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A theorem describing the image of the Euclidean Fourier
iransform on certain nilmanifolds is proven. As an appli-
cation, we compute the Fourier transform of a certain class
of distributions on a manifold which is analogous with the
class of classical theta functions on C. It is shown that
our theta functions satisfy a functional equation which
generalizes the functional equation satisfied by the Jacobi
theta functions.

In this paper we present what we feel is a fascinating theorem
concerning the Euclidian Fourier transform of certain functions on
certain nilmanifolds. As an application of our Fourier transform
theorem, we compute the Fourier transform of a certain class of
distributions on a nilmanifold which is analogous to the class of
theta functions on C. It is shown that our theta distributions
satisfy a funectional equation which generalizes the functional equa-
tion satisfied by the Jacobi theta functions.

To describe our Fourier transform theorem, let <& be an
associative, finite dimensional, nilpotent algebra over R. < is said
to be left commutative if xzyw = yaw for all »,y, we . FZ is
said to be HAT if <% is left commutative and dim 2°(&#) =1
(£ (#) = center of <#). In this case 2°(£%) annihilates <& because
the two sided annihilator of <Z is nontrivial and central. &2 (%)
is, in fact, precisely the two sided annihilator of <Z. <# defines
a nilpotent Lie algebra by setting [z, y] = ®y — yx. The correspond-
ing Lie group can be realized as the space £ along with the
product z+y = ¢ + y + 2y. The exponential map exp, is given by
expy ¢ = S, a*/n!. The inverse of xeZ is T = o, (—1)"x".
(We choose the notation Z in preference to 2™ to avoid confusion
with inverses in <%, which of course don’t exist). When we wish
to think of <# as a group we will use the notation (<7 *).

Now suppose that <& is a HAT algebra which contains a closed
subgroup I” such that the component of the identity of I' is 2°(&%)
and I'\(<Z, *) is compact. Let ¢ be an abelian character of I" which
is nontrivial on 2°(<). A function 4 on & is said to be p-pri-
mary if 4 is C~ on <& and + satisfies y(v*x) = u(¥)y(x) for all
vel and ze.<%. Our Fourier transform theorem describes the
Fourier transform of the g-primary functions.
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540 RICHARD PENNEY

The sense in which we mean the Fourier transform needs some
explanation. Let d<# denote an additive Haar measure on the
vector space <& Let .57(<#) denote the Schwartz space of rapidly
decreasing functions on <Z. If + is any locally integrable function
on <& that grows at most polynomially, we may use « to define a
Schwartz distribution (also denoted +) on &(<Z) by setting

Gy =\ faw@dz@ .

Schwartz distributions on <& have Fourier transforms which are
Schwartz distributions on <#*. It is in this distributional sense
that we take the word “Fourier transform”. The specific conven-
tions we adopt for the Fourier transform are described below for
fe S (<F*). The Haar measure d<Z* on <Z* is normalized by
requiring that & & = I.

FFO) = L F@) exp —27i (@, ) dB@) (v BY)
T () — Sg*g(h) exp2mi (x, N> dB*N)  (veB).

Now <# anti-acts on <Z* on both the left and the right accord-
ing to the formulas

- My) = May)
nex(y) = Myx) .

(<7, ) also anti-acts on <Z* by setting z*)\ = X\ + #x and A+ = A+
az. Each coset of Z*/(Z, ) and (<&, *)\<#* is an affine subspace
of <Z#*. Hence each such coset carries an essentially unique Haar
measure. Our first theorem on the Fourier transform of g-primary
functions is the following.

THEOREM A. Let o be p-primary, then F « is supported in a
countable union of Z*|(<B, ) cosets. On each of these cosets, F
18 @ C= function times the Haar measure of the given coset.

This theorem, however, is just the beginning of the story. We
show that .# 4 is supported in a finite union of I'\<Z*/(<#, *) double
cosets. Let A, ---, N, be a complete set of representatives for these
double cosets. Let _Z(\;) = \*cZ. From the transformation pro-
perties of 4 under I', & + is determined by its restrictions +, to
A (N). On A (N), 4, is a C= function. For xe ., let

V(@) = exp 21T, M) YN+ T) .
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We prove the following

THEOREM B. For cach i there is a closed subgroup 4, and a
untique character X, of 4, such that

(1) J0*x) = X,(8)9,(x) for all o ¢ 4.

(2) 4 18 C= on the connected hull _#; of 4, and +; is Schwartz
transverse to _#;.

(38) Let & denote the space of functions satisfying (2) above
relative to 4,. Then the mapping  — (Jy, « -+, ¥,) of into >, P&
18 an isomorphism of wvector spaces.

(4) Let R(x) denote right translation of functions by xc<Z

(B@)f(y) = flyxx). Then R@)(¥.) = (B@)¥)7.

It is also true that the spaces in question (i.e., the spaces &
above and the space of p-primary functions) can all be given unitary
structures in a natural way and that, upon suitable normalization,
the mapping + — (4, - - -, ¥,) becomes a unitary isomorphism. Theo-
rems A and B taken together amount to an explicit computation of
the Fourier transform of an arbitrary p-primary function +, espe-
cially in the case that the induced representation ind (I, (<7 *), t)
is irreducible. In this case there is only one space &, and the
mapping + — 9, is an intertwining operator for two irreducible
representations ind (I, (<7, =), &) and ind (4,, (<&, =), X;). The science
of constructing such operators is well developed (see [4] e.g.).
Typically +, will be expressible in the form

() = SFOnK\Kq;,(kxm(k)dk

where K is an abelian normal subgroup of 4, and 4, is trivial on
the co-compact subgroup I';N K of K. A remarkable aspect of such
formulas in that # (\) for a given )\ depends only on the values
of + along certain cosets of certain relatively small subgroups of
(B, *)-

As an application we consider the following situation. Let &7
be an abelian, nilpotent, finite dimensional algebra over R. Let B
be a symmetric, bi-linear form on .5 which satisfies B(zy, w) =
B(y, xw). We define the scalar log function [ on & by

(@), = 3 (~17*Bla, & )fn .

Note that the sum is really finite so [ is a polynomial.

We suppose that there is a vector lattice 4 .%” such that £°C
Adand B4, 4) © Z. Let ¢ be a complex number. We let 4,(x) denote
the following (usually divergent) series on &4
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a,(x) :7%1 exp 2wi(al(n) + B(n, x)) .

This series is called the theta series of period ¢ associated with
& If o is real each term of @, is bounded so 6, may be considered
as a sequence of Schwartz distributions on .52 We shall show that
in this case 6, converges in the sense of distribution theory. One
other case in which convergence occurs is where &7 is R" with
trivial multiplication and B is the usual scalar product. In this case
l(x) = —||x||*/2. Let 4 = 2". Then

0,(x) = >, exp 2wi(—o||n|*/2 + n-x) .

If ¢ has real imaginary part, this sum converges uniformly in z
and y. The limit is a slight variant of the classical Jacobi theta
on C".

The 64, series behave in many ways like classical theta functions.
For example, if ¢ is real we prove the following theorem (which
does not use the Fourier transform result).

THEOREM C. If o is real, then as a distribution

0,(x) = K(o) Z‘;‘ exp 2wiol(c ™ (x + m))
where K(o) is some constant.

In the case that % = R* with trivial multiplication and B is
the usual scalar product, this result is equivalent with the usual
transformation identity of the Jacobi theta functions under the
modular group. We also outline a technique for computing K(o).

To apply the Fourier transform theorem we consider a slightly
larger class of functions—the mollified theta functions. A linear
mapping 7,: & — & is said to be a mollifier if 7, satisfies z,(xy) =
xzy = 0 for all x, ye.&” and B(x, 7sy) = B(tx, y). The 0 map is a
mollifier, although 5 always has nontrivial mollifiers too. For
example, if ee. % and e5* =0 then the mapping 7,(x) = ex is a
mollifier. The two variable series

04,-(2, ¥) = [exp 2mi(ol(x) + Bz, ¥)10.(y — ox)

is called the mollified theta series with period ¢ and mollifier z,.
Using our Fourier transform theorem we may compute the Fourier
transfer on & X % of any mollified theta functions. See §III.

II. General theory. We begin with a proof of Theorem A
above. Throughout this work we shall write distributions in fune-
tional notation. For example if 4 is a Schwartz distribution on a
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vector space V and A is a topological isomorphism of V into V
which preserves the Haar measure dV, and preserves .&“(V), then
by x— 4(A(x)) we shall mean the distribution 4, defined by {f, v, =
{foA™, 4>. Similarly, if g(x) is a C= function which has bounded
derivatives of all orders, by x — g(®)y(x) we shall mean the distri-

bution f— {fg, ¥>.
We consider pg-primary functions as distributions on <# as

usual and let &# denote the Fourier transform as described above.
First we shall prove the statements about the support of F 4.

LEMMA 1. Let « be a Schwartz distribution on <&. Let L(g)y
be the distribution x— (g+x) and let R(g)y be x — p(xxg). (See
above comments for mnotation). Then

(a) F (L(g)p)(\) = exp —27i{g, M) F r(g*\)
(b) F (R(g)p)(N) = exp —2mi{g, M) F p(\+7) . O

Proof. Straightforward.

Now let &°(<#) be the left annihilator of <7,
A(F) = {xe F|lxF = {0}}.

Let _#.c <#Z* be the set of functionals X\ such that exp-27ix
equals ¢t on I'nN A (F) =T,. It can easily be seen that _#. is
nonempty, although the nontriviality also follows from the corollary
below.

LEMMA 2. Let + be p-primary. Then F+ has a restriction
to _#. in the sense that if f=g9 on _#., then F W(f) = F ¥(g)
for f, ge F(Z*).

Proof. There is a character f# of the abelian group (%)
which equals ¢ on I',. There is a functional A €. 7 such that
exp 2mwiN,| L (#) = fi. Let + be p-primary and let

A (%) = exp —2mix, MY (®) ,
Then " (7x) = +47(x) for veI'. and xe.<Z. Also
FPpN) = F AN — Ny)

so it suffices to show that if f=0 on _#. — N\, then _#7(f) =0. To
see this, let ¢ = & 'f, g (). Let

go(x) = %g(w + 7).
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This converges to a C= function because ¢ is Schwartz. It follows
from reasoning similar to that found in the proof of Corollary 19
below that g, = 0 implies that .77(g) = 0. But, from the Poisson
summation formula

o) = | O exp —2mida, My

where (I'.)* = {Me Z* | NI"'¢) = Z}. But then (I'.)* = _#Z. — N SO
indeed g,=0. Our lemma follows from this since _#(¢9)=_4"(f).

Now let ne_#.. Let . #Z(\) =N+ £L(F)*. Then _#z, is a
countable union of sets of the form _#Z(\). The next lemma shows,
among other things that each _Z(\) is a coset of Z*/(<Z, *).

LEmMMA 3. Let Me.zZ* and suppose N is monzero on Z (7).
Then -7 =0 iff xe L (F). Also LA (F) ={\-x|lvxe P} and - A=
rx iff xe Z(F).

Proof. Suppose xz-An =0 and z¢.(<%). Then there is an =
such that z-" = {0} and x<F" ' +#0. Then x-Z"'C 2 (ZF) so
Mxm ) 0. This is a contradiction to dim 2(<Z) =1. The
second statement is equivalent to saying (<) = M), ker »-2. This
follows trivially from the first statement.

To prove the third statement, if x is not in % (<#) there is an
n such that [», &#"] =0 and [z, &Z" '] # 0. Then [z, ZF"'|C 2 (F)
so there is a ye.&#"*' such that Az, y]) # 0. But then (z-\ —
Ax)(y) #= 0, which is a contradiction. ]

Next we show the “finiteness” claim in Theorem B. Let 7, =
{BeZ* || Z(Z) = nN2(Z) for all ne_#.}.

LEMMA 4. 7, = BB

Proof. Consider the mapping ¢ — 2-A — -2 of <& into 27 (<F)*.
By the lemma this mapping is surjective. Let y=Z%. Then x:\xy=
N+ x4+ M+ 2avy. By left commutativity ahvy = axy = —Mx + y)
since x + ¥ + xy = 0. Hence x+\xy = N + - N — \-2. O

COROLLARY 5. _#Z, is a finite union of sets of the form
s« 7 (N), NE_#.

Proof. Let ne_#. Let I' ={wxeZ|xsne_#). Then zel
iff wx(WxF) = wx.Z(\) intersects _. Hence Ts #(0\) = _# by
Lemma 4. [' not be a subgroup of (& x). However, on .&7(%),
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zxM1y) = Maryxx). Hence I' is a union of right I' cosets. The
component of 0 in I’ is [, = {x|x- )] &(<#) = 0). This is a two
sided ideal of <# and hence a normal subgroup of (<7, *). I's[, is
a closed subgroup of (<Z ») and the quotient M, = (B, »)/['+I, is
compact. The image of I’ in M, is a discrete, closed subset. Hence
[|r«", is compact. The image of I' in M, is a discrete, closed
subset. Hence [I'/I'sx[", is finite. Let x, be a collection of coset
representatives for I". Then

Ay = U @ (LxL)x A2 (V) U

The spaces I'\I'x_# (\) are conveniently describable as homo-
geneous spaces. Let I'i={vel'|vsne Z\)}={vel'|7- N L (F)=0}=
{rer|v«.#)=_#()}. Then N'I'x.#Z(N)=I\.7Z(\). From Lemma
3, for each veI', there is a 6 € <& such that v+«\ = \x8. Let 4;, =
{0 e Z |7\ = a0 for some YeI'}. Note that 4,0 {x e | v = A}
There is a one-to-one correspondence between elements of I'\.#Z(\)
and (Z, x)/4;,. In fact for ge._#(\) there is an z such that g =
Mg, Tgx@ = nx(xx4;). The mapping I'y*8 — xx4,; defines the corres-
pondence. Hence we have proven the following

PROPOSITION 6. I'\_#. is a finite union of sets of the form
\I's_#Z(\). Each of these sets is a (&&, *) homogeneous space.

Next we prove the fact that F#4 is C~ on _#,. This the
hardest part of the proof of Theorems A and B. The main techni-
que is a pair of theorems on C* vectors for representations of Lie
groups due to Poulsen. Specifically, let U be a continuous unitary
representation of a Lie group G in a Hilbert space S#(U).

Let C=(U) be the space of differentiable vectors for U — i.e.,
C>(U) is the set of vectors v for which g —U(g)v is a C* mapping
of G into the representation space S#(U) of U.

We give C=(U) its usual topology (see [9]). Let C~=(U) be the
conjugate dual space to C°(U). The scalar product on 52 (U) allows
us to imbed S#(U) in C—=(U). C=(U) is U invariant. We set
U= = U|C*(U). We let U™ denote the contragredient representa-
tion. The theorem which allows us to conclude that F#% is a C*
function is the following beautiful result due to Poulsen ([9], Corol-
lary 2.1).

THEOREM 7. Let U, and U, be unitary representations of the
Lie group G. Suppose T: C>(U) — C~(U,) is a continuous operator
which intertwines U and U; ™. Then the image of T is contained
in C(U,) and T is continuous from C=(U,) to C=(U,).
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Proof. Let B:C~(U) x C*(U,)—>C be defined by gz, y) =
{y, Tx). Then apply Corollary 2.1 of [9] and note the comments
following 2.1 in [9]. |

The following result, which also is a corollary of results of [9],
enables us to explicitly compute ..

THEOREM 8. If either U, or U, is a finite direct sum of irre-
ducible representations them T has a unique bounded extension to
an intertwining operator from S#(U,) to S~ (U,).

Proof. It is known that C~(U,) is reflexive. Hence T*: C=(U,)—
C~=(U,). T has a bounded extension iff T* does. Hence it suffices
to assume that U, is a finite sum of irreducible representations.
Therefore, it suffices to assume that U, is irreducible. By Theorem
7, T*.C~(U,) —»C=(U,). T*T is then a self intertwining operator
for U>. By Corollary 3.5 of [9], T*T'=xI. Hence | T|=|n"%. [

Next we describe the representations we intend to use as U,
and U, First some generalities on induced representations. Let
K be a closed subgroup of a nilpotent Lie group N and let V be a
unitary representation of K in a Hilbert space S~ (V). Let £ (U")
denote the set of S#(V) valued measurable maps f on N which
satisfy

(1) flkx) = V(k)f(x) for ke K and x € N.

(2) ||f|le LA(K\N) relative to the canonical measure.

Let UV be the unitary representation of N in S5#(U") defined
by right translation. We shall also write UY = ind (K, N, V).
Whenever we discuss induced representations we always will be
using the above realization unless otherwise stated.

Now let U, = ind (I, (&7, x), 5#). It follows from theorem of
[9] and the compactness of I'\(<Z ) that C=(U,) is precisely the
space of p-primary functions of (<7, x).

LEmMMA 9. U, is a finite sum of irreducible representations.

Proof. Since I'\(<Z, ) is compact it is known that U, is an
utmost countable sum of irreducible representations and any given
irreducible representation occurs in U, with utmost finite multiplicity.
We claim that U, is in fact primary. This will prove our lemma.
The primarity of U, follows from results of Moore-Wolf and the
following sublemma.

Sublemma 10. Every irreducible unitary representation U of
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(£, ), which is nontrivial on Z (&%) is square integrable in the
sense of Moore-Wolf [8].

This sublemma implies the primarity of U, for from Moore-Wolf
[8] two square integrable representations are equivalent on (<7 %)
iff they have the same character on Z(<#). Clearly each irreducible
subrepresentation of U, is equivalent to every other irreducible
subrepresentation by this criterion. To prove the sublemma it
suffices to show that for any A e Z* such that \|Z(<#) = 0 we have
Mz, y]) = 0 for all y iff xe Z(B). (See Moore-Wolf, loc. cit.) This
was shown in Lemma 6 above. ]

To describe U, let _#. be as before. By the previous results
I'\_#, is a finite union of sets of the form I'\I'x.#Z (\) and each of
these sets is a (<& *) homogeneous space. Homogeneous spaces
carry invariant measures so I'\_#, has a (<7, *) invariant measure.
This measure is far from unique since I'\_#; is not necessarily con-
nected. However, we may normalize the measure on I'\_#Z. as
follows. _#. is an additive coset of the additive subgroup .#; of
ZB* given by #,={Me Z* |\ =0}. (Recall I'. = I' N L (F)).
As such, _#, carries an essentially unique measure d.# which is
invariant under the transformation - a4y —=z forall z, y, z€ _#,.
Let f be a continuous function on _# with compact support. Then
Siror f(7#0) = f(0) defines an element of C,(I'\.#.) and there is a
unique choice of invariant measures v on I'\_#, such that S B fa.# =
S, fdv. We assume that » has been so chosen. ‘

Let 2#(1) be set of measurable functions on _#, for which

(1) p(M)Ff) = exp —2midy, My f(van) veT.

(2) |fle LI\ .Aw-

Then £#4(y) is a Hilbert space with the obvious innerproduct.
We define a representation U, of (<7, *) in 2#(1) by setting
U9)f(\) = exp —27mi{(g, Ay f(A+7). The point of these definitions is
that they mimic the invariance properties of the Fourier transform
of primary functions as described in Lemma 1. In fact, if  is a
primary function, .7+ meets the algebraic condition necessary to
define a functional on C(U,): p(7). 7 (N) = exp —2mi{Y, AN). T 4p(T*\),
for all YeI'. The question is, does .74 have the correct rate of
decay at o to define an element of C—(U,). In fact, if we can
show that 74 eC (U, then 4 — .7 will define a continuous
intertwining operator between C>(U,) and C~=(U,. By Poulsen’s
theorem (7 above) o — .7 will then be a continuous mapping of
C=(U,) into C=(U,). It will be shown that C=(U,) consists of C*~
functions on I'\_#, so we will have proven that 7+ is a C~ func-
tion. Actually C=(U,) is not a subset of $7(<#), in part because
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the elements of C~(U,) are supported in _#,. This would not cause
problems if each element f of C=(U,) could be extended to an ele-
ment f of S°(<*) for then we could define T(f) = Tw(F).
Unfortunately, the elements of C=(U,) cannot be so extended as the
elements of C~(U,) do not tend to zero at infinity. What we will
show is the following:

Let fe & (<#F*) and let yel'. Set

Vi) fn) = m(y) exp —2mily, A\ f(y*\) .

Note that for yel'y =I'N ¥ (<F) and x €< we have y*x =y +
z, y*An = A and p(y) = exp —2wily, Ay. It follows that as a function
of y, V(y) is constant on cosets of I, in I'. Of course I'. D Z(<#)
so that ' \I'" is discrete. Let

Tuf = ré\rV(’Y)fI% .

We will show that z, is a surjective mapping of £ (<#) onto
C>(U,). Furthermore we shall show that kerc.cker 7. It will
follow that we may define an element  of C~=(U,) by setting
Jf) = TY(f). 4 — will then be an intertwining operator
from C=(U,) to C—=(U,).

It will then be an easy matter to show that F+ is a C*
function on _/#..

To deseribe C=(U,) let #Z. = Ui '*.#Z(\;) as in Lemma 5.
Let 22°(\;) be the set of functions in .27;(tY) which are supported
in I'=.#Z(\;). The .9¢°(\,) are mutually orthogonal, invariant sub-
spaces of 27 (p) and ZF(p) = > P % (). Let U(\,) be the
restriction of U, to .2#"(\,). We shall describe C~(U(\,)). Let 7 be
fixed and set A = .

As commented above, I'\['* # (\)~(<Z, x)[4;, where ={0 € F|n+d=
v*x for some v el',}. This suggests that U(\) should be equivalent
with a representation induced from a character X, of 4,. This is
the case as we now show. First we define X,.

LEMMA 11. For de 4, let
X;(0) = #(\(9)) exp —2wind ~ Y(0))

where 7(0) is any element of I' such that v(0) » = N:6. Then X0)
18 a well defined character of 4,.

Proof. First we show that X, is well defined—i.e., #(7(3))
exp —2mi{v(d), Ay does not depend on the choice of ¥(0) in I. Let
Yxxn = Y'sn for ¥ and ¥ in I'. Then (Y*¥)x» =X so Y*7el'. by
Lemma 3. Let o0 =7'%y. Then 7' = o0xY =00 + 7. By definition,
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p(o) = exp —2mi{a, \) so
p(Y) exp —2xwidv, vy = p(Y') exp —2milY’, \)

as claimed.

To show that X, is a character, let §,, d,€4,. We may take
Y(0,%0,) = 7(0,)*7(dy). Then 06,%0,—7(0,%0,) = 6, — V(8,) + 0, — 7(05)+ 0,0, —
v(8,)Y(0,). Since g is a character on I', it suffices to show that
<31'521 7y = <’Y(51)7(32), Ay. But <61‘32: Ay = <51: N0y = <31’ Y(0) ) =
(7(02)05, M) = {¥(82), M-8, = {Y(0.)7(2), ). O

THEOREM 12. U(\) is equivalent with the induced representation
ind (Aly XZ, (% *))'

Proof. For fe.22"(\) let
Tf(x) = exp 2wilZ, M) f(M*T) .

Tf is a map of && into C. We claim Tf belongs to .2#°(ind 4, X,,
(<, *)). Let 6e4,. Then

Tf(0xx) = exp 2mi{Exd, N F((A*0)+E) .

Now

F(0)xB) = f(V(0)x(\xE)) = [(7(D)) exp —2mi{Y(8), M+Ey f(M*E) .
Also

(Exd, Ny = (& + 6 + %0, A) = <& + 6 + MO)F, y) = {V(0), M+E)
+ {8 — M), A + T, A .
Combining these equalities we see
Tf(0xx) = X:(8)Tf () .

Since the measure on I'\I'x_#Z (\) is defined by the identification
of NI'sx.#Z(\) with 4\(&Z, =), T is unitary. We need to show that
T intertwines the given representations. This, however, is a
straightforward computation similar to the above.

Next we must describe the C= vectors for ind (4, X, (B, *)) =
U, X). They are describable in terms of the Schwartz functions
on . Actually our description will be valid for any connected,
simply connected nilpotent Lie group. Let N be any such group
and let _#~ be the Lie algebra of N. Let .7~ be a vector subspace
of the vector space 4. Let $(9 ) denote the Schwartz space of
rapidly decreasing C> functions on .. Let TC N be the set T =
expy7. By S(T) we shall mean the set of complex functions f
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on T such that foexp, belongs to ¥(7 ). If 7 is a topological
vector space, by S(T,7") we shall mean the set of functions
f: T— 7 such that ¢t — (f(t), w)> belongs to F(T) for all we7*
(7°* is the continuous dual of 77).

We shall require an intrinsic description of S7(IN). A poly-
nomial function on N is a function p on N such that poexp, is a
polynomial on N. A right, polynomial, differential operator on N
is an operator D expressible in the form D = 3 p,X; where X, are
left invariant differential operators on N and p, are polynomial
functions on N.

LEMMA 13. expy maps the set of polynomial differential oper-
ators on ¢~ surjectively onto the set of right polynomial differen-
tial operators on N.

Proof. Let Ye 4. Let Dyf(x) = d/dt|,—of(x + tY). We begin
by showing that there is a polynomial operator F, on N such that
(Fyf)eexpy = Dy(foexpy). Let {X, ---,X,} be a Jordan-Holder
basis for .4 —i.e., [X,, X;]espan{X,, ---, X;_,} for all ¢, 4. It
suffices to show F, exists for all j. We proceed by induction on
j. For Ye_s let Y denote also the left invariant differential
operator defined by Y. If ¢ =1 we claim that F; = X,. In fact

X, foexpyx = —g;’ f (expy x eXpy tX,)

L | flexpy @ + tX)) = Dz, f)° expy -

Now suppose that the theorem is true for all j, < j. There is
a polynomial mapping » of _#" X R into _#~ such that exp, X
expy tX;=expy p(x, t). Furthermore p(z, t)=x+tX; mod span {X,, - - -,
Z;_,}. Hence
d

X;fo expy(x) = e e Joexpy o(zx, t)

= Dy (f o exps 2) + 5, D) D, f o exDy
i—1
= Dy;(fo expy @) + 3 0u(@)(Fx,f) o €XDy &

We get the desired result upon solving the above for Dy..

It is now clear that exp, maps polynomial differential operators
on 4~ to right polynomial differential operators on N as the Dy,
generate the algebra of polynomial operations as a module over the
polynomial functions. The surjectivity of the mapping is obvious
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since it is clear that for any right polynomial operator D, the
operator D' given by f — (D(felogy)oexpy) is polynomial on _#" []

COROLLARY 14. A C~ function f belongs to F(N) ff Df is
uniformly bounded for all right polynomial differential operators D.

Now let K be a closed, but not necessarily connected, subgroup
of N. Let X be a character of K. Let U* = ind (K, N, X) realized
as usual (see the above comments). Let = be the map of S7(N)
into 22 (U%) given by:

of@) = S L) £ ()l .
K
Our main result on C~ vectors is the following

THEOREM 15. Suppose U* is a finite direct sum of irreducible
representations. Then T 1is a surjective mapping of F(N) into

C=(U".

Proof. According to theorem of [9], C~(U"”) is the largest space
& of C= functions which satisfies the following

(1) fe%& implies that f(kx) = X(k)f(x) for all k€ K and x € N.

(2) |[fleLK/N).

(3) & is closed under all left invariant differential operators.

From this characterization, it is eclear that S/ (N)c C=(U%).
The only problem is to prove the surjectivity. Let L D K be the
smallest closed connected subgroup of N containing K. Let & be
the Lie algebra of L and let .7~ be a vector compliment to & in
4. Let T =exp.7. Then N = LT and the mapping of L x T—
N given by (I, t) — It is a C~ isomorphism.

LEMMA 16. There is a C= function ¢ on N such that (i) ¢ is
independent of the t variable and is compactly supported im the I-
variable.

(i) S o(kz)dk = 1 for all ze N.
K
(iii) ¢ is positive.

Proof. It suffices to assume L = N for we may extend a ¢
which is defined on L to N by setting ¢(lt) = ¢(I). Hence K\N may
be assumed compact. (See [1]). Let us also assume for the moment
that the identity component K, of K is trivial so K is discrete. Let
7: N— K\N be the projection map. There is a finite family of
open sets U, ---, U, of N such that 7| U, is a homeomorphism onto
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an open subset of K\N and =(U,) cover K\N. By passing to a
subordinate covering of K\N if necessary, we may assume that
there is a partition of unity of K\N relative to the =(U,) — i.e.,
there are C* functions h, on K\N such that each &, is supported in
(U;) and >\, h; = 1. Let ¢, be the function which is equal to h;ow
on U, and is 0 otherwise. Let ¢ = D2, &,.

We claim that 3, ¢(kx) =1 for all x. To see this note that
>k ¢(kx) = h,ow(x) since kU, N kU, = ¢ =k, = k,. Hence >, é(kx)=
Sghiomw = 1.

If K, + {¢}, then K, is normal. We form the ¢ corresponding
to K\K on K\N. Let 7, N— K,\\N be the projection and let ¢, =
pom. There is a C~ function + with compact support on cosets of

K, such thatg w(kx)dk =1 for all ©. Then gy is the desired ¢
K
on N. ’ U

We shall use ¢ to prove the surjectivity of = as follows. Let
feC=(U%. Then fis a C~ function on N. We claim that f = z4f.
In fact

waf(@) = | Xs)pe0) f o)k

= | se)dhf (@)
= f(x) .

Hence we need only show that ¢f e P(N). Let L and T be
as in the above proof. Let p be a polynomial function on T. We
shall show that sup,.r|o(t)|sup,..|flt)] < o for all feC(U").
This will imply that gfe S (N) for let g: ¥ x .7~ — C be given by
9(, t)=¢f (expylexpy t). Let fi(l, t)=f(expylexpyt) and let ¢, t)=
dlexpy lexpy t). The mapping (I, ) — logy (expy l expyt) of ¥ X 7
into N is a polynomial diffeomorphism with polynomial inverse.
Hence ¢fe “(N) iff g€ .9(¥ x .77). Let D be a polynomial differ-
ential operator on & x .77. Then from the product rule of differ-
entiation Dg = 3, D¢, F, f, where D, and F; are polynomial differential
operators on & X .. We may assume that the D, are constant
coefficient operators for we may absorb the coefficient of D, into
F,. Then D,¢, is independent of the .7~ variable and is compactly
supported in the [ variable. Let ¢, (expy!lexpyt) = Dig(l, t) and
let fi(expy | expy t) = F,f(l, t). There is a right, polynomial, differ-
ential operator F, such that Ji= F.f. To show that ¢fis in y(N )s
it suffices to show that ¢, F.f is bounded. We may write F; =
>.p;X, where p; are polynomial functions on N and X; are left
invariant differential operators. X,;f e C>(U%) for all j so it suffices
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to show that ¢,0f is bounded for all polynomial functions p and all
feC>(U%. To this end, note that » may be written 2(,t) =
>, a;(l)b;(t) where a; and b; are polynomial functions.

If we replace ¢, by ¢,a; and replace p by b;, we see that it
suffices to show that ¢pf is bounded whenever ¢ is a C= function
on N = LT which is compactly supported in I and independent of ¢
and p is any polynomial in ¢ and independent of I.

Thus we are reduced to proving the following

LeMMA 17. If fe C=(U%), then
sup | p(t)| sup | f(LE)| < oo
tel leL

for all polynomial functions p on T.

Proof. For teT, let f, denote the function I — f(it) on L. If
feC=(U* then f, is C~ on L and |f,| belongs to L*K\L) since
K\L is compact. Hence f, belongs to the representation space of
V*=ind (K, L, X). f, in fact belongs to C=(V?*) for C*(V* consists
of all C~ functions A on L which satisfy h(kl) = X(k)h(l) since such
functions are automatically square integrable modulo K due to
compactness. C=(V*) has two natural topologies—the usual topology
as a space of C> vectors (see [9]) and the topology of uniform con-
vergence of functions and their derivatives. By the closed graph
theorem, these topologies agree on C>=(V”*). In particular 2(t)f,
will be uniformly bounded on L in ¢ if p(¢)f, is bounded as a mapp-
ing of T into C=(V*). The mapping t— f, has a representation
theoretic interpretation. Note that U’ ~ ind (L, N, V*) due to the
theorem on inducing in stages. We may realize ind (L, N, V7*) as a
space of 22°(V*) valued functions on T. Then t— f,e.9% (ind (L,
N, V%) and the mapping f— f, defines the intertwining operator.
To finish the proof of theorem, we need to show:

LeEmMMA 18. C=(ind (L, N, V%) is (T, C=(VY).

Proof. By assumption U*~ ind (L, N, V¥*) is a finite direct sum
of irreducible representations. Hence V* is a finite sum of irredu-
cible representations (otherwise U”* would have an infinite family of
mutually orthogonal invariant subspaces). Let V* = >, V, where
the V, are irreducible and let U, = ind (L, N, V;). Then U=3\PU,
and C=(U)= > pC=(U,). It suffices to show that C=(U,) =
F(T, C=(V,)). Of course, U, is a finite sum of irreducible repre-
sentations. However an irreducible representation of a connected
subgroup of a nilpotent Lie group N either induces an irreducible
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representation of N or induces a representation which decomposes
with infinite multiplicity. Hence U, is irreducible. Now we change
realizations of U, and V,. There is a connected subgroup M of L
and a character N of M such that V,~ind (M, L, ). Then U, ~
ind (M, N, \). Let _# be the Lie algebra of M in 4. Let & be
a vector compliment of _# in &¥. Then 4" =7 FPH.7. Let
S=expy . Then N=MST. We define the Schwartz class .“(ST)
by setting fe.&7(ST) iff the function g(s, t)=f(expy s expy t) belongs
to (7 x 7). It follows from results of Corwin, Greenleaf and
the author that ind (M, N, ) can be realized in L*ST) and
C>(ind M, N, ) = &“(ST), [4]. For each fe S(ST) and teT let
fi(s) = f(st). Then for each ¢, f,e S”(S) and t — f, defines a bounded
element of (T, &°(S)). Now V,~ind (M, L, \) can be realized in
LXS) and C=(V,)~ S(S) by the results of [4] mentioned above.
The representations ind (L, N, ind (M, L, »)) and ind (M, N, \) are
equivalent and the equivalence is given by mapping f— (t — f,) as
defined above. Since t— f, belongs to 7(T, S7(S)), it follows that
C>(U,) ~ C=(ind (L, N, ind (M, L, \))) c (T, &~(S)). But &(S) =
C>(ind (M, L, \)) ~ C=(V?%. Hence C=(U,) = (T, C=(V%). O

COROLLARY 19. Let K be a closed subgroup of N and let X be
a character of K such that ind (K, N,X) = U* 1s a finite sum of
1rreducible representations. Then C~=(U*) may be canonically iden-
tified with the space of distributions « on (N) which satisfy
(k) = X()p(x) for all ke K. (y(kx) denotes left tramslation of
distributions).

Proof. Let ¢ be a C= function of N such that S s(kw)dl = 1
K

as in Lemma 16. Then f — ¢f defines a continuous mapping of
C=(U% into &“(N). Let  be a distribution on $”(N) which satis-
fies the hypothesis of the theorem. Let ¢(f) = X(¢f). (—denotes
complex conjugate. Recall C~ is the conjugate dual). Then ¢e
C~—(U". We claim that 4 does not depend on the choice of 4.
Let ¢, be another such ¢ and let f, = ¢.f — éf. Then zf, =0. We
need to show that «(f) =0. To see this let ge.S(N). Let

L(x)g(y) = g@'y). Let fyxg = SNﬁ(w)gdx, interpreted as an S“(N)

valued integral. We shall show that this integral converges in
S(N). Granting this for the moment we see

v(Frg) = | FiowLw)ds

- SK\N SK f—°<kx>¢(L(kx)g>dkdx = SK\N Tfo(x) "y (L(x)g)dx = 0 .
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Here we have used (L(kx)g) = X(k)y(L(x)g). Hence (foxg) =0 for
all g. This implies 4(f,)=0 as claimed. Convergence of the .&*(N)
valued integral means precisely that for all 4 € '(N), fu(@)y(L(x)g) €
L'N). (Recall that S(N) is reflexive and the integral is defined
by reflexivity). This will follow from the following lemma.

LEMMA 20. There is a polynomial function p on N depending
on + and g such that |y(L(x)g)| < p(x) for all xe€ N.

Proof. As shown above S”(N) can be characterized as the
space of functions g such that Dg is bounded for all right polynomial
differential operators D. For each such operator D let p,(g9)=|Dg|l..
The family {o,} defines the topology on S(N) so there are operators
D, such that

()] = X | Dig |l

for all ge #(N). We may take D, = p,X, where X, is left invariant
differential operator on N and p, is a polynomial function on N.
Then |[4(L(x)g)| is bounded by a sum of terms of the form
lo. L) X.9|le = || (L(x™)p)X,9]l.. There are polynomial functions ¢
and 7 on N such that p,(xy) < |g(@)||r(y)| for all z, ¥ in N and all
t.  Hence | L )pXigle=1q9@) || rXglle. Thus, [y(L(x)g)| =
> (lrXag )| () . O

Now we are ready to prove our first main theorem. We refer
the reader to the material following Sublemma 10 for notation.

THEOREM 21. Let + be a p-primary function on N. Then 7 «
18 a C* function on _#u.. In fact there is a function fe 7 (Z*)
such that 7 4(\) = t.f(N) for all ne _#.. The image of F s
precisely the image of T,.

Proof. Let + and 27 (1) and U, be as before.
LEMMA 22. 7, is a surjective mapping of S (Z*) onto C(U,).

Proof. From Lemma 5, _#. is a finite union of sets of the
form I's.#(\) for ne _#,. C=(U, is the direct sum of C=(U(N\))
where U(\) is (as before) the restriction of U, to the space of
functions in %;(¢) supported in I's_.#Z(\). I'\I's.#Z(\) is in turn
isomorphic with I'\.#Z(\) where I'y ={vel'|7-NZL(FZ) = 0}. Let
fe A A(#Z(\) and let

Tf(N) = 3 H(7) exp —2midY, M SN .
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It suffices, we claim, to show that 7z, is a surjective mapping of
F( A (\) onto C=(U(\)), considered as a space of functions on
A (N\). In fact let geC=(U()\)), considered as a function on
I's.#(\). Then, assuming that 7, is surjective, there is a function
fin (A4 (\)) such that z,f = g| . #Z(\). There is a neighborhood
U of . #Z(\) such that Un Z(\) =4 if Ne #Z(\). f may be
extended to an element f’e.%”(<#*) which is supported in U. It
is easily verified that z,f’ is zero off of I'x.#Z(\) in _#, and
Tof' |\ #Z(\) = g, proving our claim.

To show the surjectivity of 7, we trace through the identifica-
tion of U(\) with ind (4,, X;, &) = U* developed above. It will turn
out that z, is essentially the ¢ associated with U*. In fact, for
fe FA(#Z(\) let Tf: & — C be given by T'f(x)=exp 271{E, A) f (M*T).
Let {x e & |nxx = A} = (4),. (4y), is in fact the identity component
of 4, For xe(4,), and y e Z, My*x) = My) + Mx). It follows that

Tf(w+y) = exp 2x,{%, M) Tf(y) = X,(x)Tf(y)

for xze(4,), Since (4;), is connected, there is a Schwartz function
g such that

T@ = | | %k gl .
(40
We claim that zg = T7,f. In fact
Tg = Z\. Tf(62)%;(0)

4300\ 2

= 3, exp 21i{T0, N)X(0)f(\+0)+X)) .

Let a+6 = v(0)*\ where Y(0) € I',. 7(0) is uniquely determined modulo
I' . and the mapping 6 — ¥(6) gives rise to a one-to-one correspond-
ence between I' \I'y, and (4,;)\4;,. Furthermore, in the proof of
Theorem 12, it was shown that

exp 27, (T8, vy = exp 2wi({7(0), MT) + <T, A))X;(5) .
Hence

tg(x) = exp 2mi%, \) F;‘,r exp 27i Y, MT) f(V:nxE) = T, f () .

It follows that the image of 7, is contained in C*(U(\)). Con-
versely, let g (). Let

go(x) = SM))OXMk”)g(kx)dx

and let f(\+T) = exp —27iT, M) go(T). On (4y),, Xi(x) = exp 2mwidw, \)
so f is well defined. It is easily seen that fe (_#Z(\)) and as
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above T.f = rg. Hence 7, is onto C*(UX)) as claimed.
Now let 7 be a Schwartz distribution on <Z* which satisfies
N(vEN) = E(Y) exp —2wi{Y, Myp(n) for all ver.

LEMMA 23. There is an element 7' € C~=(U,) such that 7(f) =
N (zuf) for all fe P (F*).

Proof. For all xe_#, let 7, be the restriction of 7 to _.Z(\).
By this we mean the following. For each fe . S(_#(\)) there is
an element fe . S°(<#*) such that F is zero on _Z, ~ .#Z(\). Let
7:(f) = 7(f). This is independent of the extension f by Lemma 2
and its proof. We lift », to a distribution 7, on .7 (<#) by setting

%;(9) = 771(T ~ig,)

where T is as above and
gi(@) = g L~)gle)dle .
(dy)g

Then 7,(0x) = X;(0)n,(x) for xc<#. By Corollary 19, there is a
functional %, in C~(U*) such that 7,(7) = 7.(rg). Let 7,(f) =
N ATS) for fe C*(U(\)). Then, for fe 7 (<F*),

(Tof) = No(TTof)
= 74(79)
= N4(9)
= N(f)

where g is any element of $°(<#) such that
Tf@) = | Lk gl .
(4x)

Now write _#Z, = N\, I'*.#Z(\;). We use the isomorphism of
U, with 3@ U(\,) to define an element 7' of C~—(U, by setting
7 =37, Itis easily seen that 7'(z.f) = 9(f), as desired. |

It follows from Poulsen’s theorem above that (7 ) eC=(U,)
for all g-primary functions «» since » — (F 4)' is a C~ intertwining
operator.

LEMMA 24. T 4 eC>( #) and (T ) = T | #p
Proof. Let (7 ) = geC>(U,). Let heC~(_#, and suppose

h has compact support. Since _#, is a countable union of affine
subspaces, we may define Lebesgue measure on _#,. Let dx denote
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this measure. Let

{g, h) = g hgdx .

Ay

Then it can be seen that

o b = S Y h(vm)g(w%))dv

””#( TAPAVE

Using the invariance property of g this is seen to the (g, t.h) where
(, ) indicates the 2#(¢) innerproduct. But by definition

(T, ) = (T ) (th) = T (k) .

Hence .7+ is integration against ¢, as claimed. N

Next we prove surjectivity. Let geC=(U,. Then geC=(_#.)
and ¢ is bounded on _/Z, since ¢ is in the image of 7z,.

We consider g as a distribution on £Z* given by integrating
over _#, against gdx where dx is as above. As a distribution, gdz
has an inverse Fourier transform, say .7 '(gda) = +4r€ A (Z). It
is easily verified that o satisfies (7=x) = p(V)p(x) for all vel.
Hence +r may be considered as an element of C~=(U,). Hence, as
above, .7 ' maps C=(U,) into C=(U)). .7 ' is the inverse of .7~
so .7 maps C=(U,) one-to-one and onto C=(U,). ]

TI1. Examples.

ExAMPLE 1. In this section we describe a specific class of
algebras from which our main examples come. Our class is motivated
by Howe’s work [6]. Let _# be an abelian, nilpotent algebra which
carries a nondegenerate symmetric form B which satisfies B(xy, w)=
B(y, xw). Let 7z, .F — 7 be a mollifler (see §I above). Let .o/ =
F x 7 with the algebra structure (z;, 2.) (¥, ¥.) = (@Y, ©.Y.). We
shall adopt the notation that if 2 ¢.%/, then the 7th component of
2 will always be denoted by z,. On .o~ let ¢ be the form

¢(x, y) = B(wy, y,) — By, %) .
It is easily seen that ¢ satisfies the “twine” idenities:
d(xy, w) = oy, zw) = ¢z, [y, w]) .

é 1s a nondegenerate, bi-linear form on & and .o~ is a left com-
muntative algebra. Let 7: .97 — .o be the form

T = (texy, (I — o)) .
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Let o =1-—r~.
Then 7 is a left, .%-module homomorphism of .&7 into &£ (%)
which satisfies

¢(zx, y) = ¢z, T°Y)
for all z, ye.o7. Let a(x, y) = ¢(x, Ty).

LEMMA 25. Let <% = . X R with the product (x,s)(y,t)=
(xy, a(z, ). Then & isa HAT algebra. Furthermore [(x, s), (y, tY]=

([, y], ¢(x, ¥)).

Proof. Associativity and left commutativity of <& are equi-
valent to the identities

a(ry, w) = a(yz, w) = a(x, yw) .

These follow easily from the twine identities and the properties of
7. The Lie bracket identity is equivalent with ¢(x, ¥) = alx, ¥) —
a(y, ©) which follows from the fact that I — z is the adjoint of ¢
relative to ¢. It is now easily seen that Z(<#) = 0 X R. 3

We shall use similar direct product notation for elements of
P = X R—e.g., if xe#, then « = (2, x,) where x,€.% and
x2,€ R. Note that under our conventions ,=((x,);, (x,).) where (x,); €
.. We shall seldom use this notation however.

Now, suppose 4 is a vector lattice in .# such that A-4cC 4.
Let us also suppose that 74— 4. Let 4* = {x e .| B, x) C Z}.
Let 4g= A x A*C .7 and let I' = 4, x RC <. Then I' is co-com-
pact subgroup of (<7, x). Let ¢t be the character of the subgroup
I' defined by p(x) = exp 27wt x,. ¢ is a character because a(4, 4)C Z.

LEMMA 26. U* = ind (I, (&, *), 1) is irreducible.

Proof. We assume that the reader is familiar both with
Kirillov theory [7] and the results of [5] or [10]. Let )\ e<Z* be
defined by MNux) =2, Let . #Z =0Xx F)XRCLH. _# is an
ideal of <& which satisfies .#* = {0}. It is easily seen that as a
Lie algebra, .# is an abelian, maximal subordinate subalgebra for
A and X is integer valued on I' N _#. The mapping exp, from #
to (Z,*)isax—x+a2/2+ -« +2*/n! + --- 80 on _#Z, exp,, is the
identity map. Hence the character corresponding to \ on _#Z is

Am) = exp 2wi{m, \) .
From Kirillov theory ind (_#, (<, x), X) = U* is irreducible. Since
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(£, *) has square integrable representations (Lemma 10), U”* is
determined by its character on Z(<#) =0 x R. U* has the same
character as U* on Z(<#) so U* is a direct sum of copies of U:.
U¢ may in fact be identified with the U* primary summand of
ind (I", (&, x), 1). The multiplicity of U* in U* is given by formulas
in [10]. Let ze<# and let X, (m) = X(x«m=+%). Since .# is normal
in (&, *), X, is a character of _#. Let

X={eZ| X I'n.Z)=1)}.

Then X is a finite union of I'x_# cosets and the multiplicity of
U* in U* is the number of such cosets. However, note that x*xy*x =
r+ T+ ety +yr+oeyk =y +ay +y@& +2%) =y + xy — yxr =
y + [z, y]. Hence X, (y)=X(y)exp2rwi é(x, y,). Thus zeX iff Z>D
é(xy, 4,n (0% 7)) = B((x,),, 4%). Hence (x,),e4 so X =I*_#. Hence
the multiplicity is one so U* is irreducible.

Now to explicitly describe the Fourier transform, we use ¢ to
identify <& with <#*. Specifically, for y € <& we let y* denote the
functional defined by

e, y*) = 6@, Y1) + oY -
LEMMA 27. z-y* = (29, — ¥,7%%,, 0)*

y*x + ([x, y.] + yvote,, 0)* .
Proof.
w, ¥*) = ¢(xw,, ¥,) + a(@, w)y.
= ¢(w,, T,Y,) — $(w,, Y%,
= {w,, (@Y, — ¥,T%%;, 0)*) .

Hence zy* = (2,9, — ¥.7%2, 0)*. Similarly
y* -z = ([, y.] + voTa, 0)* . O

Now let A = (O, 1)*.

Since U* is irreducible, I'\_#, is connected so I'\.Z.,=I\.Z(\)
where I'y={vel'|7 N X (ZF)=0}. From Lemma 3, Z(\)=N\"F =
{(z2, 1)* |z € }. Recall 4, ={0e€Z|N0=7-N for some 7vell}.
Hence 4, = 77%(z%(4 X 4*)) x R. For é e 4, let 7,(06) be any element
of (z*)™(z(6,)) N (4 x A*) and let v(0) = 7,(6) X 0. The character X,
of 4, is described by

%:(0) = £(7(9)) exp 2zwi(0 — 7(9)), M)
= exp 27w10,.

Let 2:22(U*) —22(U*) be an intertwining operator. The
Fourier transform .7~ of a p-primary function ¢ is described by
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7 g(zxx) = Cexp —2milx, M)y 2f(T)

from Theorem 21. Let 7:7(%)— & be a linear mapping such
that 7(x) =« for all xe7(.s”). Then (x, 1)* = \*(Tx, 0) so this
formula may be written as

7 9((x, 1)) = CRg((Tz, 0)7) .

The special case of 7, = 0 should be mentioned. In this case 4,
is the conmnected subgroup &, = (& x 0) X R, and X(p) = exp 27ip,.
The intertwining operator from U* to ind X* is known by [4]. It

is, for feC=(U»), Tf(ac)zgr %)~ f (pxx)dp. This then deseribes
C A\,

the Fouries transform. Note thaot in this case (%) =0 x % and

# can be chosen to be the identity map. Furthermore ((0, z), 0)~ =

(0, —x), 0). Hence

T, @), D*) = g o S @70), (0, =), 02, .

Fon

Note also that if we identify <& and <Z* in the more “conventional”
manner by setting

(=, 1), (y, 2)) = B, t,) + B, ¥:) + ts .
Then ((0, z), 1)* = ((—=x, 0), 1) so we would write

TH@ o, m) = (0, ®), ))wydp .

The “flip” from (z, 0) to (0, x) seems very interesting.

Now let us discuss theta functions. Let ceR and let &2, =
{((s, 08), t)|se .7, te R}. Then &7 is an abelian subalgebra of .Z.
Let X, be the character of .2, given by X,(p) = exp 2win(log,, D).

We shall say that a Schwartz distribution 4, on &Z is a p-theta-
distribution if

(a) 6,(vxx) = p(7)8,(x) for all vel

(b) 0,(xxp) = 6,(x)X,(p) for all pe .7,

The number ¢ is called the period of #,. Note that (b) can be
written

0,(x+exp, p) = exp 2TiN(p)f,(x) .
Differentiating this equality we see that
Pg, = 2nin(P)0,
for all left invariant differential operators P which pass through
Z,.
Note that from Lemma 19, 6, gives rise to an element w, of
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C~=(U* which satisfies (U*)(p)w, = X,(p)w,. Conversely, every
such w, gives rise to a unique g-theta distribution 4,.

LeEMMA 28. For each o€ R there is an essentially unique (up
to scalar multiples) theta distribution 4,.

Proof. Let X, be as above. 27, is a maximal subordinate
subalgebra of <Z relative to A so the representation U’ = ind (<7,
(&, ), X,) is irreducible and equivalent with U# Now, from
Cartier’s C>-Frobenius reciprocity theorem, the number of times U*
occurs in U’ is the dimension of the space of elements we C~(U#
which satisfy U“(p)w = X,(p)w. ([3], theorem). Since the multipli-
city is one, we’re done. ]

We would like to explicitly deseribe 6,. To this end let _#
and X be as in the proof of Lemma 26 above. Let U* = ind (_#,
(B, *), n). It is a simple matter to construct an element w of
C—=(U*) such that U*(p)w = X,(p)w. Once we have constructed such
a w, we shall construct an intertwining operator 7 from U* to U~
Then the image of w under T will be w,. To construct w, recall
that C~=(U*) can be cannonically identified with the space of
Schwartz distributions - which satisfy

r(mx) = X(m)y(x) for all me _# .
Let @ be the distribution defined by the function w defined by
w(m=p) = X(m)X,(p) me._#,peF, .

Note that . #Z =+, = <& and on .# N.#, X and X, agree so this
does define a function w.

Next we need to describe 7. This is easy due to results [16]
and [4]. For feC=(U%), the function v — f(v+x) is constant on
cosets of I'N .# in I’ for each s. Let

Tf = né\rf(v’*x) .

Then by [4], this sum converges uniformly on compact subsets to
an element of C=(U#. T is the desired intertwining operator. The
image of w under T (i.e., woT*) is then the element of C~~(U¥)
defined by the distribution

a,(x) =m§,\r0)(’)’ xL) .

This sum converges in the sense of distributions.
Next we would like to compute 6, explicitly in terms of the
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“coordinates” for <& Since 6,((w, t)) = exp 2nitd (w, 0)), it suffices
to compute 6,(w, 0). First we must compute X, which means com-
puting X,. X, involves log, so we compute log,(w, 0) first. We
begin by noting that a((z, v), (z, ¥) = ¢((®, ¥), =(@’, ¥)) = (=, ¥),
(zo2'(I — 70)y")) = Ble, (I — 7)y") — B(y, 7,2’). Now by induction it is
seen that for n = 2,

(=, ), 0" = ((@", &"'y), al(a, y), @, 2" ~y)))
= ((@", z"7'y), B(@, (I — 7)e"y) — B(y, 7™ ™) .

If » = 2 this says
(=, y), 0 = ((«, 2y), —2B(zw, y) + B(x, ¥)) .
If » > 2, then 72" '=0 since 7,.**=0. Thus ((z, ), 0)"=((z", 2" 'y),
B(x, z*"%). Now suppose y = ox. Let
Uw) = 3 (— 1B, " n .

The following lemma is easily proven from the above comments.

LEMMA 29.
log, ((x, ox), 0) = ((log - @, 6log. x), oB(rwx, ) + ol(x)) .

Hence %,((x, o), 0)=exp 2710(B(t.x, z)+1(x)). Now let ((x, ), 0) €
,@. Then ((xy y)y 0)2((01 Yy — Gx), —a((of y_am): (xy Ux)))*((x, O'x), 0):
(0, y — ox), By — ox, t4x))*((x, ox)). Hence

((x, ¥), 0) = exp 2ni(B(y — ox, 7,x) + 0B(t.x, x) + al(x))
= exp 2wi(B(y, t) + ol(x)) .

Now the set 4, = {((n, 0),0)|n e 4} is a complete set of inequi-
valent representatives of the I'N._# cosets in I'. Given w =
(%, 9),0) in & and ¥ = ((n, 0), 0) in 4,

vxw = ((nxx, y + ny), Bn, (I — 7)y)) .
Now, note that c,(n+x) = 7,(n + ) since 7,.#* = 0. Hence,

B (Y + ny, T(nxx)) = B (Y + 1y, T(n + x))
= BTy + ny), n + ) = B (Y, n + x) .
Hence
o(7xw) = exp 27i((zyy, £ + n) + ol(nxx) + Bn, (I — 7,)y))
= exp 27wi(B(zyy, x) + B(n, y) + ol(n*x)) .
Finally, then
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0,(w) = exp 2wiB(zy, *) ZA exp 2ni(B(n, ¥) + ol(n*x)) .

We simplify this by means of the following lemma which
follows easily from Lemma 29 above with z, = 0.

LemMA 30. For all z,ye #, l(x*y) = l(x) + l(y) — Bz, y). It
Jollows from this lemma that
0,(w) = exp 2wi(B(zy, x) + l(x)) >, exp 2ri(B(n, y — ox) + ol(n)) .

This is exactly the mollified theta series of §I.

To prove the theta identity we re-compute 6, in the 7, = 0 case.
We follow the same procedure as above except that we use the
subgroup &, and the character X, instead of the pair (_#,X). Let
@o(Dex0,) = Xo(D)Xo(p,) for v, G, »,€F,. Then from the uniqueness
of 4,

0,(w) = K(cf)g nZI‘,\F(HO(’Y*W) .

To explicitly compute w,, observe that ((x, %), 0) = ((u, 0), 0)=((v,
ov), t) where u =& — 07'y, v=2+% and t=—0B(u, v). Then w,(w)=
exp 2wio(l(v) — B(u, v)). We simplify using the above lemma.

l(w) = l(z) + (&) — B(x, @) .
0 = l(uxu) = l(u) + l(&w) — B(u, @) .

B(u, v) = B(u, ¢ + 2@t + %) = B(u + u@, x) + B(u, @) = B(#, x)+ B(u, @).
Hence

w(w) = exp 2nio(l(x) — l(u))
= exp 2wio(l(x) — l(x — 07'y)) .

Hence we see that

0,(w, 0) = K(o) exp 2miol(x) 21 exp 2niol(c™(ox — y + n)) .

Equating the above expression of 6, with our first expression
and replacing ox — y by & we see:

THEOREM 31.

> exp 2wi(al(n) + B(x, n))
= > exp 2niol(c™(x + n)) .

This is the desired theta identity.

REMARK. It was originally our hope that one could use the
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generalized theta series to compute sums of the form 322} exp 2win®/p
where p is some integer. Formulas for such sums are known classi-
cally only for 0 < k < 2. The relevance of the theta series is as
follows. Let % =span, 4. Let xe€.% and let 0e@Q. It is easily
verified that there is a sub-lattice 4, 4 such that the functions
exp 2niB(n, x) + al(n) and exp 27wicl(c~(x + n)) are both constant on
coset of 4, in A as functions of n. Let:

0%(x) = [4,: A ;\]Aexp 2ni(B(n, x) + ol(n))
Px) = [4y: AT g,lexp 2riolic™x + n)) .

The function 67 represents, in some very real sense, the “values”
of the distribution 4, at the elements of _%,. It seems reasonable
to conjecture that 6° = K(o)y3. Granted this, let ¢ be an integer
chosen so that cl(n)eZ for all ned. It is easy to see that such
o exist. Let £ = 0. Then #%(x) = 1 while %) = 3 exp 2ncl(c'n).
The theta identity says «%0) = K(o)™*. Of course ¢l(c™'n) can have
arbitrarily large degree so we can compute some greater than
quadratic sums provided we can compute K(o). K(o) should be
computable as follows.

For p arbitrary, let U’ = ind (&, (&5, *), X,). Also set U*r =
ind (_#Z, (&, =), X). Let T*° be the operator from S (U*) to £ (U")

defined by Tof(x) = S  f(@a)Tuw)p. It is easily verified that
0\

Te* defines an intertwirfing operator U? to U°. Let T*x::U?—U?* be
defined similarly using (_#, X) in place of (&#, X;). T*°and T** may
be extended to intertwining operators on the C~ spaces of the cor-
responding representations. Let 6 € C~=(U) be defined by 4(f)=f(0).

Note that o(U°(p)f) = f(p) = X(0)f(0) = X,(p)d(f) for pe &, It
is easily verified that 7°°0) = w, and T°*@) = w. Recall w, is
defined by @y(p*p,) = Xo(0)Xo(p.) and w(m*p,) = X(m)X,(p,) for p, € &,
p,€ P, and me _#. Let T**and T** be the respective intertwining
operators from U° and U* to U? = ind (I'Z(<Z, =), M) used in the
computation of 4, above. Then 4, = T**w = K(o)T"*w,. Hence
Tv2T§ = K(o)T**T°%. From the uniqueness of intertwining
operators this implies T**T%* = K(o)T**T*°. However

Tx,ZTa,x — Tz,lTO,z(TO,z)—lTu,Z
= CT>*(T"%) T

where C is a constant independent of o.
It follows that

C—K(0)T* = (T**)™T

i.e., up to constant multiple K(¢) is the intertwining “constant” of
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T, T%t and T>*. Note that this constant doesn’t depend on I" at
all. It should be expressible as an integral of some sort. Presum-
ing that the intertwining constant can be computed we can evaluate
C by setting ¢ =1, 2 = 0 and using the theta identity which says
1 = KQ)4£0) = K1) > exp 2wil(n). This computes K(1) from which
C can be found.

We have not been anxious to carry out the above procedure
for the following reason. In every example we have tried to com-
pute, so far, we only obtain information concerning the linear or
quadratic sums, regardless of the nilpotent degree of .“. This is
probably due to the tendency of nilpotent analysis to reduce to the
two step case. The formulas for K(o) should still be computed, as
the expressions for +,(0) in terms of Gauss sums are complicated
and a formula for them might express interesting number theoretic
information. It is conceivable also that by exploiting a more general
class of algebras one could obtain more information. For example,
one might try making ¥ non-abelian or using solvable groups
instead of nilpotent groups.

Next we compute the Fourier transform of the mollified theta
series. We shall do this in general only in the case that the molli-
fier 7, is trivial. However, we shall demonstrate the effect of the
mollifier by considering two special cases. One case is the Heisenberg
group and the other is a case that .7 is cyclic (generated by one
generator). The effect of the mollifier is quite interesting. The
effect is to increase the singular support of the Fourier transform.
At first glance it may seem undesirable to increase the singular
support. However, recall that the Fourier transform of a C> func-
tion is a C= function times Haar measure on the singular support,
and is zero off of the singular support. Hence the larger the singular
support, the more the Fourier transform looks like a C* function.

Another curious fact concerning the effect of the mollifier on
the Fourier transform is that the mollifier does not alter the isomor-
phism class of the Lie algebra. In fact a mollified algebra gives
rise to precisely the same Lie algebra as the corresponding un-
mollified algebra. Despite this the Fourier transforms of the same
function can be quite different, depending on the particular algebra
chosen to represent the Lie algebra. This occurs even in the
three dimensional case.

To describe the Fourier transform of the mollified theta series
in the 7, = 0 case, let w, be as before:

@y(De*D,) = Xo(D)Xo(D,) -

From the above computations .77 6,, may be identified canonically
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with an element of C~~(U*?) where U* = ind (4;, (B, *), X;). In the
7,=0 case, 4,=F, X, =X,. The uniqueness of 6,, implies the
following.

THEOREM 32. There is a constant C(o) such that 7 0,,=C(0)®,.

Thus, except for computing C(o), the Fourier transform of 6,,
is automatic. We shall not attempt to compute C(s) as we have
no need for this information at the moment.

In the mollified cases, things become more complicated.

ExampLE II. Let . = R with trivial multiplication. Let 4=2
and let Bz, y) = 2y. Let 7,: ¥ — 7 be the map 7,(x) = (1/2)z. 7,
is a mollifier. The mapping 7: # X # X “ is given by z(x, y¥) =
1/2(x, y). Hence 4, =t c*(U X A)) X R=2Z*x R=1T. It is easily
checked that X, = . Hence, in this case, the Fourier transform is
a scalar multiple of the identity map. Note, however that we are
using an unconventional identification of <& with &*. In more
conventional terms .7 4 is supported in (R X R) X Z and .7 ((, ¥), m)=
Cy(I'(—y, @), 0).

ExAMPLE III. Let _# be generated by a single generator e
subject to the relation ¢ = 0. Let B be defined by

B(et, ¢f) =1 ifi+75=3
=0 otherwise.
We extend B bi-linearly to ¥ x 7. It is easily verified that
B(xy, w) = Bz, yw) for all x, y, w. Let z,: .# X .7 be multiplica-
tion by e. 7, is a mollifier. Let 4 .7 be the span of {¢', ¢’} over
Z. It is easily computed (from z7(z¢%(4dx A))) that 4,={((x, ne?), t)|x €

S, meZ,tec R} and X, is the map ((x, ne®), t) — exp 2wit. An inter-
twining operator from U, to U* is given by

@) = 3 £(0, ne), 0°) .

From the uniqueness of ¢, ., it follows that 7760, .(w) = @,(0, ne*),
0)*(w, 0). Letting w = (2, y) and computing we see

T 0,,.(w) = Clo) 3, @(w + ne’)
= ¢(0) 2} wy(x, y + ne’) .
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