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2 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

INTRODUCTION

The aim of this article is to discuss some of the analytic aspects of the group G =
PSL,(R) acting on the hyperbolic plane and its boundary. Everything we do is related
in some way with the (spherical) principal series representations of the group G.

These principal series representations are among the best known and most basic ob-
jects of all of representation theory. In this article, we will review the standard models
used to realize these representations and then describe a number of new properties and
new models. Some of these are surprising and interesting in their own right, while
others have already proved useful in connection with the study of cohomological ap-
plications of automorphic forms [2] and may potentially have other applications in the
future. The construction of new models may at first sight seem superfluous, since by
definition any two models of the same representation are equivariantly isomorphic,
but nevertheless gives new information because the isomorphisms between the models
are not trivial and also because each model consists of the global sections of a cer-
tain G-equivariant sheaf, and these sheaves are completely different even if they have
isomorphic spaces of global sections.

The principal series representations of G are indexed by a complex number s, called
the spectral parameter, which we will always assume to have real part between 0
and 1. (The condition Re (s) = %, corresponding to unitarizability, will play no role
in this paper.) There are two basic realizations. One is the space YV, of functions on R
with the (right) action of G given by

at+ b

_ -2s
(plg)®) = lct +d| (’D(ct+d

Z] €G). (1)

The other is the space &; of functions u on $ (complex upper half-plane) satisfying
Au(z) = s(1 - s)u) (z€9), 2

where A = —yz(aa—;2 + %) (z = x+ iy € 9H) is the hyperbolic Laplace operator,
with the action u — u o g. They are related by Helgason’s Poisson transform (thus
named because it is the analogue of the corresponding formula given by Poisson for
holomorphic functions)

) (teR,g=[j

00

1 )
a0 - PP = T f o) R\ d, 3)

o0

where R(t;z) = Ri(2) = W”(Z_t) forz = x+iy € 9 and r € C. The three main
themes of this paper are: the explicit inversion of the Poisson transformation, the study
of germs of Laplace eigenfunctions near the boundary P]g = R U {co} of H, and the
construction of a new model of the principal series representation which is a kind of

hybrid of V, and &;. We now describe each of these briefly.

o [Inverse Poisson transform. We would like to describe the inverse map of P ex-
plicitly. The right-hand side of (3) can be interpreted as it stands if ¢ is a smooth
vector in V, (corresponding to a function ¢(x) which is C* on R and such that ¢ —
|t|‘2s<p(1/t) is C* at t = 0). To get an isomorphism between V, and all of &, one has
to allow hyperfunctions ¢(t). The precise definition, which is somewhat subtle in the
model used in (1), will be reviewed in §1.2; for now we recall only that a hyperfunction
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 3

on I C R is represented by a holomorphic function on U \ I, where U is a neighbor-
hood U of I in C with U N R = I and where two holomorphic functions represent the
same hyperfunction if their difference is holomorphic on all of U. We will show in §3
that for u € & the vector Py 'u e V. can be represented by the hyperfunction

u(zo) + fzi [u(z), (R/(2)/Rs(20))’] ifLeUNS
F I R@IR ()", @] if{eUn$

forany zo € UN$H, where H~ = {z=x+iy € C : y < 0} denotes the lower half-plane
and [u(z), v(z)] for any functions « and v in $ is the Green’s form

[u(z), v(z)] = Ju(z) v(z)dz + u(z) (90_(_z) dz, 5)
0z 0z

which is a closed 1-form if u and v both satisfy the Laplace equation (2). The asym-
metry in (4) is necessary because, although R(/;z)* tends to zero at z = £ and z = /,
both its z-derivative at £ and its Z-derivative at / become infinite, forcing us to change
the order of the arguments in the Green’s form in the two components of U \ I. That
the two different-looking expressions in (4) are nevertheless formally the same follows
from the fact that [u, v] + [v, u] = d(uv) for any functions u and v.

’%@)={ “)

e Boundary eigenfunctions. If one looks at known examples of solutions of the
Laplace equation (2), then it is very striking that many of these functions decom-
pose into two pieces of the form y*A(z) and y'~*B(z) as z = x + iy tends to a point of
R C Pﬁ = 09, where A(z) and B(z) are functions which extend analytically across the
boundary. For instance, the eigenfunctions that occur as building blocks in the Fourier
expansions of Maass wave forms for a Fuchsian group G C G are the functions

ksom(@) =y Ko1pQalaly) ™ @=x+iyeR neZ n#0), (6)
where K,_1/2(?) is the standard K-Bessel function which decays exponentially as t —
oo, The function K, (¢) has the form L (I,(t) — 1_,(?)) with

sinzvy

[

_ n 2n+v
1,(f) = Z G e

— n'I'(n+v)

S0 kg omn(z) decomposes into two pieces of the form y*X(analytic near the boundary)
and y'~*x(analytic near the boundary). The same is true for other elements of &;,
involving other special functions like Legendre or hypergeometric functions, that play
a role in the spectral analysis of automorphic forms. A second main theme of this
paper is to understand this phenomenon. We will show that to every analytic function
@ on an interval I C R there is a unique solution u of (2) in U N$ (where U as before is
a neighborhood of 7 in C with U N R = I, supposed simply connected and sufficiently
small) such that u(x +iy) = y°* ®(x+iy) for an analytic function ® on U with restriction
®|; = ¢. In §4 we will call the (locally defined) map ¢ — u the transverse Poisson
transform of ¢ and will show that it can be described by both a Taylor series in y and
an integral formula, the latter bearing a striking resemblance to the original (globally
defined) Poisson transform (3):

—il(s+3%) (%

S — ) d 7
rord) Zso(g“)R({,z) Z, (7

Plo)z) =
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4 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

where the function ¢(¢) in the integral is the unique holomorphic extension of ¢(f) to U
and the integral is along any path connecting zZ and z within U. The transverse Poisson
map produces an eigenfunction u from a real-analytic function ¢ on an interval [ in ]PIE.
We also give an explicit integral formula representing the holomorphic function ¢ in U
in terms of the eigenfunction u = Zga.

As an application, we will show in §6 that the elements of &; corresponding under
the Poisson transform to analytic vectors in V, (which in the model (1) are represented
by analytic functions ¢ on R for which # — |t|‘25<,o(1/ t) is analytic at t = 0) are precisely
those which have a decomposition u = PZgol + PT_Sgoz near the boundary of $, where
¢1 and ¢y, which are uniquely determined by u, are analytic functions on PIIR.

e Canonical model. We spoke above of two realizations of the principal series, as V,
(functions on 99 = Pﬁ&) and as &; (eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator in $). In
fact V, comes in many different variants, discussed in detail in §1, each of which
resolves various of the defects of the others at the expense of introducing new ones. For
instance, the “line model” (1) which we have been using up to now has a very simple
description of the group action, but needs special treatment of the point co € P!, as
one could already see several times in the discussion above (e.g. in the description of
smooth and analytic vectors or in the definition of hyperfunctions). One can correct
this by working on the projective rather than the real line, but then the description of the
group action becomes very messy, while yet other models (circle model, plane model,
induced representation model, ...) have other drawbacks. In §3 we will introduce a
new realization C; (“canonical model”) that has many advantages:

¢ all points in hyperbolic space, and all points on its boundary, are treated in an

equal ways;

the formula for the group action is very simple;

its objects are actual functions, not equivalence classes of functions;

the Poisson transformation is given by an extremely simple formula;

the canonical model C; coincides with the image of a canonical inversion for-

mula for the Poisson transformation;

o the elements of C; satisfy differential equations, discussed below, which lead
to a sheaf D that is interesting in itself;

e it uses two variables, one in $ and one in IP’}C N\ ]P%K, and therefore gives a natural
bridge between the models of the principal series representations as eigenfunc-
tions in $ or as hyperfunctions in a deleted neighborhood of Pﬁ in ]P(é.

The elements of the space C, are precisely the functions (z,z9) +— hg,(z) arising
as in (4) for some eigenfunction u € &, but also have several intrinsic descriptions,
of which perhaps the most surprising is a characterization by a system of two linear
differential equations:

8—h=—S§_fh*, 81_ = %h,

0z z-% 0z (-20-2)
where h(Z, z) is a function on (Péj N P%R) X 9 which is holomorphic in the first variable
and where h*(Z, z) := (W, z) — h(z,2))/({ — 2). The “Poisson transform” in this model
is very simple: it simply assigns to A({, z) the function u(z) = h(z, z), which turns out
to be an eigenfunction of the Laplace operator. The name ‘“‘canonical model” refers to

(®)
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 5

the fact that V, consists of hyperfunctions and that in C; we have chosen a family of
canonical representatives of these hyperfunctions, indexed in a G-equivariant way by
a parameter in the upper half-plane: h(-,z) for each z € $ is the unique representative
of the hyperfunction ¢(f)R(t;z)”° on ]P’}R which is holomorphic in all of ]P(lc N P]g and
vanishes at Z.

o Further remarks. The known or potential applications of the ideas in this paper
are to automorphic forms in the upper half plane. When dealing with such forms, one
needs to work with functions of general weight, not just weight O as considered here.
We expect that many of our results can be modified to the context of general weights,
where the group G = PSL,(R) has to be replaced by SL,(R) or its universal covering
group.

Some parts of what we do in this paper are available in the literature, but often in
a different form or with another emphasis. In §4 of the introduction of [6], Helgason
gives an overview of analysis on the upper half plane. One finds there the Poisson
transformation; the injectivity is proved by a polar decomposition. As far as we know,
our approach in Theorem 3.2 with the Green’s form is new, and in [2] it is an essential
tool to build cocycles. Helgason gives also the asymptotic expansion near the boundary
of eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator, from which the results in Section 6 may also
be derived. For these asymptotic expansions one may also consult the work of Van
den Ban and Schlichtkrull, [1]. A more detailed and deeper discussion can be found
in [7], where Section 0 discusses the inverse Poisson transformation in the context of
the upper half-plane. Our presentation stresses the transverse Poisson transformation,
which also seems not to have been treated in the earlier literature and which we use
in [2] to recover Maass wave forms from their associated cocycles. Finally, the hybrid
models in Section 3 and the related sheaf Dy are, as far as we know, new.

The paper ends with an appendix giving a number of explicit formulas, including
descriptions of various eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator and tables of Poisson
transforms and transverse Poisson transforms.

Acknowledgments. The two first-named authors would like to thank the Max Planck
Institute in Bonn and the College de France in Paris for their repeated hospitality and
for the excellent working conditions they provided. We thank YoungJu Choie for her
comments on an earlier version.

Conventions and notations. We work with the Lie group

G =PSLr(R) = SLo(R)/{+1d} .

We denote the element =+(* Z) of G by [ z] . A maximal compact subgroup is K =

PSO(2) = {k(8) : 6 € R/aZ}, with

cosf sin g

k(@) = [ . (9a)

—sinf cos 8

We also use the Borel subgroup NA, with the unipotent subgroup N = {n(x) : x € R}
and the torus A = {a(y) : y > 0}, with

aly) = [‘6’712@] e = [o7] (9b)
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6 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

We use H as a generic letter to denote the hyperbolic plane. We use two concrete
models: the unit disk D = {w € C : |w| < 1}, and the upper half plane $ = {z € C :
Imz > 0}. We will denote by x and y the real and imaginary part of z € $ respectively.
The boundary 0H of the hyperbolic plane is in these models 09 = PI{& = R U {oo}, the
real projective line, and 9D = S', the unit circle. Both models of H U 0H are contained
in PL, on which G acts in the upper half plane model by [¢ Z] :z > % and in the

cz+d’
i by. AwtB v TAB1 _ rl=iypabyyl —i-1
disk model by [% /] Pw o Bih, w?th [BA] =, eI ﬁ] )
All the representations that we discuss in the first five sections depend on s € C, the
spectral parameter; it determines the eigenvalue A, = s — s of the Laplace operator A,

which is given in the upper half plane model by —y?d> — yzc');, and in the disk model by

—(1—|w*)? 8y, 5. We will always assume s ¢ Z, and usually restrict to 0 < Re (s) < 1.
We work with right representations of G, denoted by v — vjp;g orv — vlg.

1. THE PRINCIPAL SERIES REPRESENTATION V

This section serves to discuss general facts concerning the principal series represen-
tation. Much of this is standard, but quite a lot of it is not, and the material presented
here will be used extensively in the rest of the paper. We will therefore give a self-
contained and fairly detailed presentation.

The principal series representations can be realized in various ways. One of the aims
of this paper is to gain insight by combining several of these models. Subsection 1.1
gives six standard models for the continuous vectors in the principal series represen-
tation. Subsection 1.2 presents the larger space of hyperfunction vectors in some of
these models, and in Subsection 1.3 we discuss the isomorphism (for 0 < Res < 1)
between the principal series representations with the values s and 1 — s of the spectral
parameter.

1.1. Six models of the principal series representation. In this subsection we look at
six models to realize the principal series representation V,, each of which is the most
convenient in certain contexts. Three of these models are realized on the boundary
OH of the hyperbolic plane. Five of the six models have easy algebraic isomorphisms
between them. The sixth has a more subtle isomorphism with the others, but gives
explicit matrix coefficients. In later sections we will describe more models of V, with
a more complicated relation to the models here. We also describe the duality between
YV, and V| _| in the various models. (Note. We will use the letter V; somewhat loosely
to denote “the” principal series representation in a generic way, or when the particu-
lar space of functions under consideration plays no role. The spaces V;” and V of
smooth and analytic vectors, and the spaces V,”* and V,"“ of distributions and hyper-
functions introduced in §1.2, will be identified by the appropriate superscript. Other
superscripts such as P and S will be used to distinguish vectors in the different models
when needed.)

e Line model. This well-known model of the principal series consists of complex
valued functions on R with the action of G given by

ab s
g0|zs[cd](x) = |ex+d[™? 90(%). (1.1)

File name poiss-june2011-C.tex September 27,2011 6



FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 7

Since G acts on PIIR = R U{oo}, and not on R, the point at infinity plays a special role in
this model and a more correct description requires the use of a pair (¢, ¢ ) of functions
R — C related by ¢(x) = X7 oo(—1/x) for x # 0, and with the right hand side in
(1.1) replaced by |ax + b| > @e(— flf:r‘,j) if cx + d vanishes, together with the obvious
corresponding formula for ¢.,. However, we will usually work with ¢ alone and leave
the required verification at co to the reader.

The space V;™ of smooth vectors in this model consists of the functions ¢ € C*(R)

with an asymptotic expansion

o) ~ 17 Y et (1.2)
n=0

as |[f| — oo. Similarly, we define the space V,* of analytic vectors as the space of
¢ € C(R) (real-analytic functions on R) for which the series appearing on the right-
hand side of (1.2) converges to () for |¢| > fy for some fy. Replacing C*(R) or C*(R)
by CP(R) and the expansion (1.2) with a Taylor expansion of order p, we define the
space VJ for p € N,
e Plane model. The line model has the advantage that the action (1.1) of G is very
simple and corresponds to the standard formula for its action on the complex upper
half-plane $, but the disadvantage that we have to either cover the boundary R U {co}
of $ by two charts and work with pairs of functions or else give a special treatment
to the point at infinity, thus breaking the inherent G-symmetry. Each of the next five
models eliminates this problem, at the expense of introducing complexities elsewhere.
The first of these is the plane model, consisting of even functions ® : R \ {0} — C
satisfying @ (zx, ty) = |t|~25®(x, y) for t # 0, with the action

b
®|[ad](x,y) = ®(ax + by, cx + dy). (1.3)
C
The relation with the line model is
o) = Ot 1), ¢u() = O(=1,0), Doy = Y ey, (1.4
and of course the elements in V”, for p = 0,1,..., 0, w, are now just given by ® €

CP(R? \ {0}). This model has the advantage of being completely G-symmetric, but
requires functions of two variables rather than just one.

e Projective model. If (¢, p,) represents an element of the line model, we put

Ft) = { (1 + %)% (1) ifr € Pl \ {0} = R,

(1+ 1) @oo(=1/1)  ift € Py N {0} = R* U {oo}. (-

The functions ¢¥ form the projective model of V., consisting of functions f on the real
projective line ]P’]}Q with the action

Ml alo = (i) o(228) 1.6

41 5. : 1 o
Note that the factor (m) is real-analytic on the whole of P, since the factor
in parentheses is analytic and strictly positive on P%R. This model has the advantage that
all points of Pﬂl% get equal treatment, but the disadvantage that the formula for the action

is complicated and unnatural.
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8 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

L1+E

| i _ 14 1
= in Pc , with inverse ¢t = i1=¢ » Maps PR

t+i
isomorphically to the unit circle S' = {¢ € C : |¢] = 1} in C, and leads to the circle
model of V,, related to the three previous models by

¢ (e72%) = ¢F(coth) = D(cosh,sinf) = |sinb| > g(cotb). (1.7)
The action of g = [ifl] € PSLy(R) is described by g = [i :’]g[i _l."]‘1 = [%g] in
PSU(1, 1) € PSLy(C), with A = J(a +ib —ic + d), B= $(a—ib —ic — d):

fho@© = 1ag+ BIEF(552) aa=). (1.8)

e Circle model. The transformation & =

Since |A]> — |B* = 1, the factor |A¢ + BJ is non-zero on the unit circle.

Note that in both the projective and circle models, the elements in V}” are simply the
elements of CP (PBR) or CP(S"), so that as vector spaces these models are independent
of s.

e [nduced representation model. The principal series is frequently defined as the
induced representation from the Borel group NA to G of the character n(x)a(y) +—
y~*, in the notation in (9b). (See for instance Chap. VII in [8].) This is the space of
functions F on G transforming on the right according to this character of AN, with G
acting by left translation. Identifying G/N with R? \ {(0, 0)} leads to the plane model,
via F[¢ 2] = @(a,c). On the other hand, the functions in the induced representation
model are determined by their values on K, leading to the relation tps(em) = F(k(6))
with the circle model, with k() as in (9a).

We should warn the reader that in defining the induced representation one often
considers functions whose restrictions to K are square integrable, obtaining a Hilbert
space isomorphic to L>(K). The action of G in this space is a bounded representation,
unitary if Res = % Since not all square integrable functions are continuous, this
Hilbert space is larger than V. For p € N, the space of p times differentiable vectors
in this Hilbert space is larger than our V”. (It is between V"~ and V”.) However,
V™ and V¥ coincide with the spaces of infinitely-often differentiable, respectively
analytic, vectors in this Hilbert space.

o Sequence model. We define elements e;, € V,“, n € Z, represented in our five
models as follows:

eonll) = (% + 1)“(%)n, (1.92)
elﬁ(x,y) = (x2+y2)_s(;%z)n, (1.9b)

e, () = (%) (1.9¢)

el &) = &, (1.9d)
st - (S s

Fourier expansion gives a convergent representation t,os (&) = 2, cnesn(é) for each ele-
ment of V0. This gives the sequence model, consisting of the sequences of coefficients
¢ = (¢p)pez - The action of G is described by ¢ — ¢’ with¢), = X, Apn.n(9)cn, Where the

m
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSLy(R) 9
matrix coefficients A,,,(g) are given (by the binomial theorem) in terms of § = [% g]

as
21

, (1.10)

Am,n (g) =

|A[2s I-m)\1-n)lA

(A/B)" (A/B)" n-s\(-n-s\|B
w2 ) 5]

which can be written in closed form in terms of hypergeometric functions as
Amn(9)

n+m pm-—n o 2 .

{ A|A|2.r§2m ( y n) F(S_n,s+m;m—n+1; g’ ) lfmznv (111)

%'2) ifn>m.

m-n
Antmgn-m ( —s+n

AP )F(s+n,s—m;n—m+l;

n—m

The description of the smooth and analytic vectors is easy in the sequence model:

(‘/sw

{(cn) TCp = O(e‘“'”') for some a > 0} ,
Ve = {(en) : cn=0(1+1n))™) foralla e R}.

(1.12)

The precise description of V)’ for finite p € N is less obvious in this model, but at least
we have (¢,) € VP = ¢, = o(|n|™P) as [n]| — oo, and, conversely, ¢, = O(|n|) with
o> p+ 1implies (c,) € V7.

e Duality. There is a duality between V. and (VIO_ ,» given in the six models by the
formulas

1
wr = 1 [ ewunar (1.13a)
T JUr
2
(O,¥) = 21_71 ®O(cos 0, sin 6) Y(cos 6, sin0) db, (1.13b)
0
p by _ 1 f P P dt
(0 ) = - PIIQSD(t)lﬁ(l)HtZ, (1.13¢)
1 d.
W) = oo [ Feres. (1.13d)
i Jsi &
T do
F = [ Fao) FGo) (1.13¢)
(c,d) = chd_,,. (1.13f)
This bilinear form on V x 1 is G-invariant:
(@ls g Yh-259) = (@, ¢) (g€@q). (1.14)
Furthermore we have for n,m € Z:
<e1—s,n’es,m> = 6n,—m- (115)

e Topology. The natural topology of V' with p € N U {0} is given by seminorms
which we define with use of the action ¢ — ¢|W = %‘PWWL:O where W = (1)_(1)) is
in the Lie algebra. The differential operator W is given by 2i& 0, in the circle model,
by (1 + £2) 9; in the projective model, and by (1 + x?) d, + 2sx in the line model. For
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10 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

p € N the space V/ is a Banach space with norm equal to the sum over j = 0,...,p
of the seminorms

lgll; = sup |olW/(x)|. (1.16)
xeOH

The collection of all seminorms ||-||;, j € N, gives the natural topology of V> =
Mpen V. In §1.2 we shall discuss the natural topology on V2.

Although we have strict inclusions V> ¢ --- ¢ V! c V0, all these representa-
tion spaces of G are irreducible as topological G-representations, due to our standing
assumptions 0 < Re s < 1, which implies s ¢ Z.

o Sheaf aspects. In the line model, the projective model and the circle model, we
can extend the definition of the G-equivariant spaces V' for p = 0,1,...,00,w of
functions on dH to G-equivariant sheaves on 0H. For instance, in the circle model we
can define V(1) for any open subset I C S' as the space of real-analytic functions
on /. The action of G induces linear maps f +— f|g, from V*(I) to (VS‘”(g‘II), so that
I — V(I) is a G-equivariant sheaf on the G-space S! whose space of global sections
is the representation V,” of G. For the line model and the projective model we proceed
similarly.

1.2. Hyperfunctions. So far we have considered YV, as a space of functions. We now
want to include generalized functions: distributions and hyperfunctions. We shall be
most interested in hyperfunctions on dH, in the projective model and the circle model.

o V¥ and holomorphic functions. Before we discuss hyperfunctions, let us first
consider V. 1In the circle model, it is the space C“(S!) of real-analytic functions
on S!, with the action (1.8). Since the restriction of a holomorphic function on a
neighborhood of S! in C to S! is real-analytic, and since every real-analytic function
on S! is such a restriction, C“(S') can be identified with the space h_m) O(U), where

U in the inductive limit runs over all open neighborhoods of S' and O(U) denotes the
space of holomorphic functions on U.

e Hyperfunctions. We can also consider the space HS"Y) = limOU \ S') (with
—
U running over the same sets as before) of germs of holomorphic functions in deleted

neighborhoods of S! in C. The space C~“(S') of hyperfunctions on S! is the quotient
in the exact sequence

0— Cc¥S"H — HESH — c@i$sh —o0; (1.17)

see e.g. §1.1 of [11]. So C~“(S") = limO(U \ S$')/O(U) where U is as above, and
—>
U

where restriction gives an injective map O(U) — O(U \ S'). Actually, the quotient
O(U~S")/O(U) does not depend on the choice of U, so it gives a model for C~“(S") for
any choice of U. Intuitively, a hyperfunction is the jump across S! of a holomorphic
function on U \ S'.

o Embedding. The image of C®(SY in C~*(S") in (1.17) is of course zero. There is
an embedding C“(S') — C~“(S!) induced by

(cOW) (o1 € HySY), e1(w) = {‘”(0“’) fwel. lul <1, g
ifweU, lw>1.
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 11

o Fairing. We next define a pairing between hyperfunctions and analytic functions
on S'. We begin with a pairing on H(S') x H(S"). Let ¢, € H(S!) be represented
by f, h € O(UNSY) for some U. Let C, and C_ be closed curves in U \ S! which
are small deformations of S! to the inside and outside, respectively, traversed in the
positive direction, e.g. C.. = {lw| = e¥¢} with ¢ sufficiently small. Then the integral

0 = 5 f f F ) 2 (1.19)

is independent of the choice of the contours C.. and of the neighborhood U. Moreover,
if f and h are both in O(U), then Cauchy’s theorem gives {p,¥) = 0. Hence if ¢ €
C“(Sh), then the right-hand side of (1.19) depends only on the image (also denoted
©) of ¢ in C“(S') and we get an induced pairing cshH x c¥(S') —» C, which
we also denote by (-, -). Similarly, (-, -) gives a pairing cYiShH x c (s — C.
Finally, if ¢ belongs to the space C“(Sh), embedded into C~“(S') as explained in the
preceding paragraph, then it is easily seen that (¢, ) is the same as the value of the
pairing C“(S") x C¥(S!) — C already defined in (1.13d).

e Group action. We now define the action of G. We had identified V;” in the circle
model with C¥(S") together with the action (1.8) of G = PSLy(R) = PSU(1, 1). For
g= [gg] and & € S! we have |A¢ + B> = (A + Bé ')(A + B¢), which is holomorphic
and takes values near the positive real axis for £ close to S! (because |A| > |B]). So if
we rewrite the automorphy factor in (1.8) as [(A + BE)(A + B/£)] ™, then we see that it
extends to a single-valued and holomorphic function on a neighborhood of S! (in fact,
outside a path from 0 to —B/A and a path from co to —A/B). In other words, in the
description of V,* as h_)m O(U), the G-action becomes

¢hsg () = [(A+ Bw)(A + B/w)]™ p(gw) . (1.20)

This description makes sense on O(U \ S!), and hence also on H(S') and C~“(S!). We
define V¢ as C~“(S') together with this G-action. It is then easy to check that the
embedding V, C V" induced by the embedding C*(S" c c7«(S") described above
is G-equivariant, and also that the pairing (1.19) satisfies (1.14) and hence defines an
equivariant pairing V" X Y - — C extending the pairing (1.13d) on V;* X V.

Note also that, if we denote by H; the space H(S') equipped with the action (1.20),
then (1.17) becomes a short exact sequence

0—V’—>H,5>V“—0 (1.21)

of G-modules and (1.19) defines an equivariant pairing Hy x H;_; — C.

The equivariant duality identifies V™ with a space of linear forms on Y} , namely
(in the circle model) the space of all linear forms that are continuous for the induc-
tive limit topology on C~“(S!) induced by the topologies on the spaces O(U) given by
supremum norms on annuli 1 — & < |[w| < 1 + &. Similarly, the space V,”* of distribu-
tional vectors in V; can be defined in the circle model as the space of linear forms on
V? that are continuous for the topology with supremum norms of all derivatives as its
set of seminorms. We thus have an increasing sequence of spaces:

V, (analytic functions) c V™ (smooth functions) C ---

1.22
C V. % (distributions) ¢ V,“ (hyperfunctions), (1.22)
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12 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

where all of the inclusions commute with the action of G.

e Hyperfunctions in other models. The descriptions of the spaces V" and V™
in the projective model are similar. The space of hyperfunctions C “"(IP%R) is defined
similarly to (1.17), where we now let U run through neighborhoods of PIE in ]P’(lc. The
formula (1.6) describing the action of G on functions on Pﬁa makes sense on a neigh-
borhood of IPIIR in P(l: and can be rewritten

. S . N
p [ab _ (22T T ar+b

Mledl® = @) (T : g*(i)) (T - g*(—i)) ). 0w

where the automorphy factor now makes sense and is holomorphic and single-valued

outside a path from i to g~ (i) and a path from —i to g~!(=i). The duality in this model

is given by
1 d
@ = - fC - fc Je w5

where the contour C. runs in the upper half-plane 9, slightly above the real axis in the
positive direction, and returning along a wide half circle in the positive direction and
the contour C_ is defined similarly, but in the lower half-plane $~, going clockwise.
Everything else goes through exactly as before.
The kernel function
(f+D( -1

KD = T

can be used to obtain a representative in H; (in the projective model) for any a € V,7“:
if we think of « as a linear form on V* , then

g(Q) = (k(, ), @) (1.26)

is a holomorphic function on Pé N PJIR such that n(g) = @. Cauchy’s theorem implies
that g and any representative ¢ € H; of «a differ by a holomorphic function on a
neighborhood of Pﬂ%' The particular representative g has the nice properties of being
holomorphic on $ U $7, and being normalized by g(—i) = 0.

If one wants to handle hyperfunctions in the line model, one has to use both hyper-
functions ¢ and ¢, on R, glued by ¢(7) = (1) @oo(=1/7) 01 neighborhoods of (0, o)
and (—o0, 0). For instance, for Re s < % the linear form ¢ +— 7]? f_ O:o ©(t) dt on (Vlo_s de-
fines a distribution 15 € V™. In §A.2 we use (1.26) to describe 1; € V" in the line
model. The plane model seems not to be convenient for working with hyperfunctions.

Finally, in the sequence model there is the advantage that one can describe all four
of the spaces in (1.22) very easily, since the descriptions in (1.12) applied to V;* - and
V=, lead immediately to the descriptions

(1.24)

(1.25)

N

V7= = {(cn) : ¢ =0((1 + |n))*) for some a € R}

N

Yo = {(Cn) : ¢ = O(e™) for all a > 0} , (1.27)

of their dual spaces, where a sequence ¢ corresponds to the hyperfunction represented
by the function which is },soc,w” for 1 — ¢ < |w| < 1 and -3, gcw” for 1 <
lw| < 1 + &; the action of G still makes sense here because the matrix coefficients
as given in (1.11) decay exponentially (like (|B|/ JAD") as |n] — oo for any g € G.
Thus in the sequence model, the four spaces in (1.22) correspond to sequences {c,}
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 13

of complex numbers having exponential decay, superpolynomial decay, polynomial
growth, or subexponential growth, respectively. (See (1.12) and (1.27).)

1.3. The intertwining map V" — V,~%. The representations V" and V%, with
the same eigenvalue s(1 — s) for the Casimir operator, are not only dual to one another,
but are also isomorphic (for s ¢ Z). Suppose first that I/ € CP(G) is in the induced
representation model of V” with Re s > 3 and p=0,1,...,00. With n(x) = [ 1] as

in (9b) and w = [(1) 7(1)] we define

o0 1 T(s)l(3)
f Flgn(xw)dx, — b(s) = B(s.5) = r(s—+§) (1.28)

where the gamma factor b(s — %) is a normalization the reason of which will become

ISF(g) =

b(s — 1)

clear later. The shift over % is chosen since we will meet the same gamma factor

unshifted in §4. From n(x)w € k(—arccot x)a( V1 + x2) N we find
1 B 00
I,F(g) = b(s— 5) ! f F(gk(—arccot x))(1 + x*)™* dx,

which shows that the integral converges absolutely for Re s > % By differentiating
under the integral in (1.28) we see that I,F € CP(G). From a(y)n(x)w = n(yx)wa(y)~" it
follows that I,F(ga(y)n(x’)) = y*~' F(g). The action of G in the induced representation
model is by left translation, hence I is an intertwining operator V" — (Vl’i E

UsF)li—sg1 = I(Flsg1) forg; €G. (1.29)

To describe I in the plane model, we choose for a given (&, 7) € RZ\ {0} the element
2 2
9en = [£ E+T)] ¢ G to obtain
)d

n E/(E+n?)
( - _) f 577 l 0
£+

s 3) f o(x(&n) +

By relatively straightforward computations, we find that the formulas for /; in the other
models (still for Re s > %) are given by:

1, (&, 1)

( m, f)) dx. (1.30a)

Lo(t) = b(s - %)“ f ) It — 272 p(x) dx, (1.30b)
P =2 g
L (t) = b(s 2) Pﬁi((l A +x2)) ¢ (x) 2.1 (1.30c¢)
21—2s 1. d
I*@ = ——b(s=3)" fs a-gma —n/f)s‘]sos(n);n, (1.30d)
_ I(s) TA-s+n) (=9
Ise), = -5 TGin cn = o Cns (1.30e)
with in the last line the Pochhammer symbol given by (a); = ]J‘.;(l)(a +j)fork > 1 and

(a)o = 1. The factor (1)}, /(5)}y is holomorphic on 0 < Re s < 1. Hence /e, , is well
defined for these values of the spectral parameter. The polynomial growth of the factor
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14 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

shows that I; extends to a map I, : V' — (VII; forO < Res < 1 for p = w, 00, —0c0, —w,

but for finite p we have only I,V c (Vl’: _Sl if 0 < Re s < 1. See the characterizations
(1.12) and (1.27). The intertwining property (1.29) extends holomorphically. The
choice of the normalization factor in (1.28) implies that /;_; o I; = Id, as is more easily
seen from formula (1.30e). From this formula we also see that {/|_sp, I,@) = {p, @)
foro e V¥, @ € V7, and that I;» = Id.

For ¢ € V¥, p > 1, we have in the line model ¢’(x) = O(|x|7>*"!) as |x| — oo. For

Res > %, integration by parts gives

=I'(s)
2yrT(s+3)

and this now defines /¢ for Re s > 0, and shows that I{VS1 - (Vlo_s.
We can describe the operator I5 : V™ — V|~ on the representatives of hyperfunc-
tions in H; by sending a Laurent series ),z b,w" on an annulus @ < |w| < B in C*

t0 X ez (l(g)f)l‘”' b,w" converging on the same annulus. One can check that this gives an
intertwining operator I : Hy — H;_,. (Since G is connected, it suffices to check this
for generators of the Lie algebra, for which the action on the e, is relatively simple.

See §A.5)

Lip(t) = foo sign (t — x) |t — )CIZ‘Y_1 ¢’ (x)dx, (1.31)

2. LAPLACE EIGENFUNCTIONS AND THE POISSON TRANSFORMATION

The principal series representations can also be realized as the space of eigenfunc-
tions of the Laplace operator A in the hyperbolic plane H. This model has several
advantages: the action of G involves no automorphy factor at all, the model does not
give a preferential treatment to any point, all vectors correspond to actual functions,
with no need to work with distributions or hyperfunctions, and the values s and 1 — s
of the spectral parameter give the same space. The isomorphism from the models on
the boundary used so far to the hyperbolic plane model is given by an simple integral
transform (Poisson map). Before discussing this transformation in Section 2.3, we
consider in Section 2.1 eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator on hyperbolic space,
and discuss in Section 2.2 the Green’s form already used in [10].

Finally, in Section 2.4 we consider second order eigenfunctions, i.e., functions on H
that are annihilated by (A — s(1 — s))°.

2.1. The space &; and some of its elements. We use H as general notation for the
hyperbolic 2-space. For computations it is convenient to work in a realization of H. In
this paper we use the realization as the complex upper half-plane and a realization as
the complex unit disk.

The upper half-plane model of His $ = {z = x + iy : y > 0}, with boundary
IPIIR. Lengths of curves in $ are determined by integration of y~ ' \(dx)? + (dy)?. To

this metric are associated the Laplace operator A = —y*(9% + (95) = (z — 2)%0,0: and
the volume element du = d);f Z. The hyperbolic distance d(z,z’) between two points
7, 77 € H is given in the upper half plane model by
$ ’ 9 ) IZ - Z,Iz ’
coshd®(z,7) = p°(z,7) = 1 + 0y (z,7 €9). (2.1
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 15

The isometry group of $ is the group G = PSL;(R), acting as usual by fractional linear
transformations z ““b . The subgroup leaving fixed i is K = PSO(2). So G/K = $.
The action of G leaves 1nvar1ant the metric and the volume element and commutes
with A.

We use also the disk model D = {w e C |w| < 1} of H, with boundary S'. It is
related to the upper half-plane model by w = 32, z = i 1+w The corresponding metric

« Relwijz(d Im w)? , and the Laplace operator A = —(1 — |w|2)2(’) 0. The formula for

hyperbolic distance becomes

20w — w'?
coshd®(w,w’) = p°w,w’) = 1 + . (2.2)
(1= lwP)(1 = w'?)
Here the group of isometries, still denoted G, is the group PSU(1, 1) of matrices [% g]

(A, Be C,|A? —|BP? = 1), again acting via fractional linear transformations.

By & we denote the space of solutions of Au = A, u in H, where 4, = s(1 — s).
Since A is an elliptic differential operator with real analytic coefficients, all elements
of &; are real-analytic functions. The group G acts by (u|g)(z) = u(gz). (We will use z
to denote the coordinate in both $ and D when we make statements applying to both
models of H.) Obviously, &; = &;_;. If U is an open subset of H, we denote by E(U)
the space of solutions of Au = A,uon U.

There are a number of special elements of & which we will use in the sequel. Each
of these elements is invariant or transforms with some character under the action of
a one-parameter subgroup H C G. The simplest are z = x + iy — y’ and z —

y'=*, which are invariant under N = {[(1)’1C ] : x € R}, and transform according
to a character of A = {[ ‘éy ' /(\)/g] : y > 0}. More generally, the functions in &;

transforming according to non-trivial characters of N are written in terms of Bessel
functions. These are irnportant in describing Maass forms with respect to a discrete
subgroup of G that contains [0 1] The functions transforming according to a character
of A are described in terms of hypergeometric functions. (The details, and properties
of all special functions used, are given in §A.1.)

If we choose the subgroup H to be K = PSO(2), we are led to the functions Py,
described in the disk model with polar coordinates w = re’ by

. 1+ 72\ .
Pya(re) = P! l(lt;)eme (nez), 2.3)

where P | denotes the Legendre function of the first kind. Note the shift of the spectral

parameter in P’ | and P ,. If n = 0 one usually writes Ps_; instead of R?_l ; but to avoid
confusion we will not omit the 0 in Py .
Every function in &; can be described in terms of the P ,: if we write the Fourier

expansion of u € &; as u(re’®) = Y,z A,(r)e, then A, (r) has the form a, P, 1”
for some a, € C, so we have an expansion
u(w) = Z an B ,(w), a, € C. 2.4)

nez
Sometimes it will be convenient to consider also subgroups of G conjugate to K.

For a given 7/ = X’ + iy’ € $ we choose g, = [‘Og’;//‘/‘/yz] € NA c G to obtain an
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16 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

automorphism of $ sending i to 7’. If we combine this with our standard identification
of H and D, we get a new identification sending the chosen point 7’ to 0 € D, and the
function F;, on D becomes the following function on $ X H:

Psa(z, 7) = Ps,n(Z Z—’) 2.5)
-2z
This definition of P;, depends in general on the choice of g, in the coset g, K.
In the case n = 0 the choice has no influence, and we obtain the the very important
point pair invariant p(z,7'), defined, in either the disk or the upper half plane, by the
formula

ps(z7) = poo(7) = Pi(p™(z.7)) (27 inH), (2.6)

with the argument p(z, z’) = coshd(z, z’) of the Legendre function Py_; = P?_l being
given algebraically in terms of the coordinates of z and 7’ by formulas (2.1) or (2.2),
respectively. This function is defined on the product H x H, is invariant with respect
to the diagonal action of G on this product, and satisfies the Laplace equation with
respect to each variable separately.

The Legendre function Q'_, in equation (A.8) in the appendix provides elements of
Es(D \ A{0}):

i0 w (L7 g
Qsn(re”) = Qs_l(m)e (nez). 2.7
The corresponding point-pair invariant with Q(S)_1 = Q-1
45z7) = Q1(p" (7)) (57 inH) (2.8)

is the well-known Green’s function for A (integral kernel function of (A — A9)7h), has
a logarithmic singularity as z — z’ and grows like the s-th power of the Euclidean
distance (in the disk model) from z to the boundary as z — OH with 7" fixed. This
latter property will be crucial in §4, where we will study a space “W,” of germs of
eigenfunctions near 0H having precisely this boundary behavior.
The eigenfunction R(¢; -)°, given in the $H-model by
A
R0 = ——  (teR,z=x+iye9), 2.9)
|t — Z|2s

is the image under the action of [_(1) lt] € G on the eigenfunction z — y*. This function
was already used extensively in [10] (§2 and §5 of Chapter II). For fixed ¢t € R, the
functions R(z; -)* and R(¢; -)'~* are both in &,. For fixed z € 9, we have R(-;z)® in the
line model of V. The basic invariance property

b
lct + d|"**R(gt; g2)° = R(1,2)° (g = [a d] €G) (2.10)
C
may be viewed as the statement that (¢,z) — R(#;z)° belongs to (V¥ ® E)C. The
function R(-; -)'~* is the kernel function of the Poisson transform in §2.3.
We may allow ¢ to move off R, in such a way that R(¢, z)* becomes holomorphic in
this variable:

NS Y $ _ ,
R0 = (—@_Z)@_Z)) (eC,z=x+iye9). (2.11)
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 17

However, this not only has singularities at z = £ or z = Z, but is also many-valued. To
make a well-defined function we have to choose a path C from ¢ to , in which case
R(Z; -)° becomes single-valued on U = $ \ C and lies in E,(U). (Cf. [10], Chap. II,
§1.) Sometimes it is convenient to write R‘é‘; instead of R(Z; -)°.

Occasionally, we will choose other branches of the multivalued function R(-; -)®.
We have

s S ( -2 s s s {-z s
OR((;2)" = — —R(2)’, O:R((2) = —— —R(:2)", (2.12)
2-2{-2 2-2{0-1Z

provided we use the same branch on the left and the right.

2.2. The Green’s form and a Cauchy formula for &;. Next we recall the bracket
operation from [10], which associates to a pair of eigenfunctions of A with the same
eigenvalue a closed 1-form (Green’s form). It comes in two versions, differing by an
exact form:

[u,v] = u,vdz + uv;dz, {u,v} = 2ilu,v] — id(uv). (2.13)

Because [u|g,vlg] = [u,v] o g for any locally defined holomorphic map ¢g (cf. [10],
lemma in §2 of Chapter II), these formulas make sense and define the same 1-form
whether we use the $- or D-model of H, and define G-equivariant maps &; X & —
Q' (H) (or E(U) x E{(U) — Q'(U) for any open subset U of H). The {u, v}-version of
the bracket, which is antisymmetric, is given in (x, y)-coordinates z = x + iy € $ by

U Uy Uy,
{u, v} = |v v vy (2.14)
0 dx dy
and in (r, f)-coordinates w = re’” € D by
u ru, ug
{u,v} = v rv. uvg|. (2.15)
0 dr/r do

We can apply the Green’s form in particular to any two of the special functions
discussed above, and in some cases the resulting closed form can be written as the total
differential of an explicit function. A trivial example is 2i [y*, y'~*] = sdz — (1 — 5) dZ,
{y®, yl‘s} = (25 — 1) dx. A less obvious example is

a)(z—b)
Z—Z

R R1G) = 5 1 - az((Z R3(2) R};S(z)), (2.16)
where a and b are either distinct real numbers or distinct complex numbers and z ¢
{a,b,a,b}. On both sides we take the same branches of R} and R})‘S. This formula,
which can be verified by direct computation, can be used to prove the Poisson inversion
formula discussed below (cf. Remark 1, §3.2). Some other examples are given in §A.4.

We can also consider the brackets of any function u € & with the point-pair invari-
ants p(z,7’) or gs(z,7'). The latter is especially useful since it gives us the following
&Es-analogue of Cauchy’s formula:
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18 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

Theorem 2.1. Let C be a piecewise smooth simple closed curve in H and u an element
of E(U), where U C H is some open set containing C and its interior. Then for
w € H\ C we have

w(w) if w is inside C,

1
= C[“"h("w)] = { (2.17)

i 0 if w is outside C,
where the curve C is traversed is the positive direction.

Proof. Since [u, q4(-,w)] is a closed form, the value of the integral in (2.17) does not
change if we deform the path C, so long as we avoid the point w where the form
becomes singular. The vanishing of the integral when w is outside of C is therefore
clear, since we can simply contract C to a point. If w is inside C, then we can deform
C to a small hyperbolic circle around w. We can use the G-equivariance to put w =
0, so that this hyperbolic circle is also a Euclidean one, say z = ge. We can also
replace [u, gs(-,0)] by {u, gs(-,0)}/2i, since their difference is exact. From (2.15)
and the asymptotic result (A.11) we find that the closed form —%{u, qs(-,0)} equals
(%u(O) + O(elog €)) df on the circle. The result follows. m

The method of the proof just given can also be used to check that for a contour C in
D encircling 0 once in positive direction we have for all n € Z

f[Ps,n, Qs,m] = mi (_1)11 6n,—m . (2.18)
C

Combining this formula with the expansion (2.4), we arrive at the following general-
ization of the standard formula for the Taylor expansion of holomorphic functions:

Proposition 2.2. For each u € E;:

-1 n
ww) = 3 EE P [ 11000 2.19)

T
nez

If u € E,(A), where A is some annulus of the form r; < |w| < rp in D, there is a
more complicated expansion of the form

u@w) = (anPuw) + byQyn(w)). (2.20)
nez

For fixed w’ € D the function w — ¢gs(w,w") has only one singularity, at w = w’. So
both on the disk |w| < |[w’| as on the annulus |w| > |w’| the function g,( -, w) has a polar
Fourier expansion, which can be given explicitly:

Proposition 2.3. For w,w’ € D with |lw| # |[w’|:
Znez(=1)" Py (W) Qsn(w)  if lw] > w'|,
2nez(=D)" Py _p(w) Qs,n(wl) if lw| < [w'l.

Proof. Apply (2.20) to g4(-,w’) on the annulus A = {w € D : || < |w]}. Since
qs(-,w’) represents an element of “W,” the expansion becomes

5w, w') = D b)) Quu(@)  (wl > wl).

nez

gsw,w") = { (2.21)
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FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 19

From g(ew, ew’) = g,(w, w’) it follows that b,(ew’) = e="%b,,(w). For w € D \ {0}
we have gg(w, -) € E¢(B) with B = {w’ € D : |w'| < |w]}. Then the coefficients b,
are also in E4(B). Since Q; _, has a singularity at 0 € D, the coefficients have the form
b,(W") = ¢y Ps—p(w’). Now we apply (2.17) and (2.18) to obtain with a path C inside
the region A:

1 1
Ps,m(w/) = C[Ps,m, QS( ) w/)] = E Z CnPs,—n(w’) j;[Ps,ma Qs,n]

i nez
= Com Ps,m(w,) (=D™.

Hence ¢, = (—=1)", and the proposition follows, with the symmetry of g;. =

2.3. The Poisson transformation. There is a well-known isomorphism P from V"¢
to &;. This enables us to view &, as a model of the principal series. We first describe
Py abstractly and then more explicitly in various models of V,"“. In Section 3.2 we
will describe the inverse isomorphism from &; to V.

Fora e V7 “andge G

(Pya)(g) = (als g, e1-s0) = (@, €1_s0h2,9™") (2.22)

describes a function on G that is K-invariant on the right. Hence it is a function on
G/K = H. The center of the enveloping algebra is generated by the Casimir operator.
It gives rise to a differential operator on G that gives, suitably normalized, the Laplace
operator A on the right-K-invariant functions. Since the Casimir operator acts on V"%
as multiplication by A; = (1 — s)s, the function Psa defines an element of E;. We write
in the upper half plane model

Psa(2) = Psa(n(x)a(y)) , (2.23)

with the notation in (9b). The definition in (2.22) implies that the Poisson transforma-
tion is G-equivariant:

Pi(alsg)(z) = Psa(gz). (2.24)
The fact that the intertwining operator I, : V™ — V% preserves the duality implies
that the following diagram commutes:

Vo (2.25)
V=

If @ € VO, we can describe Pya by a simple integral formula. In the line model this
takes the form

1 00 _
Pa(@) = (eso, ahn(xa@) = ~ f e, 0l2-2s (n(X)a()) ' (1) a(t) dt
{ [ . e e (2.26)
= - f S 1 1) et = - f R(t;2)' a(r) dt,
T Jco Yy T Jco

so that R'™ is the kernel of the Poisson transformation in the line model. If « is a
hyperfunction, the pairing in (2.22) has to be interpreted as discussed in §1.2 as the
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20 R.BRUGGEMAN, J. LEWIS, AND D.ZAGIER

difference of two integrals over contours close to and on opposite sides of JH (equa-
tion (1.19) in the circle model), with R( - ; 7)!~ extended analytically to a neighborhood
of JH.
In the projective model and the circle model we find:
Pia(x) = (R(-:9)'™,a), (2.272)

with R(-;2)'~* in the various models given by

Pt = () E L (BED o,
RE (& w) ™ = ((1 - ul)/;)l(uﬂz_ wf))l_s, (2.27¢)

By R(-, -)!=%, without superscript on the R, we denote the Poisson kernel in the line
model (as in (2.11)). We take the branch for which arg R({; z) = 0 for  on R.
In the circle model we have for each o € V,*:

_ 2\1-s
Psa(w) = m(f —f )g(é“) ((1 - /&)1 - wg))*! d—f, (2.28)
2mi " C_ é,‘:

with Cy and C_ as in (1.19), adapted to the domain of the representative g € H; of the
hyperfunction a.

For the values of s we are interested in, Helgason has shown that the Poisson trans-
formation is an isomorphism:

Theorem 2.4. (Theorem 4.3 in [5]). The Poisson map Py : V"¢ — &; is a bijection
for0 <Res < 1.

The usual proof of this uses the K-Fourier expansion, where K (= PSO(2)) is the
standard maximal compact subgroup of G. One first checks by explicit integration the

formula )
s

Pses,m = (_l)m m Ps,m (n €2), (2.29)

with ey, and Py, as defined in (1.9d) and (2.3) respectively. (Indeed, with (2.27b) and

(2.28) we obtain the Poisson integral
(1= wP)!=s

Pses,m (w) = i
[1=1

o1 d
& (1 -l ~ae) ™ F.
Since [w/é&] < 1 and |[@é] < 1 this leads to the expansion

Aoy S U g

l’l]!i’lz!

ny,n>0, —ny+ny=m

(1= ) = (1= ), (1 = 5+ |m]), " { w"  ifm>0,

= (1 - 241-s
(4 =lwl (1 + [m), n! o ifm<0.

|
It n>0

This is (=1)"I'(s)/I'(s + m) times Py, as defined in (A.8) and (A.9).) Then one uses
the fact that the elements of V,"“ are given by sums }’ ¢, e,,, with coeflicients ¢, of
subexponential growth (eq. (1.27)), and shows that the coefficients in the expansion
(2.19) also have subexponential growth for each u € &;. This is the analogue of
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the fact that a holomorphic function in the unit disk has Taylor coefficients at 0 of
subexponential growth, and can be proved the same way. An alternative proof of
Theorem 2.4 will follow from the results of §3.2, where we shall give an explicit
inverse map for P;.

Thus, & is a model of the principal series representation V™, and also of V™%,
that does not change under the transformation s — 1 — s of the spectral parameter. It
is completely G-equivariant. The action of G is simply given by u|g =uog.

As discussed in §1, the space V,"“ (hyperfunctions on 0H) contains three canonical
subspaces V" (distributions), V; (smooth functions) and V;* (analytic functions on
O0H), and we can ask whether there is an intrinsic characterization of the corresponding
subspaces E;°, 7°, and &% of &;. For &> the answer is simple and depends only on

the asymptotic properties of the eigenfunctions near the boundary, namely:

Theorem 2.5. ( [9], Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 5.3.) Let 0 < Res < 1. The space
E;° = Py(V,"°) consists of the functions in E; having at most polynomial growth near
the boundary.

(“At most polynomial growth near the boundary” means < (1 — |w|2)_c for some C in
the disk model and < ((|z + i*)/ y)C in the upper half-plane model.)

The corresponding theorems for the spaces &7 and £, which do not only involve
estimates of the speed of growth of functions near dH, are considerably more compli-
cated. We will return to the description of these spaces in Section 6.

e Explicit examples. One example is given in (2.29). Another example is
Piseo(2) = RY(00:2)'™* = y'™*, (2.30)

where 650 € V7™ is the distribution associating to ¢ € V™, in the projective model,
its value at co. As a third example we consider the element R(-;z9)* € V*. For
convenience we use the circle model. Then a(w,w’) = (PSRS(- ;w')¥)(w) satisfies the
relation a(gw’, gw) = a(w’,w) for all g € G, by equivariance of the Poisson transform
and of the function R®. So a is a point-pair invariant. Since a(w, -) € &;, it has to be a
multiple of p;. We compute the factor by taking w’ = w =0 € D:

, 1 d.
PRS00 = == [ F@0 R e %
2 Jsi &
1
= — 11% _
2mi Jsi &
Thus we have
PR(-;w') (w) = ps(w',w). (2.31)
With (2.25) and the fact that P = P this implies
IR(-;w)* = R(-;w)'™s. (2.32)

2.4. Second order eigenfunctions. The Poisson transformation allows us to prove
results concerning the space

&, = Ker((A—1,)%: C¥(H) — C*(H)). (2.33)
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Proposition 2.6. The following sequence is exact:
A=A
0—& —8, — & —0. (2.34)
Proof. Only the surjectivity of &, — &; is not immediately clear.
Let 0 < Resgp < 1. Suppose we have a family s — f; on a neighborhood of sg
such that f; € &; for all s near s, and suppose that this family is C* in (s,z) and
holomorphic in s. Then

(A - A;Yo)(axf;'“:so) -(1- 250)fs0 =0.
For sg # % this gives an element of & that is mapped to fs, by A — A,. If 59 = %, we
replace f; by %( fs + fi-s), and differentiate twice.
To produce such a family, we use the Poisson transformation. By Theorem 2.4 there
is a unique @ € V“ such that ' = P;;a. We fix a representative g € O \ SY) of &

in the circle model, which represents a hyperfunction a; for all s € C. (The projective
model works as well.) We put

= = L _ S¢ . n\1=s d_g
f = P = 5o ([ - L) F@n 0 G

The contours C, and C_ have to be adapted to w, but can stay the same when w varies
through a compact subset of $. Differentiating this family provides us with a lift of f
in&. =

This proof gives an explicit element

~ -1 , d
fw = o[ - [ )R@w toer @ o0 F
TiNJc, C-

{

of &, with (A - A9)f = (1 = 2s)f. Note that for s = % the function fbelongs to &2,
giving an interesting map &2 — & 2. As an example, if f(z) = y'/2, then we can take
g(0) = % as the representative of the hyperfunction & = 61/2,. With P;2a = h, and by
deforming the contours C, and C_ into one circle |{| = R with R large we obtain (in

the projective model):

(2.35)

7o _ 1 Py 1/2( £+l )§ ¢
= — R (Z; 1 1 =

f@) 7 Jor (£52)''% |logy + log C-90-9) 2241 2.36)
= —y'?logy.

In part C of Table 1 in §A.2 we describe the distribution in (Vl;‘z’" corresponding to this
element of &;5 .

Theorem 2.5 shows that the subspace &, corresponding to V,"* under the Pois-
son transformation is the space of elements of &; with polynomial growth. We define
(&)™ as the subspace of & of elements with polynomial growth. The following
proposition, including the somewhat technical second statement, is needed in Chap-
ter V of [2].

Proposition 2.7. The sequence
A=,
0 —>&ET—E)” —>E&ET—0 (2.37)

File name poiss-june2011-C.tex September 27, 2011 22



FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 23

is exact. All derivatives a{va';.; fw), Lm > 0, of f € (E,)™, in the disk model, have
polynomial growth.

Proof. We use the construction in the proof of Proposition 2.6. We use

fiw) = (R(C1w)' ™),
witha € V,/*. For { € S! we obtain by differentiating the expression for R in (2.27c)
(€00 9,05 R (G w)' ™ <pgm (1= )™
With the seminorm || - ||,, in (1.16) we can reformulate this as
18,05 R (-5 )' Nl g (1= [Py (2.38)

Since @ determines a continuous linear form on V” for some p € N, this gives an
estimate
R (W) atn (1= JwfResmi=tmr

for f € E°.

Differentiating R*(-;w)'™ once or twice with respect to s multiplies the estimate
: : 2 o 7 .
in (2.38) with at most a factor |10g(1 - |w|2)| . The lift f € 8;0 of f5, in the proof of
Proposition 2.6 satisfies

ai;ara’;lf(w) <Lg,lm,e - leZ)Re s=l=l=m=p-e

foreache >0. m

3. HYBRID MODELS FOR THE PRINCIPAL SERIES REPRESENTATION

In this section we introduce the canonical model of the principal series, discussed
in the introduction. In Subsection 3.1 we define first two other models of V, in func-
tions or hyperfunctions on dH x H, which we call hybrid models, since they mix the
properties of the model of V, in eigenfunctions, as discussed in Section 2, with the
models discussed in Section 1. The second of these, called the flabby hybrid model,
contains the canonical model as a special subspace. The advantage of the canonical
model becomes very clear in Subsection 3.2, where we give an explicit inverse for the
Poisson transformation whose image coincides exactly with the canonical model.

In Subsection 3.3 we will characterize the canonical model as a space of functions
on (Pl \ P}) X $ satisfying a certain system of differential equations. We use these
differential equations to define a sheaf D; on P@]: X 9, the sheaf of mixed eigenfunctions.
The properties of this sheaf and of its sections over other natural subsets of ]P’gc X § are
studied in the remainder of the subsection and in more detail in Section 5.

3.1. The hybrid models and the canonical model. The line model of principal se-
ries representations is based on giving co € 9% a special role. The projective model
eliminated the special role of the point at infinity in the line model, at the expense of
a more complicated description of the action of G = PSL;(R), but it also broke the
G-symmetry in a different way by singling out the point i € $. The corresponding
point O € D plays a special role in the circle model. The sequence model is based on
the characters of the specific maximal compact subgroup K = PSO(2) c G and not of
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its conjugates, again breaking the G-symmetry. The induced representation model de-
pends on the choice of the Borel group NA. Thus none of the models for V, discussed
in Section 1 reflects fully the intrinsic symmetry under the action of G.

To remedy these defects, we will replace our previous functions ¢ on JH by func-
tions @ on JH X H, where the second variable plays the role of a base point, with
@( -, i) being equal to the function ¢ of the projective model. This has the disadvan-
tage of replacing functions of one variable by functions of two, but gives a very simple
formula for the G-action, is completely symmetric, and will also turn out to be very
convenient for the Poisson transform. Explicitly, given (¢, ¢ ) in the line model, we
define ¢ : Pﬂgxgec by

_ 42\
('Z ytl ) o) ifte Pl foo},
(|1+Z/t|2
y

(here y = Im (z) as usual), generalizing equation (1.5) for z = i. The function @ then
satisfies

o(t,z) = 3.1

)S gooo(—%) if 1 € PL {0}

lz1 — 1% /y1 )S~ R(t;22)\'~
DL Gr2) = (o) B2 (32)
lzo —11?/y2 R(t;21)

fort e Pﬂli and z1,22 € 9. A short calculation, with use of (2.10), shows that the action
of G becomes simply

¢lg(t.2) = @(gt,gz)  (t€PL, z€ 9, g€G) (3.3)
in this model. From equations (3.1), (1.5) and (3.2), we find

(I—Z)(I—Z) § P
@+ Dy ) e (0.

giving the relation between the new model and the projective model. And we see that
only the complicated factor relating @ to ¢° is responsible for the complicated action
of G in the projective model.

We define the rigid hybrid model to be the space of functions 4 : Pﬂla x9H - C
satisfying (3.2) with ¢ replaced by h. The G-action is given by F + F o g, where
G acts diagonally on Pﬂl{ X 9. The smooth (resp. analytic) vectors are those for which
F(-,z) is smooth (resp. analytic) on Pﬂ{ for any z € 9; this is independent of the choice
of z because the expression in parentheses in (3.2) is analytic and strictly positive on
IPIIR . These spaces are models for V;* and V“, respectively, but when needed will be

B,z =

FO) = o), @t = ( (3.4)

denoted V,”" and V" to avoid confusion. We may view the elements of the rigid
hybrid model as a family of functions ¢ — ¢(¢, z) in projective models with a varying
special point z € $. The isomorphism relating the rigid hybrid model and the line
(respectively projective) model is then given by (3.1) (respectively (3.4)).

In the case of V"¢ we can replace ¢ in (3.2) or (3.4) by a variable £ on a neigh-
borhood of Pﬂla. We observe that, although R({;z)* is multivalued in ¢, the quotient

R({5z1)
R({:2)

in IP’(E. In the rigid hybrid model, the space H?g consists of germs of functions 4 on

N
) in (3.2) is holomorphic in { on a neighborhood (depending on z and z;) of P]%{
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a deleted neighborhood U \ (PIIR X $) which are holomorphic in the first variable and
satisfy
R(&522)
R
where “near Pﬂg” means that ¢ is sufficiently far in the hyperbolic metric from the
geodesic joining z; and zp. This condition ensures that (£, z;) and (£, z2) belong to U
and the multiplicative factor in (3.5) is a power of a complex number not in (—oo, 0]
and is therefore well defined. The action of G on Hy* is given by A(Z,z) + h(g{, g2).
In this model V"¢ is represented as Hy®/V,”"¢. The pairing between hyperfunctions
and test functions in this model is given by

() = 2([ - [ Jmeaien v i (3.6

with the contours C; and C_ as in (1.24). Provided we adapt the contours to z, we can
use any z € 9 in this formula for the pairing.

)Sh@, ) @.ze$, InearBL), 3.5)

The rigid hybrid model, as described above, solves all of the problems of the vari-
ous models of V; as function spaces on dH, but it is in some sense artificial, since the
elements & depend in a fixed way on the second variable, and the use of this variable
is therefore in principle superfluous. We address the remaining artificiality by replac-
ing the rigid hybrid model by another model. The intuition is to replace functions
satisfying (3.5) by hyperfunctions satisfying this relation.

Specifically, we define the flabby hybrid model as

M = H MY,

where H, is the space of functions' A(Z, z) that are defined on U (PIE x $) for some
neighborhood U of P}, X $ in P, X §, are holomorphic in £, and satisfy

R({;20)
R(&3z1)
where U;, ., ={{ € Pé 2 (¢, 21), (£, 22) € U}, while MY consists of functions defined
on a neighborhood U of Pﬂ% X $in Pé: % $ and holomorphic in the first variable. The
action of G in H; is by h|g (£, z) = h(g{, gz). The pairing between hyperfunctions and
analytic functions is given by the same formula (3.6) as in the rigid hybrid model.

An element & € H, can thus be viewed as a family {A(- ’Z)}zesj of representatives
of hyperfunctions parametrized by $. Adding an element of M¢ does not change
this family of hyperfunctions. The requirement (3.7) on & means that the family of
hyperfunctions satisfies (3.5) in hyperfunction sense.

Lo o 2) —( )Sh(g",zz) € O, .) foralz,ne$, (3.7

Finally, we describe a subspace C; C H, which maps isomorphically to V" under
the projection H; — V. and hence gives a canonical choice of representatives of
the hyperfunctions in M. We will call C, the canonical hybrid model, or simply
the canonical model for the principal series representation V,"“. To define C, we

Here one has the choice to impose any desired regularity conditions (C%, C*, C“, ...) in the second
variable or in both variables jointly. We do not fix any such choice since none of our considerations
depend on which choice is made and since in any case the most interesting elements of this space, like
the canonical representative introduced below, are analytic in both variables.
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recall that any hyperfunction on IP}‘R can be represented by a holomorphic function on
P{, \ P}, with the freedom only of an additive constant. One usually fixes the constant
by requiring (i) = 0 or h(i) + h(—i) = 0, which is of course not G-equivariant. Here
we can exploit the fact that we have two variables to make the normalization in a
G-equivariant way, by requiring that

hz,z) = 0. (3.8)

We thus define C; as the space of functions on (Pé \ Pﬂg) X $ that are holomorphic in
the first variable and satisfy (3.7) and (3.8). We will see below (Theorem 3.2) that the
Poisson transform Py : V7 — &; becomes extremely simple when restricted to Cs,
and also that C; coincides with the image of a canonical lifting of the inverse Poisson
map P, & — V¢ from the space of hyperfunctions to the space of hyperfunction
representatives.

Remark. We will also occasionally use the slightly larger space C} (no longer mapped
injectively to &, by Py) consisting of functions in H; that that are defined on all of
(PL \ P}) x 9, without the requirement (3.8). Functions in this space will be called
semicanonical representatives of the hyperfunctions they represent. The decomposi-
tion h({,z) = (h({,z2) — (Z,2)) + h(Z,z) gives a canonical and G-equivariant splitting
of C} as the direct sum of C; and the space of functions on $, so that there is no new
content here, but specific hyperfunctions sometimes have a particularly simple semi-
canonical representative (an example is given below), and it is not always natural to
require (3.8).

o Summary. We have introduced a “rigid”, a “flabby”, and a “canonical” hybrid
model, related by

Vo = HIEE/ P = M© = HJM? = Cy C H,. (3.9)

In the flabby hybrid model, the space H; consists of functions on a deleted neigh-
borhood U \(Plleb) that may depend on the function, holomorphic in the first variable,
and satisfying (3.7). The subspace M% are functions on the whole of some neighbor-
hood U of P]E X 9, holomorphic in the first variable.

For the elements of H; and MY c H; we do not require any regularity in the
second variable. In the rigid hybrid model the spaces Hy® ¢ H, and V;""¢ ¢ M are
characterized by the condition in (3.5), which forces a strong regularity in the second
variable. The canonical hybrid model C; consists of a specific element from each class
of H,/M¢ that is defined on (P&j X 9H) \ (Pﬂg X $) and is normalized by (3.8). In §3.3
we will see that this implies analyticity in both variables jointly.

o [Examples. As an example we represent the distribution 5., in all three hybrid
models. This distribution, which was defined by ¢* + ¢*(c0) in the projective model
(cf. (2.30)), is represented in the projective model by A () = %{ , and hence, by (3.4),
by

{ s (W) (3.10)

e = £
©D =5 =+

2i
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1-z/{\s1-2/¢
= z/z) ( T+ic

in £ on a neighborhood of PIE in Péj for each z, we obtain the much simpler semicanon-
ical representative

in the rigid hybrid model. Since the difference 5= 5 ( ) - 1) is holomorphic

¢

2iys’

h(Z.2) =

of d5. in the flabby hybrid model. Finally, subtracting 44(Z, z) we obtain the (unique)
representative of d; . in the canonical hybrid model:

(3.11)

-7 _
he(d,2) = %y t. (3.12)
We obtain other elements of C by the action of G. For g € G with goo = a € R we get
- Zz-a
Wg () = =5 = R (3.13)

Here property (3.8) is obvious, and (3.7) holds because the only singularity of (3.13)
on P]g is a simple pole of residue (i/2) R(a;z)"* at { = a.

® Duality and Poisson transform. From (1.24) we find that if » € H; and f € M{__
are defined on U \ (PIE X $), respectively U, for the same neighborhood U of Pﬂlg X 9,
then

1
= f - f ) f@ oo R@ 2 de 3.14)
T\Jc, C_

where C, and C_ are contours encircling z in $ and Z in $~, respectively, such that
C, X{z} and C_ x{z} are contained in U. The result {f, 1) does not change if we replace
h by another element of 7 + MY C H,.

We apply this to the Poisson kernel ff({ )=R(;2)' 7 = (2((‘4;?)))1_“, forz € 9. The
corresponding element in the rigid pair model is ‘
. R\ RW&G) \'™ _ (R(&G2) |\
Pl = (FE2)7 (ReD)= (k@)
R({:0) R($;z1) R(Z,z1)
Applying (3.14) we find for z,z; € $:

R 1-s
f f e Z) h({,z1)R({;z1) dC

Peh(z) (ke

R(KZl) )
ff R@Z) We. ) R&2)de

where C encircles z and z;, and C_ encircles Z and z;. Since this does not depend on
71, we can choose z; = z to get

1
Psh(z) = ;(f —j; )h({,z) R({;2) dg

1 (z—2)
= — — h —d .
zm(L fc) CIOT %

The representation of the Poisson transformation given by formula (3.16) has a very
simple form. The dependence on the spectral parameter s is provided by the model, not
by the Poisson kernel. But a really amazing simplification occurs if we assume that the
function i € H belongs to the subspace C; of canonical hyperfunction representatives.

(3.15)

(3.16)
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In that case h(Z, z) is holomorphic in ¢ in all of C \ R, so we can evaluate the integral
by Cauchy’s theorem. In the lower half-plane there is no pole, since A(Z, z) vanishes, so
the integral over C_ vanishes. In the upper half-plane there is a simple pole of residue
h(z,z) at { = z. Hence we obtain:

Proposition 3.1. The Poisson transform of a function h € C; is the function
Rii(z) = h(z,2), (3.17)
defined by restriction to the diagonal.

As examples of the proposition we set { = z in equations (3.12) and (3.13) to get

u(@) =y = P 0w@d = S

[~%z-a (3.18)
u@) =R@2)'"™ = (P u) (2 = >— u(z).

z—-72{—-a

Finally, we remark that on the larger space C} introduced in the Remark above, we
have two restriction maps

Rfh(z) = h(z,2), Ryn(z) = h(z,2) (3.19)

to the space of functions on . The analogue of the proposition just given is then that
the restriction of Py to C? equals the difference Ry = R — R; .

3.2. Poisson inversion and the canonical model. The canonical model is particu-
larly suitable to give an integral formula for the inverse Poisson transformation, as we
see in the main result of this subsection, Theorem 3.2. In Proposition 3.4 we give an
integral formula for the canonical representative of a hyperfunction in terms of an ar-
bitrary representative in H. Proposition 3.6 relates, for u € &y, the Taylor expansions
in the upper and lower half plane of the canonical representative of P;~'u to the polar
expansion of u with the functions p; .

To determine the image P;~'u under the inverse Poisson transform for a given u €
&g, we have to construct a hyperfunction on dH which maps under Py to u. A first
attempt, based on [10], Chap. II, §2, would be (in the line model) to integrate the
Green’s form {u, R({; -)*} from some base point to £. This does not make sense at co
since R({; -) has a singularity there and one cannot take a well-defined s-th power of it,
so we should renormalize by dividing R({; - )* by R({; i)*, or better, to avoid destroying
the G-equivariance of the construction, by R({; z)* with a variable point z € 9. This
suggests the formula

h(Z.2) [, (Re(D/RAD)Y) L €9,
,2) = 2
LluR(HIRA)Y) L€,

in the hybrid model, where zo € $ is a base point, as a second attempt. This almost
works: the fact that the Green’s form is closed implies that the integrals are indepen-
dent of the path of integration, and changing the base-point zg changes A(-,z) by a
function holomorphic near P}R and hence does not change the hyperfunction it rep-
resents. The problem is that both integrals in (3.20) diverge, because R({;7’)* has a

(3.20)
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singularity like (¢ — z/)™* near ¢ and like (¢ — z/)~* near £ and the differentiation im-
plicit in the bracket { -, - } turns these into singularities like ( —z’)~*~! and (¢ - 7)1
which are no longer integrable at 7 = £ or 7 = Z, respectively. To remedy this in
the upper half-plane, we replace {u, (R;(-)/R;(2))*} by [u, (R¢(-)/R;(z))*], which dif-
fers from it by a harmless exact 1-form but is now integrable at . (The same trick
was already used in §2, Chap. II of [10], where zg was co.) In the lower half-plane,
[u, (R;(+)/R;(2)*] is not small near 7’ = Z, so here we must replace the differential
form {u, (R(+)/Re(2))*} = ~{(Re(+)/Re(2)",u} by —[(Re(+)/Re(2))", u] instead. (We
recall that {-, -} is antisymmetric but [ -, -] is not.) However, since the differential
forms [u, (R;(+)/R;(2))*] and —[(R;(-)/R;(2))*, u] differ by the exact form d(u (R;(-)/
R(2))?), this change requires correcting the formula in one of the half-planes. (We
choose the upper half plane.) This gives the formula

Wi = | O + [ln G ifces.
’ f;’”[ REDY.u] ife$.

We note that in this formula, 4(zg, z) = 0. So we can satisfy (3.8) by choosing zp = z,
at the same time restoring the G-symmetry which was broken by the choice of a base
point zo. We can then choose the continuous branch of (R;/R(z))’ that equals 1 at the
end-point z of the path of integration. Thus we have arrived at the following Poisson
inversion formula, already given in the Introduction (eq. (4)):

(3.21)

Theorem 3.2. Let u € E;. Then the function Bsu € H defined by

u@ + [ (Re/Re @) ifL €9,

y Sul . 3.22
FIR/R@) ul if €9 (3.22)

Bu)(,z2) = {

along any piecewise C'-path of integration in $ \ {{}, respectively $ \ (), with the
branch of (R;/R;(z))" chosen to be 1 at the end-point z, belongs to Cy and is a repre-
sentative of the hyperfunction Py;™\u € MG© = H /M.

Corollary 3.3. The maps B, : & — Cyand Ry : Cy — &; defined by (3.22) and
(3.17) are inverse isomorphisms, and we have a commutative diagram

Hy ——= V7 (3.23)

J/

Proof. Let u € &;. First we check that & = Bsu is well defined and determines an
element of C,;. The convergence of the integrals in (3.22) requires an estimate of the
integrand at the boundaries. For £ € $ \ {z} we use

R g
W) BRI = (o) (i1 + 5t >§_§, 7). (24

The factor in front is 1 for 7’ = z and O(({ —z’)~*) for 7’ near £. The other contributions
stay finite, so the integral for { € $ \ {z} converges. (Recall that Re (s) is always
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supposed to be < 1.) For £ € ™ \ {zZ} we use in a similar way
_ (R(é;z))‘(l N4
- \R(&2) e

We have normalized the branch of (R((;7')/R((; 7))’ by prescribing the value 1
at 7 = z. This choice fixes (R({;7')/R({; 7))’ as a continuous function on the paths
of integration. The result of the integration does not depend on the path, since the
differential form is closed and since we have convergence at the other end point £ or £.

Any continuous deformation of the path within $ \ {¢} or $ \ {} is allowed, even if
the path intersects itself with different values of (R(;z’)/R({;z))’ at the intersection

point.
Z
{

If we choose the geodesic path from z to £, and if { is very near the real line, then the
branch of (R;(z')/R(z))" near z’ = { is the principal one (argument between —r and 7).

[(Re(Z)/R(2))", u(z)].,

dz +uz(z') dz )

The holomorphy in { follows from a reasoning already present in [10], Chap. II, §2,
and hence given here in a condensed form. Since the form (3.24) is holomorphic in ¢,
a contribution to dzh could only come from the upper limit of integration, but in fact
vanishes since O((¢ —2')™) (¢ — ') = o(1) as { — 7Z’. Hence h( -, z) is holomorphic on
9\ {z}. For { near z we integrate a quantity O((£ — z’)~*) from z to £, which results in
an integral estimated by O(({ — z)l“"). So (Bsu)(¢, z) is bounded for ¢ near z. Hence
h(¢,z) = (Bsu)(Z, z) is holomorphic at ¢ = z as well. For the holomorphy on $~ we
proceed similarly. This also shows that 4(zZ,z) = 0, which is condition (3.8) in the
definition of Cj.

For condition (3.7) we note that

h({;z)—(lje(éfz])))sh({;m) u(2) - u(z, )(R(éle))) f[” (fe(éz)) /]

iffe 9\ {z,z1} and

. (R&Gz) TR )Y
h¢:2) (R({ 2) ) hgiz) = fz, [(R(g’;z)) ’ ”]
if £ € $ \{z,Z1}. The right-hand sides both have holomorphic extensions in { to a

neighborhood of Pl, and the difference of these two extensions is seen, using (2.13)
and the antisymmetry of {-, -}, to be equal to

R({;z1) R(;Z)
u(z) — u(z )( ) f ( (z )( ) )
"\RZ:2) R({;2)
In summary, the function Byu belongs to H,, is defined in all of (Pl \ P}) X $, and
vanishes on the anti-diagonal, so Byu € C;, which is the first statement of the theorem.

The second follows immediately from Proposition 3.1, since it is obvious from (3.22)
that R;Bsu = u and the proposition says that R; is the restriction of P;to C;.  ®
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The corollary follows immediately from the theorem if we use Helgason’s result
(Theorem 2.4) that the Poisson transformation is an isomorphism. However, given that
we have now constructed an explicit inverse map for the Poisson transformation, we
should be able to give a more direct proof of this result, not based on polar expansions,
and indeed this is the case. Since P,Bu = RBsu = u, it suffices to show that R, is
injective. To see this, assume that & € C; satisfies h(z,z) = 0 for all z € $. For fixed
21,22 € 9 let ¢({) denote the difference in (3.7). This function is holomorphic near PL,
and extends to Péj in a multi-valued way with branch-points of mild growth, (£ — {y)**
with 0 < Res < 1, at z;, 71, 22 and z. Moreover, ¢({) tends to 0 as £ tends to z; or
71 (because Re s > 0) and also as ¢ tends to zp or z; (because h(z2,z2) = h(z2,22) = 0
and Re s < 1). Suppose that c is not identically zero. The differential form d log c¢({) is
meromorphic on all of P(lc and its residues at {y € {z;, 22,21, 22} have positive real part.
Since c is finite elsewhere on Pé:, any other residue is non-negative. This contradicts
the fact that the sum of all residues of a meromorphic differential on Péj is zero. Hence
we conclude that ¢ = 0. Then the local behavior of 4(,z1) = h({, z2) (Rg(Zz) /R{(zl))s
at the branch points shows that both A( -, z;) and A( -, z5) vanish identically.

Remarks.

1. It is also possible to prove that B;P;¢ = ¢ and P;Bsu = u by using complex contour
integration and equation (2.16), and our original proof that B; = P~ went this way,
but the above proof using the canonical space C; is much simpler.

2. Taking z = i in formula (3.22) gives a representative for P,'u in the projective
model, and using the various isomorphisms discussed in Section 1, we can also adapt
it to the other 0H models of the principal representation.

We know that each element of V" has a unique canonical representative lying
in C;. The following proposition, in which k(r, ; z) denotes the kernel function
1 -z
2i(t- -2’
tells us how to determine it starting from an arbitrary representative.

k(t,(;2) =

(3.25)

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that g € H; represents a € V., “. The canonical represen-
tative g. € Cs of a is given, for each zo € $ by

g Rz
06, = fc + fc ) ot s kriapr. (3.26)

with contours C, and C_ homotopic to Pﬁ& inside the domain of g, encircling z and
20, respectively 7 and zg, with C. positively oriented in 9 and C_ negatively oriented
in 9", and { inside C. or inside C_.

Note that this can be applied when a representative gg of @ in the projective model
is given: simply apply the proposition to the corresponding representative in the rigid
hybrid model as given by (3.4).

Proof. Consider k( -, ; z) as an element of V in the projective model. Then g.({, z) =
(a, k(-,{;2)). Adapting the contours, we see that g.( -, z) is holomorphic on H U H™.

For a fixed { € domg we deform the contours such that { is between the new
contours. This gives a term ¢g({,z) plus the same integral, but now representing a
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holomorphic function in £ on the region between C, and C_, which is a neighborhood
of PJR. So g and g, represent the same hyperfunction. Condition (3.8) follows from
k(t,7;2)=0. m

Choosing zp = z in (3.26) gives the simpler formula
1
gc(d,2) = ;(f —f ) g(1, 2) k(z, (5 2) dr, (3.27)
. Jeo

(which is, of courses, identical to (3.26) if g belongs to V,” ’rig). In terms of @ € V¢
as a linear form on V|  we can write this as

(-2 -2
- -0°

The integral representation (3.26) has the following consequence:

9c(&,2) = (fr.a) with  fi(r,2) = (3.28)

Corollary 3.5. All elements of C are real-analytic on (Péj \ P]%Q) X 9.

e Expansions in the canonical model. For u € & the polar expansion (2.4) can be
generalized, with the shifted functions pj, in (2.5), to an arbitrary central point:

U@ = > a2 pez?) (& €9 arbitrary).. (3.29)

nez

Let i = Byu € C; be the canonical representative of P lue V. For 7’ € § fixed,

h(¢,7") is a holomorphic function of { € C \ R and has Taylor expansions in j:—% on 9

and in % on $~. Since h(Z, z) = 0, the constant term in the expansion on $~ vanishes.
Thus there are A,,(h,7’) € C such that

— S\n
20 An(h, 2') ({ Z_,) forl €9,
ne,?) = F (3.30)
— 2n<0 An(h, Z')( _) forl e 9.
(=7
(We use a minus sign in the expansion on $~ because then
_ S/\n _ S/\n
&, 7)) - Z An(h,z’)(g Z_) force9, - Z An(h,z’)(g Z_) forle$,
n>ng -7 n<ng g -7
represents the same hyperfunction P;"'u for any choice of ny € Z.) From % =
gjﬁ % forg = [¢ Z] € G it follows that
, cz +dy' ,
Ahlg.?) = (S5) Anthg2). (3.31)
cz +d
Similarly, we have from (2.5) and (2.3):
_/+d n
awlg.?) = (S5) atwg). (3.32)
cz +d

In fact, the coefficients A, ( ) and a,( ) are proportional:
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Proposition 3.6. For u € &; and h = Bsu € Cy, the coefficients in the expansions
(3.29) and (3.30) are related by

I'(s)
I'(s+n)

ap(u,z’) = (-1)" An(h,7). (3.33)

Proof. The expansion (3.30) for 7/ = i shows that the hyperfunction P,"'u has the
expansion ), A,(h, 1) e, in the basis functions in (1.9). Then (2.28) gives

I'(s) .
_ 1\
w@ = N o A D Pt
nez
This gives the relation in the proposition if 7/ = i, and the general case follows from
the transformation rules (3.31) and (3.32). m

The transition s < 1 — s does not change & = &j_5 or ps,, = pi—sa. So the
coefficients a,(u, z’) stay the same under s — 1 — 5. With the commutative diagram
(2.25) we get:

Corollary 3.7. The operator Cs — Ci-; corresponding to I : V7 — V% acts on
the coefficients in (3.30) by

-+
At 2y = S g 2,
(Sl
We remark that Proposition 3.6 can also be used to give an alternative proof of
Corollary 3.5, using (2.19) with u replaced by uog, to obtain the analyticity of a,(u, )

in 2’ and then (3.33) to control the speed of convergence in (3.30).

3.3. Differential equations for the canonical model and the sheaf of mixed eigen-
functions. The canonical model provides us with an isomorphic copy C; of V¥ = &;
inside the flabby hybrid model H;. We now show that the elements of the canoni-
cal model are real-analytic in both variables jointly, and satisfy first order differential
equations in the variable z € $ with { as a parameter.

The same differential equations can be used to define a sheaf D, on P(lc X 9. In
Proposition 3.10 and Theorem 3.13 we describe the local structure of this sheaf. It
turns out that we can identify the space V"¢ of the rigid hybrid model with a space
of sections of this sheaf of a special kind. There is a sheaf morphism that relates D; to
the sheaf & : U — &E,(U) of A;-eigenfunctions on $. For elements of the full space
&y = E4(9) the canonical model gives sections of Dy over (BL \ Pp) X .

Theorem 3.8. Each h € C, and its corresponding eigenfunction u = Psh = Rsh € &;
satisfy, for { € P(Z.: N IP’IIR, 2 €9, { ¢{z,7}, the differential equations

(z-2)8:h(L,2) + sg:i(h({,z)—u(z)) =0, (3.34a)
(z-2)0:(h(¢,2) — u(z)) — sg_fh(g,z) = 0. (3.34b)

(-7
Conversely, any continuous function h on (IP(I: N IP’]%{) X 9 that is holomorphic in the first
variable, continuously differentiable in the second variable, and satisfies the differen-
tial equations (3.34) for some u € C'(9) belongs to Cy, and u is Pyh.
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The differential equations (3.34) look complicated, but in fact are just the dz- and
dz-components of the identity

[R(Z; )%, u(ds )] = d(R(; )W ) (3.35)

between 1-forms, as one checks easily. (The function R({; z)* is multivalued, but if we
take the same branch on both sides of the equality, then it makes sense locally.)

Proof of Theorem 3.8. The remark just made shows almost immediately that the func-
tion h = Byu € C; defined by (3.22) satisfies the differential equations (3.34): differen-
tiating (3.22) in z gives

d(u(z)R({;2)°) — [u(2),R(;2)°], ifze D,
+ [R({;2)°,u(x)];, ifze9H,

and the right-hand side equals [R({; z)%, u(z)] in both cases by virtue of (2.13).

An alternative approach, not using the explicit Poisson inversion formula (3.22), is
to differentiate (3.7) with respect to z; (resp. z1) and then set z; = zp = z to see that
the expression on the left-hand side of (3.34a) (resp. (3.34b)) is holomorphic in { near
]P’]}Q. (Here that we use the result proved above that elements of the canonical model
are analytical in both variables jointly.) The equations 4(z,z) = u(z), h(Z,z) = 0 then
show that the expressions in (3.34), for z fixed, are holomorphic in { on all of Péj and
hence constant. To see that both constants vanish, we set { = Z in (3.34a) (resp. { = z
in (3.34b)) and use

az(h(f, Z))l(ZZ = aZ(h(Ze Z)) = aZ(O) =0 > af(h(é’ Z))l_[:Z = aZ(h(Z’ Z)) = azu(Z) .

This proves the forward statement of Theorem 3.8. Instead of proving the converse
immediately, we first observe that the property of satisfying the differential equations
in the theorem is a purely local one and therefore defines a sheaf of functions.

We now give a formal definition of this sheaf and then prove some general state-
ments about its local sections that include the second part of Theorem 3.8.

We note that the differential equations (3.34) make sense, not only on (Péj \ PI{&) X9,
but on all of Péj X 9, with singularities on the “diagonal” and “antidiagonal” defined

by

d.(h(, DR 8)°) = {

A" = {(z2) :z€9), A ={@E2d:z€9H). (3.36)
We therefore define our sheaf on open subsets of this larger space.

Definition 3.9. For every open subset U C IP’(}: X 9 we define D (U) as the space of
pairs (h, u) of functions on U such that

a) h and u are continuous on U,

b) & is holomorphic in its first variable,

¢) locally u is independent of the first variable,

d) h and u are continuously differentiable in the second variable and satisfy the
differential equations (3.34) on U \ (A* U A7), with u(z) replaced by u(Z, z).

This defines 9D, as a sheaf of pairs of functions on Pé X 9, the sheaf of mixed
eigenfunctions. In this language, the content of Theorem 3.8 is that C, can be identified
via h — (h, Rgh) with the space of global sections of Z)S((Pé N Pﬂl%) % $). The following
proposition gives a number of properties of the local sections.
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Proposition 3.10. Let (h,u) € D(U) for some open set U C P(lj X 9. Then

1) The functions h and u are real analytic on U. The function u is determined
by h and satisfies Au = s(1 — s)u.
i) If U intersects A* UA~, then we have h =uon U NA* andh=00n UNA".
iii) If u = 0, then the function h locally has the form h({,z) = ¢(0)R((;z2)™* for
some branch of R({;z)™°, with ¢ holomorphic.
iv) The function h is determined by u on each connected component of U that
intersects AT U A™.

Proof. The continuity of 4 and u allows us to consider them and their derivatives as
distributions. We obtain from (3.34) the following equalities of distributions on U \
(AT UA):

B i s -z _ s _ 5% 3
0.0:h = 81((9Zu + Py ) = 0,0:u P h P (h—u),
_ o =S {-7Z 3 _ -5 o 2
0:0;h = (')Z(Z - _§ . (h u)) = —(Z ey (h—u) —(Z ey h.

The differential operators d, and d; on distributions commute. In terms of the hyper-
bolic Laplace operator A = (z — Z)* ,0;, we have in distribution sense

(A=Ag))h = (A+sDu = su. (3.37)

Since u is an eigenfunction of the elliptic differential operator A — A with real analytic
coeflicients, u and also & are real analytic function in the second variable. To conclude
that 4 is real-analytic in both variables jointly, we note that it is also a solution of the
following elliptic differential equation with analytic coefficients

(—6462 +A—Ag1)h = su.

Near oo € Péc we replace ¢ by v = 1/ in the last step.

Since u is locally independent of £, we conclude that u is real-analytic on the whole
of U, and satisfies Au = s(1 — s)u on U. Then (3.37) gives the analyticity of 2 on U.
Now we use (3.34a) to obtain

uC.2) = he+ =2 o).
s (—Z
So h determines # on U \ A™, and then by continuity on the whole of U. Furthermore
u = hon A*. Similarly, (3.34b) implies 2 = 0 on U N A™. This proves parts i) and ii)
of the proposition.

Under the assumption # = 0 in part iii) the differential equations (3.34) become
homogeneous in h. For fixed ¢ the solutions are multiples of z — R({;z)7%, as is
clear from (3.35). Hence & locally has the form A({,z) = ¢({) R({;z)~°, where ¢ is
holomorphic by condition b) in the definition of Dj. It also follows that /4 vanishes on
any connected component of U on which R({;z)™* is multi-valued, and in particular
on any component that intersects A* U A™. Part iv) now follows by linearity. =

Proof of Theorem 3.8, converse direction. Functions h and u with the properties as-
sumed in the second part of the theorem determine a section (h, u) € Z)S((Pé N IP’%R) X9).
Proposition 3.10 shows that u € &;. By the first part of the theorem, we have (Bsu, u) €
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Z)S((P&lj N P]}Q) X $). Since this has the same second component as (%, u), part iv) of the
proposition shows that 7 = Bsu € Cy, and then part ii) givesu = Rh = Psh. =

o Local description of h near the diagonal. Part iv) of Proposition 3.10 says that the
first component of a section (k, u) of D, near the diagonal or antidiagonal is completely
determined by the second component, but does not tell us explicitly how. We would
like to make this explicit. We can do this in two ways, in terms of Taylor expansions
or by an integral formula. We will use this in §5

We first consider an arbitrary real-analytic function u in a neighborhood of a point
Zo € $ and a real-analytic solution £ of (3.34a) near (zg, zo) which is holomorphic in
the first variable. Then £ has a power series expansion /({,z) = X7 h,(2)({ —2)" in
a neighborhood of (zg, zo), and (3.34a) is equivalent to the recursive formulas

M(Z) lf”l = 0 ’
1 0ho(z) ifn=1
hn(z) = l-s 0z T
1 (ahn—l(z) + s - hn—l(z)) ifn > 2’
n—s 52 —Z

which we can solve to get the expansion

) = u@ +y™ )

n=1

n—1 n
a_( s a—“) K=" (3.38)
0z 1\" dz) (1 — $),
where (1 — 5), = (1 — 5)(2 —s5)---(n — ) as usual is the Pochhammer symbol. Con-
versely, for any real-analytic function u(z) in a neighborhood of zg, the series in (3.38)
converges and defines a solution of (3.34a) near (zg, z0). Thus there is a bijection be-
tween germs of real-analytic functions u near zp and germs of real-analytic solutions
of (3.34a), holomorphic in ¢, near (zo, zo). If u further satisfies Au = Au, then a short
calculation shows that the function defined by (3.38) satisfies (3.34b), so we get a bi-
jection between germs of As-eigenfunctions u near zg and the stalk of Dy at (29, z9). An
exactly similar argument gives, for any A-eigenfunction u near zp, a unique solution

%) an—l ( E %) (é/_z)n
49771\" 0z (1-1s),’

of equations (3.34a) and (3.34b) near the point (Zg, zg) € A™. This proves:

W,z = —y°

(3.39)

Proposition 3.11. Let u € E,(U) for some open set U C H. Then there is a unique
section (h,u) of Dy in a neighborhood of {(z,z) | z € U} U{(Z,2) | z € U}, given by
equations (3.38) and (3.39).

The second way of writing / in terms of u near the diagonal or anti-diagonal is based
on (3.22). This equation was used to lift a global section u € &; to a section (Byu, u)
of D; over all of (IP’Clc \ Pﬂlg) X 9, but its right-hand side can also be used for functions
u € &;(U) for open subsets U C $ to define h near points (z,z) or (z,z) with z € U.
This gives a new proof of the first statement in Proposition 3.11, with the advantage
that we now also get some information off the diagonal and anti-diagonal:

Proposition 3.12. If U is connected and simply connected, then the section (h, u) given
in Proposition 3.11 extends analytically to (U U U) x U.
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o Formulation with sheaves. Proposition 3.10 shows that the component % of a local
section (A, u) of D determines the component u, which is locally independent of the
second variable and satisfies the Laplace equation. So there is a map from sections of
Dy to sections of &;. To formulate this as a sheaf morphism we need to have sheaves
on the same space. We denote the projections from ]P)(é x § on PL, respectively $,
by pi, We use the inverse image sheaf p; 1€, on ch X 9, associated to the presheaf
U — &Ey(prU). (See, e.g., §1, Chap. 11, in [4].) The map p;, is open, so we do not need
a limit over open V O p,U in the description of the presheaf. Note that the functions
in E;(p2U) depend only on z, but that the sheafification of the presheaf adds sections
to p; 18, that may depend on the first variable. In this way, (, u) — u corresponds to
a sheaf morphism C : D5 — p; 18,. We call the kernel K.

We denote the sheaf of holomorphic functions on Péj by O. Then pl‘lO is also a
sheaf on ]P(é % 9. The following theorem describes Kj in terms of pl‘lO and show that
the morphism C is surjective.

Theorem 3.13. The sequence of sheaves on Pé, X H

0— K, — Dy — p3'& — 0 (3.40)

is exact. If a connected open set U C P(lj X § satisfies U N (AT U A7) # 0, then
Ks(U) = {0}. The restriction of K to (P(lc X 53) N (A* U A7) is locally isomorphic to
leO where holomorphic functions ¢ correspond to ({,z) — (¢(Q)R((;2)7%,0). The
inductive limit of Ks(U) over all neighborhoods U Of]P’}& X 9 in P(lc X 9 is canonically

isomorphic to the space V"¢,

Proof. For the exactness, we only have to check the surjectivity of C : Dy — p5 18,.
For this we have to verify that for any point Py = ({p,20) € Pé: X $, any solution of
Au = Azu lifts to a section (h,u) € D(U) for some sufficiently small neighborhood
U of Py. If Py € A* U A7, then this is precisely the content of the first statement of
Proposition 3.11. If Py ¢ A* U A, then we define & near Py by the formula

Wo2) = f [(Re()/Re(@))' ) (3.41)

20

instead, again with (R{(Z])/R{(Z))s = 1 at z; = z. The next two assertions of the
theorem follow from Proposition 3.10. The relation with the rigid hybrid model is
basedon (3.5). =

We end this section by making several remarks about the equations (3.34) and their
solution spaces Cs and D(U).

The first is that there are apparently very few solutions of these equations that can be
given in “closed form.” One example is given by the pair 4({,2) = % yS, u(z) =y
(cf. (3.12)). Of course one also has the translations of this by the action of G, and in Ex-
ample Example 2 after Theorem 4.5 we will give further generalizations where # is still
a polynomial times y~*. One also has the local solutions of the form (¢({)R({;z)~%, 0)

for arbitrary holomorphic functions ¢({), as described in Theorem 3.13.
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The second observation is that the description of C; in terms of differential equations
can be generalized in a very simple way to the space C? of semicanonical hyperfunc-
tion representatives introduced in the Remark in §3.1: these are simply the functions &
on (Pé: N ]PI{R) x 9 that satisfy the system of differential equations

) =y £E ]
0:(h({,2) —u-(2)) = —s -9C -2 (h(£,2) = us(2)) 535
X - N S - '
8Z(h(§’ Z) I/t+(Z)) - s (Z _ Z)({ _ Z) (h(g’ Z) M—(Z))

for some function u, and u_ of z alone. This defines a sheaf D?f which projects to
D by (hyuy,u-) — (h,u, —u_), and we have a map from C? to the space of global
sections of D7 defined by & — (h, R} h, Ry h) with RS defined as in (3.19). In some
ways CT is a more natural space than Cy, but we have chosen to normalize once and
for all by u_(z) = 0 in order to have something canonical.

The third remark concerns the surjectivity of C : Dy — p; 1&,. We know from
Theorem 3.13 that any solution u of the Laplace equation can be completed locally
to a solution (&, u) of the differential equations (3.34). We now show that such a lift
does not necessarily exist for a u defined on a non-simply connected subset of $.
Specifically, we will show that there is no section of D; of the form (%, g;_s(z,i)) on
any open set U C Péj X $ whose image under p» contains a hyperbolic annulus with
center i.

Now the disk model is more appropriate. We work with coordinates & = i }%ﬁ eC*

and w = ;=L € D. The differential equations (3.34a) and (3.34b) take the form

z+i

1 —wé
1-r)duh+s
( ) :

(h—u)
E—w
1 —wé

0, (3.36a)

—w

(1 =) 0g(h—u) + s

h =0, (3.36b)

with r = |w|, and (3.35) becomes
[R(&: ) u(¢, )] = d(R°(E ) hE, ), (3.36¢)
with the Poisson kernel R® in the circle model, as in (2.27¢).

Proposition 3.14. Let A € D be an annulus of the form r; < |[w| < rp, with 0 <
rp < rnp <1, and let V C C* be a connected open set that intersects the region

ry < | < rl_1 in C*. Then Dy(V x A) does not contain sections of the form (h, Q1-s,)
foranyn € Z.

Proof. Suppose that such a section (h, Q1_s,) exists. Take p € (ry,rp) such that V
intersects the annulus A, = {p < [¢| < p~'}. Let C be the contour [w| = p. Then the
function f given by

f© = fc [R°(&; ), Q1-s]

is defined and holomorphic on A,. For & € V N A, we know from (3.36¢) that the
closed differential form [Rs(f; )%, O1-5,] on A has a potential. Hence f(£) = 0 for
& € VNAp, and then f = 0in A,. In particular, f(£) = O for & € S'. In view
of (2.19) this implies that the expansion R*(£; -)* = Y,z @n(&) Py (with € € S
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satisfies a_,(¢) = 0. The function RS(S; -)* is the Poisson transform Py_;0;_4¢ of
the distribution dj_¢ : ©° > ¢3(&) on V” . This delta distribution has the expan-

. . —m (=1)"T(1- . .
sion 01_s¢ = Dimez & "€1-5m. Hence Rg(f; =Yz & WPI_W, in which
all coefficients are non-zero. Since Pj_g,, = Py, this contradicts the earlier conclu-

sion. MW

This non-existence result is a monodromy effect. In a small neighborhood of a point
(&0, wo) € S! x A we can construct a section (A, Q1-sn) of Dg asin (3.41):

h(¢ w) = f (R (& w) /R (& w))', Q1-sn(W)],, - (3.37)

0
If we now let the second variable go around the annulus A, then A(&, w) is changed to
h(é,w) + ho(€,w), where hg is defined by the same integral as / but with the path of
integration being the circle [w’| = |wp|. Using

[(R¥(&w)/RE (& w)’, Q1-sn@)], = REEw)™ [R¥E W), Q1ogn@)],,

and the absolutely convergent expansion R°(&;w’)* = ez & %Ps,m(w’)

from the proof above, we find from the explicit potentials in Table 3 in §A.4 that only
the term m = —n contributes and that /g is given by

DA =) o
ho(é,w) = mi —F(l—s—n) R>(&w)™. (3.38)

(Here we have also used (2.13) to replace [, ] by {, }.)

4. EIGENFUNCTIONS NEAR OH AND THE TRANSVERSE POISSON TRANSFORM

The space &, of A -eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator embeds canonically into
the larger space ¥; of germs of eigenfunctions near the boundary of H. In §4.1 we intro-
duce the subspace W of ; consisting of eigenfunction germs that have the behavior
y* % (analytic across R) near R, together with the corresponding property near co € P1,
and show that 75 splits canonically as the direct sum of & and W,*. In §4.2 the space
W is shown to be isomorphic to V;* by integral transformations, one of which is
called the transverse Poisson transformation because it is given by the same integral
as the usual Poisson transformation V* — &;, but with the integral taken across rather
than along ]PIIR. This transformation gives another model ‘W,* of the principal series
representation V,”, which has proved to be extremely useful in the cohomological
study of Maass forms in [2]. In §4.3 we describe the duality of V* and (Vl‘_“; in (1.19)
in terms of a pairing of the isomorphic spaces ‘W,* and &_;. In §4.4 we construct a
smooth version W, of ‘W, isomorphic to V, by using jets of As-eigenfunctions of
the Laplace operator. This space is also used in [2].

4.1. Spaces of eigenfunction germs. Let 75 be the space of germs of eigenfunctions
of A, with eigenvalue A; = s(1 — s), near the boundary of Hi, i.e.,
¥ =lim&E(UNH), 4.1
v

where the direct limit is taken over open neighborhoods U of H in Pé: (for either of
the realizations  C Pé orD C Péj). This space canonically contains &; because an
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eigenfunction in $ is determined by its values near the boundary (principle of analytic
continuation). The action of G in ¥ is by f|g(z) = f(gz). The functions Q;, and
Q-5 in (2.7) represent elements of 75 not lying in &;. Clearly we have fi_; = 7.

Consider u, v € 75, represented by elements of E;(U N H) for some neighborhood U
of OH in Pé:. Then the Greens form [u, v] is defined in U, and for a positively oriented
closed path C in U which is homotopic to 0H in U N (H U dH), the integral

1 2
B, v) = —.f[u,v] = —f{u,v} 4.2)
Tl C T C

is independent on the choice of C or of the set U on which the representatives of u and
v are defined. This defines a G-equivariant antisymmetric bilinear pairing

B:FxF — C. 4.3)

If both u and v are elements of &; we can contract C to a point, thus arriving at S(u, v) =
0. Hence g also induces a bilinear pairing &; X (¥;/E;) — C.

For each z € H, the element ¢,(-,z) of % is not in &;. By Ilu(z) = B(u, qs(-,z))
we define a G-equivariant linear map Il : F; — &;. Explicitly, uiy(z) := Iu(z) is
given by an integral 7% fC[u(z’), qs(Z’,2)], where z is inside the path of integration C.
By deforming C we thus obtain uj,(z) for all z € 9, so uj, € E;. We can also define
Uout(z) = % fc[u(z’), qs(Z,7)] where now z is between the boundary of H and the
path of integration. For u € &; we see that ugy, = 0. Theorem 2.1 shows that

Uin — Uyt = U. “4.4)
We now define the subspace W,” of 7. It is somewhat easier in the disk model:

Definition 4.1. The space “W,” consists of those boundary germs u € ¥ that are of the
form

uw) = 27(1 — wP)’ A% W)
where A® is a real-analytic function on a two-sided neighborhood of S' in P}C.
In other words, representatives of elements of ‘W,*, divided by the factor (1 — |w])’,

extend analytically across the boundary S!. (The factor 27%* is included for compati-
bility with other models.)

The next proposition shows that ‘W, is a canonical direct complement of & in .
Proposition 4.2. The G-equivariant maps Iy : u — uj, and 1 — g : u v ugy split
the exact sequence of G-modules

II 1-II,
0 & F = /& 0 4.5)

The image (1 — 11,)(%5/Es) is equal to the space W, and we have the direct sum
decomposition

¥ = & oW, (4.6)

given by u < (in, Uour)-

Notice that all the spaces in the exact sequence (4.5) are the same for s and 1 — s,
but that I and IT;_; give different splittings and that W # W (for s # %).
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Proof. The G-equivariance of II;, and hence of 1 — Iy, follows from the G-equivari-
ance of [ -, -]. That these maps split the sequence is clear, since we already saw that
I, is the identity on &;. It remains to show that W, is equal to the image of u = ugy;.

The asymptotic behavior of Q;_; in (A.13) gives for w’ on the path of integration C
and w outside C in the definition of uqy(w)

no_ 2 s 2
qs(w,l,U) - (pD(w/’w)+ 1) fS(pD(w’,w)+ 1)’
where f; is analytic at 0. With (2.2):
2 (1 —w'))?
, = — - = (1 —[wf).
pw ,w) +1 lw—w*+ 1 = w1 - |w*)

We conclude that if w’ stays in the compact set C, and w tends to S!, we have
Uoww) = (1 —|w*)* (analytic function of 1 — [w|?).

So Uout € (Mw.
For the converse inclusion it suffices to show that & N W = {0}. This follows
from the next lemma, which is slightly stronger than needed here. m

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that u € E; satisfies on some annulus 1 -8 < |w|> < 1 with§ > 0
uw) = (1= w?)’A@w) +O((1 - [w)*"), 4.7
with a continuous function A on the region 0 < 1 — [w|> < 6. Then u = 0.

Proof. On the annulus the function u is given by its polar Fourier series, with terms

21
; o . do
un(w) — f e—2m0f(619w) 2_ )
0 JT

Each u, satisfies the estimate (4.7), with A replaced by its Fourier term A,,. Moreover,
the G-equivariance of A implies that u, is a As-eigenfunction of A. It is the term of
order n in the expansion (2.19). In particular, u, is a multiple of P;,. In §A.1.2 we see
that P, has a term (1 — w1~ in its asymptotic behavior near the boundary, or a term
(1 = [w*)'7? log(1 — [w?) if s = % So u, can satisfy (4.7) only if it is zero. =

Remark. The proof of the lemma giver the stronger assertion: If u € ¥ satisfies (4.7),

then u € W and I1,u = 0.

Aw+B .
Buis I D gives

Returning to the definition of ‘W, we note that the action g : w —

for the function A® A s B
- - +

ASlgw) = |Bw+ A2 A5 (2),

lgw) = | A% (=)

first for w € D near the boundary, and by real-analytic continuation on a neighborhood

of S' in Péj. On the boundary, where |w| = 1, this coincides with the action of G in
the circle model, as given in (1.8). In (1.20) the action in the circle model of V,” is
extended to holomorphic functions on sets in Pé. That action and the action in (4.8)
coincide only on S!, but are different elsewhere. This reflects that A® is real-analytic,
but not holomorphic.

The restriction of A® to S! induces the restriction map

ps T W — Ve, 4.9)

(4.8)
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which is G-equivariant.

Examples of elements of ‘W, are the functions Qj,, represented by elements of
Es(D \ {0}), whereas the functions Q;_;, belong to ¥ but not to W*.

We note that the factor 272%(1 —|w|?)* corresponds to (|Z+yi|2 )* on the upper half plane.
So in the upper half plane model the elements of W,* are represented by functions of
the form u(z) = (szi\z )*A¥(z) with A real-analytic on a neighborhood of PI{& in Péj.
The transformation behavior for A¥ turns out to coincide on PfR with the action of G in
the projective model of V* in (1.6). Outside ]P]%{ it differs from the action in (1.23) on

holomorphic functions. The restriction map p; : ‘W, — V,* is obtained by u — APIP}{ .

In the line model we have u(z) = y*A(z) near R and u(z) = (y/|z/*)*A*(~1/z) near co,
with A and A® real-analytic on a neighborhood of R in C. The action on A is given by
az+b
cz+d
coinciding on R with the action in the line model. Restriction of A to R induces the
description of p; in the line model. The factors 272°(1 — [w|?)*, (y/z + i[*)’, y* and
(y/Iz])* have been chosen in such a way that A5, A¥, A and A* restrict to elements of
the circle, projective and line models, respectively, of V,“, related by (1.8) and (1.5).

A|[j2](z) = ez +d|7* A( ), (4.10)

The space W,” is the space of global sections of a sheaf, also denoted ‘W,”, on dH,
where in the disk model ‘W(I) for an open set I in S! corresponds to the real-analytic
functions A on a neighborhood of [ in Pé: such that (1 — [w[*)*A%(w) is annihilated
by A — A,. Restriction gives p; : W () — V() for each I C S!. In the line
model, ‘W;”(I) for I c R can be identified with the space of real-analytic functions
A on a neighborhood U of I with y*A(z) € Ker (A—-A5) on U N 9; for I \ PHIQ \ {0}
we use (y/lzlz)SA""(—l/z). The function z — y* is an element of W,“(R), but not of
We = W2 (BL).

Another example is the function z — y'~*, which represents an element of W R),
but not of W = ’Wl‘fs(P]}{). It is the Poisson transform of the distribution d; ., which
has support {co}.

The support Supp (@) of a hyperfunction @ € V,”¢ is the smallest closed subset X of
OH such that each g € H; representing @ extends holomorphically to a neighborhood
of 0H \ X.

Proposition 4.4. The Poisson transform of a hyperfunction a € V; ¢ represents an
element of W (0H \ Supp (a)).

This statement is meaningful only if Supp (@) is not the whole of JH. In Theo-
rem 5.4 we will continue the discussion of the relation between support of a hyper-
function and the boundary behavior of its Poisson transform.

Proof. Let g € H; be arepresentative of @ € V,"“. In the Poisson integral in (2.28) we
can replace the integral over C, and C_ by the integral

1= 2\1-s . d
Sl el f (1 - w/e)1 —ae)y ™ %,
u c &

where C is a path inside the domain of g encircling Supp (). For w outside C the
integral defines a real analytic function on a neighborhood of 9D, so there the boundary

Psa(w) = 4.11)
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behavior is (1 — [w[*>)!~* x (analytic). Adapting C, we can arrange that any point of
0D \ Supp (@) is inside this neighborhood. m

o Decomposition of eigenfunctions. We close this subsection by generalizing the
decomposition (4.4) from % to Eg(R), where R is any annulus 0 < r; < jw| < rp < 1
in D. For u € E(R) we define

Uin € 8s({lwl < 7‘2}) and uoy € 85({|w| >rn }) s

each by an integral % fc[u, qs(+,2)], where C C R is a circle containing the argument
of uj, in its interior, respectively the argument of uqy in its exterior. Then (4.4) holds
in the annulus R. Explicitly, any u € &y(R) has an expansion of the form

= Y (@Qun+baPsy)  onr <lul<ra, 4.12)

nez

and ui, and ugy are then given by

Uin = Z ans,n s Uout = — Z anQn,s . (413)

nez nez

4.2. The transverse Poisson map. In the last subsection we defined restriction maps
ps + W¥ — V¥ and more generally W(I) — V(). We now show that these
restriction maps are isomorphisms and construct the explicit inverse maps. We in
fact give two descriptions of p;!, one in terms of power series and one defined by an
integral transform (transverse Poisson map); the former is simpler, and also applies
in the C* setting (treated in §4.4), while the latter (which is motivated by the power
series formula) gives a much stronger statement in the context of analytic functions.
The restriction map itself will also be given by an integral transformation.

e Power series version. Let u € W®(I), where we work in the line model and can
assume that / C R by locality. Write z as x + iy and for x € I expand the real-analytic
function A such that u(z) = y*A(z) as a power series ., a,(x)y" in y, convergent in
some neighborhood of I in C. By definition, the constant term ag(x) in this expansion is
the image ¢ = pg(u) of u under the restriction map. The differential equation Au = A;u
of u translates into the differential equation

YA + Ayy) + 254, = 0. 4.14)
Applying this to the power-series expansion of A we find that
ay ,(x) + n(n+2s—1)a,(x) = 0
for n > 2, and that a; = 0. Together with the initial condition ay = ¢ this gives
—1/HFT(s + 5
(—=1/4)"I( 2) 90(2k)(x) ifn =2k,

an(x) = 1 KIT(k+s+ %) (4.15)
0 if24n,

and hence a complete description of A in terms of ¢. Conversely, if ¢ is any analytic
function in a neighborhood of x € R, then its Taylor expansion at x has a positive
radius of convergence r, and we have <p(”)(x) = O(n! ") for any ¢ > r;l. From Stir-
ling’s formula or the Legendre duplication formula we see that 47 /k! T'(k + s + %) =
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O(k~Re(9) /(2k)!), so the power series 3,50 a,(x)y" with a,(x) defined by (4.15) con-
verges for |y| < r,. By a straightforward uniform convergence argument, the function
A(x + iy) defined by this power series is real-analytic in a neighborhood of 7, and of
course it satisfies the differential equation Ay, + A, + 2sy‘1Ay = 0, so the function
u(z) = y’A(z) is an eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue A;. This proves:

Theorem 4.5. Let I be an open subset of R. Define a map from analytic functions on 1
to the germs of functions on a neighborhood of I in C by

0 (2k)
(Plg)x +iy) = §]¢ () /4", (4.16)

with the Pochhammer symbol (% +5), = H]]C';O(E + 5+ j). Then P! is an isomorphism
Srom V() to W (I) with inverse p.

Of course, we can now use the G-equivariance to deduce that the local restriction map

s - WE) — V&) is an isomorphism for every open subset I C IPIIR and that the
global restriction map p; : W* — V* is an equivariant isomorphism. The inverse
maps, which we still denote PI, can be given explicitly in a neighborhood of infinity
using the functions ¢, and A* as usual for the line model or by the corresponding
formulas in the circle model. The details are left to the reader.

Example 1. Take ¢(x) = 1. Then (4.16) gives PZgo(z) = y® in W”(R). More generally,
if p(x) = ¢/®* with o € R, then Pzgo is the function i, defined in (A.3b).

Example 2. We can generalize Example 1 from ¢ = 1 to arbitrary polynomials:

p(x) = (_js) s Plez) = Z( )( )"z". (4.17)

This can be checked either from formula (4.16) or, using the final statement of Theo-
rem 4.5, by verifying that the expression on the right belongs to &, and that its quotient
by y’ is analytic near R and restricts to ( _’is) x™ wheny = 0.

Example 3. Let a € C\ I . Then (4.16) and the binomial theorem give

y2k

a2k R(a;2)", (4.18)

o= -0 = Wa@—yE]()
(Here the branches in (x — a)~%* and R(a; z)* have to be taken consistently.) Again, we
could skip this calculation and simply observe that R(a; -)* € W“(I) and that ¢(x) is
the restriction y*R(a; x+ zy)sﬂ . If |a| > |x|, then expanding the two sides of (4.18) by
the binomial theorem gives another proof of (4.17) and makes clear where the binomial
coeflicients in that formula come from.

Example 4. Our fourth example is

0(x) = R(x;20)° = Pl = b($) ' qiz.20) (0 €9), (4.19)
where the constant b(s) is given in terms of beta or gamma functions by
1 TG
b(s) = B(s,z) = ———. 4.20
(s) ( 2) T+ b (4.20)
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Formula (4.19) is proved by remarking that the function on the right belongs to “W*
and that its image under p; is the function on the left (as one sees easily from the
asymptotic behavior of the Legendre function Qs_1(¢) as t — o0). Obtaining it from
the power series in (4.16) would probably be difficult, but we will see at the end of the
section how to get it from the integral formula for P}L given below.

Remark. Equation (4.15) shows that the function y~* - Pzgo(x + iy) is even in y (as is

visible in Examples 1 and 2 above). In the projective model, A¥(z) = (IZ fiIZ )Y u(z) =

|z + ilzfA(z) is not even in y. In the circle model, related to the projective model by

w = &4, the reflection z - Z corresponds to w + 1/ (or 7 = r~" in polar coordinates

w = re'), and the function AS(w) = 22°(1 — |w|*)~*u(w) satisfies A°(1/@) = |w|*A°(w).
For example, equations (A.8) and (A.9) say that the function in ‘W“(D \ {0}) whose
image under p; is w" (n € Z) corresponds to AS(w) = @ F(s —n,s;2s;1 — [w?),

and this equals w”|w|">F(s — n, 5; 2s; 1 — [w|~2) by a Kummer relation. Note that if we
had used the factor (};—If):)s instead of 2725(1 — |w|?)* in Definition 4.1, we would have

obtained functions A® that are invariant under w — 1/.

o Integral version. If ¢ is a real-analytic function on an interval / C R, then we
can associate to it two extensions, both real-analytic on a sufficiently small complex
neighborhood of I: the holomorphic extension, which we will denote by the same
letter, and the solution A of the differential equation (4.14) given in Theorem 4.5. The
following integral formula describes the isomorphism PI VY - W

Theorem 4.6. Let U = U C C be a connected and simply connected subset of C, with
I := U N R non-empty. Then for any holomorphic function ¢ on U, determining an
element of V(1) in the line model, the eigenfunction PI((,D) = PI((pl,) defined near 1
by (4.16) extends analytically to all of U N $ and is given there by the formula

1 < _
Fiel) = 7 f R o) de . @21)

where b(s) is given by (4.20) and the integral is taken along any piecewise C'-path
in U from 7 to 7 intersecting I only once, with the branch of R({;2)'™* continuous on
the path and equal to its standard value at the intersection point with I.

Note the formal similarity between the formula (4.21) for PI(,D and the formula (2.26)
for the Poisson map: the integrand is exactly the same, but in the case of P; the inte-
gration is over P]E (or SY), while in the formula for P} it is over a path which crosses

P&Q . We therefore call PI the transverse Poisson map.

The inverse map W, — V., is also given by an integral formula:

Theorem 4.7. Let U and I be as in Theorem 4.6. Then for any real-analytic function
A in U for which the function u = y*A belongs to &E,(U N D), the function ¢ = Al;
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extends holomorphically to all of U and is given there by the formula

2b(s)si ¢

‘l%?ygtﬂhwxGR@rDﬂ Feeuns.

w0 = A©) frel. 22
. {

2b(sinzs f [(CR@ ) u()] if¢eUns,

4 o

where the integrals are along piecewise C'-paths in U N § from any & € I to {,
respectively [, with the branch of (=R((; 7))’ fixed by | arg(—R((; z))| < & for z near &.

We have stated these two theorems only for neighborhoods of intervals in R, but
because everything is G-equivariant they can easily be transferred to any interval in
P&R. (Details are left to the reader.) Alternatively, one can work in the projective or the
circle model. This will be discussed after we have given the proofs.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Define Pzgo locally by (4.16). For x € I we denote by r, the
radius of the largest open disk with center x contained in U. Using the identity
2k)! Tk +3
(2k) - 1( 2)1 _ lf(l—t)”rk’é‘dt
45k Tk + 5 + 5) L)k +s+53) I(s)I'(5) Jo

(duplication formula and beta function), we find for x € I and 0 < y < r, the formula

(2k)
b(s) (Plp)(x +iy) = f (115112 (Z </’(2k§76) ) ot

1
= %yéf (L= (o + iy Vi) + @(x - iy V) d
0
1
=y f A ->lox+iyndr  (1=1%) (4.23)
-1

Y y2 1-s 1
= ysf (ﬁ) ex+imy  dn  (t=n/y)
-y \Yy=—n

. xX+iy y I-s
= - — 7 dc,
lf;yﬁf—@@—a) #od

where the path of integration is the vertical line from x — iy to x + iy. The integral
converges at the end points. The value of the factor (y/( —z)({ — Z))l_s is based on the
positive value y‘l of y/({ —z)({ —7) at = x. Continuous deformation of the path does
not change the integral, as long as we anchor the branch of the factor (y/({—2)({=2))' ™
at the intersection point with /. (This holds even though that factor is multivalued on
U \{z,7}. We could also allow multiple crossings of /, but then would have to prescribe
the crossing point at which the choice of the branch of the Poisson kernel is anchored.)
This proves (4.21) for points z € U N $ sufficiently near to /, and the extension to all
of U N $ is then automatic since the integral makes sense in the whole of that domain
and is real-analyticinz. ®
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Proof of Theorem 4.7. As in the previous proof, we consider first the case that { =
X +iY € U N H and that the vertical segment from X to { is contained in U. Since we
want to integrate up to z = ¢, we will use the Green’s form w;(z) = [u(z), (-R({;2))’]
rather than [(—R(;2))’, u(z)] or {u(z), (~R(£;z))"}, which would have non-integrable
singularities at this end-point. (The minus sign is included because R({; z) is negative
on the segment.) Explicitly, this Green’s form is given for z = x + iy € U N $ by

s (Ou is z—4¢
= (R (Zar+ 2 &)
W@ = (REI) (G dz + 5 T uds
0A is is z—¢
= (<R ) (Lodz - L adz + ——A)
(-y (g“z))((9Z Pl
[(OA s 6A s x—¢
= (~yR&: “[(——_ )d +( A)d]. 424
CuR@a)'|(5; - sopA)dx+ (g + L opA ] @29
If we restrict this to the vertical line z = X +itY (0 < ¢ < 1) joining X and £, it becomes
wr(X +itY) = (KA (X +1itY) + ZA X +itY) + > A(X+itY)) £ di
¢ T\ 277 (1 +1) (1-7y
 T(s+ 1) .
_ Z ' 2 : [(p(2k+1)(X)(ly/2)2k+l
KT+ s+ 3)
# (5 + )00 vy iy
t t(l+1) (1-12)s

where ¢ is the holomorphic function near / with ¢ = A on I.
Now we use the beta integrals

1 2s 1 1 _
t 1 1 I'k+s+5)I'(1-s
f‘ IZk—zdt _ _f l‘k+s_2(1—t)_sdt _ ( 2) 3( )
0 1 -r)s 2 Jo 2T(k + i)

I(s+H)T(1—5) kIT(k+s+3) 221
21(3) s+1) Q@+ DY

1 2s 1 2k+2s5-1 2k+2s5-1 2k+2s
k t t t —t
f(— TR )tZk dt = f(k + 5 )dt
o\t 1+ Q-7 o\ (1-12)s (1 —r2)s+!
k(! st S grset st 1
—f s (1—t)—Sdt+—f(t“- N A [
2 0 2 0

_ kTk+9TA =9 s (F(k +5)T(=s) Tlk+s+ %)F(—s))
2

T2 Tk+1D T(k) - T+ 1)
TG+ HTA-s) KTk+s+3) 2%
B 2T() Ts+1) @b

(the second calculation is valid initially for Re (s) < 0, Re (k + s) > 0, but then by
analytic continuation for Re (s) < 1, Re (k+s) > 0, where the left-hand side converges)
to get

L T+ I -5) & SO (,y) .
fx “e 21(}) Z:) O = 26 snms 7O ¢
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Furthermore, we see from (4.24) that the dx-component of the 1-form w,(x + iy) ex-

. = . X .
tends continuously to U N $ and vanishes on /, so fx , W vanishes for any &y € I and

we can replace the right-hand side of (4.25) by f;: w¢ . On the other hand, the fact that
the 1-form is closed means that we can integrate along any path from &) to £ inside
U N 9, not just along the piecewise linear path just described, and hence also that we
can move ¢ anywhere within U N $, thus obtaining the analytic continuation of ¢ to
this domain as stated in (4.22).

If = X-iY (Y > 0) belongs to $~ N U, then the calculation is similar. We suppose
that the segment from X to £ is in U, and parametrize it by z = X +itY. The differential
form is

[(_R(g’ Z))S’ M]
0A
= (~yR(: z))S((a—E@ N

which leads to the integral

N

-z

s
y

A(z)) dx + (—i%—?(z) + % A(z))dy) 5

fg f e A+ iry+ Layx iy + 5 A+ iry)) ar
W —(—— i = i -— i
v 8T )y a=2y 2 2 t 1+t

_ Z (s +3) ((p(2k+1)(X) (—iY/2)%+!

kI T(s + 5 +k)
k s t25+2k
(2k) v 17\ 2k
+{-+—— X) (—iY/2 )— dt,
(r t(1+t))¢ S o
which is the expression that we obtained in the previous case with Y replaced by —Y.
We replace Y by —Y in (4.25), and obtain the statementin (4.22) on UN$H~ aswell. ®

It is not easy to find examples that illustrate the integral transformation (4.22) ex-
plicitly, i.e., examples of functions in W,” for which the Green’s form [u(-), R({; -)*]
can be written explicitly as dF for some potential function F(-). One case which
works, though not without some effort, is u(z) = y* = F’I(l) (Example 1). Here the
needed potential function is given by Entry 6 in Table 3 in §A.4, and a somewhat
lengthy calculation, requiring careful consideration of the branches and of the behavior
at the end points of the integral, lets us deduce from (4.22) that the inverse transverse
Poisson transform of the function y* € ‘W,*(R) is indeed the constant function 1.

o Other models. The two integral formulas above were formulated in the line model.
To go to the projective model, we consider first U c C as in the theorems not inter-
secting the half-line i[1, o). In that case we find by (1.5) and (2.27b)

2 VI fz P r. Nl-s P dg
Psv () = ib(s) J- R (£52) "¢ (0) 1+ 2 (zeUNnY®), (4.26a)
i e
mﬁ[u(-),(—ﬁ(é; )] if¢euns,
&) = AR ifeUNR=1, (4.26b)
2b(s)sinns

7
f (R ) u(5)] ifceUns,

4 &
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with u(z) = (szilz )* A¥(z), where the paths of integration and the choices of branches
in the Poisson kernels are as in the theorems, suitably adapted. These formulas then
extend by G-equivariance to any connected and simply connected open set U = U C
]P(lc \{i,—i} and any & € U N P]%%, giving a local description of the isomorphism V* =
W on all of ]Pﬂla. Note that the integrals in (4.26) make sense if we take for U an
annulus 1 — ¢ < |%| < 1 + & in PL, which is not simply connected, but the theorem
then has to modified. We will explain this in a moment.
In the circle model, we have

1/w
Plo’(w) = L f Bow' = Efm®  wevnD), (4.272)
2b(s) Ju n
w f;[u(-),(—RS(n; )’ ifpeU,hpl<1,
¢ = AS() ifpeuns', (4.27b)

i /7

OIS [ u] e ULl 1.
d o

with u(w) = 27251 — |w|)* A®(w), for w € U N D, with U open in C \ {0}, connected,

simply connected and invariant under w +— 1/, and with & € U N S', with the paths

of integration and the choice of branches of the Poisson kernel again suitably adapted

from the versions in the line model.

If U is an annulus of the form & < |w| < &~! with & € (0, 1), we still can apply the
relations in (4.27), provided we take in (4.27a) the path from w to 1/@ homotopic to
the shortest path. If we change to a path that goes around a number of times, the result
differs from Pzgo(w) by an integral multiple of b’(ri) Pso®(w). In (4.27b) we can freely
move the point & in dD, without changing the outcome of the integral.

Let us use (4.27a) to verify the formula for PI(R( -320)*) given in Example 3. By
G-equivariance, we can suppose that zyp = i. Now changing to circle model coordi-
nates, we find with the help of (2.27c) that the function ¢(x) = R(x;i)* corresponds to
gos (&) = 1 and that the content of formula (4.19) is equivalent to the formula

f”’((l r/n)(l—rn))s Ldn _ Py f )S Loty
r 1_,.2 - r2))

I'(s)? 1+
= (1- r)r(z)F(ss2s1—r)—2QY1( rz)’

where in the first line we have made the substitution = (1 — Hr-t +er.

4.3. Duality. We return to the bilinear form S on % defined in (4.2). We have seen
that 3 is zero on E; X E;. The next result describes 5 on other combinations of elements
of % in terms of the duality map ( , ) : VXV — C defined in (1.19).

Proposition 4.8. Letu, v € 7.
a) If ue & andv € WY, then

Bu,0) = b(s)™! (@, @) (4.28)

with b(s) as in (4.20), where u = Pi_ya with @ € V% and v = P;Qp with
pe VL
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b) If u, ve WY, then B(u,v) = 0.
¢) If ue W andve W, then

1
ﬂ(u, U) = (S - E) <¢, lﬁ) . (429)
with ¢ € V2, € V¥ such that u = PJIT_SLp and v = PI;//.

Proof. The bijectivity of the maps P;_; : V,“ — &5 = &; and PI DV — W
implies that we always have ¢ and « as indicated in a). All transformations involved
are continuous for the topologies of V/~% and V*, so it suffices to check the relation

for ¢ = e, and @ = ej_,,. Now we use (2.29), the result for Pj,es,n in §A.3, and
equations (2.18) and (1.15) to get the factor in (4.28).

For part b) we write u = (1 — [w*)*A(w) and v = (1 — |w|?)*B(w) with A and B
extending in a real-analytic way across dD. If we take for C a circle [w| = r with r
close to 1, then

1
[u,v] = % r(1 = r*)* (AB, — BA,) d6.

It follows that the integral is O((1 — 72)*) as r 1 1, and hence vanishes.
In view of b) we can restrict ourselves for c¢) to the case s # % As in part a) it
suffices to consider the relation for basis vectors. We derive the relation from (A.14):

IB(Ql—s,ma Qs,n) = ﬁ(ﬂ' cotrms Ps,m + Qs,m’ Qs,n) = cotms (_l)nén,—m . u

4.4. Transverse Poisson map in the differentiable case. The G-module W, which
is isomorphic to V,”, turns out to be very useful for the study of cohomology with
coeflicients in V;, discussed in detail in [2]. There we also study cohomology with
coeflicients in V”, with p = 2,3, ..., 00, and for this we need an analogue ‘W’ of W
related to p times differentiable functions. In this subsection we define such a space
and show that there is an equivariant isomorphism P! : V” — W?. To generalize the
restriction p; : W — V< we will define ‘W)’ not as a space of boundary germs, but
as a quotient of G-modules. In fact, we give a uniform discussion, covering also the
case p = w treated in the previous subsections.

Definition 4.9. For p = 2,3,...,00,w we define G¢ and N7 as spaces of functions
fe C?(D) for which there is a neighborhood U of D = S in C such that the function
fw) = (1-|w|)~* f(w) extends as an element of C”(U) and satisfies on U the conditions

H p H for G¥ ‘ for N? H
€ Z Asf(w) = o((1 — [wP)”) fw) = o((1 = wP)?)
00 the above condition for all p € N | the above condition for all p € N
w Asfw) =0 fw) =0

where A, is the differential operator corresponding to A — A, under the transformation
fef
In the analytic case p = w, the space G% consists of C?-representatives of germs

in ‘W, and N consists of C2-representatives of the zero germ in ‘W<, i.e., N¥ =
C%(D). Any representative of a germ can be made into a C?-germ by multiplying it by
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a suitable cut-off function. Thus ‘W, as as in Definition 4.1 is isomorphic to G¥/N¥.
We take C2-representatives to be able to apply A without the need to use a distribution
interpretation.

In the upper half plane model, there is an equivalent statement with f° replaced by
£F,and 272(1 — [wl?) by L. The group G acts on G% and N* for p = 2,..., 00, w, by

[z+i?
f19(z) = f(gz), and the operator corresponding to A — A, is Ay = —yz(('); +0%(-2sy 9y
(cf. (4.14)).

The definition works locally: G2 (I) and N¥(I), with I c 9H open, are defined in the
same way, with Q now a neighborhood of / in P(lc. In the case that / C R in the upper
half plane model, we have f(z) = y*f(z) on Q N $ with f € CP(Q). On can check that
G? and N7 are sheaves on 0H.

e Examples. The function z = y* is in G¥(R). The function Q;, in (2.7) has the right
boundary behavior, but is not defined at w = 0 € D. We can multiply it by re?® — y(r)
with a smooth function y that vanishes near zero and is equal to one on a neighborhood
on 1. In this way we obtain an element of G¥ .

e Restriction to the boundary. For f € G the corresponding function f* on Q has a
restriction to S' that we denote by p, f. It is an element of V. In this way, restriction
to the boundary gives a linear map

ps: G — VY (4.30)
that turns out to intertwine the actions of G, and that behaves compatibly with respect

to the inclusions G — G7 and V/ — VI if ¢ < p. This restriction map can be
localized to give p, : G~ (I) — VP(I) for open intervals I c 0H.

Lemma 4.10. Let I C 0H be open. For p =2, ...,,w the space N¥(I) is a subspace
of GX(D). It is equal to the kernel of ps : G5(I) — VI (I).

Proof. The sheaf properties imply that we can work with / # JH. The action of G can
be used to arrange I C R in the upper half plane model.

Let first p € N, p > 2. Suppose that f(z) = y*f(z) on Q N § for some f € CP(Q),
with Q a neighborhood of 7 in C. The Taylor expansion at x € I gives for i, j > 0,
i+j<p
Pai 7 o =D pi-j
8.0]F(x +iy) = ZAman_i(x) YT 4 o(yP i) 4.31)

n=i+j
on Q, with
1., -
a(x) = —df(x).
n!
The differential operator A — A applied to f corresponds to the operator A; = —y29> —
y26§ — 2syd, applied to f on the region Q N $. Thus we find

p

Af(x +iy) = —2sa;(x) — Z(a;'_z(x) +n(n+2s — l)an(x))y” +o(y’). (4.32)
n=2

If f € N2(I), thena, = 0 for 0 < n < p, and Asf(z) = o(y”). So f € GX(I), and
psf(x) = f(x) = ap(x). Hence N7 (I) c Ker p.
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Suppose that f € G%(I) is in the kernel of p;. Then ay = 0. From (4.32) we have
a; =0and @, , = n(1 —2s —n)a, for2 < n < p. Hence a, = 0 forall n < p, and
feNPWD.

The case p = oo follows directly from the result for p € N.

In the analytic case, p = w, the inclusions N(I) ¢ G*(I) and N¥(I) C Ker py are
clear. If f € GY(I) N Kerpy, then f is real analytic on €, and instead of the Taylor
expansion (4.31), we have a power series expansion with the same structure. Since
(Kerps) N g¥(I) ¢ N{°(I), we have a, = 0 for all n, hence the analytic function f
vanishes on the connected component of Q containing /. Thus, f e N¥. nm

Relation (4.32) in this proof also shows that any f € GY(I) with I c R has the
expansion

- k 1
foatiy) = ) CUTTEL D) o 2 s (110, xe D), 433

1
0<k=p/2 K'T(s+k+3)
with ¢ = p,f € V(D).
e Boundary jets. For p = 2,...,00 we define W/ as the quotient in the exact se-

quence of sheaves on dH
0—> N — gl — W' —o0. (4.34)

In the analytic case, p = w, we have already seen that ‘W,* is the quotient of G¥/NY.

In the differentiable case p = 2,..., oo, an element of ‘W (I) is given on a covering
I = |UJ;1; by open intervals /; by a collection of f; € GY(I)) such that f; = f]’ mod
Nf(lj N1jy)in Qf(lj N1y)ifI; N1y # 0. To each jis associated a neighborhood Q;
of I; in P, on which f]:S is p times differentiable. Add an open set Q c H such that
Hc QU U j Q;. With a partition of unity subordinate to the collection {Q}U{Q i Jhwe
build one function f on H such that f° = (1 — [w[>)~* f(w) differs from fjiS on Q; by an
element of N7 (/)). In this way we obtain W/ (I) = G{(I)/N¥(I) in the differentiable
case as well.

We have also

0 — NP(OH) — GL(OH) — W (H) — 0

as an exact sequence of G modules. We call elements of ‘W) boundary jets if p =
2,...,00. The G-morphism p; induces a G-morphism p; : W/ (I) — V() for p =
2,...,00,w. The morphism is injective by Lemma 4.10. In fact it is also surjective:

Theorem 4.11. The restriction map ps : W (I) — V(1) is an isomorphism for every
open set I C OH, for p =2,...,00,w.

The case p = w was the subject of §4.2. Theorem 4.6 described the inverse PI ex-
plicitly with a transverse Poisson integral, and Theorem 4.5 works with a power series
expansion. It is the latter approach that suggests how to proceed in the differentiable
and smooth cases. We denote the inverse by Pz, or by P;r’ p if it is desirable to specity p.
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Proof. In the differentiable case p € N U {co}, it suffices to consider ¢ € C?(I) where
I is an interval in R. The obvious choice would be to define near

—1k
f@) = k(—)l OO T (4.35)
o<kzp2 ¥k (s + 2);
However, this is in general not in C”($), because each term ¢ (x) y**?¢ is only in

CP~2_Instead we set

f@ =y f Wty px+ynde = y*! f () pnd,  (436)

(o) (o)

where ¢ has been extended by zero outside its support, and where w is an even real-
analytic function on R with quick decay that has prescribed moments

) -1 kel
My = f o) dr = DGk forevenk > 0. (4.37)

- (s + 2

(For instance we could take w to be the Fourier transform of the product of the function

1,
um I'(s + %) (Ig_l)z ’ Is_1/2(|u]) and an even function in CZ°(R) that is equal to 1 on a
neighborhood of 0 in R. This choice is even real-analytic.) Replacing ¢ in (4.36) by its
Taylor expansion up to order p, we see that this formally matches the expansion (4.35),
but it now makes sense and is C* in all of , as we see from the second integral. The
first integral shows that

(09

f@ = yf) = f w®)p(x + yt) dt (4.38)

—00

extends as a function in C*(C).
_ Inserting the power series expansion of order p of ¢ at x € I in (4.38) we arrive at
A f(z) = O(y?). This finishes the proof in the differentiable and smooth cases. =

In the proof of Theorem 4.11 we have chosen an real-analytic Schwartz function w
with prescribed moments. In the case p = 2,3, ... we may use the explicit choice in
the following lemma, which will be used in the next chapter:

Lemma 4.12. For any s ¢ %Z and any integer N > 0 there is a unique decomposition

dNa(r)

2 s—1
A+l = =
( ) o

+ B(1) (4.39)

where a(t) = ay(t) is 2+ 1) times a polynomial of degree N in t and B(t) = By s(t)
is O N=3) as |t| — co.
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We omit the easy proof. The first few examples are

2 et _ A+ DT 252 5 )
@+D = dt[ 25— 1 ] o
~ &1 @+ 1! #+1)° 4(s = 1)(s=2) 5
2 s—=1 _ = 2 s=3
@+ = dzZ[(2s—1)(2s—3) - 2s(2s—1)] T ooy T
~ &3 212 + 1) (2 +1)°
2 s—-1 _ =
@+ D7 = dt3[(2s+1)(2s—1)(2s—3) * 2s(2s+l)(2s—l)]

4(s—1D(s-2) (2s +3

2 2 s—4
Qs+ D(2s— 1)\ 253 +3t)(t AR

In general we have

N/2 . 2 s—1+j
1 N-j-1 (> + 1)s~ 1)
ans() = 75 Z( g )
Jj=0

N/2 = 1) (8);(s =2 + v

if N > 2 is even, where (s); = s(s + 1)---(s + j — 1) is the ascending Pochhammer
symbol, and a similar formula if N is odd, as can be verified using the formula

1 a , -J -1 ; i
- (l,z + 1).&—1 — n ) J S ] (2t)n_2] (tz + 1)‘\—n+] .
n! dr" oz J n-j

Let us compute the moments of 5 = By as in (4.39). For 0 < n < N we have

00 00 N
[ PR di = I ((t2+1)“'—l - %)t”dt.

o0

This is a holomorphic function of s on Res < 1. We compute it by considering

Res < —g:
fool‘"(tz + l)s_1 dt = { fol x%(l - x)_s_%l dx ifniseven,
ha 0 if nis odd;
r IRV G ST (4.40)
— rtanzs (s) { (=1 oD if n = 2kis even,
T(s+3) 0 if nis odd.

So a multiple of By s has the moments that we need in the proof of Theorem 4.11.

5. BOUNDARY BEHAVIOR OF MIXED EIGENFUNCTIONS

In this section we combine ideas from §3 and §4. Representatives u of elements of
W _have the special property that (1 — |w|2)“'_1 u(w) (in the circle model) or y*~'u(z)
(in the line model) extends analytically across the boundary 0H. If such an eigenfunc-
tion occurs in a section (&, u) of the sheaf D, of mixed eigenfunctions we may ask
whether a suitable multiple of % also extends across the boundary. In §5.3 we will
show that this is true locally (Theorem 5.2), but not globally (Proposition 5.5).

In §5.1 we use the differential equations satisfied by y~*u for representatives u of
elements of ‘W, to define an extension A, of the sheaf &, from $ to P(]c. We also
extend the sheaf D on ]Péj X 9 to a sheaf D} on Péj X Pé.j that has the same relation
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to Aj_s as the relation of D to & = E1—5. In §5.2 we show that the power series
expansion of sections of A; leads in a natural way to sections of Dj_, a result which
is needed for the proofs in §5.3, and in §5.4 we give the generalization of Theorem 3.13
to the sheaf 7. Finally, in §5.5 we consider the sections of D, near P]}Q X 9.

5.1. Interpolation between sheaves on $ and its boundary. In this subsection we
formulate results from §4.2 in terms of a sheaf on Pé that is an extension of the sheaf
&;. This will be used in the rest of this section to study the behavior of mixed eigen-
functions near the boundary Pé: XP%& of Pé X $ and to extend them across this boundary.
We also define an extension D of the sheaf O, of mixed eigenfunctions.

For an open set U c C, let A (U) be the space of real-analytic solutions A(z)
of (4.14) in U. For U C Pé: containing oo the definition is the same except that the
solutions have the form A(z) = |z]7>*A®(~1/z) for some real-analytic function A*
near 0 (which then automatically satisfies the same equation). The action (4.10) makes
A into a G-equivariant sheaf: A — Alg defines an isomorphism A (U) = ﬂs(g‘1 U)
for any open U C Péj and g € G.

For any U c PL, the space A (U) can be identified via A(z) — u(z) = |y|*A(z)
with a subspace of the space E,(U \ P}&) of A;-eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator
A = -y (0% + 6;) in Péj \ IPE& (up to now we have considered the operator A and the
sheaf &; only on %), namely the subspace consisting of functions which are locally of
the form |y|* X (analytic) near R and of the form |y/ 2 x (analytic) near oo.

IfU c ]Pé N ]P’ﬂlg, then the map A +— u is an isomorphism between A (U) and E4(U).
(In this case the condition “real-analytic” in the definition of A (U) can be dropped,
since C? or even distributional solutions of the differential equation are automatically
real-analytic.) At the opposite extreme, if U meets ]P’]%{ in a non-empty set /, then any
section of A, over U restricts to a section of V;* over /, and for any / C Pﬂg we obtain
from Theorem 4.5 an identification between V() and the inductive limit of A (U)
over all neighborhoods U D I. The sheaf A; thus “interpolates” between the sheaf &;
on P(lj N PIE and the sheaf V;* on P%R. At points outside P%R the stalks of A are the same
as those of &, while at points in ]P]}Q the stalks of the sheaves Ay, V¥ and ‘W, are
all canonically isomorphic. At the level of open sets rather than stalks, Theorems 4.6
and 4.7 say that the space A;(U) for suitable U intersecting IP%& is isomorphic to O(U)
by a unique isomorphism compatible with restriction to U N R, the isomorphisms in
both directions being given by explicit integral transforms. Finally, from (4.15) we see
that if U is connected and invariant under conjugation, then any A € A (U) is invariant
under z — Z. In the language of sheaves, this says that, if we denote by c : ]P’éj - P@lj
the complex conjugation, the induced isomorphism c : 1A, - A, is the identity
when restricted to P%R.

We now do the same construction for the sheaf 9, of mixed eigenfunctions, defining
a sheaf D7 on Pé X P(IC which bears the same relation to D, as A has to &;. (We could
therefore have used the notation &; instead of Aj, but since A; interpolates between
two very different subsheaves &; and V;”, we preferred a neutral notation which does
not favor one of these aspects over the other. Also, & = &5, but Ay # Aj_5.)

Let (h, u) be a section of the sheaf D in U N (C x $), where U is a neighborhood
in C x C of a point (xg, xo) with xo € R. The function u(z) is a As-eigenfunction
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of A, and we can ask whether it ever has the form y* A(z) or y'~* A(z) with A(z) (real-)
analytic near xg. It turns out that the former does not happen, but the latter does, and
moreover that in this case the function /(Z, z) has the form y° B({, z) where B({, )
is also analytic in a neighborhood of (xp,xp) € C X C. To see this, we make the
substitution

uiz) = y' AR, W2 = y B2 (5.1

in the differential equations (3.34) to obtain that these translate into the differential
equations

((-20.B = —sB—iEs@—Z)A, (5.2a)

({ —2) 0B - yA)

—sB- %s(g’—z)A, (5.2b)

for A and B, in which there is no singularity at y = 0. (This would not work if we had
used u = y*A, h = y*B instead.)

As long as z is in the upper half plane, equations (5.1) define a bijection between
pairs (h, u) and pairs (B, A), and it makes no difference whether we study the original
differential equations (3.34) or the new ones (5.2). The advantage of the new system is
that it makes sense for all z € C and defines a sheaf D} on C x C whose sections over
U c C x C are real-analytic solutions (B, A) of (5.2) in U with B holomorphic in the
first variable and A locally constant in the first variable. This sheaf is G-equivariant
with respect to the action (B, A)lg = (Blg, Alg) given for g = [ Z] by

Blg({,2) = lez+d¥Bgl,g2),  Alg() = lez+d**Agr),  (5.3)

so it extends to a sheaf on all of Pé: X IPSC by setting D*(U) = D*(g~'U)lg if U is a
small neighborhood of a point (o, ) or (co, zo) and ¢ is chosen with g~'U c C x C.
In (3.38) and (3.39) we give a formula for % in terms of u near the diagonal and the

antidiagonal where (4, u) is a section of D;. In terms of A = y*~'u and B = y*h this
formula becomes

oz7" (1-19),

—§(§ -2) ;) oA () € -2 for ¢ near z,
—%(g“ ~2) ; 8”A(Z) « : 3: _ %(g —7)A(z) for  near?Z.

B({,z) = 6.4

oz (1

Now inspection shows that the right hand side of (5.4) satisfies the differential equa-
tions (5.2), whether z € $ or not, so (B, A) with B as in (5.4) gives a section of D7 on
neighborhoods of points (z, z) and (Z, z) for all z € C. From (5.4) it is not clear that for
z € R both expressions define the same function on a neighborhood of z. In the next
subsection we will see that they do.

5.2. Power series expansion. Sections of A are real-analytic functions of one com-
plex variable, and hence can be seen as power series in two variables. In this subsection
we show that the coeflicients in these expansions have interesting properties. They will
be used in §5.3 to study the structure of sections of D, and P near the diagonal of
Pi x Py.
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Let U c Cbe open, and let zo € U. We write the expansion of a section A of A ata
point zp in the strange form (the reason for which will become apparent in a moment)

AQ = ) (’"”_1)(’”;_1)cm,n<zo>(z—zo>'"(z—z()>". (5.5)

m
m,n>0

Then we have the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Let U c C, A € A(U), and for zo € U define the coefficients ¢y ,(z0)
form,n > 0 by (5.5). Let r : U — R, be continuous. Then the series (5.5) converges
in |z — zo| < r(zo) if and only if the series

D200, 0) = ) Cmnlz0) "W (5.6)

m,n>0
converges for |v|, lw| < r(zo). The function defined by (5.6) has the form

B(zo + v,20) — B(Zo + w, 20)
() : = .
(203 v, w) Jo+ (0—w)/2i (5.7

for a unique analytic function B on
U'={{.9€CxU : [{-2d<r@} U{({,0eCxU : |l -2 <r@)}

satisfying B((,z) = yA(z) and B(Z,z) = 0 for z € U, and the pair (B, A) is a section of
Di_,over U’

Proof. The fact that ("”,fl_l) = m%D as m — oo implies the relation between the
convergence of (5.5) and (5.6). (We use here that a power series Y ¢y ,0"w™ in two
variable converges for |v], {w| < r if and only if its restriction to w = ¥ converges for
lv] < r.) The differential equation (4.14) is equivalent to the very simple recursion

2iyo cmn(20) = Cmpn-1(20) = Cm-1,1(20) (m,n>1) (5.8)

for the coefficients ¢, ,(z9). (This was the reason for the choice of the normalization
in (5.5).) This translates into the fact that (2iyy + v — w) ®4(z0; v, w) is the sum of a
function of v alone and a function of w alone, i.e., we have

La(zo;v) — Ra(z0; w)

Dy(zosv,w) = ot O—w)2i (5.9)

where, if we use the freedom of an additive constant to normalize R4(zo;0) = O,
the functions Ly and R4 are given explicitly in terms of the boundary coefficients

{cj0(zo)}j=0 and {co j(z0)}j>1 by

2iLa(zo30) = ©+2igo) ) cmo(z0)?",
=0 (5.10)
2iRa(zo3w) = coo(zo)w+ (w = 2iyo) ) conlzo)w”

n>1
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(Multiplied out, this says that coefficients ¢, ,(zo) satisfying (5.8) are determined by
their boundary values by

m _1 n = _1
emnle) = Y = ('" " )Cj,o(ZO)

P (Ziyo)m+n—j m—

n —_1\yn—J i _
+ZL(’1 Jem 1)Co,j(Zo),

— (ziyo)m+n—j I’l—j

(5.11)

which of course can be checked directly.)
We define B on U’ (now writing z instead of zg) by

B.s) { Ly =2) il =d<r@), 5.1
Ra(z.{ =2 1if|{ -2 <r(@).
These two definitions are compatible if the discs in question overlap (which happens
if r(z) > l|yol), because the convergence of (5.6) for |v], |[w| < r(z) implies that the
fraction in (5.9) is holomorphic in this region, and hence that its numerator vanishes if
0+ 0V =70+ w.

Surprisingly, the function B thus defined constitutes, together with the given sec-
tion A of Ay, a section (B, A) of D|__ for { near z or Z. To see this, we apply the
formulas (5.4), with s replaced by 1 — s, and express the derivatives of A in the coef-
ficients ¢, ,(z) with help of (5.5). We find that the first expression in (5.4) is equal to
La(z;¢ — 7), and the second one to Ra(z;4 —2). W

Example 1. Let A(z) € A,(C \ {0}) be the function |z|~>*. For any z # 0 the binomial
theorem gives ¢, ,(2) = (=1)"*" |z0/72° 7y 7" and

(5.13)

|ZO|2—2s 1 |ZO|2—2S |ZO|2—2.Y
Dp(zo;0,w) = = ( - )

(zo+0)Z0 +w)  2iyo+tv-w \Zp+w  z0+v

in accordance with (5.7) with the solution B({,z) = % |z[*™%* (._{ -1 Z‘l), defined on
7# 0, #0. (The regions |¢ — z] < |z] and | — Z] < z do not overlap.)

Example 2. 1If zp € R, then (5.8) says that ¢, ,(z0) depends only on n + m, so the
generating function @4 has an expansion of the form

&0 UN+1 _ wN+1
D y(zo;0,w) = Z Cn(zo)) ————.

o~ v—w

Hence in this case we have A(z) = Y ns0Cn(z0)Pn(z — z0) Where Py is the section
of A defined by

-5\ (=S
Py(z) = (=D ( )( ) "z, 5.14
v@ = DYy () ) (5.14)

m,n>0, m+n=N

a polynomial that already occurred in (4.17).
Example 3. Let A(2) = y *psi(z, i), defined in (2.5), with zo = i and k > 0. We

describe A(z) = % A(w) first in the coordinate w = ;—;i of the disk model. Taking
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into account (A.8) and (A.9) we obtain
K (1 —ww

11— w?
Set p = (z—1i)/2i,sothatw = p/(p + 1). Then

Aw) = 1-w)’ (1 -’ Z e (s + ke Wt

Aw) =

)_S(l —ww)’ F(s,s+k;1+kww).

0 (1 + k)g !
—s\ [—s—k\ [C+k\" ek .
->(7) ( ) ( ) PO (U py (1 py
{ { {
>0
=5\ (s =K\ (€+ K\ (=5 =k =\ (== O\ rui 4)

- 21(5) ¢ ¢ i N

£,i,j>0 J

moon [—S—KkY (=s\ [n+k T (m-k\ (n+k

= 2, 7P (m—k)(n)( k ) 23( ¢ )(n—f)

m>k,n>0 =0
_ Z (Z__’)’” (E)" (—s - k) (—s) (n + k)_1 (m + n)

mas 2i =2 m—k n k n

Hence A has an expansion as in (5.5) with
D = el = 0@ (= (M) (5.150)
n+k
(= 0if m < k), which satisfies the recursion (5.8).
The analogous computation for k£ < 0 gives
i = corep - (M) (5.15b)
m—k

(=0ifn < k).
In this example we can describe the form of the function B up to a factor without
computation by equivariance: since z — pj,(z, i) transforms according to the character

[ Cs?sz Cs:)r;z 2k the function & = y*~'B should do the same near points of the

diagonal or the antidiagonal. Thus, for k > 0 we know that B(¢, i) is a multiple of ( )
near { = i, and vanishes near { = —i, while for k < 0, we have B(,i) = 0 for { near i,
and B(, i) is a multiple of ( ) for ¢ near —i. The explicit computation using (5.12),

(5.10) and (5.15) confirms these predictions, giving B({,i) = (— DF(1 — o)k ( 7 H) if

k >0 and ¢ is near i, and B({, i) = —(=1)* r(rk(ﬂ;)s) (§+l) if k < 0 and ¢ is near —i.

Note that, since any holomorphic function of ¢ near i (resp. —i) can be written as a
power series 1n (resp “l) we see that this example is generic for the expansions of
A and B for any sectlon (B A) of Dy near (£, z) = (£i, i), and hence by G-equivariance
for z near any zg € $ and ¢ near zg or Zo.

| =

Remark. We wrote formula (5.5) as the expansion of a fixed section A € A (U) around
a variable point zp € U. If we simply define a function A(z) by (5.5), where z¢ (say

2The Pochhammer symbol (x); is defined for k < O as (x—1)" - - - (x—[k])™', so that (x); = [(x+k)/T'(x)
in all cases.
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in 9) is fixed, then we still find that the differential equation (A — A,)(y* A(+,z0)) =0
is equivalent to the recursion (5.8) and to the splitting (5.9) of the generating function
@4 defined by (5.6). In this way we have constructed a very large family of (locally
defined) A;-eigenfunctions of A: for any zop € $ and any holomorphic functions L(v)
and R(w) defined on discs of radius r < yg around 0, we define coefficients ¢, , either
by (5.9) and (5.6) or by (5.10) and (5.11); then the function u(z) = y* A(z) with A given
by (5.5) is a As-eigenfunction of A in the disk of radius r around zp.

5.3. Mixed eigenfunctions near the diagonal of P} X P}. Parts i) and iv) of Proposi-
tion 3.10 show that if (4, u) is a section of D near a point (z, z) € H X H of the diagonal
or a point (Z,z) € H~ X 9 of the antidiagonal, then the function / and u determine each
other. Diagonal points (¢, &) € PI]R X IP}‘R are not contained in the set ch X $ on which the
sheaf Dy is defined. Nevertheless, there is a relation between the analytic extendability
of & and u near such points, which we now study.

Theorem 5.2. Let ¢ € PIIR. Suppose that (h,u) is a section of Dy over U N (H X 9)
for some neighborhood U of (&,€) in ]Pé X Pclc. Then the following statements are
equivalent:
a) The function y*~'u extends real-analytically to a neighborhood of & in P(lj.
b) The function y*h extends real-analytically to a neighborhood of (&,€) in Péj X
PL.
¢) The function y*h extends real-analytically to U’ N (Péj X 9) for some neighbor-
hood U’ of (£,€) in PL X P{.

The theorem can be formulated partly in terms of stalks of sheaves. In particular,
the functions u in a) represent elements of the stalk ((W]‘f_v)f , and the pairs (y°h, ¥l
with y*~'u as in a) and y*h as in b) represent germs in the stalk (D?)(E’f). The theorem
has the following consequence:

Corollary 5.3. For each ¢ € ]P’I{R the morphism C : D — pglé]s in Theorem 3.13
induces a bijection

lim Dy(U N Py X 9)) = (W2),.

v
where U runs over the open neighborhoods of (€, €) in ]P(lc X Péj, and

(WZ)e = (D9 e -

Proof of Theorem 5.2. We observe that since U N (H X $) intersects the diagonal, the
functions % and u in the theorem determine each other near (£, €) by virtue of parts 1)
and iv) of Proposition 3.10. Hence the theorem makes sense.

Clearly b) = c¢). We will prove a) = b) and ¢) = a). By G-equivariance we can
assume that & = 0.

For a) = b) we write u = y'~5A with A real-analytic on a neighborhood of 0 in C.
We apply Theorem 5.1. The power series (5.5) converges for |z0| < R, |z — zo| < r for
some r,R > 0. (Choose r to be the minimum of r(zy) in |z9| < R for R small.) The
theorem gives us an analytic function B on the region W = {({,z) e Cx C : |7] <
R,|{ — 7| < r} such that (B, A) € D (W). By the uniqueness clause of Proposition 3.11,
the restriction of Bto W N (C x ) is y*h. Since (0,0) € W this gives b).

File name poiss-june2011-C.tex September 27,2011 60



FUNCTION THEORY RELATED TO PSL>(R) 61

For ¢) = a) we start with a section (y*B, y'~*A) of Dy(Ug x UR) for some R > 0,
where Ug = {z € C : |zl < R} and U;g =U,N$H. Then A € ﬂl_s(U;g). We apply
Theorem 5.1 again, with zo € Ug. By the uniqueness clause in Proposition (3.11)
the function B appearing in (5.7) is the same as the given B in a neighborhood of
{(z.2) : ze Uk} U {(Z.2) : z € Ug}. Since B(-,zp) is holomorphic in Uy for each
Z0 € UE, the right hand side of (5.7) is holomorphic for all v, w with |zo +1|, [Zo+w| < R.
(The denominator does not produce any poles since the numerator vanishes whenever
the denominator does.) Hence the first statement of Theorem 5.1 shows that the series
(5.5) represents A(z) on the open disk |z — zo| < R — |z9]. For |z9] < %R this disc
contains 0, so A is real-analytic at 0. =

In Proposition 4.4 we showed that the Poisson transform of a hyperfunction repre-
sents an element of W outside the support of the hyperfunction. With Theorem 5.2
we arrive at the following more complete result.

Theorem 5.4. Let I C 0H be open, and let « € V,“. Then Psa represents an element
of W .(I) if and only if I N Supp (@) = 0.

Proof. Proposition 4.4 gives the implication <. For the other implication suppose
that Py represents an element of “Wl“_’s(l ). Let gcan be the canonical representative
of @, defined in §3.1. Then (gean, Ps) € Dy((PL \ P§) X ) by Theorem 3.8 and
Definition 3.9. The implication a) = b) in Theorem 5.2 gives the analyticity of y* gcan
on a neighborhood of (¢,¢) in ch X P(lc for each & € I. It follows that for zp € 9
sufficiently close to £ the function gean( -, zo) is holomorphic at &. It then follows from
the definition of the mixed hybrid model in §3.1 that gcan( -, 2) is holomorphic at & for
all z € 9. Thus £ cannot be in Supp (@). =

Theorem 5.2 is a local statement. We end this subsection with a generalization of
Proposition 3.14, which shows that the results of Theorem 5.2 have no global counter-
part. For convenience we use the disk model.

Proposition 5.5. Let A € D be an annulus of the formr; < |w| < 1 with0 < r; < 1,
and let V C Péj be a connected open set that intersects the region ri < |w| < rl_l.
Then Dy(V X A) does not contain non-zero sections of the form (h, u) where u € Eg(A)
represents an element of W,? .

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.14. Suppose that (4, u) € Ds(VxA)
where u represents an element of W . By (3.36¢) the holomorphic function §
fC[RS(f; -)%,u] is identically zero on some neighborhood p < |£] < p~! of the unit
circle. We have the absolutely convergent representation u = 3, b,01_5, on A for a
sequence (b,,) of complex numbers. Combining this with the expansion RS(¢; -)* =
S O Py and (2.18), we obtain

=)
=" _
an (I=$m 0

n

forall £ € S!. Hence all b,, vanish, so u and hence also 4 are zero. m

Corollary 5.6. If V is a neighborhood of 0D in Pé:, then Dy(V x (VN H)) = {0}.
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Proof. Let (h,u) € Ds(Vx(VNH)). Corollary 5.3 implies that u € Eg(BND) represents
an element of ‘M@l‘s. The neighborhood V contains an annulus of the form r; < |w| <
rl‘l, and Proposition 5.5 shows that (4, u) = (0,0). =

5.4. The extended sheaf of mixed eigenfunctions. In §5.1 we defined an extension
D; of the sheaf of mixed eigenfunctions from PL X $ to Pl x Pl.. We now prove an
analogue of Theorem 3.13, the main result on the sheaf Dy, for D5.

We denote by O the sheaf of holomorphic functions on PL, by p i IP’(lj X P(z.: - ch
the projection of the j-th factor (j = 1,2), and put A* = {(z, Z)}zepé: U {(z,2)} ,ec- We
define K7 to be the subsheaf of D} whose sections have the form (B, 0).

Theorem 5.7. The sheaf K is the kernel of the surjective sheaf morphism C : Dy —
pglﬂs that sends (B,A) € D(U) (U C Péj X Pé open) to A. The restriction of K to

A* vanishes, and its restriction to (P(lj X P(lc) \ A* is locally isomorphic to pl_lO.

This theorem gives us the exact sequence

C
0— K — D — py' Ay — 0
generalizing the exact sequence in Theorem 3.13.

Proof. By G-equivariance we can work on open U C C x C. The differential equa-
tions (5.2) imply that sections (B, 0) of D on U have the form B({,z) = ¢({) ({ —2)°
(¢ - 7)* for some function ¢. The analyticity of B implies that ¢ = 0 near points of A*,
and the holomorphy of B in its first variable implies that ¢ is holomorphic. Thus K is
locally isomorphic to 6]10 outside A* and its stalks at points of A* vanish.

Let (4, u) be a section of D} over some open U C C x C. Denote by D, and D)
the expressions in the left hand sides of (5.2). A computation shows that

(£ =20z + 5) Dy — (({ = 2)0; + 5) Dy

is % (¢ —2)(¢—7) times (z —2)A;z — (1 — s) A, + (1 — 5) A=. The vanishing of the latter
is the differential equation defining A;_;. So A is a section of A;_; on poU \ A*. By
analyticity it is in A;_g(poU). Hence C : (B,A) — A determines a sheaf morphism
between the restrictions of D} and pglﬂl_s on C x C, and by G-equivariance on
PL X PL..

To prove the surjectivity of C we have construct for each ({p,z9) € C X C and each
A € A (U) for some neighborhood U of zq a section (B, A) of D} on a possibly smaller
neighborhood of ({y, zo). This suffices by G-equivariance.

For (£y,z9) € A* this construction is carried out in (5.4). Let ({p,z0) ¢ A*. The
integral in (3.41) suggests that we should consider the differential form

y* (R 2)/R& )y~ A,

(-2 -2 S(S({—Zl) J _

= - - Az dzr + (=(1 — $)A(z1) + y1 As(z dz).
(@_Zl)@_m)) 2=y AN + (G = DAG) +y1 Ax(z) dZy
Choosing continuous branches of (%)S near ({p,2p) we obtain B({,z) = fz z w
such that (B, A) satisfies (5.2) near ({p, o), which can be checked by a direct computa-
tion, and follows from the proof of Theorem 3.13ifzp € H. =

w
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Remark. We have define D7 in such a way that the restriction of D5 to P(lj X 9 is
isomorphic to Dy. Let ¢ : (£, 2) = (£, 7). An isomorphism D — c‘li)§ is obtained by
B({,2) = BZ,2) +yA(Z), A(z) = A(?). So the restriction of D} to PL. X $~ is isomorphic
to ¢c~'D;. New in the theorem is the description of D along P(lj X P%R. In points (¢, &)
with € € ]Pﬁ& the surjectivity of C is the step a) = b) in Theorem 5.2.

5.5. Boundary germs for the sheaf D;. In Subsection 5.3 we considered sections
of D, that extend across JH and established a local relation between these sections
and the sheaf ‘W . In this subsection we look instead at the sections of D along the
inverse image p| lPl where p; : P{,x$ — P, is the projection on the first component.
The proofs will be omltted or sketched briefly.

A first natural thought would be to consider the inductive limit h_m) DU O(Pé X9)),

where U runs through the collection of all neighborhoods of P]g X Pﬂa in ch X ]P)(é, but
Corollary 5.6 shows that this space is zero. Instead, we define

dy = im DU~ P®Lx$), hy = limD,U), (5.16)
— —

where the open sets U run over either
(a) the collection of open neighborhoods of P]%% X 9 in Péj X9, or

(b) the larger collection of open neighborhoods of PI]R X ' in Pé: X 9’ with §’ the
complement of some compact subset of .

It turns out that the direct limits in (5.16) are the same for both choices. Clearly d;
contains hy and the group G acts on both spaces. The canonical model C; is a subspace
of the space dj.

In Theorem 3.13 we considered the sheaf morphism C : D; — p; 18, that sends a
pair (h, u) to its second coordinate u = u({, z), which is locally constant in { and a A,-
eigenfunction in z. This morphism induces a surjective map C : hy — &; whose kernel
is the space V""" introduced in §3.1. It also induces a map (still called C) from the
larger space d; to &; ® &, by sending (£, u) to the pair (i, u_), where u.(-) = u(ls, +)
for any £, € $*. This map is again surjective and its kernel is the space H}® studied
in §3.1. Moreover, the results of that subsection show that the kernels of these two
maps C are related by the exact sequence

0— V™" S HE — & — 0,

where the Poisson map P; is given explicitly by

R
Puh(z21) = f f R(é“)) WEDREGDAE (2 € 9).

(eq. (3.15)). Here C. (resp. C-) is a closed path in $ (resp. ) encircling z and z;
(resp. Z and Z1) and the right-hand side is independent of z;. Now consider an element
of hy represented by the pair (h, u) € D,(U \ (P]}% x $)) for some open neighborhood U
of P} X $ in PL X §, and define Pyh(z, z1) by the same formula, where C. are now re-
quired to lie in the neighborhood {¢ € IP%: | (£,z1) € U}of P]%{ and to be homotopic to P]%{
in this neighborhood. The right-hand side is still independent of the choice of contours
C., and is also independent of the choice of representative (%, u) of [(h, u)] € dg, but it
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is no longer independent of z;. Instead, we have that the function Psh( -, z1) belongs to
&, for each fixed z; € $ and that its dependence on z; is governed by

d;, (Py(h,u)(z,21)) = [ps(-.2), uy —u_] (5.17)

with the Green’s form as in (2.13) and the point pair invariant pg(-, -) as in (2.6).
We therefore define a space EF consisting of pairs (f, v) where v belongs to & and
f:9HxH — Csatisfies

f(-,z1) e Egforeachz; € 9, (5.18a)
d(f(z,-)) = [ps(-,2),v]on H foreachz e H. (5.18b)

The group G acts on this space by composition (diagonally in the case of f). By the
discussion above we can define an equivariant and surjective map P} : h;, — &7
with kernel hg by [(h, u)] — (Psh, u, — u_). Finally, the space &} is mapped to E; by
(f,v) — v with kernel &; (because f(-,z;1) is constant if v = 0). (In fact, the space
& is isomorphic to E; X E; as a vector space, though not as a G-module, by the map
sending (f,v) to (f(-,i),v).) Putting all these maps together, we can summarize the
interaction of the morphisms C and Py by the following commutative diagram with
exact rows and columns:

0 0

’

o

0 ——> e ‘
L

i+

h
0 H'E ds EDE —=0
&

o

C

i)
<7h00<—
]

diag

+
s

in " 1,1

5
. J
0

0

©

=]

6. BOUNDARY SPLITTING OF EIGENFUNCTIONS

In the introduction we mentioned that eigenfunctions often have the local form
y* X (analytic) + y'~% x (analytic) near points of R. Here we consider this pheno-
menon more systematically in both the analytic context (§6.1) and the differentiable
context (§6.2). This will lead in particular to a description of both &¥ = Py(V*) and
&Y = Py(Vy™) in terms of boundary behavior.

As stated in the introduction, results concerning the boundary behavior of elements
of & are known (also for more general groups; see, eg., [7] and [1]). However, our
approach is more elementary and also includes several formulas that do not seem to be
in the literature and that are useful for certain applications (such as those in [2].
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6.1. Analytic case. In Proposition 4.2 we showed that the space ¥; of boundary germs
is the direct sum of &; (the functions that extend to the interior) and ‘W,* (the functions
that extend across the boundary). We now look at the relation of these spaces with &,
the image in &; of V,* under the Poisson transformation.

If s # % we denote by 7 the direct sum of W and ‘W . (That this sum is direct
is obvious since for s # % an eigenfunction u cannot have the behavior y* X (analytic)
and at the same time y'™ x (analytic) near points of R.) For s = % we will define
A 7’2 as a suitable limit of these spaces in the following sense. If s # %, an element

of % is locally (near xo € R) represented by a linear combination of y* and y'~*
with coefficients that are analytic in a neighborhood of xo. Replacing y* and y'~* by
% (ys + yl‘s) and 251_ 1 (ys - yl‘s), we see that an element of % 7’2 should (locally) have
the form A(z) y'/? logy+B(2) y'/? with A and B analytic at xo. We therefore define 7’2
(now using disk model coordinates to avoid special explanations at o) as the space of

germs in i/ represented by
fw) = (=" (Aw)log(l - lwl®) + Bw)), (6.1)

with A and B real analytic on a neighborhood of S' in C. We have a G-equivariant
exact sequence

0— W — R — W — 0 (6.2)
where 7 sends f in (6.1) to A. The surjectivity of 7 is a consequence of the following
proposition, which we will prove below. This proposition shows that for all s with

0 < Res < 1 the space 7,“ is isomorphic as a G-module to the sum of two copies
of V¥.

Proposition 6.1. The exact sequence (6.2) splits G-equivariantly.

The splittings 75 = E;@ W = E;@ W show that non-zero elements of & cannot
belong to W or W[ . The following theorem shows that they can be in %, and that
this happens if and only if they belong to &Y.

Theorem 6.2. Let O < Res < 1. Then
EY =86 NFY,
and ¥ = EY @ WY =&Y @(Wl“_’s.

So for s # %, the space 7, is the direct some of each two of the three isomorphic
subspaces &7, W and W . For s = % two of these subspaces coincide.

We discuss the cases s # % and s = % separately.

Proposition 6.3. Ler s # % For each ¢ € V¥ we have

P = c(s)Plp+c(l-9)P_ L, (6.3)
where, with b(s) as in (4.20), the factor c(s) is given by
tan s 1 TG -9
= b(s) = — . 6.4
c(s) ® = =y (6.4)
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Proof. Since ¢ is given by a Fourier expansion which converges absolutely uniformly
on the paths of integration in the transformation occurring in (6.3), it is sufficient to

prove this relation in the spacial case e, (n € Z). We have Pse,, = (-1)" F(F‘(j)n )P
. 1
and Ple,, = (-1)" \;(li;fn) O, See $A.2. The relations (A.14) and (1.30e) give the

lemma for ¢ = 5, forallne€Z. =

Remark. One can also give a direct (but more complicated) proof of (6.3) for arbitrary
¢ € V¥, without using the basis {e,,}, by writing all integral transforms explicitly and
moving the contours suitably.

The proof of Theorem 6.2 (for s # %) follows from Proposition 6.3. The inclusion
&Y C F,“ is a consequence of the more precise formula (6.3). For the reverse inclusion
we write an arbitrary u € % in the form c(s) Pi<p + o withv € W and ¢ € V. If
u € &E;, thenu — Py =v— c(l—s)l:’i_llstp e&; N ”M/lfs = {0}, so u = Pyp € &Y. This
completes the proof.

We can summarize this discussion and its relation with the Poisson transforma-
tion in the following commutative diagram of G-modules and canonical G-equivariant
morphisms

W = w
WY — ,

together with the fundamental examples (and essential ingredient in the proof):

R(-;z20)* R(-3z0)'*

/\ /\

Ps(+520) = p1-s(+,20) =
b()as(+220) =—— ntans (g5(-,20) + q1-5(+, 20))

<~ b(1 = 9)q1-4(+,20)

We now turn to the case s = % We have to prove Proposition 6.1 and Theorem 6.2
in this case.

To construct a splitting o : ‘Wl‘;’z - 7‘1’7’2 of the exact sequence (6.2) we put

O'Q]/z,n = —%2 P1/2,n € 85 for n € Z. Since P]/z,n € P]/z(vl/z, we have O'Qn’1/2 S 82‘)
Further, T Q1,2 = Q1/2,» by (A.13) and (A.15). The Q1)2,, € W, with n € Z gen-

1/2
erate a dense linear subspace of ‘W, for the topology of V

e e transported to (Wl‘;’z

1 e fVl‘72 - (Wl‘72 Hence there is a continuous linear extension o : (Wl‘}’z - 8‘1"/2
The generators E* and E~ of the Lie algebra of G act in the same way on the system
(Qs.n), as on on the system (Py,),. (See §A.5, and use case G in Table 1 of §A.2

and case a in Table 2 of §A.3.) So o is an infinitesimal G-morphism, and, since G is
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connected, a G-morphism. The splitting o : "Wl“/’z - F 7’2 also gives the surjectivity
of 7, and hence the exactness of the sequence (6.2).

Since 0-Q12,, belongs to 8‘1"/2, we have U(‘Wl‘;’z) C 8‘]"/2. Since 8‘1"/2 is an irreducible
G-module this inclusion is an equality. This gives 7{7"2 = 8‘1"/2 @ “Wl“/’z and 8‘1"/2 -

E1p N 7—1”7’2 The reverse inclusion the follows by the same argument as for s # % [

Remark. The case s = % could also have been done with explicit elements. For each

s with 0 < Res < 1 and each n € Z, the subspace £ of £ in which the elements

[ 080 Sinf] act as multiplication by €% has dimension 2. In the family s — % there

are three families of non-zero eigenfunctions s = P, € &Y, s = Qs, € W and
s Qrsn € W Fors # % each of these functions can be expressed as a linear
combination of the other two, as given by (A.14), which is at the basis of our proof of
Proposition 6.3. At s = % the elements Q;, and Q;_;, coincide. This is reflected in
the singularities at s = % in the relation (A.14). The families s — Py, and s — O,
provide a basis of ¢ for all s, corresponding to the decomposition 7,“ = &Y & W,*.
Relation (A.14) implies

-2d
? %Qs

which explains the logarithmic behavior at the boundary.

P =
1/2,n N s=1/2 s

6.2. Differentiable case. In the previous subsection we described the boundary be-
havior of elements of &Y = PyV,” in terms of convergent expansions. In the differ-
entiable case the spaces ‘W)’ consist of boundary jets, not of boundary germs. So a
statement like that in Theorem 6.2 seems impossible. Nevertheless, we have the fol-
lowing generalization of Proposition 6.3:

Proposition 6.4. i) Let peN, p>2, and s # % For each ¢ € V? there are b €

G" representing c(s) PI(,D e W’ anda € Qi’:sl representing c(1 — s) P-{_SIS(,D €

’VVlli ;1 such that

Pipw) = bw) +a() +O((1 = [w?™*) (| T1). (6.5)

ii) Let s # % For each ¢ € V° there are b € G and a € GY  representing
c(s) F’Zgo and c(1 - s) PI_sgo, respectively, such that for each N € N

Piow) ~ bw)+aw)+o((1-w")  (wlTD. (6.6)

Proof. The proof of Proposition 6.3 used the fact that the e, generate a dense sub-
space of V,* and that the values of Poisson transforms and transverse Poisson trans-
forms are continuous with respect to this topology. That reasoning seems hard to gen-
eralize when we work with boundary jets. Instead, we use the explicit Lemma 4.12.

A given ¢ € V¥ can be written as a sum of elements in V” each with support in a
small interval in 0H. With the G-action this reduces the situation to be considered to
¢ € CP(I) where I is a finite interval in R. Proposition 4.4 shows that Pyp represents
an element of (Wlfs(P%& \ 7). So we can restrict our attention to Py¢(z) with z near 7,
and work in the line model.
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We take @ and 8 as in Lemma 4.12 with N = p. Then

Pip(z) = n”! yl‘sf @ + > ot + x) dt

1 . re ) ) )
' f + 1) p(x+ytydt = y*AR) +y' T B(),

(o)

with

Biz) = n! f mﬁ(t) e(x+yndr, AR = xly*! f ) P (1) p(x + yt)dt .

o0

We consider B(z) and A(z) for x € I and 0 < y < 1. The decay of 8 implies that
Bo = = Y &0y f £ B(t) dt + o(y’).
md ol oo

In (4.40) we have computed the integrals. We arrive at

(p/2] -1 4k1" 1
B(z) = C(S)Z M

@O x)y* + o(yP). 6.7
24 k!l"(k+s+%)¢ Xy ") (6.7)

A comparison with (4.33) shows that y* B(z) has the asymptotic behavior near I of
representatives of c(s) Ple.
In the second term we apply p-fold integration by parts.

A(R) = (1P ty?s=ter f ) a(t) P (x + yt)dt .

For fixed ¢, this expression is a holomorphic function of s on the region Re s > 0. In
the computation we shall work with Re s large.

The function & +— (1 + h)*~! has a Taylor expansion at 4 = 0 of any order R,
with a remainder term O(AR*!) that is uniform for 2 > 0. This implies that a/(f) has
an expansion of the form a(r) = Zf:o bltlP+57272n 4 O(|t|P+*$-2R4), uniformly for
t € R\ {0}. We take R = [p/2], and use the relation 87 a(r) = (1 + 1?)*~! — B(¢) and the
decay of 5(f) to conclude that

+0(11>73). (6.8)

a(t) = s = 1) (Sign t)p|l|2S_2”+P—2

n 2s-2n-1),

0<n<p/2 (

We compute this with Re s > 1. The error term contributes to A(z):

y> e f O ) P (x + yndr = O@"™"). (6.9)
t=—00
(We have replaced ¢ by ¢/y in the integral.) The term of order n contributes:

—1P 2n -1 —25—p+2n+1 00
gy (s ) —(2!/ 1) f (sign )PP+ 72 P (x + 1) dt
n n s=2n-1), J_

(=P T(9)T(2s —2n— 1)
T oan!T(s—-mTQ2s—2n—1+ p)

(=1)P21(2s = 1) p-2n

. f 11>72®M (x + 1) dt (partial integration p — 2n times) .

(o)
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In (1.30b) we see that the holomorphic function f_ O:o |t|2“"2t,0(2”)(x + t)dt continued

to the original value of s gives us b(s — %) (I sga)(zn)(x), provided 2n < p. We have

I,VP ¢ (Vl’i _Sl, but not necessarily I, € V?. For even p we move the contribution
O(y?) to the error term. The terms of order n < p/2 give

P I()TQs—2n—-1) Valls=3) o

an'l'(s—n)T2s—-1) I'(s) (L))

_tana(l —5) T(1 —s) (=1/4TG - )

 Vr TG-9) TG -s+n)

(L) (x) y** .

Thus we arrive at
(=1/4)'T(3 - 9)

) n!l"(%—s+n)

A@) = o(1-s) L)@@y + oA . (6.10)

O<n<p/

Again we have arrived at the expansion a representative of ’Wlli _Sl should have accord-
ing to (4.33). This completes the proof of part i).

In view of Definition 4.9 the estimate (6.5) holds for all representatives b € G~
and a € Q’l’_s of c(s) Pigo, respectively c(1 — s) PI_sgo. In particular, for ¢ € V™, this
estimate holds for each p € N, p > 2, for representatives b, € G of c(s) PIcp and
ae € G2, of c(1 = ) P}L_Sgo. This implies part ii) of the proposition. =

APPENDIX: EXAMPLES AND EXPLICIT FORMULAS

We end by giving a collection of definitions and formulas that were needed in the
main body of the paper or that illustrate its results. In particular, we describe a number
of examples of eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator (in A.1), of Poisson transforms
(in A.2), of transverse Poisson transforms (in A.3), and of explicit potentials of the
Green’s form {u, v} for various special choices of u and v (in A.4), as well as some
formulas for the action of the Lie algebra of G (in A.5).

A.1. Special functions and equivariant elements of &;. Let H C G be one of the
subgroups N = {n(x) : xR}, A={a(y) : y>0} or K = {k(9) : 0 € R/Z} with

_[Ww O _ [ cos8 sin®
aly) = [ 0 1/\/17]’ KO = [—sin@cos&]' (A1)

For each character y of H we determine the at most two-dimensional subspace ng of
&, transforming according to this character.

o {01

A.1.1. Equivariant eigenfunctions for the unipotent group N. The characters of N are

Yo @ n(x) = € with € R. If u € SZS\{Q (we write 81;”0 instead of 81;’ Xa)’ then

u(z) = €' f(y), where f satisfies the differential equation
Py = 5= s+ ) f@). (A2)
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This can also be applied to 8?{ ,(U) for any connected N-invariant subset U of $. For
the trivial character, i.e., @ = 0, this leads to the basis z > y*, z > y' ™S of EV if s # 1,
and z - y'2, z > y'?logy if s = 1. For non-zero a we have:

ksa(@) = Vo Ks12(laly) e (A.3a)
3 (o]
_ 27T o f o _Y'dl
Vrlals=2 o P2
. F(S + %) iax
ls,a(z) = 1 \/ylx—l/Z(la'ly)e s (A.3b)
/2|2

with the modified Bessel functions

[ee)

u+2n
Lo = 3T g =

I—u([) - Iu(t)
nzon!F(u+1+n)’ '

2 (A4)
2 sin u
The element i, ; represents a boundary germ in “W,“(R). The normalization of i, , is
such that the restriction p;i, ¢(x) = €% in the line model.

The elements &, , and i, form a basis of 813\{(, for all s withO < Res < 1. For s # %
another basis is is, and ij_g . The element &, is invariant under s — 1 — s, and

I(;-5) (s - 3)
ks,a = |a|1/2_32s+1/2 lsa T |a,|s—l/223/2—s H-sa (AS)
gives (for s # %) a local boundary splitting as an element of W (R) & W (R).
For the trivial character, k;, may be replaced by
y -y 1 172
b@ = 5= forszs,  Op@=y 2 logy. (A.6)

A.1.2. Equivariant eigenfunctions for the compact group K. The characters of K are
k(0) + ¢ with n € Z and k(6) as in (A.1). If u(re”) = f(r)e™ is in EX (U), with a
K-invariant subset U C 9, then f satisfies the differential equation

—%(1 — () + T () = nBrE ) = (1= s)f(r). (A.7)

For general annuli in H, the solution space has dimension 2, with basis

Py (re')

. 1+ 2\
Praalre®y = P[5 ) e
B (A.8)

: 1477
Qs,n(’”ele) ?_l(m)eme,
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with the Legendre functions

1+ I'(s +m) r?
" = mE(L = 5,551 + |ml; 5—
s 1(1 —r2) Ty L= s s T bl =)
(s +m) Im| 2\s 2
= " A=) F(s,s+|ml; 1 +|ml;r
Im|! T'(s — |ml) ( )
I'(s + m)

_ |m| 2\1-s . L2
= ———— """ A -r)y " F(-s,1-s+|m|;1+|ml|;r), A9
! Ts — ) ( ). (A9

1+ r2 (—l)m I'(sI'(s+m) (1- rZ)x N )
QT—l(l—rZ) = 2 [(2s) o F(S_m,S,ZS,l—r)
(-1)" T()T(s + m) (1 — r?)* N .
= S @y Ee feoms2sl-r),
and the hypergeometric function F = ,F; given for [z| < 1 by

b n n—1
F(a,b;c;z) = (@n(b)n 2" , with (@), - l_[(a o o

n>0 (C)n n! i3

(See [3], 2.1, 3.2 (3), 3.3.1 (7), 3.3.1 (1), 3.2 (36) and 2.9 (2) and (3).) The space
SEn(H) is spanned by P, alone, since Q; ,(r) has a singularity as r | 0:

—logr (1 + r- (analytic in r)) + (analyticinr) ifn=0,

Qsn(r) = & 3 (nl= D! FE87W(1 + 7 - (analytic in 7)) (A.11)
+ log r - (analytic in r) otherwise .

See [3], 3.9.2 (5)—(7) for the leading terms, and 2.3.1 for more information. Directly

from (A.9) we find forr | O
r
P u(r) = _LHm (1 + r - (analytic in r)). (A.12)
|n|! T(s — Inl)

The solution Qs , is special near the boundary S! of D. As r 1 1:

\r (s +n)
T(s+1)

Thus, Qs € W2, and p,Qs(@) = (=1 YLt g on g1,

For s # % we have:

Qun(r) = (1) 27251 = r)*(1 + (1 — r) - (analytic in 1 — r)). (A.13)

1
Popn = _tan 78 (Qsn — Ql-sn) - (A.14)

(The formula in [3], 3.3.1, (3) gives this relation with a minus sign in front of }T.)
This relation confirms that P_;, = P;,, and forms the basis of the boundary splitting
in (6.3). It shows that in the asymptotic expansion of P ,(r) as r T 0 there are non-zero

terms with (1 — r)* and with (1 — 7)!™5. At s = 3, we have as r T 1
) -D"'I'(5 +n
Pijpu(re® = _CUTG +n) 3522 L= )1 log1 = ) + 0(1). (A.15)
bis

So Py, is not in ‘W« (I) for any interval 7 c S'.
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A.1.3. Equivariant eigenfunctions for the torus A. The characters of A are of the form
a(t) — 1 with @ € R. We use the coordinates z = pe'® on $, for which a(¢) acts as
(0, ®) > (tp, ¢). If u(pe'®) f(cos ¢) is in & then f satisfies on (-1, 1) the differential
equation

—(1 =22 ") + 11 =) f () + (@21 — ) — s(1 — 5)f(H) = 0. (A.16)
This leads to the following basis of the space Sfa:

s+ia s—ia 1

fipe®) = p™(sing) F( R ;E;cosz ), )
fralod®) = g cosp(sing) P I 2 o).
The + or — indicates the parity under z — —Z. In particular:
foa@® =1, ’ :’a(i) =0, fi.() =0, ? ;w(i) = -1. (A.18)
’ 99 39

Relation (2), §2.9 in [3] shows that fi" = f, and f[_ = f_,.

For the boundary behavior it is better to employ the Kummer relation (33) in §2.9
of [3], and express these functions in terms of
s+ia s—ia

2 72

. 1
P (sin @) F( ;S + 5 sin” ¢) . (A.19)
In applying this Kummer relation one has to choose +/sin® ¢. This produces a singu-
larity, and the expression in (A.19) describes an element of & ($ \ iR;). Denote by
R, the restriction to 0 < ¢ < § and by fZ, the restriction to 5 < ¢ < 7. The Kummer
relation implies the following equalities:
x _ NATG+3) . 2Val(s+3)

- a,s

sa T F(S+i(21/+1)r(s—i(21+1) @,s F(H%)F(%)
Val(s+31) 2val(s+3)

fio = = e st T Jas
S, 1—*(3+12(I+1)1—*(S 1(21+1) @,s F(H%)F(%) a@,s

(A.20)

Thus we see that fX, and fZ, extend as elements of &, that /X, represents an element
of W”(R.) with, in the line model, p; ffa(x) = x'®, and that Sfa represents an element
of W(R_) with p; S,Lﬂ(x) = (-x)™. Inverting the relation in (A.20) one finds, for

s # %, the following expressions for f, and f;, as a linear combination of fa and
R
fl—s,a’

It - I(s—14
f;’—“ = lj{i}z(z l—i)—i(t ffa + ﬁia(s s—2i(3 IRLS,OZ’
[(A=stie)p(losciay T80 T p(atioyp(aiay A
k- I(s—1 '
fsfa = \/E (2 2 ffa + \E v 2) flR—s,a’

2(1 — SHayp(] — e 2T (sHatlypamiatly

and similarly of SL,Q and flL_S o> Showing that each of these elements belongs to the

direct sums W (R, )@W” (R;) and W (R-_)eW® (R-), but not to W (H)@eW* (I)
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for any neighborhood I of 0 or o in PL; in other words, just as for the Bessel functions
iso and kg, we have a local but not a global boundary splitting.

A.2. Poisson transforms. Almost all of the special elements in §A.1 belong to &,
and hence are the Poisson transform of some hyperfunction by Helgason’s Theo-
rem 2.4. Actually in all cases except one the function has polynomial growth, and
hence are the Poisson transform of a distribution (Theorem 2.5). In Table 1 and the
discussion below we give explicit representations of these eigenfunctions as Poisson
transforms of distributions and/or hyperfunctions.

u€ & P lue i model
A y'=s Os00 1 @ > oF(00) proj.
B r(i-s) s 1; = integration against 1 for Re s < % , line
VA=) with meromorphic continuation

5 TG-9) =1 [ _ %
C 2 VaT(l-s) £5(2) ¥ f—oo((p(t) W) di line

¢, as in (A.6) with oo = lim,—e0 111~ 2(1)
D| R(t2'"™ (teR) S5t @t) line

2+ g integration against ¢’ for Re s < %,

—k (Z) . . . iax .
E Val(l=s) 5@ or integration of —¢’ against 5— line

(@€ RN{OD forO<Res< 1
¥ i1-50(2) support {oo}; representative near co: proi.
(@ e R\ {0) —Lr(1+172)°F(1;2 - 253 iar7)
G (—rg:rrn()s ) s €5 circle
H ps’, +) RS(-;w')* circle
I W flL_w integration against x®~* on R, line
J W flR_w integration against (—x)*®~* on R_ line

TaBLE 1. Poisson representation of elements of &;.

A. In (2.30) we have shown that y'~* is the Poisson transform of the distribution & 5,00+
See (2.30) for an explicit description of d; « as a hyperfunction.

B. The description of y° as a Poisson transform takes more work. For Re s < % the
linear form 15 : ¢ — 71? f_ O; ©(t) dt is continuous on ‘VIO_S, in the line model. Note that
the constant function 1 is not in V;, since it does not satisfy the asymptotic behavior
(1.2) at co. Application of (2.26) gives the Poisson transform P1; indicated in the
table.
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To describe 1; as a hyperfunction in the line model (and also to continue it in s) we
want to give representatives gr and g, of 15 on R and P]}{ \ {0}, related by goo({) =
7% gr(=1/) up to a holomorphic function on a neighborhood of R \ {0}.

Formula (1.26) gives a representative g* in the projective model:

g = ﬁ f_w %{’ (t—i'c+i)tdt  ((ePL\PL).
(The factor (> + 1)*~! comes from passage between models.) This function extends
both from $ and from $~ across the real axis. An application of Cauchy’s formula
shows that the difference of both extension is given by (¢? + 1)°, corresponding to the
function 1 in the line model. See (1.5).

To get a representative near co we write

§+i 2 K
ey © T (A22)

where C is the contour shown below. The factor (z> + 1)* is multivalued on the contour
and is fixed by choosing arg(z*> + 1) € [0, 2n).

On the part of the contour just above (0, co) the

argument of z> + 1 is approximately zero, and f
just below (0, o) the argument is approximately ;
2n. Near (—o0, 0) the argument is approximately ‘
27 just above the real line and approximately O

below the real line. We take the contour so large /F
that £ € $ U $ is inside one of the loops of C. —i
If we let the contour grow, the arcs in the upper \

and lower half-planes give a contribution o(1).

In the limit, for Re s < %, we are left with twice

the integral along (0, o) and along (-0, 0), both once with the standard value and
and once with 2™ times the standard value. This gives the equality (A.22), and the
continuation of g* as a meromorphic function of s.

Now consider £ € $* with || > 1. Moving the path of integration across £, we
obtain with Cauchy’s theorem that (1 + ¢*™%) ¢¥(£) is equal to +(? + 1)* plus a holo-
morphic function of £ on a neighborhood of co. The term +(Z% + 1)* obeys the choice
of the argument discussed above. To bring it back to the standard choice of arguments
in (-7, 1], we write it as £25(1 + ¢72)* for £ € $ and as —(=)>’(1 + ) for £ € $~.
The factor (1 +¢~2)" is what we need to go back to the line model with (1.5). Thus we
arrive at the following representatives in the line model.

. 1
(14 &™) FQ) = —— f
C

2

/

1 on9,

_ —2s F2mis\—1 +
0 on$: Joo() = = (1 +e )" on HT. (A.23)

gr({) = {

Finally one checks that gr({) — (¢ ) Sgeo(—1/¢) extends holomorphically across both
R, and R_, thus showing that the pair (gr, g ) determines the hyperfunction 1;. These
representatives also show that 1, extends meromorphically in s, giving 1, € V™ for
all s # 1 with0 <Re s < 1.
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For the relation between the cases A and B, we use (2.25) to get
Pil1-501-5.00(2) = Pi-s01-50(2) = y*.
The fact that the Poisson transformation is an isomorphism V" — &° implies
IG5 -s)

s = ——F——. 15050 A24
VaT(l - s) % (A2

C. For Res<%we have
L[ (3 -9
, 1) = — 1) — @ ()1 +2) N dx + —2—"—6,(¢").
(e, 1) nLo(*"() ¢ (co)(1 + 1)) i)
So the distribution L; given by

1 _
Li:gr f (@(1) = ¢ (c0)(1 + )" ) dr,
T(3-s) 1
- mé“"’ for Res < 5. The
results of the cases A and B give the expression of P;L; as a multiple of ¢, defined
in (A.6). Going over to the line model, we obtain the statement in the table.

which is well defined for Re s < 1, is equal to 1;

D. This is simplify the definition of the Poisson transformation in (2.22) and (2.23)
applied to the delta distribution at ¢. It also follows from Case A, using the G-equiv-
ariance.

The latter method involves a transition between the models. We explain some of the
steps to be taken. In the projective model, 6& c @ - (1 +12) 10" (¢). We have

t—1 01
by o) = @adlal P = = S,

Hence

01 y I-s
P = Possl| | )@ = Ro)1/=2) = (2w
E. For @« # 0 we need no complicated contour integration. When Res < % the
distribution ¢ > 1 [ ¢(#)e®" dt in the line model, is equal to ¢ — =L [ o/(1)ei® dt.
The latter integral converges absolutely for Re s < 1.

F. Since i, has exponential growth we really need a hyperfunction. The representa-
tive in the table does not behave well near 0. However it is holomorphic on a deleted
neighborhood of co, and represents a hyperfunction on PIIR \ {0} in the projective model.
We extend it by zero to obtain a hyperfunction on ]Pﬂlg.

The path of integration fC+ - fc_ can be deformed into a large circle |7| = R, such
that we can replace 7 by 7 — x in the integration. We obtain

| .
- f ’—2(1 + 2 F(152 - 25 im)(

T =R ~

y(1 +7%) )s—l dr
(t-2)(t-12) 1+72
1

2
B 3 d
_ —.y”f (1+ 220+ L)y F12 - 25si0( + )
2mi [7|=R T T T
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Expand the factors (1 + f)l_zs and (1 + i—z)s_l and the hypergeometric function into
power series and carry out the integration term by term. In the resulting sum we
recognize the power series of e/®*, and after some standard manipulations with gamma
factors, also the expansion of the modified Bessel function /7 »—(lly).

G. See the discussion after Theorem 2.4.

H. See (2.31).

Iand J. Integration against x — x'®5 on (0, c0) and against x > (—x)'®~%, in the line
model, defines distributions. For pe’® € §, the Poisson integral leads to
@sing)! = >, -
pising) - f 52+ 1+ 200 dr,

n 0
with C = Fcos¢. Let us consider this for small values of C, i.e., for points near /R,
in $. Expanding the integrand in powers of C gives a series in which one may separate
the even and odd terms, and arrive at

PN =21
2al'(1 — )

—2CT(1 - 2EI(1 + 22 F(1 - 28 1 4l g;c2)).

(F( l—ig—s)r( 1+ig—s )F( l—ig—s , 1+ig—s; %; CZ)

Now take C = —cos ¢, respectively C = cos ¢, and conclude that we have a multiple
of fl- . respectively ff .

A.3. Transverse Poisson transforms. In Table 2 we give examples of pairs u = PI(,D,
¢ = psu, where ¢ € V(1) for some I C OH.

u= PI‘P € W) @ =psu € V() I model
a Osn =n" %s;) s st circle
b qs(-,w’) 2291/-?;(‘;)/2) (llg—_lilz? st circle
c y* 1 R line
d| R(tz)* (teR) It — x| R~ {t} | line
e | R(;2)° ((€CNR)|(£—x)7? (multivalued) R line
f Isa elox R line
g N X (0,00) | line
h fia (—x)ia=s (—00,0) | line

TaBLE 2. Transverse Poisson representations of boundary germs

In Cases ¢, d, f, g and h in the table the eigenfunction u is in & = &(H), hence

it is also a Poisson transform. If we write u = Pj_sa, then entries A, D, F, J and
I, respectively, in Table 1 (with the s replaced by 1 — s in most cases) show that the
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support of « is the complement of the set / in H for each of these cases, illustrating
Theorem 5.4.

A.4. Potentials for Green’s forms. If u,v € E;(U) for some U C H, then the Green’s
forms {u, v} and [u, v] are closed. So if U is simply connected there are well defined
potentials of [u,v] and {u, v} in C¥(U), related according to (2.13). We list some ex-
amples of potentials F of {u, v} in Table 3. Then %F + %uv is a potential of the other
Green’s form [u, v]. We found most of these potentials by writing down {u, v}, guessing

u v F such that dF = {u, v} domain
1 Y y's (25— x 5
2 yl/Z 1/2 IOg y x 55
R(1;2)° R(p;z)' ’ (== + ~ ;
3 PO R(t; 2)*R(p; 2)' 9
teR peR Az} y(p=1) (2°R(p
R(;2)° . C o
4 en R(t;2)! A+ =l iRt 9
R(t;2)'* .
S y 0 —(iy* + (t -y HR(1;2)"* 9
teR
6 y R(t;2)* —F((x = 0/y), Fsasin (A.25) 9
R(t;2)* R(p; 2)* (P=) =)+
7 )2 F WP=xX)U—x)+y~ 5
teR peR{1) (=07 ()
8 ks isa Ty i $
. . UcD~\{0}
9 Pyo(re') Qs0(re”) -0 simply
connected
Psn(reie) i -)"T i
10 » sn(relg) _( .) (s+n) eZan D\ {0}
ne7Z-~ {0} Q » 2inT(s—n)
Py _y(re” , =2in [ Py_m(r) Qsn(r) 4 UcDx {0}
11 e Qs n(re J Pnr) Qun) simply
nezZ~\{0} - (=18 connected
12 Ps,m(reie) Qs,n(rem) elmmdy (Qs,n(r) arPs,m(r) D {0}
meZzZ nez-\{—m} - Ps,m(r) arQs,n(r))/i(m +n)

TasLE 3. Potentials for Green’s forms

F, and checking our guess.
Case 3 is essentially (2.16). In Case 6 we needed the following function:

Fy(r) = 2s f 00(1 +¢>) " ldag, (A.25)

For 7 we have used that Imgz)* = R(t;2)° and R(0;g2)° = |p — t|**R(p;z)* with

P

g = [P i ’] with ¢, p € R. So 6 leads to the potential in 7 if p # ¢ are real. We write
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((p—5*)~* and not |p — #|72* to allow holomorphic continuation in p and ¢. For Case 8
we use that if u(z) = ¢ f(y) and v(z) = €/**g(y), then
(w0} = &*(f'g - fg)dx,
and that the Wronskian fg’ — f’g is constant if u, v € &;. Cases 9—12 are obtained in a
similar way. In 9 and 11 the potentials are multivalued if U is not simply connected.
Cases 3-5 are valid on © if ¢ and p are real. Otherwise {u, v} and F are multivalued
with branch points at ¢, and at p in 3. We have to chose the same branch in {u, v} and F.

Also in 7 the branches have to be chosen consistently. In 4 there are singularities at
t = zand t = Z, but {u, v} and F are univalued.

A5. Action of the Lie algebra. The real Lie algebra of G has H=(; (). V= ({;).

W = (_? (1)) as a basis. Any Y in the Lie algebra acts on V,° by flos Y = 9, fl2s etY|
Note that for right actions we have f|[Y1,Y2] = (f1Y2) Y1 = (f1Y1)]| Y.
In the projective model:

t=0"

1-72
SlhsH(T) = (2S1 = + 2T51)f(r),
fhs V(1) = (—4s1 -:7'2 +(1 - TZ)E)T)f(T), (A.26)
f|2s W(T) = (1+ Tz)a.rf(‘[') X

For the elements E* = H+ iV and E- = H — iV in the complexified Lie algebra we
find:

L
FhsEX (D) = (—2sT—I. i+ i)zar)fm,
o (A27)
FsE-(0) = (—2s i - i)zﬁr)f(r).
T+1
In particular
es,n|2s W = 2in €sn s es,n|2s E* = -2(s ¥ n) €snvrl - (A.28)

By transposition these formulas are also valid on hyperfunctions.

The Lie algebra generates the universal enveloping algebra, which also acts on V™.
The center of this algebra is generated by the Casimir operator w = —iEJrE‘ + %Wz -
%W. It acts on V, as multiplication by s(1 — ).

For the action of G by left translation on functions on $:

W=(0+20.+1+7)8:, E* = Fi(z+i)?0, Fi(z+i) 0, A29)
w = (Z—Z)26Z62 = A, ‘
and on D:
W = 2iwd, - 2iwdy, ET = 28, - 20%0s,
5 -~ (A.30)
E™ = 2w, +20;, w = —(1 —|w/)” 0,0z .
A counterpart of (A.28) is
Ps,n|W = 2inPs,n’ Ps,n|E+ = 2(s_n)(s+n_1)Ps,n—1,
Ps,n |[E” = 2Ps,n+l s Qs,n | E" = 2(s—n)(s+n-1) Qs,n—l s (A31)

Qs,n |[E” =2 Qs,n+1 s Qs,n | W 2in Qs,n .
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