f 7→ (y 7→ fy) extends to an isometric isomorphism

S : Lp(X,µ) →

∫ ⊕

Y

Lp(y, θy)dν(y),

where
∫ ⊕

Y
Lp(y, θy)dν(y) is the Lp-direct integral of the family (Lp(y, θy))y∈Y in the

sense of [dJR17]. Let πy denote the representation of K on Lp(y, θy) given by

πy(k)f(x) = c(k−1, x)f(k−1x)) for all f ∈ Lp(y, θy), k ∈ K,x ∈ y.
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The direct integral
∫ ⊕

Y πydν(y) of the πy’s is a representation of K defined on∫ ⊕

Y Lp(y, θy)dν(y) and the map S intertwines π|K with
∫ ⊕

Y πydν(y); for this, see
[dJR17, Theorem 4.9] (the proof given there extends to representations twisted by
a cocycle as in our situation).

For δ ∈ K̂ (recall that K̂ is the unitary dual of K), set

χδ = d(δ)chδ,

where chδ = Tr ◦ δ is the usual character of δ, and define

Pπ(δ) := π(χδ) =

∫

K

χδ(k)π(k)dk.

Then Pπ(δ) is a continuous projection of Lp(X,µ) onto the isotypical K-submodule
of Lp(X,µ) of type δ. Similarly, for every y ∈ Y,

Pπy
(δ) := πy(χδ) =

∫

K

χδ(k)πy(k)dk

is a continuous projection of Lp(y, θy) onto the isotypical K-submodule of Lp(y, θy)
of type δ.

The field y → Pπy
(δ) defines a decomposable operator

∫ ⊕

Y Pπy
(δ)dν(y) on∫ ⊕

Y Lp(y, θy)dν(y) and, since S intertwines π|K and
∫ ⊕

Y πydν(y), we have

(3) SPπ(δ)S
−1 =

∫ ⊕

Y

Pπy
(δ)dν(y)

Let Ω be a Borel subset of Y . Denote by VΩ the range of the multiplication

operator on
∫ ⊕

Y
Lp(y, θy)dν(y) by 1Ω, that is,

VΩ =

{
f = (fy)y∈Y ∈

∫ ⊕

Y

Lp(y, θy)dν(y) : 1Ωf = f

}

=

{
f = (fy)y∈Y ∈

∫ ⊕

Y

Lp(y, θy)dν(y) : fy = 0 for ν-almost every y /∈ Ω

}
.

Observe that

(4)

∫ ⊕

Y

Pπy
(δ)dν(y) leaves invariant VΩ.

Assume, by contradiction, that the continuous part νc of ν is non-zero; so, de-
noting by Yc the complement in Y of set of atoms of ν, we have ν(Yc) > 0 and the
measure ν|Yc

is continuous.

For δ ∈ K̂, the subset

Dδ := {y ∈ Y : Pπy
(δ) = 0}

of Y is measurable. Indeed, let (fn)n be a dense sequence in C(X) for the uni-
form convergence; then, by Urysohn lemma, (fn|y)n is dense in C(y) and hence in
Lp(y, θy) for every y ∈ Y, and so

Dδ =
⋂

n∈N

{y ∈ Y : Pπy
(δ)(fn|y) = 0}.

Since y 7→ Pπy
(δ)(fn|y) belongs to

∫ ⊕

Y Lp(y, θy)dν(y) and is therefore a measurable
field, Dδ is measurable.

Observe that K̂ is countable, since K is a separable compact group. So, the set

D :=
⋂

δ∈K̂

Dδ
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is measurable. We claim that

(5) ν(D) = 0.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction that ν(D) > 0. Then VD 6= {0}. However, for
every (fy)y∈Y ∈ VD, we have

Pπy
(δ)(fy) = 0 for all δ ∈ K̂

and hence fy = 0 for every y ∈ D. This contradiction shows that (5) holds.

It follows from (5) that there exists δ ∈ K̂ such that ν (Yc ∩Nδ) < ν(Yc). So, for

Ω := Yc \Nδ

we have ν(Ω) > 0. Since ν|Yc
is continuous, we can therefore find a partition

Ω =
∐

n∈N

Ωn

of Ω in countably many Borel subsets Ωn with ν(Ωn) > 0 for all n ∈ N. We have
(∫ ⊕

Y

Pπy
(δ)dν(y)

)
VΩn

6= {0} for all n ∈ N.

since Pπy
(δ) 6= 0 for every y ∈ Ω. Hence, for every n ∈ N, we can find

fn ∈

(∫ ⊕

Y

Pπy
(δ)dν(y)

)
VΩn

with fn 6= 0.

Since Ωn∩Ωm = ∅ for n 6= m, it follows from (4) that the family (fn)n∈N is linearly
independent. Therefore, on the one hand, the family (S−1fn)n∈N of elements in
Lp(X,µ) is linearly independent. On the other hand, it follows from (3) that

S−1fn ∈ Pπ(δ)(S
−1(VΩn

)) ⊂ Pπ(δ)(S
−1(VΩ)) for all n ∈ N.

This implies that the subspace Pπ(δ)(S
−1(VΩ)) of Lp(X,µ) is infinite dimensional.

So, the projection Pπ(δ) does not have finite-dimensional range. This is not possible
since π is completely irreducible (see [God52, Theorem 2] or [HC53, Lemma 33]).
This is a contradiction shows that ν is an atomic measure.

• Fourth step. We claim that there exists a point x0 ∈ X such that µ(Gx0) = 1.
Indeed, it follows from the third step that there exists a point x0 ∈ X such that
µ(Kx0) > 0 and therefore µ(Gx0) > 0. If we show that the G-action of (X,µ) is
ergodic, then it will follow that µ(Gx0) = 1.

Assume, by contradiction, that there exists a partition X = X1

∐
X2 into two

G-invariant Borel subsets Xi with µ(Xi) > 0 for i = 1, 2. Then

Lp(X,µ) = VX1
⊕ VX2

,

where

VXi
= {f ∈ Lp(X,µ) : 1Xi

f = f} ∼= Lp(Xi, µ|Xi
);

moreover, Formula (1) shows that VXi
is π(G)-invariant. Since VXi

6= {0} for
i = 1, 2, this contradicts the fact that π is irreducible and the claim is proved.

The stabilizer of x0 ∈ X as above is a closed subgroup H . Hence, upon disre-
garding a set of measure zero, we may and will identify X , as Borel G-space, with
the space G/H , equipped with its quotient Borel structure.

Next, we draw some consequences for the cocycle c : G × X → S1 over the
transitive G-space X . First, upon passing to a cohomologous cocycle, we can
assume that c is a strict cocycle, that is, Equation (2) holds for all g1, g2 ∈ G
and x ∈ X. Moreover, choose a Borel section s : G/H → G for the projection
G → G/H with s(H) = e. Observe that gs(x)s(gx)−1 belongs to H, for every
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g ∈ G and x ∈ X. Then there exists a continuous homomorphism χ : H → S1 such
that c is cohomologous to the cocycle cχ : G×X → S1 given by

cχ(g, x) = χ(gs(x)s(gx)−1) for all g ∈ G, x ∈ X ;

for all this, see Theorem 5.27 in [Var85].
We may and will in the sequel assume that the cocycle c coincides with cχ. Also,

as is well-known (see e.g. [Mac52, Theorem 1.1]), all G-quasi-invariant σ-finite
Borel measures on G/H are mutually equivalent; so, we may assume that the G-
quasi-invariant µ on G/H is one of the standard G-invariant Borel measures on
G/H constructed in [Mac52, §.1].

• Fifth step. We claim that K acts transitively on the space G/H.
Indeed, on the one hand, since G is a connected Lie group, X = G/H is a C∞-

smooth connected manifold; moreover, the measure µ on X is locally Lebesgue
measure, that is, µ is given by a smooth density times Lebesgue measure in any
local coordinates on X ; indeed, this follows from the fact that the maps x 7→ gx
are diffeomorphisms of X for every g ∈ G.

On the other hand, it follows from the third step that there exists a K-orbit O
in X with µ(O) > 0. As is well-known, O is a submanifold of X , diffeomorphic to
K/L where L is the stabilizer in K of a point in K (see e.g. [Bou72, III, §1, 7.]).
In view of what we said about µ, this is possible only if dimO = dimX, that is, if
O is open in X. Since X is connected, it follows that O = X .

• Sixth step. We claim that H is contained as a finite index subgroup in a
parabolic subgroup of G, as defined in the Introduction. Indeed, it follows from
the fifth step and Lemma 3 below, that there exists a parabolic subgroup Q which
contains H and which has the following properties; let Q = MQAQNQ be the
Langlands decomposition of Q. Write Q0 = CSAQNQ for the connected identity
component Q0 of Q, where C is the maximal compact factor of M0

Q and S is the

product of all the non-compact simple factors of M0
Q. Then

H0 = C′SAQNQ,

where C′ is a connected closed subgroup of C.
We claim H has finite index in Q. Assume, by contradiction, that H has infinite

index in Q. Observe that Q is a direct product Q = ZQ0 for a finite subgroup Z of
its center (see [Kna96, Theorem 7.53]). So, H is of the form H = TSAQNQ for a
subgroup T of infinite index in the compact group L := ZC.

Let χ be the unitary character of H associated to c. Observe that χ is trivial on
the semisimple Lie group S. Moreover, we have [aF , nF ] = nF for the Lie algebras
aF and nF of AQ and NQ, where F is the set of simple roots associated to Q as
in the Introduction; it follows that the commutator subgroup of AQNQ coincides
with NQ and hence that χ is also trivial on NQ.

Choose a Borel fundamental domain Ω0 ⊂ G for G/Q and a fundamental domain
Ω1 ⊂ L for L/T. Then Ω0Ω1 is a fundamental domain for G/H and every g ∈ G
has unique decompositions

g = ω0(g)q(g) = ω0(g)ω1(g)h(g) for ωi(g) ∈ Ωi, q(g) ∈ Q, h(g) ∈ H.

Let ν1 be the L-invariant probability measure on Ω1
∼= L/T. Identify Lp(G/H, µ)

with Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1) for a G-quasi-invariant probability measure ν0 on Ω0
∼=

G/Q. For g ∈ G and F ∈ Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1), we have

π(g)F (x) = χ(h(g−1x))F (ω0(g
−1x)ω1(g

−1x)) for all x ∈ Ω0 × Ω1.

Define a representation πQ of Q on Lp(Ω1, ν1) by

πQ(q)f(x1) = χ(h(q−1x1))f(ω1(q
−1x1))
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for f ∈ Lp(Ω1, ν1), x1 ∈ Ω1, q ∈ Q.
Since Ω1

∼= Q/H is infinite, Lp(Ω1, ν1) is infinite dimensional; therefore, the
restriction πQ|L of πQ to the compact group L is not irreducible (see [War72,
4.2.2.4]). Hence, there exists a closed πQ(L)-invariant subspace V of Lp(Ω1, ν1)
with V 6= {0} and V 6= Lp(Ω1, ν1). Observe that πQ(q) is a multiple of χ(q) for
q ∈ AQ and πQ(q) is the identity for q ∈ SNQ. Since Q = LSAQNQ, it follows that
V is Q-invariant.

For F ∈ Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1) and x0 ∈ Ω0, let Fx0
∈ Lp(Ω1, ν1) be defined by

Fx0
(x1) = F (x0x1).

Let Ṽ be subspace of Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1) of all F ∈ Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1) such

that Fx0
∈ V for ν0-almost every x0 ∈ Ω0. Then Ṽ is a proper non trivial closed

subspace of Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1).

We claim that Ṽ is π(G)-invariant. Indeed, let F ∈ Ṽ , g ∈ G and F ′ = π(g)F ;
for x0 ∈ Ω0, x1 ∈ Ω1, set x = x0x1 and let q = q(x−1

0 g) be the Q-component of

x−1
0 g. We have ω0(g

−1x) = ω0(g
−1x0) and

F ′
x0
(x1) = F ′(x0x1) = χ(h(g−1x))F (ω0(g

−1x0)ω1(g
−1x))

= χ(h(((x−1
0 g)−1x1))Fω0(g−1x0)(ω1((x

−1
0 g)−1x1))

= χ(h(q−1x1))Fω0(g−1x0)(ω1(q
−1x1)))

= (πQ(q)Fω0(g−1x0))(x1)

Since Fω0(g−1x0) ∈ V for almost every x0 and since V is Q-invariant, it follows that

F ′ ∈ Ṽ and the claim is proved.
Now, π is irreducible. So, we have obtained a contradiction which shows that H

has finite index in Q.

• Seventh step. We claim that H = Q. Indeed, H contains Q0, since H has finite
index in Q. As mentioned in the sixth step, Q is a direct product Q = ZQ0 for a
finite abelian subgroup Z. Hence, we have Q = Z ′H for a subgroup Z ′ of Z. We
have to show that Z ′ is trivial.

Assume, by contradiction, that Z ′ 6= {e}. Then there exists a non trivial char-
acter δ of Z ′. We proceed as in the sixth step. Let Ω0 ⊂ G a fundamental domain
for G/Q. We identify Lp(G/H, µ) with Lp(Ω0 × Z ′, ν0 ⊗ ν1) for a convenient G-
quasi-invariant probability measure ν0 on Ω0

∼= G/Q and a probability measure ν1
on Z ′.

For F ∈ Lp(Ω0 × Z ′, ν0 ⊗ ν1) and x0 ∈ Ω0, let Fx0
∈ Lp(Ω1, ν1) be defined by

Fx0
(x1) = F (x0x1). Let Ṽδ be subspace of Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1) of all F such that

Fx0
(zx1) = δ(z)Fx0

(x1) for all z ∈ Z ′ and ν0-almost every x0 ∈ Ω0. Then Ṽδ is a
proper non trivial closed subspace of Lp(Ω0 × Ω1, ν0 ⊗ ν1). Moreover, one checks

that Ṽδ is π(G)-invariant; this contradicts the irreducibility of π.

• Eighth step. There exists a a real linear form λ ∈ a∗ and a unitary character χ
of MQ such that π is equivalent to the representation π(Q,χ, λ, p) on Lp(G/Q, µQ)
described in Theorem A.

Indeed, by the seventh step, we haveH = Q = MQAQNQ. The unitary character
of Q associated to the cocycle c is trivial on NQ and MQ centralizes AQ; hence,
this character is of the form χ ⊗ χ′ for unitary characters χ of MQ and χ′ of AQ.
Let F ⊂ Σ be the set of simple positive roots associated to Q There exists λ ∈ a∗

such that

χ′(expX) = e−iλ(X) for all X ∈ aF = log(AQ).
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Let µ be the unique quasi-invariant Borel probability measure on G/Q which is
K-invariant. For g ∈ G, decompose g according to G = KMQAQNQ as

g = κ(g)µ(g) exp(H(g))n(g) for κ(g) ∈ ΩQ, µ(g) ∈ MQ, H(g) ∈ aF , n(g) ∈ NQ.

The Radon-Nikodym derivative of g∗µ with respect to µ is given by (see e.g. [Kna96,
Proposition 8.44])

dg∗(µ)

dµ
(x) = e−ρF (H(g))

for

ρF =
∑

α∈Σ+\span(F)

dim(gα)α.

This finishes the proof of Theorem A.

The following lemma, which was used in the proof above, is a consequence of
the description of cocompact subgroups of semisimple Lie groups from [Wit90] (see
also [GW72]).

Lemma 3. Let G be a noncompact connected semisimple linear Lie group with
maximal compact subgroup K. Let H be a closed subgroup of G with the property
that the natural action of K on G/H is transitive. Upon replacing H by one of its
conjugate, there exists a standard parabolic subgroup Q which contains H and which
has the following properties; denote by Q = MQAQNQ the Langlands decomposition
of Q; write Q0 = CSAQNQ for the identity component Q0 of Q, where C is the
maximal compact factor of M0

Q and S is the product of all the non-compact simple

factors of M0
Q. Then there exists a connected closed subgroup C′ of C such that

H0 = C′SAQNQ.

Proof. Since K acts transitively on G/H , we have G = KH. In particular, H is
a cocompact subgroup of G. By [Wit90, Theorem 1.2] and upon conjugating H ,
there exists a standard parabolic subgroup Q of G with the following properties:

• Q = MQAQNQ contains H ;
• there exist a connected, normal subgroup X of S and a connected closed

subgroup Y of CAQ such that H0 = Y XNQ, where S and C are as in the
statement of the Lemma.

Since H/H0 is at most countable, we have

G =
⋃

n≥1

KH0gn

for some sequence (gn)n≥1 of elements in G. As K is compact and H0 is closed,
KH0gn is a closed subset of G for every n. Hence, by Baire’s category theorem,
KH0 has a non empty interior. By homogeneity, it follows that KH0 is open in G.
Since G is connected, we have therefore G = KH0, that is,

(6) G = KYXNQ.

Recall that the multiplication map K × A × N → G from the Iwasawa decom-
position G = KAN is a diffeomorphism. The reductive Lie group MQ has also an
Iwasawa decomposition

MQ = K1A1N1,

for K1 := K ∩ MQ; we have A = A1AQ as a direct product and N = N1NQ as
semi-direct product (see [Kna96, Proposition7.82]). In particular, we have C ⊂ K1.
Let Ω ⊂ K be a fundamental domain for K/K1. So,

(7) the product map Ω×K1 ×A1 ×AQ ×N1 ×NQ → G is a bijection.
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The Iwasawa decomposition of the semisimple Lie group X ⊂ S is X = K2A2N2,
where K2 := K1 ∩ X and where A2 and N2 are subgroups of A1 and N2. By (6),
we have therefore

G = KYXNQ = KK2Y A2N2NQ.

Since Y ⊂ CAQ, it follows from (7) that

dimA2 = dimA1, dimN2 = dimN1, and AQ ⊂ Y.

So, we have S = X and Y = C′AQ for a connected closed subgroup C′ of C.
�

3. Proof of Proposition 2

Let Q = MQAQNQ be a parabolic subgroup of G; for a real linear form λ ∈ a∗

and a unitary character χ : MQ → S1, consider the representation π(Q, λ, χ, p) of
G on Lp(G/Q, µ) as in the Introduction.

We may realize π(Q, λ, χ, p) in the so-called compact picture as follows. Let
C(K,χ) be the vector space of continuous functions F : K → C such that

F (xk) = χ(k)F (x) for all k ∈ K ∩MQ, x ∈ K;

equip C(K,χ) with the norm

‖F‖p =

(∫

K/(K∩MQ)

|F (x)|pdµ(x))

)1/p

,

where µ is the uniqueK-invariant probability measure onK/(K∩MQ). Let Lp(K,χ)
be the completion of (C(K,χ), ‖ · ‖p). Let ρQ,p ∈ a∗ be defined as in the Introduc-
tion. Then π(Q, λ, χ, p) acts on Lp(K,χ) through

π(Q,χ, λ, p)(g)F (x) = χ(µ(g−1x))e−(iλ+ρQ,p)H(g−1x)F (κ(g−1x))

for F ∈ Lp(K,χ), x ∈ K and g ∈ G with decomposition

g = κ(g)µ(g) exp(H(g))n(g), κ(g) ∈ K,µ(g) ∈ MQ, H(g) ∈ log(AQ), n(g) ∈ NQ

Observe that, for g ∈ K, the operator π(Q,χ, λ, p)(g) is simply left translation on
Lp(K,µ) by g−1.

Set E := Lp(K,χ). Recall that the subspace EK of K-finite vectors in E is the
space of functions F ∈ E such that

π(Q,χ, λ, p)(K)F = {π(Q,χ, λ, p)(g)F : g ∈ K}

spans a finite-dimensional subspace of E. The space E∞ of C∞-vectors in E consists
of smooth functions F ∈ C(K,χ). As a K-module, E∞ is the representation of K
differentiably induced by χ|K∩MQ

(in the sense of [War72, 5.3.1]). Therefore, by

Frobenius reciprocity (which remains valid in this context), the multiplicity of δ ∈ K̂
in E∞ is equal to the multiplicity of χ in δ|K∩MQ

and is therefore finite, since δ is
finite dimensional. Hence, the multiplicity of δ in EK∩E∞ is finite. Since EK∩E∞

is dense in E (see e.g. [War72, Theorem 4.4.5.16]), it follows that the multiplicity
of δ in E is finite. In other words, π(Q,χ, λ, p) is an admissible representation of
G (as defined [Kna01, p.207] and [Wal71, 3.3.5]) or is a K-finite representation (as
defined in [War72, 4.5.1]).

As is well-known, EK is a module over the universal enveloping algebra U(gC)
of the complexification of the Lie algebra g of G. Set

(8) ν := iλ+ ρQ,p − ρQ,2 = iλ+

(
2

p
− 1

)
ρQ,2;
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then EK coincides with the (g,K)-module associated to the (nonunitary) induced

representation IndGQ(χ ⊗ ν ⊗ 1NQ
). This (g,K)-module consists of the functions

f : G → C which are C∞ and have the following properties:

• f(gman) = χ(m)e−(iλ+ν+ρQ,2)(log a) f(g) for all g ∈ G and man ∈ Q;
• the linear span of K · f is finite dimensional space, where K · f is the space
of translates g 7→ f(k−1g) for k ∈ K.

(for this, see [Wal71, 5.2.1]). So, the (g,K) module associated to π(Q,χ, λ, p) is
the principal series representation denoted IQ,χ,ν in [Wal71] for ν as in (8).

Now, since π(Q,χ, λ, p) is admissible, π(Q,χ, λ, p) is completely irreducible if
and only if its associated (g,K)-module IQ,χ,ν is algebraically irreducible. More-
over, two such representations π(Q1, χ1, λ1, p1) and π(Q1, χ1, λ1, p1) are Naimark
equivalent if and only if the (g,K)-modules IQ1,χ1,ν1 and IQ2,χ2,ν2 are algebraically
equivalent (for all this, see Theorems 4.5.5.4 and 4.5.5.2 in [War72]).

4. Proof of Theorem B

We assume from now on that G is a simple Lie group with real rank one. In this
case, we have dim a = 1.

Choose α ∈ Σ+ and H ∈ a such that 1
2α /∈ Σ and α(H) = 1. We identify a∗

C

with C by means of the map λ 7→ λ(H).
There is, up to conjugation, only one parabolic subgroup, namely P := MAN.

For p ∈ (1 + ∞), we will write ρp instead of ρP,p. In view of Proposition 2, we

have to study, given λ ∈ R and χ ∈ M̂Ab, the irreducibility of the (non unitary)
principal series representation IP,χ,νλ,p

for

νλ,p = iλ+

(
2

p
− 1

)
ρ2

and to decide when two such representations are equivalent. We will apply several
times the following result of Kostant about the case where ν = 1M . Set

tα :=

{
(dim gα)/2 if 2α /∈ Σ

(dim gα)/2 + 1 if 2α ∈ Σ,

where gα ⊂ g is the usual root space corresponding to α; set also

nα :=

{
1 if 2α /∈ Σ

2 if 2α ∈ Σ.

Recall that

ρ2 = (dim gα)/2 + dim g2α.

For ν ∈ C, we have (see Theorem 2 in [Kos69] and Theorem 2.9.8 in [Kos75]):

(9) IP,1M ,ν is not irreducible ⇐⇒ ν /∈ (−tα, tα) and ν + ρ2 ∈ nαZ.

We will treat separately the different simple groups G which may occur; for the
data we will use concerning these groups, we refer to [Hel78, Chap. X].

• Let G = SO0(n, 1) for n ≥ 2. Here, K ∼= SO(n) andM ∼= SO(n−1). Moreover,
we have dim gα = n− 1 and 2α /∈ Σ. So,

tα =
n− 1

2
, nα = 1, and ρ2 =

n− 1

2
;

hence, for λ ∈ R, we have

νλ,p = iλ+

(
2

p
− 1

)
n− 1

2
.
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Since

∣∣∣∣
2

p
− 1

∣∣∣∣ < 1, it follows from (9) that

IP,1M ,νλ,p
is irreducible for all λ ∈ R and p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2.

The case where n 6= 3 is settled since the abelianization of M is then trivial and

so M̂Ab = 1M .
Assume now that n = 3. Observe that in this case G ∼= SL2(C) and M ∼= U(1).

We use here the results from [Thi73, §. 13, B]: identifying M̂Ab with 1
2Z, we have,

for m ∈ M̂Ab and ν ∈ C,

IP,m,ν is irreducible ⇐⇒ (ν + l + 1)(ν − l− 1) 6= 0

for all l ∈ {|m|+ k : k = 0, 1, 2, · · · }. Since (n − 1)/2 = 1, this condition is clearly

satisfied for νλ,p and so we obtain that IP,χ,νλ,p
is irreducible for all λ ∈ R, χ ∈ M̂Ab,

and p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2.

• Let G = SU(n, 1) for n ≥ 2. Here, K ∼= SU(n) and M ∼= U(n − 1). Moreover,
we have dim gα = 2(n− 1) and dim g2α = 1. So,

tα = n, nα = 2, and ρ2 = n;

hence, for λ ∈ R, we have

νλ,p = iλ+

(
2

p
− 1

)
n.

Since

∣∣∣∣
2

p
− 1

∣∣∣∣ < 1, it follows from (9) that

IP,1M ,νλ,p
is irreducible for all λ ∈ R and p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2.

In [Kra76, Proposition 1] precise necessary and sufficient conditions are given on

σ ∈ M̂ and ν ∈ C for IP,σ,ν to be irreducible. In the special case of σ ∈ M̂Ab, this

criterion reads as follows. Identify M̂Ab with 1
n+1Z as in [Kra76] and for σ ∈ M̂Ab

and ν ∈ C, define (s1, . . . , sn+1) ∈ Cn+1 by

si =





1

2
(ν − (n− 1)σ) if i = 1

σ +
n

2
− i+ 1 if 2 ≤ i ≤ n

−
1

2
(ν + (n− 1)σ) if i = n+ 1.

Then IP,m,ν is not irreducible if and only if either s1− si ∈ Z\ {0} for all 2 ≤ i ≤ n
or sn+1 − si ∈ Z \ {0} for all 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

It follows immediately that IP,σ,νλ,p
is irreducible if λ 6= 0. So, we may assume

that λ = 0.
Writing σ =

m

n+ 1
for m ∈ Z, the criterion above implies that IP,σ,ν0,p is not

irreducible if and only if either

1

2

(
νp,0 − (n− 1)

m

n+ 1

)
−

m

n+ 1
+

n

2
∈ Z \ {0}

or

−
1

2

(
νp,0 + (n− 1)

m

n+ 1

)
−

m

n+ 1
+

n

2
∈ Z \ {0}

that is, if and only if

either νp,0 − (m+ n) ∈ 2Z \ {0} or νp,0 − (m+ n) ∈ 2Z \ {0}
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As νλ,0 =

(
2

p
− 1

)
n, we see that IP,σ,ν0,p is not irreducible if only if

(10) either 2

(
1

p
− 1

)
n−m ∈ 2Z \ {0} or

2n

p
−m ∈ 2Z \ {0}.

It is clear that (10) is equivalent to

p ∈

{
2n

k
: k ∈ {1, . . . , 2n− 1}, k ≡ m (mod 2), k 6= m, k 6= 2n+m

}
.

• LetG = Sp(n, 1) for n ≥ 2. Here,K ∼= Sp(n)×Sp(1) andM ∼= Sp(n−1)×Sp(1).
Moreover, we have dim gα = 4(n− 1) and dim g2α = 3. So,

tα = 2n− 1, nα = 2, and ρ2 = 2n+ 1;

hence, for λ ∈ R, we have

νλ,p = iλ+

(
2

p
− 1

)
(2n+ 1).

Observe that the abelianization of M is trivial and so M̂Ab = {1M}. Moreover, we
have ∣∣∣∣

2

p
− 1

∣∣∣∣ (2n+ 1) ≥ 2n− 1 ⇐⇒ p ∈ (1,
2n+ 1

2n
] ∪ [2n+ 1,+∞).

and (
2

p
− 1

)
(2n+ 1) + 2n− 1 ∈ 2Z ⇐⇒ p ∈

{
2n+ 1

k
: k ∈ N∗

}
.

It follows from (9) that

• IP,1M ,νλ,p
is irreducible for every λ ∈ a∗ \ {0}

• IP,1M ,ν0,p is not irreducible if and only if p =
2n+ 1

2n
or p = 2n+ 1.

• Let G = F4(−20). Here, K ∼= Spin(9) and M ∼= Spin(7). Moreover, we have
dim gα = 8 and dim g2α = 7. So,

tα = 5, nα = 2, and ρ2 = 11;

hence, for λ ∈ R, we have

νλ,p = iλ+ 11

(
2

p
− 1

)
.

The abelianization of M is trivial and so M̂Ab = {1M}. Moreover, we have

11

∣∣∣∣
2

p
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≥ 5 ⇐⇒ p ∈ (1,
11

8
] ∪ [

11

3
,+∞).

and

11

(
2

p
− 1

)
+ 5 ∈ 2Z ⇐⇒ p ∈

{
11

k
: k ∈ N∗

}
.

It follows from (9) that

• IP,1M ,νλ,p
is irreducible for every λ ∈ a∗ \ {0}

• IP,1M ,ν0,p is not irreducible if and only if p ∈

{
11

10
,
11

9
,
11

8
,
11

3
,
11

2
, 11

}
.
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In all the cases above, if two representations IP,χ,ν and IP,χ′,ν′ are irreducible,
then they are equivalent if and only if

(χ′, ν) = (χ, ν) or (χ′, ν′) = (χ,−ν).

Now,

−νλ,p = −(iλ+

(
2

p
− 1

)
ρ2 = (−iλ+

(
2

q
− 1

)
ρ2 = νλ,q.

Therefore, IP,χ′,νλ′,p′
and IP,χ,νλ,p

are equivalent if and only if

(χ′, λ′, p′) = (χ, λ, p) or (χ′, λ′, p′) = (χ,−λ, q).

5. An example: SL2(R)

Let G = SL2(R), with maximal compact subgroup K = SO(2). The standard
minimal parabolic subgroup is

P =

{(
a b
0 a−1

)
: a ∈ R, a 6= 0, b ∈ R

}
.

We have P = MAN for

A =

{(
a 0
0 a−1

)
: a ∈ R, a > 0

}
,

M =

{
±

(
1 0
0 1

)}
,

and

N =

{(
1 b
0 1

)
: b ∈ R

}
.

Identifying a∗
C

with C as above, we have

ρP,p =
1

p

for every p ∈ (1 + ∞). We identify G/P as G-space with the real projective line
P(R), with G acting by Möbius transformations on this latter space. The Lebesgue
measure µ is the unique K-invariant probability Borel measure on P(R). The mea-
surable space G/P can further be identified with R = P(R) \ {∞}.

The Radon-Nikodym derivative for g =

(
a b
c d

)
acting on R is given by

dg∗(µ)

dµ
(x) =

1

(cx+ d)2
.

Let ε denote the non trivial character of M and let λ ∈ R. The representation
π(P, χ, λ, p) of G by isometries on Lp(R, µ) is defined by

π(P, 1M , λ, p)(g)f(x) = |cx+ d|−iλ− 2
p f

(
ax+ b

cx+ d

)
if g−1 =

(
a b
c d

)

and

π(P, ε, λ, p)(g)f(x) = sgn(cx+ d)|cx+ d|−iλ− 2
p f

(
ax+ b

cx+ d

)
if g−1 =

(
a b
c d

)

The Harish-Chandra (g,K)-module underlying π(P, ε, λ, p) is IP,χ,ν for

ν = iλ+ δpρP,2 = iλ+
2

p
− 1

Assume that p 6= 2. It is well-known that IP,χ,ν is irreducible (see e.g. Proposition
1.3.3 in [Vog81]; observe that the irreducibility of IP,ε,ν depends on the fact that
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p
− 1 is not an integer). Moreover, the modules IP,χ,ν are pairwise non equivalent

for fixed p.
In summary, the Lp-dual space of G = SL2(R) for p ∈ (1,+∞) with p 6= 2 is

ĜLp
= {π(P, 1M , λ, p) : λ ∈ R} ∪ {π(P, ε, λ, p) : λ ∈ R} ∪ {1G}.
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Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1996. MR1399083 ↑9, 11

[Kos69] Bertram Kostant, On the existence and irreducibility of certain series of representa-

tions, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 75 (1969), 627–642, DOI 10.1090/S0002-9904-1969-12235-4.
MR0245725 ↑3, 13

[Kos75] , On the existence and irreducibility of certain series of representations, Lie groups
and their representations (Proc. Summer School, Bolyai János Math. Soc., Budapest, 1971),
Halsted Press, New York-Toronto, Ont., 1975, pp. 231–329. MR0399361 ↑13

[Kra76] Hrvoje Kraljević, On representations of the group SU(n, 1), Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
221 (1976), no. 2, 433–448, DOI 10.2307/1997409. MR409725 ↑14

[Lam58] John Lamperti, On the isometries of certain function-spaces, Pacific J. Math. 8 (1958),
459–466. MR0105017 ↑5

[LW73] James Lepowsky and Nolan R. Wallach, Finite- and infinite-dimensional representa-

tion of linear semisimple groups, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 184 (1973), 223–246, DOI
10.2307/1996409. MR0327978 ↑3

[Mac52] George W. Mackey, Induced representations of locally compact groups. I, Ann. of Math.
(2) 55 (1952), 101–139, DOI 10.2307/1969423. MR0044536 ↑6, 9

[PRRV67] K. R. Parthasarathy, R. Ranga Rao, and V. S. Varadarajan, Representations of com-

plex semi-simple Lie groups and Lie algebras, Ann. of Math. (2) 85 (1967), 383–429, DOI
10.2307/1970351. MR0225936 ↑3

[Thi73] Ernest Thieleker, On the quasi-simple irreducible representations of the Lorentz groups,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 179 (1973), 465–505, DOI 10.2307/1996515. MR0325856 ↑14

[Var85] V. S. Varadarajan, Geometry of quantum theory, 2nd ed., Springer-Verlag, New York,
1985. MR0805158 ↑9



18 BACHIR BEKKA

[Vog81] David A. Vogan Jr., Representations of real reductive Lie groups, Progress in Mathemat-
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