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Lie Algebra Cohomology and Holomorphic Continuation
of Generalized Jacquet Integrals

Nolan R. Wallach®

Introduction

In this paper there are two types of theorems. The first are generali-
zations of vanishing theorems of Kostant [K] and Lynch [L]. The second
are the holomorphic continuation of certain integrals. The proofs of the
two seemingly unrelated types of results have in common the use of certain
operators, Q; which are non-commutative analogues of the standard Euler
operator on the space of polynomials in several variables.

We now describe an important class of examples of the results. - Let
G be a real reductive group of inner type. Let g denote the Lie algebra
of G and let Y be a nilpotent element in g. Then ([Ja, p. 99, Lemma 8])
there exist elements X, H e g such that [X, Y]=H and [H, X]=2X, [H, Y]
=—2Y. Fix a Cartan involution such that H=-—H. Let u be the
Lie subalgebra of g generated by w,={x e g|[H, x]=2x}. Let z e C-{0}
and let (x)=2zB(Y, x) for x e u. If Vis a g-module then we define a new
action r, of 1 on V by z, (x)u=xv—+(x)v. We denote this u-module by
V®C,. The main theorem on Lie algebra cohomology implies

Theorem. Let V be a g-module such that if v e V then z,(x)*v=0 for
all x e u for some k=k(v). Then H'(u, V® C,)=(0) for i>0.

We now describe the other type of results. Let p be the sum of the
eigenspaces for ad H with non-negative eigenvalue. Let P={ge G|
Ad(g)pCp} and put M=PNO(P). Let (s, H,) be a finite dimensional
irreducible representation of M. Puta={Zem|[Z, m]=0, 0Z=—-2Z1}.
If v € af then let (x5 ,.,, I7,,) be the corresponding (degenerate) principal
series representation (see § 6). Let z=exp (z/2(x— Y)).

The analytic results involve the study of integrals of the form

() JP,U,u(f):j BT, (2 exp ()
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(See § 6 for unexplained notation.) If Yis a principal nilpotent element
“of g then P is a minimal parabolic subalgebra and u is the nilradical of p.
Also p(exp (x))=e*2"® defines the most general “generic character” of
N. In this case our results imply that J, ,, has a weakly holomolorphic
(not just meromorphic) continuation in v to af as an operator on the C=
vectors. This result in the case when G has reduced rank 1 is due to
Schiffman [S]. In the case when G is split or complex then the result (on
K-finite vectors) is due to Jacquet [J] (thus the designation in the title).
There are other papers with special cases of this theorem ([HI], [HII}).

If Y is not principal then the results are more difficult to describe.
(See §5,6,7). We will instead give an example. Let G=Sp (n, R) which
we realize as the group of all linear transformations of R*" that preserve
the form w(x, ) =271 (X, Vnr1—X.+:V:)- We take

Yo [0 0]’
1,0

with
7, O ]
L,=\|r
ba -O —Iq
with 1, the j X j identity matrix and p+g=n. Then we can take
a=[! 9]
0 —1

with I the n X n identity matrix and X=Y7. In this case

u={[0 S]: S=S7, San}.
00

The corresponding integrals are of the form

I ei;ptr(lpqs)f;ﬁ(']exP <[g g]))ds

the integration over the space of all symmetric n X n matrices, x € R-{0}

and
[ 01
—I0

In this example we show that these integrals have holomorphic con-
tinuations for smooth f. (For precise results see §7). If G=SU(n, n),
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SL(2n, R), SO(2n, 2n) there are parabolic subgroups with similar descrip-
tions to P above and our results imply the holomorphic continuation
of the corresponding integrals (see §4 for a large class of examples).
The proofs are given in such a way that if one can prove the conjecture at
the end of section 5 then the most general integral (x) has a holomorphic
continuation to all of af.

As we indicated above the results rest on the algebraic properties of
certain generalizations of Euler operators. Lemma 2.1 is the contains the
key to these operators. Our proof of this Lemma involves the determi-
nation of the minimal polynomial of an element of the group algebra of
the symmetric algebra on n letters (see the appendix).

The material of this paper is related to a long term joint project with
Roberto Miatello. We thank Roe Goodman for his constructive criticism
of the results of this paper as they evolved. We thank the Taniguchi
Foundation for having sponsored the workshop and symposium in Kyoto
during the summer of 1986.

§1. Some observations about unipotent representations

Let n be a Lie algebra over C. If M is an n-module and if me M
then we set nm=m and if n®’m has been defined then n?*'m={Xvive
n?m, X e u}. Let 4" denote the category of all n-modules M, such that
if m e M then there exists k=k(m) such that n*m=(0). If M e 4/ and
if M*={me M|um=0}=(0) then M=(0). Let Me /. Set M =
{me M|n*m=(0)}. Then M°=0)CM'=M"CM*C...- and UM'=M.

If M is an n-module then let H’(n, M) denote the usual Lie algebra
cohomology space of n with coefficients in M (cf. [BW, Chapter I]). For
our purposes the most important cohomology spaces are the zeroth which
is just M™ and the first (which we now recall). Let Z'(n, M) denote the
space of all w: n—M such that o([X, Y))=Xw(Y)— Yo(X) for all X, Y
en. Let B'(n, M) denote the space of those w of the form o(X)=Xm
with m e M fixed. Then H'(n, M)=Z'(n, M)/B'(n, M).

Lemma 1.1. Let M, Ve A. Assume that H'(n, V)=(0). If Ae
Homg (M™", V*) then there exists T e Hom, (M, V) such that T agrees with
A on M*. If A is injective then so is T. If A is bijective and if H'(n, M)
=(0) then T is surjective.

Proof. Define T to be 4 on M*. Suppose that T has been defined
on M/ for j>>1 as an n-module homomorphism. If m e M?*' then Xm e
M for Xen. Set v,(X)=T(Xm). Then it is easily varified that w,, €
Z'Y(n, V). Hence there exists v ¢ V such that T(Xm)=Xv for all X e n.
Let {m,} be a linearly independent set in M7** that defines a basis modulo
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Mi. Let v, eV besuch that T(Xm,)=Xuv, for all X e n. Define Tm,=v,
and extend T by linearity to the span of the v,. This defines a linear map
of Mi*Yinto Vi*, If m e M’** then m=Xa,m,+u with ue M?. Thus
T(Xm)=Za,T(Xm,) + T(Xu)=Xa,Xv, + XT () = Ta,XT(m,) + XT(u) =
XT(m). This impliments the “construction” of T.

Assume that A4 is injective. We show that T is injective on M7 by
induction onj. If j=1 then T is injective on M* by hypothesis. So assume
that T is injective on M7. Suppose that me M/*' and Tm=0. If Xen
then T(Xm)=XTm=0. Since Xm ¢ M’ this implies that Xm=0 for all
Xen. Hence me M'so m=0.

Suppose now that H'(n, M)=/(0) and that A is bijective. - Then the
short n-module exact sequence

T
0—>M——>V——>V/TM—>0

induces the long(er) n-module exact sequence

0> M s V7 (VI TM ) —> H(1t, M))=(0).

Since A is assumed to be bijective, this implies that (V/TM)"=(0). Hence
V/ITM=(0). So V=TM. This completes the proof of the Lemma.

If M is an n-module then put M[n]={m e M|n*M=(0) for some k}.
If W is a complex vector space then we put an n-module structure on
Hom¢ (U(n), W) by setting Xf(n) =f(nX) or Xen, ne U(n) and fe
Homg (U(n), W). Set N(w)=Homg(U(n), W)[nl.

Lemma 1.2. If dimn<oco and if n is nilpotent then H*(n, N(W)) =
(0) for all complex vector spaces W and all k>0.

Proof. We first assume that dimn=1. Let X be a basis of 1. We
must show that H'(n, N(W))=(0). From the definition of the coho-
mology, this means that we must show that XN(W)=N(W). If fe N(W)
then fis determined by its values f(X*). Since fe N(W), there exists r
such that f(X/)=0 for j >r. Define g(1)=0 and g(X**")= f(X*). Then
Xg=f. This proves the result in this case.

Suppose that the result has been proved if dim n=*k. Assume that
dimn=k41. Let X e 1 be such that n=CX @ n, with [X, n]Cn, and 1,
is a Lie subalgebra. Then U(n)=®;., X*U(n,). This means that as an
n,-module, N(W) is a countable direct sum of modules of the form
Homg (U(ny), W)[n,l. Thus the inductive hypothesis implies that
Hi(n, N(OW))=() for j>0, We can now apply the Hochschild-
Serre spectral sequence (cf. [BW, 1, 6.5]) to find that H'(n, N(W))=
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Hi(n/n,, NOW)™). Clearly, N(W)*=Hom¢ (U(n/n,), W). Thus the one
dimensional case now implies the result.
‘We assume that 1 is as in the previous Lemma.

Proposition 1.3. Let M e N. If H'(n, M)=(0) then M is isomorphic
with N(M"). In particular, H'(n, M)=(0) for j>0.

§2. The vanishing theorems

Let g be a reductive Lie algebra over R. Let g be a Cartan involution
for g. We will take this to mean that there exists a symmetric, g and 6-
invariant, bilinear form B on g such that B(X, 6X)<0 for X e g, X==0.
Let p be a parabolic subalgebra of g. Let n be the nilradical of g and set
m=pNOp. Then p=m®n. Let 3(m) denote the center of m and put a=
{Xea(m)|8X=—X}. Then m={X e g|[X, a]=(0)}.

Let uCn be an m-invariant subalgebra and let +» be a Lie algebra
homomorphism of u to C. Since B induces a perfect pairing between 1
and 6(ug) there exists a unique Y, e fu. such that B(X, Y,)=(X) for
X eu. We say that + is non-degenerate if there exists H ¢ a such that
ad H has integral eigenvalues and if we set g,={X e g|[H, X]=jX} then
the following two conditions are satisfied

(1) Y, e(gc)-2 g,="11, g, is contained in and generates u.

(2) adY,:u-—>g is injective.

If u=mu then this is the definition of [L] of admissible. We will give
some examples in Section 4 (see also [L]). The easiest way to guarantee

the crucial condition (2) is to find X e (uc), such that [X, Y,]=H.

Fix such a non-degenerate . Set Y=7Y,. If X ¢ g then set X equal
to the complex conjugate of X relative to g. If u, v € ug then set (u, v)=
B([[0Y, 60], ul, Y).

(3) (,) is Hermitian and positive definite on 1 (thatis, (,) is an
inner product).

Indeed, (1, v)= — B([0Y, 8¢}, [Y, u])= — B(4[Y, T], | Y, ul) = — B([Y, v],
0lY, u)=(v, u). If u=0 then (u, u)= —B([Y, ul, 6[Y, u]) >0 since [Y, u]
+0.

Let j>0 be fixed for the moment. Let X, --., X, be a basis of
(8c):; Nug such that (X, X,)=6,,. Set Z,=[0Y, 6X,] € (§¢)-z;.2- Then
B(Z, X\), V=X, X,)=0,;- Fix X, e (ac), (Cug) such that (Xp)=1.
Then [Z,, X\]=06.X,+X;, with X, e (g¢), and (X,)=0. Set Q,=
2,Z,(X,—(X,)). Notice that Q, is independent of the choice of the X,.

If V'is a u-module then we can define a new u-module structure on V'
by tensoring with the one dimensional u-module C_, (u acts by + on C).
We write V,=(V®C_,)? for p>0 (see §1 for notation). The following
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Lemma is the key to all of the results in the paper. Since its proof is ex-
tremely complicated, we defer the proof to the appendix to this paper.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that V is a g-module such that V=) ..V, (i.e.
(VRC_,)=VRC_)ul). Fix j>0. Ifve V, then there exist (not neces-
sarily distinct) non-negative integers n,, - - -, n, depending only on k such
that

ng=1 (Qj+n¢I)U=O~

The next result implies a generalization of a Theorem of Kostant,
Lynch. We maintain the above notation.

Theorem 2.2. Let V be a g-module such that V=\,.,V, as a u-
module. Then H(ug, VQC_,)=(0) for j >O0.

Proof. Proposition 1.4 implies that it is enough to prove that
Hl(ll, V®C~¢)=(0). Set u2j= uc n (gc)zj. Then uc=®j21uzj al’ld [uzj, uzk]
Clyj, 9 Thus if w € Z'(ug, V,QC._,) then w(u,)CV,_,,, for i>1.

Scholium. Let v e Z'(ug, V,®C_,). Suppose that j>1 and that
w(Uy)CV,_, for i>j. Then there exists ve V,,, such that (o —dv)(i,)C
V,..for i>j. Here, as usual, dv(X)=Xv.

We first show how to prove the theorem using the Scholium and then
we will prove the Scholium. Since u,,.,,=(0) for r sufficiently large,
o(Uly,,2)CV,_,_,. Hence there exists v, € V., such that (o —dv,)(u,))C
V,-; fori>r. Now, o—dv, e Z'(ue, V,®C_,). Hence there exists v, e

V,.1 such that

(0 —dv,—dv))(u,) TV, -y, i>r—1.
Continuing in this manner we can find v € ¥V,,, such that
(0—dv)CV,.;.

Now use the same argument with p replaced by p—1 and o replaced by
o—dv. After p steps we find that o e B'(ug, V,QC_,) (V,=(0)). Thus
the Scholium implies the theorem.

The proof of the Scholium will take some preparation.

(i) K Zeuy,j>1then (Z—(Z)V,CV,_;

Indeed, Z—+(Z) is a linear combination of commutators of elements
of the form Y, —y«(Y?), - -+, ¥;—(Y,) with ¥, e u,. Since (X—o(X))V,
CV,., for X e u,, (i) follows.

(i) IfZeg_,;,j>0then ZV,CV,, ;.

We prove this by induction on j and for each j by induction on p. If
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J=p=0 then the result is clear (V,=(0)). Assume that mV,CV,,, (don’t
forget that m=g,). IfveV,,,, Xeu, Zemthen (X—y(X)Zv=[X, Zlv
+Z(X—y(X)v. Now [X, Z]le uso[X, Z]V,. . CV,... Also, (X—(X))v

eV, So, Z(X—y(X))veV,,, by hypothesis. This implies that (X —
WXNZV, < V,,,. Hence, ZV,  CV,,, This proves (ii) for j=0 and
all p.

Assume (ii) for j (fixed) and all p. We prove it for j4-1 and all p by
induction on p. Let Z e (g¢)-3;-,. Clearly, ZV;=(0). Assume that ZV,
CVorjeo fveV,,, Xeuthen (X—y(X)Zv=[X,Z]v+ Z(X—(X))v.
Now [X, Z]C ¥, _(g¢c)-s. Hence, [X, Z1V,,,CV, ;0. X=XV eV,
0 Z(X—y (XD eV, ;... We therefore see that (X— (X)) Zv e V,, .o
Hence Zv e V,,;,,. This completes the proof of (ii).

We are (finally) ready to prove the Scholium. Let o satisfy the hypo-
thesis of the Scholium. Set v,=—2,Z,0(X)) (Z,, X, as above for j).
Note that Z, e (g¢)-s;.2. We calculate

dv(Xy)=—2,(X,— ‘,[/'(Xk))ziw(Xi)
= =23, [X, ZJo(X) — 2, Z (X — P(X))o(X)
=X,0(X,)— 2 X, ,0(X)— 2, Z,(X,—y(X))o(X,)
—2.Z,0([X,, X,).

Here we have used the relation [Z,, X,]=0,,X;+ X, (don’t forget (X ;)
=0) and the cocycle condition on w. If Xeu, then o(X)CV, ;1
Hence (X,— Do(X,), X o(X;) € V,_,. We also note that w([X,, X;]) €
V,-2; by our hypothesis. Thus Z,w([X,, X;]) e V,_,, We have therefore
shown that

(i) (0—dv)(X)=u,+Q,0(X,) withu, e V,_,.

We observe that

@iv) Q,v,CV,allp.

Indeed, (X;— (X )V, CV,-,; by () and Z,V,_,CV, by (ii).

(v) fXeuy,, i>j thendv(X)eV,_,.

Indeed, dv,(X)=—2,XZ,0(X)=—Z}X, Z]Jo(X)—2,Z, Xo(X,)=
—ZX, ZJo (X)) — Z.Z(X; — y(X) 0o (X) — 2, Z;0([X, X;D. [X,Z)] e
Upgpzmzse @(X,) € Vo gin 80 [X] Zi]w(Xi) eV oX)eV, ;and Q;V,
CV,_,. Finally, [X, X;] € uy,,,; 50 o([X, X;]) e V,_,_;. Hence Z,o([X, X}])

€ V,-;. (v) now follows. .

(v) implies that w—duv, satisfies the same hypothesis as w. We can
thus iterate on (iii) to find ' _

(vi) There exists for each ¢=1,2, -- ., v, € V,,, such that o —dv,
satisfies the hypothesis of the Scholium and

(0 —dv ) X)) =uy, 4 Qlo(Xy)s with U ;€ Vipose
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Lemma 2.1 implies that there exists a polynomial f(X)= XTII_.(X+n,)
with n,>>0 such that f(Q,)w(X,)=(0) for all k. Thus if we write f(X)/f(1)
=2,.:0,X7 (f(1)>0) then X,b,=1. Hence

(o—dE by )X)=2bug, eV,_;

This completes the proof of the Scholium hence of the Theorem.

We now show how the above theory implies the theorem in the intro-
duction. Let Y e g be a nilpotent element (i.e. ad Y*=0 for some k> 0).
Then the Jacobson-Morosov theorem (cf. [W, 8. A. 4. 1]) implies that there
exist X, H e g such that [X, Y]=H, [H, X]=2X and [H, Y]=—=2Y. In
particular, ad H is semi-simple with integral eigenvalues. Thus there exists
an inner automorphism g of g such that ggH= — H. So replace 4 by g~'6g.
Let g, be (as usual) the eigenspace for ad H with eigenvalue j. Put p=
@085, M=gp n=D,5.8; Then p is a parabolic subalgebra of g with
standard Levi decomposition p=mén (i.e. m=pNdp). Define u to be
the subalgebra of n generated by g,. If z e C—{0} then set y(x)=2zB(Y, x)
for xeu. Then 4 is non-degenerate. Now Theorem 2.2 implies the
theorem of the introduction.

§3. The category W,

Let g, p=m@®n, uCn, «», Y=1Y,, He a be as in the definition of
non-degenerate in the previous section. Let W, be the category of all
g-modules, V, such that V={_J,.,V, (see § 2 for notation). Note that ¥,
={ve V|Xv=+(X)v for Xeu}. Asin Section 2 we set u,,={X e uj
[H, x]=2jX}. We assume that u,,(0) but u,,,,=(0). Let Q, be defined
as in Section 1.

Lemma 3.1. Let Ve W,. Ifj>1 then there exist integers n,, ,>0,
k=1, ..., p, i=2, - .., d depending only on j such that if

Tj=(Q1 +jI)Hk(Q2+n2,k,]I)Hk(Q3+n3,k,j) s Hk(Qd +nd,k,j)‘
Then T,V,,,CV,.

J
Proof. Letforr>1, Vi={ve V,|(X—4(X)veV,_,, for Xeu,,
s>r}. We note that Vi=V, ..
I o, vittcvit, r>l.
Indeed, set O, =2, Z(X,=+(X,)) as in Section 2. If X € u,,, s>r+1
and if v ¢ Vj*! then
X0 v=L,[X, ZJ(X;— (X )+ 2, Z[X, XJv+ Q,Xv.

[Xa Zz] € uZ(s—r+1)' Hence [Af’ Zi](Xz"lf'(Xz))v € Vj—s-l‘ [X’s Xz] € uZ(.H-r)'
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So[X, XJve V;_,_,_, (s+r>s). Hence Z[X, X,Jve V,_,_, by (i) in the
proof of Theorem 2.2. Finally, Xve V,_,_, so Q,Xve V,_,_, by (iv) in
the proof of Theorem 2.2.

(2) If r>2 then there exist integers m, >0 depending only on j, r

such that
(O, +mD)Vit*C V3.

Let X e u,, and v e V5. Then XQ,v=2%,XZ X,v=0,Xv+2Z,[X, Z]X,
+2Z.Z,JX, X,Ju. Now, [X, X,] € u,, and since 4r >r--1 this implies that
X, X JveV, , . Thus Z,[X, X;Jve V,., ,. Also, the definition of the
Z,, X, implies that 2,[X, Z,1X, = — X X4 Z,u, X, with u, e u, and (u,)
=0. Thus Z,[X, Z,)X,v=—Xvmod V,_,_,. Hence X(Q,+ Dv=
O,=vmod ¥, . ,. Thus we see that

X, +1Yv=0tXvmod V,_, _;.

Let ny, - - -, n, be such that n,>>0 and II, (Q,+n,)V,=0 (Lemma 2.1).
These integers depend only onj. Then

XTL(Q, +(n,+ DD e V.

This proves (ii).
(i) Ifve V2, then (Q,+jveV,.
Indeed, let Y;, - - -, ¥, e u,. Set for x e u, x’=x—+(x). Then
j

(%) Y. Y, Qu=73] §kj Yi. - Y Y, ZJX3 Y - Y0

i=1

J
+Z Z Y{' . Y::—lzk[Yw Xk]Y:l-I-l' T Yﬁ-v-
i=1 k
We assert that [Y;, Z,]= —(Y,, X)X+ u,, with u, , e u, and (u, )
=0 thus the first term on the right hand side of (x) contributes
—jYi-- - Y.

The second term is zero. To see this we observe as in the proof of (ii)
that if x e u, then x’V2CV?i_,. Thus [Y,, X, 1Y, - - Yve Vi -o-s
=V,_,. Since Z,V,_,CV,_, the assertion follows. This proves (iii).

The Lemma is a direct consequence of (ii) and (iii).

Corollary 3.2. IfveV, withj>0thenT,---T,ve V.

Let F be a finite dimensional g-module. u acts nilpotently on F.
Thus if Ve W, then VQF e W,. Let k be the largest eigenvalue of H
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on F. Weset F'={fe F|Hf=(k—j)f}. LetVeW, Then VQF/C
(V®F),,,ifj=2rorj=2r+1. Fix Fand V.

Lemma 2.3, Letfe Fl,ve V. Ifr>land1<j, ---,j.<d then

0,0, V®(§j F)

Proof. Asusual, set 0,=X.Z, X, (X'=X—y(X)). Then Q,,---
0, (v®f) is a sum of terms of the form

(%) Y, - Y,uQU,. .. -U.f

with each pair (Y,, U,) in one of the following four forms:

( 1 ) (Zk,h" Xk,ji)
(2) Xes0 Ze,s0)
(3) (Zi,s X500 1)
(4) U, Z, ;. X, 5)-

We show that each term as in (%) above satisfies the conclusion of
the Lemma. Fix such a term. Let for i=1,2, 3,4, S,={j|(¥,, U)) is as
in (i)}. Then ¥,---Y,ve V, with p=1+42,c4,/,—Z;cs,/;» Thusif Y. ..
Y,v£0then ;. ;> X, e, i Also, U,---U,fe Fi*s with s=—2Z, .5, J;
422 e5(f; — D=2|S, Thus if ¥;---Y,v@QU,---U,f+0 then s<
—2|8,|—21S,]. Thus if s>0 then S, and S, are empty and s< —2|S,}.
If S, is empty also then Y;--.Y,v=0 (indeed, Y,v=0). Thus s<0 if
Y, - Y, u®U,- - -U,f+0. This implies the Lemma.

Letforve V, fe FI, j=2r or 2r+1, I' (u®f)=vQf for r=0. Set
¢, =r! | I,501cj<rxMi,; 70 (see Lemma 3.1). Set I';(v®f)=c;'T,- - -
T,(v®f), r >0. We define a linear map, [, from VQF to VRF by
IF'wQZf)=2I",(v®f,) (f; e F).

Theorem 3.4. (1) [(V,QF)C(VQF),.
(2) I defines a linear isomorphism of V\QF onto (VRF),.

Proof. (1) is just a restatement of Corollary 3.2

We now prove that I is injective. Let f;, - . -, f, be a basis of F with
fie Friand nn<r,<---<r,. Lets;<<...<s, be the distinct r, in order.
Let ue VIQF, u=Xv,Qf;, v,e V. Assume that u=£0, we show that
T'u==0. Let i be the largest index such that v,#0. Let r,=s,. Then

u= 3, vjv®'f, mod 3 VR F .

S <8k
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Lemma 3.3 implies that
I'v= 37 v,®f;mod > VRFs.
ri=%k $p<Sk

Hence I'u=+0. To complete the proof we must show that I is surjective.

Letue (VQF),. Thenu=ZX,u,®f, withv, e V. If X e u then
0=F—yp@X)u= 2 H{X =4 (XDW.Bf +v.BXf}.
Suppose that v,=0 for i >p+-1 and that v,s0. Set r,=s,. Then
O=(X— (X ))u E”;k X —4(X))v,Qf, mod (V@S;s],c Fs9),
Thus (X —y(X)v,=0if r,=s,. As above,
r T§Sk VR f;= ;L":sk v,Qf; modsgk VQF*.
So
u-—FerJSkv, Rf, e 2, VQF:™,

Sn <8k

If we iterate this argument we will find that after a finite number of stages
that u=I"w for some w ¢ V,QF.

Note. The crucial point in this Theorem is that the formula for I"
depends on the structure of F and on +» but not on ¥. For the case n=u
and without the explicit formula for [ this result can be found in [L].

§4. Examples

In this section we give some examples of g Dp Du with + non-
degenerate on u. We retain the notation of Section 2.

Lemma 4.1. Let p be a minimal parabolic subalgebra of g and let
be a Lie algebra homomorphism of n to C. Let A4 be the set of simple roots
of a on n. Then « is non-degenerate if and only if 4|, 50 for 2 € 4.

Note. This Lemma implies that in the case of minimal parabolic
subalgebras the notion of non-degenerate coincides with that of “generic”.

Proof. Assume that «» is non-degenerate. Y=7Y,=2%,.,Y, with Y,
e f0(ng);. Suppose that Hea and that m={Xeg|[H, X]=0}. We
assume that ad H has integral eigenvalues and that g,Cn generates n,
[H, Y]=—27 and ad Y is injective on g,. If ¥;50 then 2A(H)=2. Let
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O =0d(y, a) be the root system of p with respect to a. Then g,=@3g, the
sum over 1€ @ such that A(H)=2. Let ¥={1e 4|Y,#0} and let ()
denote the set of roots in the span of 3. If 1 e @—@(2) then [Y, g,]=0.
Thus if Y +4 then g, cannot generate n. Hence if Y is non-degenerate
then Y,-+0 for all 2 ¢ 4.

Assume now that Y;=0 for all 1e 4. Set X,=—0Y,. Let Hyea
be defined by B(h, H,)=A(h) for he a. Ifa, e C for 2 ¢ 4 then

[g; aX;, Y]=—> a,B(Y,, Y )H,

Now 4 is a basis for spang {H,;|1 € 4}. Thus we can choose the g, such
that

(=2 a;B(Y, 0Y)H)=2, pred.

Set X=2Xa,X,, H=[X, Y]. Then [H, X]=2X, [H, X]=—2Y and g,=
®;c48;- The proposition now follows.

For the rest of this section we describe several techniques for finding
examples of non-degenerate ’s. It is suggested that the reader consult
the tables in [H, pp. 532-534 and p. 518].

The next class of examples were the original motivation for this
paper. Let g be a simple Lie algebra over R. Let p, be a minimal para-
bolic subalgebra of g. Let the root system of g with respect to a, be of
type C, (resp. BC,). Then there are linear functionals ¢, - - -, ¢, forming
a basis of (a,)* such that the roots are e¢,—e,, i j, +(g;+¢,), i < j (resp.
in addition ¢, for i=1, --., r). Let H, e a, be such that ¢,(H,)=4,;. Let
Y,eg y,, i=1,---,r and put Y=2XY,. We may choose X, e g,., such
that [X;, ¥;]=0. Since 2¢;,—2¢; is not a root for i==j we see that [X, Y]
=H. [H,X]=2X,[H, Y]=—2Y. Wechoose p=m®un with m={x € g|
[H, X]=0}, n=@,<,8c;+e,Di8:;c Set u=@,;8.;..,, Then u is a sub-
algebra of n and u=g,. If 4 is defined by (x)=B(x, ¥) for x € u then
all the conditions for non-degeneracy are satisfied.

We list the examples that are given by this construction.

1. The subclass of examples where (g, f) is a Hermitian symmetric
pair. Then p is the so called Shilov boundary parabolic. The examples
are

() su(p,q), p>q>1 whichis BC,if p>q, C,if p=q.

@ s R), C,.

3) 3o(n,2), C,.

4) 30*(2n), C, if n is even, BC, if n is odd.

(5) The Hermitian symmetric real form of E,, BC,.

(6) The Hermitian symmetric real form of E,, C,.

The other examples from this construction are
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2. 8p(g, 9), p=q>1, BC, unless p=q in this case C,.

3. The rank one real form of F,, BC,.

Suppose now that the root system of g with respect to a, is type
A,, ;. Then there exists an isometric imbedding of a, into R**? as the
hyperplane {x|Z,x,=0}. Sete,(x) =x,. Then the roots are e,—¢,, i /.
We take to be the parabolic subalgebra defined as follows. Let H € a, be
the element in @, whose image in R**?is (1, .-, 1, —1, - .-, —1) where
the last 1 is in the r+ 1% position. Set m={x e g|[H, X]=0}, n is the
eigenspace for ad A corresponding to eigenvalue 2. Let 8,=¢;,—¢,, .4
i=1, ..., r4+1. Then B,—B;isnotarootif i#j. Let ¥, e d(ng);—(0)
and set Y=2X.Y,. Put (x)=B(Y, x) for x e n. Then we leave it to the
reader to check that + is non-degenerate. Here are the examples that
come from this method.

4. 3l(2n, R).

5. su*(2n).

6. The real form of E; with maximal compactly imbedded sub-
algebra of type F,.

There are also two examples corresponding to D,. Assume that the
root system of (g, a,) is of type D,,. Then the roots are given by +e,+e¢,
for 1<i=j<2n. Choose the simple roots to be e, —e,, -« -, &3 -1 —Esy»
s, -1+E,- We take for p the parabolic subalgebra corresponding to ¢, —
€2 * " s &,-1—&y,. Then the roots of a, on 1 are ¢,+¢, for iz=j. Choose
Y, to be a nonzero element of g_,,_,, ., for i=1, .-, n and Y=z(Z,Y))
with z=£0. Then it is easily checked that there exist for each i=1, ..., n,
X, € Qe,vc,., sSuch that if X=2z-'(Z,X,) then X, Y, H is a standard basis of
a three dimensional simple Lie algebra (TDS) and ad H|,=2I, m={x e g|
[H, x]=0}. In this case we get the following example.

7. 30(2n, 2n).

For 8l(n, R) (or 3l(n, C)) examples abound. We now give a method
which probably gives all examples for 3l(n, R). Let H, X,Y be a standard
basis of a TDS with H, X, Y e M, (R) we assume, as we may, that H is
symmetric. We assume that all of the eigenvalues of H are congruent
mod 2. We take for p the direct sum of the eigenspaces for the non-
negative eigenvalues of ad H. Then n is generated by the 2-eigenspace
for ad H. We take (x)=ztr Yx for x e n and z ¢ C—{0}.

The last class of examples that we will describe is of a somewhat
more sophisticated nature. Let G be a connected semi-simple algebraic
group defined over k, a subfield of R. We look upon G as its complex
points hence as a Lie group over C. Let P be a minimal parabolic sub-
group of G defined over k and let S be a maximal k-split torus of P. Let
@ be the root system of (G, S) and let @* be the positive roots corre-
sponding to P. 'We assume that @ is reduced (i.e. if « ¢ @ then 2 ¢ @).
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Let 4C@* be the set of simple roots.

Let for @ € 4, E, be a one dimensional subgroup of the unipotent
subgroup of G corresponding to « that is invariant under conjugation by
S and defined over k. Let V be the subgroup of G generated by the E,
for ¢ ¢ 4. Then it is shown in [BT, Theorem 7.2] that there is a unique
k-split reductive algebraic group FC G containing SV with S as its maxi-
mal split torus.

Let G=Gg, P=Py, A=(Sy)° (upper o indicates identity component).
Let N be the unipotent radical of P and N=Nj. = Let' P be the opposite
parabolic to P and let N be its unipotent radical put N= Ng.

Let g be the Lie algebra of G and let gr=g. ¢, is a k-form of g and
the Killing form of g is defined over k. Let « be a Lie algebra homo-
morphism of 1 to C. Then there exists Y=Y, ¢ fiy such that B(Y, x)=
W(X). Write ¥, =2%,.,Y, with ¥, e (fi_,)c. We assume that exp CY, is
defined over k and that ¥,+0 for all « € 4. Then (replacing P by P in
the above mentioned result of Borel and Tits) there exists a unique k-split
(hence R-split) reductive subalgebra g, of g containing and such that fi_,
Ng,=CY,Ng, is one dimensional over R.. We can now argue as in the
proof of Lemma 4.1 to find X ¢ @,.,(n,Ng,)csuch that [X, Y]=H, Hea
and ad H|,,=2I, a e 4.

§5. Some structural results

In this section we study the global structure of the non-degenerate
functionals in the previous sections in preparation for the results on the
holomorphic continuation of the corresponding generalized Jacquet inte-
grals. Let g be a simple Lie algebra over R. Fix a Cartan involution ¢
of g. Let G be a Lie group of inner type with finite center and Lie algebra
g (i.e. if g € G then Ad(g) is an inner automorphism of g;). We assume
that g is one of the examples in Section 4 that corresponds to C,, 4,,., or
D,,. Let p be the parabolic subalgebra described in those cases in Section
4 and let 4 be a non-degenerate homomorphism of n into R as in that
section. Let P be the corresponding parabolic subgroup of G (i.e. P=
{g e G|Ad(g)pCp}). Let H, Y, X be as in those cases. Put M={ge
G|Ad(g)H=H}. Set M,={m e M|y (Ad(m)x)=+(x) for x e n}. Set
N=expn. Then P=MN is a Levi decomposition of P.

Proposition 5.1. There exists m € M such that if we replace + by
A o Ad (m) then there exists a finite subset X C K such that

1) G=Uyes M,NwP disjoint union.

(?) There is a unique element w, e X such that M,Nw,P is open.
Furthermore, M ,Nw,P=Nw,P=Pw,P is the unigque open double coset of P.
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(3) Ifwe X and ww, then  restricted to the Lie algebra of NN
w™'Pw is non-trivial.

Proof. In all of these cases n=g,={x e g|[H, x]=2x}. Thusg_,=
on. So g=g_,®mPg.. As a module (under ad) for the Lie algebra 3,
with basis X, Y, H, g=g’@®3* with 3 acting trivially on g° and acting by a
multiple of the irreducible three dimensional representation on g2. We
note that m,=mMN g% Set o=exp (a(X— Y)/2). Then a direct calculation
in SL(2, R) implies that Ad(¢)x=x for x e m, and Ad(¢)x= —x for x e
mg:. There exists m € M such that Ad (mom~"') commutes with 4. So
replace +» by o Ad(m), Y by Ad(m)Y, X by Ad(m)X. M, contains the
identity component of the fixed point set of m—emg-.

We now look at the C, cases. Fix P, a minimal parabolic subgroup
contained in P. Let 4, be a standard split component of P, (6h= —h for
hea,). Lete, - -,¢, be asin Section 4. Then the Weyl group of (G, 4,)
is the semi-direct product of the permutations of the ¢,, S,, and the sign
changes on the ¢;, Z7. Let w, be defined by w,e;,= —¢; for j<i and we,
=e¢, for j>i. The Bruhat lemma implies that

G=PU\Jr.Pw,P.

Set P¥=M (N w,P,w;*. Then P¥ is a minimal parabolic subgroup of M.
Thus Theorem 3 of the introduction of [M] implies that there exist a finite
number of w;; e KN M such that M=|_J,M, w, P¥. Now

PUU; NMyww, P=PU\J;; NM,w,ww'Pfw P=PU\_ ), NMw,P=G

Ji

by the above. Suppose that NM,w,w,P is open then Pw,P is open so
i=n. We observe that Nw,P=Pw,P. Thus in this case we may take all
of the w,,=1. This proves (1), (2). The explicit formulas for the w,; in
[M, Theorem 3] imply that Ad (w,))g.,..,Z8.,.., for all p, g. Hence - is
non-trivial on n N\w,,w,uw;'w; if j=n. This completes the proof in the
C, case.

We now look at the A4,,,, case. Let P, be a minimal parabolic sub-
group of G. We use analogous notation to the previous case. However,
this time the ¢,, i=1, - - -, 2r42 satisfy the relation X,=0. The Weyl
group is given by the permutations of the e, Put w,= ][/, (i, r+1417).
The Bruhat lemma in this case implies that G=|_); Pw,P. The rest of the
argument is exactly the same as the case of C,.

The D,, case is completely analogous and we leave it to the reader.

Let Y e g be a nilpotent element and let X, Y, H be as in the end of
Section 2. We assume that the eigenvalues of ad H are all even. Let G
be a real reductive group of inner type with Lie algebra a g and let p be
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the parabolic subalgebra of g given by the sum of the eigenspaces for the
non-negative eigenvalues of ad H. Let P be the corresponding parabolic
subgroup of G. We conjecture that a decomposition of the type of Propo-
sition 5.1 is true for G.

§6. Some Bruhat theory

Let G be a real reductive group of inner type. Let § be a Cartan
involution of G. Fix a minimal parabolic subgroup, P,, of G. Let P be
a parabolic subgroup of G with unipotent radical N, and set M,=64P P.
Let Ap=exp (ap) with a,={X e 3(m;) |§X=—X}. Seta,=ap,.

Let  be a homomorphism from N, to S, (the circle group). We set
dp=1iy. Put M,=M,={me Mp|gpimnm )=yn),ne N,}={me M|
Y(Ad (M) X)=+(X), X e n,}. Throughout this section we will make the
following assumptions about P and 7.

(1) There exists a finite subset X' of G such that G is the disjoint
union |_J, ¢ s PWM,Np.

(2) There is a unique element w, € X such that Pw,M,N is open in
G and furthermore Pw, M, N=Pw,N and w, M, w;'=M,.

(3) If we X and if w==w, then 5 is not identically equal to 1 on
N-Nw'Pw.

We note that if P=P, and if + is non-degenerate (i.e. generic) then
the above conditions are satisfied. Also, all of the C,, 4,,,,, D,, examples
of Section 5 satisfy these conditions.

Put °M,={me M|e(m)*=1 for all continuous homomorphisms &
of M, into R—(0)}. Then M,=A; °M, with unique expression. If y e
(ap)§ then we set exp (h)=exp (v(h) for heap. Set pp=1/2(tr(ad |, ),
heap. Let (o, H,) be a finite dimensional representation of °M,. Ifye
(ap)¥ then we denote by ¢, the representation of P given by

ag(man)y=a"**rg(m), me°Mp, acAp,, neN,.

Let I3, , denote the C* induced representation of ¢, from P to G. That
is, I3 ,,, is the space of all smooth fumctions f from G to H, such that
f(pg)=0,p)f(g)forpe P,gec G. Weendow I3, , with the C~ topology.
The action, zp , ,, is given by (x5, (2))(x)=f(xg).

Let (z, V) be a finite dimensional representation of M, N, such that
w(n)y=xn(m)! for ne N,. We set Wh* (I3, ) equal to the space of all con-
tinuous linear maps, 7 from I3 , , to V., such that T(xp , (m)f)=z(m)T(f)
forfelz,,, me M,N,. LetU,, bethespaceofall fel3,, such that
supp fC Pw,N,M,.

Theorem 6.1. Let T e Whr (I3, ).
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() IfT|y, =0 then T=0.
(2) There exists S: H,—V_ such that
(i) So,(m)y=c(m)S for me M, and

@iy T(H=S Lv )~ (win)dn (here dn is a fixed choice of in-

variant measure on Np).

Proof. The argument is standard Bruhat theory. If fe C*(G) and
if v e H, then set

$.u0@0(&) = ([, op)y F(re)d.p v

where d,p is a fixed choice of right invariant measure on P.
Then S, , defines a continuous linear map of CJ(G)®H, onto I, ..
If T e Wh* (I3, ,) then set T(/)(v)=T(S, (f®v)). Then

T: C2(G)—>Hom¢ (H,, V).
Put L(g)f(x)=,(gx) (resp. R(p)f(x)=f(xg)). Then

T(L(pNH=T(f)-a.p),
T(R(m) f)=e(m)T(f)

forpe P,me M,N, fe CJ(G).
Set “Whr(I3,,)={TeWh (I3,,)|suppT CG— PwyN;}. Then
Bruhat theory (cf. [War, 5.3 p. 411]) implies that

dim *Wh* (I3, ..)
< 5 dimHOMy s punugre(H,y S@/AD (W) 11, 1) V)).

we 2 - {wo}

Here, w* e K is a representative for w, S(-) is the symmetric algebra. The
proof uses (1) and (2). (3) implies that if w=£=w, then 7|,-1puax,#1-
Since N, acts trivially on H, and unipotently on S(g/n,) we conclude
that dim®° Wh* (I3, ,)=(0).

The second part of the Theorem is also completely standard (cf.
[War, Theorem 5.2.2.1]) so we leave it to the reader.

Set (I3,,,,) equal to the space of all continuous linear functionals on
I3, . put Wh, ((I3,,.)) equal the space of all 2 e (I5,,) such that

() Ar, WDN=90AS), n e Np, feI5,.,

(i) Let n’ be the contragradient representation of G on (I3 ,.).
Then »’ (M)A spans a finite dimensional space on which M, acts semi-
simply.
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Corollary 6.2. Assume that ¢ is irreducible. Then dim Wh, (I3 ,.))
<dim H,.

Proof. Let M, denote the set of all equivalence classes of irreducible
finite dimensional representations of M. Fix for 7 e M,, a representative
V,e7. We decompose Wh, ((73,,,)) into M,-isotypic components as

Wh, ((73,,,))= 2 Wh,((/%,,.))")-

TEMy

Fix 7 e M,. Let VCWh,((I%,,))(z) be a finite dimensional M -invariant
subspace. We define T: I3,,—V* by T(f)(A)=2(f). Let ue
Homy, (V*, V¥). We look upon V}asa M ,N-module with N acting by
71 Then po T e Whi(I3, ). Thus Theorem 6.1 implies that there exists
S(p) e Homy (H,, V) such that

(TN =5@([ 7 efmdn). s,

This implies that we have an injective linear mapping
S: Homy, (V*, V¥)——>Homy, (H,, V}).
Hence dim V*<dim Hom,, (H,, V})dim V. This implies that
dim W3, .))(1)<dim Hom,, (H,, V) dim V'}.
Hence

dim Wh, ((7%,,,))< 3 dim Hom,, (H,, V¥)dim V*=dim H,

TEMy

since M, is reductive in M.

§f7. The holomorphic continuation of certain integrals

We retain the notation and assumptions of the previous section. We
assume in addition that + is non-degenerate. We write M, N, 4 for M,
Ny, Ap.

Let I3, denote the space of all fe C=(K; H,) such that f(pk)=
o(p)f(k) for pe PNK and ke K. If fe K then set f, (pk)=a,(p)f(k)
for p ¢ P. Then the correspondence f—f, , of I3, to I3, , is a continu-
ous isomorphism. We will thus consider I3 ,, as I3, and under this
identification z, , (g)f(k)=f, .(kg).

Proposition 7.1. There exists a constant q,>0 such that
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[ 900 ewamdn=1,...(1)=0.1)

converges absolutely and uniformly in compacta of {v € ag|Re (v, @) >q,
Jor a e (P, A)} forall fe I3, Ifveaf, Re(v,a)>q, and if 2 € H* then
AoJ,#0. Hence in particular

dim Wh, ((I3.,.,))=dim H,.

Proof. The first assertion follows from (by now) standard inequali-
ties (due to Harish-Chandra) which we now recall. If g ¢ G then we write
g=p(g)k(g). Neither p(g) nor k(g) are well defined. However, p(g)P
N K and PN Kk(g) are well defined. Fix a K P-invariant inner product
on H,. Iffel3, then

()= Lwam) ||=lla.(pOwem) f k(W) | <|1f | 0 L D(wom)) |-

We write p(g)=n(g)m(g)a(g) with n(g) e N, m(g) ¢ °M and a(g)
A. Now the ambiguity is in m(g). We have

190~ So W) [ KIS [l lla (mOwom) || a(wom)™e>*e.

Let log be the inverse map to exp on 1. Fix on g the inner product
{x, y>=—B(x, 8y). Itis standard that (cf. [W, Proof of 4.5.6])

[o(m(wm) [ < C(1+]log () [)*

for some positive constants C and d.
It is thus enough to show that there exists g, >0 such that if v e a*
and (v, o) >g, then '

jN a(w,ny (1 +||log (n) ) *dn < 0.

But this follows directly from (for example) [W, 4.5.4].
We now prove the second assertion. Let ¢ € C(V) be such that

J'N 1) pla)dn=1.

If ve H, then set B,(v)(pw,n)=¢mv if g=pw,n, pe P, ne N and zero
otherwise. Then §,(v) ¢ I3, , and J,(8,(v))=v. This completes the proof.
Let (I3,,) denote the space of all continuous functionals on I3,
(which is endowed with the C> topclogy). We will use the weak topology
on(I3,). “We look upon Wh,((/3,.,)) as a subspace of (I3,).
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Theorem 7.2. We keep the hypotheses of this section and the previous
one. Let pe HF then v—poJ, extends to a weakly holomorphic map of a¥
into (I3,). Furthermore, if v e af then dim {yoJ,|pe Hf}=dim H,. In
particular, dim Wh, (I3, ,))Y=dim H, for all v e af.

Proof. If (z, H)is a smooth Frechet representation of G then we
denote by H’ the continuous dual of H and we write for g € G (resp. X e g)
7'(g)A=2om(g)™" (resp. — Ao n(X)) for 21 e H’. We set for X e u, z[(X)=
#'(X)+4(X) and H'[y]={2 e H' |7} (n)*2=0 for some k and =z} (M,)2
spans a finite dimensional space such that M, acts semi-simply}.

Notice that H’[y] e W_, in the notation of Section 3. We set
Wh, (H)=H(n, H[y]QC,)=(H'[¥]),. If F is a finite dimensional
representation of G then (since n acts nilpotently on F)

(HQF)[y]=H'[y]QF".

Let (u, F) be a finite dimensional irreducible representation of G such that
(i) °M acts trivially on F"={v e F|(@n)v=(0)}.
(ii) If —2 is the action of a on F’" (which is one dimensional) then

A, a) >0, a e O(P, A).
Such an F always exists (cf. [W, 4.A.2.3]). We note that
I;,n,)l@FEIndmg (0’,@# !P)

where Ind” indicates C*~ induction. Let H@F=X,DX,D .- DX, =
(0) be a P-invariant filtration with X,/X,,,=(¢,),, for appropriate ¢,, v,.
Here the action of P on H, is ¢,. We assume as we may (see below) that
o,=c and yy=y—2. Writing I*=13 ,, then

I"QF=I;DIyD .- DI5,,=(0)
with each of the spaces closed and invariant and I5/15,, =153 ,, ...
Assume that dim Wh, (/3 ,.,))=dim H,. Then
dim (I3, .,)[v]®F"),=dim Fdim H,
by Theorem 3.4. Now ((I;‘:,,,,;)’[xt,]@F’)1 e CWh, ((I3,,,.,)) sO
dim ((2,,,.) YI®F ), ip <dim H,,

by Corollary 6.2. Set Wi={1e((I3,,,.)[V]QF),| 2|,;°=0}. Then dim W<
>dim Fdim H,—dim H,,. W?|;» CWh,((3,,,_,,.,)) so dim W*1>
dim Fdim H,—dim H,,—dim H,,_,. If we continue in this way we find
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that dim W?>dim H,. But W,CWh,((I3,,.-,)’)- We have thus proved

(i) If dimWh,((/3,,)) =dim H, then dimWh,((I3,,.)) =
dim H,.

If v e af then there exists k>0 such that Re (v+k2, &) >¢, for all
a e O(P, A). We have thus proved

(iv) If y e af then dim Wh, (I3 ,,_)")=dim H,.

We now convert this into an analytic statement. Let

0: I3 ,QF—>I3

P.o®u|png

be defined by
o(f @u)(k) =f (k)@ u(k)v.
Let g be the natural projection of F onto F/nF. We define

Ty 13, QF —>13 0.,
by T(f@v)=(I®7)@(fQ®uv)). We note that T, depends only on F and ¢
and

(iV) TA ° (ﬂP,a,v(g)®fu(g)) = ﬂP,v,v—X(g)Tl

(v) T,is surjective and continuous.

Set z,=»,,,,. Suppose that we have proved the theorem for Re (v, )
>qfor e O(P, A). Let 2, ---, 2, be a basis of HF. Set 7,(0)=2,0J,
for Re (v, ) >g. Let py,, ---, p, be a basis of F*. We apply the earlier
observations and Theorem 3.4 to find p¥, € U(gc) (depending on F and +
but rot on y) such that

§ (@R NPT )®u)=£.()

k=1, - - ., pr defines a basis of ((3,,.)[VI®F’),. Fix v, e af such that
Re(v,, @) >q for @ € D(P, A). Let Z,=Ker T,. Then the above considera-
tions imply that dim 3 C&,(v,)|;,=pr—p=t. By relabeling we may
assume that &,(v,)|z,, i=1, ---, ¢t are linearly independent in an open
neighborhood, U, of y,. Hence there exist holomorphic functions a,,, 1<
j<t, 1<i< p on U such that

&)= z ;)8 ).

Set o,(v)=¢,, () — > 51 a;,(0)&,(v) for v e Uand 1<i< p. Then ¢,0)|,,
=0, and ¢,(»), - - -, ,(v) are linearly independent for v € U. Thus {p,(»)}’-,
is a basis of Wh, ((I3,,,,-))") forve U.

We now use the notation of the previous section. Theorem 5.1 im-
plies that if v e U then there exist 8,(v) € H} such that if fe U, ,_, then
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e ()= ,Bi(v)(IN ()11 (won)dn).

Let v, € H, be such that y,(v;)=0,;. Fix u e C2(N) satisfying

J () u(m)dn=1.

Set £, (pw,n)=o,(p)u(n)v, for pe P, ne N and extend f,, to G by 0.
Then f, , € U,,, and v—f, , is holomorphic from af to I3,. We note that

S%(”)(fu —l,j) = ﬂz(V)(v -

Hence B,: U~—HZ* is holomorphic. Since B,(v), ---, B,(v) are linearly
independent for v ¢ U, we can find b,, holomorphic on af such that if

w,(v)= Z bij(V)SDt(U)
then

0 ()= pi((jN o(1)Fw,m) dn)

for fe U,,_,. This implies that if Re(v—1, a)>>¢ then w,(v)=7,(v—A)-
This implies that if g,=min, ¢, 4 (2, «)>0 then 7, has a holomorphic
continuation to Re (v, @) >q—gq,, o € O(P, A). The Theorem now follows.

Corollary 7.3. Let P and 5 be given in one of the following ways
(1) P is minimal and v is generic.
(2) P and dy are as in Proposition 5.1.

Then the conclusion of Theorem 7.2 is true.

Proof. We have already observed that all of the hypotheses of the
Theorem are satisfied in these cases.

§8. Applications

In this section we give several corollaries to Theorem 7.2 and Corol-
lary 7.3. Let G be a real reductive group of inner type. We fix the
notation as in Section 4. We assume that the Lie algebra of g is as in the
case of the BC, examples of Section 4. Let P be the parabolic subgroup
corresponding to the parabolic subalgebra given as in that section. Let
g, =n@méu. Then (g, a,) hasa C,-root system. Let w, be as in Propo-
sition 5.1 for this case. '

Theorem 8.1. Let U=exp u and let y be a unitary character of U such
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that dy is non-degenerate. Let ¢ be a finite dimensional irreducible repre-
sentation of °M. If fe I3, then set

Towo £ = _1(@)"'1, v i,

Then there exists q,>0 such that the above integral converges uniformly in
compacta of {v € a|Re (v, 2)>q,, « e OmDu, a,)}. Jp,,, has a weakly
holomorphic extension to af.

Proof. Let G? be the connected subgroup of G with Lie algebra g,
MG, SetK,=KNG, Iffelz,then S(N)=flx, € I3, S(zr..(8)f)
=7p,,..(&)S(f). The result therefore follows of Corollary 7.3.

We now give an application to a minimal parabolic subgroup. Let
P,=6P,, and N,=6(N,).

Theorem 8.2. Let (¢, H,) be an irreducible representation of °M, an
arbitrary unitary character of N,. Define for v € (a,)§

Jye sl f )=IN pm)'f, (w,n)dn.

Then the integral above converges absolutely  and uniformly in {(a,)¢|
Re(y, 0) >0, « € O(P,, Ay))}. Furthermore, J, ,, has a meromorphic con-
tinuation to (a,)¥.

Note. The proof contains some information on the location of the
singularities.

Proof. The proof of the first assertion is essentially the same as (1)
in Proposition 7.1.

Let 4 be the set of simple roots of &(P,, 4,). Let F={« e 4|dy},,+0}.
Let (P, A;) be the corresponding parabolic subgroup (cf. Mz= P, N 0(Pz)
and *P,=P,N My, *Nz=N,N\ My, *N,=0(*Ny), a=0,N°mp. Then
a,=*aPap. Ifve(a,)§ then set *yp=v|,,. If meM;and if felf ,
then put o

2(f)m) =IﬁFﬁ,,(mﬁ)dﬁ.

This integral converges absolutely for Re(y, a) >0, « e @(P,, A).

2»(TEPO,O,v(n/l)f‘):ﬂ"“?p,o‘,u(”n)lu(‘f‘) for a]l me MF
(1) There is a holomorphic function 7 on (ay)§ such that if fe I3,

then
v—>T(wp)A(f)
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extends to a holomorphic mapping of (a,)§ into I3%, .

This is a direct consequence of the main result on in [S]. Let s, be
the longest element relative to *P, of the relative to 4,. Let w,e
KN Mg be a representative of w,. Put p(w;'nw,) for n e N,. Then p is
a generic character of *N,. If then (up to normalization of measures)

[, 707, o

- LNF w(m)w,w; V), (wn)dn=J.r. , (zW;)e).

Here r,(K)p(x)=0¢(kx), k, x e KCP,. Up to normalization of invariant
measures, one has

Jq,q,y(f)=J*Pp,a,v(7rv(w;l)lv(f))‘

The result now follows from Corollary 7.3.

Appendix. The proof of Lemma 2.1

The proof uses a result on the group algebra of the symmetric group
which we do first. Let S, denote the symmetric group on # letters. Let
g, denote the cycle (12 -.i) e S, (¢;=1). We use the notation C[S,] for
the group algebra of S, over C. Set ¥=2X" ¢, ¢ C[S,].

Proposition A.1. (7—n)II7-X(7r—j)=0 in C[S,].
The proof of this assertion uses several intermediate results.

Lemma A.2. IfueS, and if u=g, - -0,=0,, -0, Withi,>p and
Jo=>p,p=1, -+, ttheni,=j, for allp=1, ---, r.

Proof. By induction on r. If r=1 then the result is clear. Our
assumptions on the i, and the j, imply that ui,=uj,=r. We prove this
by inductiononr. If r=1and if j>>1theno,j=1. Assumeforr=k—1.
Theng,, ,---0,i=k-1. Since i, >k, o, (k—1)=k. Thus i,=j,. Hence
Os +Oyy=0,- 0, 50 i=j, for k=2, ---, r.

Corollary A.3. Ifue S, then u can be written uniquely in the form

U=0;,_, "0,

with i,>> .

Proof. The uniqueness follows from Lemma A.l. The number of
elements of the form g,,_,-- .0, with i,>>jis n! by Lemma A.1. Thus

tn—1

every element of S, has such an expression.
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Corollary A4, Set p=253, s wand7,=Z, 0, Then
=70 - (T=T)T—Dr=p.
Lemma A.5. Letu=g, - -0,,i;>j. Ift<r then
CU=0;,- 0y, Jo=2P P=1,---, 5.

Proof. The following formulas are easily checked by direct calcu-
lation
(i) o0;=0%7%0,, for 2<i<.
(i) o0w,0,=0;,0, forj=1, ..., r—1.
We now prove the Lemma in the case when t=2. Suppose that i, >
i,_, then (ii) implies that ¢,0,0, _,=0,,_,,,0,. SO
OU=04, 1410404, 5" * "0y

which implies the Lemma in this case.
If i,=i._,= p then we note that (ii) implies
(iii) 005=0,0,--
Hence ou=0,0,-0;,_," -0,
Suppose that i, <i,_, then (i) implies that
airair—l=0‘2r—10';r1—1~10-ir—1'

So (iii) implies that

. 2 -1
090041 " "0437=090%_,0iy_1-104,-104, 5" * "0y

oy _1 . . - Y
- Gir—loir—l—1Gir—1—lgir—loir—2 : 04104 _104,-104,_4 Ty

This completes the proof in the case when ¢ =2.
Assume the result for # —1>2 we now prove it for . We note that
t<r<i,. Suppose that 1<i,. Then (i) implies that

O U=0507"10,10;,_,* " 0y
The inductive hypothesis implies that this is equal to
3070, -0, With j >p.
To this we apply (i) with j=2 and get
G U=0y0,04_, " 0j-

In this case the inductive step now follows from the case # =2.
Suppose now that i,=¢. Then t=i,=r. So
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OU=030,, -+ 0, ==090,0, _10; Ty
by (ii). The inductive hypothesis now implies that
oU=0.0,0, _,---0, with j. >k

Thus the inductive step now follows from the case ¢ =2.

We are now ready to prove the proposition. Lemma A.5 implies
that

150 —r)=j s (r="7,).
Suppose that we have shown that ]I} (r—7,)=T[/Z;(r—r) then the

above formula implies 7[[/5(7r —7,)=0—7 ) [T —7)+ 7 [1i8G =T,
Since this equation is obvious for j =2, Corollary A.4 implies that

[15328G—)=p

The result now follows since 7p=np.
Let now y,=(i---n) fori=1, ..., nand r=2,.

Corollary A.6. (z—n) [[223(z—j)=0.

Proof. Let s, be the element of S, such that s,i=n+1—i. Then
v, =5,07"8,. If we set y(Z,c5,0,6)=2,a,5,07's, then 4, defines an anti-
automorphism of C[S,] (Yy-(xy) = (¥(x)). Since =), the Corollary
follows from Proposition A.l.

We are now ready to prove Lemma 2.1. We return to the pertinent
notation in Section 2. Fix j>1. Define V. to be the space of allv e V
satisfying the following two conditions

1) (= (Y)) - - (Y1 — (Y Dv=01if ¥, € Xy, jus,.

@ If Y, ey, r,>j then (V,—p(¥))---(¥,— p(¥)v e
VT—Z}i(Ti—k)'

Here, V,=0 for g<0. Notice that V, ,C Vp vt Vo C Vo0 UV
=Vand V,,,,=U,V,,

We first observe (Q=0Q))

(I) If we can show that (Q-+1) [[2_,(Q+i)V,,CV, ., then
Lemma 2.1 follows.

Indeed, set f, (T)=(T+ 1)’ [[2.,(T+il)>. We note that V,CV,,
and that V, NV, CU <, Vs, Thus, ], fr o1, (OV,.CV,.NV,_,,. Hence
HaocrSr-0,QV s 1. LV, CV, NV, 5, etc.. Since Vy,=(0), (I) implies
the Lemma. .

We are left with the proof of (I). If x e u then set x'=x—q(x).
LetveV,, and let Y, € u,,, with ri>j, i=1,..-,p. Then QY{---Yv
=0. Hence (dim 11,;=m1)
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p
YyQu=31 Yir+ Yi[Y, Oy Vi

3

=1

Y- [Y, ZAXGY - - - Yo

I

o

Y. ..

+
e
Ms

I
-

Zk[Yi, Xk]Yg+1' ° e Yz,zv

k

.

I
M
™Ms L

Yi-- Y, Z )X Y0, - -Y,’,v

1 1

X
I

+
M- 5

z=1kZ_12kY{ an]an"'Y;v
p m i-1
+;,§1§1Y [Yu,Zk]Yu-H "Yg-I[Yﬂ Xk]Y;+1"'Y1,;v‘

If r,>j then [Y,, Z,] € Wy, 9¢r,- SO

Y{ M '[Yia Zk]X;cY2+l ° Y;,l)
—[¥, Z]V}- - - X} ¥y - Yo

i—-1
+2 Y Y [V Zidl - - Y XaY oy Yoo

which is in V,_5,,,_5-1. Also Yi..-[Y,, X, 1Y%, ---Y,u=0. Further-
more (as above), if r, > then

oYY, Z - Y XY Y}/’v eV s,re-iy-1r

Thus

Mz

Y Y[Qu= X ) Y- [Y, ZAXLY e Yip

ri=J

o
n

1

P m
+ZZ Yio Y ZY 0 - Y lY, X Y0 ‘lenv

i=1k=1u<i-1
ru=k

m0d ¥V, _g,r,- 10

If r,=j then [Y,, Z,]= —(Y,, X)X, +u, , with u, , € 1, and (u, )
=0. As above,

i

. '(ui,k_(Yi’ X)X, — )XY, - pU €Viiritre-p-1
as is
Y. (5 — (Y, X)X, — D). Y [Y, XY, Y;;U-

We therefore have shown that if s=|{i|r,=}| then
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(Iry v;...Y,Quv=—sY{.-..Yv

p
_Zl SZ——I Y{. o Y,,M_1Y;+1. o Yg—l[Yi’ Yu]Y:+I v Y;U
Tu=k

mod VT—E;(M—])—I‘

If s=1 and if r,=j then this says that Y{...Y,Qv=
—Y{- - Y, Y- Y, Y v, Thus Y{-..Y,Q'v=—Y7---Y,Qu. Hence
Y- - Y(Q+1)Quv=0. We thus assume that s>>2. If we write [Y,, ¥,]
=YY, — Y, Y we see that (II) “telescopes” to

am yi---Y,Qu=-—Y{--- Y

— Y Y, Yy Y Y vmod V, 5, h e
Tu=j

u<p

(III) implies that, in particular, Qu ¢ V,,. This implies that

Y{---Yi(Q+Dv
=— > Y- Y, Y- Yo Yomod v, x50, g1

Tu=Jj
u<p

Thus Y{---Y(Q+1I)v is a sum of terms of the form (up to sign)
Z{---Zy o Li---Lyv with m>2, the Z,, L, a relabeling of the Y, and
L, e u,;. (III) now implies that

Z{Zh L LWQu= — 50,20 Zh Ll Ll

vgm

modulo V, s, -1

and terms of the same form with larger m. Thus Corollary A.6 implies
that

m=2
Z{-Z,_ Li- - LI(Q+mI) ];[0 Q@+ihv

is congruent modulo V,_5,.,-;-: to a sum of terms of the “ZL” form
with larger m. If we apply this argument at most p— 1 times we find that

-2
Vi Y@+ D@4y [1 (Q+iD"
is congruent modulo ¥V, _j,.,_;_, to terms of the form
zz;---Z,_[Li---Lu.

With Z, e u,,,, g,>jfori=1, ..., p—sand L, e u,, for i=1, - - -, s. The
Z, and the L, constituting (up to sign) a rearrangement of the Y,. If we
now apply (III) again we find that
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Z|z} - Z),_L,---LQv

S
p— ’ 7
=—2ZiZi Zj Ll Lo mod Ve gy
1=

We apply Corollary A.6 again to find that

Y YyQADF [T (@+ulyv e V,ong s

This implies that (Q+1)*[[5-,(Q+ul)*V, , € V, ._,. Thisis the assertion

in (I).

[BT]
[BW]

[HI]
[HIN]
[He]

[Ja]
)]

[K]
(L]
M]
[S]

[W]
[Wa]

So we are done.
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