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Abstract. H. Whitney introduced in 1934 the problem of extending a func-
tion f on a set of points in Rn to an analytic function on the ambient space.
In this article we prove Whitney type extension theorems for data on some
homogeneous spaces. We use harmonic analysis on the homogeneous spaces
and representation theory of compact as well as noncompact reductive groups.
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1. Introduction

In 1934, H. Whitney introduced the problem of extending a function f on a
set of points in Rn to an analytic function on the ambient space. In the 2000s,
C. Fefferman took up Whitney’s work and proved a sharp form of the Whitney
extension theorem [5]. In particular, if the set of points in Euclidean space is finite
of cardinality n, there is an extension which is continuously differentiable of some
degree depending on n.

In this paper, we study a version of Whitney’s extension problem where the
points have an inherent symmetry. More precisely, we consider points x(i) in a
symmetric homogeneous space X = G/H for reductive Lie groups G,H and a
nonconstant function f on these points with values f(x(i)) = y(i) in the complex
numbers C. We are especially interested not just in proving existence of an ana-
lytic function extending f, but to obtain a formula for this function which can be
effectively computed by an algorithm. Initially, we weaken the assumption

f(x(i)) = y(i), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n.

Instead, we find for all ε > 0 a complex valued function fn : X → C so that

|fn(x(i))− y(i)| < ε, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n.

Observe that the function fn depends on ε.
Furthermore, we show how to modify the proof to obtain an exact Whitney

extension theorem. The function fn generates a representation Πn of G, which we
call the Whitney representation of the data. By acting with the maximal compact
subgroup K in G, we modify the Whitney function without changing the K-types
occuring in its Whitney representation to obtain an analytic, square integrable
function, still denoted fn, such that fn(x(i)) = y(i) for all i ⩽ n.

We consider symmetric spaces of the form G/H for certain orthogonal Lie groups
G and H. The analysis on symmetric spaces was intensively studied starting with
the work of M. Flensted-Jensen in the late 1970s and culminating in the Plancherel
theorem around 2005 by H. Schlichtkrull and E. van den Ban. In this article, we use
information about the representation of the symmetry group G on the square inte-
grable functions on G/H and in particular about the irreducible subrepresentations.
We also use results about the restriction of these representations to orthogonal sub-
groups.

The group of symmetries of the quadrics
X(p, q)± = {(xi) ∈ Rp+q|x21 + ...+ x2p − x2p+1 . . .− x2p+q = ±1}

is the noncompact Lie group G = SO(p, q)◦, where p ⩾ 2 and the superscript
denotes the connected component.

This class of homogeneous spaces contains the spaces known in physics as
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Anti de Sitter space from a physicist’s perspective [18, J. Malda-
cena, The Illusion of Gravity, Scientific American (2005) no. 293]

de Sitter spaces (dS)
respectively as

anti de Sitter spaces (AdS)
[30, Chapters X and XI]. The anti de Sitter space is considered in physics as a
model of space time with negative curvature.

1.1. Main results. We prove

Theorem 1.1. Let p ⩾ 2. Let x(i), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, be a set of points in X(p, 2)− and
let f(x(i)) = y(i) be a nonconstant, complex-valued function. For all ε > 0, there
exists an analytic, square integrable function fn : X(p, 2)− → C such that

|fn(x(i))− y(i)| < ε.

We call fn the Whitney function of the data points.

We approach the extension problem by realizing space X(p, 2)− as the homoge-
neous space

X(p, 2)− = SO(p, 2)◦/SO(p, 1)◦.

This allows us to obtain an explicit formula for the Whitney function fn using
the representation theory of noncompact Lie groups. In particular, we build on
the work of M. Flensted-Jensen [8], who published in 1980 an article in which he
constructs a family of square integrable functions on symmetric spaces which are
eigenfunctions of all invariant differential operators. We refer to these functions as
Flensted-Jensen functions.

Theorem 1.2. Let x(i), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, be a set of points in X(p, 2)− and let f(x(i)) =
y(i) be a nonconstant complex-valued function. In the notation of Theorem 1.1, the
Whitney function fn can be chosen as a C-linear combination of Flensted-Jensen
functions

φℓ(ξ
′, t) = (ξ′1 −

√
−1ξ′2)

ℓ cosh(t)−ℓ,

for integers ℓ ⩾ ℓ0 for some lower bound ℓ0 depending on p. Here, (ξ, ξ′) =
(ξ1, . . . , ξp, ξ

′
1, ξ

′
2) is an angular variable and t a radial variable such that

(ξ1 sinh(t), ξ2 sinh(t), . . . , ξp sinh(t), ξ
′
1 cosh(t), ξ

′
2 cosh(t)) ∈ X(p, 2)−.
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In applications of the theorem to a list of observable data, we may assume that
the results of all measurements are rational. In the case of the three-dimensional
symmetric space X(2, 2)+ = SO(2, 2)◦/ SO(1, 2)◦, we prove therefore also a rational
version of our Whitney extension theorem starting from the assumption that all the
data points are rational.

Theorem 1.3. Let x(i) ∈ X(2, 2)+(Q), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, be a list of Q-valued points in
the three-dimensional symmetric space X(2, 2)+ realized as the quadric surface

X(2, 2)+ = {x ∈ R4 : x21 + x22 − x23 − x24 = 1}

and suppose f is a nonconstant function with f(x(i)) = y(i) ∈ Q. Let ε > 0. We can
choose coefficients aℓ in the number field Q(

√
−1) such that

fn =
∑

2⩽ℓ⩽n+1

aℓφℓ

is a Whitney function of the points: fn is analytic, square integrable and K-finite
and |fn(x(i))− y(i)| < ε for all i. Here, the Flensted-Jensen functions φℓ are given
by the formula

φℓ(x) =
(
x1 +

√
−1x2

)−ℓ
, x ∈ X(2, 2)+.

1.2. Related work. In the 2000s, C. Fefferman proved a sharp form of the Whit-
ney extension theorem [5]. In particular, if the set of points in Euclidean space is
finite of cardinality n, he showed that there is an extension which is continously
differentiable of some degree depending on n. In this paper we start with a set of
points of finite cardinality n, and using additional assumptions we prove the exis-
tence of a Whitney function which is infinitely often differentiable. The reason we
are able to get an extension of such high regularity is that we take advantage of the
fact that the points live in a subset of Euclidean space obeying a high amount of
symmetries.

C. Fefferman et al. [7] have also studied Whitney extension problems in sit-
uations where the points live on a smooth manifold X. The Whitney extension
theorems proved in that context, however, are existence theorems. In contrast,
the results given in this article are effective. We give an algorithm computing the
extension with an explicit formula. This is possible because we build the exten-
sion from functions in the discrete spectrum of the symmetric space G/H. Such
Flensted-Jensen functions are solutions to a system of differential equations and
hence satisfy a high amount symmetries.

Whitney extension theorems have found a range of applications in data science
[6]. There is a growing literature on equivariant machine learning, where the data
are invariant with respect to a group of symmetries [2]. Most results in this direc-
tion, however, are only available when the symmetry group of the points is either
finite or a compact Lie group [2], [17], [4]. However, many groups of importance in
physics are noncompact, such as the Lorentz group SO(3, 1)◦, the symmetry group
SO(p, 1)◦ of X(p, 1)±, and the symmetry group SO(p, 2)◦ of X(p, 2)±. One moti-
vation for this work is to generalize the results in harmonic analysis applicable to
Lie group equivariant machine learning to include noncompact Lie groups.

1.3. Contents. The paper has four parts. In this section, we summarize the con-
tents of each part.
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1.3.1. Data on a sphere. In the first part, we prove Whitney extension theorems
for points on a sphere S2 in R3, whose group of symmetries is the compact group
SO(3). The proof is instructive for the noncompact case, so we give it in details.
To do so, we use spherical harmonics, which will be used in the later parts of the
article as well. Indeed, spherical harmonics also play a role in the representation
theory of non compact roups and semisimple symmetric spaces, since Flensted-
Jensen functions can be written as products of a Jacobi polynomial, which is the
restriction of a harmonic polynomial, with a hyperbolic function.

1.3.2. Data in the plane. In this part, we prove a Whitney extension theorem for
functions on a set of points in the Euclidean 2-space R2. In contrast to the results by
H. Whitney and C. Fefferman, we do not have any limitations on how differentiable
the extension can be: We can compute a Whitney extension which is analytic right
away. Notice that in this case, we do not need the points to lie in a symmetric
space; all we need is that they are contained in the complement of the unit disk, in
order to make certain functions square integrable. We include these results here to
illustrate our techniques.

The result we prove is as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let x(i), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, be a set of points in the plane R2. Assume
x(i) is not contained in the unit disk, and consider a nonconstant complex-valued
function f(x(i)) = y(i). There exists an analytic, square integrable function on R2

with the closed unit disk removed which extends this function.

We prove this theorem by observing that it falls out, automatically, of the
proof of the Whitney extension theorem for the three-dimensional symmetric space
X(2, 2)+, given in the next part.

1.3.3. Data on the symmetric space X(2, 2)+ = SO(2, 2)◦/ SO(1, 2)◦. This part
forms the core of the paper. We discuss the Whitney extension problem for the
three-dimensional manifold X(2, 2)+ = SO(2, 2)◦/SO(1, 2)◦ . We are especially
interested not just in proving the existence, but also to obtain a formula for this
function which can be easily computed. More precisely, we consider the question:

Question 1.1. Does there exist a smooth, square integrable function f ∈ C∞(X(2, 2)+)
such that f(x(i)) = y(i) for all i ⩽ n? Can we we obtain a closed formula for f?

Note that the manifold is a fibration of Minkowski space over the circle, SO(2).
In particular, we have no well-defined global time direction. We make the following
assumptions:

(1) We consider only finitely many points x(i), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, although the number
may be large.

(2) We assume that x(i) ∈ Q4 for all i ⩽ n and consider a nonconstant function
f on these points with values f(x(i)) = y(i) in Q.

(3) We assume that the points are in general position, in the sense that they
are not contained in the orbit of a proper subgroup of the symmetry group
of the ambient symmetric space (cf. 3.2).

Not only do we find a smooth, square integrable function extending the function
on the points, but we find a constructive way to obtain a formula for this function
using the representation theory of noncompact Lie groups and symmetric spaces.
We show that
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Theorem 1.5. Under these assumptions, for all ε > 0, there exists an analytic,
square integrable function f ∈ C∞(X(2, 2)+) such that

|f(x(i))− y(i)| < ε

for all i ⩽ n.

Under the above assumptions, we consider the representation of G generated
by fn in the representation space L2(X(2, 2)+). We show that to each Whitney
function, we can associate a reducible, unitary representation, Πn, which we call
the Whitney representation of the data.

We then consider the problem: If we enlarge the set of points from cardinal-
ity n to n + 1, can we choose a smooth, square integrable, K-finite function
fn+1 ∈ L2(X(2, 2)+) such that fn+1(x

(i)) = y(i) for all i and such that Πn is a
subrepresentation of Πn+1? We give an analytic proof that we can always act on
the points by the maximal compact subgroup SO(2) × SO(2) to arrange that all
irreducible subrepresentations below some fixed degree will occur in the Whitney
representation.

1.3.4. Data on symmetric spaces X(p, 2)− = SO(p, 2)◦/ SO(p, 1)◦. We show that
our results extend to the symmetric spaces

X(p, 2)− = SO(p, 2)◦/ SO(p, 1)◦

for all p ⩾ 2. The essential feature is that the homogeneous space X(p, 2)− has a
holomorphic structure and holomorphic discrete series represesentations.

1.4. Acknowledgements. These results were first presented in a lecture at the
AIM virtual seminar “Representation Theory and Noncommutative Geometry”. We
are grateful to Bent Ørsted for helpful conversations. We would like to thank David
Vogan and Robert Yuncken for insightful questions and comments related to this
work.

The first author was supported by grant 89086 from the Simons Foundation.

2. Low dimensional examples

2.1. The sphere S2. In this subsection we consider a set of points

x(i) ∈ S2 = {x ∈ R3 : x21 + x21 + x23 = 1}, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n,

and a function f(x(i)) = y(i) (1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) which we assume is not constant. We
think of this as an observable set of data with an inherent spherical symmetry.
From this perspective, it is natural to assume

x(i) ∈ Q3, y(i) ∈ Q

for all i, and we will impose this assumption throughout this section. Our goal is
to find an explicit function interpolating the points. Since the symmetry group of a
sphere is SO(3), it is natural to solve this problem using the representation theory
of SO(3).
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2.2. Preliminaries. There is a natural action of SO(3) on S2. We endow it with
the surface area measure, µ, which is invariant under the action of SO(3), and
normalized such that µ(S2) = 1. We consider the Hilbert space L2(S2, µ) of square
integrable functions with respect to µ. Then SO(3) acts on L2(S2) as

(g · ψ)(x) = ψ(g−1x), g ∈ SO(3), ψ ∈ L2(S2), x ∈ S2.

Let ∆ =
∑3

i=1 ∂
2/∂x2i be the Laplacian on R3. Recall that a harmonic polynomial

on R3 is a polynomial p = p(x1, x2, x3) ∈ C[x1, x2, x3] in three variables with
complex coefficients satisfying

∆p = 0.

Example: Let ℓ ∈ Z⩾0. The polynomial

p(x1, x2, x3) = (x1 +
√
−1x2)

ℓ

is a harmonic of degree ℓ. Note that p is independent of x3 and is holomorphic as
a function of the complex variable z = x1 +

√
−1x2. By [1, 4.3], it follows that p is

a harmonic function of (x1, x2) in the sense that(
∂2

∂x21
+

∂2

∂x22

)
p = 0.

In particular, ∆p = 0. The space of spherical harmonics of degree ℓ (ℓ ∈ Z⩾0) is
the subspace Vℓ of L2(S2) consisting of restrictions to S2 of harmonic polynomials
on R3 that are homogeneous of degree ℓ. Recall that the space Vℓ of spherical
harmonics of degree ℓ is an irreducible representation of SO(3) of degree 2ℓ + 1.
If V is any irreducible finite-dimensional representation of SO(3), then there is a
unique integer ℓ such that V is isomorphic to Vℓ. The space L2(S2) decomposes as
a Hilbert space direct sum

L2(S2) ≃
⊕̂

ℓ∈Z⩾0

Vℓ.

In the physics literature [9, Definition 17.5], ℓ is called the spin of the representation
V. In Lie theoretic language, the irreducible representations of SO(3) are classified
by their highest weight [10], and ℓ is the highest weight of V.

2.3. The first interpolation theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Consider a set of points x(i) ∈ S2 ∩ Q3, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, and a func-
tion f on the points with values f(x(i)) = y(i) ∈ Q. Suppose x(i) ̸= (0, 0, 1) and
(x

(j)
1 , x

(j)
2 ) ̸= (x

(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ) whenever i ̸= j. There are a unique coefficients a1, . . . aℓ ∈

Q(
√
−1) such that the harmonic polynomial

f(x1, x2, x3) =

n∑
ℓ=1

aℓ(x1 +
√
−1x2)

ℓ

satisfies f(x(i)) = y(i) for all i.

Proof. Let pℓ(x) = (x1+
√
−1x2)

ℓ be the spherical harmonic of degree ℓ. The n×n
matrix (pℓ(x

(i)))i,ℓ is the product of the diagonal matrix
(
x
(1)
1 +

√
−1x

(1)
2

)
. . . (

x
(n)
1 +

√
−1x

(n)
2

)

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with the Vandermonde matrix

1
(
x
(1)
1 +

√
−1x

(1)
2

) (
x
(1)
1 +

√
−1x

(1)
2

)2

· · ·
(
x
(1)
1 +

√
−1x

(1)
2

)n−1

1
(
x
(2)
1 +

√
−1x

(2)
2

) (
x
(2)
1 +

√
−1x

(2)
2

)2

· · ·
(
x
(2)
1 +

√
−1x

(2)
2

)n−1

...

1
(
x
(n)
1 +

√
−1x

(n)
2

) (
x
(n)
1 +

√
−1x

(n)
2

)2

· · ·
(
x
(n)
1 +

√
−1x

(n)
2

)n−1


By the formula for a Vandermonde determinant (which holds over any commutative
ring, cf. [19, p. 42]),

det(pℓ(x
(i)))i,ℓ =

n∏
i=1

(
x
(i)
1 +

√
−1x

(i)
2

) ∏
1⩽i<j⩽n

((
x
(j)
1 +

√
−1x

(j)
2

)
−

(
x
(i)
1 +

√
−1x

(i)
2

))
Since x(i) ̸= (0, 0, 1) and (x

(j)
1 , x

(j)
2 ) ̸= (x

(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ) for all i ̸= j, this determinant is

nonzero. In particular, the systemy
(1)

...
y(n)

 =

p1(x
(1)) p2(x

(1)) · · · pn(x
(1))

...
p1(x

(n)) p2(x
(n)) · · · pn(x

(n))


a1...
an


has a unique solution in aℓ ∈ Q(

√
−1). □

2.4. Harmonic polynomials on R3. Let Pℓ be the complex vector space of ho-
mogeneous polynomials on R3 with complex coefficients. Recall that the restriction
map

Pℓ −→ L2(S2)

is injective [14], so we may identify Vℓ with a space of functions on R3. We endow
R3 with the product measure

µ⊗ 4πr2dr

of the surface area measure µ on S2 with the measure 4πr2dr on (0,∞). The
measure µ ⊗ 4πr2dr is invariant with respect to the natural action of SO(3) on
R3, and we define L2(R3) with respect to this measure. Then L2(R3) is a unitary
representation of SO(3).

Lemma 2.1. There is a canonical isomorphism of L2(R3) with the Hilbert tensor
product

L2(R3) ≃ L2(S2)⊗̂L2((0,∞), 4πr2dr).

Under this isomorphism, a vector f ⊗ g in L2(S2)⊗̂L2(0,∞) corresponds to the
function f(θ, ϕ)g(r) in L2(R3) written in polar coordinates.

Lemma 2.2. Let ℓ ∈ Z⩾0, and let f be a measurable function on (0,∞) such that
f(r)rℓ ∈ L2(0,∞), i.e. ∫

(0,∞)

|f(r)|2r2l4πr2dr <∞.

If p ∈ Vℓ, then p(x)f(|x|) ∈ L2(R3). Define Vℓ,f to be the subspace of L2(R3) of
functions of the form

φ(x) = p(x)f(||x||), p ∈ Vℓ.

Then Vℓ,f is invariant and irreducible under the action of SO(3).
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Proof. Note that if φ ∈ Vℓ,f , then under the isomorphism in Lemma 2.1,

φ(x) = p(x/||x||)||x||ℓf(||x||) ≃ p⊗ g,

where g(r) = rℓf(r) and p ∈ Vℓ. □

Lemma 2.3. Let V be any irreducible representation of SO(3) in L2(R3). Then V
is of the form Vℓ,f for some ℓ and f satisfying the condition in Lemma 2.2.

Proof. See [9, Prop. 17.19]. □

2.5. An open subset R2 \ B1
of the plane. Let B1 = {x ∈ R2 : x21 + x22 < 1}

be an open ball of radius 1, and let B
1
= {x ∈ R2 : x21 + x22 ⩽ 1} be its closure.

In this subsection we consider the domain R2 \ B1
and a nonconstant function on

the set of points x(i) ∈ R2 \ B1
for i ⩽ n. Assume x(i) ∈ Q2 and that the function

maps any x(i) to a rational point y(i) ∈ Q. We equip R2 \B1
with the measure

µ = d θ ⊗ r d r,

which is Lebesgue measure in polar coordinates.

Lemma 2.4. For any integer ℓ ⩾ 2, the functions

φ±
ℓ (x) =

(
x1 ±

√
−1x2

)−ℓ
, x ∈ R2 \B1

are in L2(R2 \B1
,d θ ⊗ r d r).

Proof.∫
R2\B1

|φ±
ℓ (x)|

2 d θ ⊗ r d r =

∫ π

−π

∫ ∞

1

|r cos θ ±
√
−1r sin θ|−2ℓ d θ ⊗ r d r

= 2π

∫ ∞

1

r−2ℓr d r

which is finite if and only if 2ℓ− 1 > 1 ⇐⇒ ℓ ⩾ 2. □

Lemma 2.5. For any ℓ ⩾ 2, let

ψ+
ℓ (x) = (x1+

√
−1x2)

−ℓ, ψ−
ℓ (x) = (x1−

√
−1x2)

−ℓ, x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2\{(0, 0)},

and let x(i)(1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) be a sequence of points with x(i) = (x
(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ) ∈ Q2 \

{(0, 0)} for all i ⩽ n. Up to multiplication by a diagonal matrix, (ψ+
ℓ (x

(i)))i,ℓ and
(ψ−

ℓ (x
(i)))i,ℓ where 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n and 2 ⩽ ℓ ⩽ n + 1, are Vandermonde matrices. In

particular, (ψ+
ℓ (x

(i)))i,ℓ is invertible if and only if the points x(i) = (x
(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ) have

the properties

(x
(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ) ̸= (x

(j)
1 , x

(j)
2 ), whenever i < j, i, j ⩽ n.

Proof. Define

αi =
(
x
(i)
1 +

√
−1x

(i)
2

)−1

∈ Q(
√
−1), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n,

then

(ψ+
ℓ (x

(i)))i,ℓ =

α
2
1

. . .
α2
n



1 α1 α2

1 · · · αn−1
1

1 α2 α2
2 · · · αn−1

2
...
1 αn α2

n · · · αn−1
n

 .
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By the formula for a Vandermonde determinant [19, p. 42],

det(ψ+
ℓ (x

(i)))i,ℓ =

n∏
i=1

α2
i

∏
1⩽i<j⩽n

(αj − αi)

□

Lemma 2.6. For any ℓ ⩾ 2, let

ψ±
ℓ (x) = (x1 ±

√
−1x2)

−ℓ, x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 \B1
.

Let x(i) = (x
(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ) ∈ Q2 \ {(0, 0)} be a sequence of points on which a function f

is defined such that f(x(i)) = y(i) ∈ Q for all i ⩽ n. Suppose that

x(i) ̸= x(j)

whenever i < j. There exist unique coefficients aℓ ∈ Q(
√
−1) such that if we define

the function

fn =

n+1∑
l=2

aℓψ
+
ℓ ∈ L2(R2 \B1

,d θ ⊗ r d r)

then fn(x
(i)) = y(i) for all i ⩽ n.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, the column vector (aℓ)ℓ can be computed in terms of the
points (x(i), y(i)) as

(aℓ)ℓ =
(
ψ+
ℓ (x

(i))
)−1

i,ℓ
(y(i))i.

□

3. The symmetric space X(2, 2)+

3.1. Preliminaries. Let p, q ⩾ 1 be integers. Let (·, ·)p,q be the symmetric bilinear
form on Rp+q of signature (p, q) defined by

(x, y)p,q =

p∑
k=1

xkyk −
p+q∑

k=p+1

xkyk, x, y ∈ Rp+q.

The generalized orthogonal group of signature (p, q) is the group

O(p, q) = {g ∈ GL(p+ q,R) : (gx, gy)p,q = (x, y)p,q ∀x, y ∈ Rp+q},
and SO(p, q) = {g ∈ O(p, q) : det g = 1}. Note that if g ∈ GL(p + q,R), then
g ∈ O(p, q) if and only if

(gej , gek)p,q = 0, j ̸= k,

(gej , gej)p,q = 1, j ⩽ p,

(gej , gej)p,q = −1, p+ 1 ⩽ j ⩽ p+ q.

Lemma 3.1. Let
Q(x) = x21 + x22 − x23 − x24, x ∈ R4.

Then X = {x ∈ R4 : Q(x) = 1} is a manifold endowed with a transitive Lie group
action by G = SO(2, 2), and there is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism

X ≃ SO(2, 2)/ SO(1, 2).
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Proof. There is a smooth, injective group homomorphism φ : SO(1, 2) −→ SO(2, 2)
of the form

φ : g 7→
(
1 0
0 g

)
=


1 0 0 0
0 g11 g12 g13
0 g21 g22 g23
0 g31 g32 g33

 , g ∈ SO(1, 2)

since for x, y ∈ R4 and g ∈ SO(1, 2),((
1 0
0 g

)
x,

(
1 0
0 g

)
y

)
2,2

= x1y1 +

g
x2x3
x4

 , g

y2y3
y4


1,2

= x1y1 +

x2x3
x4

 ,

y2y3
y4


1,2

= (x, y)2,2.

Let G = SO(2, 2). Let e1 = (1, 0, 0, 0) ∈ R4. The stabilizer in G at e1 is

Ge1 = {g ∈ G : ge1 = e1} = {g ∈ G : g =

(
1 0
0 g̃

)
} = SO(1, 2).

By definition, Q(x) = (x, x)2,2, and the G-orbit of e1 is

Ge1 = {x ∈ R4 : (x, x)2,2 = 1} = {x ∈ R4 : Q(x) = 1}.
In particular, the orbit Ge1 is a manifold, and there is a diffeomorphism

SO(2, 2)/SO(1, 2) −→ Ge1 = {x ∈ R4 : Q(x) = 1}.
□

We follow the conventions in the literature and work with the connected com-
ponents, so we consider

X(2, 2)+ = SO(2, 2)◦/ SO(1, 2)◦

respectively
X(2, 2)− = SO(2, 2)◦/ SO(2, 1)◦.

Lemma 3.2. Let so(2, 2) be the Lie algebra of SO(2, 2), and let so(2, 2;C) be its
complexification. There is an isomorphism of Lie algebras

φ : so(4;C) −→ so(2, 2;C)

In particular, if g1 ≃ sl(2,C), then

so(2, 2;C) ≃ g1 ⊕ g1

and
so(2, 2) ≃ sl(2;C)R.

Hence so(2, 2) is simple as a real Lie algebra, while so(2, 2;C) is not simple (but
semisimple.)

Proof. Let

g =


1

1
−1

−1

 .
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Let M4(R) be the space of 4× 4 real matrices, and for any matrix X, let tX be its
transpose. We have g = g−1 and

so(2, 2) ≃ {X ∈ M2(R) : g
(
tX

)
g−1 = −X}.

Note that g has a complex square root:

g1/2 =


1

1
i

i

 ∈ GL(4,C).

In particular,

tX = −X ⇐⇒ g
(
t
(g1/2Xg−1/2)

)
g−1 = −g1/2Xg−1/2.

It follows that there is a Lie algebra isomorphism

Adg1/2 : so(4;C) −→ so(2, 2;C)

By [10, Section 7.7.2 and 7.8 Exercise 4],

so(4;C) ≃ sl(2;C)⊕ sl(2;C).

As in the proof of [10, Theorem 7.32], these two copies of sl(2;C) are complex
conjugate. If g1 denotes the first copy in the decomposition, then so(2, 2,C) =
g1 ⊕ g1. The map φ : g1 → so(2, 2;C)

φ : X 7→ X +X

is an R-linear isomorphism and respects Lie brackets. We conclude that

so(2, 2) ≃ sl(2;C)R.

□

3.2. From rational data to Whitney functions. The first case. The func-
tions constructed by M. Flensted-Jensen [8] will in our considerations play the
role for the noncompact group SO(2, 2)◦ analogous to the role played by spherical
harmonics for the compact group SO(3).

Proposition 3.1. Let X = {x ∈ R4 : x21 + x22 − x23 − x24 = 1}. For any integer
ℓ ≥ 2, define ψ+

ℓ : X → C and ψ−
ℓ : X → C by

ψ+
ℓ (x) =

(
x1 +

√
−1x2

)−ℓ
, ψ−

ℓ (x) =
(
x1 −

√
−1x2

)−ℓ
.

Then ψ±
ℓ are Flensted-Jensen functions for the parameter λ = 2ℓ − 2, and the

(g,K)-modules generated by ψ+
ℓ and ψ−

ℓ form a complete set of discrete series
representations for X.

Proof. Cf. [12] Part 4, section 9, p. 215. □

We say that the points x(i) (1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) are in general position if not all points in
the sequence have the same coordinate equal to zero, i.e. not all points x(i) ∈ G/H
have representatives in G = SO(2, 2)◦ contained in the same subgroup G′ isomor-
phic to one of the groups SO(1, 2)◦, SO(2, 1)◦, SO(1, 1)◦, SO(2, 0), or SO(0, 2). In
this section we assume that the points x(i) are in general position.
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Data on orbits in a symmetric space

Data in general position on a symmetric space

Let x(i) (1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) be a sequence of points of X = G/H in general position,
and assume x(i) ∈ Q4 for all i. Let f be a nonconstant function on the points with
f(x(i)) = y(i) ∈ Q. We would like to find coefficients aℓ such that

y(i) =
∑
ℓ≥2

aℓψ
±
ℓ (x

(i))

for all i ⩽ n, and where aℓ ̸= 0 for finitely many ℓ ≥ 2. Then

f =
∑
ℓ≥2

aℓψ
±
ℓ ∈ L2(X)

is a K-finite vector in the representation space L2(X) with the property that
f(x(i)) = y(i) for all i ⩽ n. We find (aℓ) by solving a linear system of equationsy

(1)

...
y(n)

 =

ψ
±
2 (x

(1)) ψ±
3 (x

(1)) · · · ψ±
m(x(1))

...
ψ±
2 (x

(n)) ψ±
3 (x

(n)) · · · ψ±
m(x(n))


a1

...
am


for a choice of m ≥ n.

Proposition 3.2. The matrix (ψ+
ℓ (x

(i)))i,ℓ where 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, 2 ⩽ ℓ ⩽ n+1 is Van-
dermonde (up to multiplication by a diagonal matrix). Furthermore, (ψ+

ℓ (x
(i)))i,ℓ is

invertible if and only if the points x(i) = (x
(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 , x

(i)
3 , x

(i)
4 ) in X have the property

(x
(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ) ̸= (x

(j)
1 , x

(j)
2 ), whenever i < j, i, j ⩽ n.
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In this case, aℓ ∈ Q(
√
−1) for all 2 ⩽ ℓ ⩽ n + 1, and the column vector (aℓ)ℓ can

be computed in terms of the points (x(i), y(i)) as

(aℓ)ℓ =
(
ψ+
ℓ (x

(i))
)−1

i,ℓ
(y(i))i.

Proof. Follows from Lemma 2.5. □

3.3. Cayley’s rational parametrization of SO(n). A matrix A is called non-
exceptional if det(I + A) ̸= 0, where I is the identity matrix, and otherwise A is
called exceptional.

Lemma 3.3. Let A be a non-exceptional matrix. Then the matrix S defined by the
equation

I + S = 2(I +A)−1

is also non-exceptional, (I +A) = 2(I +S)−1, and A and S are mutually related by
the equations

S = (I−A)(I+A)−1 = (I+A)−1(I−A), A = (I−S)(I+S)−1 = (I+S)−1(I−S).

Since the factors commute, we will follow Weyl [28] and use the rational notation

A =
I − S

I + S
.

For a matrix R = (rij), the bilinear form
∑

ij rijxiyj , is A-invariant if and only
if

tARA = R,

where tA is the transpose of A.

Lemma 3.4. Let A and S be a pair of non-exceptional matrices related as in
Lemma 3.3, and let R be any matrix. Then tARA = R if and only if

tSR+RS = 0.

In particular, if R = I and A belongs to the orthogonal group O(n), then A ∈ SO(n)
and S is skew-symmetric: tS + S = 0. Conversely, if S is skew-symmetric matrix,
then A ∈ SO(n).

Lemma 3.5. Let A ∈ SO(n). Then A = A1A2 for two non-exceptional matrices

A1 =
I − S1

I + S1
, A2 =

I − S2

I + S2
∈ SO(n).

If det(I + S1S2) ̸= 0, then A is itself non-exceptional and

A =
I − S

I + S

where

S =
S1 + S2

I + S1S1
.

The following theorem implies that there are plenty of rational points in the
space X.



WHITNEY EXTENSION THEOREMS ON SYMMETRIC SPACES, AN EXAMPLE. 15

Proposition 3.3. Let

f = a1x
2
1 + a2x

2
2 + a3x

2
3 + a4x

2
4 + a5x

2
5, ai ∈ Q

be a quadratic form over Q of rank 5. Then f represents zero in Q if and only if it
represents zero in R. In particular, there are coordinates xi ∈ Q such that

0 = x21 + x22 − x23 − x24 − x25,

x5 ̸= 0, and the point x′ = (x1/x5, x2/x5, x3/x5, x4/x5) ∈ X(2, 2)+ ∩Q4, where

X(2, 2)+ = {x ∈ R4 : x21 + x22 − x23 − x24 = 1}.

For any proper orthogonal matrix A ∈ SO(2,Q), the point(
A

I

)
x′ ∈ X(2, 2)+ ∩Q4.

In particular, there are infinitely many rational points on X(2, 2)+.

Proof. See [24] p. 43. □

Lemma 3.6. Let x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) and x′ = (x′1, x
′
2, x

′
3, x

′
4) be rational points in

X(2, 2)+. Suppose
x1 = x′1, x2 = x′2.

For any matrix A ∈ SO(2,Q), let(
x◦1
x◦2

)
=

(
a b
c d

)(
x′1
x′2

)
=

(
ax′1 + bx′2
cx′1 + dx′2

)
and let x◦3 = x′3 and x◦4 = x′4. Then the perturbed point x◦ = (x◦1, x

◦
2, x

′
3, x

′
4) is a

rational point on X(2, 2)+.

Proof. By assumption,

(x′1)
2 + (x′2)

2 = 1 + (x′3)
2 + (x′4)

2,

so (x′1, x
′
2) lies on a circle of radius 1+(x′3)

2+(x′4)
2, and SO(2) acts on this circle. □

Lemma 3.7. Let ε ∈ Q, ε > 0, and define the skew-symmetric matrix

S =

(
0 ε
−ε 0

)
.

Then det(I + S) = 1 + ε2 > 0, so S is non-exceptional, and

A =
I − S

I + S
=

(
1 ε
−ε 1

)−1 (
1 −ε
ε 1

)
=

1

1 + ε2

(
1− ε2 −2ε
2ε 1− ε2

)
is a non-exceptional matrix in SO(2,Q). Also, the distance between A and the
identity transformation I is

||A− I||2 =
8ε2

1 + ε2
,

which tends to 0 as ε tends to zero.
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Lemma 3.8. Let x and x̃ be rational points in X(2, 2)+ whose first and second
coordinates coincide: x1 = x̃1 and x2 = x̃2. Then the point

x̃(ε) =


1−ε2

1+ε2 x1 −
2ε

1+ε2x2
2ε

1+ε2x1 +
1−ε2

1+ε2 x2
x̃3
x̃4


is a rational point on X(2, 2)+. Clearly, the points x̃ and x̃(ε) are equidistant from
x, i.e.

||x− x̃||R4 = ||x− x̃(ε)||R4 ,

while the distance between x̃ and the perturbed point x̃(ε) is given by

||x̃− x̃(ε)||2R4 =
4ε2

(1 + ε2)2
(
(x2 − εx1)

2 + (x1 − εx2)
2
)
,

which tends to zero as ε tends to zero: Indeed, if ε ⩽ 1, and if C = maxi,j |x(i)j |
then ||x̃− x̃(ε)||R4 ⩽ 25/2Cε. Finally,

x1 ̸= x̃
(ε)
1 , x2 ̸= x̃

(ε)
1 .

3.4. From rational data sets to Whitney functions: the general case.
Consider a set of points x(i) (1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) and a nonconstant function f(x(i)) = y(i)

where x(i) ∈ X(2, 2)+, x(i)j ∈ Q for all j ⩽ 4, and y(i) ∈ Q for all i ⩽ n.

(1) Define a small error tolerance ε ∈ Q, ε > 0.
(2) Loop through indices i with 2 ⩽ i ⩽ n. Let such an i be fixed. By induction,

it holds for all j, k < i (j ̸= k) that

(x
(j)
1 , x

(j)
2 ) ̸= (x

(k)
1 , x

(k)
2 ).

Suppose there is some k < i such that

(x
(k)
1 , x

(k)
2 ) = (x

(i)
1 , x

(i)
2 ).

In particular, k < i is the only index with this property. Apply a non-
exceptional proper orthogonal transformation to the point x(i) to obtain the
point x(i,ε) for ε ∈ Q>0 as in Lemma 3.8 with the property that (x(i,ε)1 , x

(i,ε)
2 )

is distinct from all the points in the finite list

(x
(j)
1 , x

(j)
2 ), j < i.

Replace the point x(i) with the point x(i,ε).
(3) After having checked all points and replaced some with small perturbations

if necessary, all the assumptions of Proposition 3.2 are in place. Compute
the column vector

(aℓ)
n+1
ℓ=2 =

(
(x

(i,ε)
1 +

√
−1x

(i,ε)
2 )−ℓ

)−1

1⩽i⩽n,2≤ℓ⩽n+1
(y(i))ni=1,

where aℓ ∈ Q(
√
−1) for all ℓ. Then the function

fn =

n+1∑
ℓ=2

aℓψ
+
ℓ
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is a linear combination of n linearly independent Flensted-Jensen functions
with the property that

yi = fn(x
(i,ε))

for all i ⩽ n.

Let (x(i)) be a data set of n points in G/H in general position and let f(x(i)) =
y(i)(1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) be a nonconstant function. After fixing some ε > 0, we associate
an analytic, square integrable, K-finite function fn to the data according to the
algorithm in this section 3.4. We will refer to fn as a Whitney function of the data.

3.5. From Whitney functions to Whitney representations. LetG = SO(2, 2)◦

and H = SO(1, 2)◦ and let fn be a Whitney function of a data set in G/H. Let
Vfn be the (g,K)-module in L2(G/H) generated by fn. This is the vector space
of K-finite functions in L2(G/H) obtained by acting on fn with the universal en-
veloping algebra U(gC). Let Πn be the representation of G on the completion of Vfn
in L2(G/H) and let (πℓ, Vℓ) (ℓ ⩾ 2) be the Flensted-Jensen representation of G in
L2(G/H) generated by φ+

ℓ . The results of M. Flensted-Jensen imply in the special
case of X(2, 2)+ that if ℓ, ℓ′ ⩾ 2 are distinct indices, then the representations πℓ
and πℓ′ are inequivalent representations of G. Evidently, for a Whitney function
fn =

∑
ℓ⩽n+1 aℓφ

+
ℓ ,

Πn =
⊕

ℓ⩽n+1:aℓ ̸=0

πℓ.

Note that if aℓ = 0 then the representation πℓ is not a direct summand.

Lemma 3.9. Define a hyperplane Hk in Cn as

Hk = {z ∈ Cn : zk = 0}, 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n.

The union ∪k⩽nHk is a subset of Cn of Lebesgue measure zero. Let x(i)(1 ⩽ i ⩽ n)

be a data set in G/H in general position, and let f(x(i)) = y(i) be a nonconstant
function. Fix ε > 0 and choose modified points x̃(i) = x(i,ε) = kε.x

(i) such that the
matrix

T =
(
φ+
ℓ (x̃

(i))
)
i,ℓ

∈ GL(n,C).

Let T−1 be the inverse of T in GL(n,C). Suppose

(y(i))i⩽n ∈ Cn \ T (∪k⩽nHk).

Then the Whitney function fn =
∑
aℓφ

+
ℓ of the data has the property that aℓ ̸= 0

for all ℓ. In particular, the representation Πnwhich it generates contains a maximal
number of summands:

Πn =
⊕

2⩽ℓ⩽n+1

πℓ.

Proof. If the vector (y(i))i ∈ Cn lives in the set Cn \ T ∪k⩽n Hk (which has full
Lebesgue measure in Cn) then

(aℓ)ℓ = T−1(y(i))i /∈ ∪k⩽nHk

which means that aℓ ̸= 0 for all ℓ. □
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Proposition 3.4. Let x(i)(1 ⩽ i ⩽ n) be a set of points in G/H in general position,
and let f(x(i)) = y(i) be a nonconstant function. Fix ε > 0 and suppose there is a
Whitney function

fn =
∑

2⩽ℓ⩽n+1

aℓφ
+
ℓ

such that |fn(x(i)) − y(i)| < ε for all i. There exists δ ∈ (−1/m, 1/m) for some
m ∈ Z⩾1 and a Whitney function

f (δ)n =
∑
ℓ

a
(δ)
ℓ φ+

ℓ

such that
|f (δ)n (x(i))− y(i)| < ε ∀i ⩽ n,

and such that a(δ)ℓ ̸= 0 for all ℓ ⩽ n + 1. In particular the Whitney representation
Π

(δ)
n generated by f (δ)n , is of the form

Π(δ)
n =

⊕
2⩽ℓ⩽n+1

πℓ.

Proof. The proof relies on the observation that set of regular points

(Cn)reg := {z ∈ Cn : zi ̸= 0 ∀i ⩽ n}

is dense in Cn. First, we verify that the function

W : z = (z(i))i 7→ (aℓ(z)ℓ) ∈ Cn, (z(i))i ∈ (G/H)n

is an open mapping. The map φ : (G/H)n → Cn×n

z = (z(i))i 7→ φ(z) = ((z
(i)
1 +

√
−1z

(i)
2 )−ℓ)i,ℓ

is an analytic, open mapping, and so is the restriction φ|φ−1(GL(n,C)) to the open
set φ−1(GL(n,C)). Likewise, the evaluation map ey : GL(n,C) → Cn defined by
ey : T 7→ T (y(i))i for T ∈ GL(n,C) and the inversion map ι : GL(n,C) → GL(n,C)
are both open mappings. By definition,

W = ey ◦ ι ◦ φ|φ−1(GL(n,C))

so W is also an open mapping from an open subset of Cn into Cn.
Let

Sδ =

(
0 δ
−δ 0

)
be the non-exceptional skew symmetric matrix whose Cayley transform A(Sδ) =
(I − Sδ)/(I + Sδ) ∈ SO(2). Define

kδ =

(
I−Sδ

I+Sδ

I

)
∈ K = SO(2)× SO(2).

Note that x = (x(i))i ∈ φ−1(GL(n,C)), so there is some m ∈ Z⩾1 such that
kδ.x ∈ φ−1(GL(n,C)) for all δ ∈ (−1/m, 1/m). The open set

Um,ε =

W (kδ.x) : δ ∈ (−1/m, 1/m),

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

2⩽ℓ⩽n+1

aℓ(kδ.x)φ
+
ℓ (x

(i))− y(i)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ < ε





WHITNEY EXTENSION THEOREMS ON SYMMETRIC SPACES, AN EXAMPLE. 19

is an open neighborhood of (aℓ(x))ℓ in Cn, and therefore it meets the dense set
(Cn)reg. Choose some δ such that (aℓ(kδ.x))ℓ ∈ Um,ε ∩ (Cn)reg. Then the function

f (δ)n =
∑

2⩽ℓ⩽n+1

aℓ(kδ.x)φ
+
ℓ

has the desired properties. □

We call the representation Π
(δ)
n the Whitney representation of the data set. This

answers the question in the introduction and shows

Theorem 3.1. We fix ε > 0. If we enlarge the set of points from cardinality n to
n+1, we can choose a small real number δ and a smooth, square integrable, K-finite
function f (δ)n+1 ∈ L2(X(2, 2)+) such that |f (δ)n+1(x

(i))− y(i)| < ε for all i ⩽ n+1 and
such that the representation Πn generated by fn is a subrepresentation of Π(δ)

n+1.

3.6. An exact Whitney theorem. In this subsection, we obtain an exact Whit-
ney theorem. Let

κt =

(
cos(t) sin(t)
− sin(t) cos(t)

)
.

By direct calculation,

φ+
ℓ (κt.x) =

(
x1 cos(t) + x2 sin(t) +

√
−1(x1(− sin(t)) + x2 cos(t))

)−ℓ

=
(
x1(cos(t)−

√
−1 sin(t)) + x2(sin(t) +

√
−1 cos(t))

)−ℓ

=
(
x1(cos(t)−

√
−1 sin(t)) +

√
−1x2(cos(t)−

√
−1 sin(t))

)−ℓ

= e
√
−1(−t)(−ℓ)

(
x1 +

√
−1x2

)−ℓ

= e
√
−1tℓφ+

ℓ (x).

As a consequence of the algorithm 3.4, there exists a real number tn and a
Whitney function fn such that

fn(κtn .x
(i)) = y(i)

for all i ⩽ n. Then

y(i) = fn(κtn .x
(i))

=
∑

ℓ⩽n+1

aℓφ
+
ℓ (ktn .x

(i))

=
∑

ℓ⩽n+1

aℓe
√
−1tnℓφ+

ℓ (x
(i)).

In particular, if

a′ℓ = e
√
−1tnℓaℓ, ℓ ⩽ n+ 1,

then the linear combination f ′n =
∑
a′ℓφ

+
ℓ of Flensted-Jensen functions is an exact

Whitney function for the data.
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4. The higher dimensional symmetric spaces X±(p, 2)

In this section, we sketch the generalization of the Whitney extension theorems
to the higher dimensional symmetric spaces

X(p, 2)− = SO(p, 2)◦/ SO(p, 1)◦ and X(p, 2)+ = SO(p, 2)◦/SO(p− 1, 2)◦.

4.1. Generalities. First, we clarify the definitions of certain semisimple symmetric
spaces that we will study in the sequel. We refer to [15, Section 2.5] for further
details. Define

X(p, q)+ = {(x, y) ∈ Rp+q : |x|2 − |y|2 = 1}
and

X(p, q)− = {(x, y) ∈ Rp+q : |x|2 − |y|2 = −1}.
There is a diffeomorphism

X(p, q)− ≃ X(q, p)+

given by (x, y) 7→ (y, x). The Lie group G = SO(p, q)◦ acts transitively on X(p, q)+
and on X(p, q)−, and there are G-diffeomorphisms

X(p, q)+ ≃ SO(p, q)◦/ SO(p− 1, q)◦,

and
X(p, q)− ≃ SO(p, q)◦/ SO(p, q − 1)◦.

In the remaining part of the paper, we will generalize our results from the space
X(2, 2)− to the spaces X(p, 2)− for all p ≥ 2. We keep q = 2 because we want
the maximal compact subgroup K of the symmetry group SO(p, 2)◦ to have an
abelian factor which is diffeomorphic to the circle group SO(2), so that our space
has a complex structure and we can speak about holomorphic and antiholomorphic
discrete series representations.

Let p ⩾ 2. Next, we parametrize the symmetric space

X(p, 2)− = {(x, y) ∈ Rp+2 : |x|2 − |y|2 = −1}
in terms of hyperbolic coordinates. The lemma below, which gives the KJH-
decomposition of the symmetric space X(p, q)−, motivates this reparametrization.

Lemma 4.1. Let p, q ⩾ 2 and let G = SO(p, q)◦. There is a decomposition

G = KJH,

where

H =

(
g

1

)
, g ∈ SO(p, q − 1)◦, K =

(
k1

k2

)
, k1 ∈ SO(p), k2 ∈ SO(q)

and

J = exp

 t

t

 =

 cosh(t) sinh(t)

− sinh(t) cosh(t)

 , t ∈ R.

In particular, G/H ≃ X(p, q)− is a symmetric space of rank one.

Proof. Let G = SO(p, q)◦ and let H be the image in G of SO(p, q − 1)◦ under the
embedding

g 7→
(
g

1

)
, g ∈ SO(p, q − 1)◦.

Let
J/H ⊆ G/H
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be a maximal, split, abelian subspace of G/H. We may decompose G as

G = KJH,

where

K =

(
k1

k2

)
, k1 ∈ SO(p), k2 ∈ SO(q)

is the maximal compact subgroup of G In particular,

rankG/H = dimR J = 1.

□

We introduce the coordinates

Φ(ξ, ξ′, t) = (ξ1 sinh(t), · · · , ξp sinh(t), ξ′1 cosh(t), ξ′2 cosh(t))
where

∑p
j=1 ξ

2
j = 1 and (ξ′1)

2 + (ξ′2)
2 = 1.

4.1.1. Data points. Let G = SO(p, 2)◦ and H = SO(p, 1)◦. Recall that we say that
the points x(i) ∈ G/H are in general position if not all points are contained in an
orbit G′/G′ ∩H in G/H of a proper reductive subgroup G′ of G isomorphic to one
of the orthogonal groups SO(p′, 2)◦, SO(p′, 1)◦, or SO(p′, 0) for some p′ ⩽ p.

4.1.2. Flensted-Jensen functions. If p = 2, the Flensted-Jensen functions φ+
ℓ on

the space

X = X(2, 2)+ = {x ∈ R4 : x21 + x22 − x23 − x24 = 1}
≃ X(2, 2)− = {(x3, x4, x1, x2) ∈ R4 : x23 + x24 − x21 − x22 = −1}

can be expressed in the new coordinates as follows:

φ+
ℓ (x) = (x1 +

√
−1x2)

−ℓ = (x1 −
√
−1x2)

ℓ 1

(x21 + x22)
ℓ

= (ξ′1 −
√
−1ξ′2)

ℓ cosh(t)ℓ
1

((ξ′1)
2 + (ξ′2)

2)ℓ cosh(t)2ℓ

= (ξ′1 −
√
−1ξ′2)

ℓ cosh(t)−ℓ, ℓ ⩾ 2.

We see that φ+
ℓ is a product of a spherical harmonic polynomial

pℓ(ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2) = (ξ′1 −

√
−1ξ′2)

ℓ

of degree ℓ, and a negative power of a hyperbolic cosine. This form of the Flensted-
Jensen functions generalizes to symmetric spaces X(p, q)− = SO(p, q)◦/ SO(p, q −
1)◦ of arbitrary signature (p, q) [25, p. 8].

Lemma 4.2. Consider the symmetric space X(p, 2)− = SO(p, 2)◦/ SO(p, 1)◦.
The functions

φℓ(ξ
′, t) = (ξ′1 −

√
−1ξ′2)

ℓ cosh(t)−ℓ, ℓ ⩾
p+ 2

2
, ℓ ∈ Z

are Flensted-Jensen functions for X(p, 2)−. Any Flensted-Jensen function takes the
form

pℓ(ξ
′
1, ξ

′
2) cosh (t)

−ℓ
, (ξ′1)

2 + (ξ′2)
2 = 1,

for a harmonic polynomial pℓ of degree ℓ.
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4.2. Whitney functions on X(p, 2)− = SO(p, 2)◦/ SO(p, 1)◦.

Theorem 4.1. Let p ⩾ 2, and let K = SO(p) × SO(2) be the maximal compact
subgroup of G = SO(p, 2)◦. Let H = SO(p, 1)◦ and consider the symmetric space
X(p, 2)− ≃ G/H. Let x(i) ∈ X(p, 2)−, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n, be points in general position
and consider a nonconstant function on these points with values y(i) ∈ C, i ⩽ n.
Let ε > 0. There exists an analytic, K-finite, square-integrable function fn on the
symmetric space X(p, 2)− such that

|fn(x(i))− y(i)| < ε, ∀i ⩽ n.

The function fn may be chosen as a C-linear combination

fn(ξ
′, t) =

∑
ℓ

aℓφℓ(ξ
′, t)

of Flensted-Jensen functions φℓ(ξ
′, t) = (ξ′1 −

√
−1ξ′2)

ℓ cosh(t)−ℓ.

Proof. For each x(i) ∈ G/H, let (ξ(i), ξ′(i), t(i)) be such that

x(i) = (ξ1 sinh(t
(i)), . . . , ξp sinh(t

(i)), ξ′
(i)
1 cosh(t(i)), ξ′

(i)
2 cosh(t(i))).

Let ℓ0 be the smallest integer occurring as the weight of a Flensted-Jensen function
φℓ(ξ

′, t) = (ξ′1 −
√
−1ξ′2)

ℓ cosh(t)−ℓ (note that ℓ0 depends on p). Let T be the
complex n× n matrix

T =

((
(ξ′

(i)
1 −

√
−1ξ′

(i)
2 ) cosh(t(i))−1

)ℓ
)

1⩽i⩽n,ℓ0⩽ℓ⩽ℓ0+n−1

and consider the linear system (aℓ)ℓ0⩽ℓ⩽ℓ0+n−1 = T (y(i))i. Since T is the product
of the diagonal matrix

T =


(
(ξ′

(1)
1 −

√
−1ξ′

(1)
2 ) cosh(t(i))−1

)ℓ0

. . . (
(ξ′

(n)
1 −

√
−1ξ′

(n)
2 ) cosh(t(i))−1

)ℓ0


with the Vandermonde matrix,((

(ξ′
(i)
1 −

√
−1ξ′

(i)
2 ) cosh(t(i))−1

)ℓ
)

1⩽i⩽n,0⩽ℓ⩽n−1

the statement follows once the points are sufficiently distinct in X(p, 2)−. This
can be arranged as in the algorithm 3.4: After specifying ε > 0, define the skew
symmetric matrix Sε = ( ε

−ε ) with Cayley transform kε = (I−Sε)/(I+Sε) ∈ SO(2)
and move the points x(i) slightly within their K-orbit in G/H by acting with(

Ip×p

kε

)
∈ K

where Ip×p is the identity matrix in SO(p). □

Remark: Holomorphic discrete series representations on symmetric spaces of Her-
mitian type were studied in [20], [21]. The Flensted-Jensen functions on these
Hermitian spaces admit closed formulas involving consecutive powers of hyperbolic
cosine, indexed by weights [21, Theorem 5.2], consistent with the formulas pre-
sented here. Consequently, our Whitney type extension theorems can be adapted
(at least) to Hermitian spaces whose symmetry group is SU(1, 1).
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4.3. Whitney representations. As in the classical cases of the sphere in sec-
tion 2.1 and of anti de Sitter space in section 3 we associate a unitary repre-
sentation of the symmetry group SO(p, 2)◦ to a data set in the symmetric space
SO(p, 2)◦/ SO(p, 1)◦ in general position on which a nonconstant function f is de-
fined.

Let fn be the Whitney function associated to this data, and let Vfn be the (g,K)-
module generated by fn. It defines a unitary admissible representation which we call
again the Whitney representation of the data set. It is a direct sum of holomorphic
discrete series representations of SO(p, 2)◦.

4.4. Data in orbits of orthogonal subgroups. Assume first that the orbits have
a holomorphic structure compatible with the holomorphic structure on X(p, , 2)−.
There is a nested sequence of orthogonal symmetric spaces

X(2, 2)− ⊂ X(3, 2)− ⊂ · · ·X(p− 1, 2)− ⊂ X(p, 2)−.

Let p0 be the smallest integer less than or equal to p such that all the points belong
to X(p0, 2)− and such that the data is in general position for the space X(p0, 2)−.
We may then observe that the functions φ+

ℓ for

ℓ = (p+ 2)/2 + δ, (p+ 2)/2 + δ + 1, . . . , (p+ 2)/2 + δ + (n− 1),

where δ = 1/2 if p is odd and δ = 0 if p is even, form a list of n independent Flensted-
Jensen functions for all the spaces X(p′, 2)− where p0 ⩽ p′ ⩽ p. In particular, there
exists a Whitney function

fn =
∑

(p+1)/2+δ⩽ℓ⩽(p+1)/2+δ+n−1

aℓφ
+
ℓ

for the data which is a Flensted-Jensen function for the ambient space X(p, 2)−: fn
is analytic and square integrable on X(p, 2)− and K-finite for K = SO(p)× SO(2)
and fn(x(i)) = y(i) for all i. Furthermore, fn has the property that when restricted
to X(p0, 2), fn can be regarded as a Whitney function for the space X(p0, 2).

Remark: Suppose that the data are in an orbit of an orthogonal subgroup iso-
morphic to SO(p′, 1)◦ for p′ < p. We conjecture that it is best to proceed in two
steps:

(1) In the first step, we use our algorithm to obtain a Whitney function for the
proper orthogonal subspace X(p′, 1)− of X(p, 2)−.

(2) In the second step, we use the results on holography by Kobayashi and
Pevzner [16] to obtain an extension to X(p, 2)− and the group SO(p, 2)◦.
The restriction of the Whitney representations to orthogonal subgroups are
known by the work of T. Kobayashi [15] and we may use this to understand
the extension of a spherical Whitney function from a subgroup to the larger
group.

5. Whitney representations in elementary particle physics

The Whitney representations of the generalized orthogonal groups introduced
in 4.3 may be of interest in physics [3]. For the sphere in the compact case, the
representations are used to describe the hydrogen atom [9]. In the work of I. E. Segal
our Whitney representations are used to describe electrons [23]; see also S. Sternberg
[26]. The proceedings of the biannual conferences in Varna (Bulgaria) organized
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by V. Dobrev discuss more recent developments in applications of symmetries to
physics [3].
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