arXiv:1901.03196v1 [math.FA] 9 Jan 2019

ANALOGS OF CERTAIN QUASI-ANALITICITY RESULTS ON RIEMANNIAN SYMMETRIC SPACES OF NONCOMPACT TYPE

MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

Abstract. An L^2 version of the celebrated Denjoy-Carleman theorem regarding quasianalytic functions was proved by Chernoff [10] on R^d using iterates of the Laplacian. In 1934 Ingham [23] used the classical Denjoy-Carleman theorem to relate the decay of Fourier transform and quasi-analyticity of integrable functions on R. In this paper we extend both these theorems to Riemannian symmetric spaces of noncompact type and show that the theorem of Ingham follows from that of Chernoff.

1. Introduction

In this paper we will concern ourselves with the classical problem of determining the relationship between the rate of decay of the Fourier transform of an integrable function at infinity and the size of support of the function in the context of a Riemannian symmetric space X = G/K of noncompact type, where G is a connected noncompact semisimple Lie group with finite center and K is a maximal compact subgroup of G. To understand the context better let us consider the following well known statement: Suppose f ∈ L^1(X) and its Fourier transform satisfies the estimate |f̃(λ, k)| ≤ C ^h_t(λ), λ ∈ a^∗, for some C positive. If f vanishes on a nonempty open subset of X then f vanishes identically (we refer the reader to Section 2 for meaning of relevant symbols). Unlike its obvious Euclidean counterpart, the proof of this statement is not quite elementary as it uses a nontrivial result such as the Kotake-Narasimhan theorem ([26]). However, sharp conditions on the decay of the Fourier transform which prohibits a nonzero integrable function to vanish on an open set is known from some classical results proved in [12, 22, 23, 25, 28, 31]. Recently, some of these results have appeared again in the context of uniqueness of solution of Schrodinger equation [15]. This motivated us to have a fresh look at these results and explore the possibility of extending them beyond Euclidean spaces. Very recently we could extend the main result of [28] for Riemannian symmetric spaces X (see [5]) and in this paper our objective is to do the same with the result

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 43A85; Secondary 22E30, 33C67. Key words and phrases. Riemannian symmetric space, Quasi-analyticity, Ingham’s theorem. The first author is supported by the Post Doctoral fellowship from IIT Bombay. Second author is supported partially by SERB, MATRICS, MTR/2017/000235.

We are grateful to Professors Sayan Bagchi and Angela Pasquale for their helpful comments and suggestions. 1

2 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

of Ingham [23]. A recently proved analogue of the result of Ingham on R^d states the following.

Theorem 1.1 ([4], Theorem 2.2). Let θ : R^d → [0, ∞) be a radially decreasing function with lim_{‖ξ‖→∞} θ(ξ) = 0 and we set

(1.1) I = ∫ ‖ξ‖≥1 θ(ξ) ‖ξ‖^d dξ. (a) Let f ∈ L^p(R^d ), p ∈ [1, 2], be such that its Fourier transform Ff satisfies the estimate (1.2) |Ff(ξ)| ≤ Ce^{−θ(ξ)‖ξ‖}, for almost every ξ ∈ R^d .

If f vanishes on a nonempty open set in R^d and I is infinite, then f is the zero function on R^d .

(b) If I is finite then given any positive number L, there exists a nontrivial radial function f ∈ C^∞_c (R^d ) supported in B(0, L), satisfying the estimate (1.2).

Here, Ff(ξ) = ∫ R^d f(x)e^{−2πix·ξ}dx, with x · ξ being the Euclidean inner product of the vectors x and ξ. It might be worth noting that the function ξ → θ(ξ)‖ξ‖ may not be radially increasing and hence the condition (1.2) does not immediately imply a pointwise decay of the Fourier transform. However, divergence of the integral I does imply that lim sup ‖ξ‖→∞ θ(ξ)‖ξ‖ = ∞. For d = 1, using certain extra assumption on the function θ, Ingham showed that the condition (1.2) together with the divergence of the integral I implies that ∞∑ m=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d^mf dx^m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ −^1_m

∞ = ∞, (see [23, p. 30] for details). It then follows from the Denjoy-Carleman theorem ([34, Theorem 19.11]) that f is quasi-analytic and hence vanishes identically under the assumption that it vanishes on a nonempty open set. It is fairly natural to anticipate that an extension of Ingham’s result on R^d or on a Riemannian symmetric space X will involve a suitable extension of the Denjoy-Carleman theorem for these spaces. One such result was obtained by Bochner in [7, Theorem 3] which provides an analogue of the Denjoy-Carleman theorem for R^d involving iterates of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. An important variant of the result of Bochner was later proved by Chernoff in [10, Theorem 6.1].

Theorem 1.2. Let f : R^d → C be a smooth function.

(a) (Bochner) If ∑ m∈N ‖Δ^m_Rd f‖^{− 1m}∞ = ∞,

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 3

and for all m ∈ N ∪ {0}, Δ^m_{Rd} f(x) = 0 for all x in a set U of analytic determination then f vanishes identically.

(b) (Chernoff) Suppose that for all m ∈ N ∪ {0}, Δ^m_{Rd} f ∈ L^2(R^d ), and ∑ m∈N ‖Δ^m_Rd f‖^{− 12m}_2 = ∞.

If f and all its partial derivatives vanish at the origin then f is identically zero.

In the above Δ_Rd denotes the usual Laplacian on R^d . It was noted in [7] itself that part (a) of the theorem above generalizes to Riemannian manifolds and hence is applicable on Riemannian symmetric spaces. However, we could not use this result to prove Theorem 1.1 even for d = 1 due to the difficulty in estimating the relevant L^∞ norms. On the other hand, part (b) of the theorem above can be suitably used to prove Theorem 1.1. It is thus natural to look for an analogue of Chernoff’s result on Riemannian symmetric spaces of noncompact type and then try to use it to prove an analogue of Theorem 1.1. Our first result in this paper is the following weaker version of Theorem 1.2, (b) for a Riemannian symmetric space X of noncompact type with rank d ≥ 1.

Theorem 1.3. Let f ∈ C^∞(G/K) be such that Δ^mf ∈ L^2(G/K), for all m ∈ N ∪ {0} and (1.3) ∞∑ m=1 ‖Δ^mf‖^{− 12m}_2 = ∞.

If f vanishes on any nonempty open set in G/K then f is identically zero.

Though the assumption that f vanishes on a nonempty open set drastically changes the nature of the theorem but it is still sufficient for the application we have in mind. The main idea here is to suitably use the connection between the Carleman type condition (1.3) and approximation by polynomials proved in [13]. In fact, we will use (1.3) to obtain completeness of Opdam hypergeometric functions in a suitable L^2-space (see Lemma 3.2). For a discussion on quasianaliticity and approximation by polynomials on Lie groups, we refer the reader to [14] and references therein. We also construct an example (see Example 3.8) to show the impossibility of proving an exact analogue of Chernoff’s result Theorem 1.2, (b) on symmetric spaces if we restrict ourselves only to the class of G-invariant differential operators on X. It would be interesting to explore the possibility of extending Theorem 1.3 (and more generally, Theorem 1.2, (b)) to more general Riemannian manifolds. Our final result in this paper is the following analogue of the theorem of Ingham (Theorem 1.1) on X.

Theorem 1.4. Let θ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be a decreasing function with lim_{r→∞} θ(r) = 0 and (1.4) I = ∫ {λ∈a^∗_+| ‖λ‖B ≥1} θ(‖λ‖_B) ‖λ‖^d_B dλ, where d = rank(X).

4 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

(a) Suppose f ∈ L^1(X) and its Fourier transform ~f satisfies the estimate

(1.5) ∫ a^∗×K | ~f(λ, k)| e^{θ(‖λ‖B )‖λ‖B} |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ dk < ∞. If f vanishes on a nonempty open set in X and I is infinite then f is the zero function.

(b) If I is finite then given any positive number L, there exists a nontrivial f ∈ C^∞_c (G//K) supported in B(o, L) satisfying the estimate (1.5).

We refer the reader to Theorem 4.2 for an exact analogue of Theorem 1.1. Recently we could prove a result analogous to Theorem 1.4 for Riemannian symmetric spaces X (see [5, Theorem 1.2]) where the function ‖λ‖_Bθ(λ) was assumed to be increasing (as in [28]). It turns out that with some effort, one can construct a function θ satisfying the conditions of Theorem 1.4 such that ‖λ‖θ(λ) is decreasing on an unbounded set of positive Lebesgue measure. This essentially proves that the results of Ingham and Levinson are independent of each other.

This paper is organised as follows: In the next section, we will recall the required preliminaries regarding harmonic analysis on Riemannian symmetric spaces of noncompact type. We will prove Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 in section 3 and section 4 respectively.

2. Riemannian symmetric spaces of noncompact type

In this section, we describe the necessary preliminaries regarding semisimple Lie groups and harmonic analysis on associated Riemannian symmetric spaces. These are standard and can be found, for example, in [16, 18, 19, 20]. To make the article selfcontained, we shall gather only those results which will be used throughout this paper.

Let G be a connected, noncompact, real semisimple Lie group with finite centre and g its Lie algebra. We fix a Cartan involution θ of g and write g = k ⊕ p where k and p are +1 and −1 eigenspaces of θ respectively. Then k is a maximal compact subalgebra of g and p is a linear subspace of g. The Cartan involution θ induces an automorphism Θ of the group G and K = {g ∈ G | Θ(g) = g} is a maximal compact subgroup of G. Let a be a maximal subalgebra in p; then a is abelian. We assume that dim a = d, called the real rank of G. Let B denote the Cartan Killing form of g. It is known that B |_{p×p} is positive definite and hence induces an inner product and a norm ‖ · ‖_B on p. The homogeneous space X = G/K is a smooth manifold with rank(X) = d. The tangent space of X at the point o = eK can be naturally identified to p and the restriction of B on p then induces a G-invariant Riemannian metric d on X. For a given g ∈ G and a positive number L we define B(gK, L) = {xK | x ∈ G, d(gK, xK) < L}, to be the open ball with center gK and radius L. We can identify a with R^d endowed with the inner product induced from p and let a^∗ be the real dual of a. The set of restricted roots of the pair (g, a) is denoted by Σ. It consists of all α ∈ a^∗ such that

g_α = {X ∈ g | [Y, X] = α(Y )X, for all Y ∈ a} ,

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 5

is nonzero with m_α = dim(g_α). We choose a system of positive roots Σ_+ and with respect to Σ_+, the positive Weyl chamber a_+ = {X ∈ a | α(X) > 0, for all α ∈ Σ_+}. We denote by n = ⊕_{α∈Σ+} g_α.

Then n is a nilpotent subalgebra of g and we obtain the Iwasawa decomposition g = k ⊕ a ⊕ n. If N = exp n and A = exp a then N is a Nilpotent Lie group and A normalizes N. For the group G, we now have the Iwasawa decomposition G = KAN, that is, every g ∈ G can be uniquely written as g = κ(g) exp H(g)η(g), κ(g) ∈ K, H(g) ∈ a, η(g) ∈ N, and the map (k, a, n) → kan is a global diffeomorphism of K × A × N onto G. Let ρ =^1_2 ∑ α∈Σ_+ mαα be the half

sum of positive roots counted with multiplicity. Let M^′ and M be the normalizer and centralizer of a in K respectively. Then M is a normal subgroup of M^′ and normalizes N. The quotient group W = M^′/M is a finite group, called the Weyl group of the pair (g, k). W acts on a by the adjoint action. It is known that W acts as a group of orthogonal transformation (preserving the Cartan-Killing form) on a. Each w ∈ W permutes the Weyl chambers and the action of W on the Weyl chambers is simply transitive. Let A_+ = exp a_+. Since exp : a → A is an isomorphism we can identify A with R^d . If A_+ denotes the closure of A_+ in G, then one has the polar decomposition G = KAK, that is, each g ∈ G can be written as g = k_1(exp Y )k_2, k_1, k_2 ∈ K, Y ∈ a.

In the above decomposition, the A component of g is uniquely determined modulo W . In particular, it is well defined in A_+. The map (k_1, a, k_2) → k_1ak_2 of K × A × K into G induces a diffeomorphism of K/M × A_+ × K onto an open dense subset of G. It follows that if gK = k_1(exp Y )K ∈ X then (2.1) d(o, gK) = ‖Y ‖_B .

We extend the inner product on a induced by B to a^∗ by duality, that is, we set ⟨λ, μ⟩ = B(Y_λ, Y_μ), λ, μ ∈ a^∗, Y_λ, Y_μ ∈ a, where Y_λ is the unique element in a such that λ(Y ) = B(Y_λ, Y ), for all Y ∈ a.

This inner product induces a norm, again denoted by ‖ · ‖_B , on a^∗, ‖λ‖_B = ⟨λ, λ⟩^{12} , λ ∈ a^∗. The elements of the Weyl group W acts on a^∗ by the formula sY_λ = Y_{sλ}, s ∈ W, λ ∈ a^∗.

6 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

Let a^∗_C denote the complexification of a^∗, that is, the set of all complex-valued real linear functionals on a. If λ : a → C is a real linear functional then ℜλ : a → R and ℑλ : a → R, given by

ℜλ(Y ) = Real part of λ(Y ), for all Y ∈ a, ℑλ(Y ) = Imaginary part of λ(Y ), for all Y ∈ a,

are real-valued linear functionals on a and λ = ℜλ + iℑλ. The usual extension of B to a^∗_C , using conjugate linearity is also denoted by B. Hence a^∗_C can be naturally identified with C^d such that ‖λ‖_B = ( ‖ℜλ‖^2_B + ‖ℑλ‖^2_B ) 1_2 , λ ∈ a^∗_C . Through the identification of A with R^d , we use the Lebesgue measure on R^d as the Haar measure da on A. As usual on the compact group K, we fix the normalized Haar measure dk and dn denotes a Haar measure on N. The following integral formulae describe the Haar measure of G corresponding to the Iwasawa and Polar decomposition respectively. ∫ G f(g)dg = ∫ K ∫ a ∫ N f(k exp Y n) e^{2ρ(Y )} dn dY dk, f ∈ C_c(G) = ∫ K ∫ A_+ ∫ K f(k_1ak_2) J(a) dk_1 da dk_2,

where dY is the Lebesgue measure on R^d and

J(exp Y ) = c ∏ α∈Σ_+ (sinh α(Y ))^{mα} , for Y ∈ a_+,

c being a normalizing constant. If f is a function on X = G/K then f can be thought of as a function on G which is right invariant under the action of K. It follows that on X we have a G invariant measure dx such that ∫ X f(x) dx = ∫ K/M ∫ a_+

f(k exp Y ) J(exp Y ) dY dk_M ,

where dk_M is the K-invariant measure on K/M. For a sufficiently nice function f on X, its Fourier transform ~f is defined on a^∗_C × K by the formula

(2.2) ~f(λ, k) = ∫ G f(g)e^{(iλ−ρ)H(g−1k)}dg, λ ∈ a^∗_C , k ∈ K, whenever the integral exists ([19, P. 199]). As M normalizes N the function k → ~f(λ, k) is right M-invariant. It is known that if f ∈ L^1(X) then ~f(λ, k) is a continuous function of λ ∈ a^∗, for almost every k ∈ K (in fact, holomorphic in λ on a domain containing a^∗). If in addition ~f ∈ L^1(a^∗ × K, |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ dk) then the following Fourier inversion holds,

(2.3) f(gK) = |W |^{−1} ∫ a^∗×K ~f(λ, k) e^{−(iλ+ρ)H(g−1 k)} |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ dk,

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 7

for almost every gK ∈ X ([19, Chapter III, Theorem 1.8, Theorem 1.9]). Here c(λ) denotes Harish Chandra’s c-function. Moreover, f → ~f extends to an isometry of L^2(X) onto L^2(a^∗_+ × K, |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ dk) ([19, Chapter III, Theorem 1.5]). Remark 2.1. It is known that ([1, P. 394], [11, P. 117]) for λ ∈ a^∗_+ there exists a positive number C such that (2.4) |c(λ)|^{−2} ≤ C(1 + ‖λ‖_B)^{dim n}.

If rank(X) = 1, then a similar lower estimate holds ([2], P. 653); there exist two positive numbers C_1 and C_2 such that for all λ ≥ 1 (2.5) C_1λ^{dim n} ≤ |c(λ)|^{−2} ≤ C_2λ^{dim n}.

We now specialize to the case of K-biinvariant function f on G. Using the polar decomposition of G we may view a K-biinvariant function f on G as a function on A_+, or by using the inverse exponential map we may also view f as a function on a solely determined by its values on a_+. Henceforth, we shall denote the set of K-biinvariant functions in L^1(G) by L^1(G//K). If f ∈ L^1(G//K) then the Fourier transform ~f can also be written as (2.6) ~f(λ, k) = ^f(λ) = ∫ G f(g)ϕ_{−λ}(g) dg, where (2.7) ϕ_λ(g) = ∫ K e^{−(iλ+ρ)} (_{H(g−1k)}) dk, λ ∈ a^∗_C , is Harish Chandra’s elementary spherical function. We now list down some well known properties of the elementary spherical functions which are important for us ([16], Prop 3.1.4 and Chapter 4, §4.6; [19], Lemma 1.18, P. 221).

Theorem 2.2. (1) ϕ_λ(g) is K-biinvariant in g ∈ G and W -invariant in λ ∈ a^∗_C .

(2) ϕ_λ(g) is C^∞ in g ∈ G and holomorphic in λ ∈ a^∗_C . (3) For all λ ∈ a^∗_+ and g ∈ G we have (2.8) |ϕ_λ(g)| ≤ ϕ_0(g) ≤ 1.

(4) For all Y ∈ a_+ and λ ∈ a^∗_+ (2.9) 0 < ϕ_{iλ}(exp Y ) ≤ e^{λ(Y )}ϕ_0(exp Y ).

(5) If Δ denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator on X then Δ(ϕ_λ) = −(‖λ‖^2_B + ‖ρ‖^2_B )ϕ_λ, λ ∈ a^∗_C .

For K-biinvariant L^p functions on G the following Fourier inversion formula is well known ([36], Therem 3.3 and [29], Theorem 5.4): if f ∈ L^p(G//K), 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 with f̂ ∈ L1(a∗_+, |c(λ)|−2 dλ) then for almost every g ∈ G,

(2.10) f(g) = |W |^{−1} ∫ a^∗ f̂(λ)ϕ_{−λ}(g)|c(λ)|^{−2} dλ dk.

8 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

The spherical Fourier transform and the Euclidean Fourier transform on a are related by the so-called Abel transform. For f ∈ L^1(G//K) its Abel transform Af is defined by the integral

Af(exp Y ) = e^{ρ(Y )} ∫ N f((exp Y )n) dn, Y ∈ a, ([16, P. 107], [21, p.27]). We will need the following theorem regarding Abel transform ([16, Prop 3.3.1, Prop 3.3.2]), which we will refer as the slice projection theorem.

Theorem 2.3. The map A : C^∞_c (G//K) → C^∞_c (a)^W is a bijection. If f ∈ C^∞_c (G//K) then (2.11) F ( Af ) (λ) = ^f(λ), λ ∈ a^∗, where F(Af) denotes the Euclidean Fourier transform on a ∼= R^d .

Remark 2.4. It is easy to see that a special case of Theorem 1.4, namely when f ∈ C^∞_c (G//K), can be proved simply by using the slice projection theorem (see [6] for a more general result in this direction). However, this approach cannot be used to prove Theorem 1.4, because if an integrable K-biinvariant function f vanishes on an open set then it is not necessarily true that Af also vanishes on an open subset of a.

We end this section with a short discussion on Opdam hypergeometric functions which will play a crucial role in the next section. Let a_{reg} be the subset of regular elements in a, that is, a_{reg} = ∪_{α∈Σ}(ker α)^∁.

For ξ ∈ a, let T_ξ be the Dunkl-Cherednik operator [30, Definition 2.2], defined for f ∈ C^1(a) and for x ∈ a_{reg}, by T_ξf(x) = ∂ ∂ξ f(x) + ∑ α∈Σ_+ m_α α(ξ) 1 − e^{−α(x)} (f(x) − f(r_αx)) − ρ(ξ)f(x), where r_α is the orthogonal reflection with respect to the hyperplane ker α and^∂_{∂ξ} f is the directional derivative f in the direction of ξ. In particular r_α is an isometry of (a, ‖ · ‖_B). Let {ξ_1, ξ_2, · · · , ξ_d} be an orthonormal basis of a with respect to the inner product given by B. Then the Heckman-Opdam Laplacian L defined by L = d∑ i=1 T^2_{ξi} ,

is the K-invariant part of the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ on X ([17, Theorem 2.2, Remark 2.3]).

Now, suppose that f is a K-biinvariant smooth, function on G which vanishes on the ball B(o, L) for some positive number L. Using the polar decomposition of G we can view f as a function on A and hence on the Lie algebra a. Using (2.1) it follows that this latter function (again denoted by f) vanishes on the set {X ∈ a | ‖X‖_B < L} which we will continue to denote by the same symbol B(o, L). Since r_α is an isometry it follows from the expression of the Dunkl-Cherednik operator that in this case T_ξf also vanishes on B(o, L) for all ξ ∈ a.

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 9

The Opdam hypergeometric function G_λ, λ ∈ a^∗_C is defined to be the unique analytic function on a such that (2.12) T_ξG_λ = iλ(ξ) G_λ, ξ ∈ a, G_λ(0) = 1, ((see [30, p. 89]). The elementary spherical function ϕ_λ and the Opdam hypergeometric function G_λ are related by [30, p. 89]

(2.13) ϕ_λ(x) = 1 |W | ∑ w∈W G_λ(wx), λ ∈ a^∗_C , x ∈ a. However, there exists an alternative relation between ϕ_λ and G_λ which is important for us [30, (4), p. 119]: For all x ∈ a,

(2.14) ϕ_λ(x) = 1 |W | ∑ w∈W g(wλ)G_{wλ}(x), for almost every λ ∈ a^∗,

where

(2.15) g(λ) = ∏ α∈Σ^0_+ ( 1 − m_α 2 +^{mα/2}_4 λ_α ) , λ_α = ⟨λ, α⟩ ⟨α, α⟩ , and Σ^0_+ = {α ∈ Σ_+ | 2α ∉ Σ}. We now list down a few results regarding the function G_λ which will be needed:

(1) For λ ∈ a^∗ (2.16) |g(λ)||c(λ)|^{−1} ≤ C_1 + C_2‖λ‖^p,

for some C_1, C_2, p ≥ 0 (follows from [30, equation (8.1)]).

(2) For λ ∈ a^∗, the function G_λ is known to be bounded on a ([30, Proposition 6.1]). (3) More generally, for any polynomial p of degree N there exists a constant C_p such that for all λ ∈ a^∗, x ∈ a

(2.17) | | |p ( ∂ ∂x ) G_λ(x) | | | ≤ C_p(1 + |λ|)^N ϕ_0(x), where^∂_{∂x} G_λ is the directional derivative of G_λ in the direction x (see [35, Proposition 3.2]).

3. Chernoff’s theorem for symmetric spaces In this section our aim is to prove the theorem of Chernoff (Theorem 1.3). We start with a few results which will be needed to prove Theorem 1.3. The following lemma is just a restatement of [13, Theorem 2.3] in view of the identification of a^∗ with R^d . Lemma 3.1. Let μ be a finite Borel measure on a^∗ such that, for m ∈ N and 1 ≤ j ≤ d the quantity M_j (m), defined by

M_j (m) = ∫ a^∗ |λ(ξ_j)|^m dμ(λ),

10 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

is finite, where {ξ_1, ξ_2, · · · , ξ_d} is an orthonormal basis of a. If for each j ∈ {1, · · · , d}, the sequence {M_j (2m)}^∞_{m=1} satisfies the Carleman’s condition

(3.1) ∑ m∈N M_j (2m)^{− 12m} = ∞,

then the polynomials in a^∗ are dense in L^2(a^∗, dμ).

Given a positive number L we consider the following function space G_L(a^∗) = span { χ_x : a^∗ → C | x ∈ B(o, L), χ_x(λ) = G_λ(x), λ ∈ a^∗ } . Lemma 3.2. Let μ be a finite Borel measure on a^∗ such that for each j ∈ {1, · · · , d} and each m ∈ N the quantity M_j (m) (as in Lemma 3.1) is finite. If for each j ∈ {1, · · · , d} the sequence M_j(2m) satisfies the Carleman’s condition (3.1) then for each L positive, G_L(a^∗) is dense in L^2(a^∗, dμ).

Proof. We first note that because of finiteness of μ and boundedness of G_λ, for λ ∈ a^∗, the space G_L(a^∗) is a subset of L^2(a^∗, dμ). Let f ∈ L^2(a^∗, dμ) be such that

(3.2) ∫ a^∗ f(λ)G_λ(x) dμ(λ) = 0, for all x ∈ B(o, L). We define a function F on a by

F (x) = ∫ a^∗ f(λ)G_λ(x) dμ(λ), for x ∈ a. It follows from (3.2) that F vanishes on the ball B(o, L). Estimate (2.17) together with dominated convergence theorem implies that P ( ∂ ∂x ) F (x) = ∫ a^∗ f(λ) P ( ∂ ∂x ) G_λ(x) dμ(λ), for any polynomial P . Hence, for α = (α_1, · · · , α_d) ∈ (N ∪ {0})^d we have from the eigenvalue equation (2.12) that T^{α1}_{ξ1} · · · T^{αd}_{ξd} F (x) = ∫ a^∗ f(λ) T^{α1}_{ξ1} · · · T^{αd}_{ξd} G_λ(x) dμ(λ) = ∫ a^∗ f(λ) (iλ(ξ_1))^{α1} · · · (iλ(ξ_d))^{αd} G_λ(x) dμ(λ). (3.3)

Since F vanishes on the ball B(o, L) so does T^{α1}_{ξ1} · · · T^{αd}_{ξd} F . It now follows from (3.3) by taking x = 0, that for all α = (α_1, · · · α_d) ∈ (N ∪ {0})^d ∫ a^∗

(λ(ξ_1))^{α1} · · · (λ(ξ_d))^{αd} f(λ) dμ(λ) = 0.

This implies that f annihilates all polynomials and hence by Lemma 3.1, f is the zero function. □ We will also need the following elementary lemma.

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 11

Lemma 3.3. Let {a_n} be a sequence of positive numbers such that the series ∑ n∈N a_n diverges. Then given any m ∈ N, ∑ n∈N a^{1+ mn}n = ∞. Proof. If lim sup a_n or lim inf a_n is nonzero then the result follows trivially. Hence, it suffices to prove the result for the case lim_{n→∞} a_n = 0. Without loss of generality we can also assume that a_n ∈ (0, 1), for all n ∈ N. Let us define A = { n ∈ N : a_n ≤ 1 n^2 } , B = { n ∈ N : a_n > 1 n^2 } . As ∑ n∈N a_n diverges it follows that B is an infinite set. The result now follows by observing that lim n→∞,n∈B a^{1+ mn}n a_n = lim n→∞,n∈B a^{mn}n = lim n→∞,n∈B e^{− mn log 1a}n = 1,

as for n ∈ B 1 ≤ 1 a_n ≤ n^2, and hence 0 ≤ log 1 a_n ≤ 2 log n. □ For f ∈ L^1(X), we define the K-biinvariant component Sf of f by the integral

(3.4) Sf(x) = ∫ K f(kx) dk, x ∈ X, and for g ∈ G, we define the left translation operator l_g on L^1(X) by l_gf(x) = f(gx), x ∈ X. Remark 3.4. The operator l_g is usually defined as left translation by g^{−1}. The reason we have defined l_g differently because then it follows that S(l_gf) = S(l_{g1} f) if gK = g_1K.

For a nonzero integrable function f, its K-biinvariant component S(f) may not be nonzero. However, the following lemma shows that there always exists g ∈ G such that S(l_gf) is nonzero.

Lemma 3.5. ([5, Lemma 4.6]) If f ∈ L^1(X) is nonzero then for every L positive, there exists g ∈ G with gK ∈ B(o, L) such that S(l_gf) is nonzero.

We now present the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The following steps will lead to the proof of the theorem. Step 1: Using translation invariance of Δ, we can assume without loss of generality that f ∈ C^∞(G/K) and vanishes on the ball B(0, L) for some L positive. We first show that it suffices to prove the result under the additional assumption that f is K-biinvariant. To see this, suppose f ∈ C^∞(G/K) vanishes on B(0, L) and satisfies the hypothesis (1.3). Since Δ is left-translation invariant operator and Δ^mf ∈ L^2(G/K), it is easy to check that Δ^m(Sf) = S(Δ^mf), for all m ∈ N.

12 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

Therefore

‖Δ^m(Sf)‖^2 = ∫ G |S(Δ^mf)(g)|^2 dg ≤ ∫ G ∫ K |Δ^mf(kg)|^2 dkdg = ‖Δ^mf‖^2. Hence_∞ ∑ m=0 ‖Δ^m(Sf)‖^{− 12m}_2 ≥ ∞∑ m=0 ‖Δ^mf‖^{− 12m}_2 = ∞.

If f is not identically zero but vanishes on B(o, L), then by Lemma 3.5, there exists g_0K ∈ B(o, L/2) such that S(l_{g0} f) is non zero but vanishes on B(o, L/2). Hence, if the theorem is true for K-biinvariant function, then S(l_{g0} f) must vanishes identically which is a contradiction.

So, we assume that f ∈ C^∞(G//K) is such that Δ^mf ∈ L^2(G//K) for all m ∈ N ∪{0} and satisfies (1.3). We will show that if f vanishes on B(o, L) then f is the zero function.

Step 2: Given such a function f we define a measure μ on a^∗ by μ(E) = ∫ E |f̂(λ)||c(λ)|^{−2}dλ, for all Borel subsets E of a^∗. Note that the measure μ is W -invariant. We claim that that the space G_L(a^∗) is dense in L^2(a^∗, μ) for any given positive number L. Since Δ^nf ∈ L^2(a^∗, |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ) for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} and |c(λ)|^{−2} is of polynomial growth (Remark 2.1) it follows by a simple application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that μ is a finite measure and G_L(a^∗) is contained in L^2(a^∗, μ). The same argument also implies that polynomials are contained in L^2(a^∗, μ). To prove the claim it suffices, in view of Lemma 3.2, to show that_∞ ∑ m=1 M_j (2m)^{− 12m} = ∞,

where M_j(m) are as in Lemma 3.1. Now, for a large enough r ∈ N and for all m ∈ N we have

M_j (2m) ≤ ∫ a^∗ (‖λ‖^2 + ‖ρ‖^2)^m | ^f(λ)| |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ ≤ (∫ a^∗

(‖λ‖^2 + ‖ρ‖^2)^{(2m+2r)} | ^f(λ)|^2 |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ

) 1_2 (∫

a^∗ |c(λ)|^{−2} (‖λ‖^2 + ‖ρ‖^2)^{2r} dλ ) 1_2

= A_r‖Δ^{m+r}f‖_2, where

A_r = (∫ a^∗ |c(λ)|^{−2} (‖λ‖^2 + ‖ρ‖^2)^{2r} dλ ) 1_2 . Therefore,

|M_j(2m)|^{− 12m} ≥ A^{− 12m}r ‖Δ^{(m+r)}f‖^{− 12m}_2 = A^{− 12m}r ( ‖Δ^{(m+r)}f‖^− 1 2(m+r) 2 )(_{1+} r_m ) .

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 13

Since, lim_{m→∞} A^{− 12m}r = 1, it follows from Lemma 3.3 and the hypothesis (1.3) that ∞∑ m=1 M_j (2m)^{− 12m} = ∞.

It follows that for each positive number L the space G_L(a^∗) is dense in L^2(a^∗, μ).

Step 3: In view of the relation (2.14) between G_λ and ϕ_λ one would expect that the previous step implies something regarding completeness of the elementary spherical functions ϕ_λ. In this regard we consider the space Φ_L(a^∗) = span { λ → ϕ_λ(x) | x ∈ B(o, L), λ ∈ a^∗ } , for any given positive number L and claim that Φ_L(a^∗) is dense in L^1(a^∗, μ)^W . Here L^1(a^∗, μ)^W is the W -invariant functions in L^1(a^∗, μ). To prove this we consider a W - invariant function h ∈ L^∞(a^∗, μ) such that ∫ a^∗ h(λ)ϕ_λ(x) dμ(λ) = 0, for all x ∈ B(o, L). By (2.14) and the W -invariance of h it follows that

(3.5) ∫ a^∗ h(λ)g(λ)G_λ(x) dμ(λ) = 0, for all x ∈ B(o, L). We will now repeatedly apply the operators T_ξ on the integral in (3.5) by viewing this as a function of the variable x ∈ a. To justify the differentiation under the integral it is necessary to show that for each n ∈ N ∪ {0} ∫ a^∗ |h(λ)| ‖λ‖^n |g(λ)||G_λ(x)| dμ(λ) < ∞. By using the estimate (2.16) and the boundedness of G_λ, we get that ∫ a^∗ |h(λ)| ‖λ‖^n |g(λ)||G_λ(x)| dμ(λ) ≤ C‖h‖_∞ ∫ a^∗ ‖λ‖^n |g(λ)| | ^f(λ)||c(λ)|^{−2} dλ ≤ C‖h‖_∞ ∫ a^∗ ‖λ‖^n (C_1 + C_2‖λ‖^p) | ^f(λ)||c(λ)|^{−1} dλ ≤ C‖h‖_∞ ∫ a^∗ (‖λ‖^2 + ‖ρ‖^2)^M | ^f(λ)||c(λ)|^{−1} dλ, M ∈ N, M ≥ n + p ≤ C‖h‖_∞ (∫ a^∗

(‖λ‖^2 + ‖ρ‖^2)^{2M+d+1}| ^f(λ)|^2|c(λ)|^{−2} dλ

) 1_2 (∫

a^∗ 1 (‖λ‖^2 + ‖ρ‖^2)^{d+1} dλ ) 1_2

< ∞, where d = dim a. Note that in the last step we have used the assumption Δ^mf ∈ L^2(G/K) for all m ∈ N ∪ {0}. For each α ∈ Σ^+_0 , we now choose ξ_α ∈ a in such a way

14 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

that λ(ξ_α) = λ_α = λ(α) ⟨α, α⟩ , for all λ ∈ a^∗.

Applying the composition of the operators T_{ξα} , for all α ∈ Σ^+_0 on both sides of (3.5) it follows that

(3.6) ∫ a^∗ h(λ)g(λ) ∏ α∈Σ^+_0 iλ_α G_λ(x) dμ(λ) = 0, for all x ∈ B(o, L). From the expression of the function g given in (2.15) it is easy to see that the function g(λ) (∏ α∈Σ^+_0 iλα ) is of polynomial growth. Since h is a bounded

function it follows that the function h(λ)g(λ) (∏ α∈Σ^+_0 iλα ) is in L^2(a^∗, μ). As G_L(a^∗) is dense in L^2(a^∗, dμ) it follows from (3.6) that h = 0 for almost every λ.

Step 4: By the Fourier inversion (2.10) we have that for all x ∈ B(o, L) f(x) = |W |^{−1} ∫ a^∗ ^f(λ)ϕ_λ(x)|c(λ)|^{−2}dλ = 0. This implies that for all u ∈ Φ_L(a^∗)

(3.7) ∫ a^∗ ^f(λ)u(λ)|c(λ)|^{−2}dλ = 0. As ^f ∈ L^1(a^∗, dμ)^W by the completeness of Φ_L(a^∗) in L^1(a^∗, dμ)^W we can approximate ^f by the elements of Φ_L(a∗), that is, given ϵ > 0, there exists u_0 ∈ Φ_L(a∗) such that ‖ ^f − u_0‖_L1_{(a}∗_{,dμ)} < ϵ. Therefore, ∫ a^∗ | ^f(λ)|^2|c(λ)|^{−2}dλ = ∫ a^∗ ^f(λ) ^f(λ)|c(λ)|^{−2}dλ = | | | ∫ a^∗ ( ^f(λ) − u_0(λ) + u_0(λ) ) ^f(λ)|c(λ)|^{−2}dλ | | | ≤ ∫ a^∗ | ^f(λ) − u_0(λ)| dμ(λ) + | | | | ∫ a^∗ ^f(λ)u_0(λ)|c(λ)|^{−2}dλ | | | | < ϵ. It follows that ^f is zero and hence so is f. □ Remark 3.6. (1) We will like to point out that for rank one symmetric spaces it is possible to prove Theorem 1.3 without appealing to Dunkl-Cherednik operator T_ξ and the Opdam hypergeometric functions G_λ. To see this, note that if μ is an even, finite Borel measure on R and the sequence

M(2m) = ∫ R λ^{2m}dμ(λ), m ∈ N,

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 15

satisfies the Carleman condition (3.1) then by Lemma 3.1 the polynomials which are even functions form a dense subspace of L^2(R, μ)_e where

L^2(R, μ)_e = {f ∈ L^2(R, μ) | f(λ) = f(−λ), for almost every λ ∈ R}. We note that given any such polynomial P there exists a polynomial Q such that P (λ) = Q(λ^2 + ρ^2), for all λ ∈ R.

Obviously the same conclusion is not valid for W -invariant polynomials on R^d , d > 1 and this is the main reason why we needed to use the Dunkl-Cherednik operators and the Opdam hypergeometric functions in the proof of Theorem 1.3. Now, if f ∈ L^2(R, μ)_e is such that for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} ∫ R f(λ)(λ^2 + ρ^2)^ndμ(λ) = 0,

then it follows that f annihilates all polynomials which are even functions. Consequently, f is the zero function. This can be used to prove that the space Φ_L(R) is dense in L^2(R, μ)_e (and hence in L^1(R, μ)_e ). Precisely, if f ∈ L^2(R, μ)_e is such that ∫ R f(λ)ϕ_λ(x)dμ(λ) = 0, for all x ∈ B(o, L), then by defining h(x) = ∫ R f(λ)ϕ_λ(x)dμ(λ), x ∈ G (as in Step 3 of the proof above) and applying the Laplacian Δ repeatedly to h and putting x = e we get that for all n ∈ N ∪ {0} ∫ R f(λ)(λ^2 + ρ^2)^ndμ(λ) = 0.

which implies that f is the zero function. The rest of the proof then goes as it is. (2) It was noted in [10] that Theorem 1.2, (b) fails for d = 1 if^{dm}_{dxm} f(0) vanishes only for even natural numbers m. An analogous phenomena occurs for symmetric spaces also and shows that an exact analogue of Theorem 1.2, (b) is not true for X if we restrict ourselves only to the class of G-invariant differential operators on X. In the following we will illustrate this for the n-dimensional real hyperbolic space H^n by constructing a nonzero square integrable function f on H^n such that Δ^mf(x_0) = 0, for all m ∈ N ∪ {0}, for some x_0 ∈ H^n and satisfies (1.3).

We start with some preliminaries on Jacobi functions ([24]). A Jacobi function ϕ^{(α,β)}_λ (α, β, λ ∈ C , α ≠ −1, −2, · · · ) is the unique even C^∞ function on R satisfying ( d^2 dt^2 + ((2α + 1) coth t + (2β + 1) tanh t) d dt + λ^2 + (α + β + 1)^2 ) ϕ^{(α,β)}_λ (t) = 0,

(3.8)

ϕ^{(α,β)}_λ (0) = 1.

16 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

In this paper we shall assume that α ≥ β ≥ −^1_2 . Let

Δ_{(α,β)} = d^2 dt^2 + ((2α + 1) coth t + (2β + 1) tanh t) d dt . Then rewriting (3.8) we get that (Δ_{(α,β)} + λ^2 + (α + β + 1)^2)ϕ^{(α,β)}_λ = 0,

(3.9) ϕ^{(α,β)}_λ (0) = 1.

The Fourier-Jacobi transform of a suitable even function f on R is defined by (3.10) F^{(α,β)}f(λ) = ∫_∞ 0 f(t)ϕ^{(α,β)}_λ (t)(2 sinh t)^{2α+1}(2 cosh t)^{2β+1} dt, for all complex numbers λ, for which the right hand side is well-defined. We point out that this definition coincides with the group Fourier transform when (α, β) arises from geometric cases. We also have the inversion and Plancherel formula for the Fourier- Jacobi transformation (see [24, Theorem 2.2, Theorem 2.3] for the statement).

The Real hyperbolic space H^n is defined by

H^n = {x ∈ R^{n+1} | −x^2_1 − x^2 − · · · − x^2_n + x^2_{n+1} = 1, x_{n+1} > 0}.

This is a rank one symmetric space of noncompact type and H^n = SO(n, 1)/SO(n). In this particular case, we have (see [9, p.212]), m_1 = dim g_α = n − 1, m_2 = dim g_α = 0.

It is well known ([24, (3.4)]) that the spherical function ϕ_λ on H^n is same as the Jacobi function ϕ^{(α,β)}_λ where α = m_1 + m_2 − 1 2 = n − 2 2 , β = m_2 − 1 2 = − 1 2 , (3.11) and the half sum of positive roots for H^n is given by ρ = α + β + 1 = n − 1 2 . Similarly for H^{n+2l} , l ∈ N the spherical function is equal to the Jacobi function ϕ^{(αl,βl)}_λ where α_l = n + 2l − 2 2 , β_l = − 1 2 , (3.12) and the half sum of positive roots for H^{n+2l} is given by ρ_l = α_l + β_l + 1 = n + 2l − 1 2 = ρ + l. If ξ ∈ H^n then using the Cartan decomposition of SO(n, 1) we can write ξ = ka_t · ξ_0, where ξ_0 = (0, · · · , 1), k ∈ K/M = S^{n−1} and

a_t = cosh t 0_{1×n−1} sinh t 0_{1×n−1} I_{n−1×n−1} 0_{1×n−1} sinh t 0_{1×n−1} cosh t .

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 17

We will need the following version of Hecke Bochner identity on H^n [8, Proposition 3.3.3]: Lemma 3.7. If f(x) = f_0(t)Y_l(k) for x = ka_t.ξ_0, where Y_l is spherical harmonic of degree l on K/M ∼= S^{n−1} then ~f(λ, k) = d_{n,l}Q_l(iλ − ρ) (∫_∞ 0 f_0(t)ϕ^{Hn+2l}_λ (t)(sinh t)^{2ρ+l} dt ) Y_l(k) = d_{n,l}Q_l(iλ − ρ)F^{(αl,βl)} ( f_0 (sinh t)^l ) (λ)Y_l(k), (3.13)

where ϕ^{Hn+2l}_λ is the elementary spherical function on H^{n+2l}, d_{n,l} is some fixed constant depending only on n and l, Q_l(iλ − ρ) is a polynomial in λ given by

(3.14) Q_l(iλ − ρ) = l−1∏ m=0 (iλ − ρ − m), and F^{(αl,βl)}f is the Jacobi transfrom of f defined in (3.10).

Example 3.8. Let h_t be the heat kernel on H^{n+2l} ([3]). Since h_t is a K-biinvariant function on H^{n+2l} , using polar decomposition it can be viewed as an even function on R and hence it can also be viewed as a K-biinvariant function on H^n . We now choose a spherical harmonic Y_l of degree l such that Y_l(k_0) = 0, for some k_0 ∈ K/M. We now define a function f on H^n by (3.15) f(ξ) = (sinh r)^lh_1(r)Y_l(k), for ξ = ka_r · ξ_0. It follows from the point wise estimate of the heat kernel ([3, (3.1)]) that f ∈ L^2(G/K) and f(k_0a_r · ξ_0) = 0, for all r in [0, ∞). We now claim that (Δ^mf)(k_0a_r · ξ_0) = 0, for all r.

To prove this claim we will show that (3.16) Δ^mf(ξ) = (sinh r)^l ( Δ_{(αl,βl)} + δ )_m h_1(r)Y_l(k), for all ξ = ka_r · ξ_0, where δ = (ρ + l)^2 − ρ^2 = ρ^2_l − ρ^2.

Taking Fourier transform the left hand sides of (3.16) and using Hecke Bochner identity (3.13) we get (Δ^mf~)(λ, k) = ( −(λ^2 + ρ^2) )_m ~ f(λ, k) = ( −(λ^2 + ρ^2) )_m d_{n,l}Q_l(iλ − ρ)F^{(αl,βl)}(h_1)(λ)Y_l(k). (3.17)

18 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

On the other hand, using (3.13) we get that the Fourier transform of the right hand side of (3.16) is equal to d_{n,l}Q_l(iλ − ρ)F^{αl,βl} (( Δ_{(αl,βl)} + δ )_m h_1 ) (λ)Y_l(k) = d_{n,l}Q_l(iλ − ρ) ( −(λ^2 + ρ^2_l ) + δ )_m F^{αl,βl} h_1(λ)Y_l(k) = d_{n,l}Q_l(iλ − ρ) ( −(λ^2 + ρ^2) )_m F^{αl,βl} h_1(λ)Y_l(k), which proves (3.16). Now, using (3.17) it follows that ‖Δ^mf‖^2_L2_{(G/K)} = ‖ ~(Δ^mf)(λ, k)‖_L2_{(R×K,|c(λ)|}−2_{dλdx)} = d^2_{n,l} ∫ R |Q_l(iλ − ρ)|^2(λ^2 + ρ^2)^{2m} |F^{(αl,βl)}h_1(λ)|^2 |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ.

Using (2.5), (3.14) we have |c(λ)|^{−2} ≤ C|λ|^{n0} , |λ| ≥ 1, for some n_0, |Q_l(iλ − ρ)|^2 ≤ C(|λ|^2 + ρ^2)^{p0} , for some p_0 > 0 and F^{(αl,βl)}h_1(λ) = e^{−λ2} . Therefore

‖Δ^mf‖^2_L2_{(G/K)} ≤ C ∫ R ( λ^2 + ρ^2

)_{2(m+p0)} e^{−2λ2} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ = C^{2(m+p0 )} + C_1 ∫_∞ 1 (y 2 + ρ^2 )_{2(m+p0)} (y 2 )^n0^{−1}_2 e^{−y} dy ≤ C^{2(m+p0 )} + C^{2(m+p0)}_2 ∫_∞ 1 y^{2(m+p0)} y^{n0−12} e^{−y} dy

= C^{2(m+p0 )} + C^{2(m+p0)}_2 Γ ( 2m + 2p_0 + n_0 + 1 2 )

≤ C^{2(m+p0 )} 0 Γ ( 2m + 2p_0 + n_0 + 1 2 ) . Consequently, ∑ m∈N ‖Δ^mf‖^{− 12m}_2 ≥ ∑ m∈N C^{−2(m+p0)4m} 0 Γ ( 2m + 2p_0 + n_0 + 1 2 )_− 1_{4m}

Now, using the fact that ([32, p. 30]) lim_{n→∞} Γ(n + α) Γ(n)n^α = 1, for α ∈ C ,

it follows that ‖Δ^mf‖^{− 12m}_2 ≥ C^{−2(m+p0)4m} (Γ(2m))^{− 12m} (2m)^{− 4p0+n0+18m} ≥ C^{−2(m+p0)4m} (2m)^{− 12} (2m)^{− 4p0+n0+18m} .

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 19

Hence, for large m, ‖Δ^mf‖^{− 12m}_2 ≥ C(2m)^{− 4m+4p0 +n0+18m} , and (2m)^{4m+4p0 +n0+18m} ≤ (2m)^{8m8m} = 2m.

Therefore, ∑ m≥m_0 ‖Δ^mf‖^{− 12m}_2 ≥ ∑ m≥m_0 1 2m = ∞. This shows that the function f satisfies (1.3) and Δ^mf(k_0a_r.ξ_0) is zero for all m ∈ N ∪{0} and r in [0, ∞].

4. Ingham’s theorem for symmetric spaces In this section we will prove Ingham’s theorem (Theorem 1.4), using Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We will first prove part (b) by reducing matters to R^d with the help of Abel transform A. Since the integral in (1.4) is finite, we have ∫_∞ 1 θ(r) r dr < ∞. Since θ is decreasing by part (b) of Theorem 1.1 for L positive, there exists a nontrivial radial function h_0 ∈ C^∞_c (R^d ) with supp h_0 ⊆ B(0, L/2) such that (4.1) |Fh_0(ξ)| ≤ Ce^{−‖ξ‖θ(‖ξ‖)}, for all ξ ∈ R^d . Since h_0 is a radial function on R^d , it can be thought of as a W -invariant function on A ∼= R^d . Hence by Theorem 2.3, there exists h ∈ C^∞_c (G//K) such that A(h) = h_0 with supp h ⊆ B(o, L/2). For a nontrivial ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (G//K) with support contained in B(o, L/2), we consider the function f = h ∗ ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (G//K). It follows from Paley- Wiener theorem ([20, Theorem 7.1, Chapter IV]) that the support of f is contained in B(o, L). Using the slice projection theorem (Theorem 2.3) and the estimate (4.1) it follows that ∫

a^∗ | ^f(λ)| e^{‖λ‖B θ(‖λ‖B )} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ = ∫ a^∗ |^h(λ)| |^ϕ(λ)| |e^{‖λ‖B θ(‖λ‖B )} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ = ∫ a^∗ |Fh_0(λ)| |^ϕ(λ)| |e^{‖λ‖B θ(‖λ‖B )} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ ≤ C ∫ a^∗ |^ϕ(λ)| |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ. (4.2)

Since, ^ϕ is a Schwartz function on a^∗ it follows from the estimate (2.4) of |c(λ)|^{−2} that the integral in (4.2) is finite and consequently, ^f satisfies the condition (1.5). This completes the proof of part (b).

We will prove part (a) under the additional assumptions that f is continuous, Kbiinvariant and vanishes on an open ball centered at o. The general case then can be

20 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

deduced from this case by mimicking the arguments given in the proof of [5, Theorem 1.2, steps 1-2].

So, we assume that f is K-biinvariant, continuous, integrable function which vanishes on B(o, L) and satisfies the hypothesis (1.5)

(4.3) ∫ a^∗ | ^f(λ)| e^{‖λ‖θ(‖λ‖B )} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ < ∞. We observe from (4.3) that ^f ∈ L^1(a^∗, |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ). As f is an integrable function, ^f is a bounded function and hence from (4.3) it follows that

(4.4) ∫ a^∗ | ^f(λ)|^2 e^{θ(‖λ‖B )‖λ‖B} |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ < ∞. We now consider the following two cases as in [23].

Case I: Suppose θ satisfies the inequality

(4.5) θ(r) ≥ 4 √ r , for r ≥ 1. From (4.3) and (4.5), it follows that

(4.6) ∫ a^∗ | ^f(λ)| e^4 √_{‖λ‖B} |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ < ∞, and hence in particular ∫ a^∗ | ^f(λ)| ‖λ‖^N_B |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ < ∞, for all N ∈ N. It follows that f ∈ C^∞(G//K). To apply Theorem 1.3 we need to verify condition (1.3). In this regard, an application of (4.4) implies that ‖Δ^mf‖_L2_{(G//K)} = (∫ a^∗ ( ‖λ‖^2_B + ‖ρ‖^2_B )_{2m} | ^f(λ)|^2 |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ ) 1_2

≤ sup_{λ∈a∗} ( ‖λ‖^2_B + ‖ρ‖^2_B )_m e^{− ‖λ‖θ(‖λ‖B2} (∫ a^∗ | ^f(λ)|^2 e^{‖λ‖θ(‖λ‖B )} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ ) 1_2

≤ C sup_{r∈(0,∞)} ( ‖ρ‖^2_B + r^2 )_m e^{− rθ(r)2} , (4.7)

and the latter quantity is finite by (4.5). In particular Δ^mf ∈ L^2(G//K) for all m ∈ N ∪ {0}. From now on we shall consider m ≥ max{2, ‖ρ‖_B}. To estimate the L^∞ norm (4.7) let us define

g_m(r) = ( ‖ρ‖^2_B + r^2 )_m e^{− rθ(r)2} , r ∈ [0, ∞). Then ‖g_m‖_L∞_{[0,∞)} ≤ ‖g_m‖_L∞_{[0,1]} + ‖g_m‖_L∞_{[1,m}4_] + ‖g_m‖_L∞_{(m}4_{,∞)}.

If r ∈ (m^4, ∞) then by (4.5) we have

g_m(r) ≤ (‖ρ‖^2_B + r^2)^m e^{−2√r} ≤ 2^mr^{2m}e^{−2√r} := γ_m(r) (say).

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 21

The function γ_m attains its maximum at r = 4m^2. As m^4 ≥ 4m^2 and γ_m is decreasing on (4m^2, ∞) we have

(4.8) ‖g_m‖_L∞_{(m}4_{,∞)} ≤ ‖γ_m‖_L∞_{(m}4_{,∞)} = 2^mm^{8m}e^{−2m2} = (2m^8e^{−2m})^m. Also (4.9) ‖g_m‖_L∞_{[0,1)} ≤ ( 1 + ‖ρ‖^2_B )_m . For r ∈ [1, m^4], as θ is a decreasing function, g_m(r) ≤ ( ‖ρ‖^2_B + r^2 )_m e^{− θ(m4)r2} ≤ ( 1 + ‖ρ‖^2_B )_m r^{2m}e^{− θ(m4 )r2} := η_m(r).

The function η_m attains its maximum at r = 4m/θ(m^4). As m ≥ 2 we have

(4.10) ‖η_m‖_L∞_{[1,m}4_] ≤ ( 1 + ‖ρ‖^2_B )_m ( 4m θ(m^4) )_{2m} e^{−2m} ≤ ( 1 + ‖ρ‖^2_B )_m ( 4m θ(m^4) )_{2m} . Since the right-hand side of (4.8) goes to zero as m goes to infinity and for all large m ∈ N ( 4m θ(m^4) )_{2m} ≥ ( 4m θ(1) )_{2m} > 1, we have for all large m ∈ N ‖g_m‖_L∞_{[0,∞]} ≤ 3 ( 1 + ‖ρ‖^2_B )_m ( 4m θ(m^4) )_{2m} . Therefore, using inequality (4.7) it follows from above that for all large m ∈ N and a positive number C

(4.11) ‖Δ^mf‖_L2_{(G//K)} ≤ ( Cm θ(m^4) )_{2m} . Applying the change of variable ‖λ‖_B = p^4 in the integral (1.4) defining I, it follows that ∫_∞ 1 θ(p^4) p dp = ∞. As θ is decreasing in [0, ∞) this, in turn, implies that ∑ m∈N θ(m^4) m = ∞. The inequality (4.11) then implies that ∑ m∈N ‖Δ^mf‖^{− 12m}_{L2(G//K)} = ∞. Since f vanishes on B(o, L), it follows from Theorem 1.3 that f vanishes identically. This completes the proof under the assumption (4.5) on the function θ.

22 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

Case II. We now consider the general case, that is, θ is any nonnegative function decreasing to zero at infinity. Again, as in [23], we define

θ_1(r) = 8 √ |r| + 1 , r ∈ [0, ∞). It is clear that the integral I in (1.4) is finite if θ is replaced by θ_1. Hence, by case (b) there exists a nontrivial f_1 ∈ C^∞_c (G//K) such that suppf_1 ⊆ B(o, L/2) and satisfies the estimate (4.12) | ^f_1(λ)| ≤ Ce^{−‖λ‖B θ1(‖λ‖B )}, λ ∈ a^∗. We now consider the function h = f ∗ f_1 ∈ L^1(G//K). Since f vanishes on B(o, L), the function h vanishes on the open set B(o, L/2). Indeed, if g_1K ∈ B(o, L/2) then for all gK ∈ B(o, L/2) it follows by using G-invariance of the Riemannian metric d that

d(o, g_1gK) ≤ d(o, g_1K) + d(g_1K, g_1gK) < L.

that is, g_1gK ∈ B(o, L). This implies that f(g_1g) is zero for all gK ∈ B(o, L/2) = supp f_1 and hence

f ∗ f_1(g_1) = ∫ G f(g_1g)f_1(g^{−1}) dg = ∫ supp f_1

f(g_1g)f_1(g^{−1}) dg = 0.

We observe that

θ(r) + θ_1(r) ≥ 8 √ r + 1 , for r ≥ 1. Using the estimate (4.12) and the hypothesis (4.3) it follows that ∫ a^∗ |^h(λ)|e^{‖λ‖B} (_{θ(‖λ‖B )+θ1(‖λ‖B )}) |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ < ∞. Therefore h satisfies all the conditions used in case I and hence is the zero function. This implies that ^h(λ) = ^f(λ) ^f_1(λ) = 0, for almost every λ ∈ a^∗. Since ^f_1 is a real analytic function, it follows that f vanishes identically. □

Remark 4.1. (1) It is worth pointing out that Ingham’s theorem (Theorem 1.4) can also be proved directly using Lemma 3.2, without appealing to Theorem 1.3. For the sake of completeness we sketch the line of argument for part (a) of Theorem 1.4. We assume that f is K-biinvariant, vanishes on B(o, L), satisfies the hypothesis (1.5) and the function θ satisfies the estimate (4.5) with I = ∞. In this case one can easily show that that the measure μ defined in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 1.3 is again a finite W -invariant measure on a^∗. Using (4.3), (4.5) and the arguments used in verifying (1.3), one can show that

(4.13) ∑ k∈N M_j (2k)^{− 12k} = ∞,

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 23

where M_j (k) is as given in Lemma 3.1. By the Fourier inversion (2.3) we get that f(x) = |W |^{−1} ∫ a^∗ ^f(λ) ϕ_λ(x) |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ = 0, if x ∈ B(o, L). This implies that for all u ∈ Φ_L(a^∗)

(4.14) ∫ a^∗ ^f(λ) u(λ) |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ = 0. As in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 1.3, it can be shown that Φ_L(a^∗) is dense in L^1(a^∗, dμ)^W . Therefore we can approximate ^f by the elements of Φ_L(a^∗) and hence by (4.14) we get that f is identically zero.

(2) It is easy to see that part (a) of Theorem 1.4 remains true if the integral I in (1.2) is replaced by the integral ∫ {λ∈a^∗_+| ‖λ‖_B ≥1} θ(‖λ‖_B ) ‖λ‖^η_B |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ, where η = d + dim n, is the dimension of the symmetric space X. This follows from the estimate (2.4) of |c(λ)|^{−2} as ∫_∞ 1 θ(r) r dr = C ∫ {λ∈a^∗_+| ‖λ‖_B ≥1} θ(‖λ‖_B) ‖λ‖^d_B dλ = C ∫ {λ∈a^∗_+| ‖λ‖_B ≥1} θ(‖λ‖_B) ‖λ‖^η_B ‖λ‖^{dim n}_B dλ ≥ C ∫ {λ∈a^∗_+| ‖λ‖_B ≥1} θ(‖λ‖_B) ‖λ‖^η_B |c(λ)|^{−2}dλ = ∞. Moreover, because of the estimate (2.5), part (b) of Theorem 1.4 also remains true in this case if the real rank of G is one.

An L^p version of Theorem 1.4 can actually be proved by using Theorem 1.4 itself. To illustrate this we prove an L^∞ version of the above theorem which can be thought of as an exact analogue of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.2. Let θ and I be as in Theorem 1.4.

(a) Suppose f ∈ L^1(X) and the Fourier transform ~f satisfies the estimate (4.15) | ~f(λ, k)| ≤ Ce^{−‖λ‖B θ(‖λ‖B )}, for all λ ∈ a^∗, k ∈ K. If f vanishes on a nonempty open subset of X and I is infinite, then f = 0.

(b) If I is finite then given any L > 0, there exists a nontrivial f ∈ C^∞_c (G//K) supported in B(o, L) satisfying the estimate (4.15).

Proof. As in Theorem 1.4, it suffices to prove the theorem for f ∈ L^1(G//K) vanishing on an open ball of the form B(o, L) such that ^f satisfies the estimate | ^f(λ)| ≤ Ce^{−‖λ‖B θ(‖λ‖B )}, for all λ ∈ a^∗_+.

24 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

We choose a nonzero ϕ ∈ C^∞_c (G//K) with supp ϕ ⊆ B(o, L/2) and consider the function f ∗ ϕ. Since f vanishes on B(o, L) and the support of the function ϕ is contained in B(o, L/2) it follows as before that f ∗ ϕ vanishes on B(o, L/2). Now, ∫ a^∗ |^ f ∗ ϕ(λ)| e^{‖λ‖B θ(‖λ‖B )} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ = ∫ a^∗ |^ϕ(λ)| | ^f(λ)| e^{‖λ‖B θ(‖λ‖B )} |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ ≤ C ∫ a^∗ |^ϕ(λ)| |c(λ)|^{−2} dλ < ∞. It now follows from Theorem 1.4 that f ∗ϕ is zero almost everywhere. Since ^ϕ is nonzero almost everywhere we conclude that ^f vanishes almost everywhere on a^∗ and so does f. To prove part (b) we observe that if I is finite then the function h constructed in the proof of Theorem 1.4, (b) satisfies the estimate (4.15). □

Remark 4.3. Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 can be proved in the context of Damek- Ricci spaces [2] by similar arguments. It will be interesting to see whether both the theorems hold true for hypergeometric transforms associated to root systems [29, 35].

References

[1] Anker, Jean-Philippe, A basic inequality for scattering theory on Riemannian symmetric spaces of the noncompact type, Amer. J. Math. 113 (1991), no. 3, 391-398. MR1109344 (92k:43008) [2] Anker, Jean-Philippe; Damek, Ewa; Yacoub, Chokri, Spherical analysis on harmonic AN groups, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 23 (1996), no. 4, 643-679 (1997). MR1469569 (99a:22014).

[3] Anker, Jean-Philippe; Ostellari, Patrick, The heat kernel on noncompact symmetric spaces. Lie groups and symmetric spaces, 27-46, Amer. Math. Soc. Transl. Ser. 2, 210, Adv. Math. Sci., 54, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2003. MR2018351 (2005b:58031) [4] Bhowmik, M.; Ray, Swagato K.; Sen, S., Around theorems of Ingham-type regarding decay of Fourier transform on R^n , T^n and two step nilpotent Lie Groups, to appear in Bull. Sci. Math.

[5] Bhowmik, M.; Ray, Swagato K., A theorem of Levinson for Riemannian symmetric spaces of noncompact type, arXiv:1808.09710.

[6] Bhowmik, M.; Sen, S., Uncertainty principles of Ingham and Paley-Wiener on semisimple Lie groups, Israel J. Math. 225 (2018), no. 1, 193221. MR3805646 [7] Bochner, S., Quasi-analytic functions, Laplace operator, positive kernels Ann. of Math. (2) 51 (1950), 68-91. MR0032708 (11,334g) [8] Bray, William O., Aspects of harmonic analysis on real hyperbolic space. Fourier analysis, 77-102, Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math., 157, Dekker, New York, 1994. MR1277819 [9] Bray, William O. Generalized spectral projections on symmetric spaces of noncompact type: Paley- Wiener theorems, J. Funct. Anal. 135 (1996), no. 1, 206-232. MR1367630 [10] Chernoff, Paul R., Quasi-analytic vectors and quasi-analytic functions, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 81 (1975), 637-646. MR0636276 (58#30432) [11] Cowling, M.; Giulini, S.; Meda, S., L^p − L^q estimates for functions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on noncompact symmetric spaces I, Duke Math. J. 72 (1993), no. 1, 109-150. MR1242882 (95b:22031) [12] de Branges, Louis, Hilbert spaces of entire functions. Prentice-Hall, Inc., Englewood Cliffs, N.J.

1968. MR0229011 [13] de Jeu, Marcel, Determinate multidimensional measures, the extended Carleman theorem and quasi-analytic weights, Ann. Probab. 31 (2003), no. 3, 1205-1227. MR1988469 (2004f:44006)

THEOREMS OF INGHAM AND CHERNOFF 25

[14] de Jeu, Marcel, Subspaces with equal closure, Constr. Approx. 20 (2004), no. 1, 93157. MR2025416 (2005e:41083) [15] Escauriaza, L.; Kenig, C. E.; Ponce, G.; Vega, L., Uniqueness properties of solutions to Schrdinger equations, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 49 (2012), no. 3, 415-442. MR2917065 [16] Gangolli, R.; Varadarajan V. S., Harmonic Analysis of Spherical Functions on Real Reductive Groups, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1988. MR954385 (89m:22015) [17] Heckman, G. J. , Dunkl operators. Séminaire Bourbaki, Vol. 1996/97. Astérisque No. 245 (1997), Exp. No. 828, 4, 223-246. MR1627113 [18] Helgason, S., Differential geometry, Lie groups, and symmetric spaces, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 34, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001. MR1834454 (2002b:53081) [19] Helgason, S.,Geometric Analysis on Symmetric Spaces, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs 39.

American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1994. MR1280714 (96h:43009) [20] Helgason, S., Groups and geometric analysis, Integral geometry, invariant differential operators, and spherical functions, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, 83. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000. MR1790156 (2001h:22001) [21] Helgason, S,. A duality for symmetric spaces with applications to group representations, Advances in Math. 5, 1-154 (1970). MR0263988 (41 #8587) [22] Hirschman, I. I., On the behaviour of Fourier transforms at infinity and on quasi-analytic classes of functions, Amer. J. Math. 72 (1950), 200-213. MR0032816 (11,350f) [23] Ingham, A. E., A Note on Fourier Transforms, J. London Math. Soc. S1-9 (1934), no. 1, 29-32.

MR1574706 [24] Koornwinder, Tom H., Jacobi functions and analysis on noncompact semisimple Lie groups. Special functions: group theoretical aspects and applications, 1-85, Math. Appl., Reidel, Dordrecht, 1984. MR0774055 [25] Koosis, P., The logarithmic integral I , Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 12. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998. xviii+606 pp. MR1670244 (99j:30001) [26] Kotake, Takeshi; Narasimhan, Mudumbai S., Regularity theorems for fractional powers of a linear elliptic operator, Bull. Soc. Math. France 90 1962 449-471. MR0149329 [27] Krötz, B; Ólafsson, G; Stanton, R., The image of the heat kernel transform on Riemannian symmetric spaces of the noncompact type, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2005, no. 22, 1307-1329. MR2152539 [28] Levinson, N., On a Class of Non-Vanishing Functions, Proc. London Math. Soc. (2) 41 (1936), no.

5, 393-407. MR1576177 [29] Narayanan, E. K.; Pasquale, A.; Pusti, S., Asymptotics of Harish-Chandra expansions, bounded hypergeometric functions associated with root systems, and applications, Adv. Math. 252 (2014), 227-259. MR3144230 [30] Opdam, E. M., Harmonic analysis for certain representations of graded Hecke algebras. Acta Math.

175 (1995), no. 1, 75-121. MR1353018 [31] Paley, R. E. A. C.; Wiener, N., Notes on the theory and application of Fourier transforms. I, II, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 35 (1933), no. 2, 348-355. MR1501688 [32] Paris, R. B.; Kaminski, D., Asymptotics and Mellin-Barnes integrals. Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, 85. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2001. MR1854469 [33] Ray, Swagato K.; Sarkar, Rudra P., Chaotic behaviour of the Fourier multipliers on Riemannian symmetric spaces of noncompact type, arXiv:1805.10048 [34] Rudin, W., Real and complex analysis Third edition. McGraw-Hill Book Co., New York, 1987.

MR0924157 (88k:00002) [35] Schapira, Bruno, Contributions to the hypergeometric function theory of Heckman and Opdam:

sharp estimates, Schwartz space, heat kernel, Geom. Funct. Anal. 18 (2008), no. 1, 222250. MR2399102 (2009f:33019) [36] Stanton, Robert J.; Tomas, Peter A., Pointwise inversion of the spherical transform on L^p(G/K), 1 ≤ p < 2, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 73 (1979), no. 3, 398404. MR0518528.

26 MITHUN BHOWMIK, SANJOY PUSTI AND SWAGATO K. RAY

(Mithun Bhowmik, Sanjoy Pusti) Department of Mathematics, IIT Bombay, Powai, Mumbai-400076, India E-mail address: mithun@math.iitb.ac.in, sanjoy@math.iitb.ac.in

(Swagato K Ray) Stat-Math Unit, Indian Statistical Institute, 203, B.T. Road, Kolkata- 700108, India

E-mail address: swagato@isical.ac.in