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To Tom Koornwinder on his 80-th birthday with admiration

Abstract. An important function attached to a complex simple Lie group G is its
asymptotic character X(λ, x) (where λ, x are real (co)weights of G) – the Fourier trans-
form in x of its Duistermaat-Heckman function DHλ(p) (continuous limit of weight mul-
tiplicities). It is shown in [GGR] that the best λ-independent upper bound −c(G) for
infxReX(λ, x) for fixed λ is strictly negative. We quantify this result by providing a lower
bound for c(G) in terms of dimG. We also provide upper and lower bounds for DHλ(0)
when |λ| = 1. This allows us to show that |X(λ, x)| ≤ C(G)|λ|−1|x|−1 for some constant
C(G) depending only on G, which implies the conjecture in Remark 17.16 of [GGR]. We
also show that c(SLn) ≤ ( 4

π2 )
n−2. Finally, in the appendix we prove Conjecture 1 in [CZ]

about Mittag-Leffler type sums for G.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.10341v1


2 PAVEL ETINGOF AND ERIC RAINS

1. Introduction

1.1. Asymptotic characters and Duistermaat-Heckman measures. Let G be a sim-
ply connected simple complex Lie group, Gc ⊂ G a maximal compact subgroup, gc := LieGc

its Lie algebra, hc ⊂ gc a Cartan subalgebra, and g = LieG, h their complexifications. Let hR
be the real part of h, so hc = ihR; then hR carries a Euclidean norm and h∗R carries the dual
norm. Let ωj ∈ h∗ be the fundamental weights of G. Given a dominant weight λ =

∑

j λjωj,

λj ∈ R≥0, let [λ] :=
∑

j [λj ]ωj, where [a] is the floor of a. Let P+ be the set of dominant
integral weights for G. For µ ∈ P+ let Lµ be the irreducible G-representation with highest
weight µ and χµ : G → C be its character. It is well known that for all x ∈ g there exists a
limit

X(λ, x) := lim
N→∞

χ[Nλ](e
ix
N )

χ[Nλ](1)

called the asymptotic character of G ([He]); namely, using Kirillov’s character formula
([Ki]),

X(λ, x) =

∫

Oλ

ei(b,x)db,

where Oλ ⊂ g∗ is the Gc-orbit of λ and db is the invariant probability measure on Oλ.
In other words, X(λ, x) is the Fourier transform of the delta-distribution of the orbit Oλ

(analytically continued to the complex domain). In particular, X(λ, x) extends to an entire
function in λ ∈ h∗, x ∈ h (given by the same formula) such that X(λ, 0) = X(0, x) = 1 and
|X(λ, x)| ≤ 1 for λ ∈ hR, x ∈ h∗R.

Let R+ ⊂ h∗ be the set of positive roots, α∨ the coroot corresponding to a root α ∈ R+,

δ :=
∏

α∈R+

α, δ∗ :=
∏

α∈R+

α∨, ρ :=
1

2

∑

α∈R+

α,

and W be the Weyl group of G. The Weyl character formula implies that

X(λ, x) = i−|R+|δ∗(ρ)

∑

w∈W det(w)ei(λ,wx)

δ(x)δ∗(λ)
.

It also follows that for λ ∈ h∗R the restriction of X(λ, x) to x ∈ hR is the Fourier transform
of the Duistermaat-Heckman measure DHλ = π∗db, where π : Oλ → h∗R is the natural
projection ([GLS, He]). This measure has the form DHλ = DHλ(p)dp, where DHλ(p) is
an integrable (in fact, piecewise polynomial) function called the Duistermaat-Heckman

function.

1.2. The lower bound for the asymptotic character. It is shown in [GGR]1 that for
any G there exists c > 0 such that for all λ ∈ h∗R \ 0,

inf
x∈hR

ReX(λ, x) ≤ −c.

The largest value of c for a given G is

c(G) = − sup
λ∈h∗

R
\0

inf
x∈hR

ReX(λ, x) = sup
λ∈h∗

R
:|λ|=1

inf
x∈hR

ReX(λ, x).

1Note that the definition of X(λ, x) in [GGR] differs from ours by multiplication of x by i.
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For example, for G = SL2 we have

X(λ, x) =
sinλx

λx
,

so

c(SL2) = −min
θ∈R

sin θ

θ
≈ 0.2172.

A more complicated example is G = Sp4. In this case we have

(1.1) X(λ, x) = 6
sin(λ1x2) sin(λ2x1)− sin(λ1x1) sin(λ2x2)

λ1λ2(λ
2
1 − λ2

2)x1x2(x
2
1 − x2

2)
,

and numerical calculations show that

c(Sp4) = −min 3(
√
2 + 1)2

sin((
√
2− 1)θ)− (

√
2− 1) sin θ

θ3
≈ 0.0204.

More precisely, this is minus the minimal value of X(
√
2 − 1, 1, x1, x2) which is attained

at x1 ≈ 8.2517.., x2 = 0, as well as the images of this point under rotations by πm
4
, m ∈

Z/8. Note that these are not critical points of X(λ, x): for b >
√
2 − 1 the minimum of

X(b, 1, x1, x2) is attained at the lines x1 = 0, x2 = 0, while for b <
√
2 − 1 it is attained at

the lines x2 = ±x1, and we are taking the maximum over these two regimes.
In higher rank this pattern continues and gets even trickier: the maximum is taken over

many regimes whose combinatorics is fairly complicated. This makes computing and even
estimating c(G) in higher rank pretty difficult.

1.3. Main results. One of the goals of this note is to prove the following explicit lower
bound for c(G).

Theorem 1.1. Let d := dimG. Then

c(G) ≥ e−1(1− e−1)
d
2
+1

(d
2
+ 1)

d
2
+1(log(d

2
+ 1))

d
2

.

Theorem 1.1 is proved in Section 2. The proof is obtained by quantifying the technique
of [GGR].

For d = 3 (G = SL2) the bound of Theorem 1.1 gives about 0.01, which is much smaller
than the actual value 0.2172..., and it goes to zero extremely fast as d → ∞. So it is likely

that even the leading factor of this bound, d−
d
2 , is not sharp. However, we have not been

able to improve it even to Ω(d−(1−ε)d
2 ) for any ε > 0.

We note however that, as noted in [GGR], the constant c(SLn) does decay at least
exponentially fast as n → ∞, namely, c(SLn) ≤ ( 4

π2 )
n−2. This is shown in Section 6. Thus

the decay of c(SLn) is somewhere between ( 4
π2 )

n−2 and ≈ n−n2
. It would be interesting to

estimate this rate more tightly.
We also give an explicit uniform upper bound for the Duistermaat-Heckman function.

This allows us to give a uniform upper bound for the asymptotic character. Namely, we
prove

Theorem 1.2. For any G there exists C(G) > 0 such that for all x ∈ hR, λ ∈ h∗R one has

|X(λ, x)| ≤ C(G)

|λ| · |x| .
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In fact, we provide an explicit formula for C(G).
Let

c(G, λ) = − inf
x∈hR

ReX(λ, x);

thus c(G, λ) ≥ c(G).
Theorem 1.2 immediately implies

Corollary 1.3. c(G, λ) = −ReX(λ, x0) for some x0 ∈ hR such that |x0| ≤ C(G)
c(G)|λ| .

This allows us to prove the following corollary conjectured in [GGR] (see [GGR], Remark
17.16).

Corollary 1.4. For almost all dominant integral weights λ, namely at least when

|λ+ ρ| < C(G)|ρ|
c(G)

√
2d

,

there exists x ∈ hR such that

Re
χλ(e

ix)

χλ(1)
≤ −c(G).

Finally, in the appendix we apply the techniques of the theory of Duijstermaat-Heckman
measures and results of P. Littelmann to prove a generalization of a conjecture of Coquereaux
and Zuber ([CZ]). This appendix previously appeared as a preprint arXiv:1811.05293 but
was never published. We include it here since it is thematically fairly close to the subject of
this paper. We note that since the techniques and ideas we use are fairly well known, this
appendix should be viewed as largely expository.

The paper is organized as follows. Theorem 1.1 is proved in Section 2. The upper bound
for the Duistermaat-Heckman function is proved in Section 3. Theorem 1.2 is proved in
Section 4. Corollary 1.4 is proved in Section 5. In Section 6 we give an upper bound for
c(G) in the case of G = SLn (and one can use the same method to obtain similar bounds for
other classical groups). Finally, in the appendix (Section 7) we consider Mittag-Leffler-type
sums for G and prove Conjecture 1 in [CZ].

Remark 1.5. In the paper [BBO] the theory of asymptotic characters and Duistermaat-
Heckman measures is extended to non-crystallographic finite Coxeter groups, where ordinary
characters don’t make sense. We expect that our bounds can be extended to this setting.

1.4. Acknowledgements. This material is based upon work supported by the National
Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1928930 and by the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation
under grant G-2021-16778, while the authors were in residence at the Simons Laufer Math-
ematical Sciences Institute (formerly MSRI) in Berkeley, California, during the Spring 2024
semester. We are grateful to Xuhua He for discussions related to Subsection 4.3, to Antoine
de Saint Germain for sharing Proposition 4.3, and S. Garibaldi for reading the preliminary
version of the paper. The work of P. E. was also partially supported by the NSF grant DMS
– 2001318. P.E. is grateful to J.-B. Zuber for turning his attention to Conjecture 1 of [CZ].

2. The uniform lower bound for the real part of the asymptotic character

2.1. A lower bound for Reχλ(e
x)

χλ(1)
.
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Lemma 2.1. For x ∈ gc

Re
χλ(e

x)

χλ(1)
≥ 1− (λ, λ+ 2ρ)|x|2

2d
.

In particular, if 0 < L < 1 and |x| ≤
√

2Ld
(λ,λ+2ρ)

then

Re
χλ(e

x)

χλ(1)
≥ 1− L.

Proof. Let C be the Casimir element of U(g). Then C|Lλ
= (λ, λ+ 2ρ). For x ∈ gc we have

(2.1) |TrLλ
(x2)| = |x|2

d
TrLλ

(C) =
(λ, λ+ 2ρ)|x|2

d
χλ(1).

Thus

|∂2
tReχλ(e

tx)| = |ReTrLλ
(x2etx)| ≤ |TrLλ

(x2)| = (λ, λ+ 2ρ)|x|2
d

χλ(1).

Integrating this inequality twice, we obtain the lemma. �

Replacing in Lemma 2.1 the weight λ with [Nλ] and x with x
N
, we obtain

Corollary 2.2. If λ ∈ h∗R \ 0 and x ∈ hR is such that |x| ≤
√
2Ld
|λ| then

ReX(λ, x) ≥ 1− L.

2.2. The heat kernel. Now consider the heat kernel KG(g, t) of the group Gc, which is the
fundamental solution of the heat equation

∂tKG = ∆KG

on Gc × R>0 with initial condition KG(g, 0) = δ1(g), where ∆ = −C is the Laplacian on Gc

and δ1 is the delta function at 1 ∈ Gc. We have

KG(g, t) =
∑

µ∈P+

e−t(µ,µ+2ρ)χµ(g)χµ(1).

Thus, integrating with respect to the Haar measure of Gc, we have

(2.2)

∫

Gc

KG(g, t)
χλ(g)
χλ(1)

dg = e−t(λ,λ+2ρ).

So replacing λ with [Nλ], g with e
x
N , t with t

N2 and taking the limit N → ∞, we obtain

(2.3)

∫

gc

Kg(x, t)X(λ,−ix)dx = e−t|λ|2,

where

Kg(x, t) =
1

(4πt)
d
2

e−
|x|2

4t

is the heat kernel for gc.
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2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We assume without loss of generality that |λ| = 1. By
Corollary 2.2

Re

∫

x∈gc:|x|≤
√
2Ld

Kg(x, t)X(λ,−ix)dx ≥ (1− L)

∫

x∈gc:|x|≤
√
2Ld

Kg(x, t)dx =

1− L

(4πt)
d
2

∫

x∈gc:|x|≤
√
2Ld

e−
|x|2

4t dx =
Sd−1(1− L)

π
d
2

∫

√
Ld
2t

0

rd−1e−r2dr =
1− L

Γ(d
2
)

∫ Ld
2t

0

s
d
2
−1e−sds,

where Sd−1 =
2π

d
2

Γ(d
2
)
is the area of the unit sphere in d dimensions.

Now assume that ReX(λ, y) ≥ −c for all y ∈ hR. For a > 0 let

Γ(a, u) :=

∫ ∞

u

sa−1e−sds

be the incomplete Γ-function. We then obtain the inequality

e−t ≥ 1− L+ c

Γ(d
2
)

∫ Ld
2t

0

s
d
2
−1e−sds− c = (1− L+ c)

Γ(d
2
)− Γ(d

2
, Ld
2t
)

Γ(d
2
)

− c.

Thus
c ≥ cd(L, v),

where

cd(L, v) =
(1− L)(Γ(d

2
)− Γ(d

2
, d
2
v))− e−

L
v Γ(d

2
)

Γ(d
2
, d
2
v)

.

Let us optimize this bound with respect to L for a fixed v. The condition ∂Lcd(L, v) = 0
yields the optimal value

L0 = −v log
(

v(1− Γ(d
2
, d
2
v)

Γ(d
2
)
)
)

provided that 0 < L0 < 1, which means that v < vd, where vd is the positive root of the
equation

v(1− Γ(d
2
, d
2
v)

Γ(d
2
)
) = 1.

We have

cd(L0, v) =
(

1 + v log
(

v(1− Γ(d
2
, d
2
v

Γ(d
2
)
)
)

− v
)(

Γ(d
2
)

Γ(d
2
, d
2
v)
− 1
)

.

This is clearly negative when v ≥ 1, so it suffices to consider 0 < v < 1.
Now observe that

Γ(d
2
)

Γ(d
2
, d
2
v)

− 1 ≥ 1− Γ(d
2
, d
2
v)

Γ(d
2
)

=
1

Γ(d
2
)

∫ d
2
v

0

s
d
2
−1e−sds ≥ (d

2
v)

d
2 e−

d
2
v

Γ(d
2
+ 1)

.

Thus for v < 1

cd(L0, v) ≥
(

1 + v log v + v log
(d
2
v)

d
2 e−

d
2
v

Γ(d
2
+ 1)

− v

)

(d
2
v)

d
2 e−

d
2
v

Γ(d
2
+ 1)

=

(

1 + (d
2
+ 1)v log v − v(1 + log Γ(d

2
+ 1)− d

2
log(d

2
) + d

2
v)
) (d

2
v)

d
2 e−

d
2
v

Γ(d
2
+ 1)

.

Let us restrict to v < 1/3 and also assume without loss of generality that d ≥ 8. Then

1 + log Γ(d
2
+ 1)− d

2
log(d

2
) + d

2
v < 1 + log Γ(d

2
+ 1)− d

2
log(d

2
) + d

6
< 0.
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Hence
(d
2
)
d
2 e−

d
6

Γ(d
2
+1)

≥ e. So we see that

cd(L0, v) ≥
(d
2
)
d
2 e−

d
6

Γ(d
2
+ 1)

sup
0<v<1/3

(1 + (d
2
+ 1)v log v)v

d
2 ≥ e sup

0<v<1/3

(1 + (d
2
+ 1)v log v)v

d
2 .

Take v = a
(d
2
+1) log(d

2
+1)

for a < 1. So we obtain

cd(L0, v) ≥ e

(

1− a+
a(log a− log log(d

2
+ 1))

log(d
2
+ 1)

)(

a

(d
2
+ 1) log(d

2
+ 1)

)
d
2

.

But a(log a− T ) ≥ −eT−1, so we have

cd(L0, v) ≥ e(1− e−1 − a)

(

a

(d
2
+ 1) log(d

2
+ 1)

)
d
2

This bound is optimal for a =
d
2

d
2
+1

(1− e−1), in which case we get

cd(L0, v) ≥
e(1− e−1)

d
2
+1(d

2
)
d
2

(d
2
+ 1)

d
2
+1

(

d
2

(d
2
+ 1)2 log(d

2
+ 1)

)
d
2

=
e(1− e−1)

d
2
+1(d

2
)d

(d
2
+ 1)3

d
2
+1
(

log(d
2
+ 1)

)
d
2

.

Finally, note that
(

d
2

d
2
+1

)
d
2

> e−1. Thus we get

c(G) ≥ cd(L0, v) ≥
e−1(1− e−1)

d
2
+1

(d
2
+ 1)

d
2
+1(log(d

2
+ 1))

d
2

.

3. An upper bound for the Duistermaat-Heckman function

Recall ([GLS]) that the support Πλ ⊂ h∗R of the Duistermaat-Heckman function DHλ(p)
(the Duistermaat-Heckman polytope) is the convex hull of the orbit Wλ, i.e., the set
of p ∈ h∗R with (λ − wp, ω∨

j ) ≥ 0 for all w ∈ W and all j, where ω∨
j are the fundamental

coweights of G. Let |λ| = 1 and denote by R(λ) the largest number R such that |p| ≤ R
implies that p ∈ Πλ (clearly, R(λ) > 0). It is clear that R(λ) is continuous in λ, so it attains
its minimal value RG > 0.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose |p| ≤ RG|q|. Then DHλ(p) ≥ DHλ(q). Thus for any t > 0,
sup|q|=tDHλ(q) ≤ inf |p|≤RGtDHλ(p).

Proof. Recall that logDHλ is concave ([O]). Since p lies in the convex hull of Wq and DHλ

is W -invariant, we have DHλ(p) ≥ DHλ(q). �

Lemma 3.2. (i) We have
∫

h∗
R

DHλ(p)|p|2dp =
r

d
=

1

h + 1
,

where h is the Coxeter number of G.
(ii) For 0 < L < 1

h+1
∫

|p|2≥L

DHλ(p)dp ≥ 1

h + 1
− L.
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(iii) For 0 < T < 1,
∫

|p|2≤ 1
(h+1)T

DHλ(p)dp ≥ 1− T.

Proof. (i) It follows from (2.1) by passing to the limit that for every x ∈ hR we have
∫

h∗
R

DHλ(p)(p, x)
2dp =

|x|2
d

.

Applying this to an orthonormal basis of hR and taking the sum, we get (i).
(ii) Since DHλ is a probability measure, we have

∫

|p|2≤L

DHλ(p)|p|2dp ≤ L.

Thus, subtracting this inequality from (i), we get

(3.1)

∫

|p|2≥L

DHλ(p)|p|2dp ≥ 1

h + 1
− L.

In particular, since for p ∈ Πλ we have |p| ≤ 1, we obtain (ii).
(iii) By (i)

1

h + 1
≥
∫

|p|2≥ 1
(h+1)T

DHλ(p)|p|2dp ≥ 1

(h + 1)T

∫

|p|2≥ 1
(h+1)T

DHλ(p)dp,

so
∫

|p|2≥ 1
(h+1)T

DHλ(p)dp ≤ T,

which implies the statement. �

Corollary 3.3. (i) For 0 < L < 1
h+1

we have

sup
p:|p|2=L

DHλ(p) ≥
Γ( r

2
)

2π
r
2

(

1

h + 1
− L

)

.

(ii) For 0 < L < 1
h+1

we have

A(L) := inf
p:|p|2=R2

G
L
DHλ(p) ≥

Γ( r
2
)

2π
r
2

(

1

h + 1
− L

)

.

Proof. (i) This follows from the fact that for any p 6= 0, the function t 7→ DHλ(tp) is
decreasing on [0,∞) (as follows, e.g., from its log-concavity) and Lemma 3.2(ii).

(ii) This follows from (i) and Lemma 3.1. �

For z > 0, let b0(z) be the minimum point for the function fz(b) := ( e
z

b
)

1
1−b . Thus b0(z)

is the inverse function to the strictly decreasing function b 7→ b−1 + log b− 1 mapping (0, 1)
onto (0,∞). It is easy to see that b0(z) ∼ 1

z
as z → ∞, and b0(z) <

1
z+1

. The minimal value

min fz of fz(b) then equals ( ez

b0(z)
)

1
1−b0(z) , hence we have

min fz ∼ (zez)1+
1
z ∼ zez+1, z → ∞.

Let MG :=
√
h+1
RG

. Let DG := minb∈(0,1)(
MG

b
)

1
1−b = min flogMG

; so when MG is large, we have
DG ∼ eMG logMG.
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Example 3.4. Let G = SLn. In this case it is not hard to check that RG = 1
n−1

(the ratio

of the radii of the inscribed and circumscribed spheres for a regular simplex in Rn−1). Also
we have h = n, so MG = (n− 1)

√
n+ 1.

We would like to provide uniform in λ upper and lower bounds for

B = B(λ) :=
π

r
2

Γ( r
2
+ 1)

DHλ(0).

Note that since DHλ is a probability measure supported in the unit ball, we have B ≥ 1.
However, the theorem below shows that in fact B has to be much bigger.

Theorem 3.5. For all λ we have

e−1 (h + 1)
r
2

r
2
+ 1

≤ B(λ) ≤ EG,

where

EG := 105r
1

logMGDr
G.

Proof. First we establish the lower bound. By Lemma 3.2(iii),

B ≥ (h + 1)
r
2T

r
2 (1− T ).

This bound is optimized when T =
r
2

r
2
+1

and gives

B ≥ (h + 1)
r
2

( r
2

r
2
+ 1

)
r
2 1

r
2
+ 1

≥ e−1 (h + 1)
r
2

r
2
+ 1

,

as claimed.
Now we prove the upper bound. Let A := A(0) = DHλ(0). Since DHλ is log-concave, for

each p ∈ h∗R and 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, we have

DHλ(tp) ≥ A1−tDHλ(p)
t.

It follows that for |p|2 = R2
GL, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1

DHλ(tp) ≥ A1−tA(L)t.

Thus

1 ≥
∫

|p|≤R2
G
L

DHλ(p)dp ≥ A
2(πR2

GL)
r
2

Γ( r
2
)

∫ 1

0

tr−1( A
A(L)

)−tdt.

So replacing the interval of integration by [a, b] with 0 < a ≤ b < 1 and estimating the
factors of the integrand by boundary values, we get

A1−bA(L)b
2(πR2

GL)
r
2ar−1

Γ( r
2
)

(b− a) ≤ 1.

Thus using Corollary 3.3(ii), we get
(

rB

2

)1−b(
1

h + 1
− L

)b

(R2
GL)

r
2ar−1(b− a) ≤ 1.
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This bound is optimized for fixed b, L when a = r−1
r
b, where the function ar−1(b− a) attains

its maximum value ( r−1
r
)r−1 br

r
, so using that ( r−1

r
)r−1 ≥ e−1, we get

(

rB

2

)1−b(
1

h + 1
− L

)b

(R2
GL)

r
2
br

er
≤ 1.

This bound is optimized in L for each b when L = 1
h+1

r
2b+r

. Thus, using that b ≤ 1 and

(1 + 2
r
)
r
2 ≤ e, we get

(

rB

2

)1−b(
b

(b+ r
2
)(h + 1)

)b(
b

MG

)r
1

e2r
≤ 1.

Since bb ≥ e−
1
e , we obtain

(

rB

2

)1−b

((b+ r
2
)(h + 1))−b

(

b

MG

)r
1

e2+
1
e r

≤ 1.

It follows using r + 1 ≤ h and b ≤ 1 that

rB

2
≤ (h + 1)

2b
1−b

(

MG

b

)
r

1−b

(e2+
1
e r)

1
1−b .

Let b0 := b0(logMG). Then

b0 <
1

1 + logMG

≤ 1

1 + log
√
h + 1

≤ 1

1 + log
√
3
.

So b0
1−b0

< 1
logMG

< 1
log

√
h+1

and 1
1−b0

≤ 1+ 1
logMG

< 2.83. Thus we have that (h+ 1)
2b0
1−b0 < e4.

We then get, substituting b = b0 and using that 2e4+2.83(2+ 1
e
) < 105, that

B ≤ 105r
1

logMGDr
G,

which completes the proof. �

Example 3.6. According to Theorem 3.5 and Example 3.4, for G = SLn we have

2e−1(n+ 1)
n−3
2 ≤ π

n−1
2

Γ(n+1
2
)
DHλ(0) ≤ O(n( 3

2
+ε)n)

for all ε > 0.

Remark 3.7. For µ ∈ P+ let ω(µ) be the minuscule weight such that µ − ω(µ) belongs to
the root lattice Q of G. Recall [He] that

lim
N→∞

N r dimL[Nλ][ω([Nλ])]

dimL[Nλ]

= DHλ(0).

Thus the bounds of Theorem 3.5 provide estimates of maximal weight multiplicities of Lλ

for large λ ∈ P+ ∩Q.
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4. An upper bound for the asymptotic character

4.1. An upper bound for the Fourier transform for a piecewise polynomial func-

tion.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant CN > 0 such that for any polynomial Q ∈ C[x] of
degree < N and a finite interval I ⊂ R we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

I

Q(p)eipxdp

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CN

|x| max
I

|Q|.

Proof. By shifting and rescaling we may assume without loss of generality that I = [0, 1].
Let

Fn(x) :=

∫ 1

0

pneipxdp =
1

xn+1

∫ x

0

pneipdp.

It is easy to see that
∫ x

0
pneipdp = Pn(x)e

ix − Pn(0) where Pn is a polynomial of degree n,
and

Fn(x) =
Pn(x)e

ix − Pn(0)

xn+1
.

Since Fn is regular at x = 0, Pn(x)e
ix = Pn(0) +O(xn+1), x → 0. Hence Pn is a multiple of

the n-th Taylor polynomial

Tn(x) =
n
∑

j=0

(−ix)j

j!

of the function e−ix at x = 0. Finally, since Fn(0) =
1

n+1
, we get Pn = i−n−1n!Tn, i.e.,

Fn(x) = n!
Tn(x)− e−ix

(−ix)n+1
eix.

So setting

Mn := sup
x∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

n!(Tn(x)− e−ix)

xn

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

we obtain

|Fn(x)| ≤
Mn

|x| , x ∈ R.

Now if Q(p) =
∑N

n=0 anp
n then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

Q(p)eipxdp

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

N−1
∑

n=0

anp
neipxdp

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
N−1
∑

n=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

anp
neipxdp

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑N−1

n=0 Mn|an|
|x| .

Clearly, there exists CN such that

N−1
∑

n=0

Mn|an| ≤ CN max
I

|Q|

(as both sides define norms on the N -dimensional space of polynomials in degree < N). This
proves the lemma. �

Lemma 4.1 immediately implies
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Corollary 4.2. Suppose F : I → C is a piecewise polynomial function of degree < N on a
finite interval I ⊂ R, with m polynomiality intervals. Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

I

F (p)eipxdp

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CNm

|x| sup |F |.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We have
∫

h∗
R

DHλ(p)e
ipxdp =

∫

R

Fx(u)e
iu|x|du,

where

Fx(u) :=

∫

p: px=u|x|
DHλ(p)dp.

It is clear that Fx is piecewise polynomial of degree < |R+| and it has ≤ |W |−1 polynomiality
intervals on its support. Also since the support of DHλ is contained in the unit ball, by
Theorem 3.5 we have

sup |Fx| ≤
Γ( r

2
+ 1)√

πΓ( r+1
2
)
EG.

Therefore Theorem 1.2 follows from Corollary 4.2 with

C(G) =
Γ( r

2
+ 1)√

πΓ( r+1
2
)
C|R+|EG(|W | − 1).

4.3. The true rate of decay of the asymptotic character. For any G define

γ(G) := inf{γ : |X(λ, x)| = O(|λ|−γ|x|−γ).

This number characterizes the actual (slowest) rate of decay of the asymptotic character
at infinity. Theorem 1.2 shows that γ(G) ≥ 1. This bound is sharp for G = SLn: when
λ = ω1, x = tω1 then it is easy to compute that

X(λ, x) = (n− 1)e−
it
n

∫ 1

0

pn−2eiptdp = (n− 1)!
Tn−2(t)− e−it

(−it)n−1
ei

n−1
n

t,

which decays as t−1 at infinity (as deg Tn−2 = n−2), hence γ(SLn) = 1. On the other hand,
for other groups this bound is not sharp. For example, it is not difficult to check using (1.1)
that for G = Sp4 one has |X(λ, x)| = O(|λ|−2|x|−2), while for λ = ω1 (highest weight of the
vector representation) and x = tω1 we have

X(λ, x) = 6
t− sin t

t3
,

so γ(Sp4) = 2. More generally, a similar computation shows that for the Coxeter general-
ization γ(I2m) = m− 2, in particular γ(G2) = 4.

In general, since DHλ is piecewise polynomial, γ(G) is an integer. Moreover, we expect
that one can use the theory of [GLS] to show that γ(G) is the minimum over λ 6= 0, x 6= 0
of the number of positive roots α such that (α, x) 6= 0, (α, λ) 6= 0, which we denote by µ(G).
It is clear that µ(G) is the minimum, over 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r and weights µ ∈ Wωi, ν ∈ Wωj,
of the number of positive roots α such that (α, µ) 6= 0, (α, ν) 6= 0. In other words, µ(G) is
the smallest size of a subset of positive roots of G such that the rest of positive roots are
contained in the union of two hyperplanes.

It is easy to show that µ(An) = 1 (see below), but for other cases µ(G) > 1, as shown by
the following proposition.
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Proposition 4.3. ([SG]) One has µ(An−1) = 1, µ(Bn) = µ(Cn) = µ(Dn) = 2, µ(I2m) =
m− 2, µ(H3) = 6, µ(H4) = 32, µ(F4) = 8, µ(E6) = 6, µ(E7) = 11, µ(E8) = 24.

Proof. First of all, the root system An−1 cannot be covered by two hyperplanes. This is easy
to prove by induction in n. Indeed, if it is covered by E1, E2 then by the induction assumption
the two standard An−2 subsystems should be entirely contained in E1 and E2, hence span
them. But then e1− en is not contained in either of these hyperplanes, a contradiction. This
implies that µ(An−1) = 1, since these hyperplanes (defined by x1 = 0 and xn = 0) contain
all positive roots but e1 − en.

Similarly, µ(Dn), µ(Bn), µ(Cn) ≤ 2 since these hyperplanes contain all positive roots of
these systems but e1 − en and e1 + en. On the other hand, it is easy to check directly
that µ(D4) = 2. So if we have two hyperplanes E1 and E2 and α is a positive root of
Dn not contained in E1 ∪ E2 (which exists by the An−1 case), then fixing a D4 subsystem
containing α and letting H be the span of this subsystem, we get that (H ∩E1) ∪ (H ∩E2)
misses at least two roots α, β, which are therefore missed by E1 ∪ E2. This shows that
µ(Dn) = µ(Bn) = µ(Cn) = 2.

Also, as shown above, µ(I2m) = m − 2. The H3 case can be checked by looking at the
regular dodecahedron. Finally, the cases H4, F4, E6, E7, E8 have been checked by Antoine de
Saint Germain using the programs SageMath and GAP (in principle, this can also be done
by hand, but is tedious). �

Finally, note that the invariant γ(G) also controls the smoothness degree of the multivari-
ate spline function DHλ. Namely, for all λ ∈ h∗R, DHλ admits γ(G)−1 piecewise polynomial
derivatives (as a distribution). In particular, if γ(G) ≥ 2 then DHλ belongs to Cγ(G)−2(hR).

5. Proof of Corollary 1.4

As pointed out in [GGR], we have

χλ(e
ix)

χλ(1)
=

X(λ+ ρ, x)

X(ρ, x)
.

By Corollary 1.3, there exists x0 ∈ hR with |x0| ≤ C(G)
c(G)|λ+ρ| such that

ReX(λ+ ρ, x0) = −c(G, λ) ≤ −c(G).

By Corollary 2.2, if |λ+ ρ| < C(G)|ρ|
c(G)

√
2d

then 0 < X(ρ, x0) < 1. It follows that in this case

Re
χλ(e

x)

χλ(1)
≤ −c(G),

as desired.

Remark 5.1. Note that for the proof of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.4 we only need the
existence of the bound EG in Theorem 3.5 (rather than an explicit formula for it), which is
immediate since DHλ(0) is continuous in λ. Thus Theorem 3.5 is not really needed for the
proofs of these statements.
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6. An upper bound for c(SLn)

Proposition 6.1. We have c(SLn) ≤ ( 4
π2 )

n−2.

Proof. We will show that cρ(SLn) ≤ ( 4
π2 )

n−2, which is sufficient. Recall that

X(ρ, x) =
∏

α∈R+

sin(α, x)

(α, x)
=
∏

i<j

sin(xi − xj)

xi − xj
.

Our job is to show that if this product is negative, then it must be ≥ −( 4
π2 )

n−2. To this
end, assume that x1 ≥ ... ≥ xn and X(ρ, x) < 0. Then at least one of the factors must be
negative, so we must have L := x1 − xn ≥ π. Also, we have

|X(ρ, x)| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∏

j=2

sin(x1 − xj) sin(xj − xn)

(x1 − xj)(xj − xn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Let
K := sup

a+b≥π,a,b≥0
| sin(a) sin(b)

ab
|.

It follows that |X(ρ, x)| ≤ Kn−2, and thus it remains to show that K ≤ 4
π2 . Note that

| sin(a) sin(b)
ab

| ≤ | sin(a)
a

| ≤ 1
|a| ,

and thus we may restrict the supremum to a, b ∈ [0, 4
π2 ], or for simplicity to a, b ∈ [0, π].

Note that
d

da

sin a

a
=

a cos a− sin a

a2
=

(a− tan a) cos a

a2

is negative on (0, π). Thus sin a
a

is decreasing on [0, π]. So

K = sup
a∈[0,π]

sup
a≤L≤π

| sin(a) sin(L−a)
a(L−a)

| = sup
a∈[0,π]

sin a sin(π − a)

a(π − a)
= sup

a∈[0,π]

sin2 a

a(π − a)
.

The function g(a) := sin2 a
a(π−a)

satisfies g(a) = g(π − a) and is log-concave on (0, π) since

d2

da2
log g(a) = − 2

sin2 a
+

1

a2
+

1

(π − a)2
< 0.

Thus it must attain its maximum at a = π
2
, so K = g(π

2
) = 4

π2 , as desired. �

7. Appendix: Mittag-Leffler type sums associated with root systems

7.1. The main theorem. We keep the notation of the body of the paper, and let P, P ∨

and Q,Q∨ denote the (co)weight and (co)root lattices of G. Let k be a positive integer.
Consider the function on hR given by

f(x) := X(ρ, πx) =
∏

α∈R+

sin π(α, x)

π(α, x)
.

Let Z ⊂ G be the center and ξ : Z → C∗ a character. Since Z = P ∨/Q∨, we may view ξ
as a character of P ∨ which is trivial on Q∨. Define the function

Fk,ξ(x) :=
∑

a∈P∨

ξ(a)fk(x+ a).
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(If G = SL2 and k = 1 then the sum is not absolutely convergent, and should be understood
in the sense of principal value). Thus, the meromorphic function

Mk,ξ(x) :=
Fk,ξ(x)

∏

α∈R+
π−k sink π(α, x)

has a Mittag-Leffler type decomposition

Mk,ξ(x) =
∑

a∈P∨

(−1)k(2ρ,a)ξ(a)
∏

α∈R+
(α, x)k

.

For example, for G = SL2, we have

F1,1(x) = 1, F1,−1(x) = cos πx,

which gives the classical Mittag-Leffler decompositions

π cot πx =
∑

n∈Z

1

x+ n
,

π

sin πx
=
∑

n∈Z

(−1)n

x+ n
.

The goal of this note is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. The function Fk,ξ is a W -invariant trigonometric polynomial on the maximal
torus T := h/Q∨ of G, which is a nonnegative rational linear combination of irreducible
characters of G.

For G = SLn and ξ being a character of order 2, this theorem was conjectured by R.
Coquereaux and J.-B. Zuber ([CZ], Conjecture 1 in Subsection 2.2).

7.2. Proof of the main theorem.

7.2.1. Contraction of representations. We start with the following general fact.

Proposition 7.2. ([Li1], Proposition 3) Let (V, ρV ) be a rational representation of G, and
N a positive integer. Let VN be the direct sum of all the weight subspaces of V of weights
divisible by N . Then the action of T on VN given by t ◦ v := ρV (t

1
N )v extends to an action

of G.2 In other words,

χV,N :=
∑

λ∈P
dimV [Nλ]eλ

is a nonnegative linear combination of irreducible characters of G. Namely, the multiplicity
of χλ in χV,N equals the multiplicity of LNλ+(N−1)ρ in V ⊗ L(N−1)ρ.

Proof. Littelmann proves this proposition via his path model as an illustration of its use,
but we give a more classical proof using the Weyl character formula. We have to show that
the integral

I :=

∫

hR/Q∨

∑

λ∈P
dimV [Nλ]e−2πiλ(x)χλ(e

2πix)|∆(x)|2dx

is nonnegative, where ∆(x) is the Weyl denominator, since the multiplicity in question is
I/|W |.

2Note that ρV (t
1

N )v is independent on the choice of the N -th root t
1

N .
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Denoting the character of V by χV , we have

I =

∫

hR/Q∨

∫

hR/Q∨

∑

λ∈P
χV (e2πiy)e

2πiN(λ,y)e−2πi(λ,x)χλ(e
2πix)|∆(x)|2dydx =

∫

hR/Q∨

∫

hR/Q∨

χV (e2πiy)δ(x−Ny)χλ(e
2πix)|∆(x)|2dydx =

∫

hR/Q∨

χV (e2πiy)χλ(e
2πiNy)|∆(Ny)|2dy.

Using the Weyl character formula, we then have

I =

∫

hR/Q∨

χV (e2πiy)

(

∑

w∈W
(−1)we2πi(w(λ+ρ),Ny)

)

∆(Ny)dy =

∫

hR/Q∨

χV (e2πiy)

∑

w∈W (−1)we2πi(w(λ+ρ),Ny)

∆(y)

∆(Ny)

∆(y)
|∆(y)|2dy =

∫

hR/Q∨

χV (e2πiy)χNλ+(N−1)ρ(e
2πiy)

∆(Ny)

∆(y)
|∆(y)|2dy.

Now recall that ∆(Ny)
∆(y)

= χ(N−1)ρ(e
2πiy). Thus we get

I =

∫

hR/Q∨

χV (e2πiy)χ(N−1)ρ(e2πiy)χNλ+(N−1)ρ(e
2πiy)|∆(y)|2dy,

i.e., I/|W | is the multiplicity of LNλ+(N−1)ρ in V ⊗ L(N−1)ρ, as desired. �

Remark 7.3. 1. If N is odd (and coprime to 3 for G of type G2), then Proposition 7.2
has a nice representation-theoretic interpretation. Namely, if q is a root of unity of order N
and Gq the corresponding Lusztig quantum group, then there is an exact contraction functor
F : RepGq → RepG which at the level of P -graded vector spaces transforms V into VN with
weights divided by N (see [GK] and references therein). Proposition 7.2 is then obtained by
applying the functor F to a Weyl module.

2. Suppose that G is not simply laced. Normalize the inner product on h∗ so that long
roots have squared length 2. This inner product identifies h with h∗ so that α∨

i map to
2αi/(αi, αi). Note that 2/(αi, αi) is an integer, so under this identification Q∨ ⊂ Q, hence
P ∨ ⊂ P . Let V ′

N ⊂ VN be the span of the weight subspaces of V of weights belonging to
NP ∨ with weights divided by N . Then, analogously to Proposition 7.2, V ′

N extends to a
representation of the Langlands dual Lie algebra gL, with a similar descrition of multiplicities
([Li1], Proposition 4). Note that this statement is nontrivial even if gL ∼= g, since the arrow
on the Dynkin diagram is reversed. This also has a representation-theoretic interpretation
similar to (1), see [Li1], Section 3, [GK].

3. As explained in [Li1], Proposition 7.2 generalizes to symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebras
(both our proof and that of [Li1] can be straightforwardly extended to this case). So does
the non-simply laced version of Proposition 7.2 given in (2) and the above representation-
theoretic interpretations, see [Li2].
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7.2.2. Proof of Theorem 7.1. For simplicity assume that λ is regular and G 6= SL2. Then
DHλ is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure (i.e., the density function
DHλ(p) is continuous), and it is known ([GLS, He]) that if µN ∈ P, λN ∈ P+ are sequences
such that µN

N
→ µ, λN

N
→ λ as N → ∞ and λN − µN ∈ Q then

(7.1) lim
N→∞

N rdimLλN
[µN ]

dimLλN

= DHλ(µ).

Proposition 7.4. Let λ1, ..., λk ∈ h∗R be regular dominant weights. Then the trigonometric
polynomial

∑

µ∈P
(DHλ1 ∗ ... ∗DHλk

)(µ)eµ

(where ∗ denotes convolution of measures) is a linear combination of irreducible characters
of G with nonnegative real coefficients.

Proof. First assume that λi are rational, and let D be their common denominator. Then,
taking the limit as N → ∞ in Proposition 7.2 with V = LNλ1 ⊗ ...⊗ LNλk

and N divisible
by D, we obtain the desired statement. Now the general case follows from the facts that
rational weights are dense in hR and DHλ(µ) is continuous in λ. �

Since the asymptotic character is the Fourier transform of the Duistermaat-Heckman mea-
sure, Theorem 7.1 follows from Proposition 7.4 by taking λ1, ..., λk = ρ. The rationality of
the coefficients follows from the rationality of the values of the convolution power (DHρ)

∗k

at rational points.

7.2.3. The characters occuring in Fk,ξ. Let us now discuss which irreducible characters can
occur in the decomposition of Fk,ξ. Let us view ξ as an element of P/Q. Clearly, if χλ occurs
in Fk,ξ then the central character of the representation Lλ must be ξ = kρ − λ mod Q. If
so, then, as shown above, the multiplicity of χλ in Fk,ξ is (DHρ)

∗k(λ). Since this density is
continuous and supported on Πkρ, we see that if χλ occurs then λ has to be strictly in the
interior of Πkρ.

Let mi(ξ) be the smallest strictly positive number such that mi(ξ) = (ξ, ω∨
i ) in R/Z, and

let βξ :=
∑

i mi(ξ)αi ∈ P . Then we get

Proposition 7.5. The character χλ occurs in Fk,ξ if and only if ξ = kρ − λ mod Q and
(λ, ω∨

i ) < k(ρ, ω∨
i ) for all i. Moreover, in presence of the first condition, the second condition

is equivalent to the inequality λ ≤ kρ− βξ.

We also have

Proposition 7.6. The weight ρ− βξ (and hence kρ− βξ for all k ≥ 1) is dominant.

Proof. We need to show that for all i we have (ρ − βξ, α
∨
i ) ≥ 0. Since ρ − βξ is in-

tegral, it suffices to show that (ρ − βξ, α
∨
i ) > −1, i.e., (βξ, α

∨
i ) < 2. But (βξ, α

∨
i ) =

2mi +
∑

j 6=imj(αj, α
∨
i ) < 2, since 0 < mj ≤ 1 and (αj , α

∨
i ) ≤ 0 for all j 6= i and is

strictly negative for some j. �

Corollary 7.7. We have

Fk,ξ =
∑

µ≤kρ−βξ

Ck,ξ(µ)χµ,

where Ck,ξ(µ) ∈ Q>0. In particular, the leading term is a multiple of χkρ−βξ
.
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