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Abstract

Let L be the distinguished Laplacian on the Iwasawa AN group associated with a semisim-
ple Lie group G. Assume F is a Borel function on R

+. We give a condition on F such that the
kernels of the functions F (L) are uniformly bounded. This condition involves the decay of F
only and not its derivatives. By a known correspondence, this implies pointwise estimates for
a wide range of functions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on symmetric spaces. In particular,
when G is of real rank one and F (x) = eit

√
xψ(

√
x), our bounds are sharp.

1 Introduction

An important part of the classical harmonic analysis is the study of multipliers. Let k be a
tempered distribution on R

n and m = F k be its Fourier transform. The celebrated Hömander-
Mikhlin multiplier theorem [22] asserts that the convolution operator T · := · ∗ k is bounded
on Lp(Rn) (1 < p <∞) if the symbol m satisfies the Mikhlin type condition:

sup
ξ∈Rn

|ξ||α|
∣∣∂αξ m(ξ)

∣∣ ≤ C < +∞, ∀|α| ≤ [n/2] + 1.

Much of this theory makes sense on Lie groups, if we restrict our attention to spherical
multipliers. Let G be a semisimple, connected, and noncompact Lie group. Assuming G has
a finite center, it has an Iwasawa decomposition G = KAN , and there exists the Harish-
Chandra transform H , also called the spherical transform, taking K-biinvariant functions
into functions on a∗

C
. Here a∗

C
is the dual of complexification aC of the Lie algebra a of A.

Let k be a K-biinvariant tempered distribution on G and H k its Harish-Chandra transform.
Then the operator T · = · ∗ k is a spherical multiplier on the symmetric space S = G/K, of
kernel k and symbol m = H k. We also refer reader to [14, 19, 21].

B Yulia Kuznetsova: yulia.kuznetsova@univ-fcomte.fr; Zhipeng Song: zhipeng.song@univ-fcomte.fr
Key words and phrases. noncompact symmetric space; spherical functions; spherical multiplier.
2020 Mathematics subject classification: 22E30; 42B15; 35L05; 43A85; 43A90

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.02688v1


The conditions on m are however very different from the Euclidean case: by a famous
result of Clerc and Stein [11], m must be holomorphic and bounded in an open tube around
the real part a∗ of a∗

C
, in order to make T bounded on Lp(S) for 1 < p < 2. Conversely, if

this condition is satisfied, then a Mikhlin-type bound completes the picture to give a sufficient
condition. This was proved by Clerc and Stein for G complex, Stanton and Tomas [26] in the
rank-one case, and finally by Anker [2] in the case of a higher rank.

From the PDEs point of view, the most important class of multipliers is of those generated
by the Laplace operator. We state the problem in the case of symmetric spaces directly. To the
Riemannian structure on S, there corresponds canonically its Laplace–Beltrami operator ∆.
It is self-adjoint on L2(S). Consequently, by spectral theorem, every bounded Borel function
F on R defines a bounded operator on L2(S):

F (∆) =

∫ ∞

0
F (ξ)dE(ξ),

where E is the spectral measure of ∆. Moreover, being left-invariant, F (∆) acts as a con-
volution on the right with a kernel kF (∆) (a priori defined in the distributional sense). An
interesting question is, under what conditions on F , the operator F (∆) is also bounded from
Lp(S) to Lq(S)? This requires estimating Lp norms of the kernel, which often requires finding
its pointwise bounds.

Such pointwise bounds are known for a variety of functions F and are obtained case by
case. The heat kernel corresponding to exp(−t|∆|) is very well studied, see the book [29] or
a more recent survey [5]; the latest results [6] describe the asymptotics of solutions of the
heat equation at large time. Moreover, bounds are available (most of them by Anker and
coauthors) for: the resolvents (z−∆)−s [3]; the Poisson kernel corresponding to exp(−t

√
|∆|)

[3]; the Schrödinger kernel of the semigroup exp(it∆) [4]; oscillating functions of the type
(|∆| + q)−τ (|∆| + q̃)σ exp(it

√
|∆| + q) with different exponents τ and σ, see [27, 7, 8] in rank

one and recently [17, 9] in higher ranks.
In this paper we obtain pointwise estimates for F (∆) with a very general function F , on

spaces of arbitrary rank. More precisely, we get estimates for the shifted Laplacian ∆ρ =
−∆− |ρ|2, which has no spectral gap; ρ is a fundamental linear functional on a, see Section 2.
Our main theorem (Corollary 4.5 in the text) reads:

Theorem. Let F be a Borel function on R
+ such that

(1.1) IF =

∫

a∗

∣∣∣F (|λ|2)
∣∣∣ (1 + |λ|)7(n−l)+1dλ <∞.

Then for every x ∈ G
|kF (∆ρ)(x)| ≤ CIF e

−ρ(H(x)),

where C is a constant depending on G only, and H(x) is the radial part of x in the Iwasawa
decomposition.

See Section 2 for definition of the dimensions n, l.
This is equivalent to Theorem 4.3 below. We show also that the upper limit of eρkF (∆ρ) at

infinity is bounded by a similar integral with the power n− l instead of 7(n− l) + 1.
It is clear that for F positive, one cannot hope for a much better bound: it is sufficient

to evaluate kF (∆ρ) at identity. But for oscillating functions (1.1) can be close to optimal as

well: we show in Theorem 5.1 that for F (|λ|2) = eit|λ|ψ(|λ|) and in rank one, the lower limit
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of eρkF (∆ρ) at infinity is never zero and is estimated from below by a similar integral. This
generalizes results of [1] obtained for hyperbolic spaces.

From known estimates of spherical functions, it is easy in fact to obtain bounds for the
kernel of the type |kF (∆ρ)(x)| . (1 + |H(x)|)de−ρ(H(x)), see discussion at the end of Section 4.
Our result is that it is possible to remove the polynomial factor in H(x). To achieve this, we
refine the asymptotic estimates of Harish-Chandra for spherical functions ϕλ. In the technical
Section 3, we obtain explicit constants controlling the growth in λ in these estimates.

A polynomial factor in H(x) is often non-significant in the analysis of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator. But it becomes essential in concern with the following operator L which has attracted
much attention. We can define it as L = δ−1/2τ∆ρτδ

1/2, where τ is the inversion: (τf)(g) =
f(g−1), and δ is the modular function of S. This makes L act as a convolution on the left, and
the kernel of F (L) is linked to that of F (∆ρ) by kF (L) = δ−1/2kF (∆ρ). Importantly, L can be
written as the sum of squares L =

∑
X2
j of vector fields generating the Lie algebra of S, in a

full analogy with the Euclidean case; whereas ∆ has a necessary linear term in addition, due
to non-unimodularity of S.

It turns out that the theory of L is very different from that of ∆: Hebisch [18] was first
to prove that if G is complex, then F (L) is bounded on Lp(S) for 1 ≤ p < ∞ as soon as F
satisfies the Mikhlin condition. In other words, no holomorphy is needed. In 1994 Cowling et
al. [12] extended this result (with other constants replacing [n/2] + 1) to all real Lie groups;
they gave a sufficient condition on F such that F (L) is bounded on Lp for 1 < p <∞ and is of
weak type (1, 1). Sikora [25] obtained a stronger optimal order of differentiability, which is 1/2
smaller than the result of Cowling et al. Time-dependent bounds on L1 for special oscillating
functions were obtained by Gadziński [13].

We are interested in continuing this comparison. Thus, our Theorem 4.3 is stated in terms
of L: the kernel kF (L) is uniformly bounded as soon as the integral (1.1) converges.

We show finally that in rank one, this estimate is best possible even for oscillating functions
of the type F (x) = exp(it

√
x)ψ(

√
x): the uniform norm of the kernel kF (L) is bounded but

does not decay at large time t. This generalizes the results of [23, 1] for ax+ b groups (more
precisely, their parts concerning uniform norms); we note also a related subsequent result of
Müller and Vallarino [24] on Damek-Ricci spaces, a class not covering all rank one symmetric
spaces but containing many non-symmetric ones.

Acknowledgements. This work is supported by the EIPHI Graduate School (contract
ANR-17-EURE-0002). The first author is also supported by the ANR-19-CE40-0002 grant
of the French National Research Agency (ANR). The second author is also supported by the
Methusalem programme of the Ghent University Special Research Fund (BOF), grant number
01M01021.

2 Notations and preliminaries

Our main interest is in semisimple groups, but the proofs involve results on reductive groups.
This class, also called the class of Harish-Chandra, is defined differently from one author to
another. We stick to the following definition of Gangolli and Varadarajan [14], and term it
class H accordingly:

Definition 2.1. A real Lie group G with its Lie algebra g is in class H if g is reductive; G
has only finitely many connected components; Ad(G) ⊂ Int(gC); and the analytic subgroup of
G with Lie algebra [g, g] has finite center.
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Every semisimple, connected Lie group with finite center is in class H.

2.1 Iwasawa decomposition

Let G be a Lie group in class H with the Lie algebra g. Let K be a maximal compact
subgroup of G and k the Lie algebra of K. We have the Cartan decomposition g = k⊕ p and
the involution θ acting as 1 on k and -1 on p. Let a be a maximal abelian subspace of p, this
is, a is a Lie subalgebra of g such that a ⊂ p.

We denote by a∗ the real dual space of a and a∗
C

the dual of its complexification aC.
Let Σ ⊆ a∗ be the set of restricted roots of (g, a). We have the restricted root space

decomposition

g = g0 ⊕
⊕

α∈Σ
gα(2.1)

where gα = {X ∈ g |(adH)X = α(H)X, ∀H ∈ a}. Setting n =
⊕

α∈Σ+ gα, we obtain the
Iwasawa decomposition g = k⊕ a⊕ n with a abelian and n nilpotent.

Denote by mα = dim gα the multiplicity of α. By choosing a lexicographic ordering of the
roots we can define the set of positive roots Σ+. Let Σ+

r be the set of reduced (also called
short or indivisible) roots, that is, roots α ∈ Σ for which 1

2α is not a root. Let Σ+
s ⊂ Σ+ be

the set of simple roots. Note that Σ+
s ⊆ Σ+

r ⊆ Σ+ ⊆ Σ; if G is semisimple, then Σ+
s is a basis

of a∗.
Let A and N be the analytic subgroups of G with the Lie algebras a and n. On the

Lie group level, we get the Iwasawa decomposition G = KAN , and the multiplication map
K × A × N → G given by (k, a, n) 7→ kan is a diffeomorphism onto. Similarly, we also
have the decomposition G = NAK. Let H(g) denote the unique a-component of g ∈ G in
the decomposition g = k exp(H(g))n with k ∈ K,n ∈ N ; and let A(g) denote the unique
a-component in the decomposition g = n exp(A(g))k.

The Killing form B on g is positive definite on a. For every λ ∈ a∗, there exists Hλ ∈ a

such that λ(H) = 〈Hλ,H〉 for all H ∈ a; this defines an inner product on a∗,

〈λ, µ〉 := 〈Hλ,Hµ〉 , λ, µ ∈ a∗ .

We denote in the sequel by |λ| the corresponding norm of λ ∈ a∗.
Let w be the Weyl group of the pair (G,A). For any root α ∈ Σ, the operator

sα(ϕ) = ϕ− 2 〈ϕ,α〉
|α|2

α, ϕ ∈ a∗ .

is a reflection in the hyperplane σα = {ϕ ∈ a∗ | 〈ϕ,α〉 = 0} and carries Σ to itself.
Set

a′C = {H ∈ aC |α(H) 6= 0 for all α ∈ Σ}
and a′ = a∩ a′

C
. We define the positive Weyl chamber of a associated with Σ+ as

a+ =
{
H ∈ a |α(H) > 0 for all α ∈ Σ+

}
.

We transfer this definition to a∗
C

:

a∗C
′ = {µ ∈ a∗C | 〈α, µ〉 6= 0 for all α ∈ Σ} , a∗′ = a∗ ∩a∗C′.
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Vectors in a∗
C

′ are said to be regular.
We define the Weyl vector by

ρ(H) =
1

2
tr(adH|n) =

1

2

∑

α∈Σ+

mαα(H)

for H ∈ a. Denote by Cl(a+) = {H ∈ a : α(H) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ Σ+} the closure of a+ in a. The
polar decomposition of G is given by G = KCl(A+)K where Cl(A+) = exp(Cl(a+)), and we
denote x+ the Cl(A+)-component of x ∈ G in this decomposition.

2.2 Spherical functions

Harmonic analysis on symmetric spaces is built upon spherical functions. It is important to
note that our main references, Helgason [19, 21] and Gangolli and Varadarajan [14], have
different conventions in their notations. We chose to adopt Helgason’s notations [21] in our
work; translation from [14] to [21] is done by λ 7→ iλ.

For each λ ∈ a∗
C

, let ϕλ(x) be the elementary spherical function given by

ϕλ(x) =

∫

K
e(iλ−ρ)(H(xk))dk ∀x ∈ G.

Similarly, under the decomposition G = NAK we set

ϕλ(x) =

∫

K
e(iλ+ρ)(A(kx))dk ∀x ∈ G.

These are exactly the joint eigenfunctions of all invariant differential operators on G/K. We
have the following functional equation: ϕλ = ϕsλ for all λ ∈ a∗

C
, s ∈ w.

More information on spherical functions is given by the Harish-Chandra c-function. An
explicit expression for it as a meromorphic function on a∗

C
is given by the Gindikin-Karpelevich

formula: For each λ ∈ a∗
C

,

c(λ) = c0
∏

α∈Σ+
r

2−i〈λ,α0〉Γ
(
i 〈λ, α0〉

)

Γ
(
1
2(12mα + 1 + i 〈λ, α0〉)

)
Γ
(
1
2(12mα +m2α + i 〈λ, α0〉)

) ,

where α0 = α/ 〈α,α〉, Γ is the classical Γ-function, and c0 is a constant given by c(−iρ) = 1.
From the formula above, one can deduce for λ ∈ a∗:

| c(λ)|−2 ≤ C

{
|λ|ν−l if |λ| ≤ 1,

|λ|n−l if |λ| > 1.

where n := dimG/K, l := dimA, d is denoted by the cardinality of Σ+
r , and ν := 2d+ l which

is called the ’pseudo-dimension’. This implies a less precise, but shorter estimate

(2.2) |c(λ)|−1 ≤ C(1 + |λ|) 1
2
(n−l).

The other two properties of c we will use are that for λ ∈ a∗ and s ∈ w

(2.3) | c(sλ)| = | c(λ)|, c(−λ) = c(λ).
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Let now Σ+
s = {α1, · · · , αr} be the simple system in Σ+, and Λ = Z

+ α1 + · · · + Z
+ αr

the set of all linear combinations n1α1 + · · · + nrαr (ni ∈ Z
+). Set Λ+ = Λ \ {0} and

Λ̃ = ZΛ = Zα1 + · · · + Zαr. For any µ ∈ Λ̃ and s, t ∈ w (s 6= t) we define the following
hyperplanes in a∗

C
:

σµ = {λ ∈ a∗C : 〈µ, µ〉 = 2i 〈µ, λ〉} ,
τµ(s, t) = {λ ∈ a∗C : i(sλ− tλ) = µ} .

Set σ =
⋃
µ∈Λ+ σµ and σc = a∗

C
\σ. For µ = n1α1 + · · · + nrαr ∈ Λ, we denote by

m(µ) = n1 + · · · + nr

the level of µ.
If λ ∈ a∗

C
does not lie in any of the hyperplanes σµ or τν(s, t), then ϕλ is decomposed into

the Harish-Chandra series

ϕλ(expH) =
∑

s∈w
c(sλ)e(isλ−ρ)(H)

∑

µ∈Λ
Γµ(sλ)e−µ(H), H ∈ a+,

where Γµ are coefficient functions on a∗ determined by the recurrent relation

(〈µ, µ〉 − 2i 〈µ, λ〉) Γµ(λ) = 2
∑

α∈Σ+

mα

∑

k≥1,
µ−2kα∈Λ

Γµ−2kα(λ) (〈µ+ ρ− 2kα, α〉 − i 〈α, λ〉) ,

with initial function Γ0 ≡ 1.
Let C(G//K) denote the space of continuous functions on G which are bi-invariant under

K. Let Cc(G//K) be the set of all functions in C(G//K) with compact support. The spherical
transform, called also the Harish-Chandra transform, of f ∈ Cc(G//K) is defined by

(H f)(λ) =

∫

G
f(x)ϕ−λ(x)dx, λ ∈ a∗C .

The Harish-Chandra inversion formula is given by

f(x) = C

∫

a∗
(H f)(λ)ϕλ(x) |c(λ)|−2 dλ, x ∈ G

where C is a constant associated with G.

2.3 Symmetric space

When G is a semisimple, connected Lie group with finite center, the homogeneous space
G/K can be identified with the solvable Lie group S = AN with the Lie algebra a⊕ n. The
multiplication and inverse for (a, x), (b, y) ∈ S are given by

(a, x) (b, y) = (ab, bxb−1y)

and
(a, x)−1 = (a−1, ax−1a−1),

which is well defined as n is stable under ad(a).
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The group G is unimodular, while S is not (unless G = A) and has the modular function
given by

δ(s) = e−2ρ(log a), s = (a, x) ∈ S.

It admits an extension to G defined by δ(g) := e−2ρ(H(g))(g ∈ G). The left and right Haar
measures of S are given by

dls = dadn,

drs = δ−1(s)dls = e2ρ(log a)dadn.

2.4 Distinguished Laplacian and Laplace-Beltrami operator

Keep the assumptions of Section 2.3. The Killing form B of G is positive definite on p. This
defines a Riemannian structure on G/K and the Laplace–Beltrami operator ∆. It has also a
coordinate description as described below.

The bilinear form Bθ : (X,Y ) 7→ −B(X, θY ) is positive definite on g and the Iwasawa
decomposition g = k⊕ a⊕ n is orthogonal with respect to it. We choose and orthonormal basis
(H1, . . . ,Hl,X1, . . . ,Xdim g) in g so that (H1, . . . ,Hl) is a basis of a and (X1, . . . ,Xn−l) a basis
of n. With these viewed as left-invariant vector fields on g, we have then [10]

∆ =

l∑

i=1

H2
i + 2

n−l∑

j=1

X2
j +

l∑

i=1

Hi · (Hiδ)(e).

For a function f on G, set τ(f) = f̌ and f̌(s) := f(s−1). Setting −X̃ = τ ◦X ◦ τ for X ∈ g,
we get a right-invariant vector field; the operator L defined by

−L =

l∑

i=1

H̃2
i + 2

n−l∑

j=1

X̃2
j

is a distinguished Laplace operator on S = G/K and has a special relationship with ∆[12] :

δ−1/2 ◦ τLτ ◦ δ1/2 = −∆ − |ρ|2 =: ∆ρ.

The shifted operator ∆ρ has the spectrum [0,∞). Both ∆ρ and L extend to positive and
self-adjoint operators on L2(S, dl), with the same notations for their extensions.

Let F be a bounded Borel function on [0,∞). We can define bounded operators F (L)
and F (∆ρ) on L2(S) via Borel functional calculus. Note that L is right-invariant while ∆ρ is
left-invariant, we can define kF (∆ρ) and kF (L) to be the kernels of F (∆ρ) and F (L) respectively,
a priori distributions, such that

F (∆ρ)f = f ∗ kF (∆ρ) and F (L)f = kF (L) ∗ f, f ∈ L2(S).(2.4)

The connection between L and ∆ implies that

(2.5) kF (∆ρ) = δ1/2kF (L),

which was pointed out by Giulini and Mauceri [15] (also see [10]). It is known that kF (∆ρ) is
K-biinvariant. Thus, not only kF (∆ρ) but kF (L) can be regarded as a function on G by the
formula above. By inverse formula for the spherical transform, we obtain the exact formula of
the kernel as follows:

kF (∆ρ)(x) = C

∫

a∗
F (|λ|2)ϕλ(x) |c(λ)|−2 dλ, x ∈ G.
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3 Asymptotic behavior of ϕλ

In this section, we shall introduce some notations and properties about the asymptotics of
the elementary spherical functions. The main result is by Harish-Chandra [16], but we are
systematically citing the book of Gangolli and Varadarajan [14].

In this section, G is a group in class H. We use all the notations introduced above.
Fix H0 ∈ Cl(a+) which is not in the center of g. This is equivalent to say that the subset

F ⊂ Σ+
s of simple roots vanishing at H0 is not equal to Σ+

s . Set aF = {H ∈ a : α(H) =
0 for all α ∈ F}, and let m1F be the centralizer of aF in g. If we denote by M1F the centralizer
of aF in G, then m1F is corresponding Lie algebra of M1F .

Denote by Σ+
F ⊂ Σ+ the set of positive roots vanishing at H0 and ΣF := Σ+

F ∪ −Σ+
F .

Then F and Σ+
F are the simple and positive systems of the pair (m1F , a) respectively. With

m = Zk(a), we have the restricted root space decomposition

m1F = m⊕ a⊕
⊕

λ∈ΣF

gλ,

where as expected

gλ = {X ∈ m1F : [H,X] = λ(H)X for all H ∈ a}
for each λ ∈ ΣF .

Let kF = m1F ∩ k and n1F = m1F ∩ n =
⊕

λ∈Σ+
F
gλ. Then we have the Iwasawa decomposi-

tion m1F = kF ⊕ a⊕ n1F . Let KF = K ∩M1F and N1F = exp n1F , on Lie group level, we also
have the decomposition M1F = KFAN1F . We define θF = θ|M1F

and BF = B|(m1F )
C
×(m1F )

C
,

then θF is a Cartan involution of M1F . It is important that M1F is also of class H and
(M1F ,KF , θF , BF ) inherit all the properties of (G,K, θ,B)[14, Theorem 2.3.2].

We denote the Weyl group of pair (m1F , a) by wF and define τF (H) = minα∈Σ+\Σ+
F
|α(H)|

for all H ∈ a. Let cF denote the Harish-Chandra c-function with respect to M1F . The
elementary spherical functions on M1F corresponding to λ ∈ a∗

C
are given by

θλ(m) =

∫

KF

e(iλ−ρF )(H(mkF ))dkF ,

where ρF := 1
2

∑
α∈Σ+

F
mαα.

An important part of our proofs relies on Theorem 3.2 below, which is [14, Theorem 5.9.3
(b)]. To state it, we need the following result. It is a proposition in [14] since the functions ψλ
on M1F are defined there by another formula [14, (5.8.23)]; we take it however for a definition.

Notation 3.1 ([14, Proposition 5.8.6]). Let λ ∈ a∗ be regular. Then

ψλ(m) = |wF |−1
∑

s∈w
(c(sλ)/ cF (sλ))θsλ(m)

for all m ∈M1F .

Next, we introduce the following theorem about the asymptotic behavior of ϕλ in a region
including a wall of the positive chamber. For any ζ > 0, define

(3.1) A+(H0 : ζ) :=
{
a ∈ Cl(A+) : τF (log a) > ζ| log a|

}
.

This is a conical open set in Cl(A+), and it contains expH0 when ζ is small enough.

Theorem 3.2 ([14, Theorem 5.9.3 (b)]). Fix ζ > 0. Then we can find constants κ = κ(ζ) > 0,
C = C(ζ) > 0, and ι = ι(ζ) > 0 such that for all λ ∈ a∗ and all a ∈ A+(H0 : ζ),

∣∣eρ(log a)ϕλ(a) − eρF (log a)ψλ(a)
∣∣ ≤ C(1 + |λ|)ιe−κ|log a|.
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3.1 Estimates of the constants in Theorem 3.2

We are interested in explicit values of the constants in the theorem above, and especially of ι.
Theorem 3.2 as stated is in fact a particular case of [14, Theorem 5.9.3 (b)]: the latter contains
estimates for a differential operator b acting on ϕλ, and we apply it in Section 4 with b = id.
We would like to estimate the constant ι, which is denoted by s in the book [14], in the case
of a general operator b, since the proof is almost the same.

Extracting constant from the proofs of [14, Theorem 5.9.3 (b)] and its preceding statements
is a long task requiring a lot of citations. It is impossible to explain every symbol appearing
in the discussion and to keep a reasonable volume, so we invite the reader to consult the book
[14] in parallel. Triple-numbered citations like Proposition 5.8.3 or (5.9.2) will be always from
this book. Any new notations introduced in this subsection will be used only within it.

First to mention are the notations concerning parabolic subgroups. Those introduced
above suit our proofs in Lemma 4.1, but are different from [14]. In this subsection we denote,
following the book [14]: M10 = M1F , m10 = m1F , w0 = wF , τ0 = τF and ρ0 = ρF .

Let s10 denote the algebra m10 ∩ p (we note that in [14], the complement of k in the Cartan
decomposition is denoted by s rather than p). Denote by U(g) and U(s10) the universal
enveloping algebras of g and s10 respectively. There is a projection β0 of U(g) onto U(s10)
defined in (5.3.32) and (5.3.33). Next, a map γ0 is defined in (5.9.2) by

γ0(b) = dP0 ◦ β0(b) ◦ d−1
P0
, b ∈ U(g)

where dP0 is a homomorphism from M10 to R+ defined on p. 208 referring to the formula
(2.4.8). For a ∈ A, we have dP0(a) = e(ρ−ρ0)(log a) by Lemma 5.6.1.

The space a∗
C

is denoted by F in [14, §3.1], and is decomposed as F = FR ⊕ FI with
FR = a∗ and FI = i a∗. For λ ∈ F this gives λ = λR + λI. For any κ > 0, the set FI(κ) is
defined in Lemma 4.3.3 as

FI(κ) = {λ ∈ F : |λR| < κ}.
In particular, it contains FI .

It is important to recall again that a spherical function denoted by ϕλ in [20] would be
denoted ϕiλ in [14], so that ϕλ of [14] is positive definite when λ ∈ FI (Proposition 3.1.4), and
the integral in the inversion formula of the spherical transform is over FI as well (Theorem
6.4.1). Thus, in Proposition 3.3 below we consider the case λ ∈ FI which implies λR = 0; in
Corollary 3.4, we return to the notations of the rest of the paper.

We can now state the theorem:

Theorem 3.2′ [14, Theorem 5.9.3 (b)] Fix ζ > 0. Then we can find constants κ = κ(ζ) > 0,
and, for each b ∈ U(g), constants C = C(ζ, b) > 0, s = s(ζ, b) > 0 such that for all λ ∈ FI(κ)
and all a ∈ A+(H0 : ζ),

(3.2)
∣∣eρ(log a)(bϕλ)(a) − eρ0(log a)(γ0(b)ψλ)(a)

∣∣ ≤ C(1 + |λ|)se−κ|log a|.

Our result is now:

Proposition 3.3. For regular λ ∈ FI , the inequality (3.2) holds with the constant s = 6d +
1 + deg b where d = |Σ+

r | is the number of indivisible roots.

Proof. As we will see, this constant is determined by the degrees of differential operators
involved, so we will follow the proofs very briefly while keeping a particular attention at this
point.

9



Two more remarks on notations are also needed. If µ is a differential operator and f a
function (on G, or its subgroup), then we denote its value at a point x by (µf)(x), but in [14]
it is denoted also by f(x;µ). Also, the spherical functions in [14] are denoted both ϕλ(x) and
ϕ(λ : x).

The proof of Theorem 5.9.3(b) relies on Proposition 5.9.2(b) with the same power s. In its
proof in turn, estimates with (1 + |λ|)s come from two sides:

(a). Formula (5.8.8) of Proposition 5.8.3 estimating |Φ0(λ : m expH;µ)−Θ(λ : m expH;µ)|,
with µ = γ0(b). The function Φ0 is defined in (5.4.12), and Θ in Proposition 5.8.1.
Formula (5.8.8) is a vector-valued inequality: by (5.4.12), for λ ∈ a∗

C
, m ∈M10

Φ0(λ : m) =




(v1 ◦ dP0)ϕλ(m)
...

(vk ◦ dP0)ϕλ(m)




with operators v1, . . . , vk ∈ U(s10) defined in (5.4.9). In Proposition 5.9.2, only the first
coordinate is used, in which v1 = 1 by (5.4.5).

(b). The estimates of (µiϕλ)(m expH) with m ∈M10, H ∈ a, which are obtained by Lemma
5.6.3 with µ = dP0 ◦ µi ◦ d−1

P0
; here µi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , are operators in U(m10) whose

existence follows from Proposition 5.3.10 with g = b (since ϕλ is K-biinvariant, we have
(b ϕλ)(m) = (δ′(b)ϕλ)(m) by (5.3.26), at m ∈ M+

10A+ as in the proof of Proposition
5.9.2). We get also from Proposition 5.3.10 that degµi ≤ deg b for all i.

Discussion of the case (b). Case (a) will require a longer discussion, but it is eventually
reduced to the same Lemma 5.6.3, so we continue first with the case (b). Let us state the
lemma in question [14, Lemma 5.6.3]: Denote by U(m10) the universal enveloping algebra of
m10. Fix µ ∈ U(m10). Then there are constants C = C(µ) > 0, s = s(µ) ≥ 0 such that

(3.3) |(µ ◦ dP0)ϕλ(m)| ≤ Ce|λR|σ(m)(1 + |λ|)s(1 + σ(m))sΞ0(m)

for all λ ∈ a∗
C
,m ∈ M10. The function σ is defined in (4.6.24), but in fact we do not need

to consider it since this factor does not depend on λ. We recall again that notations of [14]
are different from that of Helgason and of those used in our paper, so that for λ ∈ a∗ ⊂ a∗

C
we

have λR = 0 in the cited Lemma.
In the proof of Lemma 5.6.3, the constant s comes from the formula (4.6.5) in Proposition

4.6.2:
|ϕ(λ; ∂(v) : x;u)| ≤ C(1 + |λ|)deg u

(
1 + h(x)

)deg v
ϕ(λR : x).

When applied in Lemma 5.6.3, one puts v = 1 so that ∂(v) = id, then x = m and u =
d−1
P0

◦ µ ◦ dP0 , so that deg u = deg µ. The function h is defined in the same Proposition 4.6.2
but it is not significant in our case since deg v = 0.

We see now that the constant s appearing in Lemma 5.6.3 is deg µ, and by our previous
considerations, it is bounded by deg b in the case (b).

Discussion of the case (a). In the proof of Proposition 5.8.3, the estimate (5.8.8) follows
from (5.8.16), where one can replace exp

(
Γ0(λ : H)

)
Θµ(λ : m) by Θ(λ : m expH;µ) according

to (5.8.18) and (5.8.20). And (5.8.16) is an application of Proposition 5.7.4, precisely (5.7.26).
One should note that (5.7.26) is an inequality involving functions of t ∈ R

q, whereas in (5.8.16)
this variable is hidden: we suppose that H =

∑q
i=1 tiHi, where H1, . . . ,Hq are chosen on p.224.

The factor (1 + |λ|)s in (5.8.16) is a product of two others. The first one comes from the
factor (1 + ‖Γ‖)2(k−1) in (5.7.26) since Γi = Γ0(λ : Hi), with Γ0 defined in (5.5.18). For every

10



i, the norm of the matrix ‖Γ0(λ : Hi)‖ is bounded by |λ| |Hi| since its eigenvalues are of the
form Hi(s

−1λ), s ∈ w, by Theorem 5.5.13. Moreover, k in this formula is the dimension of
the space of values of the function f ; in (5.8.16), the function under study is Φ0 (with λ,m, µ
fixed), and its values are k-dimensional with k as in (5.4.12), that is, k = [w : w0], by (5.4.4).

The second factor contributing to (1+|λ|)s in (5.8.16) is ‖Gi,λ,m‖β|λR|,s estimated in (5.8.9),
with the function Gi,λ,m defined in (5.6.4), and the power s is given by Lemma 5.6.6; recall
that this lemma is applied with µ = γ0(b). Note also that (5.8.9) does not add an exponential
factor in λ since λR = 0 for λ ∈ a∗.

Altogether, we get (1 + |λ|) in the power 2([w : w0] − 1) + s, where s is given by Lemma
5.6.6 (second inequality) with µ = γ0(b). The index [w : w0] can however be large and is not
satisfactory for us. But actually it replaced by a better estimate, and let us see how.

Improving the estimate (1 + ‖Γ‖)2(k−1). We have seen that this factor comes from
(5.7.26), with Γi = Γ0(λ : Hi), i = 1, . . . , q. Formula (5.7.26) should read

|f(t) − exp(t1Γ1 + · · · + tqΓq)θ| ≤ C(1 + ‖Γ‖)2(k−1)(1 + |t|)s+2k−1 max
i

‖gi‖b,se−(aη/3)|t|

(there is a misprint in the book where the exponent is exp(−t1Γ1 + · · ·+ tqΓq); the first minus
sign is unnecessary, as can be figured out from the proof, or compared with (5.7.14); when
applied in Proposition 5.8.3, this minus is not supposed either). This inequality is obtained
by estimating first |f∗(t) − θ| with f∗(t) = exp(−t1Γ1 − · · · − tqΓq)f(t) (notations of (5.7.15))
then multiplying by exp(t1Γ1 + · · · + tqΓq). In our case,

t1Γ1 + · · · + tqΓq = t1Γ0(λ : H1) + · · · + tqΓ0(λ : Hq) = Γ0(λ : H),

since Γ0 is linear in Hi (see (5.5.16)-(5.5.19)). Let us write L = Γ0(λ : H) till the end of this
proof. Thus, we are estimating

|f(t) − exp(L)θ| ≤ ‖ exp(L)‖ |f∗(t) − θ|.

The estimate for |f∗(t)−θ| is obtained as |f∗(t)−f∗(t, . . . , t)|+|f∗(t, . . . , t)−θ| where t = min(t),
and both are eventually reduced to Corollary 5.7.2 of Lemma 5.7.1. We would like to replace
it by the following:

Claim. If λ ∈ a∗ is regular, then ‖ exp(L)‖ ≤ Ck(1 + |λ|)2ξ for every H ∈ a, where
ξ = max1≤j≤k deg uj and uj are defined in (5.5.14).

Proof of Claim. Let w̄ denote the coset space w /w0. By Theorem 5.5.13, L = Γ0(λ : H) is
diagonalizable: for s̄ ∈ w̄, the vector fs̄(λ) of (5.5.34) is its eigenvector with the eigenvalue
H(s−1λ), and these vectors form a basis of Ck (recall that k = |w̄|). The matrix F (λ) with
columns fs̄(λ) is the transition matrix to the Jordan form J(λ) of L = F (λ)J(λ)F (λ)−1, so
that expL = F (λ) exp

(
J(λ)

)
F (λ)−1. We have now

‖ expL‖ ≤ ‖F (λ)‖ ‖ exp
(
J(λ)

)
‖ ‖F (λ)−1‖ ≤ ‖F (λ)‖ ‖F (λ)−1‖

since J(λ) is diagonal with purely imaginary values on the diagonal (recall that we assume
λ ∈ i a∗).

The norm of F (λ) is up to a constant (depending on k) equal to the maximum of its
coordinates, that is, of uj(s

−1λ) over 1 ≤ j ≤ k and s ∈ w, by Theorem 5.5.13. Every uj
is a polynomial function on a∗ of degree deg uj , chosen in (5.5.14). We can thus estimate
‖F (λ)‖ ≤ Ck maxj(1 + |λ|)deg uj .
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The inverse matrix has, by Lemma 5.5.10, coordinates |w0 |ui(s̄−1λ) where (ui) is a basis
dual to (uj) with respect to the bilinear form (5.5.25). Both bases span the same linear space.
Belonging to the linear span of (uj), every ui has degree at most maxj deguj , and this allows
to estimate ‖F (λ)−1‖ by Ck maxj(1 + |λ|)deg uj and finally ‖ expL‖ ≤ Ck maxj(1 + |λ|)2 deg uj ,
what proves the claim.

Return now to the proof of (5.7.26). We can use now the Claim above instead of every
reference to Lemma 5.7.1 or Corollary 5.7.2. One occurrence is (5.7.27), but let us first recall
the notations (5.7.7)-(5.7.8) which imply that for any continuous C

k-valued function h on R
q
+

and any t ∈ R
q
+,

|h(t)| ≤ k1/2eb|t|−amin(t)(1 + |t|)s‖h‖b,s.
Note that |t| = |t1| + · · · + |tq| and min(t) = min(t1, . . . , tq) by (5.6.6). In particular,

|h((t, . . . , t))| ≤ k1/2ebqt−at(1 + qt)s‖h‖b,s.

This together with the Claim implies that (5.7.27) can be improved to

∑

1≤i≤q
|g∗
i (t, . . . , t)| ≤ C(1 + qt)s(1 + ‖λ‖)2ξeqbt−at max

1≤i≤q
‖gi‖b,s.

By (5.7.23), qb− a < aη/3− a < −2a/3. The existence of the limit θ follows as in the original
proof, and this limit is given by (5.7.12). Up to a change of notations, this is also (5.7.20). We
can now estimate

|f∗(t, . . . , t) − θ| ≤ C max
1≤i≤q

‖gi‖b,s(1 + |λ|)2ξ
∫ ∞

t
(1 + qu)se(qb−a)udu,

with the integral

∫ ∞

0
(1 + qt+ qv)se(qb−a)(t+v)dv ≤ Ca,b,s(1 + t)se(qb−a)t.

Next comes the estimate of |f∗(t) − f∗(t, . . . , t)|, done similarly to the calculations between
(5.7.21) and (5.7.22). We arrive at

|f∗(t) − f∗(t, . . . , t)| ≤ C max
1≤i≤q

‖gi‖b,s(1 + |λ|)2ξ(1 + |t|)seb|t|−amin(t)

instead of (5.7.22), and conclude that for t ∈ Sη (this set is defined in (5.7.4), and within it
t ≥ η|t|)

|f(t) − exp(L)θ| ≤ (1 + |λ|)4ξ max
1≤i≤q

‖gi‖b,s(1 + t)se(b−η)|t|,

allowing to replace (1 + ‖Γ‖)2(k−1) by (1 + |λ|)4ξ in (5.7.26).
Collecting the powers of (1+ |λ|). The final power of (1+ |λ|) is the maximum between

two cases: in case (b), s ≤ deg b; in case (a), s is bounded by the sum of 4ξ = 4 maxj deg uj with
uj of (5.5.14 ), and of the power s given by Lemma 5.6.6 (second inequality) with µ = γ0(b),
of degree deg µ ≤ deg b. We will proceed now to estimate this last power.

Lemma 5.6.6 with its two inequalities follows directly from Lemma 5.6.4, first and second
inequalities respectively. The power s and the operator µ are the same in both. And the second
inequality of Lemma 5.6.4 is reduced to the first one, with another µ; we need to estimate its
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degree. For a given i, the operator Ei = EHi
is defined in (5.4.14) as a k × k matrix with

nonzero entries(only in the first column) of the type

pi∑

p=1

ψHi,jpµHi,jp,

j = 1, . . . , k, where ψHi,jp are functions in R+ (that is, smooth functions on A+, see a remark
after formula (5.2.7) and notations after (4.1.26)), and µHi,jp are differential operators in
U(m10) of degree

deg µHi:jp ≤ degHi + deg vj = 1 + deg vj ,

by (5.4.13). The operators vj are introduced by the formula (5.4.9), and we will yet return to
them. The product µEi is a matrix again with entries(only in the first column)

(3.4)

pi∑

p=1

µ ◦ (ψHi,jpµHi,jp) =

pi∑

p=1

li∑

l=1

ψ′
ijplµ

′
ijplµHi,jp,

j = 1, . . . , k, with some ψ′
ijpl ∈ R+, µ′ijpl ∈ U(m10), and each entry in (3.4) has degree

≤ deg µ+1+maxj deg vj . This is thus the maximal degree of µ appearing in the first inequality
of Lemma 5.6.4. The last reduction to make is to use the formula (5.4.12) defining Φ0, also
cited above; estimates for Φ0(λ : m;µ) follow from those for ϕ(λ : m;µ ◦ dP0) in Lemma 5.6.3,
but with µ ◦ vj , j = 1, . . . , k, instead of µ. This increases the bound for the degree in (3.4) to

(3.5) deg µ+ 1 + 2 max
j

deg vj

with (vj) of (5.4.9). Now, as we have seen in the discussion of the case (b) above, the constant
s in Lemma 5.6.3 is deg µ, so that s = s(µ) ≤ deg b+ 1 + 2 maxj deg vj with µ = γ0(b).

The total estimate for s in the initial Theorem 5.9.3 is now

(3.6) s ≤ deg b+ 1 + 2 max
j

deg vj + 4 max
j

deg uj

with (uj) of (5.5.14) and (vj) of (5.4.9).
Concentrate now on the degrees of vj . These operators are introduced by the formula

(5.4.9): vj ∈ Q0 = U(s10)K0 are such that γm10 / a(vj) = uj; the elements uj ∈ U(a) are
homogeneous and w0-invariant. The homomorphism γm10 / a is defined by the formula (2.6.53)
and Theorem 2.6.7. By the proof of Theorem 2.6.7 (p. 93-94) vj can be chosen of the same
degree as uj.

Now by (5.4.1-5.4.5) uj are in H, a graded subspace of U(a) such that U(a) is the direct
sum of H and U(a)I+w , where Iw is the space of w-invariant polynomials in U(a) and I+w is the
subset of polynomials in Iw of positive degree. This situation is described by general theory in
[28, Appendix 4.15]. In particular, [28, Theorem 4.15.28] states that the multiplication map
Iw ⊗H → U(a) is an isomorphism, and the Poincaré series of H is given by

(3.7) PH(t) =
∏

1≤i≤l
(1 + t+ · · · + tdi−1),

where di = deg pi are the degrees of polynomials generating Iw. There are exactly l of them,
see [28, Theorem 4.9.3]; moreover, by (4.15.34) we know that

∑l
i=1(di − 1) is the number
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of reflections in w. This is exactly the number of indivisible roots in ∆+ (see for example
Corollary 4.15.16, and note that sα = s2α if both are roots). This gives us an estimate

l∑

i=1

(di − 1) ≤ d.

By (3.7), the left hand side is also the highest degree of polynomials in H, whence we conclude
that deg vj ≤ d.

The reasoning for uj is similar, just done in a more abstract setting; the bound is d as well.
We obtain finally:

s ≤ deg b+ 6d+ 1.

Corollary 3.4. In Theorem 3.2 we can choose ι ≤ 6d+ 1 ≤ 6(n − l) + 1.

Proof. This is just [14, Theorem 5.9.3 (b)] applied with b = id and observe that |Σ+
r | ≤ |Σ+| ≤

dim n = n− l.

Remark 3.5. We would like to say a bit more about the index k = [w : w0]. In terms of d (the
number of indivisible roots), it can grow exponentially: if w0 = {id} then k = |w | and is, for
example, (d+1)! if the root system is Ad. In our applications w0 will be the parabolic subgroup
generated by all simple roots but one; however, in this case k can also grow exponentially. An
example is given again by the system Ad. Suppose that d = 2p is even and remove the p-th
root; the remaining system is then reducible and w0 is the direct product of Ap and Ap−1. We

have k =
(2p + 1)!

(p+ 1)! p!
, and up to a constant this is 4p/

√
p. Our final estimate by 6d+ 1 is thus

indeed much lower.

Estimates of κ. In Lemma 5.6.6, β is defined as max1≤i≤q |Hi|, where (Hi) is a basis of
a0 ∩ [g, g] which extends to a dual basis of a with respect to the simple roots (αi). In the proof
of Proposition 5.8.3, after the formula (5.8.15), the constants c and η > 0 are chosen so that
a+0 (η) is nonempty, 0 < c < 1 and for every t ∈ R

q

|t1H1 + · · · + tqHq| ≥ c‖t‖.

Then one sets

κ =
2cη

3qβ(2k + 1)
.

All subsequent results relying on this Proposition use in fact the same value of κ.
Let us analyse it. By (5.6.3), a+0 = {H ∈ a0 : αi(H) > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ q}, and by (5.8.1),

a+0 (η) = {H ∈ a0 : τ0(H) > η|H|},

where τ0(H) = min
1≤i≤q

|αi(H)| by (5.6.3).

It follows that κ depends on the root system only. In other words, for a given group it can
be chosen once and be valid for any choice of H0 or ζ.
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4 Uniform estimates of kernels

This is the central part of our article. We start with a general lemma concerning functions on
a general group G in class H, and then we derive from it estimates for the kernels of a class of
functions of Laplace operators, for G semisimple.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a group of class H and R a radial positive function on a∗. Then

(4.1) sup
a∈Cl(A+)

eρ (log a)
∫

a∗
R(λ) |ϕλ(a)| |c(λ)|−1 dλ ≤ C

∫

a∗
R(λ)(1 + |λ|)6d+n−l

2
+1dλ,

where the constant C > 0 depends on the group only. Moreover,

lim sup
a∈Cl(A+)
| log a|→∞

eρ (log a)
∫

a∗
R(λ) |ϕλ(a)| |c(λ)|−1 dλ ≤ C

∫

a∗
R(λ)(1 + |λ|)n−l

2 dλ.

Proof. Step 1. First, we deal with the simplest case |Σ+
s | = 1. Throughout this step we

assume that Σ+
s = {α}. Then Σ+ = {α} or Σ+ = {α, 2α}, and Σ = {±α} or Σ = {±α,±2α}.

Since the argument will be similar and easier when Σ+ = {α}, in the following proof, we only
discuss the case Σ+ = {α, 2α}. Under the assumption above we have

a+ = {H ∈ a : α(H) > 0} , Cl(a+) = {H ∈ a : α(H) ≥ 0} .

With the fact sα = s−α = s2α we know that w = {id, sα} and Λ = αZ
+. We rewrite the

Harish-Chandra series of ϕλ as follows: for all regular λ ∈ a∗ and all H ∈ a+,
(4.2)

ϕλ(expH)eρ(H) = c(λ)eiλ(H)
∞∑

m=0

Γmα(λ)e−mα(H) + c(sαλ)eisαλ(H)
∞∑

m=0

Γmα(sαλ)e−mα(H).

By [14, Theorem 4.5.4], there exist constants C > 0, p ≥ 0 such that |Γmα(λ)| ≤ Cmp for all
λ ∈ a∗.

Then we can estimate spherical functions as follows:

|ϕλ(expH)| eρ(H) ≤ |c(λ)|
∞∑

m=0

e−mα(H) (|Γmα(sαλ)| + |Γmα(λ)|)

≤ 2 |c(λ)|
∞∑

m=0

e−mα(H)mp,

the series converging for any H ∈ a+. Set

a+1 =
{
H ∈ a+ : α(H) > 1

}
.

We obtain that for any regular λ and H ∈ a+1 ,

|ϕλ(expH)| eρ(H) ≤ C ′ |c(λ)| ,

with

C ′ = 2

∞∑

m=0

e−mmp.
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For any H ∈ Cl(a+)\ a+1 = {H ∈ Cl(a+) : α(H) ≤ 1}, in virtue of ‖ϕλ‖∞ = ϕλ(1) = 1,

|ϕλ(expH)| eρ(H) ≤ eρ(H) · 1 ≤ e
1
2
mα+m2α =: C ′′ <∞.

Thus, for every H ∈ Cl(a+) and regular λ, we have |ϕλ(expH)|eρ(H) ≤ Cmax(1, | c(λ)|), with
C = max(C ′, C ′′).

The set a∗ \ a∗′ of irregular points has measure zero in a∗ and does not influence integration.
Together with (2.2), we now obtain

sup
a∈Cl(A+)

∫

a∗
R(λ) |ϕλ(a)| eρ(log a) |c(λ)|−1 dλ ≤ C

∫

a∗
R(λ) (1 + |λ|)

n−l
2 dλ,

addressing both assertions of the theorem.
Step 2. We induct on |Σ+

s |.
If |Σ+

s | = 1, by the discussion in Step 1, the result follows. Assume now the theorem holds
for all Lie groups of class H whose simple system satisfies |Σ+

s | ≤ r−1. We proced to consider
the case |Σ+

s | = r.
We denote by Zg the centre of g (which may be nontrivial), and set Z = a∩Zg. As a

subspace of a,

Z =
⋂

α∈Σ+

kerα =
⋂

α∈Σ+
s

kerα.

For each positive root α we can define the quotient linear functional ᾱ : a /Z → R by

ᾱ(H̄) := α(H), H̄ = H + Z ∈ a /Z .

It is clear that p(H̄) := maxα∈Σ+
s

∣∣ᾱ(H̄)
∣∣ is a norm on a /Z. Moreover, it is equivalent to the

quotient norm since a /Z is finite-dimensional. It follows that we can find a constant ζ > 0
such that p(H̄) > ζ

∥∥H̄
∥∥ for any H /∈ Z. Recall that the simple system is Σ+

s = {α1, · · · , αr}.
For each H /∈ Z there exists αk ∈ Σ+

s such that p(H̄) =
∣∣ᾱk(H̄)

∣∣ > ζ
∥∥H̄

∥∥. By definition of
the quotient norm, this implies that there exists Y ∈ Z such that |αk(H)| = |αk(H + Y )| >
ζ ‖H + Y ‖. Moreover, if H ∈ Cl(a+) then αk(H) = αk(H + Y ) > 0 and also H + Y ∈ Cl(a+).
Define a+k = {X ∈ Cl(a+) : αk(X) > ζ ‖X‖}, then H = H + Y − Y ∈ a+k +Z and we have just
shown that

(4.3) Cl(a+) ⊂
r⋃

k=1

(a+k +Z) ∪ Z .

We choose next a basis
{
H̄1, . . . , H̄r

}
of a /Z dual to {ᾱ1, . . . , ᾱr} and pick representatives

Hk ∈ a of H̄k such that αk(Hk) > ζ ‖Hk‖. This ensures in particular that αj(Hk) = 0 if j 6= k,
and Hk ∈ a+k ⊂ Cl(a+).

Step 3. For any H ∈ Z, α ∈ Σ+ and Y ∈ gα, we get α(H)Y = [H,Y ] = 0. It implies
ρ(H) = 0 and δ(a) = e−2ρ(H) = 1. With the fact ‖ϕλ‖∞ = 1 we have

(4.4) sup
a∈exp Z

∫

a∗
R(λ) |ϕλ(a)| eρ(log a) |c(λ)|−1 dλ ≤

∫

a∗
R(λ) (1 + |λ|)

n−l
2 dλ.

Next, estimates on a+k +Z are the same as on a+k , which is verified as follows. By [21,
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Chapter IV, Lemma 4.4] we have for any Y ∈ Z and H ∈ Cl(a+),

ϕλ(expH) = ϕλ(exp(−Y + Y +H))

=

∫

K
e(−iλ+ρ)(A(k expY ))e(iλ+ρ)(A(k exp(Y+H)))dk

=

∫

K
e(−iλ+ρ)(A(exp Y k))e(iλ+ρ)(A(k exp(Y+H)))dk

=

∫

K
e(−iλ+ρ)(Y )e(iλ+ρ)(A(k exp(Y+H)))dk

= e−iλ(Y )

∫

K
e(iλ+ρ)(A(k exp(Y+H)))dk

= e−iλ(Y )ϕλ(exp(Y +H)).

Thus we obtain
|ϕλ(exp(H + Y ))| eρ(H+Y ) = |ϕλ(expH)| eρ(H),

that is,

(4.5) sup
H∈a+

k
+Z

|ϕλ(expH)|eρ(H) = sup
H∈a+

k

|ϕλ(expH)|eρ(H).

Step 4. For each k ∈ {1, . . . , r}, set Fk = {αj : j 6= k}. This is exactly the set of
simple roots of G vanishing on Hk. Let Pk = PFk

be the parabolic subgroup associated
with Fk, as described in Section 3. Denote by Gk = M1Fk

the associated subgroup of Pk.
The simple system on the Lie algebra gk of Gk is exactly Fk and trivially |Fk| = r − 1.
We write for convenience Σ+

k := Σ+
Fk

, Σk := ΣFk
, wk := wFk

, ck := cFk
, τk := τFk

and

ρk := ρFk
= 1

2

∑
α∈Σ+

k
mαα. Then the conical region (3.1) corresponding to Hk is

A+(Hk : ζ) =
{
a ∈ Cl(A+) : τk(log a) > ζ| log a|

}
=

{
a ∈ Cl(A+) : αk(log a) > ζ| log a|

}
.

The sets (a+k ) can be represented now in the following form:

a+k =
{

log x : x ∈ A+(Hk : ζ)
}
.

According to Notation 3.1 and to Theorem 3.2, for every k there exist constants Ck(ζ), ιk,
κk such that for any a ∈ A+(Hk : ζ)

|ϕλ(a)| eρ(log a) ≤ eρk(log a) |ψλ(a)| + Ck(ζ) (1 + |λ|)ιk e−κk|log a|

=

∣∣∣∣∣|wk|−1
∑

s∈w

c(sλ)

ck(sλ)
θsλ(a)eρk(log a)

∣∣∣∣∣ + Ck(ζ) (1 + |λ|)ιk e−κk|log a|;

by Corollary 3.4, we can assume ιk = 6d+ 1. Note also that ζ is the same for all k. We denote
then

I ′k(a) =

∫

a∗
R(λ)

∣∣∣∣∣|wk|−1
∑

s∈w

c(sλ)

ck(sλ)
θsλ(a)eρk(log a)

∣∣∣∣∣ |c(λ)|−1 dλ,

I ′′k (a) = Ck(ζ)

∫

a∗
R(λ) (1 + |λ|)ιk e−κk| log a| |c(λ)|−1 dλ

17



and
Ik(a) = Ik(a)′ + Ik(a)′′.

To estimate the main part Ik(a)′, recall first that | c(sλ)| = | c(λ)| for each s ∈ w, so that

I ′k(a) ≤
∫

a∗
R(λ) |wk|−1

∑

s∈w

|c(sλ)|
|ck(sλ)| |θsλ(a)| eρk(log a) |c(λ)|−1 dλ

=

∫

a∗
R(λ) |wk|−1

∑

s∈w
|ck(sλ)|−1 |θsλ(a)| eρk(log a)dλ.

Next, every s ∈ w is an orthogonal transformation of a, which implies R(λ) = R(|λ|) =
R(|sλ|) = R(sλ). Changing the variables, we can now estimate the integral I ′k(a) as follows:

I ′k(a) ≤ |wk |−1
∑

s∈w

∫

a∗
R(sλ) |ck(sλ)|−1 |θsλ(a)| eρk(log a)dλ

=
1

|wk |
∑

s∈w
eρk(log a)

∫

a∗
R(λ) |ck(λ)|−1 |θλ(a)| dλ

=
|w |
|wk |

eρk(log a)
∫

a∗
R(λ) |θλ(a)| |ck(λ)|−1 dλ.

The simple roots of Gk with respect to a are {αj : j 6= k} and there are r − 1 of them. The
number dk of indivisible roots is smaller than d. We can apply thus the inductive hypothesis
to get

sup
a∈Cl(A+)

I ′k(a) ≤ Ck

∫

a∗
R(λ) (1 + |λ|)6dk+1+

nk−l

2 dλ

and

lim sup
| log a|→∞

I ′k(a) ≤ Ck

∫

a∗
R(λ) (1 + |λ|)

nk−l

2 dλ,

with a constant Ck depending on the group Gk only. The remainder term I ′′k (a) is bounded by

I ′′k (a) ≤ Ck(ζ)cGk

∫

a∗
R(λ)(1 + |λ|)6d+1+(n−l)/2dλ e−κk| log a|;

it contributes to the uniform norm but not to the supper limit at | log a| → ∞.
Thus, keeping the largest powers only,

sup
a∈A+(Hk :ζ)

Ik(a) ≤ C ′
k

∫

a∗
R(λ) (1 + |λ|)6d+

n−l
2

+1 dλ

and

lim sup
a∈A+(Hk:ζ)

| log a|→∞

Ik(a) ≤ C ′
k

∫

a∗
R(λ) (1 + |λ|)

n−l
2 dλ

with a constant C ′
k ≥ 1.

With (4.3), it remains now to collect (4.4), (4.5) and the inequality above to get the
statement of the theorem, with C = max{C ′

k : 1 ≤ k ≤ r}.
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From this moment we suppose that G is a semisimple connected Lie group with finite center
and F a Borel function on R

+. We proceed to obtain uniform estimates for the kernel of F (L),
and by consequence pointwise bounds for the kernel of F (∆ρ). The following lemma shows
that it is sufficient to estimate the values on the subset Cl(A+) ⊂ G only.

Lemma 4.2. Let kF (L) be defined as in Section 2.4, then

∥∥kF (L)

∥∥
∞ = sup

x∈G

∣∣kF (L)(x)
∣∣ ≤ sup

a∈Cl(A+)

∣∣kF (L)(a)
∣∣ .

Proof. Every x ∈ G can be decomposed as x = k1ak2 where a ∈ Cl(A+) and k1, k2 ∈ K. In
virtue of (2.5) and knowing that kF (∆ρ) is K-biinvariant, we obtain

kF (L)(x) = δ−1/2(k1ak2)kF (∆ρ)(k1ak2)

= δ−1/2(ak2)kF (∆ρ)(a)

= δ−1/2(ak2)δ1/2(a)δ−1/2(a)kF (∆ρ)(a)

= eρ(H(ak2)−log a)kF (L)(a).

By [14, Corollary 3.5.3] (see also [21, Chapter 4, Lemma 6.5]) we know that

|ρ(H(ak))| ≤ ρ(log a) for all a ∈ Cl(A+), k ∈ K.

Then we get
eρ(H(ak2)−log a) ≤ 1

and
sup
x∈G

∣∣kF (L)(x)
∣∣ ≤ sup

a∈Cl(A+)

∣∣kF (L)(a)
∣∣ .

This completes the proof.

Recall that x+ denotes the Cl(A+) component in the polar decomposition of x ∈ G.

Theorem 4.3. Let G be a semisimple connected Lie group with finite center and F a Borel
function on R

+ such that

(4.6) IF =

∫

a∗

∣∣∣F (|λ|2)
∣∣∣ (1 + |λ|)6d+n−l+1dλ <∞.

Then kF (L) is uniformly bounded on G, and

∥∥kF (L)

∥∥
∞ = sup

x∈G

∣∣∣∣δ
− 1

2 (x)

∫

a∗
F (|λ|2) |c(λ)|−2 ϕλ(x)dλ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CIF ,

where C is a constant depending on G only. Moreover,

lim sup
| log x+|→∞

|kF (L)(x)| ≤ C

∫

a∗
|F (|λ|2)|(1 + |λ|)n−ldλ.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, it is sufficient to estimate |kF (L)(a)| for a ∈ Cl(A+). Since G is semisim-
ple it is also in class H; we take

R(λ) =
∣∣∣F (|λ|2)

∣∣∣ (1 + |λ|)
n−l
2
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in Lemma 4.1 to obtain, using (2.2), that

sup
a∈Cl(A+)

∣∣kF (L)(a)
∣∣ ≤ sup

a∈Cl(A+)

∫

a∗

∣∣∣F (|λ|2)
∣∣∣ eρ(log a) |ϕλ(a)| |c(λ)|−2 dλ

≤ sup
a∈Cl(A+)

∫

a∗
R(λ) eρ(log a) |ϕλ(a)| |c(λ)|−1 dλ

≤ C

∫

a∗
R(λ)(1 + |λ|)6d+1+n−l

2 dλ

= C

∫

a∗
|F (|λ|2)| (1 + |λ|)6d+n−l+1 dλ.

The second inequality is obtained similarly.

Remark 4.4. In the statement of the theorem, one can clearly replace (4.6) by

(4.7) IF =

∫

a∗

∣∣∣F (|λ|2)
∣∣∣ (1 + |λ|)7(n−l)+1dλ <∞.

Corollary 4.5. Let G be a semisimple connected Lie group with finite center and F a Borel
function on R

+ verifying (4.6) or (4.7). Then for every x ∈ G

|kF (∆ρ)(x)| ≤ CIF e
−ρ(H(x)),

where C is a constant depending on G only. Moreover,

lim sup
| log x+|→∞

|kF (∆ρ)(x)|eρ(H(x)) ≤ C

∫

a∗
|F (|λ|2)|(1 + |λ|)n−ldλ.

Remark 4.6. It follows from Theorem 4.3 that the operator F (L) is bounded from L1(G,mr),
with respect to the right Haar measure, to L∞(G). This occurs frequently, as soon as the
integral (4.6) converges, without any smoothness or positivity assumptions on the symbol.

One can also note that from L1(G,ml) to L∞(G) these operators are never bounded, unless
F is zero (this is a general fact about left convolution operators).

Remark 4.7. From the known estimate [14, Proposition 4.6.1, Theorem 4.6.4] of spherical
functions

|ϕλ(eH)| ≤ C(1 + ‖H‖)de−ρ(H), for all H ∈ Cl(A+)

it is easy to obtain estimates for the kernel of the type |kF (L)(e
H)| . (1+‖H‖)d and |kF (∆ρ)(e

H)| .
(1 + ‖H‖)de−ρ(H). Our result is that it is possible to remove this polynomial factor. In the
analysis of the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆, a factor of this kind is often non-significant. But
it becomes essential in concern with the operator L.

5 Lower bounds for oscillating functions in rank one

Estimates of Section 4 involve the absolute value of the function F and may seem unsatisfactory
for oscillating functions of the type F (x) = exp(it

√
x)ψ(

√
x), where one would hope to see a

decrease in t as t → ∞. However, they are optimal even in this case, if G has rank one. We
show this in the present section. In higher rank the behaviour would be different, but it will
be considered elsewhere.
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Let us assume now that G is a semisimple Lie group of real rank one. Both a and a∗ can be
viewed then as the real line R and |Σ+

s | = 1. Let α be the only positive root; we can assume
that it acts at H ∈ a ≃ R as simple multiplication, α(H) = αH. For all H ∈ R

+ and all
regular λ ∈ R, we have the Harish-Chandra decomposition (4.2) of ϕλ(expH)eρ(H). By [14,
Theorem 4.5.4], there exist constants Cα > 0, p > 0 such that |Γmα(λ)| ≤ Cαm

p for all λ ∈ a∗.
For H such that α(H) > 1, we can then estimate

∣∣∣ϕλ(expH)eρ(H) − c(λ)eiλ(H) − c(sαλ)eisαλ(H)
∣∣∣

≤ Cα
(
| c(λ)| + | c(sαλ)|

) ∞∑

m=1

mpe−mα(H) < C| c(λ)|e−α(H).

Since sαλ = −λ for all λ ∈ a∗, we have

∣∣kF (L)(expH)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
∫

R

F (|λ|2)ϕλ(expH)eρ(H) |c(λ)|−2 dλ

∣∣∣∣

≥
∣∣∣∣
∫

R

F (|λ|2) |c(λ)|−2
(
c(λ)eiλ(H) + c(−λ)e−iλ(H)

)
dλ

∣∣∣∣

−C

∫

R

∣∣∣F (|λ|2)
∣∣∣ e−α(H)| c(λ)|−1dλ.

Now we set F (x) = eit
√
xψ(

√
x) where t > 0 and ψ is a continuous function on R such that

Jψ =

∫ ∞

0
|ψ(x)|(1 + x)n+6dx <∞.(5.1)

This corresponds to (4.6) in rank one when d = l = 1. Denote by kt the kernel of the operator
F (L), then under the assumptions above on H we have kt(expH) ≥ |I1(t,H)| − I2(H) where

I1(t,H) =

∫

R

eit|λ|ψ(|λ|) |c(λ)|−2
(
c(λ)eiλ(H) + c(−λ)e−iλ(H)

)
dλ,

I2(H) = Ce−α(H)

∫

R

|ψ(|λ|)| | c(λ)|−1dλ.

For the asymptotics of kt with large H, we only need to consider the I1(t,H), as I2(H)
vanishes as H → +∞ under the condition (5.1). Let us write H = t + a with a ∈ R. Using
the conjugation property (2.3) of the c-function, we transform I1 as follows:

1

2
I1(t, t + a) =

∫

R

eit|λ|ψ(|λ|) |c(λ)|−2 Re
(
c(λ)eiλ(t+a)

)
dλ

=

∫ ∞

0
eitxψ(x) |c(x)|−2 Re

(
c(x)ei(t+a)x + c(−x)e−i(t+a)x

)
dx

= 2

∫ ∞

0
ψ(x) |c(x)|−2 eitx Re

(
c(x)ei(t+a)x

)
dx.

After elementary calculations this takes form

=

∫ ∞

0
ψ(x) |c(x)|−2

[
Re c(x)

(
(1 + cos(2tx)) cos(ax) − sin(2tx) sin(ax)

+ i sin(2tx) cos(ax) − i(1 − cos(2tx)) sin(ax)
)

− Im c(x)
(

sin(2tx) cos(ax) + (1 + cos(2tx)) sin(ax)

+ i(1 − cos(2tx)) cos(ax) + i sin(2tx) sin(ax)
)]
dx,
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which tends at t→ +∞ to
∫ ∞

0
ψ(x) |c(x)|−2

[(
Re c(x) cos(ax) − Im c(x) sin(ax)

)

− i
(

Re c(x) sin(ax) + Im c(x) cos(ax)
)]
dx

=

∫ ∞

0
ψ(x) |c(x)|−2

[
Re

(
c(x)eiax

)
− i Im

(
c(x)eiax

)]
dx

=

∫ ∞

0
ψ(x) |c(x)|−2 c(x)e−iaxdx

=

∫ ∞

0
ψ(x) c(x)−1e−iaxdx.

This is the Fourier transform at a of the function ψ̃ which is equal to ψ(x) c(x)−1 if x ≥ 0
and 0 otherwise. Note that ψ̃ ∈ L1 since ψ satisfies (5.1). For ψ 6≡ 0, this Fourier transform

F (ψ̃) is a nonzero continuous function vanishing at infinity, so its norm ν =
∥∥∥F (ψ̃)

∥∥∥
∞
> 0 is

attained at a point a0 ∈ R. For t ≥ α−1 − a0, we have α(H) = α(a0 + t) ≥ 1, and the estimate
above is applicable. Altogether, this implies that

lim inf
t→+∞

‖kt‖∞ ≥ lim
t→+∞

|kt(exp(t+ a0))| ≥ lim
t→+∞

(|I1(t, t+ a0)| − I2(t+ a0)) = ν > 0.

In particular, this applies to the most common localization function ψ(x) =
(
1 + x2

)−κ
where κ

is a constant such that (5.1) holds. To summarize the above, we proved the following theorem:

Theorem 5.1. Let G be a semisimple Lie group of real rank one. Denote by kt the kernel

of eit
√
Lψ(

√
L) where t > 0 and ψ is a continuous function on R satisfying (5.1). Then

‖kt‖∞ ≤ CJψ for all t, and lim
t→+∞

‖kt‖∞ ≥ ν where ν =
∥∥∥F (ψ̃)

∥∥∥
∞
> 0 and

ψ̃(x) =

{
ψ(x) c(x)−1 if x ≥ 0,

0 if x < 0.

In particular, if ψ(x) =
(
1 + x2

)−κ
, then the theorem applies if κ > (n+ 7)/2.
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