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ON SARNAK'’S DENSITY CONJECTURE AND ITS APPLICATIONS
KONSTANTIN GOLUBEV AND AMITAY KAMBER

ABSTRACT. Sarnak’s Density Conjecture is an explicit bound on the multiplicities of non-
tempered representations in a sequence of cocompact congruence arithmetic lattices in a
semisimple Lie group, which is motivated by the work of Sarnak and Xue ([55]). The goal
of this work is to discuss similar hypotheses, their interrelation and applications. We mainly
focus on two properties — the spectral Spherical Density Hypothesis and the geometric Weak
Injective Radius Property. Our results are strongest in the p-adic case, where we show that
the two properties are equivalent, and both imply Sarnak’s General Density Hypothesis. One
possible application is that either the Spherical Density Hypothesis or the Weak Injective
Radius Property imply Sarnak’s Optimal Lifting Property ([54]). Conjecturally, all those
properties should hold in great generality. We hope that this work will motivate their proofs

in new cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be a local field (Archimedean or non-Archimedean), let G be the k-rational points
of a semisimple algebraic group defined over k, let I'y C G be a lattice, and let (I'yy) be
a sequence of finite index subgroups of I'y with [I'y : T'y] — oo. There are various results
about the multiplicities in the decomposition of L?(I'y\G) into irreducible representation
(e.g., [15, 56, 1]). An extremely strong property is the very naive Ramanugjan property, stating
that if 7 is non-tempered and non-trivial, then it does not appear in the decomposition.
However, the very naive Ramanujan property is usually not true in high rank (see, e.g., [3]).
Notice that we do not make a distinction between cusp forms and non-cusp forms — the naive
Ramanugjan conjecture states that cusp forms are tempered, and it is also not true in general
([33]). Moreover, even when the naive Ramanujan conjecture is expected to be true, it is
usually out of reach by the existing methods.

Recently, Sarnak made a density conjecture which is an approximation to the very naive
Ramanujan property and should serve as a replacement of it for applications. Some instances
of this general idea were previously given for hyperbolic surfaces (|51, 28]), and for graphs
([6, 36]). Our goal here is to give a general framework for similar density conjectures and their

use in applications.
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We give a geometric and somewhat elementary approach to the problem. An alternative
approach based on deep results in the Langlands program may be found in an ongoing work
of Shai Evra.

To state Sarnak’s Density Conjecture, we first set some notations. Let (7, V) be a uni-
tary irreducible representation of G and let 0 # vy € V be a K-finite vector, where K is
a maximal compact subgroup of G, which is good in the sense of Bruhat and Tits in the
non-Archimedean case ([7]). We let 1 < p(7) < oo be the infimum over p > 1 such that the
matrix coefficient 8: G — C, 5(g) = (vo, 7(g)vo) is in LP(G). It is a well-known fact that p(m)
does not depend on the choice of vg. Let II(G) be the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible
unitary representations of G endowed with the Fell topology. For a cocompact lattice I' and
(7, V) € II(G), denote m(mw,T) = dim Homg(V, L?(I'\G)), i.e., the multiplicity of 7 in the
decomposition of L?(I'\G) into irreducible representations. For a subset A C II(G), denote
M(AT,p) =3 rcapimsp m(m ).

Conjecture 1.1 (Sarnak’s Density Conjecture). Let G be a real, semisimple, almost-simple
and simply connected Lie group, let Ty be a cocompact arithmetic lattice of G and let (T'y) be
a sequence of finite index congruence subgroups of T'y, with [I'1 : Tn] — oo. Then for every
precompact subset A C II(G) and € > 0 there exists a constant C¢ 4 such that for every N and
p>2,

M(A,T,p) < O[Ty : Tn)?/PHe.

We refer to a sequence of lattices satisfying this multiplicity property as a sequence which
satisfies the General Density Hypothesis. A similar conjecture appeared in the work of Sarnak
and Xue ([55]), but they only considered the case when A = {r} is a singleton. In such a case,
we say that the sequence of lattices satisfies the Pointwise Multiplicity Hypothesis.

We will prefer to work with a different spectral definition, the Spherical Density Hypothe-
sis, which is easier to use for applications, and concerns only spherical representations. Let
II(G)spn C TI(G) be the set of isomorphism classes of spherical representations, i.e., of irre-
ducible unitary representations with a non-zero K-invariant vector. In the p-adic case, or
the rank 1 case, the set {7 € II(G)spn : p(m) > 2} is precompact, and the Spherical Density
Hypothesis is simply the case when A = {7 € II(G)spp : p(m) > 2} in the General Density Hy-
pothesis. When G is Archimedean of high rank, {7 € II(G)spn : p(7) > 2} is not necessarily
precompact, so we associate to a spherical representation (r, V') € II(G) a number A(7) € R,

which is the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator on the K-invariant subspace of m, and define:

Definition 1.2. The sequence (I'y) of cocompact lattices satisfies the Spherical Density Hy-
pothesis if:

e In the p-adic or rank 1 case, for every € > 0 there exists C¢ such that for every N > 1,
p>2,
M(H(G)SpharNap) < CE[Fl : I‘N]2/p+6.
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e In the general Archimedean case, there exists L > 0 large enough, such that for every
€ > 0 there exists C¢ such that for every A>0, N > 1, p > 2,

M({m € I(G)spn : A7) < A}, Ty, p) < Ce(1+ N)E[Dy : Dy]¥/Pre.

In the second case, the Spherical Density Hypothesis does not a priori follows from the
General Density Hypothesis.

To state our main geometric definition, we need to set some more notations. We view
G, Ty and the sequence (I'y) as fixed. We use the standard O,©,0 notations, where for
example f(N,e) = Oc(g(N,e€)) says that for every e there exists C' depending only on € (and
on G,I'1, (I")n), such that f(NN,e) < Cg(N,e¢) for N large enough. The notation f(N,e€) <,
g(N,€) is the same as f(N,€) = O(g(N,€)) and f(N,e€) <¢ g(N,¢) is the same as f(N,€) <
g(N,e) and g(N,e) < f(N,e).

We fix a Cartan decomposition G = KA, K and an Iwasawa decomposition G = K P. Let
0: P — Rsg be the left modular character of P (see Section 4 for more details).

We define a length [: G — Rxq by first denoting for a € A, I(a) = log, d(a), where ¢ is
equal to e in the Archimedean case and is equal to the size of the quotient field of k otherwise.
Then we extend [ to G using the Cartan decomposition, i.e., I(kjaks) = l(a). Finally, we
define a metric on G/K by d(z,y) = l(z™1y).

The Weak Injective Radius Property is based on the lattice point counting approach of
Sarnak and Xue (|55, Conjecture 2|). Given an element y = I'yy € I'y\I'1, we denote

N(Tn,do,y) =#{veTn:l(y "yy) < do}.

Definition 1.3. The sequence (I'y) satisfies the Weak Injective Radius Property if for every
0 <dp < 2log,([I'1 : I'n]), € >0,

1
——=— > N(Tx,do,y) < [[1:Tn]q"">.
[Fl . FN]
yEFN\Fl
This definition is somewhat different from [55, Conjecture 2|. For rank 1, it is slightly weaker

(see Proposition 5.3), while for higher rank we use a different length. In this form, the Weak
Injective Radius Property follows from the Spherical Density Hypothesis — see Theorem 1.6
below. On the other hand, the Weak Injective Radius Property makes sense also for non-
uniform lattices.

We can now state our intended application. First, we say that a sequence of lattices (I'y)
has a Spectral Gap if there exists py < oo such that p(m) < pg for every non-trivial spherical
7 € II(G) weakly contained in L?(T'x\G). This definition can be applied to the non-uniform
case as well, and in the cocompact case we may replace weakly contained by m(m,T") > 0.

We look at the natural action 7y : I'y — Aut(I'y\I'1), defined by 7x (7)(Tn7') = Ty/y L
Given z,y € I'y\I'1, we look for a small element v € I'; such that 7y (v)x = y. A very general
way of measuring how small is an element is by the Cartan Decomposition, G = KA, K. For

v € I' C G we let a, be the element in A, in the Cartan decomposition of 7. We also fix
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some norm ||-||, on the underlying coroot space of A. By [18], the number of v € T'y with

llay —all, < is <r, ¢"@ . Therefore, the following definition is optimal.

Definition 1.4. The sequence (I'y) has the Optimal Lifting Property if for every e > 0, for
every a € Ay with I(a) > (1 +¢€)log,([T'1 : T'n]),

#{(z,y) € ON\[1)*: Iy e Ty st av(Ve =y, llay —afl, <ellall,} = (1 —0c(1)[[1 : Tn]%.

Conjecturally, every sequence of congruence subgroups of an arithmetic lattice in an almost-
simple and simply connected Lie group satisfies the Optimal Lifting Property. We refer to
Conjecture 2.4 for a full statement.

The following two theorems show that our two main properties imply the Optimal Lifting
Property.

Theorem 1.5. Let (I'y) be a sequence of lattices having a Spectral Gap and satisfying the
Weak Injective Radius Property. Then the sequence (I'n) has the Optimal Lifting Property.

Theorem 1.6. Let (I'y) be a sequence of cocompact lattices satisfying the Spherical Density
Hypothesis. Then (T'n) satisfies the Weak Injective Radius Property. Therefore, assuming also
Spectral Gap, the sequence also has the Optimal Lifting Property.

The definition of Optimal Lifting is based on the main result in an influential letter of
Sarnak ([54]), who proved the Optimal Lifting Property for principal congruence subgroups of
SL2(Z), by utilizing a version of the Spherical Density Hypothesis proved by Huxley ([34]).

In the cocompact case, one may relate the Optimal Lifting Property to almost-diameter of
the quotient space as follows. If we give Xy = I'y\G/K the quotient metric d, the Optimal
Lifting Property implies that the distances between the points of X are concentrated at the
optimal location log, (1(Xy)), i.e. for every e > 0,

n({(z,y) € Xy x Xy :d(z,y) < (L4e€)log,(I'1:Tn])}) = (1 - o)) (Xy).

This concentration of distances phenomena was proven for Ramanujan graphs by Sardari
([53]) and Lubetzky-Peres ([15]), who also related it to the cutoff phenomena. In higher
dimensions, similar results for Ramanujan complexes appear in [35, 44]. Theorem 1.5 implies
that one may get results which are almost as strong, as long as we assume only the far weaker
Spherical Density Hypothesis or the Injective Radius Property.

The Weak Injective Radius Property is intended as the arithmetic, or geometric, input
to our approach, and we discuss it further in Section 2. There are a few cases where it
is known, most notably, following the work of Sarnak and Xue, for principal congruence
subgroups of arithmetic lattices in SLa(R) and SL2(C) (see Subsection 2.4). In a companion
paper by the second named author and Hagai Lavner, the Weak Injective Radius Property
is proved for some non-principal congruence subgroups of SL3(Z), and this result is closely
related to the works [, 1| (see Subsection 2.5 for a full discussion). If we allow ourselves to

relax the definition and add a parameter 0 < « < 1 to the definition of the Weak Injective
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Radius Property (see Subsection 2.2), then it is quite straightforward to show that principal
congruence subgroups of arithmetic groups satisfy the Weak Injective Radius Property with
some explicit parameter o > 0 (see Corollary 2.2). As a matter of fact, recent results in |1, 21]
show that every sequence of congruence subgroups satisfy the Weak Injective Radius Property
with some explicit parameter o > 0 (see Theorem 2.3). However, one must have o = 1 for the

Optimal Lifting application.

1.1. The Relations Between the Different Properties. We already stated that the
Spherical Density Hypothesis implies the Weak Injective Radius Property. For the deduc-
tion of spectral results from the Weak Injective Radius Property, we have partial results in
the Archimedean case and full results in the p-adic case.

We believe that the following is true:

Conjecture 1.7. The Weak Injective Radius Property implies both the General Density Hy-
pothesis and the Spherical Density Hypothesis.

In the p-adic case, one can choose larger and larger sets covering II(G) as follows. For a
compact open subgroup K’ of G, let II(G) g/ _sph be the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible
unitary representations with a non-zero K’-invariant vector. If we have a sequence (K,) of
arbitrarily small compact open subgroups (i.e., they generate the topology of G near the

identity), then we have
H(G) = UH(G)K;,L—Sph-

We can now state:

Theorem 1.8. Conjecture 1.7 is true when G is non-Archimedean. More precisely, there
exists a sequence (K.) consisting of arbitrarily small compact open subgroups of G, such that
if the Weak Injective Radius Property holds for a sequence of cocompact lattices (I'y), then for
every N>1, m>1,p>2 €¢>0,

MI(G) k1, —sph, TN, P) g1 [T1 s Dy]2PTe.

In the Archimedean case, we do not know even whether the Weak Injective Radius Property
implies the Spherical Density Hypothesis. However, for rank 1 it was essentially proven in [55]

(see the remark after the statement of Theorem 3 in [55]):

Theorem 1.9. If G is of rank one and (I'y) is a sequence of cocompact lattices, then the
Weak Injective Radius Property implies the Spherical Density Hypothesis.

For general representations in the Archimedean case, we have the following theorem. For

rank 1 it was proven in [55, Theorem 3].

Theorem 1.10. If the sequence (I'y) of cocompact lattices satisfies the Weak Injective Radius
Property, then (I'y) satisfies the Pointwise Multiplicity Hypothesis.
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Figure 1.1 summarizes the different relations between our main properties for a sequence of

cocompact lattices.

General Density

p-adic Thm 1:8 "~
rank 1 or p-adic

m 1.6

Weak Injective Radius Ih Spherical Density

Thm 1.5
M T

Optimal Lifting Pointwise Multiplicity

F1GURE 1.1. The relations between our main properties for a sequence of co-
compact lattices.

Let us end this introduction by stating some open problems this work leads to.

The main open problem is to prove either the Spherical Density Hypothesis or the Injective
Radius Property for new cases, which would lead to a proof of the Optimal Lifting Property.
See Conjecture 2.4 for a general conjecture for the Archimedean case. Very few cases of this
conjecture are known for groups of rank greater than 1. We remark that it seems that the
problem is harder for principal congruence subgroups, and easier for group that are far from
being normal, such as I'g(N) of SL,,(Z) (see Subsection 2.5). See, for example, the Density
Amplification phenomena for graphs in [27].

In the more technical side, a main problem this work does not resolve is Conjecture 1.7,
which would show, in particular, that the Spherical Density Hypothesis and the Injective
Radius Property are indeed equivalent, also for the Archimedean high rank case. It relates
in particular to the understanding of uniform lower bounds on matrix coefficients, see, e.g.,
Conjecture 3.12.

Finally, we only discuss multiplicities for cocompact lattices. We strongly believe that the
Weak Injective Radius Property has spectral implications for non-uniform lattices as well,
e.g., for bounds of multiplicities of representations in the discrete spectrum. This problem is
related to the concentration of L?-mass of non-tempered automorphic functions away from the
cusp, in a uniform way. In hyperbolic spaces this problem is essentially solved, even for some
discrete groups that are not lattices, thanks to the work of Gamburd on hyperbolic surfaces
([22]) and the work of Magee on general hyperbolic spaces ([50]). Therefore, Theorem 1.9 can
be generalized to such cases.

Structure of the Article. In Section 2 we give some applications of our results, and state
some open problems.

In Section 3 we present the main ideas behind the proofs.



ON SARNAK’S DENSITY CONJECTURE AND ITS APPLICATIONS 7

In Section 4 we collect various results, mainly from representation theory. In particular, we
discuss upper bounds for matrix coefficients, which are well understood. Using those upper
bounds, we prove the essential Convolution Lemma 4.18.

In Section 5 we discuss the Weak Injective Radius Property and the spectral results it im-
plies. We prove Proposition 3.9, which reduces Theorem 1.10, Theorem 1.9, and Theorem 1.8
to finding some explicit and strict lower bounds on matrix coefficients.

In Section 6 we prove Theorem 1.5.

In Section 7 we discuss the Spherical Density Hypothesis and the results it implies. We
prove Theorem 1.6 and prove Theorem 7.4, which is a version of Theorem 1.5 which assumes
the Spherical Density Hypothesis and has stronger implications.

In Section 8 we discuss Bernstein description of the Hecke algebra in the non-Archimedean
case, and prove Theorem 3.11, which implies Theorem 1.8 together with Proposition 3.9

In Section 9 we discuss the theory of leading coefficients and prove Theorem 3.10, which

implies Theorem 1.10 together with Proposition 3.9.

Acknowledgments. The authors are thankful to Amos Nevo and Peter Sarnak for their
support of this project.

During the work on this project, the first author was supported by the SNF grant 200020-
169106 at ETH Zurich. This work was part of the Ph.D. thesis of the second author at the
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2. APPLICATIONS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

2.1. Ramanujan Graphs and Complexes. We shortly note that the results of this paper,
and in particular Theorem 1.5 (or the stronger Theorem 7.4) apply to Ramanujan Complexes,
by which we mean here the situation when G is p-adic, I'1 is cocompact, and no non-tempered
and non-trivial spherical representation appears in the decomposition of L?(I'y\G). In this
case, the sequence (I'yy) obviously satisfies the Spherical Density Hypothesis. The Ramanu-
jan complexes themselves are the quotients of the Bruhat-Tits buildings of G by I'y. Such
complexes were constructed (with the same definition) by Lubotzky, Samuels and Vishne (see
[18, 47]). Similar results to Theorem 7.4 appear in [35, 14, 12].

Note that the definition we use is not the same as in the more modern approach to Ramanu-
jan complexes, where one considers not only spherical representation but also representations
with a non-trivial vector fixed by the Iwahori subgroup (See [16, Subsection 2.3] and the
references within).

The standard way of proving that a complex is a Ramanujan complex is to use results
from the Langlands program (e.g. [12]), and to eventually apply Deligne’s proof of the Weil

conjectures ([10]). This approach has obvious limitations, and in particular it seems that one
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must assume that G is p-adic for it to succeed. We refer to [20] for some recent work on this
subject, and to an ongoing and yet unpublished work of Shai Evra.
We will avoid diving deeper into this subject, as it is based on spectral input, unlike our

approach which is geometric.

2.2. Adding a Parameter to the Properties. It is useful to add a parameter 0 < a <1

to the properties, with o = 1 being equivalent to the property without the parameter.

Definition. We say that the sequence (I'y) satisfies the Weak Injective Radius Property with
parameter a, if for every 0 < dp < 2alog,([I'1 : I'v]), € >0,

1

[[1:Tw] > N(@y,doy) <e [[1: Tn]q®”.

yel'n\I'

Definition. We say that the sequence (I'y) satisfies the General Density Hypothesis with
parameter « if for every precompact subset A C II(G) and every € > 0, N and p > 2,

M(A7P7p) <<5,A [Pl : FN]l_a(l_z/P)-i-e.

One may similarly define the Spherical Density Hypothesis with parameter a and the Point-
wise Density Hypothesis with parameter «, by changing the exponent 2/p to 1 — a(1 — 2/p).

Figure 1.1 remains true if we replace the properties with their parameterized version, for
the same parameter 0 < o < 1, with the exception that the derivation of the Optimal Lifting
Property from the Spherical Density Hypothesis requires o = 1.

In the work itself, we work with the parameterized version of the properties.

2.3. Congruence Subgroups of Arithmetic Groups. Let I'; be an arithmetic lattice in a
semisimple non-compact Lie group G. Following [55], by arithmetic we mean that G is defined
over Q, I'y C G(Q), there is a Q-embedding p: G — GL,, and I'y is commensurable with
p~ 1 (GLA(2)).

In this case we may define a sequence of principle congruence subgroups (I'y) of T'; by
letting

Iy=Ty(N)=T1Nnp '{A€CL,(Z): A=T mod N}).

It is a well known fact that such subgroups have an injective radius which is logarithmic in
the index (e.g., [75, Lemma 1] or |29, Proposition 16]).

Let us shortly give the argument — we assume by moving to a finite index in I'y that
I'1 € p Y (GL,(Z)). In this case I'y is normal in I'; and it is left to verify that for every
do <2aln(['; : T'y]) and € > 0,

#{yeln:l(y) <dy} <, elol/2+e),

We note that there exists a constant C such that for g € G outside a compact set the length
l(g) we defined satisfies

™ n([lp(9)ll) < Ug)
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where || - ||: GL,(R) — R>¢ is the maximal absolute value of an entry of the matrix. Since
each element of p(I'y) Wh;(ﬁh is not the identity has an entry of size N, We deduce that for
every N large enough,
(v €Ty :1(y) < Cln(N)} = {I}.
On the other hand, there is an injective map of I'; /T’y into GL,,(Z/NZ), so

[Pl : PN] <K an

(and the exponent n? can usually be improved).
Combining the different estimates, for dy < 2% In(['y : T'wy]) < Z%N"Q) = C'In(N), it
holds that for N large enough,

#{yeln:l(y) <do} =1

Therefore, the Weak Injective Radius Property is satisfied with parameter a =

N
2n2"
Remark 2.1. Pushing this argument further, we may take the parameter to be a = %, where

d = dim G, at least when G is split. For example, for the principal congruence subgroups

2

of SL(Z) one gets this way the parameter o = £, while a = 1 can be reached by a better

analysis, see Subsection 2.4 below.
As a direct application of this fact we have:

Corollary 2.2. Let G be Archimedean, let T'y be an arithmetic lattice and let (T'y) be the
sequence of principle congruence subgroups of I'y. Then the sequence (I'y) satisfies the Weak

Injective Radius Property with parameter a = a(I'1).

As a matter of fact, this corollary can be easily be extended to principal congruence sub-
groups of S-arithmetic groups, once those are properly defined.

For arbitrary congruence subgroups, let us recall some of the results of [21] (the same result
can be deduced from [I, Theorem 1.11 and Theorem 5.6]).

First, for v € I'1, we denote

ery() =[{y e CN\T1 :yyy~t €T},

which is the number of fixed points of the right action of v on I'y\I';. Then the Weak Injective
Radius Property with parameter « is equivalent to the fact that for every 0 < dyp < 2aIn([I'y :
T N]), e >0,

1
W Z CFN(’y) < [y I‘N]eedo(l/z_i_e).
PN ) <do

A congruence subgroup is a subgroup of one of the groups I'; (IV) as above.
Theorem 2.3 (Following [21, Corollary 5.9]). Let G be Archimedean, semisimple, almost-

simple and simply connected, let T'y be an arithmetic lattice and let (I'y) be a sequence of

congruence subgroups of I'y. Then there exist constants p > 0,¢ > 0 depending only on I'y
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such that for every dg > 0, N > 1 it holds that

1 _
(21) ﬁ Z CI‘N(’Y) L1+ ecd() [Fl . FN] M.
PN yery i <do

In particular, the injective radius property holds with parameter o = %
Proof. By [21, Corollary 5.9], there exists a constant ¢ such that for every v € I'; which does
not belong to a proper normal subgroup of G it holds that

N, - —p
& <e I'y:T .
[1’\1 . FN] FN (’Y) [ 1 N]

We remark that the dependence on v in [21] is different, but it is obvious that e?(?) for ¢ large
enough is an upper bound on it. By our assumptions on G, the number of v € I'; belonging
to a proper normal subgroup is < 1.

By summing over all v € T'; with [(v) < dy we get

1 F :P /
Tora 2. e < L )y ectopry 7y >, 1
Iy :T'y] INERYN
Y€l 1,l(y)<do 7€, l(v)<do

< L4 ey Ty r,

which implies Equation (2.1) with c=1+¢.
When do < 241n([I'y : Tn]), or [y : Ty]7# < e®/2 we get

1
T 2 e <,
L E N Ser iy <do

which implies the Weak Injective Radius Property with parameter o = %, as needed. O

In the cocompact case, Theorem 1.10 implies the Pointwise Multiplicity Hypothesis with

parameter o = £, namely
m(m, Tn) <z [I'1: I‘N]l_%(l_%(“)”e.
It should be compared with [!, Theorem 7.15], which states
m(m,Ty) <z [[1: Ty]t—om),

Finally, we with to make the following conjecture:

Conjecture 2.4. Let G be Archimedean, semisimple, almost-simple and simply connected, let
I’y be an arithmetic lattice and let (T n) be a sequence of congruence subgroups of T'y. Then the
sequence (I'y) satisfies the Weak Injective Radius Property with parameter o = 1, and if T';
is cocompact then the sequence (I'n) satisfies the General Density Hypothesis with parameter
a=1.

As a corollary, the sequence (I'y) has the Optimal Lifting Property.
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The conjecture generalizes Conjecture 1 and Conjecture 2 from the work of Sarnak and Xue
([55]). Finally, a similar conjecture should also hold in the S-arithmetic setting when G is

p-adic.

2.4. The Work of Sarnak and Xue and its Implications. Sarnak and Xue proved the
Weak Injective Radius Property with parameter o = 1 for principal congruence subgroups of
cocompact arithmetic lattices in SLy(R) and SLy(C), and proved the Weak Injective Radius
Property with parameter o = 5/6 for principal congruence subgroups of cocompact arithmetic
lattices of SU(2,1).

We refer to |55, Section 3| for their calculations. Their argument actually works also for
principal congruence subgroups of lattices in SLs over p-adic fields coming from division alge-
bras. See, e.g., |14, Theorem 4.4.4].

As a simple example, let us prove here the Weak Injective Radius Property for the prin-
cipal congruence subgroups of SLg(Z). In this case, we need to show that the number
N(T,T'(N)), of solutions to ad —bc = 1, with a = d =1 mod N, b = ¢ =0 mod N
and max {|al, ||, |c|,|d|} < T, for T < N3, is bounded by

N(T,T(N)) < T"*.

This is done as follows (see also [22, Proposition 5.3]). From the congruence condition it

follows that
a+d—2=—(a—1)(d—1)+bc=0 mod N

One may therefore choose a+d in (2T//N?+1) ways, and choose (a, d) in (2T /N2+1)(2T /N +1)
ways.

If ad # 1, from bc = 1—ad and bounds on the divisor function, there are T¢ ways of choosing
be. If ad = 1 it is also simple to bound the number of possibilities of b, ¢ by 4(T/N + 1). In
total, we get for T' < N3,

N(T,T(N)) <. T(T/N? 4+ 1)(T/N + 1) <. T**=.

2.5. On Some Congruence Subgroups of SL3(Z). Consider the following subgroups of
I'y = SL3(Z):

* ok ok
[o(N) = x * x | €SL3(Z):a=b=0 mod N » C
a *
* ok ok
[y(N) = c x x | €SL3(Z):a=b=c=0 mod N p C Ty =SL3(Z).
a b x

In a companion paper by the second named author and Hagai Lavner ([37]), the following

is proven:
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Theorem 2.5. The sequences of lattices (To(N)) and (T'9(N)), for N prime, have the Weak
Injective Radius Property (with parameter 1).
As a result, the sequences have the Optimal Lifting Property.

We refer to [37] for an interpretation of this result in terms of the action of SL3(Z) on the
projective plane over the field with IV elements, or on the corresponding flag space.

The work [37] is strongly influenced by a deep work of Blomer, Buttcane and Maga on
To(N) (]5]), which is based on the Kuznetsov trace formula:

Theorem 2.6 ([, Theorem 4]). For 7 € II(SL3(R))sph, let meusp(m,To(N)) be the multiplicity
of m in the cuspidal part of L?>(To(N)\ SL3(R)). Then for every compact A C II(SL3(R))sph,
it holds that for every N prime, p > 2, € > 0,

D Meusp(m To(N)) Kae [T1: To(N)] 720720,
mEA,p(m)>0

The result of the theorem is very similar to the Spherical Density Hypothesis with parameter
a = 2. There are also a number of differences: first, SL3(Z) is not cocompact, so our discussion
does not apply to it. In particular, we have to deal with the continuous spectrum if we wish
to deduce the Optimal Lifting Property. Secondly and less crucially, the dependence on the
subset A is not explicit, as needed in the definition of the Spherical Density Hypotheses, so it
is hard to use it for geometric applications.

This result was recently generalized by Blomer (|1]) to general SLjs(Z), where the subgroup
['o(N) is similarly defined to be the set of matrices with the entries in the last row, except for
the (M, M) entry, equal to 0 modulo N. We remark that Blomer uses a slightly weaker way
to measure temperedness, rather than p(m) (for SL3 the two ways are equivalent).

In any case, it seems that the methods of [5, 1] are not applicable to the subgroups of the
form T'y(N).

2.6. The Weak Injective Radius of Principal Congruence Subgroups of SL,,(Z). If
the Weak Injective Radius Property would hold for the principal congruence subgroups of
SL,(Z), then it will imply that

7L2 —-n

T
#{y€SL,(Z):vy=1 mod N, |v|| <T} < T°N°¢ <

(n®—n)/2

Nn2-1 +T > ’

where ||-|| is the maximal absolute value of an entry. One may also try to improve this estimate,
in particular the “error” part T(M*=n)/2,

One of the results of [39], which is also cited in [55], states that

n2—n

T
#{y€SL(Z):y=1 mod N,|v|| <T} < WlogT—i— 1.
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As was pointed to us by Sarnak, the proof contains as error. As a matter of fact, this naive

estimate is actually false, for simple reasons. For example, in SLo,

#{(é >;)GSLQ(Z):WEI modN,H’yHST}xT/N—i—l.

and this is larger than %25 log T in the range N't¢ < T' < N2(1=9)_ The same argument works

for every n, but there are n(n — 1)/2 entries we can use. Therefore, we have the lower bound:

Tnz—n T (n2—n)/2
#{y€SLa(Z): v =1 mod N,|7| <T}> W+<N> i),

Up to T, this is also the upper bound for n = 2. We conjecture that up to 7€ this is also

the upper bound for larger values of n.

3. MAIN IDEAS OF THE PROOFS

In this section, we discuss some ideas from the proofs of the main theorems and the technical
problems they lead to.
All the proofs are based on a reduction of the geometric properties into spectral ones. We

first restate the Weak Injective Radius Property in terms of traces of operators.

Definition 3.1. For dy € R>g, let x4, € C:°(K\G/K) be a function that is equal to 1 for
l(g) < dp, equal to 0 for I(g) > dop+ 1 and for dy < (g) < dp+1 it is defined between 0 and 1
so that x4, € C°(K\G/K).

Let 14,(g) € CX(K\G/K) be ¥4,(g) = ¢“°"“2x4,(g) for I(g) > 1 and for 0 < I(g) <1
Y4, (g) is defined between ¢(9~1/2 and ¢%/2 so that eventually 14, (g) € C°(K\G/K).

AS Xdy, Vdy € C(K\G/K), they act naturally on L?(I'y\G), and moreover, are of trace
class (|24, Chapter 1], see also Subsection 4.6). The trivial eigenvalues of x4, 14, satisfy ¢% <
Jo X (9)dg <e ™) and ¢% < [, 1)4,(9)dg <e q¢°UF9. Since xay, g, € Ce(K\G/K),
their action is actually on L*(Tny\G/K).

The reason that we look at 14,, and one of the main reasons we use the length [(g), is the
following Convolution Lemma, which replaces the rank 1 case in [55, Lemma 3.1]. The lemma

says that 14, provides an approximated upper bound for the convolution of xa,/, with itself:

Lemma 3.2 (See Lemma 4.18). It holds that cqy = Xd, * Xd, € CZ(K\G/K), and for every
g € G and € > 0, we have

Cay (9) €e ¢ Paay (9)-
Using the pre-trace formula (see Subsection 4.7), we get:

Proposition 3.3. The following are equivalent for a sequence (I'n) of cocompact lattices:

(1) The sequence (T'n) satisfies the Weak Injective Radius Property with parameter .
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(2) For every 0 < do < 2alog,([I'1 : I'n]), € >0,
(3.1) tr Xdo|L2(FN\G) <, [Fl . FN]1+€qd0(1/2+E)'

(3) For cvery € > 0, for every h € Co(G) satisfying h(g) <c [T1 : Tn]Waatog, (ry:ral) (9);
it holds that

(3.2) trhr2rpg) <e [[1: Tl ote

The proposition allows one to prove the Weak Injective Radius Property using the trace
formula and Equation (3.1). It also allows proving various multiplicity results using Equa-
tion (3.2).

By combining the Convolution Lemma 3.2, Spectral Gap, and a version of Equation (3.2),
we prove Theorem 1.5. See Section 6.

The direction “spectral to geometric” uses carefully Harish-Chandra’s upper bounds on
spherical functions, and its generalization to arbitrary matrix coefficients of representations.
Our analysis is closely related to the work of Ghosh, Gorodnik and Nevo on Diophantine
exponents (|25, 26] and the reference therein). Very generally, the main difference between
our analysis and theirs is that we assume Density, while they assume Spectral Gap. The new
idea is to note that one applies the spectral estimates to characteristic functions of “small sets”,
and if there are few “bad eigenvectors” they correlate poorly with such functions.

Let us state some concrete results. Let Z(g) = [ §(gk)™"/?dk be Harish-Chandra’s function
of G. This function satisfies |2(g)| <. ¢ '@/2+9) (which is another motivation for the
definition of 7). Now, combining the two theorems of [13], we get:

Theorem 3.4 ([13]). Let (m,V) be a unitary irreducible representation of G with p(w) < 2,
and let vi,vo € V be two K-finite vectors, such that dimspan Kvi = dy, dimspan Kve = ds.
Then

|(v1, gu2)| < Vdidg ||v1]] ||v2]] Z(g)-

However, this theorem is not sufficient for our uses, since we wish to consider p(7) arbitrary.
We remark that [13] does give some results for arbitrary 7 and p, but they are not precise
enough for us.

Let us state here a general theorem which generalizes the above, which gives a bound of the
form that we need. For 2 < p < oo, let Z,(g) = [ 6(gk)~"/?dk be the p-th version of Harish-
Chandra’s function of G. This function satisfies Z,(g) < Z(g)qt@/r=12) <« ¢=H9)(/pte),

Then we have:

Theorem 3.5 (See Theorem 4.10). Let (w,V) be a unitary irreducible representation of G
with p(m) < p, p> 2, and let v1,v9 € V be two K -finite vectors, such that dim span Kv; = d,
dim span Kvy = dy. Then

[(v1, gv2)| < V/didy |lv1]] [[v2]l Ep(g)-
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We discuss such bounds further in Subsection 4.2. Using Theorem 3.5 one may deduce
various upper bounds on matrix coefficients, norms of operators, and traces of operators. In

particular, a useful bound is:

Theorem 3.6 (See Corollary 4.14). Let (mw, V) be a unitary irreducible representation of G
with p(w) = p, p > 2. Then for every dy >0 and e >0

17 (xdo ) || e P07 Fe),

Applying Theorem 3.6 carefully allows us to deduce Theorem 1.6.

To prove Theorem 1.10, Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.8, which deduce multiplicity bounds
from the Weak Injective Radius Property, we use Equation (3.2) of Proposition 3.3. To deduce
from it upper bounds on multiplicity, one needs lower bounds on traces on representations of

functions h € C2°(G). The following definition and proposition capture the situation:

Definition 3.7. Let A C II(G) be a precompact subset. We say that a family of functions
{fi,} CCX(Q), dp € R, dy > D is good for A if it holds that:

(1) For every m € A, and € > 0,
glo(1=1/p(m=e) < aetr(m(fa,))-

(2) It holds that for every g € G, € > 0, f4,(9) <c ¢0g,(g), where 1g,(g) is from
Definition 3.1.
(3) For every representation n' € II(G), it holds that 0 < tr(7'(f4,))-

Remark 3.8. If we replace (2) by the slightly stronger condition |fy,(g)| < ¢%tbg,(g) and
further assumes that fg, is left and right K-finite, then one actually has by Theorem 3.5

tr(ﬂ-(fdo )) Lrre qdo(l_l/P(TrH-e),

so the lower bound is rather tight.

Proposition 3.9. Let A C II(G) be a precompact subset, and assume that it has a good family
of functions. Under this condition, if the sequence (I'y) of cocompact lattices satisfies the Weak

Injective Radius Property with parameter o then for every N > 1, p > 2, € > 0,
M(A,Txn,p) Kae [Ty : Dy)tme=/ote,

Finding general lower bounds on traces (uniformly for a family of representations) is not
well studied. Two special cases, which appear (somewhat implicitly) in the work of Sarnak

and Xue, correspond to Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.10:

(1) In rank 1, one has a simple classification of spherical irreducible unitary represen-
tations. In the Archimedean case, for each 2 < p < oo there is at most a single
spherical irreducible unitary representation (m, V') with p(7) = p (with a correspond-

ing spherical function Z,(g)), and one can easily deduce lower bounds on the trace of
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fdo = Xdo/2 * Xdo/2, @and deduce Theorem 1.9. In the non-Archimedean case, Theo-
rem 1.9 reduces to some statement on graphs, see Subsection 4.4.

(2) If one is interested in a single representation, one has the following, from which we
deduce Theorem 1.10. In the Archimedean case, it follows from the asymptotic behav-
ior of leading exponents ([11, 10, Chapter VIII|). The non-Archimedean case is easier,

and in any case follows from Theorem 3.11 below.

Theorem 3.10 (See Section 9). Let (m,V) € II(G). Then the set A = {r} has a good family

of functions.

Finally, we provide the following theorem, which implies Theorem 1.8 together with Propo-
sition 3.9.

Theorem 3.11 (See Theorem 8.5). Let G be non-Archimedean. Then there exists a set {K'}
of arbitrarily small open-compact subgroups of G, such that for every K', II(G)k/—spn has a
good family.

The proof of Theorem 3.11 is based on two sources. The first is the connection between the
Thara graph Zeta function and expansion (see [32]), and the second is Bernstein’s description
of the Hecke algebra C.(K'\G/K') (see [2]). A precise connection for (q + 1)-regular graphs
between p(7) for spherical function and poles of the Thara zeta function may be found in
[36]. In recent years, there were various generalizations of the graph zeta function to higher
dimensional buildings (see, e.g., [38] and the references within). In [35] the second named
author generalized the connection between p(w) for representations 7 € II(G) with Iwahori-
fixed vector and the poles of some generalized zeta function. By a slight variant of those ideas
one may prove the special case of Theorem 3.11 when K’ is the Iwahori subgroup. For more
general K’ we follow the same ideas, by using Bernstein’s description of the Hecke algebra
C.(K'"\G/K'). See Section 8 for details.

If we consider only the spherical case, it would be useful if the functions fg, in the definition
of a good family will be left and right K-invariant, ie., fg, € C(K\G/K). Recently,
Matz and Templier proved a similar theorem for G = PGL,, using the Satake isomorphism
([52]). However, their results are less precise than we desire — they find a spherical function
fa, € CX(K\G/K) which satisfies fq,(g9) < ¢©q,(g), with a lower bound ¢#%(=/r) <«
tr(m(fg,)) for some B < 1, instead of the optimal bound ¢ ="*™) <« tr(r(fy,)).

Let us finish this discussion with the following conjecture, which concerns only spheri-
cal functions. For g € G, let S(g) be the K-bi-invariant function such that fG g)dg =
Jic Jic Ja, f(kak')S(a)dadkdk’ . 1t holds that for g “far from the walls” S(g) ~ l(g) (see
Subsectlon 4.1).

Conjecture 3.12. There exist D > 0, L > 0 such that for every e > 0 and every (mw,V) €
I(G)sph (i-e. a unitary irreducible spherical representation) with p(w) > 2, ifv eV, ||v|| =1
is K-fized, then:
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(1) In the non-Archimedean case, for dy > D

/ S(g) |(v, m(g)v)|? dg > ?o(-1/p(m)=€)
l(g)<do

(2) In the Archimedean case, for dy > D,

S(g) [(v,m(g)v)|* dg > (\(m) + 1) Lg?d(=1/p(m)=0),

1(g)<do

The exponents in the conjecture are tight, as the corresponding upper bounds can be de-

duced from Theorem 3.5.

4. PRELIMINARIES

4.1. Distances and Length of Elements. Besides our definition of length, the following is
standard, see e.g., [25, Section 3]. We mainly follow [10] when G is Archimedean and [9] when
G is non-Archimedean.

Let k be R or a p-adic field, and |-|,, : & — R its standard non-trivial valuation. Let G be a
semisimple non-compact algebraic group over k, of k-rank r. Let T'= G}, C G be a maximal
k-split torus. The choice of T" determines the set of weights X*(T"), i.e., of rational characters
of T. Let ®(T,G) C X*(T') be the set of roots of G with respect to 7.

In the Archimedean case, if Ty = {£1}" is the maximal compact subgroup of T', the con-
nected component A = T /Ty of the identity of T is the Lie group of a real Cartan subalgebra
a of g, and we define v: T'— A — a =2 R" by the logarithm map.

In the non-Archimedean case, let T be a maximal compact subgroup of T'. Then T'/T;) = Z",
this identification defines v: T'— Z" C R", and we identify R" with a.

Let X*(T)r = X*(T) ® R be the weight space. For an element o € X*(T'), we let x, € a*
be the linear functional defined such that for t € T |a(t)], = ¢¥=®) where ¢ = e in the
Archimedean case and otherwise the size of the quotient field of k. For a € X*(T)r we
define y, € a* by extension of the action above. This isomorphism (as linear spaces) between
X*(T)r and a* defines an isomorphism between the coweight space (X*(T)r)* and a.

Choose an ordering on the root system which defines the positive roots ®, C ®(T,G)
and let A = {aq,...,ap} C X*(T)r = a* be the simple roots of ® with respect to this
ordering. Let {w1,...,w,} C a be the set of simple coweights, i.e. the dual basis to A. The
set {d ., xjw; 1 x; > 0} C ais called the dominant sector, or the positive Weyl chamber. It
is isomorphic to a/W, where W is the Weyl group of the root system.

Let ®Y C a be the corresponding coroot system, let AY = {ay,...,a,} be the dual basis
of simple coroots and let {wY,...,wy} C a* be the set of simple weights. We define a partial
ordering on a by @ >4 o if and only if w) () > w;’(«) for every simple weight, or alternatively

a — o is a non-negative sum of elements of AV.
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Let P be the Borel subgroup with respect to the set of positive roots. It holds that P = M N,
where M is the centralizer of 7' in G and N is the unipotent radical of P ([9, p. 134]). Let
K be a maximal special compact open subgroup (i.e., in the p-adic case we choose it to be
“good” in the sense of Bruhat and Tits [7]). The Iwasawa decomposition G = K P holds ([0,
Proposition 1.2],[9, p. 140]). It holds that M = (M N K) - T, and we extend v: M — R" by
vik)=1forke MNK.

Let us recall the Cartan decomposition G = KA K:

e In the real case, following [10, Theorem 5.20|, A = T'/T} is the Lie group of the Cartan
subalgebra a of g. A, is the exponent of the closure of the dominant sector in a, i.e.
the set of elements Ay = {t € A:Va € &, «a(t) > 1}. It is isomorphic (as a set, using
the exponential map) to the dominant sector in a.

e In the p-adic case, following [9, p. 140], let A = M/M°, where M is the maximal
compact subgroup of M. We identify elements of A with elements of M C P. Elements
of the weight space are unramified characters of M, and therefore are characters of A
as well. Welet Ay = {A e A:Vae &, a(\) > 1}. The action v: T/Ty — a extends
tov: M/M°® — a. Then A, is isomorphic as a set with the intersection of v(A) with
the dominant sector in a . It is also isomorphic to a subset of the special vertices in

the dominant sector in an apartment in the Bruhat-Tits building of G.

In both cases, there exists a map v: Ay — a. It is also useful to extend it to a map H: G — a,
using the Iwasawa decomposition G = KM N, by H(kmn) = v(m).

We will need the following fundamental technical lemma:
Lemma 4.1. Forac€ Ay and ke K
H(ak) <4 H(a).

Proof. For the non-Archimedean case see |7, Proposition 4.4.4(i)]. For the Archimedean case
see |23, Corollary 3.5.3]. O

Corollary 4.2. Let a,d’,a” € Ay. If KaKd' K N Kad"K # ¢ then v(a") <, v(a) +v(d).

Proof. We first notice that the following property of the H-function: for k € K, g € G,
meM,neN
H(kgmn) = H(g) + H(m)

Now, if KaKa'K N Ka"K # ¢ then a” = kgakia'ko. Applying the Iwasawa decomposition
to a’ke we have a’'ke = klymn with H(m) <, H(a’) by Lemma 4.1. Applying Lemma 4.1 again,
we have

v(a") = H(koakikhmn) = H(koakiky) + H(m)
<. H(a) + H(d") = v(a) +v(d).
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Corollary 4.2 in the non-Archimedean case is |7, Proposition 4.4.4(iii)], and is deduced from
Lemma 4.1 in the same way.

Let §(p) be the left modular character of P, i.e. if dp is a left Haar measure on P then
o(p ~)dﬁ is a right Haar measure. Normalize the measures so that for f € C.( fG g)dg =
Jic Ip 1 p)dpdk = [y [p f(Pk)dpdk, [; dk = 1.

It can also be defined as follows: M acts by conjugation on the Lie algebra n of N. Then for
m € M, 6(m) = |Det Ady(m)|,, (|9, p. 135], [10, Proposition 5.25]). Unwinding the definitions,
5(m) = ¢**(m)  where p = %Za€¢+ (dim go)xa. Here g, is the root space of « in the Lie
algebra g of G. Also recall that ¢ = e for kK = R and otherwise is the size of the quotient field of
k. As an example, for G = SL,(R), and the matrix a = diag(ag, . . .,a,_1), 6(a) = [[al "%,

We associate with each element a € A, C G a length I: A, — Rxq by l(a) = log, d(a) =
2p(a). We extend [: G — Rxq by l(kak’) = l(a). By definition, [ is left and right K-invariant.

For a € T, we may identify [(a) by the entropy (taken with logarithm in base ¢) of the
dynamical system of translation of I'\G by a, with respect to the Haar measure (I" here is an
arbitrary lattice, see [19, Theorem 7.9]). Using this fact, we have for a € A, I(a) = I(a™!) and
therefore for every g € G, I(g) = (g~!). The same fact can be proven directly.

Proposition 4.3. For g1,g2 € G, it holds that [(g192) < l(g1) + l(g2)-

Proof. The proposition actually states that if KaKa' K N Ka"K # ¢ for a,a’,a” € A, then
l(a") <l(a) +1(a') =l(ad). Since l(a) = 2p(a) it follows from Corollary 4.2. O

For a € A, define S(a) = [ §(ak)dk. For f € C,(G), we have

/ fg)dg = /K /K " F(kgk')S(a)dkdk da.

We interpret S(a) as the measure of the “circle” KaK. In the non-Archimedean case S(a) <
0(a) ([9, p. 141]). In the Archimedean case, by |10, Proposition 5.28],
S(a) = [T (sinh(xa(a))) ™ ee.
acd,
Since sinh(x) <g €® for z > f3, for a € Ay “far from the walls”, i.e. with x(a) > f for every
o € A (and therefore x,(a) > B for every a € @), we have S(a) <5 d(a) = €(?). Near the
walls where sinh x &~ x this approximation fails, but we still have S(a) < d(a). In any case, if
we choose some norm ||-||, on A then for every 7 > 0,a € Ay, u({g : [lag — al|, < 7}) =+ ¢,
since the set {a’ € Ay : ||a’ —a||, < 7} contains elements which are far enough (with respect
to 7) from the walls.
We deduce that the size of balls for [ > 1,

(4.1) ¢ < p(Upay<Kd'K) = / S(a)da < p(l)q < "+,
a€A;:l(a)<l

for some polynomial p.



ON SARNAK’S DENSITY CONJECTURE AND ITS APPLICATIONS 20

Remark 4.4. The literature has two popular choices of “distance” or “length” on G/K or G.
(1) For G C SL,, where K = G N K’ for K’ maximal compact in SL,, one defines

l(g) = log|lg||, where ||-|| is some matrix norm on GL,. Recall that we are mainly
interested in distances as g — oo, so the specific choice of matrix norm does not
matter. Such choice (without calling it a distance) is studied in [55, 15].

(2) For G Archimedean, let g,t be the Lie algebras of G and K, and let B: g x g — C
the Killing form of G. Let p = {X € g: B(X,Y) =0VY € t}. Then By, is positive
definite. p can be identified with the tangent space of G/K at the identity, and it
defines a natural Riemannian structure on G/K, with length Z(g) = cZ(g, 1). See, e.g.,

[15, Section 2|, [55]. A similar distance is used in the p-adic case in [59, 2.3].

Since we mostly care about far distances in the group, and since K is compact, by the Cartan
decomposition it suffices to compare [ to other distances on Ay. In general, [ and [ look like
an L'-norm on A, and [ looks like an L2-norm.

Let us concentrate on G = SL,(R) and I(g) = In(||g|l,), |lg]l3 = tr(gg'). For G = SLy(R),
its symmetric space is the hyperbolic plane with the standard metric of curvature —1, and
[ we deﬁtned above coincides with the hyperbolic metric. For example, consider the matrix
g= ( 602 695 ) Then I(g) = t, and I(g) = sIn(e’+e') ~ L. Infact, for every g € SLy(R),
I(g) — 2I(g) = O(1), and [ and [ are equal up to an additive constant.

For G = SL3(R) it is no longer true. For
t/3 o2t/3
t/3

e
g1 = € , g2 = e_t/3 )

o—2t/3 o—t/3

it holds that I(gy) = I(g2) = 2t, while I(g1) =~ t/3, I(g2) =~ 2t/3. So the two distances I, ] are not
equal up to an additive constant, but are only Lipschitz-equivalent, with %i <Il+0(1) < 3l.

However, if we chose I(g) = 2((g) +1(g™")), then I(g) — 2l:(g) = O(1). This solution no longer
works for SL4(R).

4.2. Growth of Matrix Coefficients and Harish-Chandra’s Bounds. For 2 < p < oo,
let Z,(g) = [ 6(gk)~"/?dk be the p-th version of Harish-Chandra’s function. Let Z(g) = Za(g)
be the standard Harish-Chandra’s function. Note that since Z(g) is left and right K-invariant
it only depends on a € A, from the Cartan decomposition of g.

An explicit upper bound on Harish-Chandra’s function is given by the following Theorem:
Theorem 4.5. There is a constant C' such that for every g € G and € > 0,
Ep(g) < E77(g) < ¢"PTIIE() < (U(g) + 1) g7 < 71O,

Proof. By the Cartan decomposition, it suffices to verify the theorem for ¢ € A,, where

¢'@ = 0(a). The first inequality follows from convexity, the second inequality follows from
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2(g) > ¢~ '9)/2 (see Equation (4.4)), and the fourth inequality is trivial. We are left with the
third inequality.

For the Archimedean case, see [31, Theorem 3| or [10, Proposition 7.15]. For the non-
Archimedean case the standard reference is |58, 4.2.1], (where there is an assumption that
chark = 0), but the theorem is well known to experts. In any case, the general non-
Archimedean result can be deduced from the results of [35] for arbitrary affine buildings. O

A representation (7, V) of G is called tempered if p(7) < 2. The following theorem is the

standard reference for upper bounds on matrix coefficients:

Theorem 4.6 ([13]). Let (m, V) be a unitary irreducible tempered representation of G and let
v1,v2 € V be two K-finite vectors, such that dimspan Kv; = dy, dimspan Kvy = dy. Then

[{v1, gv2)| < Vdudy [[o] [vz][ Z(g)-
The work [13] also provides a bound when p(7) > 2:

Theorem 4.7 ([13]). Let (m, V) be a unitary irreducible representation of G with p(m) < 2k,
k € N and let v1,v9 € V be two K -finite vectors, such that dim span Kvy = dy, dim span Kvs =

dy. Then |(v1, gva)| < V/didz |Jos] [|v2]| 7% (g).

This theorem is not sufficient for this work, since we need more precise bounds when p(w) ¢
2N. The following theorem contains a general upper bounds that is good enough for all the

applications of this paper.

Theorem 4.8. Let (7, V) be a unitary irreducible representation of G with p(w) < p, p > 2,
and let vi,vy € V be two K-finite vectors, such that dim span Kv, = dy, dimspan Kvs = ds.
Then

[{v1, gv2)| < v/ dady [lv1]] [[v2]l Z5(9)-

Let us discuss older similar results, slightly weaker than Theorem 4.8.
We first consider bounds on matrix coefficients of a single representation 7. In the Archimedean
case, we may consider the theory of leading exponents ([0, Chapter VIII]), which we describe

in Subsection 9.1. In the non-Archimedean case, analogous results hold (|10, Section 4]).

Theorem 4.9 (See Theorems 9.1,9.2). Let (7, V') be a unitary irreducible representation of G
with p(m) < p, p > 2, and let vi,v9 € V be two K -finite vectors. Then for every € > 0,

| <U17 gU2> | <Ly V2,TT€ q_l(g)(l/P—E) )

Next, we consider bounds on matrix coefficients when vy, vy are K-fixed. In such case (if
v1,v2 # 0) the representation is spherical, and well understood, at least in the Archimedean

case (see Subsection 4.4 below). From those bounds, we have:

Theorem 4.10 (See [25, Section 3|). Let G be Archimedean, and let (w,V') be a unitary
irreducible representation of G with p(m) < p, and let vi,vo € V be two K -fized vectors. Then
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for every e > 0,
(w1, 7 (g)va)| < vl [val 2(g)6 > 7 < [[on]| [[vz]| ¢

Let us provide a proof of Theorem 4.8 when v, vy are K-fixed. A bit more work can give
bounds for K-finite vectors as well, using the ideas of [13]. Let us first prove the following
lemma, which is based on the proof of [13, Theorem 2|. For f € LP(G) and g € G we let

9f € LP(G) be gf(g') = f(g ')
Lemma 4.11. If f; € L/ Y(K\G), f; € LP(K\G) are two K -fized functions, then |(f1,gf2)| <
Hfl”p/(l’*l) iif2”p Ep(g)'

Proof. To avoid integrability questions, we assume that f1, fo € C.(G) and deduce the theorem
by density. Denote p’ = . For f € C.(G) it holds that

G/ f()dz = I[ P/ £ (kP)3(5)ddk,

SO

[(f1,9f2)] < | fL(kP)| | f2(g~ k)| 6(p)dpdk =

P
[ 1569156 |t k)| 06) apa
P

/(/flkpp5 ) (/f2 )| 8(7 )/pdk.

Since f1 is K-fixed, we have for every k € K,

l/p/
( / kD) 6@)@) — Al
J

Il
Ro— N\

write g~ 'k = koPo. Then

1/p 1/p
( / fz(glkﬁ)|p5(15)d13) = / fz(koﬁoﬁ)”5(ﬁ)dz5)

P P

1/p
= / fz(ﬁoﬁ)pé(ﬁoﬁ)dﬁ) 8(po) =
P

1/p
= / fz(ﬁ)”5(ﬁ)dﬁ) 8(po) ="
J

— || fall, 5B0) .
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Since ¢ is left K-fixed and py = ko_lg_lk
1/p
[ [t P s@as | - av=1rl, [0 ra -
Ko \P
= [ f2ll, Ep(9)-
O

The lemma has a nice corollary: for a € A, let A, be the operator 4,: C(K\G) — C(K\G)
defined by Ao f(g9) = [ fla 'k~ g)dk = [i [ (K 'a™ k™ g)dkdk'. We may define Ay for
g € G, but it only depends on the Ay component of g from the Cartan decomposition. Since
A, is a translation followed by an average, its LP-norm is bounded by 1 on LP(G) N C(K\G),
and therefore it defines an operator A,: LP(K\G) — LP(K\G).

Corollary 4.12. The norm of Ay: LP(K\G) — LP(K\G) is bounded by Z,(a).

Proof. Let p/ = p/p-1). Let f € LP(K\G). Let fi € L’ (K\G) with [ fill,, = 1 be such
that (f1, Ao f) = HAapr. Then since f; is left K-invariant (fi, A.f) = (f1,af). Applying
Lemma 4.11, we have

[Aafll, < Ep(a) 111,
as needed. g

Note that if (7, V) is a unitary representation of G, we may define w(A,): VK — VE by

the same arguments as above, as

(4.2) T(Ay)v = IZ r(ka)v dk = IZ IZ w(kak')v dkdk,

and ||Aq|lyy < 1. By a standard argument, this operation commutes with taking matrix

coefficients — denote for v1,v2 € VE,| 0, 1,(9) = (v1,7(g)v2), Pu,0s(g) € L>(G), and then
Aoy 2(9) = PAu01,05(9)

Corollary 4.13. Let (m,V) be a unitary irreducible representation of G with p(m) < p, and
let v1,v9 € V be two K-fixed vectors. Then

[(m(g)vr, v2)| < o]l [lvall Zp(g)-

Proof. We may assume that vi,vs are of norm 1. Since both of them are left K-invariant
(m(g)v1,v2) = (m(Aq,)v1,v2), Where ay € Ay is the A component of the Cartan decom-
position of ¢g. If m is irreducible, it is well known that the subspace V& of K-fixed vectors
is one dimensional. Therefore, vy is an eigenvector of 7(Aa,) on V. Therefore, ¢y, v,(g) is
an eigenvector of Ag, on LPT<(g) for every € > 0, with eigenvalue (m(g)vi,vz). As the norm
of A,, on LPT¢(K\G)

(

as well. Therefore, |
v1,T(Ag))| < E , as required. O
( (Ag)v2)| »(9)

is bounded by Z,1(g), each of its eigenvalues is bounded by =,(g)
m(g)v1,v2)| < Epte(g) for every € > 0. By taking ¢ — 0 we deduce
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4.3. Upper Bounds on Operators. Let (7, V) be a unitary representation of G. Fora € Ay
let w(A,): VE — VE be from Equation (4.2). Similarly, for dy € R>o, let x4y, %4, € C°(G)
be as in Definition 3.1. Recall that yg4, is a smooth approximation for the characteristic
function of {g : I(g9) < dp} and 14, is a smooth approximation for q(do_l(g))/zxdo.

For h € C.(G) we define as usual w(h)v = [ h( g)v dg.

Corollary 4.14. Let (m,V) be a unitary irreducible representation of G with p(m) < p, and
let v eV be a K-fixed vector. Then

I (Aa)o]| <e g~ @P=) o]
I (xay Yol e g™ 774 o

I (ool <e g7 o]

Proof. The bound on 7(A4,) follows from Corollary 4.13, using the explicit bounds of Theo-
rem 4.5.

We will only prove the estimate for ¢4, , since the proof for x4, is similar and a little easier.

Im (gl < / g2 ()] dg

l(g)<do+1
<. / GO 2=0) |y dg
<d0+1

// / d0/2 l(k1akz2)(1/2+1/p—€) lv]| dky da dkyq

K K l(a)<do+1

< / (@ g1 @241 |1 g

1(a)<do+1

<[ @ o) da

I(a)<do+1

< [ gt ) da

1(a)<do+1
L gD |

In the last line we used the fact that fl(a) <dot1 da <. q%°. O

4.4. Spherical Functions. Let us recall the definition of spherical functions. For A € af. =
a* ® C dominant, we let Ap: P — C* be Ap(mn) = ¢*?(™)§=1/2(m) = ¢*A=P)¥(M)  Extend
it to A\: G — C by A(kp) = Ap(p). Finally, define the spherical function

ealg) = / A(gk)dk.

K
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Note that ¢o = = and ¢(1_g/p), = Ep for 2 < p < oo.

The theory of spherical functions was developed by Harish-Chandra in the Archimedean
case and by Satake in the non-Archimedean case (see [25, Subsection 3.2] and the reference
therein). We will need some very basic properties of spherical functions.

Let (m,V) € II(G)sph be a unitary spherical representation, i.e. a unitary irreducible repre-
sentation with a non-trivial K-fixed vector. If vy, vy are K-fixed, then there exists a dominant
A € ag, such that

(vi,m(g)v2) = (v1,v2) Pa(9)-
Upper bounds on spherical functions are given as follows. By [25, Lemma 3.3], it holds that

forae Ay, k,k' € K and € > 0,
oa(kak’) = pr(a) < RMNZ(g) <, REAF@) g~ l@)1/2-0),

Let wi,...,w, € a be the fundamental coweights. Since A is dominant Re A(w;) > 0 for
1 <4 < r. Using the above bounds, we deduce that

(4.3) ReA(w;) < (1 —=2/p)p(w;) V1<i<r = p(m) <p.

See also |25, Lemma 3.2|, which has a small misprint.

In the Archimedean case the other direction of the implication of Equation (4.3) is also true
([10, Theorem 8.48|), which gives a proof of Theorem 4.10 in this case.

However, the other direction is no longer true for the general non-Archimedean case. The
simplest example is when the Bruhat-Tits building of G is a bipartite (dy,d;)-regular tree,
dy # dy, where for one of the choices of a maximal compact subgroup, there is a spherical
function that is square integrable but Re A(w) > 0 (this result was first observed by [71]). In
general, the other direction is true in the standard case according to MacDonald (|19, Chapter
V]), which excludes the case above. In particular, every group has a standard maximal compact
subgroup for which Equation (4.3) is an equivalence.

Lower bounds on Spherical functions can be given in general if Re A = A. By Lemma 4.1,
if ReA = X and Re AM(w;) < p(w;) then for a € Ay, kK € K

(4.4) o (kak') = gy () = / Aak)dk > / AMa)dk = Ap(a).
K K

In the case when G is Archimedean, it is well known that the dominant A\ € ag which occur
this way for unitary spherical representations must satisfy —\ = w for some w € W ([11]).

If we moreover assume that G is of rank 1, then af = C and W = {1, s} acts by sA = —\.
Therefore, the only dominant A € af which may occur satisfy either ReA = 0 or ReA = A.
In the case Re A = 0 the corresponding unitary representation satisfies p(w) = 2. If Re A = A
then A = ap with @ > 0. By Equation (4.3), a < 1. Write « =1 —1/p, 2 < p < co. Using
Equation (4.3) and the definition of ¥,(g) we conclude that for p > 2, there is at most a single
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unitary irreducible representation (7, V) with a non-trivial K-fixed vector and p(w) = p. The

corresponding spherical function is Z,(g). We conclude:

Proposition 4.15. Let G be Archimedean of rank 1, p > 2 and (7,V') a unitary irreducible
representation of G with p(m) = p, having a non-trivial K -fixed vector v. Then m(Ay)v = \v,
T(Xdy )V = Aav, with

edo(1="p) Ao for dy > 1.

Moreover, if h € C.(K\G/K) satisfies h(g) > xa,(g) for every g € G, then w(h)v = A\pv,
with Ap, > Ag.

Proof. 1t is well known that in this case the set of all K-fixed vectors in V' is one dimensional
and equals span{v}. Since 7(Ay)v, w(x4,)v,7(h)v are K-fixed we get that m(Ay)v = Ao,
7T(Xdo)v = A2v and m(h)v = Apv. Applying matrix coefficients, we see that

Using Equation (4.4) we get

(9) > e p?U) = Tl

Ep
And therefore \; > e~ H)/P and for dy > 1,

Mz/m@%@WZ

G
do

> /sinh(t)e_t/pdt > e(1=1/p)do
0
]

A similar analysis can be done for the non-Archimedean rank 1 case, whenever the Bruhat-
Tits tree of G is regular. However, when the Bruhat-Tits Tree of G is not regular, the
description of the spherical unitary dual is more complicated, and in particular it is different
for the two non-conjugate maximal compact subgroups. The analysis of this can be done by
analyzing the slightly more general case of regular and bi-regular trees. See [32] or [36] for an

analysis of this case.
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Since the calculations are a bit long and are not the main focus of this work, we skip them
and state the final result. Recall that we have a map v: M/M° — a with a discrete image.
We identify its image with Z.

Proposition 4.16. Let G be non-Archimedean of rank 1, p > 2 and (7, V') a unitary irreducible
representation of G with p(w) = p, having a non-trivial K-fixed vector v. Then for a € Ay
with v(a) € Z even, we have w(Ay)v = Mo, with

q—l(a)/p < )\1‘
We can finally conclude:

Theorem 4.17. Let G be of rank 1. Then the set II(G)sphnt of spherical non-tempered unitary

representations has a good family of functions.

Proof. For G Archimedean, we choose fq, = Xd,/2 * Xd,/2- For G non-Archimedean, we choose
a € Ay with v(a) € Z even, and with I(a) = dy/2 £ O(1), and choose fq, = Ay * A%.

The first property of a good family follows from Proposition 4.15, Proposition 4.16 and the
Convolution Lemma 4.18 below.

The second and third follows from simple properties of convolutions. O

4.5. Convolution of Operators. In this section, we analyze the function x4,%*xa4,(g). Similar
analysis can be found for rank 1 in [55, Lemma 3.1]. Our analysis is less accurate, but is more

abstract and works for every rank.

Lemma 4.18 (Convolution Lemma). It holds that cqy = Xdy * Xdy € CX(K\G/K), and

satisfies the inequality
Cdy (9) e 4" P2ay12(9)-
The same bound holds for the convolution of every f1, fo € C.(K\G/K) such that f1(g), f2(g) <
dpe
4" Xdo (9)-

Proof. The second statement is a consequence of the first, so we only need to prove the first
statement.

The idea is to look at the action (by right convolution) of x4, on L?(G). By Lemma 4.11, and
the same arguments as in Corollary 4.12, the norm of x4, on L?(G) is bounded by < go(/2te)
Therefore, the norm of ¢gq, on L?(G) is bounded by < q%(+9)  Now we need to use some
continuity arguments to deduce pointwise bounds.

Notice that since x4, € C°(K\G/K), the same is true for ¢g,. In the non-Archimedean
case the arguments are simpler: we look at the action of ¢4, on the characteristic function 1x

of K. Then

2d0(1+5 2d0(1+5)

2
11k * a1 72y <e @ "kl 26 = 4 :

But if ¢4,(9) = R then 1x * c4,(9) = R, so

11k * Capl| 72y > H(KgK)R? > ¢ R?.
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Therefore, cg,(g) = R < q00+)="9/2 35 needed.

In the Archimedean case, assume that cg,(g) = R. Then cg4,12(¢') > R for every ¢ € G
with |I(g) — 1(¢’)| < 1. We consider 15, where By is the ball of radius 1 around the identity.
It holds that

115, * cansallia) <e @0 15|z < 701,

It also holds that 15, * cgy42(g9) > R, for ¢ satisfying |I(g) — I(¢')] < 1, so
11k * cayrallizq) > n(KBigK)R? > ¢"9 R?,
and cg,(9) = R <, ¢TI/ a5 needed. O

4.6. Traces of Operators on Irreducible Unitary Representations. Our goal in this
section is to relate the lower and upper bounds of the previous sections to lower and upper
bounds on traces.

Let us recall how to define traces of an operator h € C.(G) on a unitary irreducible rep-
resentation (m, V). We will only consider the case when h is left and right K-finite, which
simplifies the theory. In such case, there is an orthogonal projection e : C(K) — C(K) such
that h = ep, x hx ey, (see e.g. [13, proof of Theorem 2|). The orthogonal projection has a finite
dimensional image, so it is supported on a finite number of K-types.

Since 7 is admissible, the image of m(h) is finite dimensional, and therefore have a trace
([0, Chapter X]), defined by

tro(h) =Y (us, m(h)us),
1
where {u;} C V is an orthonormal basis.

By uniform admissibility (|10, Theorem 10.2], [2]) and the fact the image of 7(h) is supported
on a finite number of K-types, the image of 7(h) is of bounded dimension, depending only on
the projection ey.

Finally, recall that the norm of a finite dimensional operator is larger than the largest

absolute value of an eigenvalue. We conclude:

Proposition 4.19. Assume that h € C.(G) is left and right K-finite and (w,V) € II(G).
Then
[tr(h)] <e, (R,

the bound depending only on the projection ey such that ey, * h * ey,.
As an example, if h € C.(K\G/K) is left and right K-invariant, the image of mw(h) is of

dimension 1 or 0. If the dimension is 0, obviously tr7(h) = w(h) = 0. If the dimension is 1,
V has a K-invariant vector v € V, |jv]| = 1, and

trm(h)| = [[m(h)]| = [{v,m(h)v)].

One may also deduce lower bounds on traces of non-negative self-adjoint operators. It

follows from the same considerations as in the finite dimensional case.
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Proposition 4.20. Assume that h € C.(G) is left and right K-finite and (7,V) € II(G).
Moreover, assume that w(h) is self-adjoint and non-negative. Then
(Pl = sup (v, w(h)v) < trm(h).
vilo]|=1

4.7. The Pre-Trace formula. Let us recall the pre-trace formula (|24, Chapter 1]|). Let
h € C.(G) and let I' C G be a cocompact lattice. Denote by h € C.(G) the function
h(g) = h(g~"). Then we have an operator h: L*(I'\G) — L2(T'\G), acting on f € L2(T'\G)
by

(hf)(@) = [ h(z) = / f(zg)h(g)dg = / F)h(z!

th YY)) dy—/ny y)dy,

NG ver NG

for K(x,y) = Z«,er h(z~'yy). By [24, Chapter 1], if h is also self-adjoint then it has a trace
on L?(I'\G) and

trhl ey = /th ~yx)d
r\g 7"
Moreover, if h € C°(G) and L*(T'\G) = @Orer(aym(m,T') is the decomposition into irre-
ducible representations, then we have the pre-trace formula:

tr h|L2(F\G / Zh T ’733‘
F\G 'YEF
= Z m(m,T) trw(h),
mell(G)

where tr(m(h)) is the usual trace on the representation space (m, V).

The following lemma is immediate from the pre-trace formula but essential for our work.

Lemma 4.21. If hy, hy € Cc(G) satisfy that hi(g) > ha(g) for every g € G then tr |2y >
trha|r2m\g)- In particular, if hi(g) > 0 then trhi|r2(m\gy > 0.

4.8. Spectral Decomposition of a Characteristic Function of a Small Ball. For x €

In\I'h € Xy =Tn\G/K, let by s € L?(Xn) be defined as follows:
e In the non-Archimedean case choose hs € C.(K\G/K) to be the characteristic function

of K.

e In the Archimedean case, choose 0 < ¢ < 1/4 such that I(y) > ¢ for every v € I'; with

l(v) > 0. Choose a function hs € C°(K\G/K) such that:
- 0<hs(g) < for all g € G, where Bs(e) is the ball of radius ¢ around the

identity e € G.

(B (e))
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— hs(g) is supported on {g € G : I(g) < d}.
~ Jahalg)dg =1 A
— h(g) = h(g™'), ie., h = h.
Finally, let b, 5 € L*(Xy) be
bos(y) = Y hslz™'yy).
v€l'N
We fix 6 > 0 once and for all (depending on I'y) and suppress the dependence on it from
now on. We notice that
[ bestwriy =1
XN
By the properties of d, the sum defining it is over at most |I'; N K| elements, and therefore

(recall that we suppress the dependence on I'y from our notations),
||b5075||oo < 17 Hbl‘ﬁ”g < 1.

Let us remark that for our uses in the Archimedean rank 1 case one can simply choose

instead

w9 <0
hs(g) = { HBs(e) ’

0 else

and for higher rank we make this choice so that one can apply the Paley-Wiener theorem for

spherical functions due to Harish-Chandra, which is used as follows:

Lemma 4.22. Let f € L*(Xy). Then,
Do e NP <115

:L‘EFN\Fl

Moreover, in the Archimedean case, if f € L*(Xy) is the K-fived function of some irre-
ducible representation = C L*(Tn\G) with A(7) = X, then for every L' > 0,

o Woas NP < L+ NV IS

{EGFN\Fl

(The last result will only be used in the Archimedean rank > 2 case).

Proof. By our assumption on ¢, the balls Bs(z) for x € I'y\I'1 are all either equal (with
multiplicity at most |I'; N K|) or distinct, so by Cauchy-Schwartz

2
> [(Fbes)P < D | F sl 1basls < Tvn K[FI5 max [[b ]l
SCEFN\Fl
Z‘EFN\Fl Z‘EFN\Fl
<5 I£15-

For the moreover part, note that

<f, bm75> = f(x) tr 7T(h5).
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It is well known (see [57] for an exact statement) that there is a constant M > 0 such that

2
[f(@)] < @+ flas) ;-
By the Paley-Wiener theorem for spherical functions ([17, Subsection 3.4]),
tr(hs) < (1+2)"F~M,

Combining both estimates we get the required inequality. ([l

5. THE WEAK INJECTIVE RADIUS PROPERTY

In this section, we will study the weak injective radius property, and deduce spectral results
from it when the lattices are cocompact.

Consider x4, € C°(G) from Section 3. It is self-adjoint since I(g) = I(g~1). Since xg4, is
left and right K-invariant, it acts on L*(T\G/K).

Note that by the definition of N (T, dy,y), it holds that for every = € I',\I'y,

(5.1) N(T,do,x) < xap (&~ y2) < N(T,do + 1, ).
vyel’

If x4 had been the characteristic function of {g € G : I(g) < d}, then the first inequality in
Equation 5.1 would simply be an equality.

Our initial observation is:
Lemma 5.1. For every g € I'n\I'
(bzo,5, Xdo—2bz0.,6) < N(I'y,do, x0) < (bz,5, Xdg+2bz0,5) -

Proof. By unfolding, we get that

(bo.s Xaoban.s) = / / S by (@)Xl 99)ba 5 (v)dzdly
TN\GTA\G TEIN

= / / > halagmz) Y xalrvy) D hs(ag yey)dedy

I'nv\GIN\G m€eln vel'n y2€l'n
= [ [ X magtna) X v 3 holy ramo)dedy
IN\GTN\G 7ElN vel'n Y€l Ny
= [ [ e ) 3 xale sty ) dody
e v€lN
= Y (hs = xa * hs) (x5 yx0)-
vel'n

The lemma follows from Equation (5.1) and the simple pointwise estimates

Xd—2(9) < hs * Xa * hs(g) < Xa+2(9)-
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O
We can now prove that some bounds on N (T'y, dy, z) imply bounds on N (T'y,dy + d, x).

Lemma 5.2. Assume that for some 0 < dy, x € Tny\I'1 it holds for some M that for every
d < dy
/2
N(('y,d,z) < Mqg“~.
Then for every d; > 0,e > 0 it holds that

N (T n,dy+dy,x) < Mq(d°+d1)eqd°/2+d1.

Proof. We choose d = (dy — 4)/2 and calculate chibxﬁH; using Lemma 4.18 and Lemma 5.1:

X abe.slls = (xgbads Xgbas)
= (X * X jba,5: ba,5)
e 1 (o obas: bas)

do—4
< g™ / ¢ (X obe 5, s 5) dd

0
do—4

< qoc / ¢ =D N (TN, d+ 4, 2)dd

0
do—4

< qloenr / (=242
0

< Mq%cq? < MqPocq®/2.
Now, for d; > 0, we use the inequality
Xdo+dr+2(9) < (X * Xy +4 * X7)(9),
to deduce
N (T, do + di, ) < (Xdo+dy+202,6,bz.5)

K (X * Xdi+4 * X gba,5: ba.5)
= (Xdi+4 * Xjbw,5: X jbz,s )
< I (Xdy )l de*bx,&H;

< "0 xgbasll;
< q(d0+d1)6quo/2+d1 )



ON SARNAK’S DENSITY CONJECTURE AND ITS APPLICATIONS 33

Lemma 5.2 allows us to slightly modify the definition of the Weak Injective Radius Property.
In particular, the following two claims are equivalent to each other and the Weak Injective

Radius Property with parameter «, for C' some fixed constant (say C' = 100):
e For every dy < 2alog,([I'1 : I'y]) — C, € >0,
1

m Z N y,dy, z)dr < [T : I‘N]Eqdo/z‘

SCEFN\F
e For every dy < 2alog,([I'1 : I'n]) +C, € >0,
1

m Z N(FN,do,:E)d:E < [Fl . I‘N]Eqdo/2‘

SCEFN\F

It also implies the following proposition, which should be compared with [55, Conjecture 2|:

Proposition 5.3. Let (I'y) be a sequence of lattices. Assume that the Weak Injective Radius
Property holds with parameter o = 1, i.e. for every 0 < dy < 2logq([F1 :T'n]), € >0,

1 . € do(1/2+e€
Then for every do > 0,€ > 0 it holds that
e Y. N(@n,doy) <c[T1: FN]EquE(ﬂ 4 gh/?),
[y : TN Ty Tx]

yel'n\I'
Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove that for d; > 0, do = 2log,([I'1 : 'y]), it holds that

1

m Z N[N, do +di,y) < q(do-l-d)eqdo/g_,_dl'

yGFN\Fl

This follows from Lemma 5.2. O

We can now present the proof of Proposition 3.3, in the following slightly more general

claim.

Corollary 5.4. Let (I'y) be a sequence of cocompact lattices, and 0 < o« < 1. The following

are equivalent:

(1) For every do < 2alog,([I'1 : I'nv]), € >0,

br Xdo| 22 () = Z Xdo (27 y)de < [y : T ]l Heq@ol/2+9),
ry\G 7EEY
(2) The Weak Injective Radius Property with parameter o — for every dy < 2« logq([Fl :
PN]), € > O,
1

[T1:Tw] Z N (Ty,dy, z)dz <, [T : Dy]cqot/2+9),
11N

SCEFN\F
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(3) For every h € C.(G) self-adjoint and satisfying h(g) <c [I'1 @ Tn]®;(g) for d =
2alog, ([ : T'y]), it holds that

(5.2) tr A2 (xy) <e L1 :FN]I—FeqCZ(l/Z—i-e) = [} : T+,
(4) For d =20 log,(['1 : T'n]), it holds that

tr wd“m(XN) < M :FN]1+eqd(1/2+e) =Ty : FN]l-i-a-i-e'

Proof. (3) obviously implies (4), and the fact that (4) implies (3) a result of Lemma 4.21.
Since I'y is cocompact, it has a finite diameter D. It implies that the balls of radius D
around points in I'y\I'; cover the entire space I'y\G. Moreover, if two points x,y are of

distance d apart, then
> Xao—2a-1(@2) <7 xa W) € D Xdpr2ar1 (@ ).
vel'n vel'n vel'n
Using Equation (5.1), we deduce that if B, p is the ball of radius D around zg € I'n\I'y,
then for every dy,

/ > Xdp-20-2(z" ' y@)de < N(Ty, do, z) > Xaorzpsa(z yz)da.

vel'N vel'n

BZ'O D Z'O D

Summing over xzy € I'y\I'; and using the discussion after Lemma 5.2 to change dy by a
constant allows us to deduce the equivalence between (1) and (2).

To show that (4) implies (1), note that for dy < d = 2« log,([I'1 = T'y]), it holds that
Xdo K q(do_‘i)/%/}d(g). Then if (4) holds then

T Xdo | 22(x ) < g\ o=/ gy Yilr2xy)
< qldo=d)/2 I FN]1+eqd'(1/z+e)
< [Fl ZFN]1+eqd0(1/2+5)'

Finally, we prove that (1) implies (4). Note that for every g € G,

i
Vi(g) < / ¢\ =902y 4 (g)ddo.
0
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Then if (1) holds for every dy < d we have

d

0

d
< [Fl ZFN]1+€/q(‘i_do)/2qd0(1/2+e)dd0
0

= [T FN]1+eJqJ(1/z+e)

<. [ :FN]I—Fech(l/Z—i-e)‘

Another simple property of the Weak Injective Radius is:

Proposition 5.5. Let (I'y) be a sequence of lattices. If o is the Weak Injective Radius

parameter of the sequence, then o < 1.

Proof. For simplicity, we assume that the lattices (I'y) are cocompact, so we can use Equa-
tion (5.2). The arguments can change to deal with the non-uniform case as well.
Note that Corollary 5.4 did not assume that o < 1. It is therefore enough to prove that for
every a > 1 Equation (5.2) from Corollary 5.4 does not hold for a.
Let dop = 2alog,([I'1 : T'n]), di = do/2 — 1, and cg; = X4, * Xa,- By Lemma 4.18, cg, <
1 : T'n]%a, (g), so the condition before Equation (5.2) holds, and
tr cd1‘L2(XN) <¢ [Fl : FN]H—OH—G.
Since xgq, is self-adjoint, tr w(cg,) > 0 for every 7 € II(G), so
trea 2 (xy) =t (Triv(Cdo )

where 7y is the trivial representation. On the other hand, it holds that

2
tr(Toriv (Cay ) = /% (9)dg = /Xd1d9 > ¢* o> [Ty Ty
G G
As a > 1, we get a contradiction for [y : I'y] big enough. O

We can now prove Proposition 3.9:

Proof. Recall that we assume that the sequence (I'y) of cocompact lattices satisfies the Weak
Injective Radius Property with parameter a, let dg = alog,([I'1 : I'n]) and let fg, from the
definition of a good family.

By Corollary 5.4, the trace of fy, on L?(T'y\G) satisfies

tr fdo|L2(1"N\G) < [y FN]1+O‘+E.
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Let us calculate the spectral side of the trace. From the second and first properties of a
good family,

trde|L2 (TN\G) = Z m(m,I'n) tr w(fa,)

TEA
e A Z do 1—1/p(x)—€)
TEA
= Z m(m,Tn)[[y : FN]2°‘(1—1/p(fr)—6)
TEA

> M(A,Tn,p)[ly : PN]204(1—1/p—e)'
We deduce that for every N, p > 2, € > 0,
M(A,Ty,p) ay [Ty : Ty|lol=nte

as needed. O

6. THE WEAK INJECTIVE RADIUS PROPERTY IMPLIES THE OPTIMAL LIFTING PROPERTY

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.5.

6.1. Reduction to a Spectral Argument. Recall that assuming the Weak Injective Radius
Property and Spectral Gap, we should prove that for every ¢ > 0, for every a € A, with
l(a) = (14 €)log, (1(Xn)),

(6.1)

#{(z,y) € T1/Tn)?: Iy €Ty st av(Vz =y, |lay —al|, < ellall,} = (1 — 0(1))[T1 : Tn]*

For (z,y) € (T1/Tn)% a € Ay and € > 0, we say that v € ['y is good for (z,y,a,¢) if
TN (y)e =y and [lay —all, < €llall,.

Lemma 6.1. Let (x,y) € (I't/T'x)?, and assume that there is no good v € Ty for (z,y,a, ).
Identify x,y with elements x,y € Xy = I'n\G/K. Let f, € L'(G) be a function supported on
the set {g € G : |lag—all, < ¢/2||all,}, and for 6 small enough with respect to € ||al|, let by s
as in Subsection 4.8. Then

fabss(y) = 0.
Moreover, for every y' € Bs(y) it holds that

fabx,é(y,) =0.

Proof. We think of f,b,s as a left I' y-invariant function on G, and identify x,y with some
lifts of them in I'y C G. The support of fuby s = by s * fa is contained in the set

{y €G:3yelN,2' €@, fu(y 'y2') >0, d(z,2') <5}
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Assume by contradiction that y' € Bs(y) is in the support of fyby s, and let v € 'y, 2/ € G
be such that f,(y~'yz’') > 0, d(z,2’) < 6. By the assumption on the support of f,,

lay-1ya = all, < €/2]all,-

Look at
S y_lvx el

Then @, = ay-1.,, and if § is small enough with respect to € [|a/,, then ||a,-1,; — ay-1,.|| <
€/2|lall,. Therefore,
Ha’yl - aHa <e€ ||a||a ;
and
/ o /1 __
n(Y)z =2y T =y
Since v € 'y, it says that 7/ sends x € T'y\I'1 to y € Ty \I'1, as needed. O

Let m € L?(Xy), be the uniform probability distribution, i.e., 7(z) = ﬁ

Lemma 6.2. Equation (6.1) holds if for every € > 0, for every a € Ay with l(a) > (1 +
€)log,([T'y : T'n]), there exists a probability function fo € C(G) supported on {g € G : ||ag — al|, < €|lall,},
such that

(6.2) Z Hfabm,é - 77”3 = Oe(l)’
zel1 /Ty
Proof. We assume that Equation (6.2) holds and want to prove that Equation (6.1) holds.
Let ¢ > 0. For z,y € (I'1/T'y)?, by Lemma 6.1, if there is no good v for (x,y,a,¢/2),
then for y' in the d-neighborhood of y it holds that |(febys — m)(¥')| = 7(y') = m = [y :
I'y]~t. Therefore, for a fixed € T'y/I'y each y without good ~ contributes 5 [I'; : I'y] ™2
to || fabz,s — 7TH§ Moreover, the contributions are distinct for y,3’ whose image in Xy =

I'nv\G/K is different.

Therefore,
# {(z,y) € ('1/T'y)? : There is no good ~ for (z,y,a,¢/2)}
< Y lfabas — 73 [T : T)?
wEFl/FN
=TT D N fabes — 7l
{EGFl/FN
= O([Pl : PN]2),
where we used Equation (6.2) in the last step. This implies Equation (6.1) for €/2. O

The following lemma explains where Spectral Gap is used.

Lemma 6.3. Equation (6.1) follows from the following two conditions:
(1) Spectral Gap holds for (T'y).
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(2) For every € > 0, for some § > 0, for every a € Ay with I(a) > (1 + ¢€)log, ([T : T'n]),
there exists a probability function f, € C°(G) supported on {g € G : |lag — al|, < €|lall,},
such that for every e; > 0,

(6.3) Z ”fab:vﬁ”g Leex qell(a)-
wEFl/FN
Proof. First, we note that |x||5 = fXN w(XN)2de = u(Xn)~t < [[q : Tv]~L. Therefore, if
Equation (6.3) holds then also
Yo Mabes—mly< D Mfabasly+ Y Il <ee @,

wEFl/FN ZBEFl/FN IEGFl/FN

which is similar to Equation (6.2), but o(1) is replaced with O, (¢°/(®).
Let € > 0 and let a € A} be such that l(a') = €l(a). Let f. = Ay * fo. Assuming € is

small enough, f/ is supported on
{9€G:9eG:|ay—al, <2¢lal,}.

We will show that Equation (6.2) holds for f.
Notice that Aym = m and fub, s — 7 L m. By the Spectral Gap assumption and Corol-
lary 4.14, for some p’ < oo,

chlubwﬁ - 7TH2 = HAa’(fabw,cS - 77)”2
< q—s’l(a)/p’ | fabes — 7l -
Therefore,
S Wfabes =7l < a7 ST fabas — 73
wEFl/FN IEGFl/FN
Lees q—ﬁ’l(a)/p’qﬂl(a)‘

If we choose €; small enough, this is o(1) and Equation (6.2) holds. Applying Lemma 6.2, we
get that Equation (6.1) holds as well. O

6.2. Completing the Proof of Theorem 1.5. Recall that Theorem 1.5 states that Spec-
tral Gap and the Weak Injective Radius Property imply the Optimal Lifting Property. In

Lemma 6.3 we reduced it to some spectral statement, Equation (6.3). We now claim:

Lemma 6.4. Assume that the Weak Injective Radius Property holds for a sequence (I'y,). Then
for every e > 0 sufficiently small, for some § > 0, for every a € Ay withl(a) > log,([I'1 : T'n]),
there is a probability function f, € C(G) supported on {g € G : |lag — al|, < €}, such that

Do Mabesly <o g1,
Z‘EFl/FN
Notice the function f, in Lemma 6.4 satisfies slightly stronger conditions than required by
Lemma 6.3, so together they imply Theorem 1.5.
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Proof. Let € > 0 be sufficiently small. By a standard argument, there is a smooth prob-
ability function f, € C2°(G) supported on {g € G : [lag — al|, < €}, and satisfies fo(z) <
" Xy(ay11 ().

Therefore, by the Convolution Lemma 4.18 and Lemma 5.1,

—2l(a - q—2l(a) <

| fabaslls <e g 2@ HXz(a)be,aH; Xi(a)+102,85 Xi(a)+1b2,5)
= q—2l(a) <Xl(a)+1 * Xl(a)—i—lbx,éa bx,6>

<g q_2(1_61)l(a) <7p2(l(a)+2) b:c,éy bx,6>

2(I1(a)+2)
< g~201-ei(a) / JE@—0)/2 (35 dd.
0
2(l(a)+2
< g2t / gCUO=A)EN (2, Ty, dy + 2)ddp.
0

Therefore, applying Proposition 5.3, we get

2(l(a)+2

Z ||fab:c,6‘|§ <e ¢ —2(1-e1) / (2l(a ~do) /2( qd0/2[rl : I‘N])ddo
SCEFl/FN 0
e "1+ ¢ [T T
Since I(a) > log,([I'1 : T'n]), this is O(¢"@<1) as needed. O

7. THE SPECTRAL TO GEOMETRIC DIRECTION

7.1. Some Technical Calculations. For an ease of reference, we give here a couple of tech-

nical bounds.

Lemma 7.1. Let G be non-Archimedean or rank 1. The following are equivalent for a sequence
(Tw):
(1) The Spherical Density Hypothesis with parameter c: for every e >0 and p > 2
M(T(Q)gphs T, p) e [T : Dy )tmei=/p)te
(2) For every e >0
Z [Ty : Ty~ 0=2/P) (7, Ty) < [T : TS

WEH(G)sph p(m)>2

Proof. The fact that (2) implies (1) is simple and is left to the reader.
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The fact that (1) implies (2) follows from a standard trick of integration by parts (|
Theorem 421]):

7

Z [y : FN]_1+OC(1_2/p(ﬂ))m(7T’FN)
WEH(G)sphvp(ﬂ)>2

_ . . —1+a(1-2/p)
p—112,np}>2 M(H(G)sph7 Iy, p) [Fl : FN]

o a . .
+/M(H(G)Sph7PN7p)a—p([F1 :FN] I+a(l Z/P))dp
2

o -1
= p_}lzg}>2M(H(G)sph7 I'n,p)[T1: TN

* /M(H(G)sph,FN,p)QP_QOZlH([H :TN])[0y s Dy e gp
2

o0

L M) (1 + /p_2dp) = [ : T'n]°.
2

For the higher rank Archimedean case we have:

Lemma 7.2. Let G be Archimedean. The following are equivalent for a sequence (I'y):

(1) The Spherical Density Hypothesis with parameter o for some L > 0 large enough and
for every A>0, N>1,p>2,¢>0,

M(H(G)Sph7 FNupa )‘) <<e (1 + )\)L[Pl N PN]l_a(l_z/P)"‘f
(2) For some L' > 0 large enough and every € > 0,

(7.1) > [Ty : D]~ e =p@) (1 4 X)) Vm(r, D) < [T1 : Th]S
w€Il(G)spn,p(m)>2

Proof. The fact that (2) implies (1) is again simple and is left to the reader.

The fact that (1) implies (2) is again done by integration by parts, with two variables. Let
us state it formally. If ((pi, \i))32; C (2,00) x (0,00) is a sequence of values without limit
points, f(p,\) is a non-negative smooth function, and M'(p,\) = # {i : p; > p, \; < A} then
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whenever everything absolutely converges,

0

A—00

S (i) = lmy i 21'(p, )£ )ty [ 30/,
! 0

[e.e]

+ lim M’(p, )\)2

8pf (p, A)dp

oo o0 8

/
//M j2 8>\a —f(p, \)dpdA.
0 2

Applying the integration by parts formula to the left-hand side of Equation (7.1), with
M'(p,A) = M(I(G)oph, v, 0, A), f (0, A) = [D1: Tn] 700 (14 A) 7 we get

L.H.S = limy lim M(I(G)spn, 'y, p, AT Dy~ tHe=2/e) (1 4 ))~F

p—2 A—00

o0

+ lim M(H(G)Sph7 Fvav )\)[Fl : FN]_1+a(1_2/p)L/(1 + )\)—L/—ld)\

p—2

+ lim [ M(I(G)sph, T, p, A)2ap~2 In([Ty = Tn])[Ty : Ty] "= 1 4 \)~Fap

" / / M(I(G)aphs Tvs p, A)2ap~ > ([T < D) [Cy < D] 0020 /(1 4 X) =2 ~dpdx

Note that by the Spherical Density Hypothesis,

lim M (TH(G)sph, T, 2, A) <e [T : D1+ N)E.

p—2

A similar and more precise bound may be derived directly from Weyl’s law ([17])). Note
also that we may assume that L' > L + 10.
Therefore, the first summand in Equation (7.2) is bounded by

< Jim [Ty : Dy D]+ N+ 0" =o.
—00

The second summand is bounded similarly by

<e /[Pl DMy s D]~ 1+ NEL (1 4+ N)Ydh < [0y 2 Talf,
0
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The third summand is bounded by
< Jim [ (14 Ay D] =202 teoqp=2 In([0y : D)0y : D] 0= (14 )~ ap
—00

2
00

< lim (1+ AL /[F1 :Tn]p~2dp = 0,
—00
2

The final summand is bounded by

<e / / (14 MNP0y Dy te20p=2 In([Ty : Ty]) [Ty : D] =2 L/ (1 + )~ = Ldpd
0 2

NIVE FNF/L’(l +A)L—L’—1dA/p—2dp < [y : Ty
0 2

By combining all the bounds we get Equation (7.1). O

7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6. In this subsection we prove Theorem 1.6, or more explicitly
we prove that the Spherical Density Hypothesis with parameter « implies the Weak Injective
Radius Property with parameter . The most natural proof of the claim is to analyze the
spectral side of the pre-trace formula for the function y4,. We will instead discretize and prove
directly the Weak Injective Radius Property.

Proof. Recall that we should prove that for every do < 2alog,([I'1 : I'nv]), € >0,

1

W Z N(FN7d07$)d$ < [Fl . I‘N]Eqdo(l/z-l,-ﬁ)‘
11N

Z‘EFl/FN
For z € Tn\I'y, let b, 5 € L?(X ) as in Subsection 4.8.
Recall from Lemma 5.1 that

N(XN7 d07 .Z') < <bw,57 Xd0+2bm,5> .

Let {m;}L, be an orthogonal basis of irreducible subrepresentations of L?*(T'x\G) with K-
fixed vectors and p(m;) > 2 (T is finite in the p-adic or real rank 1 case, otherwise T' may be
00). Recall that the set of K-invariant vectors of each irreducible representation 7; is a one
dimensional vector space. Let u; € L?(Xx) be a K-invariant vector in m; with ||u;|| = 1. Let
po = 2 and let Vj the orthogonal complement of span {7} @ (®; span {u;}) in L?(Xy) (7 here
is the uniform probability function on Xy). Note that the G-representation generated by V
is (2-)tempered.
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Decompose b, § = m+vg 4 + V1,2 + ..., according to the decomposition L? (Xn) =span{n} @
Vo @ spanug @ ..., i.e., for i =1,2,...,T, v; 5 = (us, by 5)u;. Then,

(73) Z <bw,57xd0+1b-’575> = Z <7T,Xd0+17'['> +

wEFl/FN IEGFl/FN
T
E (V0,25 Xdo+1Y0,z) + E E (Vizs Xdo+1Yi,z) -
{EGFl/FN IEGFl/FN i=1

The first summand in Equation (7.3) equals
Auriv (xdo+0)[F1 s D] [l e Iy s D™ (Xv) << g™
< ¢TI Ty,

where Ay (Xdo+c) is the trivial eigenvalue of X 4,4.c, and we used the fact that dy < 2alog, ([I'; :
I'n)).

Since Vj spans a tempered representation, by Corollary 4.14 the second summand in Equa-
tion (7.3) is bounded by

< g0 S 2 < gD, < T o g2 < gOCAHOT, - Tl
zel' /Ty

To analyze the final summand in Equation (7.3), we first assume that G is p-adic or rank
1. By Lemma 4.22, 37 - o vaHg <5 1. Write do = 20/ log,([T'y : T'n]), for o/ < a. Then
using Corollary 4.14,

T T
Z Z(Ui,waXdo+1Ui,ﬂc> <. Z quo(l—l/P(m)—i—e) ||Ui,m||§

z€l /Ty i=1 2€Ty Ty i=1
T
< Z qdo(l—l/p(m)—l-e)
=1
< Z m(m, Ty )gl(=1/p(m)+e)

WEH(G)sph p(m)>2

- Z m(m, D)y : D)2 (-1/p(m+e),
TEI(G)sph,p(m)>2

Applying Lemma 7.1 (for ¢/ < «) and arranging, we get
<<€ [Fl : FN]1+a,+€ = qd0(1/2+6) [Fl . FN]

This finishes the proof of the non-Archimedean and the rank 1 case.

For the Archimedean high-rank case, by Lemma 4.22, for L large enough
> lviells <o (1+ M) 7"
ze€l' /Ty

The rest of the argument is as above, but using Lemma 7.2 instead of Lemma 7.1. O
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Remark 7.3. The proof of Theorem 1.6 for hyperbolic spaces actually works for non-compact
quotients as well. The reason is that the entire continuous spectrum is tempered, i.e., contained

in Vy ([43]). For more general results about hyperbolic surfaces, see [25].

7.3. A strong version of Theorem 1.5, assuming the Spherical Density Hypothesis.

The goal of this Subsection is to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 7.4. Let (I'y) be a sequence satisfying the Spherical Density Hypothesis (with pa-
rameter « = 1) and Spectral Gap. Then for every e > 0, for every a € Ay with l(a) >

(14 €)log, (1(Xn)),
#{(z,y) € T1/TN)?: Iy €Ty s.t. in(V)z =y, |lay —al|, <1} = (1 — 0.(1))[I1 : Tn].

The result of Theorem 7.4 is stronger than in Theorem 1.5 — here we determine the A -
component of the Cartan decomposition of v in a far greater precision. In the non-Archimedean

case it says that we may choose a € A, precisely.

Proof. As before, let m € L?(Xy), be the uniform probability distribution, i.e., 7(x) = ﬁ

Using the same arguments as in Lemma 6.2, to prove Theorem 7.4 it suffices to prove under
its assumptions that for a € Ay with I(a) > (1 +¢)log,([I'1 : I'n])

(7.4) > [ Aabas — 7ll5 = 0cs(1).
wEFl/FN
Let us first show that Equation (7.4) is immediate if M (II(G)sph, I'v,p) = 0 for p > 2 (the
Ramanugan case). If [(a) > (1 + ¢)log,([I'1 : T'n]) and then ¢ '@ <« [y : Ty]~(+9). Then if
we apply Corollary 4.14, for ¢ sufficiently small,
(7.5) 1Aabag.s = 715 = [ Aalbeg,s — w13 <er gD by 513
< [0 Ty~ 90— — ([0 : T ™).

Summing over x € p;,l(a:o) we get the required bound. As a matter of fact, we proved the
stronger result that if M (Xy,p) = 0 for p > 2 then for every x € T'1 /T'y

+# {y el /Iy:Iyvelyst. an(y)z =y, llay —al, < 5} = (1 —o0c6(1))[y : Tn].

The proof in the general case is basically the same as the proof of Theorem 1.6 in the
previous subsection. Let us quickly give the differences in the proofs, while using the same
notations.

The decomposition of b, s is the same, but instead of bounding
Z <bm,57 Xd0+1bx,5> )
{EGFl/FN
we bound for I(a) > (1 + ¢)log,([I'1 : ['n])
Z HAa(bxo,5 _77-)”;

Z‘EFl/FN



ON SARNAK’S DENSITY CONJECTURE AND ITS APPLICATIONS 45

We get in the same way

T
(7.6) Z ”Aa(bﬂco,é_ﬂ')”g<< Z HAaUO,xHS"‘ Z ZHAaUL:c”g-

{EGFl/FN ZBEFl/FN ZBEFl/FN =1
Instead of using the bound on x4,, we use the bound on A,, which is very similar.
For ¢ small enough, the first summand of Equation (7.6) is bounded by
> MManal <o 32 a0 ol
{EGFl/FN ZBEFl/FN
< [Fl : FN]_(H_E)U_E,)[Fl : FN]
=o(1).

The second summand of Equation (7.6) is bounded in the p-adic or rank 1 case by

T T
Z ZHAan,mHg < Z Zq—z(a)@/p(m)—s’) ||Ui,ch§

SCEFl/FN =1 Z‘EFl/FN i=1
T

< 3 [0y s Ty IR/, Ty
=1

< [0y : D]~ =¢) > m(m, Ty)[[1 : D] -2pm+e),
TEIN(G)sph,p(m)>2
where p’ satisfies p(m;) < p’ for every i, by the Spectral Gap assumption. Using Lemma 7.1
we get for € > 0 small enough relative to e,

T
Z Z | Aavia])? <o [Ty Ty~ =0y Ty = o(1),
{EGFl/FN i=1
as needed.

The proof of the Archimedean high rank case is also similar. O

8. THE BERNSTEIN THEORY OF NON-BACKTRACKING OPERATORS

The results of this section are the main technical contribution of this work. We restrict to
the case of a non-Archimedean field, and we base our work on the results of [2].

Let K’ C K be a compact open subgroup. For g € G it hold that u(KgK)[K : K']72 <
w(K'gK') < n(KgK), and therefore u(K'gK') < n(KgK) = ¢'9).

Consider the Hecke algebra Hir = C.(K'\G/K'). For g € K'\G/K', denote hg:, =
ﬁK’gK’, and let qxr g = p(K'gK')u=1(K’) be the number of right (or left) K’ cosets in
K'gK'. It holds that g’ 4 <~ ¢"9). By the representation theory of p-adic groups ([9]), given
a smooth representation V of G, the Hecke algebra Hy acts on the K'-fixed vectors VE' of

V.
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We first discuss the Iwahori-Hecke algebra. Let I C K be the Iwahori-Hecke subgroup, i.e.
the pointwise stabilizer of a chamber in the Bruhat-Tits building of G. Let W be the affine
Weyl group of the root system of G (relative to the maximal k-torus T') and W the extended
affine Weyl group. By the Iwahori decomposition we have G = IWI, where W € W C W
is some intermediate subgroup. For w € W, denote g, = u(Iwl)/u(I) which is a natural
number. Let H = C.(I\G/I) be the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of G and h,, € H be the element
iy lwl. )

Let B1,..., 0, € W (r = rank G) be some fixed multiples of the simple coweights of the root
system of W (the simple coweight themselves belong to W, so we cannot us them directly).
Then hg, satisfies that hg":_ = hgm, i.e. hg, is a non-backiracking operator (when acting on the
building B of G, it is indeed a non-backtracking operator, or “collision free” in the notions of

[44]). Then it holds that:

Theorem 8.1 (See [35, Theorem 22.1]). There exist two finite sets A, B C W such that each
w € W can be written uniquely as w = af™ ... Bb witha € A, b € B, mj > 0, and
moreover Ly, (w) = Ly, (a) + Y i_y maly, (Bi) + L, (b), where L, W — N is the length function
of the group W as (an extended) Cozeter group.

As a corollary, it holds that in the Iwahori-Hecke algebra,

hi = hahf}" oo B By,

Let us now generalize this theorem to arbitrarily small compact open subgroups K’ C G.
The following theorem is based on the results of [2] (see also |3, Chapter II, Section 2]).

Theorem 8.2 (Bernstein’s Decomposition). There exist arbitrarily small compact open sub-
groups K' such that for each K' there exist two finite sets A,B C K'\G/K' and B, ..., €
K'\G/K', r = ranky G, such that:

(1) For each 1 <i<r andm >0, h%lﬁi = hK’,ﬁ;"-

(2) The operators hgr g, 1 <1 <r, commute.

(3) For each g € G there exist b€ B, a € A and m; > 0 such that

)

(8.1 hicrg = higrahfilg, « oo B 5 Bty

Remark 8.3. Equation (8.1) is equivalent to the double coset decomposition
K'gK'= K'aK'B"K' - ..K'8]" K'bK' = K'aB"" - ... B bK'.
Unlike in Theorem 8.2, there is no uniqueness in the claim.

Proof. We follow [3, Chapter II, Section 2|. Start from the Cartan decomposition KA K,
where Ay C P are the dominant elements in the lattice M/(M N K) (A4 is denoted A4 in
[3]). Let f1,..., B, € AL be generators of a free semigroup Ay in Ay (they may be chosen so
that their lift to M commute, not just as elements in M/(M N K)). Let pq,...,u € Ay be
elements such that A, = Uézlfhr Wi, the union being disjoint.
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By Bruhat’s Theorem in [3], there exist arbitrary small compact open subgroups K’ C K
such that:

e K'is normal in K.

e For every a,b € A it holds that hgs hip = hgr ap, i.e.
(8.2) K'aK'bK' = K'abK'.

Let x1, ..., 2, € K be representatives of right cosets of K’ in K. Since K’ is normal in K they

are also representatives of left cosets. Let A = {x1,...,2,} andlet B = {pz; i =1,...,[,j=1,...

By the Cartan decomposition for each g € G there exist x € A, pz’ € B and my, ..., m, such
that K'gK' = K'zp"" - ... - B pa’ K'. Tt remains to show that

(8.3) K'zK'BMK' - .. B K'pa' K = K'xB{™ - ... - B ua' K.

Since b1, ..., B, pp € A, K/ K- .- B K'uK' = K'B" - ... - B nK' by Equation (8.2).
Finally, since K’ is normal in K and z,2’ € K, K'x = xtK' and K'2' = 2/ K'. Applying those
equalities we get Equation (8.3). O

8.1. Non-Backtracking Operators and Temperedness. We may now deduce:

Theorem 8.4. Let (m,V') be a unitary irreducible representation of G, let VE' the K'-fized
vectors and assume that VX' # {0}. Consider the action of Hxr = Co(K'\G/K') on VK.
Then m is p-tempered if and only if, for every 1 < i < r, for every eigenvalue A of w(hg g,)

on VE' it holds that |\ < q}(_,léf,

Proof. First, note that V is p-tempered if and only if for every 0 # vy € VX "and p’ > p,

/|<U0,7T(9) cvo) P dg = Z (K gK") <|<U0,7T(K'9K’)v0>|>

& G€[KNG/K'] HKgK)
= Z (u(K'gE ) P (u(K") |{vo, m(hicr g)vo ) )P
GE[KNG/K']
= (axrg) 7 ([{vo, w(hier g)vo)] )P < oo
9ElKNG/K']

The only if part is easier and does not require Bernstein’s decomposition. For p = 2 it is

essentially the main result of [11].

7}
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Assume that some eigenvalue A of hg g, satisfies |A\| > qK, Y " Let vg € VE be an eigenvector

of hgs g, with eigenvalue X. Then, for p’ > p such that |A| > q}(, léf ,

/’ vo, 7(g) - vo) " dg > Z (axcrg) P (|(vo, 7 (i g)v0) | )7

gE[K\G/K']

> Z (qr,pm) P (| (vo, w(hicr gm )vo )| )P
axr,8,)™ P (| (vo, w(hcr 5,) ™0 )P
)

arcr,5) ™ P (N (oo PP

>
m=0
>
m=0

> Yool Y (axer,5,) ™ EPIHPAYE) = g2 371 = oo,
m=0 m=0

and V is not p-tempered.
We now prove the if part. One should prove that for p’ > p, the matrix coefficients are in

7 (G). By Bernstein decomposition,

/’ vo, T(g) - vo) ’p dg = Z (QK’,Q)I_p/(KUOv”(hK’,g)UOM)p

9e[K\G/K']

2o DL (awadRls, i )T

a€A,beB m120,...,mr>0
: (‘<7T(hKf,a)*Uo,7T(h?3,gl S hgr,gr)ﬂ(hK’,b)U0>‘)p

m(hK'q) ﬂ(hK/’bH P

/

/

/

p

<Lk Z (QK’,aQK’,b)l_pl
acAbeB

p
m1 m 1—p’ mi Mg
Y. (s e agig) 'HW(hK”ﬁl"”'hKiﬁr)
m12>0,...,mr>0

1—
xS e
m1>0

(1 . p'
(3 a5 | ’%)H )
mo >0

mg (1-p’
‘ el H (2 .

Since all the eigenvalues of m(hg g;) are bounded by qK, ép

, it follows from the theory of
matrix norms that the sum converges (note that 7(hg- g, ) is usually not unitary or self-adjoint,

so one should be a bit careful here). 0

For dy € R>q, choose m;, so that qgi_l < gB/2 < qgifi and denote fg, = Zl-”:l(hgi)*h;”;%
where f*(g) = f(g~!) for a function f: G — C. The following theorem proves Theorem 3.11
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Theorem 8.5. The functions fq, € Hi' are a good family for the set II(G) k' —sph:
(1) For every (m,V) € II(G) with a non-trivial K'-invariant vector, it holds that

gP ™) e tr(n(fay)-
(2) For every (m,V) € II(G) without a non-trivial K'-invariant vector, it holds that

tr(m(f4,)) = 0.
(3) It holds that f4,(g) <e ¢ g, ().

Proof. The second condition is obvious, since if there is no non-trivial K'-invariant vector then
7(fa,) = 0.

The fact that fy,(g) < ¢4, (g) follows from Lemma 4.18, as hi (9) < Xdy/2-

It remains to prove the first condition. Since 7(fg,) is non-negative and self-adjoint it is
diagonalizable on VE and all its eigenvalues are non-negative.

On the other hand tr7(f4,) > ||[7(f4,)]| (as a matter of fact, by uniform admissibility (|2]),
dim VE < 1, s0 trw(fa,) = ||7(f4,)]- It holds that

12
ma || < 1 (fao) -
=1 g
Since V is not p’-tempered for p’ < p, by Theorem 8.4, for some 1 < ¢ < r we have an
1-1p

cigenvalue A of hg, with [A| > gy, 5". Therefore, hjg" has an eigenvalue A with [A™| >
qgf,%:l/p) =g @BIm=1n) = g d020=Y2)  Therefore, ||r(fao)]l = H By

needed.

2
> qd()(l—l/p)’ as

9. LOWER BOUNDS ON MATRIX COEFFICIENTS FOR A SPECIFIC REPRESENTATION

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.10. We assume that G is Archimedean and (7, V) is
an irreducible unitary representation of G.

We will prove that {w} has a good family of functions. Let v € V7, |lv]| = 1, belong to
a fixed 7-type of K, i.e. K acts on Uy = span{Kv} as a K-irreducible representation 7. In
particular, v is K-finite. Let

gdo/z(g) = Xdo/2(g)ql(‘q)p(ﬁr1 (v, m(g)v),
and let
fao = 935 /2 * 9o 2-
We claim that fg, satisfies the condition of Definition 3.7 for {7}. We first verify conditions
(2) and (3). Since fq, is self-adjoint and non-negative, (2) follows.
By the theory of leading exponents (which is described below), |(v, 7(g)v)| <xpe g~ O WrFe),
SO ‘gdo/g(gﬂ < qdoﬁxdo/g(g). It follows that also ‘920/2(9)‘ < qdoﬁxdo/g(g). By Lemma 4.18,

| fa0(9)] <e % go12(9)-
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It remains to prove (1), which will concern the rest of this section. We note that since fg,

is self-adjoint and non-negative

tr(x(fao)) > [(fa) | = |7 (a0 )|

Now,

wﬂ%mwz/%m@wm@w

G
:/MW@MWM“@F@w@m@w@
G

v

/ dOPO ™ [, x(g)0) | dg,
1(d)<do /2
and conclude that
e (fa) > / dOP o, 7 (g)0) 2 dg.
1(g)<do/2

Therefore, to prove that tr(m(fq,)) > q@(1=Y/»®=€) " one should prove (after changing dy
and dy/2)

_ ] B
(91) / ql(g)p(w) 1 |<’U,7T(g)'U>|2 dg >>7|—,€ qdo(l—p(w) 1_6)‘
l(g)<do
So far, our proof is essentially the same as (part of) the proof of [55, Theorem 3|, which

only concerns rank 1.
We start by simplifying the left-hand side of equation (9.1).
Applying the Cartan decomposition we get

/ ¢ (v, m(g))* dg = / / / @p) " §(a) (v, m(kak'v)|* dkdk da.

l(g)<do K K acAy,l(a)<do

Using the logarithm map, we identify A, C a, and give a € A coordinates (z1, ..., x,), x; > 0
by (z1,...,x,) — 22:1 xiw;, where wy,...,w, are the fundamental coweights. Recall that for
a€ Ay, l(a) = 2p(a). For k > 0, denote by A% C Ay the set of a € A with z; > k). Then
for a € A% it holds that S(a) =<, ¢'(¥ = ¢*/(%). Then:

/ / / @™ S (a) [ (v, (kak')v)|* dkdk'da

K K acAy,l(a)<do

/ / / AU+ | (p, 7 (kak!)o) | dkdk da,

K K aeA"€ a)<dop
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so we should prove that for some x > 0,

' —_
(9.2) // / 2p(a (1+p(m)~1) ‘<U,7T(k7&k’,)v>|2dkdk‘,da S qdo(l_p(ﬂ) 1_5)‘
K K a€A% l(a)<do

9.1. Leading Exponents. We recall the Casselman-Harish Chandra-Milicic theory of Lead-
ing Exponents. We follow [10, Chapter VIII].

Equation (9.2) is very similar to [10, Theorem 8.48,(b) implies (a)], which is one of the
more technical parts of the theory. We will follow the same proof closely, while deriving an
explicit expression. A side benefit is that the proofs below somewhat simplify the proof of [10,
Theorem 8.48,(b) implies (a)].

By the theory of leading exponents, we may associate with an irreducible unitary repre-
sentation (actually, to any irreducible admissible representation) (m,V") a finite subset called

leading exponent F C ag such that the following two theorems hold:

Theorem 9.1 ([10, Theorem 8.47]). The following are equivalent:

e Forvg: a — R a real character, every K-finite matriz coefficient (v,av) for a € Ay is
bounded in absolute value by <r ., e=P) D[ (a)N where N is some constant.

o For every v € F, and every fundamental weight w;, 1 <i <r, Rev(w;) < vo(w;).

Theorem 9.2 (|10, Theorem 8.48|). The following are equivalent:
o Every K-finite matriz coefficient ¢(g) = (v, m(g)v) is in LP(G).
e For every v € F, and every fundamental weight w;, 1 <i <r, Rev(w;) < (1— %)p(wi).

Note that the second theorem implies that
2
pim) = min{p: v € F11 <05 Revlen) < (1- Do)}

and that some matrix coefficient is not in L) (g).

To state the main theorem about leading exponents, let us set some notations. Assume
that 0 #£ v € V is K-finite, and let Ey: V' — Uy be a projection onto a finite dimensional
K-invariant subspace Uy C V such that v € Uy. We define F': Ay — Endc(Uy) by F(a) =
EQT(' (CL)E() .

We denote by Hrndr, the set of holomorphic functions f: D" — End(Up), where D =
{z € C:|z| < 1} is the open unit ball. Each such function has a convergent multiple power
series, which is absolutely and uniformly convergent on compact subsets of D".

As before, we identify a € A, C a with coordinates (x1,...,2;), ; > 0 by (z1,...,2,) —
D e TiWi-

We say that v,/ € af. are integrally equivalent if their difference v — v/ in an integral
combination of simple roots. If the difference is a non-negative integral combination of simple

roots, we write v/ < v.

Theorem 9.3 ([10, Theorem 8.32|). There exist ng € N and a finite set F' satisfying:
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(1) Fc F.
(2) Each V' € F' satisfies v < v for somev € F.
(3) It holds that for 1 > 0,...,z, >0,
(9.3)
F(a) = F(x1,...,2) = Z Z Guni,...ne (1, ...,mr)e("_p)(xl""’x*)x?l R AU
veF’ 1<ni1<ng...1<nr<ng
such that forv e F', 1 <n; <ng, Gyn,...n.: (0,00)" — Endc(Up) are functions given
by Gy (X1 s ) = fomy,om (€770, e, where fun, . n € HEndUy-
Moreover, if fyn,..n. # 0 then fun, . . n.(0,...,0) # 0 and for each v € F' there
exist ny, ..., Ny With fun, . n. # 0.

Proof. The theorem follows from [10, Theorem 8.32] and the discussion following it. Let us
explain: by [40, Theorem 8.32], F has a decomposition like Equation (9.3) for a certain set F'.
If funi,..m(0,...,0) =0, we may use its power series expansion to replace v by other elements
in ag, which are integrally equivalent to it.

It remains to prove that F C F’, and that each v/ € F’ has v € F with v/ < v. By power

series expansion, we have a unique decomposition (see [10, Equation 8.52])
F(zy,..,x,) = E F_p(x1,...,2;)
veag
E v—p)(x1,...,xy) 0 ne
FI/—P(‘Tla"'u‘TT) = cl/,nl,...,nr.e( P)(z1 T)xll e ’.Z'T,T,

1<n1<no,...,1<n-<ng

for some ¢, p,... n, € EndUp. Each term F,_, can be calculated from G,/ ,, ., for v <.
The set of leading exponent is the set of maximal elements relative to < for v € F with
F,_, # 0. This immediately implies that F C F’. Moreover, each v" € a with F,n_, # 0
satisfies v/ < v for some v € F, which says that each v/ € F’ satisfies v/ < v for some
veF. O

We remark that Theorem 9.3 does not directly imply the upper bound given in Theorem 9.1,
since it does not give bounds for x; — 0. Such bounds are available using asymptotic expansion
near the walls ([10, Chapter VIII, Section 12]).

9.2. Some Technical Lemmas.

Lemma 9.4 (Compare [10, Lemma B.24]). Let f: R — C be a function defined as f(x) =
e Zle cie” T with a;,¢; € C, Re(a;) >0, BER, >0, n; € N.
Assume that there is 0 < i < k such that Re(a;) =0, ¢; # 0 and let

ng = llg%xk {n;: Re(a;) =0 and ¢; # 0}.
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Then for T large enough,
T
/ 1 (@)] dx > AT,
0

Moreover, if we assume that ng = max;<;<j {n; : Re(a;) = 0} then the underlying lower bound

on T and the constants are continuous for small perturbations of the c;.

Remark 9.5. The condition on ng in the "moreover part" comes to deal with the case that

after a small perturbation, some ¢; = 0 becomes non-zero.

Proof. During the proof, > may depend on f. Fix M large enough, depending on f, to be

T T
/If(w)lda:z / |f ()| .
0 T-M

Let ap = minj<;< {Re(y) : Re(oy) # 0}, N = max;<;<i {n;}.
After re-arranging the summands, write f = fo + f1, with fo(z) = €7 Zfl:l cie” YT o
fi=¢€s" Zf:lﬂ cie” g™ where the summands 1 < ¢ <[ contain all factors with Re(a;) =0

and n; = ng. Moreover, we may assume that all the o;, 1 < ¢ <[ are different.

chosen later. Then

Then for € > 0 small enough and T large enough,
T

[ 1A@Ide <3 x| {(fi(@) < (€80T B0y ST — o ITT)
T—M -
Now,

T T .
/|f0(x)|d:p: / 0 efT Zcie_a"x dx
T-M T-M =1
T
> (T — M) T=M) / Zcie_o‘“c dx
oM =L

2
l 2 — o . .
= > lal”+ Zlg#jgl cicje(al )T gince this

Note that ‘Zi’:l ci €%t > ‘2221 cie” it

value is bounded.

|

l

§ Cieaifﬂ

T
dz > / Sl + Y age@en)iy
vopm =l

T i=1 1<i#j<I
! CiCi
D SE R p
i=1 1<igj<y | YT

> M —0(1)



ON SARNAK’S DENSITY CONJECTURE AND ITS APPLICATIONS 54

For M large enough the last value is > 1, so

T
/ | fo(z)| dz > PTTmo
M

T
and
T T T T
/ ()| dr > / (@) dr > / [fo()|dz — / fu(@)] dz > PTT™.
0 T—M T—M T—M

For the "moreover part" one follows the proof carefully and notices that it remains true for
small perturbations in the c;. O

Remark 9.6. For § > 0 our lower bound agrees with a similar upper bound. For § = 0 it is

no longer true, but a similar proof will give the right lower bound 770+,

Lemma 9.7. Let M be an open subset of a smooth Riemannian manifold (e.g., a Lie group),
F: M x [R,00) a function defined by

k
(9.4) F(m,x) = Z e " Fy(m, ),
i=1

such that: s; € C, n; € N, and F;(m,x) = f;(m,e™") for some function f;(m,z) real analytic
on M x D,r, where D, C C is the closed ball of radius v, and holomorphic in the second
variable. Assume also that for each 1 < i < k there is m € M with f;(m,0) # 0. Let
50 = maxi<;<i Re s; and assume that so > 0.

T
//|F(s,r)|dr > 0T,

M R

Then for T large enough

Proof. By restriction to a compact subset, we may assume that the closure of M is compact.
Decompose f;(m, z) = c¢(m) + g;(m, z)z, where g;(m, z) in also holomorphic in |z| < e .
Then
Ei(m,r) = c;(m) + e "Gi(m,r),

where G;(m,r) is bounded for m,r € M X [R,00). Therefore,

k k
(9.5) F(m,r) = Z e*"ric;(m) + Z e =G (m, ).
i=1

i=1
Without loss of generality, Re(s1) = sg and n; = max {n; : Re(s;) = so}. Let mg € M be a
point with fj(mg,0) # 0. Choose a small enough neighborhood My C M of my. We have

/ /T |\F(m, )| drdm > / /T \F(m, )| drdm.
R

M R Mo
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Since G;(m,r) is bounded on My, for T large enough the second summand of Equation (9.5)

Il

As for the first summand of Equation (9.5), by Lemma 9.4 and the fact that ¢;(mg) # 0, it

holds that
/ /T
o R

and we are done. O

satisfies

dr = o(e*7T).

k
Zesl_l "riGi(m,r)
=1

k

§ :eslrrmcz )

i=1

dr > T e%T

We can finally prove Equation (9.2).

Proof. Recall that we chose v € V, |[v|| = 1 to span a representation 7 of K. We choose in
Theorem 9.3 Uy = span Kv.

Using Theorem 9.2, choose vy € F' and 1 < i < r such that Reyy(w;) = (1 — ﬁ)p(wi).
Without loss of generality i = 1. Moreover, we assume that among all v € F satisfying
this condition, vy has maximal 0 < N7 < ng such that for some constants zs,...,z; # 0,
0 < ng,...,ny < nolim,, 0 fun,,..n.(21,22,...,2) # 0, where f, N . n.(21,22,...,2) is
taken from Theorem 9.3 (notice that vy may belong to 7' — F), so it may not be a leading
exponent).

By Theorem 9.3, if we let M = K x (0,00)""! x K, we identify m € M with m =
(k1,22 ...,y ko), and let G : M x (0,00) — oo be

G(m7 33‘1) = <U7 7T(k‘1(1(331, ) xr)k2)v> )
then G(m,x1) has the form of Equation (9.4), with s; = (1 — p)(w1) = —I%P(Wl), ny = Ny.
Note that G?(m, 1) also has this form, with s; = —Iﬁp(wl). We Let
F(m7$1) = 62p(w1)(1+p(ﬂ)71)x1G2(m’x1)7

and F also has a similar form, with s; = 2p(w1)(1 —p(7)~1). Let mg = (k1, 72, ..., 2, k2) be a
point where the condition of Lemma 9.7 holds. By Lemma 9.7, for a small neighborhood Mj
of my, it holds for dy large enough and some constant C
(do—C)/2p(w1)
|F'(m, x1)|dzidm > edo(1=p(m)™")
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Finally, for My, x small enough, for each m = (ky,xa,..., 2., , ko) € My and 1 < 21 < (dg —
C)/2p(w1), it holds that a = (21, ...,x,) € A and [(a) < dy. Therefore,

/ / / PO | (o n(kak!)o)| dkdk da

K K acAf l(a)<do
(do—1)/2p(wr)
> / / |F'(m,z1)|dxidm
Mo 0
> edo(1=p(m) ™)

as needed in Equation (9.2). O

INDEX

The following notations appear throughout the paper.

e k —a local field.

e g — if k£ is Archimedean ¢ = e. Otherwise ¢ is the size of the quotient field of k,

e (G — the k-rational points of a semisimple algebraic group over k.

o I' — a lattice in G. If there is a sequence (I'y) of lattices then I'y is a finite index
subgroup of I'y, with [T’y : T'y] — oo.

e K — a good maximal compact subgroup of G.

e X — the locally symmetric space I'\G/K.

e II(G) — the set of equivalence classes of irreducible unitary representations of G. A
representation is usually denoted by (m, V).

e p(7) — the minimal p such that all K-finite matrix coefficients of (7, V') are in LPT¢(G).

e )\ — an eigenvalue of the Casimir operator. Appears only in the Archimedean case.

o [: G — R>p — a length function on G. A length is usually denoted dy.

® X4, — & smooth approximation for the characteristic set {g € G : I(g) < dp}.

® 14, — a smooth approximation for g(do—1(9))/2 Xdo -

® b5 —for x € I'NG/K, 6 € Ryp. In the non-Archimedean case it is the character-
istic function of {z}. In the Archimedean case it is a smooth approximation for the

characteristic function of a ball of radius ¢ around z.
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