J. Aust. Math. Soc. 77 (2004), 233-248

THE SIZE OF CHARACTERS OF EXCEPTIONAL LIE GROUPS

KATHRYN E. HARE and KAREN YEATS
(Received 1 October 2002; revised 21 July 2003)

Communicated by A. H. Dooley

Abstract

Pointwise bounds for characters of representations of the compact, connected, simple, exceptional Lie
groups are obtained. It is a classical result that if u is a central, continuous measure on such a group,
then u¥C is absolutely continuous. Our estimates on the size of characters allow us to prove that the
exponent, dimension of G, can be replaced by approximately the rank of G. Similar results were obtained
earlier for the classical, compact Lie groups.
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1. Introduction

In 1972, Ragozin [7] proved the striking fact that if G was any compact, connected,
simple Lie group and u was a central, continuous measure on G, then u%™¢ € L!(G)
(the product here being convolution). One consequence of this result is that it implies
that if g is not in the centre of the group, then TrA(g)/degi — O as the degree of
the representation A tends to infinity (see [10]). Ragozin’s result was first improved
by one of the authors in [2] where it was shown that if g was not in the centre of the
group, then

Tri(g)

< ¢(g)(deg A)~@mG-rank &)
deg X

and thatif k > dim G/2 and p was any central, continuous measure, then u* e L'(G).
In 3] sharp estimates on the rate of decay of TrA(g)/deg A were found for the
classical Lie groups. The precise rate depends on the Lie group type, but in each
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case the sharp exponent in the formula above is — O(1/rank G). This result implies
that u* € L'(G) for all central, continuous measures w provided k is approximately
rank G.

In this paper we obtain similar estimates for the exceptional Lie groups. To be
precise, we obtain the following result:

THEOREM 1.1. Suppose G is one of the five compact, exceptional Lie groups G,,
Fi, E¢, E7 or Eg. For every g not in the centre of G, there is a constant c(g) such that

Tri(g)
deg A

< c(g) (degA)™

for all representations ), provided

1/n—1) ifG=E, n=6,7,8;
s=<131/5 ifG=Fg;
2/5 if G = G,.

We have not been able determine if these estimates are sharp, however, we can use
them to improve upon Ragozin’s result.

COROLLARY 1.2. If u is any central, continuous measure on one of the compact,
exceptional Lie groups G, then u" € L'(G) if G = E, withn = 6,7,8, u® € L'(G)
ifG=Fyand u’ € L'(G) if G = G,.

To contrast this with Ragozin’s result we recall that the dimensions of the excep-
tional groups are:

Type G, F, Es E; Ey
Dimension 14 52 78 133 248.

In Section 2 of this paper we explain our notation. Section 3 is devoted to proving
the theorem for Eg. In Section 4 we give the proofs for the groups Eg, E;, F, and Gz
The corollary and applications are discussed in Section 5.

2. Notation

Let G be a compact, connected, simple Lie group and let W be its Weyl group. The
positive roots associated with the base of simple roots A will be denoted by &+, T
will denote the torus associated with @, the fundamental dominant weights relative to
A will be denoted by A4, ..., A,, and At will be the set of all dominant weights. The
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set A* is in a 1-1 correspondence with the dual object G; 0, € G is indexed by its
highest weight A € A*. The degree of o, will be denoted by d,. Weset p = 3 7, ;.
According to the Weyl dimension formula [11] the degree of X is given by

@1 b= []+re)/pa.

acdt

For general facts about root systems we refer the reader to [4].

Givenge Twelet ®(g) ={x € ¢ :a(g) € 2nZ} and let D (g) = ®(g) [ P*.
It is easily seen that ®(g) is a subroot system of ¢ and that $*(g) is a complete set
of positive roots of this subroot system. It is known that ®(g) = ® if and only if g is
in the centre of the group ({1, page 189]).

For g in the torus, the Weyl character formula ([11]) states

At Zwewdet wexpi(p + A, w(g))
[Macor (6°® — 1) '

This determines Tr A on G as characters are class functions.

When g belongs to the centre of the group an application of Schur’s lemma shows
that | Tr A(g)| = d,, hence the interest is in non-central elements. It was shown in [2]
how one can evaluate the Weyl character formula (by considering suitable directional
derivatives if ®*(g) is not empty) to obtain

Tri(g) =

ﬂd@N:d@EkawTMwm@+%w@”“W@+%w@M_

2.2
@2 =2 TSN

Consequently, if one can prove

23 up Macor (P + 2 wi@))]
weW l—lae¢+ (P + A" a)l—s

is bounded over all A, then

| Tra@)l _ o(8)
.~ 4

Thus in order to find pointwise bounds on the trace functions off the centre of G
it is useful to understand the structures of the subroot systems properly contained in
® and how they are affected by the action of the Weyl group. This was the approach
(successfully) undertaken in [3] for the classical groups.

In this paper we are interested in the exceptional Lie groups G, Fy, Es, E7 and
Ejg. The root systems and bases we take follow the convention of Humphreys [5] and
are summarized below for the convenience of the reader. Note that in type G, we
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TABLE 1. The exceptional Lie groups G,, Fy, Eg, E; and Ej.

Type Root system ¢ Base A

x(e; —¢), a =e; — e,
TQRei—ej—e):iFjFke{l,2,3) | ap=-2e1+e1+e3

a1 = €2 —€3,02 = €3 — €4,

G

te tej, e 1<iFEj<4

F4 1 a3 = é4,
3(Le) T e2 ey tey) a4=%(e1 —e—e3—ey)
tete:l<i<j<8, a=zle—e = —ertey),
Es 1373, £ex : # minus signs even o= e te,
= aj=€_1—e_32:3<i<8
e te:1<i<j <6
+(e7 — eg), .
E; (e7 — es) a;,i=1,...,7 from Ej

:i:%(e7 —eg+ ZLI +e;) :
# minus signs in sum odd

tete:1<i<j <5,
Es :i:%(eg—e7—e6+22=1:!:ek): a;,i=1,...,6from Eg
# minus signs in sum even

let ey, e,, e; denote the standard basis vectors in R3, in F; we denote by e, €3, €3, e,
the standard basis vectors in R, and in types Eg, E;, Es, the vectors e;, i = 1,..., 8
denote the standard basis vectors in R? (see Table 1).

It clearly suffices to analyze those subroot systems which are maximal in the sense
that there is no other proper subroot system containing that system. Thus it suffices
to show that

Hocor0 20 _ [T oia,00 [] o+har”

2.4) e
[licor (0 + 2, ) acd aed+\ oV

is uniformly bounded over A for &% any maximal positive subroot system. The
diagrams of these subroot systems are subdiagrams of the extended diagram of the
original root system. The extended diagrams can be found in the appendix. Note that
the additional vertex, labelled 0, is identified with the highest root oy which is equal to
ei+e,—2e;in Gy, e;+ein Fy, e;+ e in Eg, e3—eg in E;7 and %(Zle e, —es—er+eg)
in E6.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for the group Eg

The technique used in [3] to estimate the size of the characters of the classical
groups involved finding the positive roots associated with maximal subroot systems by
considering the Wey! conjugates of the (standard) bases corresponding to subdiagrams
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of the extended diagrams. This method does not appear to work well with these
exceptional groups because their Weyl groups are very cumbersome and so a different
approach seems needed.

We will begin with Ej as this is the most difficult case. The maximal proper subroot
systems are of types Ag, Ay X A7, A1 X Ay X As, Ay X Ay, Ds X Az, E¢ X Ay, Dg and
E; x A, with 36, 29, 19, 20, 26, 39, 56 and 64 positive roots, respectively.

Our approach will be to consider the set of roots B such that (A;, 8) # O for the
fundamental dominant weights A;, i = 1, ..., 8, and to show that a suitable selection
of these do not belong to any maximal positive subroot system ®*'. It is useful to
express the fundamental dominant weights A; in terms of the standard basis vectors e;

of R3:
A = 263, M =e+ e+ es+ e+ e7 + Seg,
5 1< As = e+ es + eg + e7 + deg,
b= 7%+ 3 — e Ae = €5+ e + €7 + 3es,
7 1’_7 A7 = €5+ e + 2eg,
A3 538+§<X;ei—el)s Ag = e7 + ez.

Any representation A can be written as Z?=1 m;X; for non-negative integers m;; we
will assume m; = max; m;.

Let § C @™ be the set of elements B for which (A;, 8) #0foralli=1,...,8. It
consists of 44 elements:

. 1 :
S=3egfeg:1<]; §6;eg+e7;§ eg+e7+kX=1::hek

where the roots %(83 + e+ 2221 +¢,) have an even number of minus signs. Let Sg
be the set of positive roots 8 for which (Ag, B) 7 0 and let S, be the set of positive
roots for which (A;, 8) #0foralli = 1,...,7. Notice that Sg contains S as well as
the elements

1 6
|-2-<eg+e7—§e,»),e7ﬂ:ei:i=l,...,6},

and hence has cardinality at least 57. The set Sy contains S and the elements

5
1
'2—(83—67+86+Ziei),

i=1

where there are either one or three minus signs in the sum and therefore has at least 59
elements. If ®* is any of the maximal positive subroot systems other than Dy or
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E; x A\, then the cardinality of ®*' is at most 39 and hence there must be at least 18
positive roots in S;\ ®*,i =0, 8.

The sets Sz and Sy have the feature that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that if either
k=8and B € Ss,ork # 8and B € Sy, then (p+ A, B) > cm,. Hence, forany s < 1,

[T e+ror'=s [] +rp7" < 0m* ™).

aedt\ oV pes;\\ o+

As (p + A, ) < O(my) for any positive root ¢, we obtain the estimate

[Te+ro [] +r07" <0 me),

asdt aed+\ ¢+

and this is bounded provided s < 1/4.

The two remaining types of proper subroot systems, Dg and E; X A, seem to be too
large to obtain good bounds by such elementary methods. Instead, we will analyze the
size of (TN ®*') N § more carefully, taking into account the possible inner products
which can arise between elements of S.

Consider the elements of S,

1 6
x,j=§(e8+e7—e,~~ej+ Z e[)

t=1,84ij
and

1 6
yij=-2—(68+e7+e,'+€j— Z e[>

e=1,4£ij

forl <i <j <6. Put§ = S\ {v}, where v = ¢; + ¢;,. Notice that x; + y; = v
and (v, ) = 1 forall @ € §'. As inner products of roots are integral valued, the only
possible inner products of roots in Eg can be 0, &1, £2, with the latter occuring only
if the two roots coincide or are negatives of one another. It follows from these remarks
that for all @ € S"\\{x;;, y; }, either (x;, @) =0 and (y;,@) = 1, or (x;, @) = 1 and
(yj,a) = 0. Also, note (x;;, y;) = —1.

We will be able to exploit this property by making use of the observation that
two subroot systems of the same type have the same set of inner products, and the
set of inner products of their positive roots can differ only by sign. Thus in making
arguments which depend only on inner products up to sign (as we will do for the
remaining two cases) we need only consider how the elements of a particular subroot
system of the required type can ‘play the role’ of the elements of §'. Therefore we
may as well assume the subroot system of type Ds was formed by removing o, and
so has positive roots {e; £ ¢; : 1 < j < i < 8}, and that the subroot system of type
E; x A, was formed by removing ag and so its positive roots are e; + ez and the
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standard set of positive roots for E; as described in Section 2. We will let &7 denote
these particular positive subroot systems.

Our goal is to find an upper bound for the number of elements of ®f which can
play the role of elements in §'. Since S’ consists of the 15 pairs x;;, y; and 13 other
elements, if ®§ contains more than 28 elements of S’ there must be a pair a, 8 € ®&F
taking the role of a pair x;;, y;. This means that (o, ) = 1 and any other element,
7 € ®F, playing the role of an element of S’ must have the property that inner product
of one of « or B with 7 is zero and the other is modulus one. By counting the number
of T € ®} which has this property we will obtain an upper bound on the size of
o ns.

The following lemma will make it easy to count the number of such .

LEMMA 3.1. Suppose a # +8 and (a, B) # 0. The number of t such that either
(a, 7) = £1 and (B, T) = 0 or vice versa, is independent of the choice of a, B.

PROOF. Since o # *£f and (v, ) # 0, one of a £ 8 = y € ¥’ (the choice of +
depends on the sign of («, 8)). Similar arguments to those used above show that a
positive root T has the property that either (@, T) = 41 and (B8, ) = 0 or vice versa
if and only if (y, ) = 1 and T # «, B. Thus the number of t having the required
property is equal to

YDl = 1w I =1yl =, Bl = Y 1y, D~ 4.

red] Ted

Ifo’, B’ is any other such pair with '+’ = y’, then, of course, the number of T such
that either (@, t') = £1 and (@, 8’) = 0 or vice versa is equal to Zred,g |(y’, T)| — 4.
As the roots are all the same length, the Weyl group is transitive on &g, thus

Dl nl= ) 1, Dl

redf tedf
and therefore the number of such t is constant over all these pairs. O

So it suffices to consider one choice of pair. For E; it is convenient to choose
a=1e—e—e+ Zjﬁ#i e) and B = %(eg — e+ ¢ — ZLH# e;). Then
Yy =a+ B = e — e;. Itiseasytocheck that (y,e; £ ¢)=0if1 <j <i <6,
(y,y) =2 and (y, t) = 1 for the remaining 32 elements in the positive root system
of E;. Hence the number of such t is 30, showing that there are at most 32 elements
of S’ among the positive roots of E; (these 30 and the pair «, 8). As the positive root
of A; is orthogonal to every element of E; it cannot belong to S, and therefore there
can be at most 33 of the positive roots in E; x A contained in S.

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700013604 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700013604

240 Kathryn E. Hare and Karen Yeats [8]

For Dg choose « = ¢; — e;, B = ¢; —es and y = €; — e3. Then (y, 1) = 1 if
andonlyift =e t¢;,j #1,3,0re; £ e;5,j # 1,3 (where in either case we mean
the positive root) or T = y. Consequently, Y ___q+ |(¥, T)| — 4 = 22. Thus if there is
a pair playing the role of x;;, y;, then there can be at most 24 elements in 5 N §’ and
otherwise there can be at most 28 elements.

In all cases, it follows that there must be at least 11 elements of § not in the positive
subroot system, thus we can conclude that

[Te+ray J] o+ra"<o(md"e").

acd acd+\ o

This is bounded if s < 1/7, completing the proof of the theorem for type Es.

4. The other exceptional groups

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for E4 For E4 and E; we have not been able to find a
suitable pattern in the inner product table which we could exploit. Instead, we will use
the fact the definition of ®(g) ensures that any integral linear combination of roots of
®(g), which is also a root, must belong to ® (g). In particular, this implies that if the set
of roots generated by some subset (under integral linear combinations) is larger than the
given proper subroot system $(g), then the set itself cannot be completely contained
in ®(g). By applying this argument to the subsets S; = {8 € ¢t : (A, B) # O},

where A;, i = 1, ..., 6 denote the fundamental dominant weights we will again be
able to argue that a suitable number of elements of S; are not in ®*(g) and thus
bound (2.4).

We recall that the fundamental dominant weights can be expressed in terms of the
e; as follows:

Alz_i_(es_&_%), Ay =€ —e;— e+ e3+ ey + es,
1 1g 2

)~2=§(es—€7—€6)+§;ei, )\5=§(98“e7_e6)+e4+95v
5 11 1

Az = g(eg—e7-e6)— 5e1+§;ei, Ag = g(eg—e7—eo)+es.

Put also

S={Bed*: (A, p)#0forl<i=<6}

1 4
={—{eg—e;— e+ es + +e; ] : 0 or 2 minus signs in sum ¢ .
[2<s 7 — € t+ €5 Z ) g

i=1
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The sets §; can be described as follows:

SIN\S = % (es —e — e+ e — Z?:l ei) )
% (eg — e —eg— es + ZZ=1 :tek) : 1 or 3 minus signs] ;
SN\S=le+e:1<j<i<$;

% (es — e — e — es+ Z:=1 :i:ek) : 1 minus sign} ;

S\S=le+e, ea—e:2<j <i<5 25k55;
%(88—87—664‘85—2?:16;),

4 . .
(eg —er—e—es+ ), ,te — el) : 2 minus signs,

-

3 (eg —er—e—es+ Y g, :i:ek) : 1 minus sign} ;
S4\S={e,»:i:e,- 1] =1,2,i=3,4,5; es+ e, s+ &3, €4+ e3,
(eg—e7—-e6+e5—2?=1e,~),%(eg—zz=4ei+e3—e2-—el),
(eg—z,7=4e,-+ea+ez+el), |
(eg — Y sete+Y, :i:ek) : 1 or 3 minus signs} ;
SS\S=[e,-:I:ej L =1,2,3,i=4,5; es+ e,

%(eg—e7—e6+e5—2‘:=lei),

: (eg Y cete+ Y :hek) : 1 or 3 minus signs} ;

Ss\s—_—'{%(eg—€7—€6+€5—64—63—82—61),85:i:€iZ1Si54}.

(S L [ST11.d

(1

So|Si=7,|8=16,18| =21, |S;| = 25, |S:] =29, |Ss| = 25 and | Se| = 16.

The proper subroot systems in Eg are of types As x A; with 16 positive roots,
A, X Ay x A, with 9 positive roots and Ds with 20 positive roots.

If A = Y m;A,; has largest coefficient m; and k = 3, 4, 5, we can use the sets S in
the same manner as the easy Eg cases to obtain the inequality

[Te+re J] (+r0' <am®
acd+’ aed+t\ o+’

This is bounded for s < 1/5.
This leaves three cases, k = 1, 2, 6, which will be settled by the generating subsets
argument briefly outlined above. We will show that in these cases, as well, at least
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five elements of S, are not in the proper subroot system $*(g), so that the calculation
above can still be invoked to show s < 1/5 is sufficient.

Roots of the form e; £ ¢; we will call standard and the others, peculiar. Observe
that any set generated by the standard roots {e;, +¢; : j € I} (or{e, —¢; : j € I})
for some i ¢ I, together with a single root ¢, — ¢; (respectively, ¢, + ¢;) for some
J €I, will contain {e; X ¢; : i,j € I U {ip}}. We will refer to this set as a standard
D,, with n = {I| + 1, on the letters I U {i} (or, simply, a standard D, if it is on the
letters {1, 2, ..., n}). For example, by considering differences of elements of S one
can readily see that the set generated by S contains a standard D,.

Our strategy will be to show that any subset of S,, consisting of all but four of its
elements, will generate a standard Ds. We can assume ®*(g) also contains at least 3
elements of § (for otherwise we are done), none of which are in the standard Ds. This
forces ®*(g) to have at least 23 elements which is impossible as the largest proper
positive subroot system of Eg has only 20 elements.

We consider each S, separately.

Ss : If all the peculiar elements of S5 belong to ®*(g) (we will say we remove
no peculiar elements), then all of S and at least one element of the form es * ¢,
i=1,...,4, must belong to ®*(g). This set generates a standard D5 which, as we
remarked above, is not possible.

If we remove no standard elements, then we can generate a standard Ds by the
roots {es ke :i=1,...,4}.

Otherwise we remove 1, 2 or 3 peculiar roots. Then we keep either all es + ¢; or
all es — ¢; for i belonging to a three element subset I’ of {1, ..., 4}, and aroot es — ¢;
(respectively, es + ¢;) for one index i € I'. These generate a standard D, on the letters
I' U {5}. If k is the missing index we can find two peculiar elements from among the
remainder which differ at this index, and using these we can generate a standard Ds.

S; : If we remove at most one peculiar root we keep either all of S or all of the
elements %(eg — e — e — es + ZLI j:ek) with one negative sign in the sum. As
well, we keep at least one ¢; + ¢; for i, j € {1, ..., 4}. By taking differences of these
elements we can generate a standard D,. As we keep peculiar roots with both *es, a
standard D5 can be obtained.

Otherwise, at most two standard roots are removed. Then there must be four roots
of the form e; + ¢;, j # i, for some fixed i and at least one other root of the form
e + e, j,k # i. But then ¢; — ¢ is in the generated set and consequently the set
generates a standard Ds.

S, : If at most one peculiar root with a —es term is removed, then we are left with
either all of the peculiar roots (e — e; — €5 — es + i +e) with one minus sign
in the sum and one with three minus signs, or vice versa. These roots generate a
standard D,. Since there is also a peculiar root kept with a +e5 term, we generate a
standard Ds.
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If at most one peculiar root with a +es term is removed we are left with (at least)
one of 3(eg —e; —eg+ €5 — 4, e)or Hes—er—es+ S ex). This root, together
with those remaining in S and a peculiar root with a —es term, generate a standard Ds.

Finally, if we remove two peculiar roots with a +e5 and two with —es, then from the
remaining elements with a —es term we can take either 3 elements with one minus sign
in the sum, along with one other element which is negative in the position 1 < i < 4
which none of the first 3 are negative in, or 3 elements with three minus signs in the
sum, along with one other element which is positive in the position which none of the
first 3 are positive in. These 4 elements generate a standard D, and since there is also
a peculiar root with a +es term, again we produce a standard Ds.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for E; A similar argument can be used for E;. A simple
calculation shows that the fundamental dominant weights are given by

)»1=eg-e7, A4=2e8—2e7+e3+e4+es+e6,

5 3
1 = Z(eg —
)»2=eg—e7+§ E e, )‘5—2(38 e7) + es + es + e,

=l de = ez — er + es + e,

3 1 1¢ 1
).3:-2—(88—37)“531'*'5;6“ A'725(6’8—'e7)+e6'

Let

S={Bed*:(A,B) #0forl <i=<7}

5
1 .
= [eg - e, 2 (eg —e7+ e+ E ie,) : 1 or 3 minus signs in sum}

i=1

and let S; = {8 € ®* : (A, B) # 0}. For example,
l 5
SINS = [5 (es —e+ e — ;e,) ,

5
1 . . . .
3 (eg — e — e+ E :l:ek) : even # minus signs in sum} ;

k=1

1 5
S7\S=[E<e8—e7+e6—2ek),e6:i:e,»:151’55].

k=1

One can verify that |S| = 16, |$| = 33, || = 42, |§] = 47, |S] = 53,
18s| = 54, |S¢| = 42 and |S;| = 27. The proper subroot systems in E; are of types
A7, A3 X A3 X Ay, As X Az, A; x Dg and Eg with 28, 13, 18, 31 and 36 positive roots
respectively.
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If A = ) m;A; has largest coefficient m; and k = 3, 4 or 5 we can use S and the
cardinality argument as in the easy Ej cases to establish that

l—[ (,D + )\,, a)s l—[ (p + A., a)l—.\' < le(‘36+ll)s—ll.
acdht’ acd+\ o+

This is bounded if s < 1/5.

For the remaining cases, k = 1, 2, 6, 7, we can show that there must be at least 8
elements of S, not in the subroot system ®*(g) by using the same basic reasoning as
in E¢. This will prove s < 1/7 suffices for all cases.

We proceed by contradiction and so assume that at least 9 elements of S will belong
to ®+(g). If we can prove there is a standard D¢ in ®*(g), then as none of these
belong to S this will imply ®*(g) contains at least 39 elements and gives the required
contradiction.

Any set containing all but three of the elements of S will generate a standard Ds.
Together with any peculiar element with a —eg term, or an element of the form e, + e;,
(at least one of which we can find among the elements in S; N ®*(g)), a standard Dg
is produced. Consequently, at least four elements of S must not belong to ®*(g).

A similar argument shows that at least four elements from ;"\ S must not belong
to the positive subroot system, thus at least eight elements of S, are not in ®*(g).

For §; we note that any set of all but three elements of {es £ ¢; : { € {1,...,5}}
will contain a subset of the form e + ¢, where e, = +e; and i runs over four values
out of {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}, as well as an element ¢5 — e;. for one choice of j chosen from the
values of i. These five elements generate Ds on the letter 6 and the four letters taken
on by the index i. By choosing two peculiar elements from S; N $*(g) which differ
at the missing index we generate a standard Ds. This proves 8 elements from S; are
not contained in the subroot system.

For the cases S; and S¢ a simple cardinality argument shows at least 6 elements are
not in the subroot system, but similar reasoning to that above will yield the desired
improvement.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for F; The same technique can be used for Fy, as well.
Recall that the fundamental dominant weights are A; = e, + €;, A, = 2¢; + €; + €3,
As=3e + e+ €3+ e4)/2 and Ay = ;. As usual let

S={Bed®*:(1,B)#0forl <i<4} and S, ={Be€d*:(1,B) #0}
Their cardinalities are |S| = 10, || = 15, |$:} = 20, |S3] = 20 and | S| = 15.
The maximal proper subroot systems in Fj are of types A; x (3, Az X Az, A3 X Ay

and B, with 10, 6, 7 and 16 positive roots respectively. If the set §; corresponding
to the A; with the largest coefficient contains at least four elements that are not in the

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700013604 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700013604

[13] Size of characters 245

subroot system ®*(g), then

l—[ p+Ara) l_[ (o+r,a) ' < Cmil6+4)s—4,

aed’ aed+\ ot

and this is bounded if s < 1/5. This is clearly the case if the subroot systems are type
Ay x G, Ay X Ay or Az X A; (in these cases s < 1/3 will actually suffice) or if the
system is type B4 and m, is the maximal coefficient of A with k = 2, 3.

One can check that any set consisting of all but three of the elements of S, will
generate a standard D,. As these 12 roots are of length V2, as are the 4 (additional)
peculiar roots contained in S, and B, has only 12 roots of length +/2, this shows S
must contain at least four elements which are not in Bj.

REMARK. We note that this is the best result that can be obtained using this technique
as the standard roots of §; all belong to a standard B, and there are only four peculiar
roots in Sj.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 1.1 for G, The arguments for G, are very simple. We note
that A\, = e3 —e; and Ay = 2e3 — e¢; — e, thus if §; = {8 € ®+ : (A, B) # 0},
i=1,2,then |§ | =8| =5.

The maximal subroot systems in G, have either 2 or 3 positive roots. By simply
counting leftover terms in the set S; corresponding to the A; with the largest coefficient
we obtain the desired result.

REMARK. In [3] the optimal rate of decay of the characters was determined for the
classical Lie groups. One step in establishing this was to prove that

det w sign ( l_[ (p+ A, w(a))) expi(p + A, w(g))

aced+(g)
was constant over all w € W, for an appropriate g € G and suitable number of
representations A. We have not been able to determine if this is true with the exceptional
groups.

5. Smoothness of convolution powers of central measures

A measure u on G is called central if © commutes with all other measures on G
under the action of convolution. Central measures are characterized by the fact that
their Fourier transforms are scalar multiples of identity matrices:

Tri(x)
d,

() =aly where a, = / du.
G
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We will simply write z£(A) in place of a,.
The orbital measure, 14,, supported on the conjugacy class C(g) containing g € G,
is defined by

/f du, =/f(tgt-‘)dmc(t) for f € C(G).
G G

Orbital measures are examples of singular, central measures and are continuous if and
only if g does not belong to the centre of G. Moreover, they have the property that

ey _ Ir)(g)
N’g()")—‘*dl .

In [7] Ragozin proved that if  was any central, continuous measure, then p4™¢ ¢
L'(G). By appealing to the sharper estimates of this paper on the rate of decay of the
characters we can improve this result.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Suppose G is one of the compact, exceptional Lie groups and 1,
is a central, continuous orbital measure. Then [,Ll; belongs to L*(G) if k > kg, where

n ifGistype E,;
k=16 ifGistype Fy;
3 ifGistpe G,.

PROOF. From the Peter-Weyl theorem it is known that u’; € L*if

PIEAAO RIS I

1eC 1eG

Tri(g) % o
d, ‘

It was shown in [2, Corollary 9] that ), sd; < 0o when r < —rank G/|®*|. The
proposition follows by combining these facts with the estimates on the rate of decay
of the characters given in the theorem. O

COROLLARY 5.2. Suppose ., ..., iy are central continuous measures on one of
the compact, exceptional Lie groups G and k > ky. Then ) * - - - x p; € L'(G).

PROOF. The proof is essentially the same as [2, Theorem 11], but uses the stronger
results obtained in the proposition above. O

Note that the corollary stated in the introduction is a special case.
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FIGURE 1. Extended Dynkin diagrams

REMARK. Ragozin observed that p,’; is singular to Haar measure on G for all
k < dimG/dim C(g). As dim C(g) = 2(|®*| — |P*(g)|) (see [6]) the corollary
above can be seen to be sharp for G,. This observation also implies that exponent 3
is necessary for Eg, E7 and Ejg, and exponent 4 is required for Fj.

REMARK. A measure u is called L?-improving if there is some p < 2 such that
px LP C L% A question of current interest is to understand which singular measures
on compact groups are L”-improving. For example, surface measures on analytic
manifolds which generate G were shown to be L?-improving in [8] and in [9] the
optimal choice of p was found for orbital measures u, with ®*(g) empty. Sufficient
conditions on the size of p which are valid for all continuous, orbital measures were
found for the classical Lie groups in [3]. Similar arguments based on our theorem can
be used to obtain results for the exceptional Lie groups.
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