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ABSTRACT. We give a geometric account of Harish-Chandra’s principle that a
tempered irreducible representation of a real reductive group is either square-
integrable modulo center, or embeddable in a representation that is paraboli-
cally induced from such a representation. Our approach uses the Satake com-
pactification, an associated groupoid that was constructed in the first paper
of this series, and its C∗-algebra.

1. INTRODUCTION

A basic organizing principle in the tempered representation theory of real
reductive groups, discovered by Harish-Chandra, is that a tempered irreducible
representation of a real reductive group is either square-integrable modulo cen-
ter, or embeddable in a representation that is parabolically induced from a repre-
sentation that is square-integrable modulo center. This is one of the two founda-
tional principles underpinning Harish-Chandra’s Plancherel formula, the other
being that a reductive group possesses irreducible square-integrable representa-
tions precisely when it possesses a compact Cartan subgroup.

The discrete series representations have been analyzed in detail from a geo-
metric point of view—more precisely from an index-theoretic point of view—
starting with the work of Parthasarathy [Par72] and Atiyah and Schmid [AS77],
and culminating in the work of Lafforgue [Laf02]. Harish-Chandra’s first princi-
ple has received less attention.

We shall use a C∗-algebra constructed from the Satake compactification
[Sat60, BJ06] to give a conceptual, noncommutative-geometric proof of Harish-
Chandra’s first principle. Our main results are stated precisely in Section 6.1.
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C∗-algebras play two roles in our argument. First, Harish-Chandra’s tem-
pered irreducible unitary representations correspond precisely to those irred-
ucible unitary representations of G that integrate to irreducible representations
of the reduced group C∗-algebra C∗r (G), and every irreducible representation of
C∗r (G) is so-obtained [CHH88]. Second, C∗-algebra theory provides a simple
tool to separate the space of all these irreducible representations into two parts:
indeed if A is any C∗-algebra, and if J is any ideal in A, then there is a partition
the spectrum Â (the set of irreducible representations, up to equivalence) into
those representations that vanish on all elements of J, and those that don’t, and
this partition takes the simple form

Â = Â/J ⊔ Ĵ;
see for instance [Dix77, Sec. 3.2].

In broad terms, glossing over some details for now, our argument will be
as follows. We shall introduce in Section 2 an ideal I in A=C∗r (G) for which

Î = {discrete series representations of G}.
This is a very general construction that may be applied to any unimodular locally
compact group. Then, in Section 3, we shall define a second ideal J◁A such that

Â/J = { tempered irreducible representations of G that
embed in a principal series representation } .

The definition will be specific to real reductive groups, of course, but it will
be otherwise very elementary, using only the definition of parabolic induction,
as viewed from the perspective of C∗-algebra theory [Cla13, CCH16]. Harish-
Chandra’s principle amounts to the assertion that I = J.

In Section 6 we shall prove that the ideals I and J coincide using the Satake
compactification X of the symmetric space associated to G, and a groupoid GX

that we constructed and studied in [BHY25], following ideas of Omar Mohsen
[Moh22]. The reduced C∗-algebra of the groupoid, C∗r (GX ) fits into an exact
sequence

0Ð→ C∗r (Gint X ) Ð→ C∗r (GX ) Ð→ C∗(G∂X ) Ð→ 0
according to the decomposition of X into its interior and boundary. We shall
prove that I=J by relating I to the image of the inclusion morphism in the exact
sequence, and J to the kernel of the quotient morphism; obviously the two ideals
in the groupoid C∗-algebra are the same. Crucial to the argument is a C∗-algebra
morphism

C∗r (G) Ð→ C∗r (GX )
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that was introduced by Mohsen in [Moh22] and that is studied here first in Sec-
tion 4, and then in a slightly generalized form in Section 5.

It is a pleasure to thank Alain Connes and Omar Mohsen for illuminating
conversations that directly inspired our work.

2. THE TOPOLOGICAL DISCRETE SERIES

In this section we shall investigate what might be called the topological
discrete series of a locally compact and unimodular group; these are the irre-
ducible unitary representations that are isolated in the reduced unitary dual of
the group. Our treatment of the topic is influenced by the approach of Bernstein
[Ber92] to the smooth representation theory of p-adic groups.

For real reductive groups with compact center, the topological discrete se-
ries representations turn out to be the precisely Harish-Chandra’s discrete series
(they are in any case obviously included in the discrete series). But for our ap-
proach to the Harish-Chandra principle is is more appropriate to use the topo-
logical discrete series from the outset.

2.1. The compact ideal in the reduced group C*-algebra. Throughout Section 2
we shall denote by G a unimodular, locally compact and Hausdorff topological
group.

The following two definitions are appropriate only for groups with com-
pact center (see Remark 2.1.8), but they can nevertheless be given for any G.

2.1.1. Definition. An irreducible unitary representation π of G is a topological
discrete series representation if the singleton set {π} is an open and closed subset
of the reduced unitary dual of G — which is by definition the spectrum of the
reduced group C∗-algebra C∗r (G).

For the rest of this section, fix a compact subgroup K ⊆ G. The definition
below depends on the choice of K, or rather on the conjugacy class of K. But we
shall avoid inserting K into the terminology because when we turn to reductive
groups it will be natural to pick a maximal compact subgroup, obviating the
need to mention K explicitly.

Let V be (the underlying finite-dimensional Hilbert space of) a finite-dim-
ensional unitary representation of K. We shall be interested in the Hilbert space

(2.1.2) L2(G/K;V) = [L2(G) ⊗ V]K,

where the fixed-point space is defined using the right-translation action of K on
G, and of course the given action of K on V . More geometrically, this is the space
of L2-sections of the vector bundle over G/K that is induced from V . The group
G acts on L2(G/K;V) via the left-translation action of G on itself.
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2.1.3. Definition. The compact ideal C∗cpt(G) ◁C∗r (G) is

{ f ∈ C∗r (G) ∶
f acts as a compact operator on L2(G/K;V), for every

finite-dimensional unitary representation V of K
}

Our goal is to determine the relationship between the topological discrete
series and the compact ideal. For this we need one more definition.

2.1.4. Definition. Let G be a locally compact group and let K be a compact sub-
group of G. A unitary representation π of G is K-admissible if the restriction of π
to K includes each irreducible representation of Kwith at most finite multiplicity.

Recall now that if I is any closed, two-sided ideal in a C∗-algebra A, then
every irreducible representation of I extends in a unique way to an irreducible
representation of A, and in this way the spectrum of I is identified with an open
subset of the spectrum of A, namely the open set of those irreducible represen-
tations of A that are non-zero on I. With this, the main result of Section 2 is as
follows:

2.1.5. Theorem. Fix G and K as above. The spectrum of the ideal C∗cpt(G) consists of
all (equivalence classes of ) irreducible unitary representations of G such that

(i) π is a topological discrete series representation, and
(ii) π is K-admissible.

To begin we shall show that every K-admissible topological discrete se-
ries representation belongs to the spectrum of the compact ideal (the converse
requires a bit more work).

For computations, it will be convenient to recast Definition 2.1.3 as follows.
Corresponding to each irreducible unitary representation V of K there is a central
projection p ∈ C∗(K), which acts as the projection onto the V-isotypical subspace
in any unitary representation of K, and every central projection in C∗(K) is an
orthogonal sum of such. Since, when V is irreducible,

L2(G)⋅p ≅ [L2(G) ⊗ V∗]K ⊗ V = L2(G/K;V∗) ⊗ V,

where here we are using the right action of C∗(K) on L2(G), the compact ideal
can be described as the ideal of those elements in C∗r (G) that act as compact
operators on L2(G)⋅p, for every central projection p ∈ C∗(K).

2.1.6. Lemma. If an irreducible unitary representation π is a K-admissible topological
discrete series representation, then π is square-integrable.
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Proof. The union of all subalgebras p⋅C∗r (G)⋅p ⊆ C∗r (G), as p ranges over the
central projections inC∗(K), acting as multipliers ofC∗r (G), is a dense subalgebra
of C∗r (G). Under the assumption of K-admissibility, each π(p⋅C∗r (G)⋅p) is a C∗-
algebra of finite-rank operators on Hπ. Therefore, assuming that π is irreducible,

π(C∗r (G)) = K(Hπ),

the C∗-algebra of compact operators on Hπ.
Now if A is any C∗-algebra, and if π is an irreducible representation of A

such that {π} is an open and closed subset of Â, then A decomposes as a direct
sum of closed, two-sided ideals A = I(π) ⊕ ker(π), where

(2.1.7) I(π) = {a ∈ A ∶ a ⋅ ker(π) = ker(π) ⋅ a = 0},

and obviously the restriction of π to I(π) is an isomorphism onto π(A). Thus

A = I(π) ⊕ ker(π) ≅ π(A) ⊕ ker(π).

In the present case, because of the direct sum decomposition above, the closed
subspace

I(π) ⋅ L2(G) ⊆ L2(G)

is both a subrepresentation of the regular representation of G and a represen-
tation of I(π) ≅ K(Hπ). As a representation of the compact operators, it is a
direct sum of irreducible subrepresentations. Each subrepresentation is also a
representation of G, equivalent to π, since the action of G factors through the
projectionC∗r (G) → I(π). So π is embeddable into L2(G), and is therefore square-
integrable; see for instance [Dix77, Lem. 14.1.2]. □

2.1.8. Remark. If G fails to have compact center, then it has no square-integrable
irreducible unitary representations, and therefore no K-admissible discrete series
representations. In addition, if G fails to have compact center, then C∗cpt(G)=0.
Indeed, ifG fails to have compact center, then the representation of the center on
[L(G)⊗V]K has no finite-dimensional subrepresentations, whereas each nonzero
self-adjoint element of C∗cpt(G) would have a finite-dimensional eigenspace on
some [L(G)⊗V]K that would be such a finite-dimensional subrepresentation. So
in the noncompact center case, Theorem 2.1.5 is correct but vacuous.

2.1.9. Lemma. Every K-admissible topological discrete series representation is included
in the spectrum of the compact ideal.
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Proof. Let π be a K-admissible topological discrete series representation of G. By
Lemma 2.1.6 it is square-integrable, and therefore every subrepresentation of
L2(G) that is equivalent to π has the form

(2.1.10) Hw = {φw,v ∈ L2(G) ∶ v ∈ Hπ }

for some nonzero w ∈ Hπ, where φw,v is the square-integrable matrix coefficient
function

(2.1.11) φw,v(g) = ⟨w,π(g)−1v⟩Hπ .

It follows from the admissibility of π that for every finite-dimensional unitary
representation V of K the space

I(π) ⋅ L2(G/K;V) = [I(π) ⋅ L2(G) ⊗ V]K,

with I(π) the annihilator ideal in (2.1.7), is a finite-direct sum of copies of π, and
that therefore I(π) acts compactly on it. Therefore I(π) ⊆ C∗cpt(G). □

2.2. A spectral radius-type formula. In order to complete the proof of Theo-
rem 2.1.5 we need the following simple but remarkable formula due to Cowling,
Haagerup and Howe.

2.2.1. Theorem ([CHH88, Remark (d), p.103]). Let G be any locally compact Haus-
dorff topological group. If f ∈ Cc(G) then

∥f∥C∗r(G) = lim
n→∞
∥(f∗f)n∥1/2n

L2(G)
,

where the multiplication in Cc(G) is the convolution product, defined using a choice of
Haar measure (we use the same choice for both sides of the formula), and the adjoint is
the convolution adjoint.

2.2.2. Lemma. Let p ∈ C∗(K) be a central projection. The idealC∗r (G)pC∗r (G)◁C∗r (G)
acts isometrically on L2(G)⋅p.

Proof of Lemma 2.2.2. Let us write λ ∶ C∗r (G) → B(L2(G)⋅p) for the left regular
representation of C∗r (G) on L2(G)⋅p. It suffices to show that

(2.2.3) ∥λ(a)∥B(L2(G)⋅p) ≥ ∥a∥C∗r(G)
for a ∈ C∗r (G)pC∗r (G), since the reverse inequality is automatic. Moreover, it
suffices to prove this for a dense subset of elements, so let us consider elements
of the form

a =
m

∑
j=1

xjpyj ∈ C∗r (G)⋅p⋅C∗r (G),



LIE GROUPOIDS AND THE TEMPERED DUAL II 7

with xj, yj ∈ Cc(G). If we denote by ρ the right action of C∗r (G) on L2(G), then

∥(a∗a)n∥L2(G) ≤
m

∑
j=1

∥(a∗a)n−1a∗xjpyj∥L2(G)

≤
m

∑
j=1

∥(a∗a)n−1a∗xjp∥L2(G) ∥ρ(yj)∥B(L2(G))

≤ ∥λ(a)∥2n−1B(L2(G)⋅p)

m

∑
j=1

∥xjp∥L2(G)⋅p ∥ρ(yj)∥B(L2(G)).

Taking 2nth roots, and then taking the limit asn tends to infinity, we obtain (2.2.3)
from Theorem 2.2.1. □

2.3. Spectrum of the compact ideal. We can now complete the proof of Theo-
rem 2.1.5:

2.3.1. Lemma. Every irreducible unitary representation in the spectrum of the compact
ideal, when viewed as an irreducible unitary representation of G, is a square-integrable
representation.

Proof. For each central projection p ∈ C∗(K)write

(2.3.2) Jp = C∗cpt(G)⋅p⋅C∗cpt(G).

This is a closed, two-sided ideal in C∗cpt(G) and in C∗r (G). Moreover the union of
the direct system of all Jp is dense in C∗cpt(G), and as a result

(2.3.3) Ĉ∗cpt(G) = ⋃
p

Ĵp.

So it suffices to prove that each irreducible representation of each Jp is a square-
integrable representation of G.

It follows from Lemma 2.2.2 that Jp is faithfully represented on the Hilbert
space L2(G)⋅p, where, according to the definition of the compact ideal, it acts as
compact operators:

(2.3.4) Jp
1-1Ð→ K(L2(G)⋅p).

This means that Jp is abstractly isomorphic to a c0-direct sum of compact opera-
tor algebras, and that all of its irreducible representations occur as subrepresen-
tations of the action of Jp on L2(G)⋅p; see [Arv76, Thm. 1.4.4]. In particular, every
irreducible representation of Jp occurs as a subrepresentation of L2(G), and so,
viewed as a representation of G, it is a square-integrable representation. □
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2.3.5. Lemma. Let π be an irreducible representation of a C∗-algebra A. If π(A) =
K(Hπ), then the singleton {π} is a closed subset of the spectrum of A.

Proof. This is well known; sinceA/ker(π) ≅ K(Hπ), and since K(Hπ) has a unique
irreducible representation up to equivalence, the singleton {π} is equal to {τ ∈
Â ∶ τ(ker(π)) = 0}which is by definition a closed set in the spectrum. □

2.3.6. Theorem. Every irreducible unitary representation in the spectrum of the com-
pact ideal is a K-admissible topological discrete series representation.

Proof. We shall use the ideals Jp from (2.3.2) in the proof of Lemma 2.3.1, along
with the formula (2.3.3). Because of the latter, it suffices to prove that each ir-
reducible representation of each Jp is a K-admissible topological discrete series
representation.

In the proof of Lemma 2.3.1 we showed that Jp is a c0-direct sum of com-
pact operator algebras, and as a result, its spectrum carries the discrete topology,
in which every singleton set {π} is open. Since Jp is an ideal in C∗r (G), its spec-
trum is an open subset of the spectrum of C∗r (G)—- which is the reduced dual
of G— and so {π} is an open subset of the reduced dual, too.

Let us show next that every irreducible representation π of the compact
ideal is K-admissible. According to Lemma 2.3.1, π, viewed as an irreducible
unitary representation of G, is square-integrable, and as we noted in (2.1.10) it
follows that L2(G) includes the subrepresentations

Hw = {φw,v ∈ L2(G) ∶ v ∈ Hπ }

with w ∈ Hπ and φw,v the matrix coefficient function in (2.1.11), all of which are
equivalent to π. They generate a closed subspace of L2(G) that is isomorphic to
Hπ ⊗Hπ as a left and right representation of G. We obtain, therefore inclusions

(2.3.7) Hπ ⊗ [Hπ ⊗ V]K Ð→ [L2(G) ⊗ V]K

of representations of G for all finite-dimensional unitary representations V of
K. Now, there is some f in the compact ideal with π(f) ≠ 0. Because f acts as
a compact operator on the right-hand side of (2.3.7), it must act as a compact
operator on the left-hand side, too, which implies the finite-dimensionality of
[Hπ ⊗ V]K and so the admissibility of π.

Finally, K-admissibility implies that π(C∗r (G)) = K(Hπ), as explained in the
proof of Lemma 2.1.6, so by Lemma 2.3.5 the singleton {π} is closed. □
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2.4. The compact ideal and real reductive groups. IfG is a real reductive group
with compact center, then the result about the compact ideal that we shall require
is precisely Theorem 2.1.5 above (in the context of real reductive groups we shall
always choose K to be a maximal compact subgroup). If G has noncompact
center, then we shall need to modify Theorem 2.1.5, as described in this section.

If G is any real reductive group, then there is a direct product decomposi-
tion

(2.4.1) G = ○G ×AΣ
called the split decomposition of G, in which:

(i) AΣ consists of all elements in the center ofG that are inverted by the Cartan
involution (the notation is taken from [BHY25, Sec. 3] and will be reviewed
here in Section 3.1), and

(ii) ○G is generated, as a closed subgroup of G, by all of the compact subgroups
of G.

See for instance [Kna02, Prop. 7.22(f)], and see Section 3.1 for more information
about our conventions regarding real reductive groups. The group ○G has com-
pact center, and if G has compact center then ○G = G.

From (2.4.1) we obtain an isomorphism

C∗r (G)
≅Ð→ C∗r (○G) ⊗C∗r (AΣ),

using which we may define a compact modulo center ideal in C∗r (G) by

(2.4.2) C∗cmc(G) ◁C∗r (G), C∗cmc(G)
≅→ C∗cpt(○G) ⊗C∗r (AΣ).

Theorem 2.1.5 implies that:

2.4.3. Theorem. Under the split decomposition in (2.4.1) spectrum of the closed, two-
sided ideal C∗cmc(G) ◁ C∗r (G) consists precisely of the tensor products of admissible
topological discrete series representations of ○G with unitary characters of the abelian
group AΣ. □

2.4.4. Definition. We shall say that an irreducible tempered representation π is
an admissible topological discrete series representation, modulo center if it has the form
given in the statement of Theorem 2.4.3 above.

The group AΣ acts freely and properly on G/K (we shall think of this as
a right action, although of course AΣ is central, so it is also the left action). It
therefore acts diagonally on G/K×G/K and we shall write the quotient manifold
as

GΣ = G/K ×AΣ
G/K;
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the notation is related to the structure of the Satake compactification, as will
be reviewed later. If we view functions k ∈ Cc(GΣ) as continuous functions on
G/K×G/K that are AΣ-invariant for the diagonal action, then Cc(GΣ) generates a
C∗-algebra of operators

C∗r (GΣ) ⊆B(L2(G/K))
using the usual formula for integral operators on L2(G/K); it is of course a grou-
poid C∗-algebra.

More generally, if V is a finite-dimensional unitary representation of K,
then we may form the Hilbert space [L2(G) ⊗ V]K, which is the Hilbert space
of L2-sections of the vector bundle over G/K induced from V , and we may also
form the space

Cc(GΣ;V) = [Cc(G ×AΣ
G) ⊗ End(V)]K×K,

where the first copy of K acts on the right of the first copy of G and on the left of
End(V); and the second copy of K acts on the right of the second copy of G and
on the right of End(V). This identifies with the space of continuous compactly
supported sections of the bundle over GΣ that is obtained by pulling back the
vector bundles associated to V and V∗ along the two projection maps GΣ ⇉ G/K,
and then forming the tensor product, as we shall discuss in more detail later. But
in any case we may form the completion

C∗r (GΣ;V) ⊆B(L2(G;V)).

2.4.5. Lemma. The unitary isomorphism

L2(G;V) ≅Ð→ L2(○G/K;V) ⊗ L2(AΣ)

given by the split decomposition (2.4.1) conjugates the C∗-algebra C∗r (GΣ;V) to the C∗-
algebra

K(L2(○G/K;V)) ⊗C∗r (AΣ) ⊆B(L2(○G/K;V) ⊗ L2(AΣ))

Proof. This follows from the right (K×K)-equivariant diffeomorphism

G ×AΣ
G

≅Ð→ (○G × ○G) ×AΣ
(○g2a2, ○g1a1) z→ ((○g2, ○g1), a2a−11 )

and the usual characterization of the compact operators as the norm closure of
the compactly supported smoothing operators. □
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The following result offers a characterization of the compact modulo center
ideal, along the lines of our definition of the compact ideal, that is more concep-
tual than the ad hoc definition we gave in (2.4.2).

2.4.6. Theorem. The ideal C∗cmc(G)◁C∗r (G) is precisely the ideal of all those elements
in C∗r (G) that map into the C∗-algebras

C∗r (GΣ;V) ⊆B(L2(G/K;V))

under every regular representation

C∗r (G) Ð→B(L2(G/K;V)),

for every finite-dimensional unitary representation V of K.

2.4.7. Remark. Lemma 2.4.5 shows that the C∗-subalgebra in the statement of
the theorem is indeed an ideal.

Proof of the Theorem. This follows from the commuting diagram

C∗cmc(G) //

≅

��

B(L2(G/K;V))

≅

��

C∗cpt(○G) ⊗C∗r (AΣ) // B(L2(○G/K;V) ⊗ L2(AΣ))

and the definition of C∗cpt(○G). □

3. PARABOLIC INDUCTION

The purpose of this section is to record a C∗-algebraic characterization (in
terms of ideals in the reduced groupC∗-algebra) of the tempered irreducible rep-
resentations of a real reductive group G that may be embedded in parabolically
induced representations. The material below is quite well known; for instance it
is implicit in [CCH16].

3.1. Parabolic subgroups. We shall use the definition of real reductive group
from [Kna02, Sec. VII.2], which includes all the groups in Harish-Chandra’s class
[HC75, Sec. 3]; the two definitions coincide for linear groups [Kna02, pp. 447-
449].

Choose an Iwasawa decomposition G=KAN [Kna02, Prop. 7.31]. The stan-
dard parabolic subgroups of G are the parabolic subgroups of G [Kna02, Sec. VII.7]
that include the minimal parabolic subgroup Pmin=MAN, where M is the central-
izer of A in K. Our choice of Iwasawa decomposition determines a system of
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positive restricted roots ∆+(g,a), and within this a system of simple roots Σ. As-
sociated to each subset I ⊆ Σ is a standard parabolic subgroup

(3.1.1) PI =MIAINI ⊆ G.

The groups PI are all of the standard parabolic subgroups, and every other par-
abolic subgroup is conjugate to some PI. For all this, see e.g. [Kna02, Sec. VII.7],
or see [BHY25, Sec. 3.1] for a summary adapted to the perspectives of this paper.

3.1.2. Example. If G = SL(n,R), and if Pmin is the subgroup of upper-trian-
gular matrices inG, then the standard parabolic subgroups are the various block
upper-triangular subgroups of G, including both P∅ = Pmin and PΣ = G itself.

3.2. Parabolic induction via Hilbert C*-modules. For the rest of Section 3 we
shall fix a real reductive group G = KAN and a standard parabolic subgroup
PI =MIAINI.

The Cartesian product group LI = MIAI is the associated Levi factor, and
if σ is a unitary representation of LI, then we may form the unitarily induced
representation IndGPI σ [Kna01, Ch. VII] by first extending σ to a representation
of PI that is trivial on the normal subgroup NI, and then applying the functor
of unitary induction. We shall always assume that σ is weakly contained in the
regular representation of LI, in which case IndGPI σ is weakly contained in the
regular representation of G.

3.2.1. Remark. We shall use the notion of weak containment of representations,
see [Dix77, Def. 3.4.5], extensively below. For most purposes (such as the one
above) the definition of weak containment is conveniently formulated in terms
of matrix coefficient functions. But it will be important to us that at the C∗-
algebra level there is an equivalent formulation in terms of ideals: π is weakly
contained in ρ if and only if ker(ρ) ⊆ ker(π); see [Dix77, Thm. 3.4.3].

The functor of parabolic induction has been recast in terms of Hilbert C∗-
modules by Pierre Clare [Cla13], and his perspective will be very convenient for
us. What follows is a summary of the variation on Clare’s definitions that is
appropriate for tempered representations; see [CCH16, Sec. 4] for more details.

The Banach space C∗r (G/NI) is a certain norm completion of the space of
continuous, compactly supported functions on G/NI. It carries a Hilbert C∗r (LI)-
module structure associated to the free and proper right-translation action of LI
on G/NI, and a unitary action of G that integrates to a left action of C∗r (G) by
adjointable operators on C∗r (G/NI). Clare’s main observation is as follows (see
[Lan95, Ch. 4] for the tensor product involved in the statement, and for other
information about Hilbert modules):
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3.2.2. Proposition (See [Cla13, Cor. 1]]). The functor of parabolic induction (from
unitary representations of LI that are weakly contained in the regular representation to
unitary representations of G that are weakly contained in the regular representation) is
equivalent to the tensor product functor Hσ ↦ C∗r (G/NI) ⊗C∗r(LI) Hσ.

3.3. A C*-algebra characterization of parabolically induced representations.
We shall use Clare’s perspective on parabolic induction to prove the following
result:

3.3.1. Theorem. The following two classes of irreducible tempered representations G
are equal to one another:

(i) The irreducible tempered representations of G that may be embedded as subrepre-
sentations of some parabolically induced representation IndGPI σ, where σ is some
irreducible tempered representation of LI.

(ii) The irreducible tempered representations of G that are weakly contained in the
regular representation of G on L2(G/NI).

Denote by K(C∗r (G/NI)) the C∗-algebra of compact (in the Hilbert module
sense) adjointable Hilbert module operators on C∗r (G/NI) [Lan95, p.10].

3.3.2. Lemma (See [CCH16, Prop. 4.5]). The C∗-algebra C∗r (G) acts on the Hilbert
C∗-module C∗r (G/NI) through the C∗-algebra K(C∗r (G/NI)) of compact Hilbert C∗-
module operators on C∗r (G/NI).

3.3.3. Lemma. Up to unitary equivalence, the irreducible representations of K(C∗r (G/NI))
are precisely those of the form

K(C∗r (G/NI)) Ð→ K(C∗r (G/NI) ⊗C∗r(LI) Hσ)
T z→ T ⊗ I,

where σ is a tempered irreducible unitary representation of LI.

Proof. The Hilbert C∗-module C∗r (G/NI) is a full Hilbert C∗r (LI)-module (mean-
ing that the closed two-sided ideal generated by all inner products is C∗r (LI)
itself). Therefore, considered as a left K(C∗r (G/NI))-module, the Hilbert C∗r (LI)-
module C∗r (G/NI) is a strong Morita equivalence between K(C∗r (G/NI)) and
C∗r (LI); see [Lan95, Ch. 7]. The lemma follows from this. □

3.3.4. Lemma. The regular representations of C∗r (G) on C∗r (G/NI) and on L2(G/NI)
have the same kernels:

ker(C∗r (G) → K(C∗r (G/NI))) = ker(C∗r (G) →B(L2(G/NI))).
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Proof. On continuous, compactly supported functionsφ,ψ∶G/N→ C, theC∗r (LI)-
valued inner product on C∗r (G/NI) is given by the formula

⟨φ,ψ⟩C∗r(G/NI)
(ℓ) = ⟨φ,ψ ⋅ ℓ−1⟩L2(G/NI)

,

where the dot indicates the right unitary action of LI on L2(G/NI) [CCH16, p. 10].
If we write this as an identity of continuous, compactly supported functions on
LI,

⟨φ,ψ⟩C∗r(G/NI)
= ⟨φ,ψψψ⟩L2(G/NI)

,

where ψψψ denotes the function ℓ ↦ ψ ⋅ ℓ−1, and if θ is any continuous, compactly
supported function on LI, then we obtain

⟨φ,ψ⟩C∗r(G/NI)
∗ θ = ⟨φ,ψψψ⟩L2(G/NI)

∗ θ.

From this we obtain

(3.3.5) ⟨λC∗r(G/NI)
(f)φ,ψ⟩C∗r(G/NI)

∗ θ = ⟨λL2(G/NI)
(f)φ,ψψψ⟩L2(G/NI)

∗ θ,

first for f ∈ Cc(G), but then by continuity for all f ∈ C∗r (G), if we view (3.3.5) as
an identity of continuous functions on G (not necessarily compactly supported).
The lemma follows from this. □

Proof of Theorem 3.3.1. The inclusion of class (i) in the theorem into class (ii) is
clear from Clare’s description of parabolic induction and Lemma 3.3.4.

Suppose that π is weakly contained in L2(G/NI). By Lemma 3.3.4, π is
trivial on the kernel of the representation

C∗r (G) Ð→ K(C∗r (G/NI)),

and so it can be viewed as a representation of the image, which is aC∗-subalgebra
of K(C∗r (G/NI)). But now every irreducible representation of a subalgebra A of
a C∗-algebra B can be embedded into the restriction to A of an irreducible rep-
resentation of B; see [Dix77, Prop. 2.10.2]. It therefore follows from Lemma 3.3.3
that πmay be embedded into some IndGPI σ, as required. □

3.4. The cuspidal ideal. Let us borrow a term from Harish-Chandra (see e.g.
[HC75, Sec. 18]) and make the following definition:

3.4.1. Definition. The cuspidal ideal C∗cusp(G)◁C∗r (G) is the intersection of ideals

ker(λG/NI
∶C∗r (G) →B(L2(G/NI)))

as I ranges over all subsets of Σ other than Σ itself.
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3.4.2. Theorem. A tempered irreducible unitary representation of G vanishes on cus-
pidal ideal, and so determines an irreducible representation of the quotient C∗-algebra
C∗r (G)/C∗cusp(G), if and only if it embeds in a unitary representation of the form IndGPI σ,
where I ⊆ Σ is a proper subset of the set of simple restricted roots, and σ is a tempered
irreducible unitary representation of LI.

Proof. Let π be a tempered irreducible unitary representation of G, viewed as
an irreducible representation of C∗r (G). Suppose first that π is nonzero on the
cuspidal ideal. Then of course π is nonzero on each individual ker(λG/NI

), and
so by Theorem 3.3.1, it can embed in no parabolically induced representation, as
in the statement of the theorem.

Suppose next that π is zero on the cuspidal ideal. It is a general fact about
C∗-algebras that if ρ is any irreducible representation of aC∗-algebraA, if J1, . . . Jk
are closed, two-sided ideals inA, and if ρ is zero on J1∩⋯∩Jk, then ρ is zero on at
least one of J1, . . . , Jk; see [Dix77, Lem. 2.11.4]. So π vanishes on at least one of the
ideals ker(λG/NI

) in Definition 3.4.1, and therefore by Theorem 3.3.1 it embeds
in some IndGPI σ, as required. □

4. THE SATAKE GROUPOID AND ITS GROUPOID C*-ALGEBRA

In this section we shall introduce and study the C∗-algebra of the Satake
groupoid. The groupoid was constructed in [BHY25], and we shall begin, in
Section 4.1, with a review of some of the topics there. After that and some further
preliminaries, we shall construct a morphism from the reduced C∗-algebra of G
to the groupoidC∗-algebra that is central to our approach to the Harish-Chandra
principle.

4.1. The Satake compactification and the Satake groupoid. Let G = KAN be a
real reductive group. Any two maximal compact subgroups of G are conjugate,
and it follows from the KAK-decomposition [Kna02, Thm. 7.39] that the normal-
izer of the distinguished maximal compact subgroup K is K⋅AΣ. So the set of all
maximal compact subgroups ofGmay be identified withG/K⋅AΣ, which gives it
a topology, and indeed a smooth G-manifold structure.

The (maximal) Satake compactification for G is a G-compactification of the
space of all maximal compact subgroups. See [Sat60] for the original construc-
tion, and [BJ06, GJT98], as well as [BHY25], for other accounts.

The Satake compactification X may be constructed in various ways, but
for our purposes it is best approached via the method of Oshima [Ō78], who em-
bedded X into a smooth closed G-manifold M . This Oshima space M includes
a finite family of smooth, closed hypersurfaces, each invariant under G, that
intersect one another in normal crossings, and the space G/K⋅AΣ is embedded
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in M as a single component in the mutual complement of these hypersurfaces.
This gives X the structure of a smooth compact G-manifold with corners. See
[BHY25] for a review tailored to our purposes.

The Satake compactification has finitely many G-orbits. They are in bijec-
tion with the subsets of the set Σ of simple restricted roots (including Σ itself), as
follows: for each I ⊆ Σ there is a unique point xI ∈X whose isotropy group is

(4.1.1) GxI = KIAINI,

where AI and NI are the factors in the standard parabolic subgroup PI=MIAINI
in (3.1.1) and KI = K∩MI. The set {xI ∶ I ⊆ Σ} is a complete set of representatives
of the G-orbits.

4.1.2. Definition. For I ⊆ Σ we shall denote by XI ⊆ X the orbit of the point xI
above.

4.1.3. Example. The orbit XΣ ⊆ X is the interior of the Satake compactification
(KΣ = K and AΣ = AΣ).

In [BHY25] we constructed a Lie groupoid GM whose object space is M ,
following a method that was introduced by Omar Mohsen in [Moh22] in the
context of foliations. The construction is carried out in two stages. First a family
of closed subgroups Hm ⊆ G, parametrized by the points m ∈M , is constructed
in such a way that

(i) Hm is a subgroup of the isotropy group ofm ∈M ,
(ii) ifm ∈M and g ∈ G then Hg⋅m = Adg(Hm), and

(iii) the total space of the family,

HM = { (h,m) ∶ h ∈ Hm, m ∈M },

is a closed subset and a smooth submanifold of the Cartesian product space
G×M , for which the projection to M is a submersion.

See [BHY25, Sec. 3.5]. Second, the Oshima groupoid is constructed as a quotient
of the transformation groupoid

G ⋉M = { (m2, g,m1) ∶m1,m2 ∈M , g ∈ G, gm1 =m2 }

by HM , upon viewing HM as the normal subgroupoid consisting of all those
morphisms (m,h,m) for which h ∈ Hm. This is a Lie groupoid [BHY25, Def. 4.2.2].

The Satake compactification X ⊆M , being a G-invariant subset of M , is
a saturated subset for both the transformation and Oshima groupoids, and we
define the Satake groupoid GX to be the reduction of GM to X , or in other words
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the subgroupoid comprised of morphisms with sources and targets in X . This
is not a Lie groupoid, because the object space is not a smooth manifold (without
boundary or corners). But it is smooth in the source and target fiber directions
(it is a continuous family groupoid in the terminology of [Pat00]), and this suffices
for our purposes. Compare [DS19, Remark 2.6].

4.2. Haar system on the Satake groupoid. Because it is the reduction of the Lie
groupoid GM to a closed saturated subset, the Satake groupoid is guaranteed to
possess a Haar system, which may be constructed using densities.

As we mentioned, our main objective in Section 4 is the construction of
a morphism from the C∗-algebra of G to the C∗-algebra of the Satake groupoid
GX . In doing so we shall be closely following ideas of Omar Mohsen [Moh22],
but whereas Mohsen uses the density approach to Haar systems, here we shall
use explicit measures, constructed as follows.

Fix a smooth family of Haar measures on the subgroups Hm ⊆ G that
comprise the family HM over the Oshima space M (these are unimodular Lie
groups, incidentally).

4.2.1. Lemma. There is a unique smooth function

δ∶G ×M Ð→ (0,∞)

such that if g ∈ G andm ∈M , and if f∶Hm → C is any continuous, compactly supported
function, then

∫
Hm

f(h)dh = δ(g,m)∫
Hg⋅m

f(g−1hg)dh.

Proof. This is a consequence of usual uniqueness theorem for Haar integrals,
since the right-hand side above may be viewed as a Haar integral on Hm. □

Now fix a Haar measure on G. With this, and with the chosen Haar mea-
sures on the groups Hm, there are unique right-G-invariant smooth measures on
the homogeneous spaces Hm/G for which

(4.2.2) ∫
G
f(g)dg = ∫

Hm/G
(∫

Hm

f(hg)dh)dġ

for all continuous, compactly supported f∶G→ C. The dot in ġ is a reminder that
we are integrating over cosets.

Now recall that a Haar system on GX is a smooth family of smooth mea-
sures on the target fibers

G x
X = {γ ∈ GX ∶ target(γ) = x},
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such that

(4.2.3) ∫
G

x1
X

f(α ○β)dµx1(β) = ∫
G

x2
X

f(γ)dµx2(γ)

for all α ∈ GX with

source(α) = x1 and target(α) = x2,

and all f ∈ Cc(GX ). See [Ren80, Sec. I.2] or [DS19, Sec. 2.2]. A straightforward
computation now shows that:

4.2.4. Lemma. The family of integrals

∫
Gx

X

fdµx = ∫
Hx/G

f(x, g, g−1x)δ(g−1, x)dġ (x ∈X , f ∈ Cc(GX ))

is a Haar system on the Satake groupoid. □

4.2.5. Remark. Here and below we are representing elements of the Satake grou-
poid as equivalence classes of triples (x2, g, x1) with gx1 = x2. The the equiva-
lence relation is

(x2, g, x1) ∼ (x2, gh, x1) ∀h ∈ Hx1
and the groupoid structures are

source(x2, g, x1) = x1
target(x2, g, x1) = x2

(x3, g2, x2) ○ (x2, g1, x1) = (x3, g2g1, x1).

4.3. Regular representations of the groupoid algebra. Using Haar system, we
may define a convolution multiplication and ∗-operation onCc(GX ) in the usual
way, see [Ren80, Sec. II.1] or [DS19, Sec. 2.2], and so equip Cc(GX ) with the
structure of a ∗-algebra. This may be completed to obtain the reduced C∗-algebra
C∗r (GX ) using the regular representations of the groupoid, which we briefly re-
view.

For x ∈X , denote by GX ,x the source fiber

GX ,x = {γ ∈ GX ∶ source(γ) = x}.

The Hilbert space L2(GX ,x) is the completion of Cc(GX ,x) in the norm given by
the formula

∥ξ∥2L2(GX ,x)
= ∫

Gx
X

∣ξ(γ−1)∣2 dµx(γ),
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and Cc(GX ) is represented as bounded operators on this Hilbert space via the
regular representation

(4.3.1) (λx(f)ξ)(γ) = ∫
G

target(γ)
X

f(α)ξ(α−1 ○ γ)dµtarget(γ)(α).

See [DS19, Sec. 2.3]. The reduced C∗-algebra C∗r (GX ) is then the completion of
Cc(GX ) in the norm

(4.3.2) ∥f∥C∗r(GX )
= sup
x∈X

∥λx(f)∥B(L2(GX ,x))
.

The regular representations can be converted into forms more congenial
for harmonic analysis as follows. For x ∈X , form the Hilbert space L2(G/Hx) by
completing Cc(G/Hx) in the norm given by the formula

(4.3.3) ∥φ∥2L2(G/Hx)
= ∫

Hx/G
∣φ(g−1)∣2 dġ,

in which we use the integral on Hx/G from (4.2.2).

4.3.4. Definition. For x ∈X and ξ ∈ Cc(GX ,x) define ξ̃ ∈ Cc(G/Hx) by

ξ̃(g) = δ(g, x)1/2⋅ξ(gx, g, x) (g ∈ G).

4.3.5. Lemma. The morphism

Cc(GX ,x) ∋ ξz→ ξ̃ ∈ Cc(G/Hx)

extends to a unitary isomorphism

L2(GX ,x)
≅Ð→ L2(G/Hx). □

4.4. The integration morphism. Let x ∈ X . The group convolution ∗-algebra
Cc(G) is represented as a ∗-algebra of bounded operators on L2(G/Hx) by the
usual formula

(4.4.1) (λG/Hx
(f)φ)(g) = ∫

G
f(g1)φ(g−11 g)dg1

for f ∈ Cc(G) and φ ∈ Cc(G/Hx). This representation is linked to the regular
representations of Cc(GX ) in the previous section by the followC∗r (GX )ing con-
struction:
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4.4.2. Definition. The integration morphism is the linear map

Cc(G) ∋ fz→ f! ∈ Cc(GX )

that is defined by means of the formula

f!(gx, g, x) = δ(g, x)−1/2∫
Hx

f(gh)dh

for all (gx, g, x) ∈ GX .

4.4.3. Lemma. For every x ∈X there is a commuting diagram

Cc(G)
λG/Hx

��

// Cc(GX )
λx
��

B(L2(G/Hx))
≅

// B(L2(GX ,x))

in which the top arrow is the integration morphism, and the bottom arrow is induced
from the inverse of the unitary isomorphism in Lemma 4.3.5. □

4.4.4. Corollary. The integration morphism in Definition 4.4.2 is a morphism of ∗-
algebras from Cc(G) to Cc(GX ).
Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.4.3 since the representations of both Cc(G)
and Cc(GX ) are ∗-algebra morphisms, and since the latter are collectively faith-
ful (the intersection of the kernels of all λx is zero). □

4.5. Integration morphism at the C*-algebra level. We want to promote the
integration morphism to a morphism of reduced C∗-algebras. To do so, we need
to recall from [BHY25] that for any I ⊆ Σ, the group HxI , which we shall write
simply as HI is

(4.5.1) HI = KINI ⊆ G,

and that every member of the family HX is conjugate in G to some (unique) HI.

4.5.2. Theorem. The integration morphism in Definition 4.4.2 extends to a morphism
of C∗-algebras

C∗r (G) Ð→ C∗r (GX )
For every x ∈ X , the composition of the integration C∗-algebra morphism with the
regular representation of C∗r (GX ) on L2(GX ,x) is unitarily equivalent to the regular
representation of C∗r (G) on L2(G/Hx).
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Proof. Each HI is an amenable group, and therefore the quasi-regular represen-
tation of G on any L2(G/HI) is weakly contained in the regular representation of
G [Fel62, Thm. 4.1]. As a result,

∥f∥C∗r(G) ≥ ∥λG/HI
(f)∥B(L2(G/HI))

∀I ⊆ Σ,

and the same holds for all λG/Hx
, each of which is unitarily equivalent to one of

the representations λG/HI
.

The extendibility of the integration morphism is now a consequence of the
compatibility of regular representations described in Lemma 4.4.3, and the fact
that the regular representations λx define the norm of C∗r (GX ) as in (4.3.2). The
unitary equivalence between representations in the statement of the theorem is
provided by Lemma 4.4.3. □

5. VECTOR BUNDLES ON THE SATAKE COMPACTIFICATION

In this section we shall present a modest elaboration of the groupoid C∗-
algebra that will be important for our harmonic-analytic applications.

5.1. Vector bundles. If V is a finite-dimensional representation of K, then of
course associated to V there is an G-equivariant Hermitian vector bundle over
G/K⋅AΣ namely G/AΣ ×K V . This bundle may be extended to a G-equivariant
Hermitian vector bundle over the Satake compactification:

5.1.1. Theorem. Let π∶K → V be a finite-dimensional unitary representation of K.
There is a G-equivariant Hermitian vector bundle VX on the Satake compactification
X with the following property: If XI ⊆X is the G-orbit in X associated to I ⊆ Σ, and
if VXI

is the restriction of the vector bundle VX to XI, then there is an isomorphism of
G-equivariant vector bundles

G/AINI ×KI
V

≅ //

��

VXI

��
G/KIAINI

≅

// XI

in which the bottom map is the orbit map for xI ∈XI.

Since the construction of VX involves an examination of how the Satake
compactification itself is constructed, we shall defer it to Appendix A.
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5.2. Fell bundles on the Satake groupoid. Let V be a finite-dimensional unitary
representation V of K, and let VX be a G-equivariant Hermitian vector bundle
over X of the kind described in Theorem 5.1.1 (we shall require one such vector
bundle VX for each V ; the only properties required of VX are those described in
the theorem).

5.2.1. Definition. We shall denote by End(V) the pullback of the bundle VX ⊠V∗X
over X ×X along the map

(target, source) ∶ GX Ð→X ×X .

We identify the fiber overα ∈ GX with B(Vsource(α), Vtarget(α)) and equip End(VX )
with the Fell bundle structure [Kum98, Sec. 2], in which the multiplication oper-
ation between fibers over composable morphisms is composition of linear oper-
ators on the fibers, and the involution is the usual adjoint.

Form the convolution ∗-algebra Cc(G;End(V)) of continuous, compactly
supported sections of End(V) using the above Fell bundle structure. There are
source fiber representations

(5.2.2) Cc(G;End(V)) Ð→B(L2(GX ,x;VGX ,x
))

on the Hilbert spaces of L2-sections of the restriction of VX to the source fibers of
GX , and using these we may form the C∗-algebra completion C∗r (GX ;End(V)),
as in (4.3.2).

The C∗-algebra C∗r (GX ;End(V)) is Morita equivalent to C∗r (GX ), but it is
nevertheless important to us in its own right because of the existence of an inte-
gration morphism

(5.2.3) C∗r (G) Ð→ C∗r (GX ;End(V))

that differs from the original in Theorem 4.5.2 from the point of view of har-
monic analysis. The morphism (5.2.3) is defined first at the level of continuous,
compactly supported functions by a variation on the formula that we used Defi-
nition 4.4.2:

(5.2.4) f!(gx, g, x) = δ(g, x)−1/2∫
Hx

f(gh)⋅ug,x dh,

where ug,x∶Vx → Vgx is the unitary isomorphism between fibers of VX given by
the G-action on the Hermitian bundle VX . We may then analyze this morphism
almost exactly as we handled the scalar case in Sections 4.4 and 4.5.
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To begin, the isomorphism of HermitianG-equivariant vector bundles given
in Theorem 5.1.1 gives a G-equivariant isomorphism of spaces of continuous,
compactly supported sections,

Cc(GX ,x;VGX ,x
) ∋ ξz→ ξ

♮
∈ Cc(G/Hx),

and using this we may define a second isomorphism

(5.2.5) Cc(GX ,x;VGX ,x
) ∋ ξz→ ξ̃ ∈ Cc(G/Hx)

by means of the formula ξ̃(g) = δ(g, x)1/2⋅ξ♮(g). With this, we compute that:

5.2.6. Lemma. The morphism (5.2.5) extends to a unitary isomorphism

L2(GX ,x)
≅Ð→ L2(G/Hx). □

5.2.7. Lemma. For every x ∈X there is a commuting diagram

Cc(G)
λG/Hx

��

// Cc(GX ;End(V))

λx
��

B(L2(G/Hx;V))
≅

// B(L2(GX ,x;VGX ,x
))

in which the top arrow is the integration morphism in (5.2.4), and the bottom arrow is
induced from the inverse of the unitary isomorphism in Lemma 5.2.6. □

With these in hand, the extension of the integration morphism from (5.2.3)
to a morphism of C∗-algebras, and indeed the extension of the commuting dia-
gram in Lemma 5.2.7 to the commuting diagram of C∗-algebra morphisms

(5.2.8) C∗r (G)
λG/Hx

��

// C∗r (GX ;End(V))

λx
��

B(L2(G/Hx;V))
≅

// B(L2(GX ,x;VGX ,x
))

is handled exactly as in the proof of Theorem 4.5.2.

6. THE HARISH-CHANDRA PRINCIPLE

6.1. Statement of the principle. Here is our main result:

6.1.1. Theorem (Harish-Chandra principle). Let G be a real reductive group with
Iwasawa decomposition G=KAN and corresponding system of simple restricted roots Σ,
and let π be a tempered irreducible representation of G. Exactly one of the following is
true:
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(i) either π is an admissible topological discrete series representation, modulo center,
in the sense of of Definition 2.4.4, or

(ii) π may be embedded as a subrepresentation of some parabolically induced repre-
sentation IndGPI σ, where I is a proper subset of Σ and σ is a tempered irreducible
representation of LI.

This is basically due to Harish-Chandra, although a precise statement does
not appear in his work. For that, see [Lan89] or [Tro77]. By applying the same
principle again to the representation σ in the statement of the theorem, and by
using the principle of induction in stages [Kna01, (7.5)], one obtains from the
theorem the following well-known consequence:

6.1.2. Corollary. Let π tempered irreducible representation of a real reductive group
G with Iwasawa decomposition G = KAN. There is a standard parabolic subgroup
PI = MIAINI of G, an admissible topological discrete series representation σ of MI,
a unitary character eiν of AI, and an embedding of π into the parabolically induced
representation IndGPI σ⊗ e

iν. □

The fact that admissibility is built into our approach to the discrete series
from the beginning, as in Theorem 2.1.5, has another interesting consequence:

6.1.3. Corollary. Every tempered irreducible unitary representation of a real reductive
group is admissible.

Proof. Frobenius reciprocity shows that the parabolically induced representa-
tion obtained from an admissible representation is again admissible; compare
[Kna01, Prop. 8.4]. □

This is again a well-known result of Harish-Chandra [HC53, Thm. 6], who
proved the same for all irreducible unitary representations. The approach to the
result presented here resembles Bernstein’s proof of the admissibility of smooth,
irreducible representations of reductive p-adic groups [Ber92].

6.2. Proof of the main theorem. The Harish-Chandra principle, as stated in
Theorem 6.1.1, is equivalent to the following identity:

6.2.1. Theorem. If G is any real reductive group, then C∗cmc(G) = C∗cusp(G).

We shall use the integration morphisms in (5.2.8) to reduce the proof of
Theorem 6.2.1 to a much easier assertion about ideals in the reduced C∗-algebra
of the Satake groupoid.
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6.2.2. Definition. If K is a finite-dimensional unitary representation of K, and if
I is any subset of Σ, then we shall write

L2(G/HI;V) = [L2(G/NI) ⊗ V]KI .

Recall that HI = KINI; see (4.5.1); in the display, we restrict the representation V
from K to KI.

6.2.3. Lemma. If G=KAN is any real reductive group, then

C∗cusp(G) = ⋂
I⫋Σ

V f.d. rep. ofK

ker(C∗r (G) Ð→B(L2(G/HI;V))

where the intersection is over all subsets of Σ other than Σ itself, and over all finite-
dimensional unitary representations of K.

Proof. This follows from the KI-isotypical decomposition

L2(G/NI) ≅ ⊕
W∈K̂I

[L2(G/NI) ⊗W]
KI ⊗W∗

together with the fact that every irreducible unitary representation of KI occurs
within some finite-dimensional unitary representation of K, upon restriction. □

6.2.4. Lemma. The source fiber representation

λxΣ ∶C∗r (GX ;V) Ð→B(L2(G/K;V))

is faithful. Under the identification

L2(G/K;V) ≅Ð→ L2(G/HΣ;V) ⊗ L2(AΣ)

the restriction of λxΣ to the ideal C∗r (Gint X ;V) is an isomorphism

C∗r (Gint X ;V) ≅Ð→ K(L2(G/HΣ;V)) ⊗C∗(AΣ)

Proof. The source-fiber representations

λx∶C∗r (GX ;V) Ð→B(L2(GX ,x)) (x ∈X )

have the semicontinuity property

∥λx(f)∥ ≤ lim inf
y→x

∥λy(f)∥ ∀f ∈ C∗r (GX ).

The lemma follows from this, since intX is dense in X . □
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6.2.5. Lemma. The compact modulo center and cuspidal ideals in C∗r (G)may described
using the integration morphisms in (5.2.8) as follows:

C∗cmc(G) = { f ∈ C∗r (G) ∶ f! ∈ C∗r (Gint X ;V) ∀V f.d. rep. ofK}

and

C∗cusp(G) = { f ∈ C∗r (G) ∶ f!∣∂X = 0 ∈ C∗r (G∂X ;V) ∀V f.d. rep. ofK}.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 6.2.4 and the commutativity of the diagram in (5.2.8),
the assertion that f! ∈ C∗r (Gint X ;V) is equivalent to the assertion that under the
regular representation of C∗r (G) on L2(G/K;V), f maps to an element in the im-
age of the regular representation of C∗r (Gint X ;V) (we are identifying Hilbert
spaces here as in Lemma 5.2.6). But this image is precisely the C∗-algebra of
operators described in Lemma 2.4.5. So by Theorem 2.4.6 the assertion that
f! ∈ C∗r (Gint X ;V) for all V is equivalent to the assertion that f ∈ C∗cmc(G), as
required.

The second assertion is a consequence of the commutativity of the diagram
in (5.2.8) again, together with Lemma 6.2.3 and the fact that, by definition of the
norm on C∗r (G∂X ;V), this C∗-algebra is represented faithfully on the direct sum
of all L2(G/HI;V) (so that an element of the C∗-algebra is zero if and only if it is
zero as an operator on each Hilbert space summand). □

6.2.6. Lemma. Let V be a finite-dimensional unitary representation of K. The inclusion
and restriction morphisms

Cc(Gint X ;V) → Cc(GX ;V) and Cc(GX ;V) → Cc(G∂X ;V)

extend to the reduced groupoid C∗-algebra completions, and fit into a short exact se-
quence of C∗-algebras

0→ C∗r (Gint X ;V) → C∗r (GX ;V) → C∗r (G∂X ;V) → 0.

Proof. This is fairly easy case of a well-known argument using the notion of
amenability; see for instance [Ren91, Rem. 4.10]. First, if Z is any closed, G-
invariant subset of X , then the top row of the diagram

0 // C∗max(GX ∖Z) //

��

C∗max(GX ) //

��

C∗max(GZ) //

��

0

0 // C∗r (GX ∖Z) // C∗r (GX ) // C∗r (GZ) // 0,
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involving full groupoid C∗-algebras, is exact; compare [Gre77, Lem. 1]. Second,
a diagram chase shows that the exactness of the bottom row is a consequence of
the assertion that the morphism

C∗max(GZ) Ð→ C∗r (GZ)

is an isomorphism. Third, since X has only a finite number of G-orbits, this
isomorphism statement may be proved by induction, using the fact that when Z
is a single G-orbit — of a point xI as in (4.1.1) — the groupoid

GZ ≅ G/HI ×AI
G/HI

is amenable; indeed it is Morita equivalent to the abelian group AI. Compare
[ADR00, Prop. 6.1.8]. We have written the argument for the scalar case, but the
Fell bundle case is exactly the same. □

Proof of Theorem 6.2.1. In view of the formulas in Lemma 6.2.5, the equality of
C∗cmc(G) and C∗cusp(G) is a consequence of the equality

C∗r (Gint X ;V) = { f ∈ C∗r (G ;V) ∶ f∣∂X = 0},

which follows from Lemma 6.2.6. □

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1.1

Let G = KAN be a real reductive group with Cartan involution θ. In this
appendix, we shall associate to each finite-dimensional unitary representation of
K a G-equivariant Hermitian vector bundle on the Satake compactification with
the property described in Theorem 5.1.1.

A.1. Oshima’s construction of the Satake compactification. Oshima [Ō78] con-
structed a smooth, closed G-manifold M and an inclusion of the Satake com-
pactification X into M as a closed subset. We refer the reader to [BHY25, Sec. 3]
for a detailed exposition using the same notation that we shall use below, but
in brief, if Σ ⊆ HomR(a,R) is the set of simple restricted roots associated to the
given Iwasawa decomposition of G, and if RΣ is the space of real-valued finite
sequences indexed by Σ, then M is constructed in two stages as a quotient of
G = G×RΣ by an equivalence relation. In the first stage a smooth family

H = { (h, t) ∈G ∶ h ∈ Ht }
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of closed subgroups Ht ⊆ G indexed by RΣ is constructed, and the associated
smooth family of homogeneous spaces G/H is formed. In the second stage, an
action of A on RΣ is defined by

(a ⋅ t)α = eα(log(a))tα ∀α ∈ Σ.

The groups Ht have the property that

AdaHt = Ha⋅t ∀a ∈ A, ∀t ∈ RΣ,

and so a right-action of A on G/H may be defined by

(gHt, t) ⋅ a = (gHta,a−1 ⋅ t) = (gaHa−1⋅t, a−1 ⋅ t) ∀g ∈ G, ∀a ∈ A, ∀t ∈ RΣ.

The Oshima space is the quotient

M = (G/H)/A.

It carries a unique smooth G-manifold structure for which the quotient map
from G (with the left-translation action of G) is a G-equivariant submersion. See
[BHY25, Thm. 3.3.12].

Thinking of M as a quotient of G by an equivalence relation, the Satake
compactification is the image in M of the space G○+ = G×RΣ○+, where RΣ

○+
⊆ RΣ is

the space of sequences with zero or positive entries. We may therefore describe
the Satake compactification as

X = (G○+/H○+)/A.

A.2. A continuous family of finite-dimensional unitary representations. If I is
a subset of Σ, let us define tI ∈ RΣ○+ by

(A.2.1) tI,α =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

1 α ∈ I
0 α ∉ I.

The group HtI has a semidirect product structure

HtI = KI ⋉ θ(NI),

where KI ⊆ K andNI ⊆N; see after [BHY25, Def. 3.2.20]. So KI is a quotient ofHI.

A.2.2. Lemma. Let π∶K → U(V) be a finite-dimensional unitary representation of K
There is a unique family of continuous unitary representations

πt∶Ht Ð→ U(V) (t ∈ RΣ
○+
)

such that
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(i) for every I ⊆ Σ, the representation πtI is the composition

HI
quot.
Ð→ KI

incl.Ð→ K πÐ→ U(V),

(ii) if t ∈ RΣ
○+

, h ∈ Ht and a ∈ A, then πt(h) = πa⋅t(aha−1), and
(iii) the map

H○+ ∋ (h, t) z→ πt(h) ∈ U(V)

is continuous.

Proof. The elements tI ∈ RΣ○+ constitute a complete set of orbit representatives for
the A-action on RΣ

○+
, so the family {πt} is certainly uniquely determined by (i)

and (ii), assuming it exists.
As for existence, given t ∈ RΣ

○+
, choose a ∈ A and I ⊆ Σ such that t = a ⋅ tI,

and then define

πt(h) = πtI(a−1ha) ∀h ∈ Ht,

where πtI is defined as in (i). Now the Lie algebra of Ht has the form

ht = m⊕ ⊕
γ∈∆+(g,a)

{ t2γX+θ(X) ∶ Xγ ∈ gγ },

where the direct sum is over the positive restricted roots, and m is the Lie algebra
of the centralizer of a in K. See [BHY25, Def. 3.2.7]. One computes that the Lie
algebra representation of ht associated to πt has the form

dπt∣m = dπ∣m
dπt ∶ t2γXγ + θ(Xγ) ↦ tγdπ(Xγ + θ(Xγ)),

where tγ = ∏α∈Σ t
nγ,α
α , with the nonnegative integers nγ,α being the coefficients

of the expression γ = ∑α∈Σnγ,αα, as in [BHY25, Def. 3.2.5]. This shows that πt
is independent of the choices made in its definition, and that the family {πt} is
continuous in t ∈ RΣ

○+
, at least at the Lie algebra level.

Now, every element of the group Ht is a product of an element of M
and an element of the connected Lie subgroup with Lie algebra ht, see [BHY25,
Def. 3.2.20]. Since πt∣M = π∣M, for all t, the family of Lie group representations
{πt} is continuous at the group level, as in item (iii) above. This completes the
proof. □
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A.3. Construction of the vector bundle. We are now ready to construct our G-
equivariant Hermitian vector bundles on X .

Proof of Theorem 5.1.1. We shall construct the vector bundle in the same way that
Oshima constructed the Satake compactification. Thus we begin by forming the
topological space (G○+×V)/H○+, which is the quotient of G○+×V by the equiva-
lence relation

(g, t, v) ∼ (gh, t, πt(h−1)v) ∀g ∈ G, ∀t ∈ RΣ
○+
, ∀h ∈ Ht, ∀v ∈ V.

Then we equip the quotient space with the A-action

[g, t, v] ⋅ a = [ga,a−1t, v]

and form the further topological quotient space

VX = ((G○+×V)/H○+)/A.

This is a family of vector spaces over the Satake compactification, in the sense
of [Ati67, Sec. 1.1], and the left-translation action of G preserves this structure.
Local triviality of the family may be checked using the coordinate map

N ×RΣ
○+
Ð→X

(n, t) z→ [[n, t]]

(the double brackets indicate equivalence classes) which is a homeomorphism
onto an open subset of X ; see [BHY25, Lem. 3.4.3]. The inner product on V
gives the equivariant vector bundle we have just defined a G-invariant Hermit-
ian structure. Finally, if I ⊆ Σ and if tI ∈ RΣ○+ is as in (A.2.1), then the map

VX ∣XI
Ð→ G/AIHI ×KI

V

[[g,atI, v]] z→ [[ga, v]]

is a G-equivariant vector bundle isomorphism over XI ≅ G/AIHI, as required.
□

A.4. Remark about vector bundles on the Oshima space. One might ask if the
construction in the previous section can be improved so as to produce a smooth,
G-equivariant Hermitian vector bundle on the Oshima space M ? The answer is
yes in a range of cases.

One approach is to examine the family of Lie algebra representations

ht ∋ t2γXγ + θ(Xγ)
dπtz→ tγdπ(Xγ + θ(Xγ)) ∈ u(V)
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with dπt∣m = dπ∣m that was encountered in the proof Lemma A.2.2. It extends
using the same formula to a smooth family of infinitesimally unitary representa-
tions πt∶ht → u(V) parametrized by t ∈ RΣ. If each of these Lie algebra represen-
tations integrates to a Lie group representation πt∶Ht → U(V) with πt∣M = π∣M,
then the arguments in the previous two sections will construct a smooth, G-
equivariant Hermitian vector bundle on M .

The Lie algebra representations πt do not always integrate to Lie group
representations; counterexamples can be found among the finite covers of the
group SL(2,R)×SL(2,R), or even of SO(2)×SL(2,R). But if G has a complexi-
fication GC, then this problem does not arise. Indeed, for every t ∈ RΣ there is
an element of AC that conjugates Ht into itself and conjugates the Lie algebra
representation dπt to the representation dπ∣t∣. So integrability of πt follows from
the proof of Lemma A.2.2.

As a result, if G is a linear real reductive group, then each of the G-equi-
variant Hermitian vector bundles VX constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.1.1
is the restriction to X of a smooth, G-equivariant Hermitian vector bundle over
the Oshima space M .
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