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SMOOTH DECOMPOSITION OF FINITE MULTIPLICITY
MONOMIAL REPRESENTATIONS FOR A CLASS OF
COMPLETELY SOLVABLE HOMOGENEOUS SPACES.

BRADLEY N. CURREY

Given a finite multiplicity monomial representation 7 of
a completely solvable Lie group G, a smooth decomposition
of 7 is a concrete direct integral decomposition into irre-
ducibles parametrized by a manifold ¥, with the property that
compactly-supported elements of H>° are mapped to smooth
sections on ¥ by the intertwining operator. A natural way of
constructing such a decomposition is by means of the
distribution-theoretic Plancherel formula for 7 and a cross-
section ¥ for coadjoint orbits. However, for irreducible repre-
sentations 7, [ € X, the determination of appropriate distribu-
tions 3, € H;* is problematic. For the case where 7 is induced
from a “Levi” component, we overcome these problems and
give an explicit and natural construction for a smooth de-
composition. In the process we show that in this situation
the nilradical of G must be two-step.

0. Introduction.

We are interested in the decomposition of the representation 7 of a solvable
Type I group G induced from a unitary character of closed, connected sub-
group H. In one sense, to decompose 7 means to describe the spectrum of
7, the multiplicities, and the equivalence class of the Plancherel measure, in
terms of the coadjoint orbit picture. But there is also a stronger sense of
what it means to decompose 7: one would like to give a construction for
a direct integral, a unitary intertwining map, and a distribution-theoretic
Plancherel formula. The goal here is that the construction be as explicit as
possible, but at the same time natural: all objects should be naturally and
uniquely determined up to the choice of a certain Jordan-Holder basis for
the Lie algebra. The base space for the direct integral should be a smooth
manifold which naturally parametrizes an explicitly determined set of coad-
joint orbit data, and compactly supported smooth vectors for 7 should be
mapped under the intertwining map to smooth functions on this manifold.
Under these circumstances we shall say that we have a smooth decomposi-
tion of 7. The present paper carries out this program for a particular class
of completely solvable homogeneous spaces.
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Let G and H be as above but also completely solvable. Then G is expo-
nential, hence G is of Type I and one has the canonical bijection between
the unitary dual G and the space of coadjoint orbits [3]. For each A € G,
let O, denote the corresponding coadjoint orbit. Lie algebras of designated
Lie groups will be denoted by corresponding German gothic letters. Given a
unitary representation 7 of G acting in a Hilbert space #, denote by H> the
Frechet space of smooth vectors for 7, and by H ™~ the space of continuous
anti-linear functionals on H%; recall that H* C H C H~*°. Elements of
H~= will be called generalized vectors for .

Let f € g* have the property that b is subordinate to f (that is, [h, 5] C
ker (f)), let x be the corresponding unitary character of H, and let 7 = 74
be the representation of G induced from x. Denote by h* the space of linear
functionals that vanish on . It was proved first by Corwin, Greenleaf,
and Grelaud for G nilpotent [6], and by Lipsman for G completely solvable
[14, 15], that the spectrum of 7 consists of those A\ € G for which O, N
(f+b%) # 0, and that the multiplicity m, of X is given by the number of
H-orbits contained in Oy N (f + h*). Either my = oo for a.e. A, or there is
M > 0 such that for a.e. A\, my < M. One has the finite (indeed bounded)
multiplicity case if and only if dim (Gl) = 2dim (H!) for a.e. [ € f + b+,
whence each H-orbit in O, is a connected component of O, N (f + h*+). Of
course the preceding references contain more information than is conveyed
here. We also remark that the spectral decomposition of 7 for the more
general class of exponential G was obtained by Fujiwara [10] and is similar
to the above, though some questions surrounding the finite multiplicity case
are still unresolved.

When dim (Gl) = 2dim (H!) holds for generic [ € f + h*, there is a one
to one correspondence between H-orbits in O, and “appearances” of A in
decomposition of 7 (for generic A). The spectral decomposition formula of
[14] is

0.1 1= [, e 40O

Here [7] stands for the equivalence class of 7, and 0 is an H-orbit contained
in Oy, N(f + b1). The equivalence class [v] is that of pushforwards of finite
measures on f + h1 equivalent to Lebesgue measure. Note that in contrast
with the usual spectral decomposition with base space G, the multiplicities
are “spread out” within the H-orbit picture. Besides being elegant, the for-
mula (0.1) calls our attention to the possibility of a smooth decomposition
of T over an H-orbit cross-section, wherein different realizations for the mul-
tiple “appearances” of each A are allowed. The derivation (and application)
of this kind of decomposition of 7 first appears in [5], where G is nilpotent,
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but the approach and methods there differ greatly from those of the present
work.

Here the smooth decomposition is just a consequence of an explicit
Plancherel formula. The distribution-theoretic Plancherel formula (the
Penney-Fujiwara Plancherel formula) which is analogous to (0.1) is

02) (r@anad=[ (1) A6 dv ().
(f+vt)/H

where ay is the canonical cyclic generalized vector for 7, 74 is a realization of
Xg, and [y is an (appropriately H-covariant) generalized vector for mg. The
choice of v depends on choices of various Haar measures. In the case that
G is nilpotent, (0.2) was obtained by Fujiwara (in a different form) [9], and
derives from the fundamental work of Penney {19]. Groundbreaking work on
extending results of [9] to other classes of homogeneous spaces has been done
by Fujiwara and Yamagami [11] and Lipsman [16, 17, 18]. However, beyond
the nilpotent case, the technical difficulties involved in (0.2) are considerable.
One constructs the model 7y and the generalized vector [, for generic 8 by
first choosing ! € 0 and a polarization b = b (I) at [ (satisfying the Pukanzsky
condition), then S, is obtained by integrating f € (#,,)” over H N B\H
with respect to a certain appropriate measure. At issue is convergence of the
integral, as well as the fact that 3 must be appropriately H-covariant. One
must make “good” choices for [ and b (I): examples show that not all choices
will produce [, with the required properties. What exactly are the generic 6,
and whether good choices for b (I) actually exist are questions which are not
settled in general. In any case, one would like to have a natural procedure
for determining generic # and making these choices, in the process describing
(f +b*) /H by a smooth orbital cross-section ¥, and the measure v as an
explicit measure on ¥. In this paper we consider a special case in which
the difficulties surrounding the construction of the By are nevertheless very
much present. Our main task is to overcome these difficulties and obtain an
explicit version of (0.2) by the procedure outlined above.

The class of homogeneous spaces H\G with which we are concerned is
that for which G is the semi-direct product G = NH, where N is nilpo-
tent and normal in G, and H is abelian and acts semi-simply on N with
real eigenvalues. In the context of algebraic groups H is sometimes called a
Levi component [13] (but we need not assume algebraic here). The orbital
spectrum formula for the quasi-regular representation 7y on this class of ho-
mogeneous spaces was known before the more general results of [10, 14, 15]:
in [13] the spectrum of 7 is computed using the Mackey machine, and it is
shown that 7o has uniform multiplicity (either a power of 2, or +00), which
is in turn the number of H-orbits in a generic orbital intersection Oy N h*.
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Now since H is co-normal, H-orbits in f +h* are just translates of H-orbits
in ht, so that if 7; has finite multiplicity for some f, then it does for all f. If
this holds we simply say that H\G is finite multiplicity, and we assume that
this is the case for the present paper. Our first main result - one which was
at first surprising to the present author - is that if H\G is finite multiplicity,
then N must be two-step (in fact, a particular type of two-step group which
includes the Heisenberg groups). It was already well-known that if H\G as
above is symmetric, then the quasi-regular representation 7, is multiplicity
free and N must be abelian. In our context we deduce that each 7; has
uniform multiplicity 2%, where u = dim (cent (N) ~ N) /2. The reduction to
two-step nilpotent groups here parallels a similar reduction that occurs in
the situation where N is as above, but H is compact (whence G is no longer
necessarily solvable). The result there is that if (H, N) is a Gelfand pair,
then N is two-step [1].

A key to our method is a precise definition of what it means to be a
generic element of f + h* by means of “jump sets” of indices, and this is
the first instance known to this author where such techniques have been
used to derive canonical structural information about the group itself. For
generic [ in f + bt the so-called Vergne polarizations b (I) vary rationally
with | and have central intersection with §. On the other hand, we show
that the set of generic H-orbits admits a natural, smooth, algebraic cross-
section ¥. Choosing | € X, and Vergne polarizations b (I), we obtain our
models 7. The main result of Section 2 is that an appropriate integral
formula for (B, converges absolutely for every mp-smooth vector; thus the
natural, smoothly varying b (I) are in fact “good” polarization choices. In
Section 3 we derive the Plancherel formula in terms of 3. For this class
of homogeneous spaces, the choices for Haar measures are natural and the
resulting Plancherel measure on ¥ is seen to be rational.

Thanks go to Professor Ronald Lipsman for many heplful conversations
from which this work benefitted greatly.

1. Algebraic structure of g.

Let g = n+ b where n is nilpotent, n D [g, g], and where § is an abelian sub-
algebra of g such that ad (h) consists of semisimple endomorphisms with real
eigenvalues. For each A € h, a € R, let R(A,a) = {X €n:[A,X] =aX}.
For any real numbers a and b, and for A € h, we have the usual inclu-
sion [R(A,a),R(A,b)] C R(A,a+b). We fix once and for all a basis
{Z,,2,,...,Z,} for n with the properties that
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(i) span{Z, Z,,... ,Z;} = n; is an ideal in g, and
(ii) for each A € b, Z; is an eigenvector for ad(A4), 1 <17 < n.

Let A1, As, ... , A, be the linear functional on b such that [A, Z;] = A; (4) Z;,
A € bh,1 < i< n,and for each i let A; be the corresponding positive character
of G: A; (exp Z) = e*(?). We select a subset \;,, Ai,, ... , A, as follows: 4; =
min{l1 <i<n:\ #0}, i, =min{l <i<n:)\ is not a multiple of A; },
i3 = min{l1 <i<n:\ &span{);,A;,}}, and so on. We thus obtain a
minimal spanning set {\;,, \i,, ..., \i, } for the root system {A;, As,... , An}.
The minimality of our selection with respect to the ordering of the root sys-
tem (as well as to cardinality) is crucial. Set ¥ = {i; < iy < --- <iq}. For
each k,1 < k < u, let Ay € h be chosen such that A; (A4,) = d,,,1 <7, s <d.

Lemma 1.1. For each k,1 < k < d, we have
[Ak; i, 1] = [Ziy, iy 1] = (0) .

Proof. By minimality of the selection of ¥, we have [Ag,n;, 1] = (0). But
since Aik (Ak) = 1, [Zik,ni,c_l] C R(Ak, ].) N n, 1= (0) O

We have hNcent (g) = (N {ker A;, : 1 < k < d}; choose any basis Ag41,. . - ;44
for hNcent(g). This determines a Jordan-Holder sequence g = g, D gm—-1 D
-+ for g: namely

g; = n+Spa'n{Au7Au-—l7--- aAm—j-i—l},n <.7 S m,

and g; = n;,1 < j < n. The corresponding basis elements are {Z;,25,...,2Zn},
where Z, 11 = Ay, Znyo = Aucty oo s Zm = Ay

Now that a (conveniently chosen) Jordan-Holder basis is in place, we can
employ the “layering” construction of [7]. As is well-known, each [ € g*
determines a degenerate alternating bilinear form

Bl (Z’W) :l([Z’W])v Z:W €g.

For any subset s of g, let s' denote the orthogonal complement of s, and set
t(l,s) = s' N's = the “radical” of the restriction of B, to s. We also denote
t(l,g) by g(l). It is well-known that for each 1,

b(l) =) t(g)

J
is a subalgebra of g which is totally isotropic for B;,. Note that for any
fent, b(l+f) = b(l). Also associated to ! and to the above Jordan-
Holder sequence for g, we have the index pair a (1) = (i (), (1)) (cf. [7] or
(8]). Here

iuj)=e(®)={1<j<m:g;+9() #gj-1+9(1)},
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and

JO)={1<j<m:g;+b(l) #g;-1 +b(0)}.
Let p : g* — n* denote the restriction mapping. Obviously p|y. is one-to-
one, onto, and G-equivariant. In this way we can identify h* and n*. In a
similar way we identify nt and h* (though in this case the identification is
not G-equivariant).

For each index pair «, the corresponding “layer” in g* is the set Q, =
{l : a(l) = a}. Each layer is a real algebraic subset of g*, determined by the
polynomials which depend only on p (I). We totally order the set of all non-
empty layers as in [8, Prop. 1.2] and let €y denote the minimal layer, with
a® = (1% 4°) its sequence pair. q is Zariski open in g* and consists of G-
orbits having maximal dimension. Since the condition I € 2y depends only
on p (I), we have that for f € h*, QN (f + h*) # 0 and hence QN (f + h*)
is an H-invariant Zariski open subset of F + h*. It is necessary that our
notion of “generic” H-orbits require that they be contained in QN (f + b*),
but this is not sufficient.

For any I, set h(I) =g ()N, let

W={leg :1(Z,)#0,1<k<d}.

It is clear that for each [ € ©,, b (I) = hNcent (g), that Q, is H-invariant and
consists of H-orbit of maximal dimension, and that @, N (f + h*) is Zariski
open in f + h*. Note however that Q; is not necessarily G-invariant.

Lemma 1.2. For everyl € Q, i(1) D ¥ and b(l) Nh = cent (g) N b.

Proof. For | € Qy, and for 1, € ¥, we have A; € g} _, ~ g! , from which
it follows that i € e (/). But by Lemma 1.1, Z;, € v(l,g;,) C b(!). Thus
weel)~j(1) =1i().

Now let A € h ~ cent (g). For some i € ¥, \; (4) # 0, hence [ ([4, Z;]) #
0. But Z; € b(l),s0o A& b(l). g

Set 2 = Qy N Q;; the functionals in 2 will be the “generic” ones: given
any f € b*, the irreducible representations which correspond to G-orbits GI,
I € QN (f +ht), are sufficient to decompose 7;. Containment in Qy will
insure that the subalgebras b () vary smoothly with [, while containment
in £2; insures a nice cross-section for the H-orbits in 2. The abelian group
cent (G) N H is a direct factor of G contained in H, and thus will have no
effect on the analysis of 7;. The point of the preceding lemma is therefore
that for the remainder of this paper, we can assume that b (l) N = (0) for
every | € Q.

Now we introduce the finite multplicity assumption, and derive from
it additional algebraic information about g. In our context here we have
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H(f+1)=f+HI f € bl €n* so that H\G is a finite multiplicity ho-
mogeneous space simply means that for each | € Q, dim (Gl) = 2dim (HI).
In the case of finite multiplicity, the above results mean the following.

Corollary 1.3. Assume that H\G is a finite multplicity homogeneous space.
Then i® = ¥, and for every | € Q, b(l) = g(l) @& = ¥, where t =
span{Z;,Z,,... ,Zi,} is an abelian subalgebra of g.

Proof. We have # (¥) = dim (Hl) = dim(Gl) /2 = # (i°),s0 * = U. In
the proof of Lemma 1.2, we saw that ¢ C b(l) and so by definition of 7°,
b()=g() @t O

To derive more algebraic information about g, we use the pairing between
elements of :° and j°, and between their corresponding basis elements, es-
tablished in [7]. There the set j° is written as a (not necessarily increasing)
sequence {Jji,ja,--- ,Jja}, and subalgebras by (I),1 < k < d, are defined, ac-
cording to the following inductive scheme: for I € , set by () = g, define
bi (1) = br—1 (1) N (gi, Nbx— (l))l, and

jk =m1n{1 Sj Smg]ﬂbk_l (l) ¢ bk(l)},

k=1,2,...,d. (Thesequence® = ¥ = {i; < iy < ... < 14} can be obtained
within this scheme also by setting

i =min{l <j<m:g;Nbe_y () Zt(l,br_1 (1)},

but in this context that is not necessary.) Thus

!
by (1) = g3,, 02 (1) = (8 N gi,)
and so on. One has g =by(l) Db; (1) Dby (I) D... D bg(l) =b(l). In our
case here it is easily seen from what we have done that for each k,
b () = (span{Zi,, Zi,, .. , Zs, })' -

This gives the pairing of j; with i;, 1 < k < d, and hence a pairing of
the basis elements Z;, and Z;,, 1 < k < d. For simplicity of notation, set
Vi = Z;,, Wi, = Z;,,1 < k < d. Note that by Corollary 1.3, the V; lie in n,
but the W, may or may not lie in n. Of course if W, & n, then W, is one of
the basis elements of h. Let R = {1 <k <d: W, € n}.

Lemma 1.4. For each k,1 <k <d, ifk ¢ R, then W, = A;.

Proof. Suppose that W, ¢ n, that is, jx > n. Since [4,,g;] = (0) for
r > k, then A, € by (I),k < r < d. On the other hand, [Ax, gi,-1] = (0)
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and Ay ¢ g . By definition of the algebras b, (I),1 < r < d, this implies
Ak € bk—l (l) ~ bk (l), hence Wk = Ak. D

Lemma 1.5. For each k,1 < k < d,[Wy, V] # 0,[8j.-1, Va] = 0, (Wi, gi,—1] =
0, and (Wi, V;] = 0 for r # k. Also if k € R, then )\, (Ay) = —1 and
Aje (A7) =0 for r > k.

Proof. We proceed by induction on k,1 < k < d. Suppose k£ = 1. Then by
definition of ¢, and j,, [W;,Vi] # 0, and for every | € Q,5 < j1,1([Z;,V1]) =
0. Since © is dense in n*, this means [Z;,V;] = 0,1 < j < j;. Suppose that
1 € R. For j; < j <mn, we have [Z;,V]] € R(A1, \; (A1) + i, (41)) N g, -1,
so that if [Z;, V1] # 0, then )A; (A;) = —1. In particular A;, (4;) = —1. For
r > 1,0 # [W1,Vi] € R(A,, \j, (A,)) N g, -1 yields A, (A,) = 0. But now

[Wla‘/;] € R(Ara )‘jl (Ar) + )‘ir (Ar)) r.]gi,.—l = R(Ar, 1) n gi,—1 = (O) .

Similarly [W1, gi,-1] C r (A1, —1)Ng;,—1 = (0). On the other hand, if 1 ¢ R,
then W, = A, and [W;,V;] = 0 if and only if » > 1, and [Wy,g;,-1] = (0),
by definition of A;. This proves the lemma for the case k = 1.

Suppose that £ > 1, and that the lemma is true for each h,1 < h < k.
Now by definition of ji, for each | € Q and for each j,1 < j < ji, we have
real numbers ¢, ; (I),1 < h < k, such that

Zi)=2Z;+ Y, cn )Wh€gj Ny (1),
1<h<k
and again by definition of ji, ! ([Z; (I) , Vi]) # 0. But by induction, [W, V;] =
0,1 < h < k, hence we have [W;,Vi] # 0, and for j < ji, 1 ([Z;,V&]) =0
for all | € Q so that [Z;,Vi] = 0. If k € R, then arguing as in the case
k = 1 we find that Ajk (Ak) = _1,)\]',, (Ar) = 0,”' > k, and [Wk,gik_l] S
R (Ay,—1)Ng;,—1 = (0). In particular, [Wy, V;] = 0 for r < k, since i, < i,
and for r > k, [W,V,] € R(A,,1)Ng; 1 = (0). If K € R, then W), = Ay,
and in this case, [Wy,n;,_1] = 0 and [W},V,] = 0 if and only if r # k just
because of the definition of A;. This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 1.6. If both k and r belong to R, then [Wy, W,] = 0.

Proof. Assume k > r, and set Z = (W}, W,]. It is easily seen from Lemma
1.5 that Z € b(l) (for every | € ), and that [A;,Z] = —Z. Let i =
min {1 <i<n:Z € n;}, and set

a (1) = L ([Ae, Vi) /LW, Vi]) = L(Vi) [L(Wi, Vi), T € Q.

The function a; (/) depends only on [|,, , and by Corollary 1.3 and Lemma
1.5, Ay — ay (1) W belong to b (). Set

P (1) =U([Ax — ax (1) Wi, Zt]) = —1(2) — ar (1) L (Wi, Z]) -



FINITE MULTIPLICITY MONOMIAL REPRESENTATIONS 437

Then P is identically zero on €2, hence on all of n*. Now if 79 < 4, then
P(l) = —l(Z) so Z = 0, while if i > 1, then we have P(l) = -1 (Z) +
Py () where Py (1) depends only on I|,, _,, so again Z = 0. But 4o = i is
impossible, since if ig = i, say Z = ¢V + Z, with ¢ # 0 and Z, € n,;,_4,
then we find that

P (1) = =2cl (Vi) — U1(Z) — L (Wi, Zo)) /L (W, Vi]) = =2l (Vi) + P (1)

where P, (I) depends only on I|,, _,. If this were the case then P (I) could
not be identically zero. Hence Z = 0. O

Proposition 1.7. If k € R, then [Wj,Vi] belongs to the center of n,
Wi, Z;] = 0 for all j # 45,5 < n, and X; (Ax) = 0 for all j # @ or j.
Moreover, for each k,1 < k < d, we have [Z;,V}] = 0 for all j # ji, and
foranyi € e j &el <i,j<n, we have [Z;,Z;] = 0. In particular, n is
two-step.

Proof. Let k € R and set Z = [Wy,Vi]. For any j < n, [Z;, Wi] €
95,-1,(Z;, Vi) € 8i,-1, and so by Lemma 1.5, [Z;,Z] = [[Z;, Wi],Vi] +
Wi, [Z;, Vi]) = 0.

Secondly we show that if ¥ € R, and j # 4 or ji, then A; (Ax) = 0. Note
that if j € 1%, or if j < ik, then we have \; (A4;) = 0 just by definition of A.
Suppose that j € j°, say j = j,, Z; = W,. We may assume that r € R, and
by Lemma 1.4, we may assume that r > k. Now set Z = [W,,,V,]. We have
[Ak, Z) = Xj (Ax) Z. For |l € Q, we have Ay — ai (I) Wi, € b () as in Lemma
1.6, and Z € cent (n) C b ((), so

P (l) =1 ([Ak — Qg (l) Wk, Z])

is therefore identically zero. But P (I) = A; (Ax)!(Z), and since Z # 0 we
must have A; (A;) = 0. Next suppose that j € e,j > ji, and for 1 <r < d
set

o () =1([2;, V2]) /LW, V7)) -
Then Z; — 3 ¢, (1) W belongd to b (I) Now by Lemma 1.5, ¢, () = 0 unless
Jr < j, hence [ —= ¢, (I) depends only on |,,_,. Thus

PO =1([A-a )W 2 - Y e ()W)

is identically zero, but P (I) = X; (4x)!(Z;) + Py (I) with P, (!) depending
only on l|,,_,, which gives X; (4;) = 0.

Now fix k,1 < k < d, and j # jx. To show that Z = [Z;,V}] = 0, from
above results we may assume j € e and n > j > j,. Thus k € R and so by
the above \A; (Ax) = 0. But then Z € R(Ax,1) Nn;,—y = (0).
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Next we show that [Z;, W] = 0 for k € R and j # i, 7 < n, and here
we can assume that j € e and j > j;. Note that from the above we have
[Z;,Vk] = 0,1 < k < d, hence Z; € b(l), for every Il € Q. We claim that
Z'=[2;,Wi] €b(l). Let 1 <r < d; if r #k, then [V,, Wy] = [V, Z;] = 0 by
above results and so [V,, Z] = 0. On the other hand [V, Z] = [Z;, [Vk, Wk]],
and since [V}, W;] € cent (n) we have [ ([V, Z]) = 0. This proves the claim.
Now P (I) = I ([Ax — ax (I) Wy, Z]) is identically zero. But P () = -1 (Z) —
ay, (1) I ((Wg, Z]), and now an argument exactly like that of Lemma 1.6 gives
Z =0.

Finally, for i € e,j € e,1 < 14,57 < n, the above shows that both Z; and Z;
belong to b (I) for every | € Q. So I ([Z;, Z;]) = 0 for every | € Q and this
implies [Z;, Z;] = 0. This completes the proof. O

Write R = {r; <ry <---<r,} and
{1,2,... ,d}NRz{Sl <82<"'<8y}

(here ~ denotes “set minus”). For the remainder of the paper we change
notation for the basis elements of h: set A, = A,,,1 < h < u, and write
B, = A,,,1 <k <v. We will use the coordinates

(t,s) = exp (t14;) ...exp (t,Au) exp (s1B1) ... exp (s, B,)

for H freely, e.g., gp,c (t,s),A; (t,s), etc.
Let us summarize what we know about the structure of G. Set X; =
Wr;nYh = ‘/;'hal S h S u.

Theorem 1.8. Let G be the semi-direct product NH, with N nilpotent and
normal in G, and with H abelian, Ad H consisting of semi-simple transfor-
mations. If H\G is finite multiplicity, then N is two-step. Moreover, there
are elements X1, X,,... ,X,,Y1,Ys,...,Y, inn such that

(1) [Xk,Y.] =0 if and only if r # k, and [X,Y:] is central in n,1 < k < u,
(i) for every r,k, [X, X,] = [Yi, Y,] = 0,

(iii) n = cent (n) + span {X;, Xs,... , X, Y1,Y>,...,Y,}, and

(iv) each X} and Yy is an eigenvector for Ad(h),h € H.

It is clear that for each | € Q,n/ker (I) N cent (n) is Heisenberg, and

p=b()Nn=span{Z;:1<i<n,i ¢ ;% =
= cent () + span {¥i, Y, , Y]}

is an abelian ideal in g (and of course a polarization at p (I) = I|,).
It follows that

b(l) = p—l—span{A1 +a1 (l)XlaAZ +a2 (l)X27 aAu +au (l)Xu},
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where the aj, (I) are defined as in Lemma 1.6. Each A; commutes with
cent (n) and satisfies [Ay, Yi] = Yz, [Ax, Xi] = — X}, and [A;, X, ] = [AL, V2] =
0, r # k. In particular B (I) is a semi-direct product of P = exp (p) with a
vector group W (l) of dimension w.

It is immediate from the above that there is a single subset I" which is a
cross-section for all of the coset spaces B (I) \G.

Corollary 1.9. For (z1,%s,...,z,) € R* and (s1,82,...,8,) € R, set
v(z,8) = exp(z;X;)...exp(z,X,)exp(s1By)...exp(s,B,). For anyl €
Q, the set T' = {y(z,s) : (z,s) € R* x R"} is a cross-section for B (I)\G.

Remark 1.10. As mentioned in the introduction, our class of homoge-
neous spaces H\G has also been studied in [13]. There the irreducibles
are constructed by means of the Mackey machine, and the spectrum of the
quasi-regular representation 7 is described by “Mackey parameters”. Let G
be as in the hypothesis of Theorem 1.8, but without the assumption that
H\G is finite multiplicity. Let o € N, and let H, be the stabilizer in H of o.
One of the main ideas of [13] is to choose f € n*, belonging to the coadjoint
orbit corresponding to o, such that H, coincides with the stabilizer H (f)
of f in H [13, Theorem 3.2]; such a linear functional is said to be aligned.
Then the natural map a: H, — Sp (n/n(f)) is considered. A result of this
(though not explicitly stated there) is that H\G has uniform multiplicity 2*
if

(L) dim (o (H,)) = dim (v/n (1)) /2

holds for generic o € N, where u = dim (a (H,)).

On the other hand, suppose that H\G is finite multiplicity, and set ho =
span{A; : k € R}, Hy = exp(ho). Let | € 9 C g*, and let o € N be the
irreducible representation (equivalence class) corresponding to the N-orbit of
f =p(l). It is easily seen that n+b (I) = n+n! = n+bg, and hence H, = H,.
As we said above, a natural choice for [ € £y when using the Mackey machine
is one for which f is aligned, and in this setting that means H, = H (f),
hence f (Y;) = f(X) = 0,1 < k < u. Thus the aligned linear functionals
which are used in [13] are not in Q. In the present work we shall construct
the irreducibles as monomial representations by means of polarizations, and
we shall use generic H-orbit parameters for the concrete Plancherel formula.
For linear functionals in generic H-orbits we have f (Y;) # 0. Thus for H-
orbit parameters we use linear functionals in 2, while for Mackey parameters
one uses linear functionals that are not in 2.

There is a strong parallel between the present work and the theory of
Gelfand pairs (H, N) where N is nilpotent and H acts on N by automor-
phisms, but now H is a compact Lie group [1, 2]. To begin with, in [1]
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it is shown that if (H, N) is a Gelfand pair, then N is two-step. Secondly,
we can relate our situation to a result of Carcano [4] concerning Gelfand
pairs. Let 0 € N; realizing o in a Hilbert space H,, the Weil representation
associated with o is a representation w, of H, acting in H, that “extends”
o. It is well-known that in the setting of the present paper, w, is quasi-
equivalent to the regular representation of H, and has uniform multiplicity,
and that (1.1) holds if and only if w, has finite multiplicity, in which case
that multiplicity is 2* [13, Prop. 3.4]. Thus from the work of [13] and the
present work, we can say the following, which parallels the above-mentioned
result of Carcano. If w, has finite multiplicity for almost every ¢ € N (with
respect to Plancherel measure), then H\G is finite multiplicity (and in this
case both multiplicities are 2*). Conversely, if H\G is finite multiplicity,
then from our structural results on N it is easily seen that for every o € N ,
the multiplicity of w, is 2%, where v’ < u.

We conclude this section with the observation that Theorem 1.8 provides
a coordinate-free description of all nilpotent groups that can arise in the
class of homogeneous spaces we are considering. For X € n let ¢ (X) be the
centralizer of X in n. If n is as in the Theorem 1.8, then dim (n/c (X)) <1,
for every X € n. On the other hand if n is a nilpotent Lie algebra such that
dim (n/c¢(X)) < 1, for every X € n, then n is two-step (or abelian) and there
are elements X, X,,... ,X,,Y7,Ys,...,Y, in n that satisfy conditions (i),
(ii), (iii) of the theorem. If n does have this form, it is clear that there is H
as in the theorem such that H\N H is finite multiplicity. Hence we have the
following.

Corollary 1.10. Let N be a connected, simply connected nilpotent Lie group
with Lie algebra n. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) There is a vector subgroup H of Aut (N) whose derived group in Aut(n)
consists of semi-simple transformations and so that if G is the resulting semi-
direct product, then H\G is finite multiplicity.

(i1) For every X € n,dim (n/c(X)) < 1.

We remark that the above class of two-step nilpotent groups is very differ-
ent from the class of nilpotent groups known as Heisenberg-type (or H-type)
groups [12] (that occur naturally in the study of Gelfands pairs.) A two-
step nilpotent Lie algebra is H-type if dim (n/c (X)) = dim (cent (n)) holds
for every X ¢ cent (n). Hence if n is H-type and satisfies (ii) above then n
is a Heisenberg Lie algebra. There seems to be no simple description of the
class of two-step N that can arise in a Gelfand pair (H, V).
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2. Smooth vectors and generalized vectors.

Given a subalgebra ¢ of g, let dk be a right Haar measure on K = exp (¥).
Let Ak be the modular function of K (the derivative of right Haar measure
with respect to a left Haar measure). In particular, one can take Ag (g9) =
[Ti<i<n Ai (9). For exponential solvable groups G, it is well know that there
is a positive character ¢ on G such that q (k) = Ak (k) /Aq (k) ,k € K, and
that the space K\G carries a relatively invariant measure dy with modulus
q~!, that is, a measure dy which satisfies

/ f(v9) d7=/ Fnalg)™ dy
K\G K\G

for compactly-supported f on K\G. We want to make natural choices of
dk,dv for K = B (l), but before addressing that issue, we make some more
general comments. Let x be a unitary character of K. Let C* (G, K, x) de-
note the space of smooth functions f on G which satisfy f (kg) = x (k) f (9),
and let C>° (G, K, x) be the subspace of C* (G, K, x) consisting of those f
which are compactly supported mod K. The Hilbert space L? (G, K, x) is

1/2
the completion of C° (G, K, x) under the norm || f||, = [fK\G If () d'7] .
Let m, be the irreducible representation induced from the character x of K,
so that 7, acts in the space H, = L? (G, K, x) by the formula

e (5) £ (9) = f (gs)a(s)'"*.

Let H;° be the Frechet space of smooth vectors for m, in #,, and let H,
denote its antidual. It is well-known that H®> C C* (G, K, x) [20].

Fix [ € Q, and let B = B (l) = exp (b (l)). We have seen that B = PW,
where P = exp (p) is the polarization in n at p ({), and W = exp (tv ({)) is an
abelian group of dimension u. A basis for p is {Z;:1 < j <n,j ¢ j°} and
for o (1) is {Ax — ax (I) Xy : 1 < k < u}. Letting dp and dw be the Lebesgue
measures on P and W resp. obtained from these coordinates, a natural
choice for right Haar measure on B is just db = dpdw. Recall that we have
the index set R = {1 < k < d: jx < n}. Define a positive character gg ¢ on

G by
g = H A3l (g).

kER
Then for Y € b,

gp.c (expY) = e~ onY = Ay (expY) /Ag (expY).

Note that this is not the only choice for gg s that we could have taken
(one can extend Ap/A¢ in many ways), and the choice of ¢p ¢ affects the
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relatively invariant measure d-y as well as the growth properties of functions
in the resulting space H,. The above choice is natural and more importantly,
will result in manageable growth properties.

Recall that we have the coordinates 7 (z, s) on B\G given in the previous
section.

Lemma 2.1. Let dy be the measure on B\G defined by
[ t@ydr=[ 10@8)asc(r(0,5) dods
B\G R4

where dzds denotes Lebesque measure on R* x R”. Then dvy is relatively
invariant with modulus g5 .

Proof. Let g € G, and define the diffeomorphism 7, : R* x R — R* x R” by
B~y (z,s) g = By (T, (z,s)). If g € P, then normality of P gives that T, = Id.
Let t be any real number; we compute T} in the cases (a) g = exp (¢B) for
some h,1 < h < v, (b) g = exp(tX,), for some k,1 < k < u, and (c)
g=-exp(t(Ar —ar (1) Xy)), for 1 <k <u.

(a) Here we have

Y (fL‘, S) g = exp (xlxl) -.-€Xp (wuXu) X
x exp ($1B;)...exp ([t + sz] Br) ... exp (s, B,)

hence T, (z,s) = (,51,... ,t + Sh, ..., 8u)-

(b) In this case

v(z,8) g =exp (2, X1)...exp ([e*t + zx] Xi) ... exp (2, Xy) X
x exp (s1By) ...exp (s, B,)

where a = Y, Aj, (B,), so T, (z,s) = (z1,%2,... ,€*t + Tk, ... , Ty, S).

(c) Here g = z (t) exp (tAx) and exp (tAx) = gy (t) where
z (t) = exp (ar (1) (7" — 1) Xy)

and
y (t) = exp (ax(?) (' — 1) X) .
We have
Y(z,s) exp (tA;) = exp (tAx) X

Xy ((z1,... ,€Thy... ,T,),8) =
=gy(t)y ((z1,-.. ,€Ty. .. ,Tu) ,8) =
=gy ((z1,... €'z + ar(l) (¢! = 1),... ,z,),8)
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hence
v (2,8) g =7 (z,s)exp (t (Ax — ax () Xi)) = 7 (z,5) z (¢) exp (tAx) =
='y((a:1,... i+ ag (1) € (et = 1) ... :1:) )exp(tAk
=exp(tAk)'y((x1,... €'z, + ax (l)e“(s) (1-¢),... :z:)s) =
=g'y((:1:1,... stz +ag (1) (1—e) (e“(’)——l),... ,:L'u),s).
Thus

Ty(z,s) = ((ml,... etz +ax (1) (1 —€) (e“(’) - 1) yeen ,:z:u) ,s) .

To finish the proof one need only check that in each case,

a8.c (7 (T, (2,9))) Iy (z,8) = g8, (9) 5

where J, (z, s) is the Jacobian determinant of T, (z,s). We leave this to the
reader. n

Let x = x; be the character of B defined by x; (expY) = €)Y € B.
Set m = m,, H, = H,, etc. Since BH is an open subset of G, H may be
regarded as an open subset of B\G. Using the coordinates (¢,s) for H and
the coordinates (z, s) for B\G, we compute that the map ¢ : H - R* xR”
defined by

p(t,s) = (al () (etl —1)"" 1@y (1) (et.. —1) ,.S)

satisfies By (¢ (t,s)) = B (t,s).
We want to construct an appropriately covariant generalized vector for m;,
that is, an element of

(H; )q’”’ = {,3 € H;y® :m (k) B = qu,c(h)"}/*B,for every h € H} )

Following Fujiwara and Yamagami [11], and Lipsman [16], we define for-
mally

(2.1) B(f) = /H £ (h) a2 2xs (h) dh, f € HE®.

It is not at all obvious that (2.1) is convergent for all f € H;°. Note for
example that if f € C° (B, G, x), then f|y may not be compactly supported
(if R # 0, then the image of H in B\G is not closed). Hence it is not
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immediate that (2.1) is finite even for f € C* (G, B, x). However we shall
prove the following.

Theorem 2.2. The integral (2.1) is absolutely convergent for every f € H;°,
and (B is continuous on H;®.

This result is a generalization of the proof of convergence in [18], in which
it is assumed the N is abelian. We have seen that NV is abelian if and only
if R = 0, so in what follows we assume that R # (. To prove the result we
need information about the growth properties of f on H. For simplicity of
notation we shall write f (¢, s) for f|u,s). We make a couple of observations.
First, f € H, implies that f|y is square integrable on H with respect to
the measure gp ¢ (¢, s)dtds, or in other words, (f|x) (qB,G)l/2 € L*(H),
and “(f|H) (QB,G)1/2 e < |Ifll,,- Second, for f € H;°, the differential

operators 7 (Z), Z € U (g.) (=the enveloping algebra of the complexification
g of g), act on fly, and | (5,6)""* 7 (2) (1), ,,) < 7 (2) Fll, for every

Z € U(g.). We can compute 7 (Z) as an operator on ¢ (H) (in the G-
coordinates (z,s) ) or as an operator on H (in the H-coordinates (t,s)).
In the latter coordinates the algebra 7 (U (g.)) is more easily described and
provides us with more useful information about H;*.

First we set some notation that will be convenient. For J C {1,2,... ,n},
set Ay (t,s) = Ies A (8, s). Recall we have written R ={r; <7y <--- <r,};
set gx (¢,8) = A, (t,5),1 <k <w,andfor K C {1,2,... ,u}, set gk (¢,5) =
[iex @ (t,5) (so that for K = {1,2,... ,u},qx = gp.¢). Denote by Co (H)
the space of continuous functions on H that vanish at infinity. We recall (a
weak form of) a standard regularity result that if f and its partial deriva-
tives of all orders belong to L? (H), then f € Cy (H). In fact if we choose
a fixed constant-coefficient partial differential operator D on H such that
the reciprocal of its “symbol” P = D belongs to L?(H), then we have

1 flle < 11/ Pll 2y 1D F L2 gary-

Lemma 2.3. Let f € H{°, let J C {1,2,...,n}, J' C {1,2,... ,n} ~ j°,
and let K C {1,2,... ,u}. Set Dx = [lycx Ouc- Then
(a) the function

d) (t’ S) = q}lB/,2G (t, 3) AJ (0, 3) AJ’ (Oa 3) f(t’ S) € C'0 (H) )

and there is V € U(g,) and a constant M, depending only on J and J',
such that ||@||,, < M |7 (V) fll,, and
(b) the function

d)(t,s) = QL/?G (t75) AJ (07 3) AJ’ (t7 S) dk (t,S) DKf(t’s) € CO (H) )
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and there is W € U (g.) and a constant M, depending only on J,J', and K,
such that ||gll.. < M |w(W)fll,.

Proof. We begin by computing 7 (Z) as an operator on H, for certain Z € g.
First, consider a basis element Z; which belongs to the center of n. We
have Z; € p and by Proposition 1.7, A\; (Ax) = 0,1 < k < u, so one finds
that 7 (Z;) = iA; (t,s) = iA; (0,s). Next, let r = r, € R. If j = 4,, then
7 (Z;) = iA; (t,8) = e* and A; (0,s) = A;(0,0) = 1. Suppose that j = j,.
Then [A4, [Xk,Y:]] = 0,1 < h < u, and since (B, Y:] = 0, [Bx, [Xk, Y]] =
Aj. (Bn) [ Xk, Yi],1 < h < v. Hence 7 ([ X}, Y;]) = iA;,_ (0,s). Thus by taking
the appropriate element U of U (g.), we have m (U) = A; (0,s) Ay (¢, 3) as
an operator on H and

g (t,8) Ay (0,8) Ay (t,5) f(t,s) € L? (H).

Now 7 (Ax) = 0,1 < k <wand 7n(By) = 0,,,1 <k <v,soif D, is any
mixed partial of order |a|, then D, € 7 (U (h)) and so

5% (t,5) Ay (0,8) Ay (t,8) Dof (t,s)

belongs to L% (H) also. But since the function q;,{ 2 (t,s) Ay (t,8) Ay (0,5)
involves only exponentials in ¢ and s, then D, (q,lg/, 2 (t,8) Ay (0,5) f (t,s))
can be written as a sum of terms of the form

cﬂqllB/,%;' (t,S) AJ (0"5) AJ’ (t"s) Dﬂf (t,S) ) Iﬁl < 'O!I ,CB eR

Hence all partials of ¢ (¢,s) = q)lg/fG (t,8) Ay (0,8) Ay (¢,8) f (t,s) also be-
long to L% (H), and so ¢ € Cy (H). Now choose Z € U (h.) for which the
reciprocal of the Fourier transform = (AZ) belongs to L% (H) and we have
7 (Z)$(t,s) = qi;/fG (t,8) Xi<jay T (Z5) f (t,8) where in this case a is the
order of 7 (Z). Hence

Y. m(Zp) f(t5)

181<lel

”¢“oo < M|~ (Z) ¢”L2(H) =M

Hi

As for the function (b), we compute that for 1 < k < u, 7 (Xi) = ¢x (¢, ) Oy, -
Now by Lemma 1.5 and Proposition 1.7, gx (¢,s) = e **¢; (0,s),1 < k < u,
so if Xx = [Iycx X&, then 7 (Xk) = gk (t,5) Dk, and we have

a5 (t,5) Ay (0,5) Ay (t,8) ax (t,8) D f (t,5) € L* (H).
Now in a similar manner as before we find that

a5/% (t,5) Ay (0,5) Ay (t,5) ake (8,8) Df (¢, 9)
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belongs to Cy (H) and the indicated estimate is obtained. U

Note that by taking K = {k}, Lemma 2.3 tells us something about the
growth of 9, f as T), & —o00,1 < k < u, (in particular, if all other variables
are held constant, then g, f(¢,s) — 0 rapidly as ¢t - —o00). In the next
lemma we derive information about the growth of f itself as ¢, — —oo0.

Lemma 2.4. Let f € H;°, let P C {1,2,... ,u}, and let
U(P)={(t,s) € H:log(qx (t,s)) >0, for everyk € P}.

Let P = {1,2,... ,u} ~ P and let K be any subset of K = P ~
K. Write K = {ki,ks,... ,ko},K = {hy,ha,... ,hy}, and write t € R
as t = (tx,tz,tp) (with the obvious meaning). Finally write Qg (s) =
(log (gn, (0,s)),log (gn, (0,5)),... ,log (g, (0,5))).

Then for any J C {1,2,...,n}, J' C {irk_ k€ 13}, the function

¢(t7 S) =A, (075) Ay (t,S) qap (ta's)_l/2 f ((tKa Qk ('S) ’tl") 75)

s bounded on U (P). Moreover, there is a finite set of positive constants
{M;,M,,...}, and elements {W,,W,,...} in U(g.), depending only on J,
J' and K, such that

sup |9 ()] < %:Mﬁ 7w (Ws) flls,, -

Proof. Note that if P = @, then t = {5 and q;ﬂ = q}g/’é, so in this case we
are done by Lemma 2.3. Assume that P # (). We proceed by induction on
a=#(K). If a=0, then

¢ (t» 3) = AJ (Oa S) Ay (tv S) 9B,G (t7 3)1/2 f (t’ S) |tk310g(Qk(0ys))yk€P

so again by Lemma 2.3 we are done. Suppose that a > 0, and that the
lemma holds for all K' with # (K') < a. Now for each k¥ = 1,2,... ,u,
qr (t,8) = e t*q; (0, ) so log (gx (0,s)) > 0 means t;, < log (g (0,s)). For
each (t,s) € U (P) let E = E (t,s) be the subset of R* defined by

E(tas):{TERa :tka <Ta<10g(Qka (0,8)),1 Saga}

and set Dg = [[icx Ot,-

Replacing tx = (tk,, tryy-- - s tr,) by 7 = (71,72, - . ,7) In f((tx, R (5),t5),S)
and integrating Dy f over F, repeated application of the fundamental theo-
rem of calculus gives

/EDKf (1, Qi (5),15) ) dr = S (=) ) £ (1401, Qg 15) , )
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where the sum is taken over all subsets K’ of K. Now multiply both sides
of the above by A (0,5) Ay (¢, ) gp (t,8)""/%, and we get

6 (2, 8)] =
- /L;‘ Ay (0,8) Ay (ta 3) 9p (tvs)-—l/2 Dk f ((T’ QI'{ (5) at}") 13) dr|+

+ Z IAJ (01 S) AJ' (tv 3) qp (t, 3)—1/2 f ((tK’;QI'{H tﬁ) 73)1 .

K'#K

Let gx+ be a term in the right hand sum with K’ # K. Then by induc-
tion, there are finitely many constants My g and elements Wp x € U (g.)
depending only on J, J', and K', such that

sup lgx (&, 8)l < D Mo llm (W i) Flla, -
B

Therefore it remains to show that the function
I(ta '5) = /;AJ (Oa 3) Ay (t3 '3) q9p (t7 S)_1/2 Dk f ((T, QR’ (5) 1t13) ,S) dr
is bounded on U (P) in a similar way. To see this, note that

a8.c (1, Qx (5),t5),8) = ax (1,5) ' gz (t,5)”" and
gB,G ((Ta Qf( (S) ) QP ( )) ) =4k (T’ S)~1

where Q 5 (s) means we have replaced t; by log (gx (0, s)) for all k € P. Hence
A5 (0,5) Ay (t,8) 45" *Dicf (7, Q1 (5) ,t5) ,5) =
qlB/,ré‘ ((Ta Qf( (S) at}") ’ 3) AJ (07 3) AJ' (ta s) dx (7'7 3) DK X

x f (1, Qi () 8 ))]q;% (1, Q% (5), @5 (5))15) .

But we can apply Lemma 2.4 to the function inside the brackets above, and
in so doing obtain M > 0 and W € U (g.) such that

I(t,5) < Mllx (W) fll, [ 0f% (. @k (5),Q (5)) ) dr
= Ml ) flly, [ axc (r,9)™ ar

But it is easily seen that [ gk (7, s)"'dr <1 on U (P), and this proves the
lemma. 0
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Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let S = {1 < j <n:Aj(t,s) #1 for some (¢,s)eH}.
For each j € S, let €; be a choice of sign, ¢; = £1. Set

U. ={(t,s) € H:logAj(t,s)e; > 0,for every j € S}.

(Of course some of the U, may be empty). H is the disjoint union of the sets
U., and for each ¢, set P = {1 <k<u:gj = +1} so that U, C U (P).

Fix U, # 0; we need to show that f q,13/ 2GqH & is integrable on U.. We begin
by noting that from Lemma 1.5 and Proposition 1.7, we have qH ?(t,s) =
q},léz (0,s) for every (t,s) € H. Recall that for each £k = 1,2,... ,u,

A, (t,s) = e and A;, (t,s) =gx (t,s) =e "¢ (0,s), and recall also that
for all other j,A; (t,s) = A; (0,s),(t,s) € H. Next we observe that for each
k the sign of log (gy (0, s)) is constant on U,, for since [Xj, Y;] € cent (n) and
Ad (t,s) ([ Xk, Yz]) = qx (0,5) [Xk, Yz], there is some j (with Z; € cent (n))
such that A; (¢,s) = A;,, (0,5) = gk (0,s) for all (£,s) € H. Hence the sign
of log (A; (0,s)) is constant on U, for each j € S,5 # i,,. Let I = S ~
{ir, :1<k<wu}andlet It ={jel:1logA;(0,s)>00onU.}, I~ =I~1It.
Then

an'l (t,5) = qg &’ (0,8) = [] A; (0,5)"* =

jeI
= T A5 0,5) J] 450,97 T A, (0,5)"*.
JEIt jert jeI-

On the other hand

qH % (t,8) = gp (t,5) " qp (¢, )

-1/2
We partition P: let
Q={keP:log(A;,)>00nU.}={k€P:t,>00nU.}

and let Q = P ~ Q. Applying Lemma 2.4 with K = P,J = I*, and
J' = {i,, : k € Q}, we have that

o (t,s) = (HA Os)(Het") (t,s) % £ (t,s)
eI+ keQ

is bounded on U,. We claim that the function

U(t,s) =qp" (t,s) [[ e J[ A; 0,57 I] As(0,5)"

keQ jEI+ jeI-
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is integrable on U,. If this is so then

F(t,8)ahe (t,5) qud’ (t,s) = ¢ (2, 5) U (¢,5)

is integrable on U, and we are done. To prove the claim, we partition Q): set
Q+ = {k €Q: log(qk (073)) > O}vQ— =Q ~q+- Set

Uo+ (t,8) = H e~ qy (0,8)_1/2
keQ+

Uo- (t,8) = J[ e ™q(0,9)"”
keQ~

Us(s) = [] ax (0,5)"?

keQ

)= [[ A9

JEIt~;0
v_(s)= J[ A;00,9)".

JEI=~j0

Then ¥ (t,s) = gp (t,5) /> Ug+ (¢, 5) Uo- (t,5) Ug (s) Ty (¢, 5) T_ (s). Note
that I ~ j° consists of indices j for which Z; € cent (n). Next we describe
the set U,: define

V. = {s:log(A;(0,s))e; >0 for j €I~ j°}
and for s € V_, set
We(s) = {t ttrei, > 0and (-t +log(gr(0,s))) e, >0,1 <k < u} ,

so that U, = {(t,s) : s € V.,t € W, (s)} and

T (t, 5) dtds=/ [/ U (t, 5) dt] ds.
U, e LUWc(3)

It is enough to show that the function s — fWE(s) U (t,s) dt is exponentially
decreasing on V.. To see this, note first that the function ¥, (s) ¥_ (s) is
exponentially decreasing on V.. Now for each s € V., W, (s) is simply a
u-dimensional cube in R*, and we consider each interval which makes up
W. (s). If k € Q, then log (g (0,s)) < tx <0, and

/ % (0,5) dt, = log (44 (0,5)) & (0,).
(10g(gx(0,5)),0)

If Kk € Q@ then 0 < log (g (0,8)) < t, and

-1/2 —-1/2

e g (0,8)" 7 dtx < g (0,8)" 7,

/(IOg(qk (0,8)),+OO)



450 BRADLEY N. CURREY

while if k£ € Q~, we have 0 < t; < 400 and [, , o) €% (0,5)"* dt, =
dr (0,5)1/2. Finally if k € P, then t; < log(q; (0,s)) and
/ e /2, (0,5)"* dty, = 2.
(—oo,log(qk(O,s)))
Thus for each s € V,,

/ U(t,s) dt =
We(s)
= ap (t,8) 7 Wgu (t,5) Uo- (t,5) U (s) Uy (s) U_ (s) dt <

We(s)
<2#<P)[H N (U)) 1/“]:[ a0 (0,5)" 2]

keQ+ keQ—

x |1 108 (01 (0,9) 21 0,9)*"*| 21 () ¥ (5).
keQ
From the definition of the index sets Q*, Q~ and Q we now see that the
function s — [y, () ¥ (¢,5) dt is exponentially decreasing on V., and the
integral (2.1) is convergent.

Now to show that (; is continuous on #{°, we apply the estimate of
Lemma 2.4, and the above analysis, to each set U.. We have ¢. and ¥, as
above, and Lemma 2.4 gives supy, |¢: (t,5)| < 35 Mpc [T (Wp,e) flly,, for
some constants Mg . and elements Wj, € U (g.) independent of f. Hence

16: ()] < DIl sup | (t,5)] < DD Nelly Mae I (W) fllay, -
€ € e B

By definition of the topology on H;°, this finishes the proof. O

3. The Plancherel formula.

Now that we have generalized vectors 3 € ('H'°°)q" 3 ,I € Q, the results
of [16] show that we have a Plancherel formula. Here we shall derive it
by simple Fourier inversion. To do so we must choose some [ in each H-
orbit, and we want to do this in a smooth natural way. Hence the first
task is to compute a nice cross-section for H-orbits in QN (f + b*). In our
scenario here, since H (f +1) = f + Hl and H acts only by “dilations”, a
cross-section is easy to find. Specifically, given | € h*, set [; = [ (Z;), and set
e- (1) =sign(l;),1 <1 < d. We have analytic functions Q; (w,!),1 < j <n,
such that

Hl = {ZQj (w,1) Z5 : w = (w1, ws, ... ,wa) € ((0, +OO))d}.
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For each j, if j = i, € ¥, then Q; (w,l) = ¢; () w,, and if j ¢ ¥, say
ir < J <ip41, then Q; (w,l) = p; (wy,ws, ... ,w,)l;, where p; is an analytic
function of the form p; (w1, ws,... ,w,;) = wi* ... w2 ,a, € R For each w,
the function Q; (w,-) is H-invariant on @ N h*. A nice cross-section ¥ for
H-orbits in Q N bt is given by simply putting w, = 1,1 < r < d, that is
T={leQnbh*:|;|=1,1<r <d}. The cross-section in f + h* is f + X.
Fixing a choice of signs € = (e1,€2,... ,€4),&, = 1, we have & = X,
where ¥, is the flat variety

T.={leQnbt:l =¢}.
We choose coordinates for each ¥.. The center of g has as a basis
{Zj ] €e,j S 'n} = {CI,CQ,... ,Ca},

and we set [ (Cy) = (x,1 < h < a, and I (Xi) = pg,1 < k < u. Then there
is a dense, open subset D, of R* x R* such that

Se ={Y GCr+ D eV + 3 mX;: (G,p) € Do}

Given a function © on f + h*, we shall write

o) dl =

f+=
= 2 /RDW F+YGCH+ eV + Y mX;) ddp.

e€{1,—1}¢

Before deriving the Plancherel formula we may as well compute multiplici-
ties, which amounts to just counting the number of H-orbits in each G-orbit
intersection with QN (f + ht). Fix lp = Y GCrr + L&,V + X m X € Ze,
and let | = f + ;. Set f(Ax) = ox,1 < k < u. An ordered “co-
exponential” basis for gmod g(l) is {Ze,, Ze,,- .- , Ze,, } (where we have writ-
ten e = {e; < ey <...< ey}) and consists of the V,’s, the X;’s, and the
By’s. Using the methods of [7, 8], we find that the G-orbit of [ is the set of
all I of the form

U *ZChCh—FZsshwsh +Zka +Zka*

+ZPk W, Tky Yk, I)A;c +Zth;l

where W, runs through (0,4+00),1 < h < v, z; and y; run through R, 1 <
k < u, and 2z, runs through R/1 < h < v. Recall that A; commutes with
every basis element except X; and Yy, that X, commutes with every element
except Ay, Y; and possibly some of the B,,1 < h < v, and Y}, commutes with
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every element except X, and A,. This is why P, depends only on zy, yi, and
the w,,,1 < h < wv. In fact the function Py (w, zx,yk,!') can be computed as

Py (w, T, Yi, ') = o + (0% (W) Zoyr — € i) /U ([ Xk, Yi])

where o} (w) is a positive analytic function in the positive variables wy, ,w,,,

.. ws, . (The function Pi., above involves only the variables w;, ,ws,,. .. ,w;,
-1
and wy,, and o (Wy,, Wy s - -+ s Wsp) = Pj,, (Wsyy Weys e oo s Ws,, Wry) |y, =1)-
Thus

Glﬂ(f—i—bl) :f+{l,€p(Gl)Pk (wamkvyk)ll) zakvl SkSU} =
=f+{l' ep(Gl): or (W) Ty = € ir, 1 < k < u}.

Now # ((GIN (f+ b)) /H) = # ((GLn (h*) N (f + X))). If I belongs to
this intersection, we must put each w,, = 1,1 < h < v, and so every
coordinate of I’ is fixed except the X, and Y, coordinates, where we are
allowed I' (Yx) = &, (I') = £1,1 < k < u while I’ (X;) = p}, is determined
by
Er, (I') Bk = Erypir, L <k <

Hence the intersection GIN (f + h1) N (f + L) consists of 2* elements corre-
sponding to the possible choices of signs for ¢,, (I'), €, (I'), ... , &, (I'), and
we have proved the following.

Proposition 3.1. For any f € h*, the representation 7y is uniform multi-
plicity 2%, where u = dim (cent (N) ~ N) /2.

We turn now to the Plancherel formula and the intertwining operator. Let
f € b*, 7 = 74 the representation induces by xy, and let a, be the canonical

cyclic generalized vector for 7, that is, ., (¢) = ¢ (e),d € H. Then for any
test function w € D (G), 7 (w) a, belongs to H>, in fact to C= (G, H, xy),
and is given by the formula (cf. [16])

T (W) o, (9) =wn;(9) =
= A5 (9) am & (9) /H w (g7 ) AGH (B) g’ (B) x5 (B) ™" dh.
One also has
(1 @) anar) =wms (&) = [ w(h™) AF (1) gz’ (B)xs (B) " db.

Let I € f +b*, and let 7, and §; be as in Section 2. Then m; (w) 8 € H{® is
given by

(W) fi (g) = /B wir g (b9) X1 (6) " q5L2 (bg) qif% (bg) A () db
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and

(@) i) = [ [ wns (0h) 30 (9) 4547 1) x
x qi% (b) Ap (b) x7 (h) ™" dbdh
=/ / g (h'0R) xa ()™ g5.47 () x
X QHG (b) Ap (b) dbdh

(cf. [16] or [17] for the computations). For any ¢ € C. (G, H, x) (where x
is any unitary character of H), we set

L(¢) = /H /B 6 (h~1bh) xi (0) " q54% (b) 4if% (b) A (b) dbdh

so that I (wyr.) = (m (w) B, B) when I € f + b,

Theorem 3.2. Let x be any unitary character of H, and let ¢ € C,. (G, H, x).
Then the integral [, o I, (¢) |R(I)| dl is independent of the choice of f € b*
and we have

p(e)= | L(¢)|R(D)]dl

f+z

where R (1) = ((2r)" 1 ([X1, ) 1 (X2, Ya]) ... 1 ([ X, Yu])) . In particular

(7 (W) &y ) = /f (@) BB R Q)

Proof. Let f € h* and ! € f+ X, writingl = f+Y GCr+ Y &,V +Y e Xy €
f + X, as above. We use the following coordinates on B (l): an element

b= Hexp (cnCh) Hexp (zaVs,) Hexp (ynYx) %
x Hexp (w (Ax — ar (1)) X&)
is identified with (c,z,y,w) € R* x R” x R* x R*. Recalling the formula
for a; (I) we have at () = e, /1 ([Xk,Y:]) in this case, and so |R(l)| =

(27) " I1 |ax (1)]- We denote [] et* by et, [T e by €°, (e*'z;, €% z,,... €% 2,)
by ez, etc. We compute explicitly that

g5 L2 (b) g2 (b) Dp (b) = e/2ew2/? . guel? = ew/2,
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We have

Ii(¢) = / /H / / / /B ¢(c, ez, e ty, Ad7 (¢, 3) w) il 2 we (@ O pn—ar))]

x e~ men T mmean 2 wul ov/2 dedzdydudsdt
=[] J[[]# (29,87 (5) w) [T stonma=es]
H B
x em i petren 4 znehen, + 3 entu] gt s gw/2 dcdzdydwdsdt.
It is easy to check that for ¢, s, c, z, and y fixed, the function
w— ¢ (c,z,y,Ad'1 (t,s) w) ev/?

is rapidly decreasing. By the change of variables p; — ax (1) (pr + ax),1 <
k < u, and Fourier inversion in the variables w, u, we get

(2m)" /f RGO

=% fo e b ot e

P DI DECLE ) DER A dedzdydsdtd(.

Note that the above is independent of the choice of f € h*. Set v}, = e?*,1 <
k<u,pp=€**,1 <h<v,andset I =(0,+00). Note that a+v+u =n—u.
A simple computation gives

[romora=eo=s [ [ [ [ [ [ ¢@enn0

NP DN AZENED JENTNED D cxr] dvdpdedzdyd(

o [ [ Lt

x e~ went T amen+ ] gode dedzdyde
= ¢ (C) .

Define T : C. (G, H, x5) = [;,5 Hi|R (1)| dl by
T (was) ={m (W) B (9 hiesrs -

By (16, Prop 3.2], T extends to an intertwining operator

LG Hx)~+ [ HIROId.
i+
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Explicitly,

T (wa,s), (9) = m (w) Bi (9)

— J[J], 6 g S esmmes)

% e—i[z YkEry, +Z ZhEs), +Z Ck (k] ew/2 dcdzdydw

x g5’ (9) ai % (9) -

Identifying H; with L? (R* x R) via the mapping v (z,s),l € f + I, it is
clear that for any ® € L? (R* x R”), the function

[ (7’!’1 (U.)) ,31, q))
is C*, so {m (w) B (g)}lef+)3 is a smooth section of {Hl}lef+)3'

4. Examples.

We provide two examples. The first will be the basic split oscillator group,
wherein most of the essential difficulties of the subject are already exhibited.
In the second example we let R act semi-simply on the split oscillator so as
to be non-trivial on the center, in order to show the differences created by
a non-trivial action of H on the center of the nilradical. By the results
of Section 1, in some sense the general case just amounts to taking higher
dimensional analogues of these examples (or of the az + b group), where the
commutator [n,n] is allowed to be arbitrarily large, and where the portion of
H acting non-trivially on cent (n) can act on n in a fairly arbitrary manner.
In an attempt to make the techniques of Section 2 more transparent, we
have related results of that section to computations in these examples.

1. g = span {4, X,Y, Z} with non-vanishing brackets [4, X] = -X,[A,Y] =
Y,[X,Y] = Z. Here h = RA,n = span{X,Y,Z}. G is the semi-direct
product of the 3-dimensional Heisenberg group with R, and is diffeomorphic
with R* by identifying (z,y,z,t) with exp (2Z) exp (yY) exp (zX) exp (tA).
The multiplication is

(2,9,2,t) (2,y, 2, t') = (2 + 2 + ezy,y + 'Y,z + e’ T+ 1) .

The Jordan-Holder sequence is given by g, = RZ, g, = span{Z,Y}, g3 =
span{Z,Y, X}, g = g. For |l € g*, write | = (\,7,u,a), where A =
1(Z),y=1l(Y),p=1(X),a =1(A). Q ={leg*:2#0} and @, =
{leg*:v#0}. Fixl € Q = QyNQy; then b () = span{A;,Y,Z} where
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Ai=A-a(l)X,a(l) =~/ We have

B (l) = {exp (2Z) exp (yY') exp (wA;)
= (z,y,a(l) (e -1 w):weRy eR 2z € R}.

Haar measure on G is dg = dzdydzdt, on B is db = dzdydt, and on
H,dh = dt. G is unimodular but Ag(z,y,a(l) (™ —1),w) = e ¥ and
g, (2,y,z,t) = €'. Let f € H{°, and write f (t) for f|y. Then the general-
ized vector (3 is defined formally by

(4.1) Bi(f) = /H f(t)e dt.

How do we see that this integral converges absolutely and defines a gener-
alized vector? Using H-coordinates, we compute that « (4) f (¢) = f'(¢),
7 (Y) f(t) =ietf(t), and 7 (X) f (t) = e *f'(t). Set

¢ (t) = gec () w (Y) f ().

Since all derivatives of ¢; are square integrable on H, then ¢, (t) € C, (H)
and we have [|¢:1]|, < M,|n(V)fll,, (as in Lemma 2.3, part (a)). In
particular f (t)et/? = ¢, (t)e™t is absolutely integrable over 0 < t < +oo.
Let ¢, (t) = e ¥2f'(t) = gp,¢ (t) m(X) f' (t); then all derivatives of ¢, are
square integrable on H so ¢, € Co (H) and ||¢:|l,, < M ||w (W) fll4, (this
is Lemma 2.3, part (b)). Hence as t — —oo, f' — 0 faster than e/, and
we apply the fundamental theorem of calculus to see that f is bounded on
—00 < t < 0, and that sup {|f(t)] : —oo <t < 0} < 2M, ||7(W)f|l,, +1£(0)]-
(This is a special case of Lemma 2.4.) Now as in the proof of Theorem 2.2,
it follows that (4.1) converges absolutely and

B < |

(0,400)

£ ()] e/2dt + /(

—00

|7 ()| et
70)
< sup{|¢:(t)] : 0 < t < +o0} e tdt +

(0,+00)

+sup {|f(2)] : —oogtSO}/ et/?dt
(

—00,0)

< My ||m(V) fllyy, +4Ma |m(W)fl,, + 2 £(0)].
The cross-section for H-orbits in bt N Q is

T={(\ep0): X eR~{0},ueRe==x1}= ] =

e==+1
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and Theorem 3.2 says that the Plancherel measure is given on ¥, by
(27) "> A~'dA\dp. The matrix elements for 7,1 € X, are

m(@)o ) = [ [[[ 6 (exp(z2)exp () exp (A~ ()

x giwaDug=ilvetzAgw/2 godydandt —

=/H///B¢(z,y,Ad*1(t)w)

» eiwﬂe—i[ye—‘e-}-zA] tew/2 la(l)l dzdydwdt

where w € D (G) and ¢ = 7 (w) @,. Now R(l) = (2r) " a (i) here. Thus

[ (@) ) 1RO a

e e

ete®/? dzdydwdt (21) > dXdp

= (27)7? > ////:;b(z y,0)e” ifvete+za] dye‘dtdzd\

e=%1

= (2m)™ // [./(-oo,o)+ (0,+oo)] /¢(z’ v,0)

x e~ Wt dydydzd) =
=¢(e) = (7 (w)as,a;).

2. g =span{B,A,X,Y,Z} where g4 = span{A, X,Y, Z} is the split oscil-
lator, and [B,X] = X,[B,Z] = Z,[B,A] = [B,Y] = 0. G, is realized as
above, and G = G4 exp (RB) so that the multiplication is

(z,y,3,t,8) (2,1, 2, ¢, s')
=(z+e2 +efzy,y+ ey, z+e i t+ 1,5+ 5).

The Jordan-Holder sequence is the obvoius extension of that which was
chosen above for g4, the set Q of generic linear functionals is the same
as before, and for [ € Q, the polarization b (I) is the same as before, but
now gpg(s,t) = €~°. G is no longer unimodular: Ag(2,y,z,t,8) =
qn.c (2,9, 2,t, s)_1 = €%*. Thus the formula for 3, now is

(4.2) B (f) = /H F (s, 8) e*e®972 dsdi
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where we have written f(s,t) for f|y. One computes that, for smooth
vectors restricted to H, n (A) = Oy, 7 (B) = 05,7 (X) = 79,7 (V) = i€
By Lemma 2.3, for each k,j > 0, there are constants M, ; and N, ; and
elements Vj ;, Wy ; in U (g.) such that

(i) [e=ee® /2 (5,8)]| _ < Mis lIm (Vi) flly, » and
(ii) [e**€7*e =020, (5, ) € Co (H)||_ < Nis llm (W) fll, -

Let U(++) ={(s,t) : s >0,t > s}, U(+—)={(s,t) : s>0,t < s},
U(—+) = {(s,t) : s <0,t > s}, U(——) = {(s,t) : s <0,¢t < s}. Using (i)
and (ii) and the fundamental theorem of calculus we get (Lemma 2.4)

(iii) sup {|€** f (s,t)| : (s,t) eU(+—)UU (——)}
< Mio || (Vio) f“H, + 2Ngo || (Wio) fll, & > 0.

For each of the above four subsets U of H, we write f(s,t)e’e*=*)/% as a
product of a function ¢ for which one of the above estimates (i), (ii) or (iii)
holds, and a function ¥ which is absolutely integrable over U.

U(++): §(s,1) = [ (5,) €¥ee® /20 (5,0) = e,

U(+=):¢(s,t) = f(s,t) €, T (s5,t) = e *ell /2,
(—+) : ¢ (s,t) = f(s,t) € e(t /2 (s,1) = e,
(—=) i p(s,t) = f (s5,8), 0 (s,8) = e*elt=)/2,

Now in a manner similar to example (1) (cf. also the proof of Theorem 2.2)
we see that (4.2) is absolutely convergent and defines a generalized vector

for 7.
The cross-section for H-orbits in h+ N Q is

Y= {(517527/‘,0,()) :NGR,ﬁl = =1, e, :il,} :UEE

where € = (g,,€,) runs through {—1,1}?. Here the Plancherel measure is
given on each ¥, by (27)° dy. For w € D(G) and ¢ = 7 (w) ., we have

( ( ,31,,31 "enszu( )ﬂElEQ[_H;BElEQu)

// ///qSexp (e’zZ) exp (e 'yY) exp (Ad™" (s,t) w))

x ehvles/eneilvataailew/2 4y gy dudtds,

and a computation like that of Example (1) shows that

@0 Y [ (Tev s @) e cns Berens) I = $(e) = (7 (@) ap,a0)
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5. Concluding Remark.

Suppose that G is any connected, simply connected nilpotent Lie group, H
a closed connected subgroup, and 7 an associated finite multiplicity mono-
mial representation. Given choices of appropriate basis for g and §, there
is a unique construction of a flat cross-section ¥ for generic H-orbits in h*.
Attaching the Vergne polarizations to each | € ¥ one has a natural, ex-
plicit algorithm for deriving Fujiwara’s Plancherel fromula, and hence for
constructing an explicit, smooth decomposition of 7 over %, as described in
the intriduction. Can one give an explicit description of the Plancherel mea-
sure on £? One could even hope that this decomposition diagonalizes the
differential operators on H\G that commute with 7, in the manner of [5].
Of course one could also entertain such questions for G completely solvable,
once the technical difficulties surrounding the construction of the generalized
vectors (; are overcome.
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