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Abstract

In this dissertation we demonstrate the chaotic nature of some archetypical quan-
tum dynamical systems, using machinery from analytic number theory.

We consider the quantized geodesic flow on finite-volume hyperbolic surfaces I'\ $,
with ' C SLoR consisting of the norm-1 units of an Eichler order in an indefinite
quaternion algebra B over Q. Such I' generalize the congruence subgroups of SLyZ
and are co-compact whenever B is ramified. For I' = SLyZ, we prove that high-
energy bound eigenstates obey the Random Wave conjecture of Berry/Hejhal for third
moments. In fact we show that the third moment of a wave’s amplitude distribution
decays like E~1:*¢. In the more general case of maximal orders, we reduce an optimal
quantitative version of the Quantum Unique Ergodicity conjecture of Rudnick—Sarnak
to the Lindel6f Hypothesis, itself a consequence of the Riemann Hypothesis, for par-
ticular families of automorphic L-functions. Furthermore, our analysis shows that any
lowering of the exponent in the Phragmen-Lindel6f convexity bound implies QUE.
In the moment problem as well, a decisive role is played by ‘convexity-breaking.’
That is to say, the maximum non-trivial exponents precisely agree when translated
between physical and arithmetical formulations for both of these problems.

We accomplish this translation by proving identities expressing triple-correlation
integrals of eigenforms in terms of central values of the corresponding Rankin triple-
product L-functions. Very general forms of such identities were proved by Harris—
Kudla, and certain (more precise) explicit classical versions of these were given by
Gross—Kudla and Bocherer—Schulze-Pillot, for definite quaternion algebras. In using
the Harris—Kudla method to prove our own classical identities, we have to solve two
main problems.

The first problem is to explicitly compute the adjoint of Shimizu’s theta lift, which
realizes the Jacquet—Langlands correspondence by transferring automorphic forms

from GLy to GO(B), the latter being nearly the same as (B*)% As is well known,
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theta liftings from metaplectic to orthogonal groups are generally more difficult to
characterize than lifts in the opposite direction, which can be evaluated directly in
terms of Whittaker functions. Since B* and hence GO(B) have ‘multiplicity-one™—
as Jacquet—Langlands proved with the trace-formula—we are able to determine the
adjoint of Shimizu’s lift by duality, from explicit knowledge of Shimizu’s lift itself.
It is, however, necessary to generalize Shimizu’s original calculations, since he only
considered averages of lifts over isotypic bases of forms, which allowed him to employ
Godement’s theory of spherical functions. In order to deal with individual ramified
forms, we replace this argument by explicit calculations involving Hecke operators.
Thus we determine the Shimizu lifts of oldforms and newforms of square-free level,
with (possibly imprimitive) neben-characters.

As a byproduct of these calculations, we obtain explicit formulas for all relevant
GLy Whittaker functions. These play an important role in our second main problem:
evaluation of Garrett/Rallis—Piatetsky-Shapiro local zeta integrals in terms of the
standard functorial triple-product L-factors. Our contribution lies in the calculation
of archimedean zeta integrals with various types of ramification. In all of these ram-
ified cases, the canonical choices of local data for theta lifting are apparently useful
only for evaluating central values of the associated zeta integrals. This was observed
by Gross—Kudla in the non-archimedean case, and it appears to be a significant un-
explained feature of the Harris—-Kudla method. Finally, we re-prove (by elementary
brute-force computation) the important result of Rallis—Piatetsky-Shapiro on unram-
ified non-archimedean zeta integrals, in anticipation of future generalizations to the

many ramified non-archimedean cases.
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Chapter 1

Automorphic Forms

1.1 Orders and Units of Quaternion Algebras

Let B be a quaternion algebra over Q. Then B, = B ®qg Q, is a quaternion algebra
over QQ,, for each place v of Q. B is called ramified at v if B, is a division algebra. We
will always assume that B is unramified at oo, i.e. B is indefinite. Then the reduced
discriminant dg of B over Q equals the product of the finite even number of finite
places p where B is ramified. The 2 x 2 matrix algebra M = M, over Q is totally
unramified, and hence dy; = 1. We denote by D, the unique division quaternion

algebra over Q,, while M, is the unique split (i.e. non-division) quaternion algebra.
a1 02

€ M,, and
Qo1 (g9

We will frequently use the coordinate functions a;; on a = [
also the notation [X;;] = {a € M,; ay; € X;; C Q,}.
Write the canonical anti-involution ¢ of B or B, as a — a*, noting its compatibility

with field extensions, and define the reduced trace and norm by 7(a) = a + a* and

v(a) = aat. On M and M, ¢ is given explicitly as

IR

so 7 and v correspond to the usual trace and determinant.



D, has the valuation ord, ov, and its valuation ring R, is also the unique maximal
order of D,. Choose a uniformizer w, ; all bilateral R, ideals in D, are principal and
of the form @ R, = Ryw,, n € Z.

Every maximal order of M, is conjugate to Ma(Z,). We will be interested in those

Ly p"Ly | _ | D" o p"
"Ly, Z, } o [ 1 M(Z,) 1 for n € Z, although

the set of all maximal orders is larger, having the structure of a (p 4+ 1)-homogeneous

of the form l

tree for a natural notion of adjacency. It is a theorem of Hijikata that every Eichler

Zp Zp
Py Ly
'Zp p‘th ]

p" Ly Ly

order, an intersection of two maximal orders, is conjugate to [ } for some

n > 0. All Eichler orders containing the previous one are of the form {
for0 <n<n<n.

Orders O of B exist and have the property that O, := O ®z Z, is a maximal
order in B, for almost all p. Furthermore, for any other order O’ of B, O, = O, for
almost all p. Conversely, given a choice over all p of local orders (@p) which satisfies
@p = O, for a.a. p, then 0" :={a € B; o, € @p Vp} is an order in B with p-adic
completions O], = @p.

The adele ring B, is defined as the restricted direct product of all B, relative to
Opin :=[], Oy, for any order O of B, and the idele group By as the restricted direct
product of all B relative to Of . B is contained diagonally in By, and we will write
B = By C By to emphasize this inculsion. By the previous paragraph, orders of B
correspond 1-1 with compact open subgroups of Bg,.

Maximal orders in B are characterized as orders O s.t. every O, is maximal.
Choose a maximal order for each B, denoted O(dg). Throughout the rest of the
paper, for p { dg we will identify B, with M, in such a way that O,(dg) = Ma(Z,).
Furthermore, in the case dp = 1 we identify B with M, and so O(1) = Ma(Z).

Now for N, N € Q* relatively prime to dg and s.t. N = NN € Z, we define the



order O(dg, N) of B by

. Rp p | dBa
O,(dp, N) Z, NZ,
{sz zﬂ pfdp.

Then O(dg, N, N~!) is a maximal order, and
O(dp,N) = O(ds, N,N")nO(dp, N7', N)

is an Eichler order. It has reduced discriminant dgN and is called of level N. Using
strong approximation and Hijikata’s result, it is easy to show that any Eichler order
of level N in B is conjugate to O(dp,(1,N)). Note that the only Eichler orders
containing O(dg, N) are the O(dg, N') s.t. N' | N and N’ | N,

Throughout the rest of the paper, for any X possessing a character v, we will use

the notations

XY = {BeX.v(p)=a},
X = {BeX.;v(B) e A},

+ a aZ;f
xt = x&, x o= xi®)
1.2 Automorphic Forms on Quaternion Groups

In this section, fix O = O(dg, N ). Strong approximation for O is proved in [26]:
By = By BLOg, since B is indefinite and v(Op,) = Zg, . Because of this, and since

on = By N BLOg,, there are homeomorphisms

B\Bj/Og, ~ ON\BL,

BERN\B/OF, ~ OW\PGLj (R).



Given a primitive Dirichlet character x mod NX, factor x = Hp Xp and extend its

domain to Z; by means of the Chinese remainder theorem,

(Z/N¥Z)* =~ [Ty~ (Zyp/NYZy)*

[~ Zy /(1 + NXZy).

Using strong approximation, A* = Q*R*Z; , we define the grossen-character x by

X(grz) = x(z). Note that Yoo(—1) = x(—1) and X,(pZ,) = x(p) if p N*.

Since O has level N, the map r, : O, = Z,/NZ, defined by 7,(8) = [511] for
p1{dp, is a ring homomorphism, and hence so is r : Oy — Z/NZ, r(3) = (1,(8p) )p|N-
This permits us, for NX | N, to define ¥ on O, and x on O* by composition with r.
(Note x(B) = X(B) for § € O*.) Since ¥ is well-defined on QF, N OF, = Zj, it
extends to a character of Qg Of .

As usual, BX = GL2(R) acts on C\ R by linear fractional transformations,

z»—>ﬁ\z:a2+b _ [a b}’

cz+d’ c d

preserving the metric ds* = (dz?+dy?)/y?. Furthermore, BY acts on weight-k Maass

forms (k € Z) on $ = R+ 1R by ¢ — 1|},

wli(z) = (=) w(8l).

—

Consider the space Ay(dp, N, x) of smooth weight-k Maass forms ) on $) which have

moderate growth and satisfy the automorphy condition

vk = x(0) v, v e 0W(dp, N).

Since —1 € OM such v must vanish identically unless x(—1) = (—1)*, so we assume



— —

this from now on. Let Cx(dp, N,x) C Ax(dp, N, x) denote the cuspidal subspace,

equipped with the Petersson inner-product

W = [ )R

In the adelic setting, we define L?(Bg\By, X) as usual to consist of automorphic

functions ¥ with central character y,

U(yzB) = Xx(2)¥(B), y€ By, ze€A¥,

and finite norm under the inner-product

) = [ TR
Q A

The Tamagawa measure d*( is defined in §2.1.21 Note that these two inner-products

are normalized differently. We denote the right regular action of o € B} as
al¥(p) = ¥(pa), U e L*(Bg\By, %),

and define L§(Bj\ By, X) as the closed invariant subspace of cuspidal W.

Now let

B Of(ds, N) v=p,
Kv(dB,N) =

SO(2,R) v = 00,

and extend Y (dependent on k) to RT K, from R* by setting

cosf sinf }

~ ke .
Xoo(rtig) = €™, g = [ —sinf cosf



We define Cy(dg, N, %) to consist of all smooth ¥ € L2( B\ By, X) satisfying
Kol U = Yolko) U, Ky € K,(dg, N).

(Note this is consistent with the inclusion of the center A* C ByR*Op .) Then we

have an isomorphism Cy(dp, ,X) = Cy(dp, ,X) given by
U (yBhsn) = X(Kﬁn)wg;@)-
If O(dg, N') D O(dg, N) and NX | N’, there is an inclusion
Ci(dp, N',x) = Ci(ds, N,x).

Any form in the image of such a map with pN’ | N is called p-old, as are linear
combinations of such forms, and any form orthogonal to all p-old forms is called

p-new. Likewise at the archimedean place, we have raising and lowering operators,

Rf © Cildp,N,xX) — Chaalds, N,x),

+ _ z=zZ 0 k - 0 k
Ry = =5 +3, R, = Fg+g.

A weight-k form v is called oc-old if ¢ = R,ijZ ' for £k > 0, and oo-new if it
is orthogonal to all oo-old forms. Since R,;z and R are adjoints, ¢ is co-new iff
Riv{ = 0 for £k > 0, and this is equivalent to y_@ 1 (z) being a holomorphic/
anti-holomorphic function of z. All forms with £ = 0 are oco-old.

For the rest of this paper we assume that N is square-free, and factoring it into
N = N°N!*NX, we define Sj(dg, N V. Y, N°) C Ci(dg, ,X) as the subspace of forms
which are p-old for p | N°, p-new for p | N*, and oo-new if |k| > 0. We will also

assume that |k| # 1.



1.3 Hecke Operators

—

In this section, fix O = O(dp, N) and x primitive with conductor NX | N, and assume

that N = N’ N¥NX is square-free. For p | N’ N¥, set

O, = Oyds, (N, 2)), O, = 0,(dp, (X, N)).

1.3.1 Double Cosets

For a € By, define the double coset T,(a) = O, a Oy . If p | dp, every T,(a) is equal
to some T),(w}) = wy Ry = Ryw, for n € Z, and T,,(@") C O, iff n > 0. Now for

ptdp and @ € (Q))?, define

Since all @ € Q; and ag = { i

} normalize O,

Tp(a) = a0} = OXa, R,(N)=az0x=0ay.
If ptdpN, every T,(a) is equal to T,(p") for some 7 > i (set n = n — i), and

T,(p") C O, iff it > 0. Given « € B, the parameters 7,7 are determined by

a € pﬁ(Op\pOp),

v(io) € p"thIX.

Furthermore, we have the following left coset partition: (For right cosets, apply ¢; for
lower triangular representatives, conjugate by R,(N).)
" m+i \T o3
i p Nzxp
neh - U U [P N o

p
m=0 gz modp™
ptz if 0<m<n



We prove both well-known assertions of the previous paragraph at the same time.

Note that T,,(p") contains the above union of left cosets, and they are disjoint since

{ Pt prﬁ ]—1 { pm’—i-ii Nx/pﬁ }
p

pn—m-‘rﬁ n—m/+n
_ pm’—m N(x/p—m o xp—m’) ¢ O
pm—m’ P

unless m = m’, x = 2’ mod p™. Now it suffices to show that the union of these left
cosets over all 7 > 7 > 0 has additive volume (see §Z1.2]) equal to that of O, N B,

since for any o € O, N By, vol(aO)) /vol(O)) = |a|p, = |v(a)[; > 0. Finally,

: (PZp) :
7 NI pZ,, NpZ
one = |5dk E] ol M)
u{ PLy Npr]u...u{ PLy szp]
NpZy Iy NpZy,  pZy
—
X -1 (p—1 3 -2 [ p—1 2 -3 (p—1 ! —4
vol(O) = 1—<p (T) +4p <T) +4p (T) +p )
= (1=p ) (1-p7),
and

p(1)G(2) = vol(Op)/vol(Oy) = vol(O, N B))/vol(O,)

> Z (1 +(p-1) (1 +p+--- +ph—ﬁ—2) +ph—ﬁ) (p—2h—2ﬁ)

- (o) e
(14 p? 1 - B
B <1 - p_l) (1—p) = G(1)G(2).

If p | N, every T,() (with a € B)) is equal to either T,(p") or R,(p"N) for some



n,i € Z, and T,(a) C O, iff n, it > 0. We distinguish among these as follows: First,
m = min{n, 7} satisfies a € p™ (O, \ pO,). Now determine the type of double coset

and sign of n = n — 7 using the partition

T+ T0 T~
_ | pZ, NZ, Zy NZ, Zy NZ,
Op\ 2Oy = { Nz, zx|°| Nz, zx|"| Nz, pz,)|"
R+ RO R~
U DLy NpZy U ..pi” NZ; U _.pr NZy; .
NZ; DLy, NZy  pZ, NpZ,  pZ,
The remaining parameter max{n, 7} is recovered from
ph—i-ii 7% acT p" ,
via) € o g ol ﬂ> .
prt L a € R,(p"N).

These T),(«), taking o diagonal or anti-diagonal, have left coset representatives as

follows: (For right cosets, apply ¢ and conjugate by Rp(]\7 ).)

[ 1 Nf } o n >0,
()= |J a0y, o= '
z mod plnl [ } a n<0.

Nz 1 -

As in the case p 1 dgN, we prove all of these claims together by showing that the
left cosets above (with 7,7 > 0) completely partition O, N B)‘. The double cosets
listed above are disjoint for unequal types/parameters by the preceding characteriza-
tion, and the left cosets o, O listed within the same double coset are disjoint, since

—1 X — n
ot ay & O) unless v = 2’ mod plnl.



ZX NZ,

Finally, O = { N7 7
p 2

} has vol(O)) = p~'(1 —p')?, and

G(1)2 = vol(0,)/vol(0X) > vol(0,N B)/vol(O})

Z Zp—4n_'_2 Z ph—ﬁ—Zr'L—%'L

n>0 n>n>0

_I_Zp—4ﬁ—2 +9 Z ph—ﬁ—27’z—2ﬁ—2

>0 7>i>0

= (1+p7?) <1 +22p—") d op

n>0 >0

- () i - <o

In the subcase p | N°N¥, we write double cosets of @Z,X, OZ,X as Ty(a), Tp(). Tt is

easy to check by the disjointness/volume argument that

Tp(1> = Tp(l) U Rp(Nv &)a

p

T,(1) = T,)UR,(E N).

1.3.2 Non-Archimedean Operators

The space S(B,) of C-valued Schwarz functions on B¢ forms an algebra under con-

volution (using the measure d3 defined in §2.1.2)),

@px )= [ oplaB™) 08435

and it acts on Lg(Bg\Bj, X) via the right regular representation,

o= [ 8w s

Now we will define and study the subquotient algebras H; = H,, ”H;, ”Hf), HY, in the

respective cases p{ N, p | N°, p| N¥, p | NX, acting on Sk(dB,]V,)Z, NY).

10



For any p, define 1, to be the subalgebra of S(B)) generated by the functions

¢Tp(a) = m I[Tp(a), o€ B;.

We abuse notation by writing 7},(v) in place of ¢r,(q). For a € Q, let

Tl = T,(a) € H,.

ZQEO;( \oy /05
If pf NX, H, acts on Si(ds, N, %, N?) non-trivially. The element
T(a) :==Ty(a™") e H,

acts as the adjoint of T,(«), and T,(p) acts as the scalar x(p).

w | Tol@p)® n =0,
If p | dp then H, ~ C(T)(w,)) and 77 = 7"

0 n < 0.
If ptdpN, it is well known (see [36]) that H, ~ C[T,(p, 1), T,(p), T,(p) '],

ngpn} = Z Tp(pﬁ)a
HX] 2 Y TFIXT = (T,(0) - Th(p, )X +pT(p)X?) .

For p | N, we begin by computing the multiplication rules in #,,:

T,(@)" = T,(a") for n >0, RP(N)2 = Tp(p),

11



Tp(p7 1) TP(LP) = pr(p) + (p - 1) Tp(p7 1) RP(N>7

T,(L,p) Ty(p.1) = pTy(p) + (p — 1) Tp(1,p) Ry(N).

Also,
TV = N TN+ Y RO'N).
n+n=n 14+n+n=n
n,n>0 n,n>0

Now define H) as the centralizer of R,(N V) in H,. Shimizu proved in [37]
(see also [28]) that 7{) is a maximal commutative subalgebra of H,,, that it contains

all Tp[pn], and that

’ T,(1) - "X +pRp(J\7)X pTp(p)X?

To define ”Hg, we first note that

T,(1) = 75(T,0)+ RN, %)),
(1) = L(T,0)+R,(E N)),

and compute the relations

T,(Lp) (1) = F25(T(1,p) + Ry(N)) = T,(1)T,(1,p),

P—l—l

Tp(p, 1) Tp(l) = #(Tp(p, 1) + Rp(ﬁ)) = Tp(l) Tp(pa 1)-

If p | N¥, the elements T},(1), T,(1) of H, annihilate Sy(dp, N, %, N°), while T,(1,p),

T,(p,1) are invertible, as we will see in §L.4l Such a representation of H, factors

12



through the quotient

Now suppose p | NX. For 8 € BY, 0 = det3, m € {1,2}, m' = 3 —m,

we define
X m,m 1 m N, < Ny
Tp(pm,nz))(ﬁ) = W on L7, (pnm2) (B) i ]
Xp mim!) M = Mt
;(“Zﬁ;’ng)) B = 0,
E:zﬂl,@ ) B) = Wopx) HRp(pml,m) N) (B) G Gnne) T = T

Xp(_(s/ﬁm’m) Ny = Ny

xmn () = 0.

Rp(p("l’"z)ﬁ)

These cases were treated somewhat differently by Miyake in [20, 27]. It is straight-

forward to check, using the partition in §I.3.], that

My (BBE) = Xp(RgiFisin) 05y (B),  Fer i € O

=

Any function ¢¥ € S(B)) satisfying this transformation property and supported on
a double-coset T),(«) € H, is determined by it’s value ¢X(3) on any 8 € T,(a). By
taking 8 to be diagonal or anti-diagonal and considering the left and right actions
of diagonal x € O}, we see that in the diagonal case, n # m = ¢*X = 0, and in

the anti-diagonal case, m = m = ¢@X = 0. Thus, any such ¢X is proportional to

13



the corresponding (;SX m hsted above. These functions are normalized so that their

values are multiplicative,
BT () 65T (az) = X (agas),

for diagonal or anti-diagonal o; € B/, whenever neither side vanishes. Now it follows

from convolving supports in H,, that the ¢X convolve as

xm,m\n xmm ¢ xm,m’ xm''m X m,m
A = A or n > - L=
(@%@ ) 1, (am) 20, 9L ) P 1, p) -
Xmm(bxmm . xm,m ¢Xmm¢xmm
Tp(p) o Tp(ap) Tp(p) Tp(@)
xm,m xm,m' ¢Xm ;m’ o xm,m’ xm'm’
Tp(@) 7 Ry(N) Rp(@N) Rp(N) TTp(d,a)°
X m,m (bxmm . xm,m Xmm (bxmm
1) PT,(1p) = PP, — Tp(p,1)

Define HY to be the C-algebra of finite linear combinations of the functions
T;C(C_i) = gbz}l(i + ¢§“p2(2 ) ae (@;)25

Hy =~ C(T)(p,1),TX(1,p)).

Also define
L 1,2 2.1
R;)((CL ) - QS)};p(aN gb)}(% (AN

All of the functions ¢X satisfy ¢X(z0) = Xp( ) 9X(B) for z € Z), and hence act non-
trivially on L§(Bg\ By, X)-

Given nX € [, n«(Z/2Z), define

o - <HP‘NXR;§(]\7)’75)\I! and

O (s N.%) = (T BYV)™ ) Cilds, N, ).

14



which consists of W € L§(By\ By, X) satisfying

X (/‘fll)‘l’ ny =0,
KW = . ! ke Oy, p| NX,

)Zp(’i22) v np =1

plus the usual K, condition for v  NX. The action of T)X(d) € H) stabilizes each
C" (d, N, %) and is adjoint to the action of TX(a)* :=T)X(a '), while TX(p) acts as

the identity.

1.3.3 Archimedean Operators

Let HZ_ denote the semigroup generated by T2 alone,

oo

T-U = e U, = [1 » } € BX.
It is easy to check that these commute and

To% : CYIZX(dBaNaX) — CY]ZX(dB>N7 )NC)a

Ty : OF(dp, N,X) — C"(dp, N, ).

15



Now consider the C-valued coordinates,

X(B)=1%(a+d)+5(0b—c), [a b

5: Cd:|€Booa

Y(B)=3(a—d)+3(b+0),

N[

in which we write the (2,2)-form v and a positive-definite majorant P,

v(B) = str(BBY) = ad — be = XX-YY,

P(B) = tuw(Bp) = 2@+ +P+d?) = XX+YY.

lret/2

It is straightforward to compute, writing B 3 5 = &y et /2} kg, that

X(B) = 049 1 cosh L v(B) =r?,

Y(8) = =040 psinh L P(B) = r?cosht.

Now define ¢5° , ¢ € S(R*\BZ) by

FEB) = L(X@MB)?) eePB)/m(B)). :
2 k>0,
= L X(kg)X(ky) (cosh L)*e(i¢ cosht),
B o F=41 k=0,
AEB) = L(TB/MB)?) elEP@)/v(B)),
- ZH k<.
= L X(ky)X(ky) (sinh L)* e(i€ cosht), )

These give rise to Hecke operators again commuting with T2,

T8¢ . O (dp, N,X) — CJ(dg, N, %), 0 =X,
Noo =
B,

THE =/ BIW ¢45 ()
R+\BZL
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1.4 Automorphic Representations

Given ¥ € Sy(dp, N, ¥, N), define 7 ¢ L2(B 0 \B4,X) as the subspace of Ku(dp)-
finite vectors in the closure of the span of {#|¥; 5 € B;}. This is the cuspidal
automorphic representation of B attached to W. If 7 is irreducible, then T = ®,,
and ¥ = ®,¥, factor as restricted tensor products over all places v, relative to a
choice of spherical unit vectors W, at almost all places. In this section, we recall
the classification of pre-unitary irreducible admissible representations of B¢ having
square-free conductor [17,[6, 4], and explicitly compute the actions of Hecke operators

on these models. As a consequence, we have

Lemma 1. The eigenforms in Sk(dB, ,X, N°) of H* comprise an orthogonal basis,
and their tuples of eigenvalues have multiplicity one. The corresponding automorphic
representations are each shared by 2#PIN'Y pasis elements, and these have the same

eigenvalues for all vt N°.

Proof This follows from multiplicity-one for automorphic representations of Bj
(proved by Jacquet—Langlands using the trace-formula) and Casselman’s theorem,

plus the local calculations below for p | N°. [

For ptdpN, m, is equivalent to the unramified continuous series 7 (| [;”, | |,*) with

central character x,. Since m, is pre-unitary, either

5 = =8 —log,(x(n) € iR/ESZ, o
O'p S (07%)7

ty € 310g,(X(P)) + o2y L/ 1oty L-

Sy = —8§, = o0p+ity,

Casselman’s theorem implies that the right O -invariant vector W, is unique up to

17



scaling in 7,, and hence corresponds to V) € 7(] 57, | |27) of the form
Q * e s tald
v ([* 2] = e i, eeor

In terms of the parameters, ¥, has T,(p, 1) eigenvalue \, = pz (p_sp +p_§7’) and

T,(p) eigenvalue x(p) = p~** " and hence by the analysis in §L.3.2 T, 1] cigenvalue

M = p2 (pr 4 p IR )

p_(n""l)sp — p_(n""l)gp
pir —pTF '

|3

=D

Ifp| N > T, is again equivalent to an unramified continuous series, exactly as
above. However by Casselman’s theorem, the subspace of right O -invariant vectors
is spanned by a right @;—invariant vector V;,O and a right @;—invariant vector V;,O,

each unique up to scaling. We relate their normalizations by defining

. 1 . S .
VZDO - |: p:| VZDO = RP(N)‘/;)Ov
= x@)V) = TV = RNV

Using coset representatives, we see that

Lp DV, = NV, =V,

T,(p,)Vy = px(p)Vy.

—

We have now determined the actions of R,(N) and T},(p, 1), and hence also

T(Lp) = Ry(N) ' Tp(p, 1) Ry(N),

TV = T,(p, 1) + Ty(1,p) + Ry(N).

p

18



With respect to the basis [Vo VO], these operators are represented by the matrices

p’°p

) ~ | P g ~ |, P

TV~ {Zp p);ip)]’ R(N) ~ {1 X(p)}_

The latter two are normal and commute, and so have orthogonal eigenvectors

Vo= V04, VY, e2 = x(p),
TIEP]V; = ()\p—l—pé?p)v;, J:L)p(]\_f)vpb = 517‘/2’

Then by the considerations of §1.3.2]

TPV = (Mpn 4+ pep A1)V

p p p

The idempotents Tp(l), T,(1) act as orthogonal projectors to C Vpo, C V;,O, and using

the above calculations we see that T},(1) V? = Z%V;,O, S0
WPV = A= TRV W = 204 )

For p | N¥, m, is equivalent to the special representation o(] 57| [57), where

$p = =5, = i4it,, t, € %1ng(X(p))+1og7;r(p)Z/1o§(rp)Z'

This is an irreducible invariant subspace of Ind%’(\ 157, | |57), consisting of V, s.t.

Lo ]) e =

19



For an O -invariant vector thi’ this is equivalent to

wviw - ([, ) = o

and so

a * 7 q X
i([*2]e) = e v seop
a

(3] - o

Casselman’s theorem implies that W, corresponds to thi of this form, and thus has

aN‘

ISHEE S

R,(N) eigenvalue ¢, = —p~itr, T,(p) eigenvalue g2 = x(p), both T,(p,1) and
T,(1,p) = R,(N)™! T,(p,1) Ry(N) eigenvalues —¢,, and hence finally by the cal-
culations of 139, T eigenvalues AP = p—nits,

o)

For p | NX, m, is equivalent to the pre-unitary continuous series m(X,| |p

Y

with t, € R/ == Toa( 2 Z and the new vector V¥ corresponding to W, has the form,

V([ ]) = B 2V, ke o),

#((i°]) -

Therefore W, has TX(p", 1) eigenvalues pz M all TX(p") eigenvalues 1, and hence

[SEEEESHEE S

Q¥

TX(1,p") eigenvalues pz ™.
For p | dp, m, is an irreducible representation of DY, trivial on R, with unramified

central character x,. It is easy to see from this that 7, is one-dimensional and given

by the character |v(-)[,”, with ¢, € Llog,(x(p)) + 2/ 2” jZ. ¥, must

log(p log

[p"]

be a multiple of this character, and so has T ' eigenvalues )\p = p "% The

representation 7T;L of GLy(Q,) associated to m, by Jacquet-Langlands is the special

representation o (] |2 5 ity Al 2+ztp)

20



For v = co and k£ = 0, we have Yo, = 1, and 7, is equivalent to the pre-unitary

continuous series 7 (sgn’>| |5 sgnd><||7*<). VO corresponding to W, has the form,

Va ([ ¢ Z}K) — sgnd(2) 427 VO(1), ke SO(2R).
Thus V., has T eigenvalue (—1)%<, TZ eigenvalue Ao = (3 — s%) > 0, and

T.%i = T&f eigenvalues

0= RV A8

2T
= /// y3to= Loxp(—mé(y? + 22 + Dy~ Y) y 2 de dy df
R JR+ JO

= 267 +exp(—ﬁﬁ(yer‘l))z/s°°‘10l.y
R

= 467 K, (27€).

We are not considering |k| = 1, but we mention that in this case 7., is equivalent
to the continuous series 7(sgn!*%=| |s= sgn’=||5=).

If k| > 2, Ty is equivalent to the discrete series o(sgn®||s>,||25>) for
S0 = % Upon restriction to SLy(R), this representation decomposes as the direct
sum of the weight-|k| holomorphic and anti-holomorphic discrete series, and the vec-

tor V¥ corresponding to W, is a lowest-weight vector in either the first or second of

these, depending on whether k£ > 0 or k < 0. Thus V* has the form,
k a * ~ . L] k
VE(® 2 18) = fwlam) |22 VEQ). 5 eSOE.R),
and W, has T2 eigenvalue \,, = w, while T_VEF = VF*F. We define

T U, = MU, Ty W, = AU

Our calculation is similar to that for £ = 0, but we now use the mean value and
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conformal mapping properties of harmonic functions. These eigenvalues can also be

computed by application of Selberg’s lemma on invariant integral operators.

v = [ () e (s (252) ) v
R+

// 2 1—2#)—exp(—27r£coshdist(i,z))y_zdfb’dy
R JR+

// 2 exp (—wf (#))y‘zdxdy
R JR+

- 45_%[(_%(2%5) = 2¢71e(i€),

W= [ ) o (e ()

= // 2 %)_exp(—27r§coshdist(i,z))y‘zdxdy = 0.
R JR+

1.5 Whittaker Models

In this section, we restrict our attention to B* = GLy = G (i.e. dg = 1) and
O(1,(1,M)), M square-free. Let ey (z) = e(x) = exp(2miz) for x € R, and define
the character e, of Q,, with kernel Z,, on z € Z[p~'] C Q, by e,(z) = e(—x). Thus
ea = [[, ey is trivial on Q and unramified.

Any F € L3(Gg\Ga, X) has a Fourier-Whittaker series expansion,
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Define the global Whittaker model W = W(m) ~ 7 as the image of 7 under F F

Then W = ®,W,, where all W, € W, ~ m, are smooth functions on Go, s.t.

(|t T ]e) —e@mio, aca

We will explicitly compute those W, having the same right K, types as forms in
Si(1, (1, M), %, M"). By the uniqueness of W, proved in [I7], it suffices for us to
write down candidates W and check that they are H; eigenvectors. Of course we
could solve for these functions directly, by working backwards through the calculations
below, but we find it easier to ‘guess’ them based on the results of §2.2

An important feature of the Whittaker models is that they endow forms on GLs
with an arithmetic normalization distinct from the spectral one. An eigenform F is
called Hecke normalized if F' = [T, Wy. The W have been scaled so that Wx(1) =1
and W2 has prescribed asymptotics in the cusp. We denote by W;‘ € W) the

Whittaker functions of F,
.- S -1
Wi = W e=| .

For p 1 M, we define W;? by

a anld lal® —lanl® lals [.ll i
wo([* 5 ]) = (o) gt 2),
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and check that

-z ()

zmod p

an?é —lap2|? 1
= 3 elen) (PR lanl b (o)

zmod p

b (i) |2 gy (o)

Ip|*—Ip|® P p

— (p*é lapl’—p* lap\s’) plal? Iz, (a)

p~S—p°P

+ (”73 opl '“”‘g) p?lal> Iy, (a)

S((*])

Recall that the case of p | M’ is essentially the same as the previous one, but we

must consider a two-dimensional space of oldvectors. Taking I/Vp0 as above, we have

already shown WI? € W, , and we simply define

. 1 . .
o~ { p])w,? = Ry(1,p) WY,

p

We = W+ W0, 2 = x(p).

p

For p | M¥, we define

wi([ L)) = iz @),
wi[a ]) = ol 12l ).

and check that
Rp(l,p)[Wﬁ]qa 1D N Wﬁ([p GD
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and check that

I?Qxlﬂwﬁ]({a 1}) = mgg W@<<{ap ﬂf]) Xp(P)
- mg;; ey (az) %p(a) laplz " Iz, (ap)

- Lty 1, a
= Gl ot = sy ([0 ]),

)+ (1 + 5+ L ) = o
Weu(y) ~ yieTE  asy— oo
In particular,
. yrrzes gt sl ptr—1
Wi, (Y) F(,u——fi—i—%)/(; e TR (L) dt
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If k = 0, define W2 € W, by
o (|a — gopde (@ a
we ([ 5]) = @)
This has moderate growth and satisfies

TUWO) = (—1) W

o0 )

TeWe] = (5 —s2) W

If |k| > 2, define Wk € W,, by

a . )
W= <[ a ]) = Tiw+ (5) Wikl ki1 (),
which has moderate growth and satisfies

RFWE] = 0, +4k>2,

TAWE] = BEpyk
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Chapter 2

Theta Lifting

2.1 Basic Setup

2.1.1 Groups

Following [8], let G = GL,, H = GSps, G = G® N H as linear algebraic groups
over Q. The similitude character of H and its restriction to G will be denoted v
(and distinguished by context from the reduced norm of B). Also consider B, B*,
H' = GO(B,v), G' = H? N GO(B3,®%) as linear algebraic groups over Q, again
denoting the similitude characters by v. Write H’ for the connected component of
the identity in H’, and define p : BX x B* — H' by p(c, &)(8) = afat. We see

there is an exact sequence

1 — Z(B*) =8 (B* x BX) 2 H' — 1.

We may view the anti-involution ¢ as an element of order two in Hg, «(8) = 8. It

o} &

and H' generate H' = H' x (1) as a semi-direct product, p(d, &) = tp (@’ m)
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Note that
I1(Z)22) — {()a,
(0y) = ().

To compute inner-products on H', we will use the parametrization

~

p: PB* x PB* =5 PH'

We will also need Shimizu’s parametrization,

~

B* x PBX = H

1-1
—

B®) x PBX H'®),

(B, B) +— p(BBB).
2.1.2 Measures

We now describe the canonical Tamagawa measures on each of these groups, as in
[42, 40]. Let dx = dx, be the Haar measure on Q, such that the Fourier transform is

self-dual (vol(R/Z) = vol(Z,) = 1 = vol(A/Q)):

Foly) = / o) euey)de, o e S(Q),

v

= Flo(-y).

Then define d*z, = Cﬂfﬁ) dzx,, so that vol*(R* /e”) = vol(Zx) = 1.
Identify B, with its algebraic dual B} using the non-degenerate symmetric bilinear
form («a, B) = tr(af') = af* + Ba*. Now choose the Haar measure da = da, on B,

so that the ‘-twisted’ Fourier transform is self-dual:

Fo(f) = / p(o)es((@.B)do, €SB,
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If v {dp, da = [],; do;, while for p | dp, vol(R,) = %. It follows from calculating
vol(Boo /O(dg, N)) = dgN that vol(Bs/Bg) = 1.

As before, define d*a,, = C”(l)dOzU. It is well known and follows from the calcula-

lafw

tions in 1.3 that

4

(p—1)"" pldg,

vol (0 (ds, N)) = (27" S (p+1)! p|N,

On By, d*as = d*a; d*as dz df in terms of the coordinates

We will also write d*«,, for the measure on PB,‘ compatible with the exact sequence

1—Q — B, — PB; —1,

2

and dW, for the measure on By’ compatible with

v

1— BY — B L Qf — 1.

To be explicit,
Vol (POX(dp, N)) = vol(O(dg, N)),

while d*ao = d*adx df in the PBZ coordinates

1
Qoo = [al]{ f]/@g, 0<6<m.
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And
vl (OWN (ds, N)) = vol(0} (dp, V),

while dVa, = d*a dz df in the BY coordinates

1
Oy = |iaa_1:||: :jlf:|l'£9, 0<0<m.

It is well known (see [40]) that vol*(PBZ\PB}) = 2 and vol(BY\B") = 1. The
difference between d*as and dMa,, may be seen as follows: Lift d*a to the double

cover RM\BX of PBX. Then 1 d*a is compatible with
1 — BY — RN\BX 4% RM\R* — 1.

The Tamagawa measures on G = GL,, PG = PGL,, G = SL, are special cases

of those above, for dg = 1. Now define dg, on G, to be compatible with
1 — GY)P -G, 5 Qf — 1.

Explicitly,
vol(OX(1L, N NG,) = vol(OF(1,N))?,

and dg., = d*a[[;(d*a; dz; db;) in the G coordinates

. 1 2.
Iooj = {a 1]{% a._l}{ :pl]}'i(’w 0<0; <m.

J

Also define dg, on PG, to be compatible with

1—Q — G, — PG, — 1.
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Then
vol(P(OX(L, N’ NG,)) = vol*(0X(1,N))>,

and dg., = 2[[;(d"a; dz; df;) in the PG coordinates
1 &£
goog j—l 1 K’@j)
1 a1a2a3>0 0§¢9j<77'.

It is easy to check that vol(PGg\PGy) = 2.

2.1.3 Dual-Pairs

Extend the definition of (-, -) to B} as an orthogonal direct sum, and define F, do,, on

B} as before. We may write F; for the Fourier transform in ; alone, 8 =

The Weil representation w of Sp,,(Q,) on S(B}) is uniquely determined by: [17, [34]

w([ln i:)w(ﬁ) = e (HUBB) 9(8), U =U' € M,(Q),

(|7 4 ])ew = aeagoas.  aecL@

(| Ly, T ]) e = a Fot

Now consider the similitude dual-pairs

R(X,Y) = {(z,y) € X xY;v(x) =v(y)},

(n,X,Y) = (1,G.H), 3,G,G'), (3, H, H').

We extend the definition of w to each of these as follows: Let L denote the unitary
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left regular representation of Y, on S(BY),

If v(z,y) =4, set a = [ In } € X,, 2 =za™t, Wr = a1z, Then

01,

defines a representation of R(X,Y), on S(B}).
Note w(z,z) =1 for z € QX, since w ({ #1n 11 }) = L(z)7.

2.2 Jacquet—Langlands Correspondence

In this section we explicitly compute the Shimizu theta lift and it’s adjoint, which

realize the Jacquet—Langlands correspondence.

2.2.1 Shimizu’s Theta Lift

For ¥, ¥ as in §L2 and 7 € [],(Z/2Z), define F' € L3(H,\H}, X) by

F'(p(8,5)) = ¥"(8) (D),
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with matching local data ¢ € S(B,) as in §2.3] Shimizu’s theta lift is defined in [34]:

For g € GX;)

A (Tl _ 1 Ny naan /
OLFNe) = 4 [ o 2 005 F 00

a€Bg

B /PB S\PB} /(1)\B(6) Z w(g,p(ﬁ'B,B))gb(Oé)

A aEBQ

WI(3B)W(53) dVs dp

- /PB X\PB /(D\B(s) Z |5|1§1w((1)9)95((5‘5)_1a5)

A aEBQ

U(B3)T7(B8) d VB d*B.

This expression is readily converted into a Fourier series, following [34]. First, de-
compose the sum over By into left BQ orbits. Note that B \B 5~ Q* by v, and if
By is a division algebra, BQ = {0}. In the unramified case B = M , the remaining
elements are those a € Mg of rank 1, and every such can be written as o = 7~ 'a
for representatives of unique classes & € P [ (% % } , 7 € No\SL2(Q).

The contribution to (:):O(F ') from o = 0 is proportional to

U(33) dVs \I/de - 0
/PBg\PBg </Bg>\3§> (B5) 5) (B)d™B ,

since 7 is not one-dimensional, by the argument in [34]. For B = M (which is not
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considered in [34], but see [36]), the contribution from all o € Mg) \ {0} equals

/PG PGy /G(” G(‘”
o\ \ a ’YENQ\G(l)

1015 w(Wg)3((v86)~aB) B(BF) 8 (F) dV3 d

- Y
2/PG PG /N a®
a Q\PGy J No\G,

1015 w(Wg)@((B3) " aB) T(BB)I"(B) A3 B
— 1 5_1 N s/ ARN—157
; ? /PGQ\PGA /JVA\GES>| W (9)e((B8)~ ap)

([, i T a5 o
No\Na

since 7 is cuspidal. Therefore in all cases under consideration,

e nl _
(1)\B>< EB(l)

w(g, p(vB3, B))p(&) O"(BB)P"(B) V3 B

g.p(BB, B))p(a) T(BB)E"(B) A3 &6

- Z : PBZ\PB /Bff) “ ({ " } » P 1)) ’

~c M\ gx
a€By "\By

—_

w(g, p(BB. B))@(1) W(BE)"(5) dVB d*

-5

£eQx

35



SN = 4 [ o / 038 D))
PEHTE a3
o o
= 5 e S 03000
T a3

1 / W(g, 8)¥7(8) d*B,
PBZ\PB}

g.0) = [ wlo,pla DR P (Ba) %

At this point our proof diverges from [34]. Using the calculations in §2.3] we

realize the last integral as the action of Hecke operators on " and show
V(g.5) = Fg)¥"(5),

where F'is the unique Hecke normalized H* eigenform

F e Syl (LdgN), v, N)na'l(z) st

R,(1,dgN)F = ¢,F forall p|N’,

and so

(|17 ]08) = w@e. cea

and since w(z, p(z,1)) =1,

U(2g9,8) = x(2)9"(g,8), z¢€A*.
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Furthermore, the right K,-types of U"(g, 3) are determined by Lemma[Bin §23. The
remainder of our calculation consists identifying the Whittaker functions from L5l
(with M = dgN, M* = N°, M* = dgN*, MX = NX).

If ptdpN, it suffices to consider g = [ “ 1 } :

(0l )31 = a3 = lalyeya).
B0.9) = ldy [ @) i) dla
= laly [, le) B3(B0) o
= lal, T"W}(8)
=l () 1 o) 305)
= W)(9) ¥(B).

If p | N°, we consider g as before and also ¢’ = { 1 “ } :

w(g, pla; 1))op(1) = lalppp(@) = lalppp(e),
Vi(g,8) = lal, T 03(8)

= ol (‘) 1 (o) by

plp” —[ply"

oot () 1, (2) i)

Ipl” ~ 1ol
= (W)(9) + &, W,)(9)) ¥3(8),
w(g',p(a,l))gép(l) = |a|p]:¢p(aL) = |a|p]:90p(a)a

.5 = b, [ Fele) Uy(50) djo
= |apl, By(N) " T 97(3)
— ol (= ) 5, (ap) R ()9
1 a S'p_a 3p .
al3 (Q) I, (a) ¥2(8)
Iplp _‘P‘p

= (W2g) + & W2(g))¥n(B).
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If p | N¥,

w(g, ple, 1))gp(1) = alp gp(a) = alp p(a),
Wig,8) = lal, T, W(B)

= Jaly " Iz, (a) ¥(8)

= Wig) ¥3(8),
w(g', p(e,1))8p(1) = lal, Fop(a') = lal, Fop(a),
Vg, B) = lapl, Ry(N) ' T 07(8)

= —laly |apl, Tz, (ap) V}(5)

= Wi(g) T1(B).
If p | NX,

(g, plen D)) = @) = lalyg,('"a),

¥i(9.8) = lal, %(a) Iz, (a) (TX(a, 1) ,)" (8)
= (@) lali ™" Iz, (a) ¥1(B)
= WX(g) ¥2(B),

w(gplas D)) = lal, Fglat) = lal, Fiople ),

W' B) = |ap*ly Gy (1) Tz, (ap) (TX (0" ap) B,) " (5),
= G %(~ 1) |ap?l3 " Lz, (ap) ¥1(B)

= W)X(g) Vp(B).
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pr | dB,

w(g pla, 1)(1) = lal@p(a) = lal,pp(a),
U9, 8) = lal, T ¥3(8)
= o]} Iz, (a) U(8)
= Wi(g)¥(B),
(g pla, 1))g(1) = —lal, Fgyla) = —lal, Fiop(a),
Vi(g,8) = —lapl, Tp(w) " T,7 W)(5)
= —laly |apl, Iz, (ap) ¥3(8)
= Wi ¥1(B).

If v = oo, we consider g = [:I:a 1},&6]1%*:

w(g®, ple, 1))foo(1) = agoo(a’),

B Fay
) = [ o e v a) ala

= ja'tE T VL)
= WH(gH) ¥ (),
(g7, B8) = LdtTToTROw (B)

2.2.2 Adjoint of Shimizu’s Lift

Let U= U = U, F be as in §2.2 and for &/ € Hgé) define

OuF)) = [, 2wl H)le) Flg)do.

A CVGBQ
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Theorem 1.

J— 2 —
0,(F) = Ig=F € L3(HG\H}, %),

F'(p(B,B)m) = w7(5) w"(B).
Proof Since the theta kernel is smooth, automorphic, and has moderate growth, it

follows from Lemma [3] that

04 (F)(p(8,8)") = O5(F)(p(8,))
Al(dp, N,X) x Aldp, N, X).

m

Furthermore by Lemma [, for p t dgN,
0TI F) — T e,(F) — (i) 0.(F)
and hence by strong multiplicity-one on By,
Os(F)op € Tx7 = Txm

Thus by Lemma (Il © (?) is determined up to scaling. We compute its normalization
using the adjoint identity below (compare with the similitude see-saw identity in [9]).

O

Lemma 2.
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Proof

e %/ %/ (g, WL @) E (W) F(g) dVH dg
GoAX\Gy ~ JH[M\HI®
i ', / g WL )P ) Fg) AN &%
GoR NGy, J HNHD
) L@ NE(D) dOR dVg d*
/QXRJr\AX /G(l)\0(6) //(1)\H/(5) ?9(9>ha90) (h) (9)d“Vh" d\Vg d*o,
RHS = the same symmetric expression. [

2.3 Local Data

With the notation of §2.2 define ¢, ¢ € S(By) by

1 PN,
vp(B) = Wﬂop(ﬁ)
Xp(Bu1) I (Bu1)  p | N,

poo(B) = 2XE(B)e(iP(B));
951)(5) = W(LLZU)QOU(B) = %(szﬁ)a Le.

1 p{NX,

\

pr(ﬁ) = Wﬂop(ﬁ) Xp(ﬁn)ﬂzg(ﬁn) P\NX, TIpIOa

\Xp(ﬁzz)ﬂz; (522) p | NX m, =1,
Bee(B) = LXE(B)e(iP(B)), k= (—1)"Fk.

Now we compute the Fourier transforms of these functions in each case, and relate

them to Hecke operators for B,*.
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If ptdpNX, writing 8 = [ CCL

G(B) = Wﬂzp( ) Lz, (0) Lz, (c) Iz, (d),
pr = ano Tp[pn}’
FEu8) = sapriar (@) [N L1, (0) [N, Ly ()T, (a).
- VolX(O |N|p HZP( )]IZP(Nb) ]IZP(NC) ]IZp(d)a
(
) ¢p(B) p{dsN,
Laags) pI NN
p
o pr B; pdeNa
Fép B = 3
LR(N) gy, p| NPNE,

If p | NX, (note ¢, and F commute)

ep(B) = WOPX) )%p(a)]lzx (a) ]INZP(b) ]INZP (c)Iz,(d),
2,2
Pripx = Zn>0( o) »(1,p™)
J:Qpp(ﬁ) = W 2 gp Xp( ) ]IlZX (d) H%NZP (C) H%sz(b) ]IZp (a) )
~ 2,2
Fop BY ngXp(_l) Zn>0 ¢X (pn,p-1) *
Ifpldp, R; := {a€D,;VBER,, tr(af) € Z,} w, 'Ry,
v 1
Ypr = vol*(Rp) HRP ’
Sép BY = ano ngp |
_W(J)pr = Fop, = ﬁ(RP) [1; ]I(RZ))L ﬁ(}%p) %szTlRp ’
‘ngp By = %Tp(wp>_1 pr B
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If v =00,

g B —kv
QOOO‘B; = VT Oy,

-y _ —kv
TOOSDOO‘B;O = v '¢Yoo :

Also,
01 - —
Dw = 2m (XX -YY),
00
00
0a([]0]) = & G&-&),

Dw(J) poe = 1k Poc,

ez\k|0 Y

=  w(kg) Poo = Doo-

Lemma 3. For k € K,(1,(1,dgN)) and i,k € Kp(dB,]V) s.t. detk = v(k)/v(K),

(Note X, has different definitions on these two groups.)

w(k, p(k, k))@p = )NCP(KJ) Xp(bzp’%) Xp(bzpk) Pp

62(\k|9—/%9'+129’) .

w(kg, p(Kg, Kg))Poo = Poo

Proof First consider diagonal x € K,(1,(1,dgN)):

Wk, p(k, ) @p(B) = @plrni™ Bk)

Then it suffices to check

1 =z N o
N AT

wa ﬂ)ﬁp,, - F¢,, xcdsNZ,.

The archimedean statement follows from previous calculations. [
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Lemma 4. For p{dgN, o = [ ! p |

;

[ wlapia, D), () df.
iV (dp,N)

[ wlapllia o (3) dPi
\ JKp’(dB,N)

Proof Since w(arka™)p, = ¢, for k € Klgl)(l, (p, %)), the x integral reduces to an

average over the Klgl)(l, (1, 1))/K1(,1)(1, (p, 1)) coset representatives,

1] e [0]

and hence evaluates to

%;(ﬁ) = zﬁ (P Ho},pr)(dB,N)(ﬁ) +p° Hpop(dB,ﬁ)(ﬁ))-
Now the £ and k integrals evaluate to

[ pelaiddi = 2 (3 1o, (9)
K (dg,N)

.1y ) . p [p]
/;Skm%ﬁ)pg%(ﬁmoz JdWE = 2 (I, + TP (5).

It follows from the calculations in §1.3.2 (extending by continuity to B,) that

Iox = o, * (T,(1) = T¥ + pT,(p)),

P

lo, «T,) = To, —loz +Pho, = T xIo,
]IO,(,pr) + D ]IpOp = Z%l Qp;ln .
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Chapter 3

L-functions

In this chapter we compute special values of adjoint and triple product L-functions.
First we describe the relevant Langlands parameters (admissible representations of
Weil or Weil-Deligne groups), which determine canonical L and e factors. Then
we compute special values of the global L-functions using the Rankin—Selberg and

Garrett—Piatetsky-Shapiro—Rallis integral representations.

3.1 Local Langlands Correspondence

Let Wg denote the Weil group of the local field F' (as in [39, 22, 32]) and rp the local
class-field theory isomorphism rp : F* — W4 If y is a character of F*, denote by
X" the corresponding character of Wg. In particular, write || || = | |%.

Recall that We = C* is abelian and r¢ is the identity (so ||z]| = |z|c), and

W = C*uU;C*, F=-1, g2z!

|
wl

has closed commutator subgroup W§ = C| with rg being defined by
Rt*sr — r2CY, -1 — 5CW (so ||2]| = llsz]l = |2lc)-
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As described in [21I] (with a normalization error that we have corrected), all one-

dimensional representations of Wy are isomorphic to some o' = (s,d) ,
o'(z) = =P, ') = (1) se€C, 6e{0,1},

and all irreducible two-dimensional semi-simple representations to some o?

25 ,il0 l
20 00\ re 2 _ (—1)
0 (T€ ) - T2s€—i10 :| ) 0 (.]) - |: 1 :| ) ERS Ca

If we allow [ € Z, then

(5,00f =~ (5,08 (s, (s, D% ~ (s,—Di,

(51,01)% @ (82,02)k =~ (s1+52,0)k, 0=08 +0d mod?2,
(s1,11)3 @ (89, 12)% =~ (s1+ S9,l1 +12)% B (51 + 82,01 — 12)3,

(s1, 51)]§ ® (2, 12)]%@ ~ (81 + s9, 12)]%@-

The standard local factors are defined as follows:

(r(s) = W_%F(g)a Cc(s) = Cr(s)Cr(s+1)
= (2m) 7" I'(s),
L(s,0Y) = C(r(S+ S0+ 00), L(s,0*) = (c(s+sut
C(t,0') = (1+ |t + s5x0)), C(t,0*) = (1+ |1t + 500 +
£(s, 0% e00) = 1%, £(s, 0% es) = alotl,
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Now let W{@p denote the Weil-Deligne group of Q,. We implicitly identify the
characters of Wg, and Wg . Recall from [39, 22] the indecomposable admissible

representation sp™ of Wy on C{eo, .. .,e,_1} defined by

. €41 i<n—1,
sp(w)e; = |lwl['e;;  sp"(N)e; =

0 1=n—1.

Note (sp™)¥ ~ || ||'™" ® sp™. Since sp™ ~ Sym™ 'sp?, it follows that

n—1
Spm ® Spn ~ @ H ||2 ® spm+n—2i—1’ m > n,
=0
®%sp? ~ |||' @ sp’,

®%sp® ~ @ (|| ||' ®sp®) @ sp”.

Also consider a character X, of Q with ker(y,) =1+ p*Z, for k > 0. The standard

local factors we need are then defined as follows: (,(s) = ; —1p—5 :
¢ = [Hresp, ¢ = X
L(s,0) = Gls+sp+n—1), L(s,d) = 1,
n—2 :
e(s,0,e,) = 11 Czi(_si_sir_i;) e(s,0ep) = p** /ka; X, (x) ey(w) da,
— (_p—s—sp—’%z)"—l,
Clo) = p", Cle) = »~
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3.1.1 Adjoint Parameters

Consider a representation 7, of GLy(Q,) as in §I.4]. Below we list the corresponding
Langlands parameters o and their local factors, plus those of compositions with the

adjoint representation Ad : GLy(C) — GL3(C), Adp = Adop~p® 0" S 1.

Archimedean

If k =0, then 7y, ~ m(sgn’=||3=, sgn= || 5=), ds € {0, 1}, corresponds to

(800, 00 )i D (=500, 0o )i , With

’—QO
12

L(S, QO) = C]R(S + Soo + 500) <]R(S — S0 + 500)7
C(t,0°) = (1+ |1t + s0]) (14 |2t — 8s0|),

e(s,0% es) = (—1)%<, and

Ade” =~ (254,0)5 @ (0,0) B (—2500,0)% , with
L(s,Ade”) = Gr(s+2500) (r(5) Cr(s — 25c0),
C(t,Ade®) = (14 |ot + 2800]) (1 + [at]) (1 + ot — 2540]),

e(s,Ade% ey) = 1.

k-1

If k > 2, then 7o =~ o(sgn®| |52, | |35%), s = %57, corresponds to

0,k —1)2, with
L(s,0%) = (c(s+ 500),

Ct, o) = (14 |t + ss0|)?,

S
12

(s, 0%, es0) = 1, and

Ade® ~ (0,2k—2)3 @ (0,1)%, with
L(s,Ade") = (e(s + 2500) Cr(s + 1),
C(t,Adg*) = (1+ |t + 254|)2 (1 + |at]),

e(s,Adok en) = (—=1)*.
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Non-Archimedean

If pt M*MX, then 7, ~ (| 57| [s7) corresponds to

Adg°

L(s, Adg®)
e(s,Adee,)
C(Ade")

12

11> @ || [|*7, with
Cp(s + Sp) gp(s + gp)v
1,

1, and

I [5>=%> @ |[|1° @ || ||*>~%, with
Gols + 8 — 5) Gols) Gols + 8, — &),
1,

1.

1 1
If p | M¥, then 7, ~ o(| |, s | \,§+th) corresponds to

¢ ~ |72 @sp?, and Adgt ~
Lols: &) = Gls+g+ty), L(s,Adg) = Gls+1),
ep(s, 0 e) = (_p—ztp)p—s%’ e(s,Adofe,) = p 2+,
Cle") = p, C(Adg!) = p2.
If p | MX, then 7, ~ 7(Xp| 7 [1,"") corresponds to
o = Gl e I, with
L(s,0%) = (y(s—1ty),
(s, 0% ¢p) = (p_ltp_é/ )N(p(x)ep(x)d:E)p_S"‘%,
lZ;

C(¢*) = p, and
AdpX ~ X 12t & || ||° @5(_;, |72, with

L(s,AdpX) = ((s),

(s, AdpX, ep)
C(AdgX)
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3.1.2 Triple Product Parameters

Archimedean

Ifk:lzkg:k:g:O,let

{0,1} > 0 = 07+0y+03 mod 2, so that

0 = Hod®d) ~ @ (ds1EsyEss0), with
{£}3
L(s,0) = HCR(s:tslztsgzl:sg),—l—é),
{£}2
C(t,o) = H(1+|1t:|:sl:ts2:|:s3|),
{£}3
£(s,0,e00) = (—1)°.
Ifk::|k1|:|k:2|22andk3:0,
0 = @B @ = (s3,2k—2)z @ (s3,0)f

B(—s3,2k — 2)% @ (—s3,0)%, with
L(s,0) = Ce(s+s3+k—1)Ce(s + s3)

Ce(s —s3+k—1)c(s— s3),
C(t,o) = (14t +s34+k—1])%(1+ [t + s3/)?

(1 + ot —s3+k —1))* (1 + |ot — s3])?,

£(s,0,00) = 1.

If k1| = |ko| + k3| > |ko| > |ks| > 2,

0 = o/ @d @ ~ (0,2[ki] —3)2 @ (0,2]ks| — 1)2

®(0,2|ks| — 1)z ® (0,1)%, with
L(s,0) = Ge(s+ [ka] = 3) Ge(s + |ka| = 3)

Ce(s + ks = 3) Cels + 3)
Ct,o) = (L+]ut+ |k = 302 (1 + ot + |kef = 3))?

(1 ot + ks| — 51)2 (1 + Jot + 3])%,
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Non-Archimedean
o) ® 0
o) ® 0% ® of
Ly(s, 0} ® 0 ® 03)

ep(s, 0 ® 03 @ 03, ep)

C(d) ® o) ® oY)

&) ® 0} ® ol

12

P

nef}?

~ P N
nef-}3

= II Gls+st +s+sP),
nef-}3

= 1,

= 1,

12

@ | @ sp2,

ne{-,}?

dod = |Im e (7 o),

dedod ~ & |

Ls,di @b ®ef) = (s+1

L ba(tr+t2+3) ® sp2) ® (|| ||—g+z(t1+tz+t3) ® sp4),

—+ Z(tl + tg + t3))2 gp(S + % + ’L(tl -+ t2 + tg)) s

5
6(87 Qj:j[ ® Qg ® Qg, ep> e (_p—5l(t1+t2+t3))p—5s+§’

Cldodod) = p,

12

& @ ok ® of

H ||zt1+zt2+s'3 @ (H ||—1+zt1+zt2+8'3 ® Sp3)

EBH ||zt1+zt2+§3 o) (H ||—1+2t1+zt2+§3 ® Sp3>.
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3.2 Zeta Integrals

3.2.1 Rankin—Selberg

Lemma 5. Let F € Si(1,(1, M), %, M") be a Hecke normalized H* eigenform, with

Langlands parameters o0 = (0,). Then

2
(F, F) :/ ﬁ([a }) la|, ! da
AX 1
I1, e
= v 2 L*(1, Adp),
Cr) VA
1 pt M,
1 k=0,
oo = &=1 p| MEMX,

2~ Ikl-1 k #0, -
2(1+2%)  p| M,

p+1

In terms of the corresponding classical Hecke form f € Si.(1, (1, M), x, M),

2 dedy Lz
/row)\sa'f(z)' oo QC“M(H2(1+ » )>L(1,Adg).

plMP
Proof Suppose M’ = 1 for now, and define the Eisenstein series F(s, g,¢) on PGy:
a s 1
&o | 5 LA = el wplekaa o (R), € PR(L,(1,1)),

VOlv = VOIU(PKU(L(LM)))»
E(s,9,¢) = Z £(s,79)-

vePTp\PGo
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Now consider the Rankin—Selberg zeta integral,

Z(s,F xF.€) = / e PR G 0.9 dg
Q A

- / ()€ (5, 9) dg
PT@\PGA

= Lo L)

2
|5 d¥adx

I gCL ? s—1 jgx
= Z F 1 la|y " da
QX\AX ge(@x
= [[%(s.F. x Fu),
~ = ) ~ a 2
Zy(s,Fy x F,) = / F({ 1D lal3™ da.
QX

These local factors are easy to compute: If & =0,

Zoo(8, WI? X Wpo) = (r(5+ 255) Cr(5)* Cr(s — 254) (r(25)7!

- Loo(s> Oco ® @oo) CR(QS)_l'

If |k| > 2,
Zoo(s, W x WF) = (4m)" DT (s 4 k| — 1)
= 277 Ge(s + k] = 1) Ge(s) Gr(29) ™
= 2_|k‘_1 Loo(sv Qoo ® @oo) CR(2S)_1'

Zp(s, W;z? X W;z?) = G(s+8p,—3p) Cp(s)z Gp(s+ 35, — 3p) Cp(23)_1

= Ly(s,0,® Ep) Cp(25)_1-
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If p | M¥,

If p | MX,

Zy(s, WX x W)Y) = Gyls)

= Ly(s,0,® Ep) Cp(5>_1-

By unfolding the integral of an incomplete Eisenstein series as above, one can

show that res E(s,9,¢) = % Therefore the Petersson norm of F' is given by

(FF) — 1 / F(g) dg
PGo\PGy
= I‘E?Z(S’F X F,g)
= limZ(s, F x F,€)(*(s)™*
s—1

- 207 x P

2

- L[ e
AX
It is easy to check the value of each ¢,, defined by
~ = Cy .
Zy(L,Fy, x Fy) = —=L,(1,0®0).
L) = g e

The restriction M’ = 1 is removed using the calculation from §I.4]

(Vo V) = 2(1+ Z2) (V2, V),

prVp p+1 prVp
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Now we consider Eisenstein series which are Hecke eigenforms. For any choice of

signs € € [, {£1}, define E(s, g,{) as before, with R, = R,(1, (1, M)) and

55(879) = (Hp\M(1+EPRp))€(S>g)

Then by Hejhal’s calculation of the scattering matrix [10],

77(37 56) E(87 9, 55) = 77(1 -5, gg) E(l - 5,0, £€>7
n(s,€) = ([Lu(+ep®)) C(2s).
Finally, we make the spectral renormalization [10, [14],

9~ 3#{p|M}+3

vol(I'o(M)\$)
/OOO h(t)E'(3 +1t,0.,6) L

E'(s, 9,6 =

/TO(M)\YO

Lemma 6. Let ¢ € Si(1,(1, M), x, 1) be a classical Hecke normalized H* eigenform,

E(s,9,£%, so that

2 [e%S)
s~ [Twpe,

with Langlands parameters o = (o,). Then

V()P E\(s, 0,,£°) 2 .
/Fo(M)\f)| BFEt ) = (L e 23 #IM}=3  [*(s,0® D)
/ |¢(Z)|2 d:cgly PIM 2 M?=s L*(1,Ado) n(s, &%)
To(M)\$) Y

Proof Let F,f be as in Lemma 5 with M” = 1. Since R, |F|? = |F|? for all p | M,

Z(s, F x F,6) = ([L52)2* 00 Z(s, F x F,¢)

1tep #4{p|M Coo L*(S>Q®§)
(Hp|M D) )2 M} M (s €) and also
2P xFg) = 2B [ )
To(M)\$

The result now follows by dividing out the similar formula of Lemma [5. Since the

new formula is self-normalizing, we only require v € C*f to be an eigenform. [
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Note that the identity of Lemma [ is consistent with the functional equations
of El(s,g,£%) and L*(s, 0 ® 9). For the purpose of comparison with Theorem [3], we
observe that the Langlands parameters of the unitary Eisenstein series El(% +1t, g, &)

are given by of = || [|“ & || ||, and that

2

/ ()2 B+, o, ) Lo
To(M)\$ Y

2
([ weres)
Po(M)\H
py 2HPMIZS L5, 0@ 0 ® o)

= (I @ M2 L[*(1,Ado)’ rg§L*($> AdoP)’

QF = () (e i) i

3.2.2 Garrett—Piatetsky-Shapiro—Rallis

In this section we explicitly calculate zeta integrals for the Rankin triple L-function,
as defined in [33]. Let Fj € m; N Sk(1, (1,dpN*),1,1) be three Hecke normalized H*
eigenforms as in Theorem [I] with matching data ¢; as defined in §2.31 Consider
F = F| x F5 x F3 as an automorphic form on PG, and ¢ = ¢ X s X 3 € S(B3).
We distinguish totally unramified data as ¢°.

Following [33, 8], we consider ®,(s, h) satistying

A B

®,(s,th) = |det AD™'5T ®,(s,h), heH, t= { 0 D

} €T,
Note the Iwasawa decomposition H, = T, K,, where

Ko = U®3), K, = GSps(Z,).
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Now for h € H,, choose any b’ € H), s.t. v(h') = v(h) and define

©,(0,h) = w(h,h)ep,(0).

Since ®9(0, ) is constant on K,

®9(0,1)

@u(s.h) = (H88) ®,(0,h).
The local zeta integral is defined as in [33] 3], [7] by

ZU(S7F'U7LPU) - / (I)U(37’yog) Fv(g) dg’
QI NN\Gy

where
x1
NO_ 13 T2 . _
v ,$1+l’2+1’3—0
T3
0, 1,
(1 11 -1 0 0]
010 -110
(1) . 001 —-101
Heo > % = 11 11 900
000 —-110
000 -1 0 1]

Lemma 7. For any ¢, € S(B?),

w(10)@y(0,0,0) = (1) / o, (3.8, B) dB.

Proof Write vy = J; 'EJ,FG,

57



Then
sog(ﬁl, Ba, ﬁ3) =

w(70)%,(0,0,0) =

w(FG)e, (B, B2, Bs)

eo(—v(B1) + v(B2) + v(53))
- @, (B1, b1+ Ba, B1 + Bs),

w(Jl_lEJﬁQOz}(Ov 07 O)
(Fi " eu(=v(n)) - F1ep!,)(0,0,0)

(—1)bits / e, (v(8)) @,(8,0,0) B

(_I)HU‘dB /B ¢v(5aﬁ>5) dﬁ O

By the calculations of Piatetsky-Shapiro—Rallis, Ikeda, Gross—Kudla, plus our own

which follow, we have

Theorem 2. Suppose k = |ki| > |kao| > |ks| >0, ki+ke+ks=0 (= koks>0),

and for some fixed square-free N, all N]’-j = N and all N; = NJX = 1. Then

ZU(O, sz(? Qov)

C 8002+1 k=0,
2—2k—2 k> 27

o
= WLU(%,Wl X o X7T3),
1 pJ[dBN,
Co = 4 (- DEEE pldg,
(ep+ DEEEE p| N,

Proof We go through each case separately. Note that although we only describe

central values above, they are defined by analytic continuation of Z,(s).
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Archimedean

Recall that

kolF; = ekl w(ke)p; = e”kﬂego-
Defining
Tz, —1
_ ca; za; ;o €
o= [ ] ([0 ]),
eec {1}, a;eR*, zeR,
we have

(g3 )i (B) = 2 lay|M1¥2 X2 (8) e(20(8) + w2 P(B)),

where X; = X, X 1 =Y. Then

(0,59) = /M L e)e(8.8.8)43

= el a2 [ xR (X - 2 |VP) d,
M2 (R)
where 2z =z +1(a] + a3 + a3) = ¥ + 1y,

_ % |a1|Ik1|+2|a2|lkz\+2|a3|\k3|+2 []_—|XE|2ke(Z X[ - = |Y|2)} (0)

_ Ls (27‘(@)_% |a1||k1|+2|a2|\k2\+2|a3|\k3|+2
Y

(5% 5%)" Fel=1X = 2y )] ()

27TZ)_2k |a1||k1|+2|a2|\k2\+2|a3|\k3|+2 |Z|_2

I
>-\w|,_.
—~

0Xc 0X.

(5% 7%)" e( = LIXP+ Y1) 0)

= g kg [ g2 g B (2 e /) T (2],

(I)(S, 59) _ % E! ‘al‘2s+|k1\+2‘a2‘2s+|k2|+2|a3‘2s+|k3|+2 (27T EZE/Z)_k ‘Z|_25_2.

29



We used the formulas

/ eXp(—ﬁxtQ:c + 27Tithx) dr = (det Q)—% exp(_ﬁthQ—lBty>’

[(£4)" explal=] (0) = nta”

In the case of all Fj being even Maass forms, the difficult archimedean zeta integral
was evaluated by Tkeda [12]. It is trivial to extend his result to arbitrary combinations

of parity. Recall that

{0,1} 2 0 = &6 +02+63 mod 2,

Yy = Y1+ Y2+ ys.
Then

ZOO(S> WO 00 Qooo)

[1>0
= / // 3 |a1a2a3|25|z| T
7'('

{£1}
H € W, (47m )) e(x) 2 da; du db,
(RT)3
= (1- /(R+ / 12|22 ) I1, y] t2 g K., (2ry,) &y, de
(1-— 25 s+1 .
- F(s+ 1) /(R+) YK my) Ty K (2myy) d¥y,
(1—0)7—* ) L
- I(s+1)I'(2s+1) H N+t 3+24+%)
{£}3
(1-9) 1 1
= CR(S+§:|:81:l:52:|:83>
Ce(25+2) Ce(4s +2) 1,
— (1—6) Loo(8+%,7T1X7r2><ﬂ-3)
Ce(25 +2) Cr(4s +2)
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Our calculation in the case |k3| > 2 is very similar to that of Gross—Kudla for

all-equal positive weights [7].

T, WA WEA X WIS, 9. )

o 28+2‘k1| 28+2|k2| 28+2|k3|
= 4 / Ig-(€) a; Qy as
(RT)3

{£1}

~/Rl{:! (27 e25/1) F|2| 7% 2 e(2) 2d%a; da
= (2m)‘kk‘!/ yy Tyl
(RF)3

~ / (@) H |l o(z) &y do
R

— (@2m) "t R (—2m2)**1 (2me)sHhH / y8+\k1\ys+\k2|ys+|k3|
T+ )T(s+k+1) Jgept 7205

_ /°° e Amtyatus) (140 45 () o ys+R gy dt
0

(2m)* 2k Dls+ [k|) D(s + [kal) I'(s + |ks])
s+ 1)T(s+k+1) (47r)3s+2R

/ (1 4+t)" 2t
0

RIT(s+ k1) D(s+ ko) T(s + |ks]) T(s+1)I(s+k—1)
s+ =2 s+ =2T (s + 1) (s + k+ 1) I'(2s+k)
9—2k=2 L| 24 () s 2k
(s+k)(2s+1), w372
I(s+k—1)T(s+1)T(s+ |ko|) T'(s + |k3])
' I'(s+1)T(2s+1)
27 2k=2 [ Loo(s+ %, Ty X Ty X T3)
(s+k)(2s+ 1), Cr(2s+2)Cr(4s+2)

. . . 2—2k—2
Zoo (0, Wl s Wikl s Ylksl ) = AL Loo(3,m X T X T3)

It is easy to check that our evaluation of the above integral is consistent with Ikeda’s

result for the overlapping parameter values k; = 0, s; = —%.
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Finally, in the case |ka| > 2, |k3| = 0, we have

Zoo(sawoko X Woko X chovsooo)

= (2m) 7" k! / YT ys TR YS wo e (47ys) €700
(R+)3
- / (2)F 2 o) dy, da
R

—27TZ)S+1 (27TZ)s+k+1
— 2 —k ]{Z' ( s+k, s+k, s 5 4
) R T R BT o 5 050070

_ /°° e AU (4 27s 5 (] g )bk g gy
0

. (27T)28+2 k! F(S + k)2 / . (4 )
 T(s+D)IT(s+k+1) (4m)2st2k [o, Y3 Wo,s5\2TY3

_/ 6—27Ty3(1+2t) ts(l + t)—s—k de3 dt
0

o—25—4k+2 - ~2k+2 KIT(s+k) T(s+1)
I'(s+1)(s+k) (4m)s

/ (Amys)™ 2 w_ i 1ox (ATys) woe, (47ys) d¥ys
R+

27 2
o—As—4k+2 _—s—2k+2 k'F( + k)
(s + k)

Z D(s+ 2 £s3)D(s+k— 3 £ s3) D(F2s3)
[(3 Fs3)T(2s+ k+ 5 £ s3)

{3

P {s—l—%:tsg, s+k—%:ts3, %:l:Sg;
T

142s3, 2s+k+ 3+ ss; 1

3F, denotes a generalized hypergeometric series. We can simplify this further at s = 0

using the three-term relation,

3F2[a’ . } bz( (1 —a)T(d)T(e)T(c—b)

d, b)T(e—b)T(1+b—a)T(c)
7 b, 1+b—d, 1+b—c¢;
1+b—c, 14+b—a; 1
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Zoo<07 cho X cho X Wgoa@oo)

24k 2 7r2k 2 et i T 53) (k+ % £ s3)
R %:l:Sg, k—%:l:Sy,, %:l:Sg;
14 2s3, k+ 3+ s3; 1
(k)

~  th—2 2k—2 Z D(3 Fs3) T(—k+ 2 Fs3)T(5 £53) D(k— 5 £53)
{3
: I'(k) I'(F2s3)
T(L Fs5) T(—k+ 3 Fs3) (L Fs3) Dk + L £ 53)
[ aEss k-gEss fEsy
14 2s3, k+ 3+ s3; 1
(k)  (=DFta? 1
= m ——-=
24k=2 r2k=2 cos?(msy) f-2-k I'(f)
3 I'(k) D(1) D(f) T'(F2s3)
{1 P(% :F$3)F(f— % :F$3)F(k+%j:$3)r(%:{:$3)
[ sEs  sEss fEs-f
14 2s3, k+%i$3; 1
PO (11?1 [kl basy, 1oy
- im —— 3/
24k=2 12k=2 cos?(ms3) f—2—k I'(f) 1, IE 1
LW ket D e

7)Ln ['2—k+n)
P(k) (=D (=DM 'T(R)T(k — 5 + s3) D(k — 5 — s3)
24k=2 12k=2 ¢0g?(7s3) D(k)2D(2 + s3) (3 — s3)

= 2Dk — L sg) T(k — 2 — s3) T(3 + 53) D(5 — s3)

2—2k—2 )
= ———= Loo(5,m X mg X m3).
(r(2)? (2 )
This is consistent with the previous case if we set s3 = —% . It would be interesting
to directly factor the function Zy(s), for either k = 0 or s3 = —3, by comparing with

the previous cases.
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Non-Archimedean

First consider p 1 dgN. A more illuminating treatment was given in [33], however
our calculation is elementary and generalizes in an obvious way to the ramified cases.

Note that the restriction p # 3 is unnecessary.

Writing @ = ¢ , g1 = @ . g = 44 _1 | for j = 2,3, and
1 1 a;

choosing b’ = p (a*, 1), we compute

B,(0.709) — /M w(9)e, (5, 8, 8) dB
2,Qp
=, / ep(20(8)) o1 () @y ops(aasB) B
M2yQp

= Cp@)g |a3a§a§|p/ ep(2(Br182 — Bi2Ba1))
(Qp)*
Iz, (aapi1) Iyz (aabrz) Ly, (@fa1) Iz, (aB22) dB
(|alp :== max{1, |ag|p, las|,} )

= Cp(2)3|a3a§a§|p/ |adl, ! Taaz, (2522) Iz, (@f22) dfas
Qp

Al L, (o) L, (@) e

Qv

= G(2)°|a’azaz], |2],”

(|2l = max{|ad®|,, |2],} ),

®y(s,709) = G(2)* la’azas] ™ 2], >

It is straightforward to check that for |a|, <1,
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Then

B W) = [ [ lataded et (St ) ol o

|laazp|~*2]as|*2 —|aasp| ~#2|as|52 21 2
( [p[=2—[p[~%2 |aa|? Iz, (aa3)

|aasp|~*3|as|%3 —|aasp|~*3|as|*3 21 2
( 55— |p|— 53 |aas|? Iz, (aas)

|a*a3a3]| " dx d¥a d¥ay dxag

—2s5—2
l—p—== 21—2s—1
/ / / 1 Tt ) (1 - \paa ‘ )
la]<1 |az\<|a\7 lag|<|a| 2
(lapl =1 —lap| =51\ [ |aazp|”*2|as|*2 —|aasp| " *2|as|*2
Ip| =51 —[p|~*1 [p| =52 —[p[~%2

|aasp|—*3|as|"3 —|aasp| %3]as[®8 \ | 3 2 2s+d gx gx - gx
: ( PR la®aza3|*"2 d*a d”as d™ag

Now write |a|, = p~*, |a;|, = p™, so

Zo(s,W2ip,) = > > Y Sk ky, ks, min{k, k + 2ka, k + 2ks}),

k20 ky>—8 ks>—%

_p S
(1= ptnesn) (B pn )

pil—p°l
<p(k+k2+1)8'2*k252 —p(kthot1)83—kodo )

p*2—p*2
plktk3+1)é3—kgd3 _p(k+k3+1)53—k353
p%3—p33 )

We can make the sums independent:

Zp(s, Vp’sozn) - Z Z Z Z

p=0,1 K'>0 k,>0 k>0

Sk + p, ky — k' Ky — K 2min{k' Ky, k5 } + )

2.2 2 2> )

n=0,1 1>0 p=0,1 k>0 k§>0 k>0

(=1)"SQK"+14+n)+ p, ky — k" ky — K", 21 + p).
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After multiplying out the summand as a polynomial and rearranging the exponents
(as linear combinations of {1,1,k" k., k3}), we recognize Z, to be a finite sum of
products of geometric series. This evaluates to a complicated rational expression,
which we factor using Mathematica. It is necessary to impose the constraint on

central characters, Zj(éj +§;) =0, e.g. by substitution for $;. Then

Lp(S —+ %,71'1 X o X 7T3)
G(25 +2) (p(4s + 2)

Zp(sa W;?> Qop)

In the cases p | dgN¥, the difficult ramified zeta integrals were calculated by
Gross—Kudla [7]. We have quoted their results, taking into account our differing

normalizations of measures and local data.

O
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Chapter 4

Conclusion

4.1 Triple Product Identities

—

Let ¢; € Sy, (dp, N) be three Hecke-eigen newforms of the same square-free level N,
with ky + kg + k3 = 0, and let p; denote the corresponding Langlands parameters.

Define ¢, =[] i € for the eigenvalues ¢, as in L4t

Tov; = gioo¥y, k=0,
Ty, = —e;pv;,  p|dsN.

Writing X = OW(dg, N)\$, we have

Theorem 3.

2

/iwﬂaﬁé@)wx@é%g
Hj/X|¢j(z)|2 ddy

(e pHPAEN}=S3 [*(3, 01 @ 02 © 03)
v (dpN)?2 TI (1, Adgy)

Ltk =ky=ky =0, = p|dp,
Qo = 1 k1| = |ka| > |ks| = 0, Qy = e p| N,
2 k1| > |ko| > |ks| > 0, 1 ptdsN.
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Proof Define the corresponding adelic forms W; on B, F; on Gy, Fj on Hj, and
the local data ¢; € S(By), as in §1.21 §2.2 As Harris-Kudla showed, it follows from

the see-saw identity,

<1’®<P(F)>PH[’\\ - <@£P(1)’F>PGA7

and the Siegel-Weil formula, ©,(1) = 3E(0,h,®), that
[ euEmm)a ~ 20.F.)
PH}\PH),

Then by Theorem [I],

2

/ U4 (8) Wa(B) Ws(3) d*B _
PBX\PB] _ Z(0,F, )
Hj <\PJ’\IIJ>PBj HJ’ <F}’F}>PGA’

and by Theorem [2] and Lemma [5],

2

[ 1) ) ) 2
I, [ sl S

(2 II,C, L*(%v 01 ® 02 ® 03)
4vol(X) Hmcjv HjL*(l,Ade)

Noting that

vol(X) = 2C°(2) [Tja, (0 = D L n(2+ 1),

it is straightforward to compute the constants.

O
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4.2 Applications to Quantum Chaos

Consider the geodesic flow on a finite volume hyperbolic surface X = I"\$). This is a
classical Hamiltonian dynamical system with phase space 77X, the cotangent bundle
of X, and Hamiltonian H (v}) = |v}|?, the Riemannian norm squared. We restrict our
attention to S*X, the constant energy submanifold of unit cotangent vectors, which

is invariant under the flow. Under the homeomorphic identification

~

S$*X =4 I'\PGL{(R),

(dy). — F{l 1],

the flow map for time ¢ is given explicitly by right multiplication,
et
T.(Tg) = Ty [ 1 }

The normalized Liouville measure on S*X is ergodic for the geodesic flow and has
entropy equal to 1. Furthermore, Ornstein—Weiss proved this system is measurably
isomorphic to a Bernoulli flow. Topologically, the geodesic flow is less simple. There
are no stable periodic orbits, but since the flow is Anosov, unstable periodic orbits
form a dense subset. Each of these closed geodesics obviously carries an ergodic
measure, but there are also ergodic measures with supports having any Hausdorff
dimension between 1 and 3.

The standard quantization of the classical geodesic flow has state space L?*(X)
and Hamiltonian H = —A, a pseudo-differential operator with principal symbol H.
For a particle described by the normalized quantum state 1 € L?(X), measuring
its position is equivalent to sampling an X-valued random variable defined by the

probability distribution

du(z) = |v(2)]? df%- (el =1.)
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Similarly, measuring the particle’s energy is equivalent to sampling a Spec(H )-valued
random variable, defined according to the spectral expansion of ¥. If X is compact,

then L?(X) has an orthonormal basis of eigenforms,
Fflpj = >‘j¢j7 O=X< A< <.,

in which case the corresponding spectral measure is simply

Z (0, ;) |2 6,

1
40

For non-compact X, H also has absolutely continuous spectrum equal to [ oo).
All of the corresponding (non-square-integrable) eigenspaces are spanned by unitary
Eisenstein series and have dimension equal to the number of cusps of X.

The special arithmetic X we will consider are distinguished by their numerous
symmetries, giving rise to Hecke operators. Since H* is commutative, it represents
a collection of simultaneously observable quantities. Furthermore, since H € HY
we may assume that the v; described above are in fact H*-eigenforms. As we saw
in Lemma [I] and the discussion before Lemma [, H* completely decomposes L*(X)
with multiplicity 1. (Note that for these X, the residual spectrum consists of {0},
i.e. all ¢; with j > 0 are cuspidal.)

Quantum chaos is concerned with the behavior of eigenstates in quantizations of
classically chaotic systems, particularly under semi-classical/high-energy limits [31].
An important general result due to Colin-de-Verdiere/Shnirelman/Zelditch is that

weak

N

1

Nz,uj — o as N — oo.
j=1

This is called quantum ergodicity, and it is equivalent to the assertion that almost

all high energy states are nearly equidistributed. The only assumption on X is er-
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godicity of the Liouville measure under geodesic flow, one of the mildest chaotic
properties ensured by negative curvature. However, quantum ergodicity does not ex-
clude the possibility that there may be other weak limits of the 11, along subsequences,
a phenomenon known as scarring. Scarring has been observed numerically in some
related systems, such as the Bunimovich Stadium billiard. In the special cases of
congruence hyperbolic surfaces (and 3-manifolds), Rudnick—Sarnak ruled out strong
scarring along closed geodesics [29], leading them to conjecture that all high energy
states become equidistributed. This is called quantum unique ergodicity (QUE). In
[24], Luo—Sarnak made a quantitative formulation of the QUE conjecture, predicting

the rate of equidistribution: For f € C(X),

/fduj—/fd,uo e AT as )y o oo
X X

They proved this, in the case X = SLyZ\$), on average over p; and for the individual
measures associated to unitary Eisenstein series. We now reduce their quantitative
conjecture for individual 4, to appropriate Lindelof Hypotheses, using triple product

identities. To quantify the smoothness of f, we use the Sobolev norms

£l = [[A=2)3f|,., reR

Let L?>"(X) denote the Hilbert space completion of C°(X) under || ||z2.r.

Theorem 4. Fiz X = OM(dp)\$H and let the 1; € L*(X) be as before, with Langlands

parameters oj. Suppose that for some 0 < a <1 and all j,j" > 1,

L3000 ®05) < Col0,0; @75 ® 0y)11, and also

L(3,0,®00®0p) < Cx(0,0; @0 ® 0p)1" ifdp=1.
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Then for |r —a| <1 and \; > 1,

#I

2a—r
1T T€

H|¢]|2 Vol HL2 K >\j

Corollary 1. Under the same hypotheses, set r = a+ 1. Then

azle
/deuj—/xfduo <o AT f g (4.1)

For a = 1, these hypotheses are Phragmen—Lindel6f convexity bounds, while the

conclusion (4.J]) follows trivially from the Sobolev inequality,

[l < 22

Any value a < 1 (‘convexity breaking’) implies the QUE conjecture. Furthermore, the
Grand Riemann Hypothesis implies a = 0, a generalization of Lindelof’s Hypothesis,
and this is best-possible. It follows from our proof that the corresponding exponent
—i of A; in (4] can’t be lowered. Our methods also apply to weight-k eigenforms 1),
giving the same result, although more smoothness is required from f. We will present

these details later.

Corollary 2. Under the same hypotheses, set r = 0. Then
ille <o AT (4.2)

The exponent i of \; in ([£2) corresponding to a = 1 is not the best which is

presently known for general surfaces (15 is proved in [30]), and it is not the best

that can be done using Theorem Bl In joint work with Sarnak, we have obtained the

exponent 57 unconditionally, and we hope to improve this further.
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Another related problem in quantum chaos concerns the amplitude distribution
of high-energy eigenstates. Viewing (X, y9) as a probability space, each 1); becomes

an R-valued random variable with cumulative distribution function

Berry/Hejhal’s random wave conjecture asserts that these f; converge in a suitable
sense to the normal distribution A(0,vol(X)~2) as A; — oo. It follows from the
proof of QE that the truth of the random wave conjecture for fourth moments alone

would imply QUE. Regarding third moments, this conjecture says

Fb()/)(qﬂj’(z) d”;;iy — 0 as \; = oo.

We now prove a stronger form of this (unconditionally) for the full modular group.

Theorem 5. Fiz X = SLyZ\$) and let the ¢; € L*(X) be defined as before. Then

_L
/X CHOR- SEE P
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4.2.1 Proofs

Lemma 8. (Weyl’s Law) Writing \; =  — s3, s; = 0; +1t;,

VR

Y1 = 2T L0 (1+T)),

0<t;<T

so for continuous f of bounded variation on [a,b) C [0, c0),

S () — e / L (1) di

a<t;<b

< (Ha)”ﬁ\f(a)\+(1+b>”€|f(b>|+/ (L4 ¢)" < |df|(t).

a

Proof of Theorem [ Since |¢;]|? € L*(X), we can apply Parseval’s formula:

sl = st llier = Do+ )7 [l s

7'>0
+/ G2 (P BN A )P e,
R+

where the integral only appears if dg = 1. First we analyze the individual terms,
using Theorem [3 and Lemma [6l We may assume €, = 1, or else the corresponding

term vanishes by symmetry, and also \; > i. Then

Loo(5,0; X 05 % 05) = Crlg + 285+ 55) Gl + 557)° Grl(5 — 285 + 55
Cr(3 + 255 — s50) Cr(5 — 55)? Cr(5 — 285 — s51),
Coo(0,0; X 05 X 0j/) = (14255 +sp[)2 (1 + [s; ) (141285 — s;0])?,
Loo(3,0 X 05 % 0%) = Crl5 + 28 +1t) Ca(5 +1t)* Cr(5 — 285 +1t)
-CR(% + 2s; —t) (R(% —t)? (R(% — 2s; —1t),

Coo(0,0; x 07 x 07) = (142500 +2t])? (1 + [0t])* (1 + 2500 — 2t])2.
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Recall Stirling’s approximation: For s = o + 1t and |arg(s)| <7 —e€ <,

(s) = (1+O0d|s|™) @2m)2s 2 e,

‘F(S)| = (1 + Oe(\s\_l)) (271')% |S|U—% e—cf—targ(s).

We will write X <Y in place of X < Y < X. Then

. B e~ 5 (1284t 5 [+20t |+ [2t5 =1 51])
Loo(g,Qj X 05 X 05r) X — 1
C(0, 05 X 05 X Qj’)4

Loo(1,Adgj) =< e ™l

LOO(%7 0; X 0 X 0j) o2 (1284t =2[2t5]+ |2t = ])

Loo(1,Adg;)? Loo(1, Adpjr) C(0,0; X 0 X ;1)1

L b o= B (12t5+|+2]t|+[2t; —2))
olg) 05 X Q_ X 0 = ’
v C(0,0; x 7y x 0¥)3

rgﬁLoo(z,AdgE) = e M

1 — E _r . _ ) L
Loo(i;@j X 0; X 0 ) e 2(\2tj—|—t| 2|2t ]+|2t;—t|)

Loo(1, Adgj)2 res Loo(z, AdoF) C(0, 9j X 75 X QE)i

Note that

la + b| — 2|a|] + |a — b] = 2max{0, |b| — |a|}.

Finally, recall the estimate of Hoffstein-Lockhart [11],

L(1,Ado;) ™" < (1+[tp))s, e>0.

We divide the discrete spectrum contributions into

I= {O < tj/ < tj}, II = {tj < tj/ < 3tj}, IIT = {3t] < tj/}.
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Then
Z[ <, (1+tj>a—1+e ZI (1_'_tj/)a—1—r+e

<, (1+tj>max{a—l,2a—r}+5

<<5 (]' + tj)Qa—T—i-e’

3(a—1)—r+e Lia— €
ZH <Le (1+tj)2( Y +ZH(1+|2tj—tj/|)2( D+

< (1 + tj)2a—r+57

ZIII <L (1 -+ tj)E Z[}[ (1 + tj,>2a—2—r+5 e—w(tj/—2tj)
< e‘(”‘ﬁ)tj
< (1 -+ tj)2a—r'

Similarly, we divide up the continuous spectrum:

tj tj
/ <<E (1+tj)a—1+e/ (1+t)a—l—r+edt
0 0
<, (1_|_tj>max{a—1,2a—r—l}+e

<<E (1+tj)2a—r+e’

3t; 3 3t )
/ < (1+tj>§(“_1)_r+6/ (1+ |2t; — t]) 3D+ gt
t

tj

< (1 + tj)2a—r—1+57

/ < (1+tj)6/ (1+t)2a—2—r+e e (t=2t) gy
3

tj
< 6—(7‘(’—6)t]‘

< (14 tj)Q“_T’.
O
Proof of Theorem First note that
Lv(87®3gj> = LU(Sasym3@j> LU(87Qj)2'
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Then for A\; > i,
Loo(lv ®3Q) _
— (L+1t;])72,
Coo(0,Sym’g;) =< (1 + [t])*.

To prove the convexity bound for L(s, Symsgj), we first note that it is entire by the
work of Kim-Shahidi [19], and has finite order by the work of Gelbart—Shahidi [5].
Furthermore, using the converse theorem of Cogdell-Piatetsky-Shapiro [2], Kim-
Shahidi proved that Sym®p; is cuspidal on GL4 [20]. Recent results of Molteni [25]

then imply

L(l + Zt, Symggj) <<e Coo(t7 Sym39j>57

L(0 + ut, Sym?’gj) < Cult, Symggj)%“,
and hence by the Phragmen-Lindel6f/Hadamard three-circles method,
L(},Sym®y;) < C(0,Sym®g)it < (1+ [t;])"*.

Now to prove that the third moment tends to zero, we only need subconvexity for
L(%,0;). The first such estimate was proved conditionally by Iwaniec in [14]; his
result is made unconditional at a small cost to the exponent by the same technique

as in [I5]. The current record bound is due to Ivic and subsequently Jutila [13] [18]:
e
L(z,0)) <e (1+ )™

Therefore

2
<o (L4 t;])5+

\ [ vt
X I Y
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