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An addendum on the Mathieu Conjecture for SU (N),
Sp(N) and G2

Kevin Zwart*

IMAPP, Radboud University Nijmegen, The Netherlands

Abstract

In this paper, we sharpen results obtained by the author in 2023. The new results reduce the Mathieu

Conjecture on SU(N) (formulated for all compact connected Lie groups by O. Mathieu in 1997)

to a conjecture involving only functions on Rn × (S1)m with n,m non-negative integers instead of

involving functions on Rn× (S1 \{1})m. The proofs rely on a more recent work of the author (2024)

and a specific KAK decomposition. Finally, with these results we can also improve the results on the

groups Sp(N) and G2 in the latter paper, since they relied on the construction introduced in the 2023

paper.

Keywords: Mathieu conjecture, generalized Euler angles, KAK decomposition, SU(N), Sp(N),
G2.

1 Introduction

In a recent paper [4], we showed how the Mathieu conjecture for SU(N) can be reduced to an abelian

conjecture by using a generalized Euler Angles decomposition of SU(N). However, in a more recent pa-

per [5], we proved a theorem that allows a generalized Euler Angles decomposition of simply connected

compact Lie groups. Since this proof is based on Lie theory instead of a case-by-case proof, the first part

of the present paper applies mentioned theorem in [5] to the group SU(N), and reflect on the different

results it gives with respect to [5].

In addition, a more direct way of evaluating the integrals in Lemma 2.7 of [4] was found, which is

given in Lemma 2.6 below. The argument for this was actually hidden in the proof of Theorem 2.11 in

[4], and it makes Theorem 2.11 in [4] a corollary of Lemma 2.6 below, see Theorem 2.12. As a result,

the resulting conjecture we ended with in [4] can be weakened. That is to say, in [4], the functions

that were involved in the conjecture were possible N-th roots of complex variables, while with the new

approach, noN-th roots are necessary and one can just focus on Laurent polynomials. See for comparison

Definition 2.9 and Conjecture 2.10 in [4] to Definition 2.10 and Conjecture 2.11 in this paper.

In Section 3, we apply these results to Sp(N) and G2 as well, since they both required a decomposi-

tion of SU(N) as well. As expected, we get a weaker conjecture for these groups as well, see Conjecture

3.1 and 3.3.

*Email address: kevin.zwart@ru.nl

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2504.01516v1
mailto:kevin.zwart@ru.nl


2 Concerning the group SU(N) and the Mathieu conjecture 2

2 Concerning the group SU(N) and the Mathieu conjecture

In [5], we proved the following Theorem

Theorem 2.1. [The Euler angles Theorem] Let G be a simply connected compact Lie group, and let g

be its Lie algebra. Let θ : g → g be an involutive automorphism. Let k, p be the +1 and −1 eigenspace

of θ, respectively, in such a way that g = k ⊕ p. Fix a maximal abelian subalgebra a ⊂ p, and let h be

any maximal abelian subalgebra containing a. Let ∆ be the roots of the complexification gC with respect

to hC, choose a set of positive roots ∆+, and define the set ∆p := {α ∈ ∆| α|a 6= 0}. Furthermore, let

∆+
p = ∆+ ∩∆p and define a+ to be the closed positive Weyl chamber in a. Let A be the closure of the

connected component of the set

a+ − {H ∈ a |α(H) ∈ πiZ for some α ∈ ∆p}

in such a way that 0 ∈ A. Finally let K ⊆ G be the connected analytic Lie subgroup with Lie algebra k,

and M = ZK(a). Then the mapping

(K/M)× exp(A)×K → G, (kM, exp(H), l) 7→ exp(AdG(k)H)l (2.1)

is surjective, and a diffeomorphism up to a measure zero set if we replace A by int(A).
In addition, define J : A→ C by

J(exp(H)) :=
∏

α∈∆+
p

sin(α(iH)). (2.2)

Then the Haar measure decomposes in the parameterization given in (2.1) as
∫

G

h(g)dg = C

∫

K/M

∫

A

∫

K

h(k1 exp(H)k2)|J(exp(H))|dk2dHdgK/M

for any measurable function h : G → C, where C > 0 is a constant (independent of h), k2 ∈ K
with corresponding Haar measure dk2, k1 ∈ k1M an arbitrary representative of k1M ∈ K/M with

corresponding unique K-invariant measure dgK/M on K/M , and dH the measure on a.

In the first part of this paper we apply Theorem 2.1 to SU(N) with N ≥ 2. To do so, we define a

spanning set of su(N), as in [4, 5], given by

[λj2−1+k]µ,ν := i(δ⌈k
2
⌉,µδj+1,ν + δj+1,µδ⌈k

2
⌉,ν) if k is odd,

[λj2−1+k]µ,ν := δk
2
,µδj+1,ν − δj+1,µδk

2
,ν if k is even,

[λ(j+1)2−1]µ,ν := i(δj,µδj,ν − δj+1,µδj+1,ν),

where j = 1, . . . , N − 1 and k = 1, 2, . . . , 2j + 1. In a similar way as in [4], we get the following:

Lemma 2.2. LetN ≥ 2. Define inductively the map FSU(N) : [0, π)
N(N−1)

2 ×
(

0, π
2

)
N(N−1)

2 ×[0, 2π)N−1 →
SU(N) by FSU(1) ≡ 1 and by

FSU(N)(φ1, . . . φN(N−1)
2

, ψ1, . . . , ψN(N−1)
2

, ω1, . . . , ωN−1) :=
(

∏

2≤k≤N

A(k)(φk−1, ψk−1)

)

·

(

FSU(N−1)(φN , . . . , φN(N−1)
2

, ψN , . . . , ψN(N−1)
2

, ω1, . . . , ωN−2) 0

0 1

)

eλN2
−1ωN−1 ,

(2.3)
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where A(k)(x, y) := eλk2−1xeλk2−2y. Here we denote the product as

∏

2≤k≤N

A(k)(φk−1, ψk−1) := A(2)(φ1, ψ1) · · · · · A(N)(φN−1, ψN−1).

This mapping is a diffeomorphism onto its image, which is SU(N) up to a measure zero set. In addition,

when extending FSU(N) to the mapping F̃SU(N) : [0, π)
N(N−1)

2 ×
[

0, π
2

]
N(N−1)

2 × [0, 2π)N−1 → SU(N),

the image of F̃SU(N) is SU(N). Finally, the Haar measure is given by

dgSU(N) = CN

(

N−1
∏

j=1

sin(2ψj)

)

dφ1 . . . dφN−1dψ1 . . . dψN−1dgSU(N−1)dωN

for some constant CN > 0.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.1 inductively. We start with SU(2). Then the lemma is restating the ordinary

Euler Angles, see for example [3]. Now let the parameterization be true for SU(N − 1), then we show it

for SU(N), withN ≥ 3. We apply Theorem 2.1 to SU(N), which is simply connected with finite center.

For the involutive automorphism, we choose the inner automorphism

θ = Ad

[

e
πi
N

(

1N−1

−1

)]

.

With this choice of involution, we find

k = spanR(λ1, . . . , λ(N−1)2−1, λN2−1) ≃ su(N − 1)⊕ u(1),

p = spanR(λ(N−1)2 , . . . , λN2−2).

The corresponding connected subgroup K = 〈exp(k)〉 is then given by K ≃ S(U(N − 1)× U(1)) and

can be embedded in G as a submanifold of the form

K =

{(

A
1

)

eωN−1λN2
−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

ωN−1 ∈ [0, 2π) , A ∈ SU(N − 1)

}

≃ SU(N − 1)× U(1).

Note that K ≃ SU(N) × U(1) is as manifolds, not as groups. We take as maximal abelian subalgebra

a = RλN2−2, and the root system then becomes ∆p = {±2α} where α(λN2−2) = i. Choosing the set of

positive roots to be ∆p = {2α} give then immediately A =
{

cλN2−2|c ∈
[

0, π
2

]}

. A direct computation

shows

M = ZK(a) =











B
e−ix

e−ix





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

B ∈ U(N − 2), x ∈ [0, 2π) such that det(B)e−2ix = 1







≃ S(U(N − 2)× U(1)).

Applying all of this to Theorem 2.1 we get that the mapping

(K/M)× exp(A)×K → SU(N), (kM, exp(cλN2−2), l) 7→ exp(AdG(k)H)l = k exp(cλN2−2)k
−1l

is surjective, and a diffeomorphism up to a measure zero set if we replace A with int(A), which in this

case is int(A) = {cλN2−2 | c ∈ (0, π
2
)}. Applying the induction hypothesis to the element k−1l ∈ K, we

see that the mapping

(K/M)× exp(A)× [0, π)
(N−1)(N−2)

2 ×
[

0,
π

2

]
(N−1)(N−2)

2
× [0, 2π)N−2 → SU(N)
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given by

(kM, exp(ψN−1λN2−2), φN , . . . , φN(N−1)
2

, ψN , . . . , ψN(N−1)
2

, ω2, . . . , ωN−1) (2.4)

7→ k exp(ψN−1λN2−2)

(

FSU(N−1)(φN , . . . , ωN−2) 0
0 1

)

eλN2
−1ωN−1 (2.5)

is surjective, and if we replace A with int(A) and
[

0, π
2

]

by
(

0, π
2

)

it is a diffeomorphism upon its image,

which is SU(N) up to a measure zero set. We thus see that, getting a parametrization of kM ∈ K/M ,

i.e. a set of elements k ∈ K such that the elements kM uniquely describe the manifoldK/M in a smooth

way, concludes the proof. The rest of the proof is thus dedicated to finding this specific subset of k ∈ K.

To describe K/M , recall that by the induction hypothesis all elements k ∈ K ≃ SU(N − 1)× U(1)
can be written as

k =

(

∏

2≤k≤N−1

A(k)(φ̃k−1, ψ̃k−1)

)

·





FSU(N−2)(φ̃N−1, . . . , φ̃ (N−1)(N−2)
2

, ψ̃N−1, . . . , ψ̃ (N−1)(N−2)
2

, ω̃1, . . . , ω̃N−3) 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 1



 eλ(N−1)2−1ω̃N−2eλN2
−1ω̃N−1

for some φ̃i, ψ̃j and ω̃k. Note that the matrix element

m :=







U

ei
ω̃N−2

2

ei
ω̃N−2

2







lies in M , where

U =

(

1N−3

e−iω̃N−2

)

[FSU(N−2)(φ̃N−1 . . . , ω̃N−3)]
−1 ∈ U(N − 2).

This shows that

gm =

(

∏

2≤k≤N−1

A(k)(φ̃k−1, ψ̃k−1)

)

eλN2
−1(ω̃N−1−

ω̃N−2
2

).

In other words, we see that the set

X :=

{(

∏

2≤k≤N−1

A(k)(φk−1, ψk−1)

)

eλN2
−1φN−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

φ1, . . . , φN−1 ∈ [0, π) and ψ1, . . . , ψN−2 ∈
[

0,
π

2

]

}

is a candidate for parametrizing K/M up to a measure zero set, i.e. K/M = {gM | g ∈ X} up to a

measure zero set. To prove that it is a parametrization, let g, h ∈ X . We show that gM ∩ hM = ∅. In

other words, if there exists m ∈ M such that gm = h, then g = h. We restrict ourselves to the case

N = 3, for the higher dimensional cases can be reduced to the caseN = 3 by considering the lower-right

3 × 3 matrix in the gm = h equation. Let g ∈ X be parametrized by φ1, φ2 ∈ [0, π) and ψ ∈ [0, π/2],
and h ∈ X by φ̃1, φ̃2 ∈ [0, π) and ψ̃ ∈ [0, π/2]. Let m ∈ M which in this case can be written as
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m = diag(e2ix, e−ix, e−ix) for x ∈ [0, 2π). Then we get the equation given by





eiφ1

e−iφ1

1









cos(ψ1) sin(ψ1)
− sin(ψ1) cos(ψ1)

1









1
eiφ2

e−iφ2









e2ix

e−ix

e−ix



 =





eiφ̃1

e−iφ̃1

1









cos(ψ̃1) sin(ψ̃1)

− sin(ψ̃1) cos(ψ̃1)
1









1

eiφ̃2

e−iφ̃2



 .

The equation in the lower right component gives e−i(φ2+x) = e−iφ̃2 , so φ2 − φ̃2 = x + 2πk for some

k ∈ Z. Putting this in gives





ei(φ1−φ̃1)+2ix cos(ψ1) ei(φ1−φ̃1)−2ix sin(ψ1)

−e−i(φ1−φ̃1)+2ix sin(ψ1) e−i(φ1−φ̃1)−2ix cos(ψ1)
1



 =





cos(ψ̃1) sin(ψ̃1)

− sin(ψ̃1) cos(ψ̃1)
1



 .

Note that the right-hand side is a real matrix. Hence all exponentials should be either 1 or −1. Now

ψ1, ψ̃1 ∈ [0, π/2], so the sine and cosine are both non-negative and injective on this interval. Therefore

we must have φ1 − φ̃1 + 2x = 2πl and φ1 − φ̃1 − 2x = 2πl′ with l, l′ ∈ Z. In other words, x = (l−l′)π
2

and φ1 − φ̃1 = (l + l′)π. Now since φ1, φ
′
1 ∈ [0, π) we have that l = −l′, hence φ1 = φ̃1. This also

means that x = πl. But now φ2 − φ̃2 = πl + 2πk, and remember that φ2, φ̃2 ∈ [0, π) which means that

that can only be true if l = k = 0. In other words, we have g = h. This shows that X is in bijection

with K/M , and thus by replacing hM with h ∈ X one gets the surjectivity of the map FSU(N) as map

[0, π)
N(N−1)

2 ×
[

0, π
2

]
N(N−1)

2 × [0, 2π)N−1 → SU(N).

To show that FSU(N) as map [0, π)
N(N−1)

2 ×
(

0, π
2

)
N(N−1)

2 × [0, 2π)N−1 → SU(N) is a diffeomorphism

upon its image, we note that, by previous arguments, it is enough to show that the map f : Y → K/M
given by f(g) = gM is a diffeomorphism unto its image, where

Y :=

{(

∏

2≤k≤N−1

A(k)(φk−1, ψk−1)

)

eλN2
−1φN−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

φ1, . . . , φN−1 ∈ [0, π) and ψ1, . . . , ψN−2 ∈
(

0,
π

2

)

}

.

It is clear that f is smooth if we endow Y ⊆ K with the subset topology. An extensive but straightforward

calculation shows the tangent map Txf : TxY → TxM(K/M) given by Telx(H) 7→ TeMτx(H + m) is

surjective, where τx is the diffeomorphism τx : K/M → K/M given by τx(gM) = xgM and m =
Lie(M). Since

dimTgY = 2N − 3 = TgM(K/M)

we see that Txf is bijective, so f is in fact a diffeomorphism upon its image, which is K/M up to a

measure zero set. This proves Equation (2.3).

To show the form of the Jacobian, we note that by Theorem 2.1 we have

dg = |J(exp(H))|dHdkMdk = sin(2ψN−1)dψN−1dkMdk.

In addition, sinceK ≃ SU(N−1)×U(1), the Haar measure onK decomposes as dk = dgSU(N−1)dωN−1.

The decomposition of the measure dkM proceeds in the same way as in the original proof of [4], and thus

dkM = sin(2ψ1) . . . sin(2ψN−2)dφ1dφ2 . . . dφN−1dψ1 . . . dψN−2

up to a constant, proving the lemma.
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As in our previous work, we are interested in the finite-type functions of SU(N). We recall:

Definition 2.3. Let G be a compact Lie group. A function f : G→ C is called a finite-type function if it

can be written as a finite linear combination of matrix coefficients of irreducible representations, i.e.

f(x) =
n
∑

j=1

Tr(ajπj(x))

where (πj , Vj) is an irreducible representation of G, and aj ∈ End(Vj).

Theorem 2.4. [2, Thm. 8.2.3] Let G ⊆ U(N) be a connected compact Lie group. Then the ring of

finite-type functions on G is generated by the matrix entries and the inverse of the determinant.

With the parametrization in Lemma 2.2, it is clear that the finite-type functions, as noted in Equation

(2.3) of [4], are the same as the ones we would get from this parametrization. However, Lemma 2.7 in

[4] can be improved.

Definition 2.5. Let G = SU(N) and let g ∈ G be such that there exist parameters φ1, . . . , ωN−1 such

that FN(φ1, . . . , ωN−1) = g. By Lemma 2.2 this is true for almost all g ∈ G. For these g ∈ G we will

use the shorthand notation

gSU(n) := FSU(n)(φN−(n−1), . . . , φN(N−1)
2

, ψN−(n−1), . . . , ψN(N−1)
2

, ω1, . . . , ωn−1)

for 1 ≤ n ≤ N . Note that gSU(n) ∈ SU(n).

Lemma 2.6. Let G = SU(N), let g ∈ G and let M = N(N−1)
2

. Define the finite-type function

fSU(2)(gSU(2)) := ceikMφM sinmM (ψM) cosnM (ψM)eil1ω1,

for some c ∈ C, mM , nM ∈ N0 and kM , l1 ∈ Z, and define the finite-type function fSU(N) recursively as

fSU(N)(gSU(N)) =e
ik1φ1 sinm1(ψ1) cos

n1(ψ1) · · · e
ikN−1φN−1 sinmN−1(ψN−1) cos

nN−1(ψN−1)·

fSU(N−1)(gSU(N−1))e
ilN−1ωN−1

where k1, . . . , kN−1, lN−1 ∈ Z and m1, . . . , mN−1, n1, . . . , nN−1 ∈ N0. Then

∫

SU(N)

fSU(N)(g)dg = 2πNcδk1,0 . . . δkN−1,0δlN−1,0

∫

SU(N−1)

fSU(N−1)(gSU(N−1))dgSU(N−1)·

∫

[0,1]N−1

xm1
1 (1− x21)

n1
2 · · ·x

mN−1

N−1 (1− x2N−1)
nN−1

2 J̃SU(N)(x1, . . . , xN−1)dx1 . . . dxN−1.

(2.6)

Here dgSU(N−1) is the Haar measure on SU(N − 1), and J̃SU(N) is given by

J̃SU(N)(x1, . . . , xN ) = 2N−1CN

N−1
∏

j=1

xj .

where CN is some constant.
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Remark 2.7. The integral over the x-variables in Equation (2.6) can be evaluated by noting that the

integral can be split into multiple one-dimensional integrals, i.e.

∫

[0,1]N−1

xm1
1 (1− x21)

n1
2 · · ·x

mN−1

N−1 (1− x2N−1)
nN−1

2 J̃SU(N)(x1, . . . , xN−1)dx1 . . . dxN−1

= 2N−1CN

N−1
∏

j=1

∫ 1

0

x
mj+1
j (1− x2j )

nj

2 dxj .

Now we can calculate the latter integrals, by substituting t = x2j and noticing the definition of the Beta

function, which can be expressed as a quotient of Gamma functions, giving

2N−1CN

N−1
∏

j=1

∫ 1

0

x
mj+1
j (1− x2j )

nj

2 dxj = CN

N−1
∏

j=1

∫ 1

0

t
mj

2 (1− t)
nj

2 dt

= CN

N−1
∏

j=1

Γ(
mj

2
+ 1)Γ(

nj

2
+ 1)

Γ(
mj+nj

2
+ 2)

.

Albeit useful, we will not pursue the actual evaluation of these integrals in this paper, for Lemma 2.6 is

enough for us to produce the desired results.

Proof. We note that our definition of fSU(N) covers all monomials in the ring of finite-type functions by

Theorem 2.4. Now to show the equality, we make extensive use of the properties of the Haar measure and

Lemma 2.2. We remind ourselves that G = SU(N) is compact, hence the Haar measure is unimodular,

i.e.
∫

G

f(gy)dg =

∫

G

f(g)dg =

∫

G

f(yg)dg

for any y ∈ G. This must restrict the possible values of the integral. The idea of the proof is then to

choose specific y ∈ G in such a way that the result follows. Let gSU(N) ∈ G be as in Definition 2.5.

Choosing y = etλ3 and describing the element etλ3gSU(N) using Lemma 2.2, we see that

etλ3gSU(N) = FSU(N)(φ1 + t, φ2, . . . , φN(N−1)
2

, ψ1, . . . , ψN(N−1)
2

, ω1, . . . , ωN−1).

Hence in the integral it translates to

∫

G

f(g)dg =

∫

G

f(etλ3g)dg = eik1t
∫

G

f(g)dg.

This is true for all t ∈ R, thus we must have

k1 = 0.

In a similar fashion, considering y = etλN2
−1 , we find

gSU(N)e
tλ

N2
−1 = FSU(N)(φ1, . . . , ωN−2, ωN−1 + t),

and thus
∫

G

f(g) dg =

∫

G

f(getλN2
−1) dg = einN−1t

∫

G

f(g) dg,
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which can only be true if

nN−1 = 0.

To get a similar result for the other parameters, more extensive computations are needed. Note that the

following equation holds

Ad

((

eit 0
0 1

))(

cos(ψ) sin(ψ)
− sin(ψ) cos(ψ)

)

= Ad

((

eit/2 0
0 e−it/2

))(

cos(ψ) sin(ψ)
− sin(ψ) cos(ψ)

)

, (2.7)

and similarly

Ad

((

1 0
0 eit

))(

cos(ψ) sin(ψ)
− sin(ψ) cos(ψ)

)

= Ad

((

e−it/2 0
0 eit/2

))(

cos(ψ) sin(ψ)
− sin(ψ) cos(ψ)

)

. (2.8)

With these equalities, we see for example that

etλ8eψ1λ2 = e−
t
2
λ3eψ1λ2e

t
2
λ3etλ8

and similarly

etλ8eψ1λ2eφ2λ8eψ2λ7 = e−
t
2
λ3eψ1λ2e

t
2
λ3e(φ2+t)λ8eψ2λ7

= e−
t
2
λ3eψ1λ2e(φ2+t)λ8e

t
2
λ3eψ2λ7

= e−
t
2
λ3eψ1λ2e(φ2+t)λ8e−

t
4
λ8eψ2λ7e

t
4
λ8e

t
2
λ3

= e−
t
2
λ3eψ1λ2e(φ2+

3t
4
)λ8eψ2λ7e

t
4
λ8e

t
2
λ3 .

(2.9)

The strategy here is that we are pulling etλ8 to the right, using the commutation relations given in Equation

(2.7) and (2.8), until we find an exponential of the form eφλ8 for some φ. Then we will try to pull the last

new exponential we got from the latest commutation relation to the right (e.g. in Equation (2.9) we mean

e
t
2
λ3), using the same commutation relations again. This process will continue until we have pulled every

matrix this way all the way to the right.

Now consider etλ8g for almost all g ∈ G. Then using Equation (2.9), we see that

etλ8gSU(N) = etλ8F (φ1, . . . , ωN−1)

= etλ8eφ1λ3eψ1λ2eφ2λ8eψ2λ7 . . . eφN−1λN2
−1eψN−1λN2

−2gSU(N−1)e
ωN−1λN2

−1

= e(φ1−
t
2
)λ3eψ1λ2e(φ2+t)λ8e−

t
4
λ8eψ2λ7e

t
4
λ8e

t
2
λ3 . . . eφN−1λN2

−1eψN−1λN2
−2gSU(N−1)e

ωN−1λN2
−1

= e(φ1−
t
2
)λ3eψ1λ2e(φ2+

3t
4
)λ8eψ2λ7e

t
4
λ8 . . . eφN−1λN2

−1eψN−1λN2
−2e

t
2
λ3gSU(N−1)e

ωN−1λN2
−1.

where in the last equation we used that e
t
2
λ3 commutes with all elements to the right up and till gSU(N−1).

Pushing e
t
4
λ8 to the right, using the above mentioned strategy we find that

etλ8gSU(N) = eφ̃1λ3eψ1λ2eφ̃2λ8eψ2λ7 . . . eφ̃N−1λN2
−1eψN−1λN2

−2kgSU(N−1)e
ωN−1λN2

−1

where φ̃1 = φ1 −
t
2
, φ̃2 = φ2 +

3
4
t and φ̃j = φj −

t
2j

for 3 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 and

k :=















eit/2

e−it/4

. . .

e−it/2
N−1

e−it/2
N−1















.
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Note k ∈ K. This way, we get

∫

G

f(g)dg = e
it
(

−
k1
2
+

3k2
4

−
∑N−1

j=3

kj

2j

)

∫

G

ceik1φ1 sinm1(ψ1) cos
n1(ψ1) · · · e

ikN−1φN−1 ·

sinmN−1(ψN−1) cos
nN−1(ψN−1)f

SU(N−1)(kgSU(N−1))e
ilNωN−1dg.

We recall that the Haar measure dg decomposes into

dg = J(ψ1, . . . , ψN−1)dφ1 . . . dφN−1dψ1 . . . dψN−1dkdωN−1

by Lemma 2.2, where J : (0, π
2
)N−1 → C is given by J(ψ1, . . . , ψN−1) := sin(2ψ1) · · · sin(2ψN−1). We

see that dg decomposes as the Haar measure on K times other measures, so

∫

SU(N−1)

fSU(N−1)(kgSU(N−1))dgSU(N−1) =

∫

SU(N−1)

fSU(N−1)(gSU(N−1))dgSU(N−1),

giving

∫

G

f(g)dg = e
it
(

−
k1
2
+

3k2
4

−
∑N−1

j=3

kj

2j

)

∫

G

f(g)dg.

Since this is true for all t ∈ R, we can conclude that

−
k1
2

+
3k2
4

−
N−1
∑

j=3

kj
2j

= 0.

The same procedure can be performed by considering etλi2−1g instead of etλ8g for i = 3, . . . , N − 1.

Applying the same steps, we get the following set of equations

−
ki−1

2
+

3ki
4

−
N−1
∑

j=i+1

kj
2j

= 0 ∀i = 2, . . . , N − 1,

−
kN−2

2
+

3kN−1

4
= 0.

We can collect the set of equations we have found in a linear system of the form A~k = 0 where ~k =
(k1, . . . , kN−1)

T , and

A :=























1 0 0 0 0 . . . 0
−1

2
3
4

−1
8

− 1
16

− 1
32

. . . − 1
2N−1

0 −1
2

3
4

−1
8

− 1
16

. . . − 1
2N−2

0 0 −1
2

3
4

−1
8

. . . − 1
2N−3

...
. . .

. . .
. . .

...

0 . . . . . . 0 −1
2

3
4

−1
8

0 0 0 0 0 −1
2

3
4























.

Using a recursive method by repeatedly developing to the left column, we can show that this Hessenberg

matrix has determinant det(A) = N
2N−1 for N ≥ 4, and thus is invertible. Thus ~k = 0. In other words,

ki = 0 ∀i = 1, . . . , N − 1.
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This way, the integral becomes

∫

G

fSU(N)(g) =δk1,0 . . . δkN−1,0δnN−1,0

∫

[0,π]N−1

∫

[0,2π]

∫

[0,π
2
]N−1

∫

SU(N−1)

c sinm1(ψ1) cos
n1(ψ1) · · ·

sinmN−1(ψN−1) cos
nN−1(ψN−1)f

SU(N−1)(gSU(N−1))J(ψ1 . . . , ψN−1) dgSU(N−1)dψ1 . . .

dψN−1dωN−1dφ1 . . . dφN−1

=2πNcδk1,0 . . . δkN−1,0δnN−1,0

(
∫

SU(N−1)

fSU(N−1)(gSU(N−1))dgSU(N−1)

)

·

∫

[0,π
2
]N−1

sinm1(ψ1) · · · cos
nN−1(ψN−1)J(ψ1 . . . , ψN−1) dψ1 . . . dψN−1.

To complete the proof, we make use of the following equality

∫ π/2

0

sink+p(ψ) cosl+q(ψ) dψ =

∫ 1

0

xk+p(1− x2)
l+q−1

2 dx.

for any k, p, q ∈ N0 and l ∈ N.

Using the fact that 2πδk,0 = i
∫ 2π

0
eikφdφ =

∫

T
zk dz

z
, we immediately find the following corollary:

Corollary 2.8. Let fSU(N) be a finite-type function as in [4, Equation (2.3)], let N ≥ 2, and denote

N± = N(N±1)
2

. Then

∫

SU(N)

fSU(N)(g)dg = C

∫

[0,1]N−

∫

TN+−1
f̃SU(N)(x1, . . . , zN+−1)·

J̃SU(N)(x1, . . . , xN−
)
dz1
z1

. . .
dzN+−1

zN+−1
dx1 . . . dxN−

.

(2.10)

Here C is some number that is independent of fSU(N), and f̃SU(N) is defined recursively by f̃SU(1) ≡ 1
and

f̃SU(N)(x1, . . . , zN+) :=
M
∑

j=1

Q
∑

i=1

cijz
k1ij
1 x

m1
ij

1 (1− x21)
n1
ij

2 · · · z
kN−1
ij

N−1 x
mN−1

ij

N−1 (1− x2N−1)
n
N−1
ij

2

˜fSU(N−1)(xN , . . . , xN−
, zN , . . . , zN+−2) z

lN−1
ij

N+−1.

(2.11)

Similarly J̃SU(N) is defined recursively as J̃SU(1) ≡ 1 and

J̃SU(N)(x1, . . . , xN−
) := 2N−1CN

(

N−1
∏

j=1

xj

)

J̃SU(N−1)(xN , . . . , xN−
)

Remark 2.9. We note that this lemma is an improvement to Lemma 2.7 in [4] for there are no roots in the

z variables here. This allows us to use Tn instead of (S1 − {1})n, opening up for more tools to analyse

these functions.

The absence of roots in the z-variables also allows us to redefine what an admissible function is:



3 Concerning the groups Sp(N) and G2 11

Definition 2.10. Let k, l ∈ N and f : [0, 1]k × Tl → C. We say f is an admissible function if f can be

written as

f(x1, . . . , xk, z1, . . . , zl) =
∑

~m

c~m(x)z
~m,

where ~m = (m1, . . . , ml) is a multi-index wheremi ∈ Z, and c~m(x) ∈ C[x1,
√

1− x21, . . . , xk,
√

1− x2k]

is a complex polynomial in xi and
√

1− x2i . We call the collection of ~m for which c~m 6= 0 the spectrum

of f , and it will be denoted by Sp(f).

As expected in view of [4, 5], we have the following conjecture and Theorem, which is proven by

using Lemma 2.6 extensively and the last part of the proof of Theorem 2.11 in [4].

Conjecture 2.11. Let f : [0, 1]
N(N−1)

2 × T
N(N+1)

2
−1 → C be an admissible function. If

∫

[0,1]
N(N−1)

2

∫

T
N(N+1)

2 −1
fP J̃SU(N)

dz1
z1

. . .
dzN(N+1)

2
−1

zN(N+1)
2

−1

dx1 . . . dxN(N−1)
2

= 0

for all P ∈ N, then ~0 does not lie in the convex hull of Sp(f).

Theorem 2.12. Assume Conjecture 2.11 is true. Then the Mathieu Conjecture is true for SU(N).

3 Concerning the groups Sp(N) and G2

In [5], we used the decomposition of SU(N) to obtain results about Sp(N) and G2. Using Lemma

2.2 and the techniques given in this paper instead of Lemma 2.5 in [5], we arrive at the following two

conjectures and theorems:

Conjecture 3.1. Let f : [0, 1]N
2
× TN(N+1) → C be an admissible function in the sense of Definition

2.10. If

∫

[0,1]N(N−1)

∫

TN(N+1)

∫ 1

0

∫ ξN

0

. . .

∫ ξ2

0

fP J̃Sp(N) dξ1 . . . dξN
dz1
z1

. . .
dzN(N+1)

zN(N+1)

dx1 . . . dxN(N−1) = 0

for all P ∈ N, where

J̃Sp(N)(x1, . . . , xN(N−1), ξ1, . . . , ξN) := J̃SU(N)(x1, . . . xN(N−1)
2

)

(

N
∏

j=1

ξj

)

·

(

∏

j>k

(

ξ2j (1− ξ2k)− (1− ξ2j )ξk
)

)

·

J̃SU(N)(xN(N−1)
2

+1
, . . . , xN(N−1)),

then ~0 does not lie in the convex hull of Sp(f).

Theorem 3.2. Assume Conjecture 3.1 is true. Then the Mathieu Conjecture is true for Sp(N).
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Conjecture 3.3. Let f : [0, 1]6 × T8 → C be an admissible function in the sense of Definition 2.10. If

∫

T8

∫

[0,1]5

∫ S(ξ1)

0

fP J̃G2 dξ2dξ1dx1 . . . dx4
dz1
z1

. . .
dz8
z8

= 0

for all P ∈ N, where

J̃G2(x1, . . . , x4, ξ1, ξ2) :=ξ1ξ2

[

ξ21(16(1− ξ22)
3 + 9(1− ξ22)− 24(1− ξ22)

2)−

(1− ξ21)(3ξ2 − 4ξ22)
2

]

[

ξ21(1− ξ22)− (1− ξ21)ξ
2
2

]

x1x2x3x4,

(3.1)

then ~0 does not lie in the convex hull of Sp(f).

Theorem 3.4. Assume Conjecture 3.3 is true. Then the Mathieu Conjecture is true for G2.
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