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Lifting to GL(2) over a division quaternion algebra and an
explicit construction of CAP representations
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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to carry out an explicit construction of CAP representations
of GL(2) over a division quaternion algebra with discriminant two. We first construct cusp
forms on such group explicitly by lifting from Maass cusp forms for the congruence subgroup
I'9(2). We show that this lifting is non-zero and Hecke-equivariant. This allows us to deter-
mine each local component of such a cuspidal representation. We then know that our cuspidal
representations provide examples of CAP representations, and in fact, counterexamples of
the Generalized Ramanujan conjecture.

1 Introduction

One of the fundamental problems in the theory of automorphic forms or representations is to
study the Ramanujan conjecture. To review it let G be a reductive algebraic group over a number
field F and let A := ®£)§oon be the ring of adeles for F', where F,, denotes the local field at a
place v.

Conjecture 1.1 Let 7 = ®/ . m, be an irreducible cuspidal representation of G(A), where m,
denotes the local component of m at a place v. Then m, is tempered for every v < co.

Nowadays it is widely known that counterexamples of this conjecture are found. A well-known
example is given by the Saito-Kurokawa lifting to holomorphic Siegel cusp forms of degree
two (cf. [17]). As another well-known example there is the work by Howe and Piatetski-Shapiro
[11], which gives a counterexample by a theta lifting from O(2) to Sp(2). In fact, it is expected
that liftings from automorphic forms on a smaller group provide such counterexamples. On the
other hand, let us recall that there is the notion of CAP representation (Cuspidal representation
Associated to a Parabolic subgroup), which has been originally introduced by Piatetski-Shapiro
[25]. This is a representation theoretic approach to find counterexamples of the Ramanujan
conjecture.

We now note that the Ramanujan conjecture for the general linear group GL(n) is strongly
believed. In fact, by Jacquet and Shalika [14], it can be shown that the CAP phenomenon never
occurs for GL(n). More generally, it is expected that the conjecture would hold for generic
cuspidal representations of quasi-split reductive groups. In view of the Langlands functoriality
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principle for quasi-split groups and their inner forms, the Ramanujan conjecture for the inner
forms are quite natural and interesting to study. We can thereby say that CAP representations of
the cases of the inner forms are significant to discuss. To define the notion of CAP representations
for the inner forms we follow Gan [8] and Pitale [22] (cf. Definition 6.6). Let us note that the
Saito-Kurokawa lifting deals with the case of the split symplectic group GSp(4) of degree two.
The case of the non-split inner form GSp(1,1) ~ GSpin(1,4) of GSp(4) is considered by [8] and
[22] etc.

In this paper we take up the case of GLy(B) over the division quaternion algebra B with
discriminant two, where note that GLo(B) is an inner form of the split group GL(4). Our results
provide an explicit construction of cusp forms on GLy(B) with lifts from Maass cusp forms for the
congruence subgroup I'g(2), and show that the cuspidal automorphic representations generated
by such lifts are CAP representations of GLg(B). The method of our construction of the lifting
is what follows [22], which deals with an explicit construction of lifting to GSp(1,1). In fact,
note that the cusp forms constructed by our lifting are viewed as Maass cusp forms on the 5-
dimensional real hyperbolic space, while the lifting considered in [22] provides Maass cusp forms
on the 4-dimensional real hyperbolic space. As in [22], to prove the automorphy of our lifts, we
use the converse theorem [19] by Maass, which is useful for real hyperbolic spaces of arbitrary
dimension.

We explain the explicit construction of our lifting. Let f be a Maass cusp form for I'g(2) which
is an eigenfunction of the Atkin-Lehner involution. Let {c(n)},ez\ (0} be Fourier coefficients of
f. From c¢(n)’s we define numbers A(8)’s (cf. (4.2)) for g € B\ {0} in order to construct our
lifting to a cusp form Fy on GLy(H) in the non-adelic setting. Actually A(f)’s are nothing but
Fourier coefficients of F. The statement of our first result is as follows: (cf. Theorem 4.3)

Theorem 1.2 Let f be a non-zero Mass cusp form which is an eigenfunction of the Atkin-
Lehner involution. Then Fy is a non-zero cusp form on GLo(H).

Another result is that the cuspidal representations generated by F'y’s are CAP representations
of GLy(B) and provide counterexamples of the Generalized Ramanujan conjecture. To be more
precise, assume that f is a Hecke eigenform. We can regard F; as a cusp form on the adele
group G(A) with G = GLa(B). We can show that F is a Hecke eigenform (cf. Section 5). Then
the strong multiplicity one theorem proved by Badulescu and Renard [2], [3] implies that Ff
generates an irreducible cuspidal representation 7 := ®;§ Tp of G(A). By our detailed study on
Hecke eigenvalues of F'y we can determine local representations m, for every p < oo. We can also
determine m, explicitly at p = oo by the calculation of the eigenvalue for the Casimir operator.
For this we note that every m, is unramified (at an odd prime) or spherical (at p = 2 or co). We
can show that 7, (respectively 7o) is non-tempered at every odd prime p (respectively tempered
at p = oo). If we further assume that f is a new form, we can also show the non-temperedness
of m, at p = 2. These lead to our another result as follows (cf. Theorem 6.7, Theorem 6.8):

Theorem 1.3 (1) Let f be a non-zero Hecke eigen cusp form and Fy be the lift. Let oy and
7 be irreducible cuspidal representations generated by f and F' = F respectively. Then mp is
nearly equivalent to an irreducible component of Indgj&()m(]detlflpa x |det|/2¢). Here Py is
the standard parabolic subgroup of GL4 with Levi subgroup GLg X GLo. Namely wp is a CAP
representation.

(2) The cuspidal representations wp’s are counterexamples of the Ramanujan conjecture.
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GL4(A — is 1
Py (ldet| 7120 x |det|1/20). This is de-

noted by MW (o, 2) in Section 18 of [3], which is a non-cuspidal, discrete series representation
of GL4(A). Since o is not the image of a cuspidal representation of B, under the Jacquet-
Langlands correspondence, 7' is B-compatible according to Proposition 18.2, part (a) of [3].
Hence there exists a discrete series representation m of GLa(Bja) which maps to 7' under the
Jacquet-Langlands correspondence. Also, from Proposition 18.2, part (b) of [3], the representa-
tion 7 has to be cuspidal. By the strong multiplicity one theorem for GLs(B), the representation
7 has to be exactly the same as mp obtained from the classical construction. The novelty of
our method is that we obtain explicit formula for the lift in terms of Fourier expansions which
are valid for non-Hecke eigenforms as well. In addition, the classical method immediately shows
that the lifting is a linear non-zero map.

Let us remark that Grobner [9] has also obtained examples of CAP representations for
GLg2(B) using the results of [3]. The example by Grobner [9] has a non-tempered local component
at the archimedean place, while our cuspidal representation 7 has a tempered local component
at the place as is remarked above.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we first introduce basic notation of
algebraic groups and Lie groups. Then we next introduce automorphic forms in our concern. In
Section 3 we study a zeta-integral attached to a Maass cusp form f, which is necessary to use
the converse theorem by Maass later. Then the explicit construction of cusp forms on GLy(H) is
given by lifts F't’s in Section 4. In Section 5 we view F'; as a cusp form on the adele group G(A)
and prove that Fy is a Hecke eigenform at every finite place. Then, in Section 6, we determine
local components m, of the cuspidal representation 7 generated by Fy for all places p < oo.
We thus see that 7 is a CAP representation and provides a counterexample of the Ramanujan
conjecture.

Let 7’ be the unique irreducible quotient of Ind
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2 Basic notations

2.1 Algebraic group, real Lie groups and the 5-dimensional hyperbolic space

Let B be the definite quaternion algebra over Q with discriminant dg = 2. The algebra B is
given by B = Q + Qi + Qj + Qk with a basis {1, i, j, k} characterized by the conditions

iP=2 =k =1, ij = —ji = k.
Let G be the Q-algebraic group defined by its group of Q-rational points
G(Q) = GL2(B).
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Here GL3y(B) is the general linear group over B, which consists of elements in Ms(B) whose
reduced norms are non-zero. Let H = B ®q R, which is nothing but the Hamilton quaternion
algebra R+Ri+Rj+Rk. Let H 5 2 — z € H denote the main involution of H, and tr(z) = 2+
and v(z) := xZ be the reduced trace and the reduced norm of « € H respectively. In what follows,
we often use the notation |3| := \/v(8) for § € H. We put H™ := {z € H | tr(z) = 0} to be the
set of pure quaternions, and H! := {z € H | v(x) = 1}.

Denote by G := GLy(H) the general linear group of degree two with coefficients in the
Hamilton quaternion algebra H. The Lie group G admits an Iwasawa decomposition

G =ZTNAK,

where

{8 o). e[ ]

A::{ay::[\ég \/gl] 'yeRi}, K :={keG|'kk=15}.

meH}, (2.1)

The subgroup Z is contained in the center of G and K is a maximal compact subgroup of G,
which is isomorphic to the definite symplectic group Sp*(2).
Let us consider the quotient G/Z* K, which is realized as

y x X
{[0 1” y € R, er}.
This gives a realization of the 5-dimensional hyperbolic space.

2.2 Lie algebras
The Lie algebra g of G is nothing but M (H), and has an Iwasawa decomposition

g=3Snbadt

= o o em )=o)

a::{[t 0” teR}, t:={X c My(H) | "X + X = 0o},

where

o

er}, (2.2)

)

0 —t

where 3, n, a and ¢ are the Lie algebras of ZT, N, A and K respectively.

. . . 1 0
We next consider the root space decomposition of g with respect to a. Let H := [0 B J

and « be the linear form of a such that a(H) = 1. Then {£2a} is the set of roots for (g, a). For
z € H we put
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Eéi)} (respectively {E(l) Y, . EY) E(_kQ)a}) forms a basis of

—2a? —2a —2a?

T € H}) Let 3q(¢) == {X € ¢ | [X,A4] =0 VA € a},

The set {ESY, B, EY)

2a00 2a00

n (respectively a basis of n := { [2 8]

o o

Then 3 @ 34(t) @ a is the eigen-space with the eigenvalue zero. We then see from the root space
decomposition of g with respect to a that g decomposes into

which coincides with

a, dGH}.

=GP @a)Dnon.

We also introduce the Lie group SLo(H) consisting of elements in GLy(H) with their reduced
norms 1. The Lie algebra gy = slo(H) of SLo(H) is the Lie algebra consisting of elements in
M (H) with their reduced traces zero. For this we note that

GL2(H)/ZT ~ SLo(H), g/3 ~ go.

We introduce the differential operator ) defined by the infinitesimal action of

1 1 1 2
Q= —H>_-H+- ()% .
= S+ Z‘} By (2.3)
Ze{l7z7j7k}

This differential operator € coincides with the infinitesimal action of the Casimir element of gg
(see [15, p.293]) on the space of right K-invariant smooth functions of G/Z*. To check this we

note [Eéz),E(_EQ)a] = H for z € H! and Iwasawa decompositions E(_ZZ)a = Eéz) + <(z) —0z> for

z € H™. In what follows, we call € the Casimir operator.

2.3 Automorphic forms

For A € C and a discrete subgroup I' C SLy(R) we denote by S(I',\) the space of Maass cusp
forms of weight 0 on the complex upper half plane h whose eigenvalue with respect to the
hyperbolic Laplacian is —A.

For a discrete subgroup I' C GLg(H) and r € C we denote by M(T',r) the space of smooth
functions F' on GLy(H) satisfying the following conditions:

702

1. Q-F = _(Z + 1)F, where Q is the Casimir operator defined in (2.3),

2. for any (z,7,9,k) € Z* xT' x G x K, we have F(zvgk) = F(g),
3. F' is of moderate growth.

Let K,, with a € C, denote the modified Bessel function (see [1, Section 4.12]), which satisfies

the differential equation
d’K, dK,
ety
dy dy

Yy — (y2 + a2)Ka =0.
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Proposition 2.1 Let I" be an arithmetic subgroup of GLa(H), and let Ly := {x € H | n(z) €
N NT} and Ly be the dual lattice of Ly with respect to tr. Then F € M(T,r) admits a Fourier
expansion

F(n(@)ay) =uly)+ Y, CBW K, (4r|Bly)e>™ ),
BeLr\{0}

with a smooth function u on Rsg.

Proof. A Maass form F' € M(T';r) is left-invariant with respect to {n(8) | € Lr}. This implies
that F'(n(z + a)g) = F(n(x)g) holds for a € Ly and g € G. Therefore F' has a expansion

Fn(@)ay) = 3 Wily)exp 2/ =T tr(B)
Belr

with a smooth function Ws on RX. For £ € H\ {0} we put We(y) := y_%Wg(y). From the
2

condition Q- F' = —(% + 1)F we deduce that Wg satisfies the differential equation

d? 1 L4+ . Y
— —— 4+ 22— ]| Ws|l=—=]=0
<dy2 * < 1Ty : (87r|6|>
for g € L}\{O}, where Y := 87|3|y. This is precisely the differential equation for the Whittaker

function (see [1, Section 4.3]). With the Whittaker function W;, 3, parametrized by (0,+/—1r)
we thereby see that

F(n(z)ay) = u(y) + Z C'(ﬁ)y%WO’\/jlr(Swlﬁ\y) exp 2my/—1tr(Bz),
BeLr\{0}

with constants C'(3) depending only on 3. . We now note the relation

2y
Wo,v=1,2y) = \| K =1, (9)

(see [21, Section 13, 13.18 (iii)]). This means that F has the Fourier expansion as in the
statement of the proposition. [

We shall consider the automorphic forms above with specified discrete subgroups of SLa(RR)
and GLa(H). As a discrete subgroup of SLa(R) we take the congruence subgroup I'g(2) of level
2. For a choice of a discrete subgroup of GLo(H) we recall that B denotes the definite quaternion
algebra over Q with discriminant dg = 2. This has a unique maximal order O given by
I+i+yg+1j

2 )
which is called the Hurwitz order. As a discrete subgroup of G'Ly(H) we mainly take G Lo (O).

O=Z+Zi+7Zj+7

Proposition 2.2 The group GLy(O) is generated by

ol B bl

ue 00X, 1)6(9}.
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Proof. Any element of the form [(S ﬁ € GL3(O) can be expressed as

5k sl

We see that a, § € O* and thus a3 € O. We note that

0 1][u 0]Jo —=1] [1 0 o 11° o -1
e 1 N s e e O S A P
a f
0 o

For a, b € O with b # 0 there exists ¢, d € O such that a = cb+ d, v(d) < v(b).
This follows from [16, Chapter I, Section 1, Corollary 1.8]. This reduces the general case of
5
~

These imply the assertion for € GL2(0). Next, we have the following claim.

6} € GLy(0), v # 0, to the previous case. This completes the proof of the proposition. m

Let G(A) = GLa(Ba), where By denotes the adelization of B, and let U be the compact
subgroup of G(A) given by [[,_,, GL2(0p), where O, denotes the p-adic completion of O at a
finite prime p. Then the class number of G with respect to U is defined as the number of cosets
in UG(R)\G(A)/G(Q).

We next put P to be a standard Q-parabolic subgroup of G whose group of Q-rational points

is P(Q) = { [(g g] € Q(Q)}. We now recall that, for an arithmetic subgroup I' C G(Q), the

cosets I'\G(Q)/P(Q) are called the set of I'-cusps.

Lemma 2.3 1. The class number of G with respect to U is one, namely we have G(A) =

G(Q)GR)U.

2. The number of cusps with respect to T := GLy(O) is one.

Proof. According to [24, Theorem 8.11] the class number of a reductive group over a number
field F' is not greater than that of a parabolic F-subgroup of it. Furthermore the class number
of a parabolic F-subgroup is not greater than that of its Levi subgroup (see [24, Proposition
5.4]). Hence, the class number of G with respect to U turns out to be not greater than that
of the Levi subgroup £ defined by the @Q-rational points B* x B*. Since the class number of
B* with respect to [[, ., O, is one, the class number of G is also one, which means G(A) =
GQ)G(R)U = UG(R)G(Q). This completes the proof of 1.

The first assertion implies that there is a bijection

MNG(Q)/P(Q) = GR)U\G(A)/P(Q).

Furthermore note an Iwasawa decomposition

P(Qp) - GL2(Op) (v=p < )

9(Q) = {P(R) K (v = 0)



3 SOME ZETA INTEGRAL OF CONVOLUTION TYPE 8

at every place v < co. We can then reduce the counting of the number of I'-cusps to that of the
class number of the Levi subgroup £. This implies that the number of cusps with respect to I'
is one and completes the proof of the lemma. [

We define I'r as a subgroup GLy(O) generated by
0 -1 1 8
[1 0 } , [0 1] (B €O,). (2.4)

In what follows, we will deal mainly with S(T'o(2); —(1 + (%)?)), M(I'z;7) and M(GL2(0), 7).
For this we should note that r can be assumed to be in R since the Selberg conjecture for
I'p(2) is verified (cf. [12, Corollary 11.5]). By Proposition 2.1, the Fourier expansion of F €
M(GL2(0),r) is then written as

Fn()ay) =uly)+ Y. CBWK /-, (4nv(B)y)e*™ 1)
BeFS\{0}

=uly)+ Y. ABWK 1, (2r|Bly)e " TRe(B)
Bes\{o}

with a smooth function u on Rsg. Here
S=7Z-1—ij)+Z- -(—i—ij)+Z-(—j—1ij)+7Z-2ij (2.5)

is the dual lattice of O with respect to the bilinear form on H x H defined by Re = %tr.
Now we introduce wy = 1+ 1, which is a uniformizer of B®gQ2. We can verify the following
lemma by a direct computation.

Lemma 2.4 We have S = wO.

3 Some zeta integral of convolution type

In this section, we study certain zeta integrals which will play a crucial role in the proof of
automorphy in Section 4.

Theta functions

Consider the space of harmonic polynomials of degree [ on H. These are homogeneous polyno-
mials of degree [ and are annihilated by the Laplace operator in 4 variables. We can act on this
space by the cyclic group of order 8 generated by 1—\;%2 € H. Let {P,,}, denote a basis for this

space consisting of eigenvectors under the above action. Hence,

142
Pl,v(—x) = 61,,/]3[7,,(1'), (3.1)

V2

for some eighth root of unity ¢ ,. Define the following theta function

- ﬁz - ™ —1mz
O©1.(2) = E P, (B)e*™V 1 oE = E b(2m)e*™v 1 (3.2)
Bes m=0
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on b, where b(m) := > 5cq 2= Dv(B). Since, S is invariant under 3 +— —3 and P, (—z) =
(=1)! P, (), we see that ©,(z) is the zero function if [ is odd.

Lemma 3.1 Let | be an even non-negative integer. Let O, be as defined in (3.2), with P,
satisfying (3.1). Then ©y, is a holomorphic modular form of weight | + 2 with respect to I'y(2),
and is a cusp form if | > 2. Moreover, we have the following transformation formula

—1

917,,( 2z

) _ _el 122+1 l+2®l V( ) (33)
Proof. Set

B= and A="'BB.
-1 -1 -1 2

By (2.5), we see that the map = — Bz is a bijection from Z* to S. Here, we consider = as a
column vector. For P, in the statement of the lemma, set P(z) := P, (Bz),z € Z*. Then P
is a homogeneous polynomial in 4 variables of degree [ annihilated by the operator

4 2
Ay = Z b; Ny 0 where AL = (b))

x;0x;’
7]7 Z .]

One can then see that ©;,(z) = O(z; 4, P), where

tm m
O(z;A,P) = 3 P(m)e?mv 1752

mezZ4

is as defined in [20, Corollary 4.9.5]. Since, all diagonal entries of A and 247! are even, part (3)
of Corollary 4.9.5 of [20] implies that ©;, is a holomorphic modular form of weight [ 4+ 2 with
respect to I'g(2), and is a cusp form if [ > 2. Once again, by part (3) of Corollary 4.9.5 of [20],
we have

-1
@(5

where A* = 247! and P*(z) = P(A ') = P, (!B~ 'x). Note, that the map = — 'B~'z gives
a bijection between Z* and O. Hence, we see that

A, P) = —211429 (5, A%, P),

0o
@ Z A* P* Z -Pl 27r\/—71‘ﬁ|22 — 6;[/12—% Z b(2m)€2ﬂ\/?1mz — 6;71112_%("%7”(2).
BeO m=0

Here, we have used Lemma 2.4 and (3.1). This completes the proof of the lemma. [
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Eisenstein series with respect to I'y(2)

We introduce an Eisenstein series

. (Ts+5+10) 1 cz+d Im(z)
Fy = (Am)2———2 2 (77°T 25))= i+2 s 34
(ss) = (B Te)y Y () 6
Y€l \I'0(2)
on h with a complex parameter s, where 'y, := { [(1) T] ‘ m € Z}. The Eisenstein series

satisfies the following functional equation.

Lemma 3.2 Let Ey(z,s) := (I—il)”?Eoo(;—zl,s). Then the functional equation

B 925=2 2371(1 _ 22371) _
Ex(z,1—s)= mEoo(ZaS) T e Eo(z,s)

holds.

Proof. This is settled by the argument in [7, Lemma 7] with the help of the formula for the

scattering matrices in [12, Section 11.2]. m
Let f € S(I'o(2); —(3 + (5)?)) be an eigenfunction with respect to the Atkin-Lehner involu-

L

tion, i.e. f(5=) = ef(z) with some € € {£1}. Suppose the form f has the Fourier expansion

z

N

flz+vV-1y) = Z c(n)W, Q(M!n!y)e%*/__lm,
n€eZ\{0} e

where W, = denotes the Whittaker function with the parameter (0, \/?r) Let [ be an even

2 ~
non-negative integer. Let ©;, be as defined in (3.2), with P}, satisfying (3.1). Let Ex(2,s) be
the Eisenstein series defined in (3.4). Let the zeta integral I(s) be defined by

o ~ 142 dxdy
I(s) :== /FO(2)\h f(2)01,(2)Exs (2, 9)y 7 (3.5)

By Lemma 3.1, the above integral is well-defined. Let us now state the theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.3 The zeta integral 1(s) is entire and is bounded on vertical strips. When €€, =1
we have

(28 —1)I(s) = (2175 = 1)I(1 — s).
When €€, = —1 we have
(25 +DI(s) = (2" + DI(1 - s).
Proof. The entireness and boundedness on vertical strips of I(s) is verified by the same argument

as [22, Section 3.2]. We put

~ 42 dxd
Iy(s) ::/ f(z)@lW(Z)Eo(Z,S)yl_gQ 5
To(2)\h Y
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V2] Cspm)

Since, I'g(2) is stable under conjugation by [ V3 , we can make a change of

variable z — —1/(22). Now, using the assumption f(—) = €f(2), (3.3) and the definition of
Ey(z,s), we have

1 1., = 1 —1, =2 dzdy
Is:/ (=)0, (——)Eg(——, s)Im(—) = —=

= /110(2)\h [ef(z)] [— eljjz%+1zl+2@l,y(z)] [(ﬁ)mEm(%S)} [ y }HTde;iy

z

= —el_’vld(s).

From Lemma 3.2, we deduce

223—2 28—1(1 _ 228—1)
Observe that
25 —1
22872 . 2871(1 _ 22871) T_l if 6[71/6 = 17
2s—2 A€ 25—2 ) 2°+1
1—2% 1—2% =0 if ¢ ,e=-—1
21=s 41 ’
We have therefore proved the theorem. [

4 Construction of the lifting

We now construct a lifting map from S(I'o(2); —(3+ %)) to M(GL2(O);r), which is an analogue
of Pitale [22]. The fundamental tool of our study is the converse theorem by Maass [19].

Theorem 4.1 (Maass) Let {A(8)}ges\(0} be a sequence of compler numbers such that
A(B) = O(|p")  (3k>0)

and put
F(n(z)ay) = Y AB)Y*K =1, (21|Bly)e*™ "1 R,
pes\{o}

For a harmonic polynomial P on H of degree | we introduce

VI Y2y s 4020

§(s, P) =7 2T (s + = B

BeS\{0}

: Lrd+
which converges for Re(s) > =5~

degree 1.
Then F € M(I'r;r) is equivalent to the condition that, for any l,v, the {(s,P,) satisfies
the following three conditions.

. Let {P,,}, be a basis of harmonic polynomials on H of
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1. it has analytic continuation to the whole complex plane.
2. it is bounded on any vertical strip of the complex plane.

3. the functional equation

§2+1—sP) = (-1)¢(s, Py)
holds, where P(x) := P(&) for x € H.

Recall that I'r is defined in (2.4). For this theorem we remark that the infinitesimal action of the
Casimir operator €2 on the space of smooth right K-invariant functions on G/Z can be identified

0 1 xEH,yERi} (for the
hyperbolic Laplacian see [19, (3)]). We can therefore follow the argument in [19] to see that this
theorem is useful also for our situation.

We wish to define {A(8)}ses\ {0y from Fourier coefficients c(n) of f € S(T'0(2); —(3 + %))
Let wy = 1+ 4, as before. An easy computation shows that wes@ = Owsy. This allows us to
write any § € O uniquely as 8 = w¥df’, where u > 0, an odd integer d and 8’ € O is neither of
the form s, with some non-zero 3 € O nor a multiple of an element of O by an odd integer.
Hence, we can define @w5'|f by m < u with u as above. Recall that, by Lemma 2.4, we have
S = wyO. It thus makes sense to define the set SP'™ of primitive elements in S by

with a constant multiple of the hyperbolic Laplacian on { [y x]

gprim.— 13 ¢ S\ {0} | w2 | B, w1t B, dip for all odd integer d}, (4.1)
where “d 1 ” for d € Z means that  is not a multiple of an element in S by d.

Proposition 4.2 Let § € S\ {0} be expressed as

ﬂ = w2ud507

where u is a non-negative integer, d an odd integer and 3y € SP™™. Given f € S(To(2); —(%—i—%))

with Fourier coefficients c(n) and eigenvalue € € {£1} of the Atkin-Lehner involution, we set

u 2
AB) = 1813 (o) el ). (4.2

t=0 nl|d

Let {P,,}, be a basis of harmonic polynomials on H of degree | satisfying (3.1). Then we have

(4.3)

| {zl—éﬂ(l“)(zs —ea)ils) i e € (1),
2 2

l
s+-+5.0)=
< 1) =1 if ey & {£1})
and the £(s, P,,) satisfies the three analytic conditions in Theorem 4.1.

Proof. Note that, if [ is odd, then (s, P,)) = 0, since A(3) is invariant under § — —f and P,
is homogeneous of degree [. For this we remark that, from Section 3, I(s) = 0 also holds when [

is odd. From now on we will assume that [ is even. Now suppose that the condition ¢, ¢ {+1}
is satisfied, which is equivalent to €7, # 1. We see that P, (i8) = €7 P,,(8) # P, (B) for B € H.
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In addition we note that A(iB)[iB| 2% = A(B)|B|~2¢ for B € S. In the definition of £(s, P,) we
can replace S by iS. Hence, we obtain {(s, P,) =0, if ¢, & {+1}.

We now assume that ¢, € {1}. By a formal calculation similar to [22, Proposition 3.5] we
get

1(s) = w22 (s k2 (e Ly L VI o) § cmlblm)
m° T2

m=1

Put Ty,(s) = a~ZHHD(s + L 4 1 4 \/?T)F(S +L+1- ;17"). We have

(545 + 5 P) =Tip(s) > 18R+
pesioy 18]

:Fhr(s) Z zt OZn\d (2t+1n2)( E)tPl,y(ﬂ)

L
BeS\{0} (18[2)°*z
u 2 B
o 2t+1n2)(_6) ‘P17V(2t/2n)
TR
eS\{O} t=0 n|d 27?2

c(—5|wy " LBo|?) (—eer,) P (s L)
Flr : : T
Z Z Z ZZ 2tn2) |w57t%ﬁ0|2(s+é)

u=0 d>1 pegprim t=0 n|d

d:odd
|w2nﬁ| )Pl V(wznﬁ)
LYY (LY T o oaer D)
u=0 d>1 \t=0 n|d 5gspr1m ) (ﬁ) |w2nﬁ| 2
d:odd
o (=m) \EI:Q P, (B)
- BeS,|B|2=2m
_FZT’( )Z 286[ 6 Z d28 Z (2m)3+%
dodd
L 225 1 2. c(—m)b(2m)
— 217572723 1:[1 2
2S+EI,V€ lr S mzz:l

We thus have &(s, P,,) = &(s, P,) since S = S. The formula just proved and Theorem 3.3
imply that £(s, P,,) satisfies the desired three analytic properties in Theorem 4.1. [

Theorem 4.3 Let f € S(I'g(2); — (3 + %)) with Fourier coefficients c¢(n) and with eigenvalue e
of the Atkin Lehner involution. Define

Fy(n(z)ay,) == Y AB)y K =g, (2r|Bly)e*™Y 1 Re()
pes\{0}

with {A(B)}ges\(oy defined by (4.2). Then we have Fy € M(GL2(O);r) and Fy is a cusp form.
Furthermore, Fy # 0.
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Proof. We can verify the left invariance of Fy with respect to { [ u € O*} in a straight-

u 0
L
forward way. Proposition 2.2, Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 thus imply Fy € M(GL2(O);r).
Since G'L»(O) has only one cusp (see Lemma 2.3), the Fourier expansion of Fy means that Fy
is cuspidal. To show the non-vanishing we need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.4 Let f € S(I'g(2); — (3 + %)) with Fourier coefficients c(n) and with eigenvalue €

of the Atkin Lehner involution. Then, there exist N > 0, N € Z, such that ¢(—N) # 0.

Proof. Assume that ¢(n) = 0 for all n < 0. Set fi(z) = (f(2) + f(—=2))/2 and fao(z) =
(f(2) — f(=2))/2. Then, fi1, f> are elements of S(I'o(2); — (% + %)) with the same eigenvalue € of
the Atkin Lehner involution as f. In addition, f; is an even Maass form and f5 is an odd Maass
form, with the property that they have the exact same Fourier coefficients corresponding to
positive indices. This implies that the L-functions for f; and fy satisfy L(s, f1) = L(s, f2). On
the other hand, L(s, f1) and L(s, f2) satisfy functional equations with the gamma factors shifted
by 1. Here, we use that both f; and fy have the same Atkin Lehner eigenvalue. If L(s, f1) # 0,
we obtain an identity of gamma factors, which can be checked to be impossible. This gives us
that f has to be zero, a contradiction. [

Let Ny be the smallest positive integer such that ¢(—Np) # 0. Let Sy € O be such that
|B0|> = Ny. Choose, 8 = wsfy. Then, by the choice of Ny and definition of A(j3), we see that

A(B) = v2Nyc(—Np) # 0, as required. (]

Remark 4.5 Weyl’s law for congruence subgroups of SLo(Z) by Selberg (cf. [12, Section 11.1])
implies that there exist Maass cusp forms for T'g(2). This and the theorem above imply the
existence of non-zero lifts Fy.

5 Actions of Hecke operators on the lifting

5.1 Adelization of automorphic forms

To study the actions of Hecke operators on our cusp forms constructed by the lifting we need
both adelic and non-adelic treatments of automorphic forms.
For a complex number r € C we introduce another space M (G(A),r) of automorphic forms

for G.

Definition 5.1 Let M(G(A),r) be the space of smooth functions ® on G(A) satisfying the fol-
lowing conditions:
1. ®(zygusus) = ®(g) for any (2,7, 9,uf ) € Zs x G(Q) x xG(A) x U x K, where Zy
denotes the center of G(A),
2
”
2. Q P(g0) = _(Z + 1)®(goo) for any goo € G(R) = GLy(H),

3. ® is of moderate growth.
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According to part 1) of Lemma 2.3, the class number of G with respect to U is one, which means
that G(A) = G(Q)G(R)U. We can thus view F' € M(GL2(O),r) as a smooth function ®r on
G(A) by

Pp(Vgoctf) = Pr(goo) V(71 900, uf) € G(Q) X G(R) X U.

We therefore see the following:

Lemma 5.2 We have an isomorphism M(GL2(O),r) ~ M(G(A),r).

5.2 Hecke operators

For each place p < oo let G, := GLy(B,) with B, = B ®q Qp. For a finite prime p # 2, we
have GLy(B)p) ~ GL4(Qy). Let O, be the p-adic completion of O for p < co. For a finite prime
p # 2, Op >~ M(Z,) and GLy(O,) ~ GL4(Z,). Set K, = GLy(O,) for p < cc.

We denote by H, the Hecke algebra for GLy(B),) with respect to GL2(O)) for p < oo.
According to [26, Section 8, Theorem 6], H,, has the following generators:

{o1", w2} if p=2,
{67, @2, 3, da} if p#£2.

Here o1, @9 denote the characteristic functions for

WQO
0 1

w9 0

k]2 oz o o)

respectively, and ¢1, ¢2, ¢3, ¢4 denote the characteristic functions for

P P P P
K,| 7 K, K,| 7 N e P K, K,| K, (5.2)
P 1 1 1

respectively when p # 2. Recall that ws denotes a prime element of Bs. We want to obtain the
single coset decomposition for the above double cosets. For that, we next review the Bruhat
decomposition of K, given by
K,= | | TwT,
weWp

where W, denotes the Weyl group of GLy(B)), and T}, the subgroup of elements in K, which
are upper triangular modulo p.

Let N, be the standard maximal unipotent subgroup of GLy(B)) defined over Q,. For this
we note that NV, for an odd p is not isomorphic to that for p = 2. We put NJ(Z,) := T,N"N,(Qp).
We furthermore introduce N(Z,) = N,(Q,) N K, and D(Z,) = D,(Q,) N K, where D, denotes
the subgroup of diagonal matrices in GLy(B)). Then we have

Tp = N(ZP)D(Zp)NS(Zp)
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(see [13, Theorem 2.5]). Let h be one of

p p p p
1
14 (OI‘ 12)7 b ) b ) b 3 or |:w2 1:| .

Lemma 5.3
KhK,= || N(Zp)whkK,,
weW, /Wy (h)

where Wy(h) := {w € W, | whw™! = h}.

To describe this coset decomposition of K,hkK, explicitly we need a set of representatives for

Wy /Wy (h).

Lemma 5.4 1. Let p=2. For h = [wz 0] we can take

0 1

te i ol)

as a set of representatives for Wo/Wo(h).

2. Let p # 2.
p
(a) When h = b » we can take
1
0 0 01 10 0 O 1 0 0 0
10100 0 0 01 01 00
oo 1o0[”f0o0 10”0001
1 0 0 0 01 00 0010
as a set of representatives for Wy, /Wy (h).
p
(b) When h = 1 1 we can take
1
0 0 01 0010 01 00
10100 0100 1 0 0 0
oo 10[” 1000”0010
1 0 0 0 0 001 0 0 01

as a set of representatives for W, /Wy(h).
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p
(c) When h = b 1 we can take
1
0010 0 0 01 1 000 1 0 0 0
{1 01 00 01 00 0010 0 0 01
Y11 000”00 10/”]0100001 0]
0 0 01 1 0 0 0 0 0 01 01 00
0010
0001}
1 0 0 0
01 00

as a set of representatives for W, /Wy (h).

By Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 we are now able to write down the coset decomposition of K,hK,
explicitly.

’ZDQO

Lemma 5.5 1. Letp=2 andh:[o 1

} . We have

(10 wy 0] |1 wglx
KQhKQ_[O m]f@u |_| 0 J [0 1 }Kg.

2€02 /w202
2. Letp # 2.
p
(a) For h = b » we have
1
D 1 p Lz
—1
P 1 P Ty
KphK, = | ] 1, | B
P 1 p~ws
T14,%24,234€Zp [PLp
1 1
P 1 p_15612
1 1
(] |_| P 1 KP
212€Zp /pLp p 1
P 1 p_lxlg 1
P 1 plaos P
L] |_| . ) K, U » K,.
©13,323€Zp [PLp D 1 Y
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p
1
(b) Fgrh: 1 we h,(l’Ue
1
D 1 pleyn play play
1 1
KphkK), = |_| 1 1
12,213,214 E€Lp [ pLyp 1 1
1 1
1 1
H |_| P 1 ptas K
x34€2Lp /DLy 1 1
1 1
1 -1
D 1 p~xe3 p oy
v 1 1 K
x23,824 €Ly [ DLp 1 1
1
1
L 1 K,.
p
p
(C) Fgrh: p 1 we ha'l)e
1
D 1 plzs plan
-1 —1
B P 1 p~aes p x4
Kthp_ |_| 1 1
*13,214,223,224€Zp [ PLyp 1 1
1 1
D 1 p*1w24
U |_| p 1 p_1$34 P
%24,034E€ Ly [DLp
1 1
1 1
1
D 1 p~ a3
o 1 1 R
x23€ZLp /DLy p 1
D 1 p_lxlg p_1$14
L | | ! !
P 1 p_1$34
12,214,234 € Lp [ pLyp 1 1

p

Ky

18
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P 1 pleyp plag
1 1
L |_| . ) K,
x12,213€Zp [ PLyp D 1
1
1
LJ K,.
D P
p

We can now describe the actions of Hecke operators defined by K,hK,’s above. With the

invariant measure dx of GG, normalized so that / dx =1, we define K,hK, - ® by
Kp

(KphK, - ®)(g) = /G chaerth(x)q)(gx)dx

for ® € M(G(A),r), where charg, ,r, denotes the characteristic function for Kj,hK,.

We provide the non-adelic description of K,hkK, - ®, which enables us to describe explicitly
the influence of the K,hK,-action on Fourier coefficients of the lifting Fy. To this end we need
the two following lemmas.

Lemma 5.6 Let ® € M(G(A),r) be a cusp form. For all finite prime p, ® satisfies

®(npg) = 2(9)
for any (np,g) € Np X G(A), where we view N, as a subgroup of G(A).

Proof. The G(A)-module generated by ® is a finite sum of irreducible cuspidal representations
of G(A). As is well-known, an irreducible automorphic representation of G(A) decomposes into a
restricted tensor product of irreducible admissible representations of G,, = G(Q,,) over all places
v. Since ® is right K-invariant for any finite prime p, every non-archimedean local component
of an irreducible summand for the cuspidal representation generated by ® is an unramified
principal series representation at an odd prime p and a spherical principal representation at the
even prime p = 2 (see [4, 4.4]). The statement is a consequence of the left N,-invariance of such
irreducible admissible representations of G, for p < oo. =

We now introduce the set

Cp:={acO|v(a)=p}/O*, C, :={xec M(Zy)|det(x) = p}/GLy(Zy). (5.3)

Lemma 5.7 1. There is a bijection

{3 1o
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2. For an odd prime p the isomorphism O, ~ My (Z,) induces the bijection
Cp~C,,.

Proof. The first assertion is verified by a direct calculation. We prove the second assertion. As
is remarked in the proof of [22, Proposition 5.2] we have #C), = p + 1. Under the isomorphism
O, ~ Ms(Z,), we can regard any elements in O as those in My(Z,). Any two inequivalent
representatives of €}, are not equivalent to each other in {x € M>(Z,) | det(x) = p}/GL2(Zy).
Otherwise there are two inequivalent representatives oy and as of C), which are equivalent under
O/ -action for all prime [, since a1 /ap € O/ for all prime I. Here note that O ~ GL(Z;) for
any odd prime [. This however implies that such two representatives are equivalent to each
other in C),. We therefore know that there is a injection from C), into {x € My(Z,) | det(z) =
p}/GL2(Zy). Since the latter set also has p+ 1 representatives as in the statement the injection
is actually a bijection. m

Let FF € M(GL2(O),r) correspond to ®. By K,hK, - F' we denote the cusp form in
M (GL2(0),r) corresponding to KphK, - ®. Due to Lemma 2.3, G(Q)\G(A)/U has a com-
plete set of representatives in G(R), where G(R) is viewed as a subgroup of G(A) in the usual
manner. The cusp form K,hK, - ® is thereby determined by its restriction to G(R), which is
nothing but K,hK, - F. Moreover, we remark that an element in M (GL2(O),r) is determined
by its restriction to NA = {n(z)a, | x € H, y € RY} (see (2.1)).

Proposition 5.8 Let K,hK), - F be as above and let n(x) and a, be as defined in (2.1). For p
odd, let Cy, be as defined in (5.3).

1. Let p=2. We have

(KohKs - F)(n(z)ay) = F(n(ng)az%y) + 22F(n(w2_1x)a27; ).

7y
2. Let p # 2.

p

(a) When h = b » we have
1
(KphKy, - F)(n(z)ay) = ; F(n(am)ap%y) +p? ; F(n(xofl)ap_%y).
acCy aclyp

p

(b) When h = 1 we have

1

(KphKy - F)(n(z)ay) = Z F(n(ma)ap%y) + p? Z F(n(oflx)apf%y).
acC), acCy
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(c) When h = b we have
1

(KphK, - F)(n(x)ay) = F(n(px)ap,) + p4F(n(p_1x)ap_1y)

tp Y Fla(ar'sa)ay).
(Cvl ,ag)ecp ch

Proof. We prove only 2 (c). The other cases are settled similarly. The left coset decomposition
of K,hK, in part (2) (iii) of Lemma 5.5 can be rewritten as

1 13 Ti4| |P
|—| 1 xfs 24 j% X K,
x13,214,223,224 €Ly [pLyp 1 1
1 1
1 T24 p
L |_| 1 D
P T34
©24,234€ Ly [pLyp 1 1
1 1
1 x93 D
©23€Zyp [PLyp 1 D
1 Ti4| [P T12
1 1
L |_| 1 Kp
P T34
©12,014,334€Zp [ plyp 1 1
1 T3 P Ti12 1
1 1 1
) le z 1 | fet p o |
x12,213€Zp /DLy 1 P D

We regard the identity 1 (respectively the zero 0) of B as the identity 1, (respectively 0,) of B,
for v < co. Taking Lemma 5.6 into consideration, the contribution of the first and the last left
cosets to KphK, - ®(g) can be written as

1, O 1, 0 1, 0 1, 0
(O 1 I e I v VOIS J(Q B P S P 1%
0, 1.,| “lo, 1, 0, 1,

v<00, v£p v<o00, vEp
and that of the remaining four cosets to K,hK, - ®(g) as

p X e I [ ][5 o

(a’l,ag)EC{,XC{, v<00, VED
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for g € G(R) C G(A).

In G(Q\G(A)/U,
H 11} OU:| |:p1p Op:| H |:1’U OU:| |:p1100 Ooo:|
X = % :
v<00, v#p |:0v Lo Op 1y V<00 Oy Ly 0o lso
11} OU:| |:1p Op:| H |:1v U:| |:1OO OOO :|
11 x - ‘ 0 ]
v<00, VEp |:0v L, 0p plp veoo 0, 1y 0o P 1o

1, 0,

By Lemma 5.7 the cosets represented by [[, . vt [0 1
— b v v

/
a; 0 .
] X [OP OZ] with o), oy € C), are
-1
in bijection with the cosets in GL2(O)\G(R) represented by {[O% agl} | (a1, 0) € Cp x Cp}.
2
1, 0,

0y 1y

I | O i A Ul (DR (S | G e R e |15

v<00, vEp Op Ply

Now let us put g := [ [, [ ] x n(x)a, € G(R) C G(A). We therefore have

— P [po (1’] n(@)ay) + F( [(1) p?l] n(z)ay)

and

P2

(o], a5)eC), xC}, v<00, VP

KA
—
—

| —
[
< <
— O
[SEEES)
—_
[=gye)
" =
(=)
S
| IS
S~—
<
N—
I

D SR (| R P}

o)
(a1,a2)€Cy, xC)p

Noting the invariance of F with respect to K and Z* (see (2.1) for Z1), we deduce the assertion
from this by a direct computation. |

For this proposition we remark that the formulas above do not depend on the choices of
representatives of C), since F' is left and right invariant with respect to { [m u ] | ug, ug € O*}.
2

Let the Fourier decomposition of (K,hK, - F') be given by

(EphKy - F)(n(a)ay) = Y (KphKy - F)ayK =, (2n]fly)e*™ 1 FeE2),
Bes\{0}

The next proposition provides a formula for (K,hK, - F')5 in terms of the Fourier coefficients
A(B) of F.

Proposition 5.9 1. Let p=2. We obtain
(K2hKs - F)p = 2(A(Bwy ') + A(Bw2)).

2. Let p be an odd prime and B € S\ {0}.
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p
_ p
(a) When h = » ,
1
(Kphk, - Flg=p( ) A(fa~')+ ) A(aB))
acCy acCy
p
(b) When h = 1 1 ,
1
(Kphls, - Fg =p( ) Ala™'8)+ Y A(Ba))
acCy acCy
p
(¢) When h = b ,

(KphK, - F)g = (0" A ' 8) +p*AB) +p Y Alag'Bag)).
(al,ag)ECpXCp

For this proposition we note that the automorphy of F' with respect to { [ul u ] | ui, ug € 0%}
2

implies A(u1fug) = A(B) for p € S\ {0} and uj, ug € O*. From this we see that the formulas
in 2)(b) and 2)(c) do not depend on the choices of representatives for Cp. As for 2)(a) we
furthermore see that, given any complete set {co; | 1 < ¢ < p + 1} of representatives for C,,
{a@; | 1 <i < p+ 1} also forms such a set. As a result we see that the formula in 2)(a) is also
not dependent on the choices of representatives for C,.

5.3 Hecke equivariance for p = 2

Let f € S(To(2); — (3 + %)) be a new form (for the definition see [12, Section 8.5]) with Hecke
eigenvalue X, for p = 2. By the Hecke eigenvalue Ay we mean the eigenvalue of f for the U(2)

operator defined by the action of the double coset I'y(2) [1 2] I'o(2). Let us also assume that f

is an eigenfunction of the Atkin Lehner involution with eigenvalue e. It can be checked that Ay

and € are related by
A2 = —€. (5.4)

Using the single coset decomposition

ro) |1, ro =ro) | urac |1 |
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we get

FES) + 1) = 2of(2).

In terms of Fourier coefficients of f, using (5.4), we get

A2

c(2m) = Ec(m) = —%c(m), for all m € Z. (5.5)

Proposition 5.10 Let f € S(I'g(2); —(§ + %)) be a new form with Hecke eigenvalue A\, for
p = 2 and an eigenfunction of the Atkin Lehner involution with eigenvalue €. Let F' = F} be as
defined in Theorem 4.3. Then

(K, {@ 1] K3)F = —3V/2¢F. (5.6)

Proof. Let 8 = wddfy be a decomposition according to Proposition 4.2. Hence, u > 0,d is odd
and By € SP"™, Using (5.4) and (5.5) we see that

A(B) = (241 — |ﬁ|z ( I5I>

. |
Afmn) = (242 %\m%c( )

A=) = (24— (e D)8 3 e(F0).

nld

Note that, if u = 0, then A(Sw, 1) = 0 and so is the right hand side of the third equality above.
We have
2ut2 — 1

V2

i(2u+1 _ 1)‘

+(2“—1)\/§=\/§

Hence, we have
2(A(BW2) + A(ﬁw;1)> = —3V2eA(B).

The proposition now follows from part 1. of Proposition 5.9. |

5.4 Hecke equivariance for odd primes

We assume that f € S(Io(2); — (% + %)) is a Hecke eigenform with Hecke eigenvalue A, for every
odd prime p but do not assume that f is a new form. In terms of Fourier coefficients of f, the
Hecke relation is given by

p%c(pn) —i—p_%c(n/p) = Apc(n), (5.7)

where ¢(n/p) is assumed to be zero if p does not divide n. The following lemma will play a key
role in the computation of the Hecke operator.
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Lemma 5.11 Let € SP"™. Then

if p|1BI%,

v 1182 58)

[

#{a € Cp :plfat = #{a € Cp :plaf} = {

In addition, p* does not divide a8 or Bo for any o € Chp.

Proof. Note that, by taking conjugates, it is enough to prove the statement of the lemma for
{a € G}, : p|Ba} for all B. Taking norms, it is clear that p does not divide fa if p does not
divide |3]2. Hence, assume that p divides |3|2. Let 3 = 31 + (21 + B3] + Baij. The conditions
p||B|> and p fB, imply that there is a pair amongst the set {31, B2, 33, B4} which does not satisfy
22 +y? =0 (mod p). From the proof it will be clear that we can take, without loss of generality,
B2+ B2 #0 (mod p). Let a = oy + i + a3j + agij. The condition p|Ba is equivalent to the
following matrix equation modulo p.

Br —B2 —Bs —PBu| |1
Bo B1 —Bs B3| |2
Bs Ba B P2 |a3
Bs —B3 B2 B1] los

Pg

|
co oo

The matrix Py considered over Z, has rank 2. By our assumption 532) + B2 #£0 (mod p), we see
that the kernel of Pg is spanned by the first two rows of Pz. Hence, « is given by

ar =afy +bB2, g =—afy+bB1, az3=—afB3—bBs, a4=—aBs+bBs,

for some a,b € Z,. This gives us o3 +a3 = (a*4b%)(B835+37) # 0. This is because, by assumption
B3 + B3 #0, and |af> = (a® + b?)|B|? and p? does not divide |a|?.

On Pg 69 of [23], it has been shown that the set S} = {a € Cp : a3 +aj # 0 (mod p)} is
in bijection with the set Sy = {(x,y) € Z, x Zp : 2> + y>* + 1 =0 (mod p)}. The map from S;
to Sy is given as follows. For a € S1, we obtain (z,y,) as the solution to the matrix equation

modulo p given by
a3 Oy Tal |01
—o a3 [Ya s’

One can check that (z,y) € Sy for the following choice of = and y.

oo ZO0s = BBy Pafls = Bufh (5.9)

B2 + B2 3 + 57
If one takes @ € S7 to be the pre-image of the above (z,y), then we can check that a €
Ker(Pg). On the other hand, if o € C}, belongs to Ker(P3), then it can also be checked that the
corresponding (Z,,Yo) are equivalent modulo p to those in (5.9). This completes the proof of
(5.8).
If p? divides B or a3 for some a € C,, then it is clear that 8 cannot be primitive. This
completes the proof of the lemma. [
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Proposition 5.12 Let f € S(T'(2); — (% + %)) be a Hecke eigenform with Hecke eigenvalue X,
for every odd prime p. Let F' = F} be as defined in Theorem 4.5. For an odd prime p we then
have

(K, | ? K)F = (K, | * K,)F = p(p+ 1)A,F. (5.10)
1 1

Proof. Using Proposition 5.9 we can show that, if the Fourier coefficients satisfy A(3) = A(B)
for all € S and the second equality in (5.10) holds, then so does the first equality. Since, the
Fourier coefficients of ' = F; satisfy the above condition, we are reduced to showing the second
equality in (5.10).

We will compute the action of the Hecke operator on the Fourier coefficients A(f5) of F.
Since, all the computations only involve the prime p, it will be enough to consider the case
B = p*By with s > 0 and Sy € SP*™. For such a 3, we have

) |Ig |Z ( ’,30’2 25— 2k>‘

Note that a~'8y = % app for a € B with v(a) = p. Hence, for such o, o~ 15y € S if and only if
p divides afp.
Let us first consider the case where p does not divide |3y|?. Hence, by Lemma 5.11, we see

that a1y € S and p does not divide Byar for any a € C). Hence, for any o € C), we have

5 1p12,2s+1—2k
A(Bo) = Vil S e( 2T G.11)
k=0
and
2, 25—1—2k
Ala™'B) = v lpo IZ (—'ﬁ ol P ). (5.12)

Note that, if s = 0, both the left and right hand side of the last equation are zero. Now, using
(5.7), we get for any o € Cp,

)+ ) =l (3 (e L
+p1/2c(—|ﬁol2p)>
S 2—\50\21?252’“ —|Bo|?
_plﬁl(kZOA o TR (P
= ApA(B)-

Now, using the fact that the number of elements in C), is p+ 1 and part 2 b) of Proposition 5.9,
we get the result.
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Next, let us assume that p divides |Bg|?>. By Lemma 5.11, there is a unique oy € C) such
that p divides Spa; and a unique ay € C) such that ozz_lﬁo € S. If a € Cp but a # ay then the
formula for A(fBa) is the same as in (5.11). For v = a1, we have

s+1 —|8 ’2p23+172k

s 0
A(an) = VEp'lBol Y o —HE——).
k=0
For a € C,, but a # ag, the formula for A(a™!f) is the same as in (5.12). For a = ag, we have
T DG )

Hence, we get the following,

> (Ala™'B) + A(Ba))

|/8 |2 2s—1—2k

a€Cy
:Pps|ﬁ0|[ki0pl/2 <w>+szpl/2 <W)]
+ps’ﬁ0’[§p1/2 <w>+zp 1/2 <W)]
= pp°|Fol [EAPC(M) Hﬂ%(@)]
+p°[Bo ![ SOApc(w) +p1/20(%;l2)}
= MA(B) + pp°| Bol [Sil)\pc(w) +p1/zc<—‘570‘2p> —|—p_1/20(%;‘2)]
= MA(B) + pApA(B) = (p+ 1A A(B).
This completes the proof of the proposition. .

Proposition 5.13 Let f € S(T'o(2); — (3 + %)) be a Hecke eigenform with Hecke eigenvalue A\,
for every odd prime p. Let F' = Fy be as defined in Theorem 4.3. For an odd prime p we then
have

(K,| * Kp)F = (p?A2 +p° + p)F. (5.13)
1

Proof. First observe that, using (5.7), one can show that, for all n,

pe(np?) = (A = De(n) —p~ A /p). (5.14)
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If we assume that p|n, then we can get another identity given by
pe(np®) +p~ e(n/p?) = (A; — 2)e(n). (5.15)

As in the proof of Proposition 5.12, we can assume that 8 = p*fy, where s > 0 and g € SP'™,
Let us abbreviate v,(8) = s. For such a § we have

—p Vﬁofz ( ’ﬁ0’2 25— 2k>.

Hence,
+1
( s 1’ ’5 ( |5 |2 25— 2k+2>

and
|/8 |2 25—2k—2

Apip) = “rﬁ\Z (= ).

Next, we need to compute > A(a;*Baz) where the sum is over all ay,as in C,. We consider
three cases depending on whether p }|5o|? or p||Bo]? but p? f|Bo|? or p?||Bo|?.

Case 1: Let us assume that p J|5o|?. Applying Lemma 5.11 to By, we see that Byas € S
for all ay € C),. Again applying Lemma 5.11 to Spas for a fixed o, we see there is a unique
aq2 € Cp such that up(al_éﬂag) = s and, for all a1 # aq2, we have Vp(al_lﬂag) = s — 1. Hence,

> Alar'Bas) = Y (AaTiBaz)+ > Alar'Ban))

prim

ay,02€C) az2eCyp afcp
a1 FQar 2
= [ —|Bo2p
= (p+ DAB) + (o + Vpp’lBol Y o 7).

Putting this all together, we see that p?(A(pB) + A(p~1p)) P00 Aoy Basg) is equal to

1 S o) o 5 (A
T p(p+ DA(B) + (0 + Dp*p | zc(w)
ol (02 - Z( APy | po( ALY | po(ZLAEY)
T p(p+ DAB) + (p+ Dp*p| o gc(w)
il (0 -2 3 o) — 0 — (T g - e (LD

bl
o
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+pc(_’ﬁ0‘2)) +plp+1AB) + (p+ 1)p2A(5) (e 1)p2p8]ﬁ0]c(_’§0’2)

(P*(A2—2) +p(p+ 1)+ p*(p + 1)) A(B)
(p°X2 +p* + p) A(B).

Here, we have used both (5.14) and (5.15).

Case 2: Let p||Bo|? but p? [|Bo|?>. Applying Lemma 5.11 to By, we see that there is a unique
&y € Cp such that p|Bpda. For ag # &g, we have Syag € SP™. Let Byda = pB). Then Bfy € SPrim
and p [|B}]? (since we have assumed that p? [|Bp]?). Hence, by Lemma 5.11, we see that, for
all oy € C), we have aflﬂodg =a1f) € SPrim - This implies Vp(al_lﬁdg) = s forall oy € Cp. If
Qg # Gig, then Lemma 5.11 implies that there is a unique a2 € C), such that l/p(ozféﬁag) = s.

For all oy # av1,2, we have Vp(aflﬁag) = s — 1. This gives us

Z Aoy Bag) = Z Aoy Bég) + Z (A (o 2,8062 Z Aa; ' Bas) >

o,a26C) a1€Cy azeClp a1€C)
agF£das ar1Far 2
) s—1 —|ﬁo|2p28_2k
= (p+ DAB) +pAB) + 90180 D (= —).
k=0

Putting this all together, we see that p?(A(pB) + A(p~1p)) P00 Aoy Basg) is equal to

o (0 - SR (S ()
=0

2 3,8 M
+p(p+1)A(B) +p~A(B )+PPW‘Z < )

=p*(\p — 2)A(B) +p’p Iﬁol( A 2)6(—|§0|2> +(/\2—2)0<_|§0|2) +p0(_|§0|2))
|Bol? >

+p(p+ DA(B) +p2A(B) + 5P A(B) - p'p*|Bole( =5
(P*(\2—2)+p(p+1) +p° +p*) A(B)
=(p*A2 4+ p” + p) A(B).

Here, we have used (5.15) and p| |Bo%.

Case 3 Let p?||Bo|?. As in Case 2 above, Lemma 5.11 applied to (3, implies that there is
a unique dy € C, such that p|Byds. For ag # Gao, we have Boas € SP™. Let Boca = pf}.
Then g} € SP'™ and p||Bj|? (since we have assumed p?||3o|?). Hence by Lemma 5.11, there is a
unique &2 € C), such that Vp(dl_éﬂ@g) = s+ 1, and for all a; # G2, we have up(aflﬂé@) = s.

If ag # G, then Lemma 5.11 implies that there is a unique o 2 € C, such that I/p(Oél_éﬁOéQ) = s.
For all oy # 2, we have vy(a; 'Bag) = s — 1. This gives us that 3" A(a; ' Bag) is equal to

Aamﬂag Z Aoy Bag Z ( 04125042 Z Aoy 5042)

a1#b 2 Qo Fba ar1F#al 2
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_W ‘2 2s—2k

)+pA(ﬁ)+pA( B) +p°p°|Bo !Z <M)

—p!ﬁlz (

=A(9) + 9l L8

_ 2
)+ pA(S) +pA(B) + PPA() — 7 |dole( 7L,

Putting this all together, we see that p?(A(pB) + A(p~1p)) +p2am A(aflﬂag) is equal to
_ 2 _ 2.2 _ )
P02~ 2A(8) + 2" ol (— (3~ 2)e( L) o pe( BT 4 pe(0EY)
_ 2 _ 2
+p(1+ 20+ AB) + 9ol (7' e ) - pe(T0))

(P*(\5 —2) + p(1 + 2p + p*)) A(B)
(P°A2+p* +p) A(B).

Here, we have used (5.15) and p?| |3o|>. This completes the proof of the proposition.

6 The automorphic representation corresponding to the lifting

In this section, we will use the Hecke equivariance from the previous section to determine the
local components of the automorphic representation corresponding to the lifting. This will lead
us to the conclusion that we have obtained a CAP representation and have found a couterexample
of the Ramanujan conjecture.

6.1 The local components of the automorphic representation

Let f € S(I'g(2); —(i + %)) be a Hecke eigenform with Hecke eigenvalue A, for every odd prime
p. Let F' = Fy be as defined in Theorem 4.3. Let ®r : G(A) — C be defined by

q)F('Ygoouf) = F(goo) V(%goo,uf) S g(@) X g(R) x U.

See Section 5.1 for details. Let wr be the irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation of
G(A) generated by the right translates of ®r. Note that the irreducibility follows from the strong
multiplicity one result for G(A) (see [2], [3]). The representation 7 is cuspidal since F' is a cusp
form. Let mp = ®;,7rp, where 7, is an irreducible admissible representation of G(Q,,) for p < oo
and 7 is an irreducible admissible representation of G(R). Recall U =[], Kp where K, is
the maximal compact subgroup of G, (cf. Section 2.3). Hence, for p < oo, the representation
mp is a spherical representation and can be realized as a subrepresentation of an unramified
principal series representation, i.e. a representation induced from an unramified character of
the Borel subgroup. The representation 7, is completely determined by the action of the Hecke
algebra H(G,, K;) on the spherical vector in 7,, which in turn, is completely determined by the
Hecke eigenvalues of F' obtained in the previous section. See [4] for details. For p = 2 we need
to assume that f is a new form for the determination of Hecke eigenvalue of F; (cf. Section 5.3).
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Description of 7, for p odd

If p is an odd prime, then we have G, = GL4(Q,) and K, = GL4(Z,). Given 4 unramified
characters x1, X2, X3, xa of Q,, we obtain a character x of the Borel subgroup P of upper
triangular matrices in G, by

) = xalan)xa(az)vs(as)xalaa). (6.1)

Q4

as *

dp( ) = |afazaz a;®, (6.2)

as
a4

where | % | denotes the p-adic absolute value. The unramified principal representation corre-
sponding to x is given by I(x) which consists of locally constant functions f : GL4(Q,) — C,
satisfying

f(bg) = dp(b)/2x(D) f(g), for all b€ P,g € GLy(Z,).

The action of the Hecke algebra is as follows. If ¢ € H(GL4(Qp), GL4(Zy)) and f € I(x), define

(6% 1)(g) = / o(h) f (gh)dh. (6.3)
)

GL4(Qp

Recall that we have normalized the measure dh on GL4(Q)) so that the volume of GL4(Z)) is
1. Let f = fo, the unique vector in I() that is right invariant under GL4(Z,) and fo(1) = 1,
and ¢ = ¢, a characteristic function of GL4(Z,)hGL4(Z),) = U;hiGL4(Zp). It follows from (6.3)
that

(én * fo) (1) = Zf()(hi) = un, (6.4)

where p, is determined by the representation m,. The Hecke algebra H(GL4(Q)), GL4(Z,)) is
generated by {¢1!, b2, d3, P4}, defined in (5.2).

Lemma 6.1 Let w1, pa, ps, pa be the constants obtained by the action of ¢;,i = 1,2,3,4 on
the spherical vector fo in m, according to (6.4). Then pi = 1l,pue = pa = p(p + 1)\, and
s = p*A2+p* + p.

Proof. The lemma follows from the fact that the action of the p-adic Hecke algebra on the
spherical vector in m, is exactly the same as the action of the p-part of the classical Hecke
algebra on F'. First note that ¢, acts as the identity operator, which implies p1 = 1. The other
Hecke eigenvalues follow from Propositions 5.12 and 5.13. [
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Recall that Proposition 5.5 gives the double coset decompositions which can be used to
determine the action of ¢ on fy. Let us abbreviate a; = x;(p) for i = 1,2,3,4. Working in the
induced model I(x) of mp,, we see that

(91 % fo)(1) = arazazau, (6.5)
(¢2 % fo)(1) = p*p ¥ 2arasas + pp'*arazas + p*p 1 2arasay + p* 2asazay

= p3/2a1a2a3a4 <a1_1 + a2_1 + agl + ogl),
(¢4 % fo)(1) = p’p~*Pas + pp'Pas + p’pPag + p* 0y

:p3/2<a1 + oo+ o3 +a4>,

1

(63 * fo)(1) = p*p2anas + p*asas + ppasas + p*ptanag + pajas + pPasoy

2
=Pp (041042 + o3 + o0y + a3 + apoy + 043Oé4>-

Proposition 6.2 Let f € S(I'g(2);—(3 + %)) be a Hecke eigenform with Hecke eigenvalue
Ap for every odd prime p. Let F' = F} be as defined in Theorem 4.3. Let mp = ®;)7Tp be
the corresponding irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation of G(A). For an odd prime
p, the representation m, is the unique spherical constituent of the unramified principal series
representation I(x) where, up to the action of the Weyl group of GLy4, the character x is given

by
Ap+ /A2 —4 Ap— /A2 —4
x1(p) = pl/Qf, xa2(p) = pl/zf, (6.6)
Ap+ /A2 —4 Ap— /A2 —4
x3(p) = p‘mf, xa(p) = p_mf-

Proof. The representation I(x) corresponding to m, is generated by the spherical vector f, and
hence, it is completely determined by the action of the generators of the Hecke algebra on fj.
The representation , is also determined by the Hecke eigenvalues of F' under the p-part of the
classical Hecke algebra. Substituting the values of a; = x;(p),7 = 1,2, 3,4 from (6.6), into (6.5)
shows that we get the exact same eigenvalues as in Lemma 6.1. This completes the proof of the
proposition. [

Let us remark here that we can use Lemma 6.1 to directly solve for «; from (6.5). It is a
tedious computation but results in the same answer as in the statement of the above proposition.
Description of w9

Recall that By = B ®g Q2, where B is a definite quaternion algebra over Q with discriminant
2 and Oy is the completion of the Hurwitz order O at 2. In this case Go = GL2(B2) and
Ky = GL2(Os). Given two unramified characters x1, x2 of By, we obtain a character y of the
Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices on G by

(|5 5] = a@ra.
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The modulus character is given by
ax|, 9
([ 5 =tarsr

Here, || is the 2-adic absolute value of the reduced norm of Bs. The unramified principal series
representation corresponding to x is given by I(x) which consists of locally constant functions
f Gy — C, satisfying

f(bg) = 5(b)1/2x(b)f(g), for all b € Borel subgroup, g € Go.

The action of the Hecke algebra is as follows. If ¢ € H(Gs, K2) and f € I(), define

(6 1)(g) = / o(h) f (gh)dh. (6.7)
Ga

Recall that we have normalized the measure dh on Gy so that the volume of Ky is 1. Let
f = fo, the unique vector in () that is right invariant under Ky and fo(1) =1, and ¢ = ¢y, a
characteristic function of KohKy = L;h; K. It follows from (6.3) that

(¢ % fo)(1) = Zf()(hi) = i, (6.8)

where p, is determined by the representation mo. The Hecke algebra H(Gs, K2) is generated by
{QDI—LI, w2}, where @1, @9 denote the characteristic functions for

w2 0 wy 0
K2[0 wJKz, Kz[o 1]K2

Here ws is a uniformizer for Bs.

Lemma 6.3 Let 1, puo be the constants obtained by the action of ¢;,i = 1,2 on the spherical
vector fo in my according to (6.8). Then pu1 = 1 and py = —3+v/2¢, where € is the Atkin Lehner
eigenvalue of f.

Proof. The proof is the same as in the case of an odd prime. [

Recall that Proposition 5.5 gives the double coset decompositions which can be used to
determine the action of ¢ on fy. Let us abbreviate a; = x;(w2) for i = 1,2. Working in the
induced model I(x) of 7o, we see that

(01 * fo)(1) = a1as, (6.9)
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Proposition 6.4 Let f € S(I'o(2); — (1 + %)) be a new form with Hecke eigenvalue A, for p =2
and Atkin Lehner eigenvalue €, for which Ay = —e holds (cf. (5.4)). Let ' = F} be as defined
in Theorem 4.3. Let mp = ®;7rp be the corresponding irreducible cuspidal automorphic repre-
sentation of G(A). The representation mwy is the unique spherical constituent of the unramified
principal series representation I(x) where, up to the action of the Weyl group, the character x
s given by

x1(w@2) = —V2€, X2(wa) = —1/V2e. (6.10)

Proof. The proof is the same as in the case of odd prime. [

Description of

Let us note that F' = Fy € M(GL2(0O);r) implies that the archimedean component 7, of mp

is spherical. Namely, up to constant multiples, 7o, has a unique K.-invariant vector, where we
put K := K with K as in (2.2).
We now introduce My, = { <u1 O>
0 u9
P, be the standard proper parabolic subgroup Go, = G Ly (H) given by

{(6 0) <o}

We have Py, := ZtNAM, where Zt, N and A are as in (2.2). The group Z+AM,, is nothing
but the Levi subgroup of P,,. We now note that the Langlands classification of real reductive
groups (cf. [18]) implies that mo has to be embedded into some principal series representation
Ip. of G induced from a quasi-character of P,. Since m is spherical Ip_ is also spherical.
Namely Ip. has a unique K -invariant vector, up to constant multiples. As 7w, has the trivial
central character, so does Ip_. These imply that the quasi-character of P, inducing Ip._ has
to be trivial on ZTM,,. For s € C we introduce the quasi-character ys of Py defined by

Xs ((g 2)) =v(ad ™),

where recall that v denotes the reduced norm of H (cf. Section 2.1). For this we note that x is
trivial on ZTMy,. We furthermore introduce the modulus character do, of Ps. The principal
series representation Ip_ is thus expressed as

Uy, ug € Hl}, where see Section 2.2 for H!. Let

Ip,, = Ind$> (o0Xs)-

Proposition 6.5 We have an isomorphism

oo Indlg;;z (600)&\/5”)

as (g, Koo )-modules, where recall that g denotes the Lie algebra of Goo (cf. Section 2.2).
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Proof. Let v be a unique K o-invariant vector in the representation space of Ind]g;;‘c’> (00X s), Which
Tso can be embedded into. Then v can be also regarded as a vector of m,. We remark that m,
can be viewed as a representation of SLo(H) ~ GLo(H)/Z* (cf. Section 2.2) since it has the
trivial central character. Consider the infinitesimal action of the Casimir operator Q (cf. (2.3))

on v. We then have
52 2
Q-v= <Z—1>v— <—Z—1>v,

which leads to s = 4+/—1r. Now recall that we have assumed r € R (cf. Section 2.3). We
thus know that the quasi-character y, is parametrized by a purely imaginary number 4+/—1r.
By Harish-Chandra [10, Section 41, Theorem 1] the spherical principal series representation
Ind%: (600 X4 /—7,) is an irreducible unitary representation. For this see also [6, Remark (2.1.13)]
and note the accidental isomorphism Spin(5,1) ~ SLs(H) as real Lie groups. Consequently we
have the isomorphism in the assertion. [

6.2 CAP representations

Let us first give the definition of CAP representations.

Definition 6.6 Let G and Gy be two reductive algebraic groups over a number field such that
G ~ Gay for almost all places v. Let Py be a parabolic subgroup of G with Levi decomposition
Py, = MyNy. An irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation m = @, m, of G1(A) is called
cuspidal associated to parabolic (CAP) Py, if there exists an irreducible cuspidal automorphic

representation o of Msy such that m, ~ ., for almost all places v, where ©’ = Q. w! is an

G0,

irreducible component of IndPQ(A)

See [8] and [22] for details on CAP representations defined for two groups instead of just
one. Take G = G = GLy(B) and Gy = GL4. Here B is a definite quaternion algebra with
discriminant 2. Since these groups are inner forms of each other, we have G, ~ G» ), for all odd
primes p. Let P, be the standard parabolic of GL4 with Levi subgroup Ms = GLy x GLs. Let
fesTo2);—(% —{—%)) be a Hecke eigenform with Hecke eigenvalue ), for every odd prime p and
Atkin Lehner eigenvalue €. Let o = ®1’Dap be the irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation
of GLy corresponding to f. For an odd prime p, the representation o, is the spherical principal
series representation I(n), where 7 is given by

o 5] = i

Here, 7 is an unramified character of Q, such that no(p) -+, Lp) = Ap. For p = 2 assume that f
is a new form. Then the representation oy is the twist of the Steinberg representation of GL2(Q2)
by an unramified character n/, with 7/(2) = —e. The representation o gives a representation
|det| =20 x |det|'/?c of My. We have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.7 Let f € S(To(2); —(% + %)) be a Hecke eigenform with Hecke eigenvalue X\, for
every odd prime p and Atkin Lehner eigenvalue €. Let o = ®;ap be the irreducible cuspidal
automorphic representation of GLa corresponding to f. Let I’ = Fy be as defined in Theorem
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4.8. Let mp = ®;7rp be the corresponding irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation of
G(A). Then g is CAP to an irreducible component of Indgj((g))ﬂdetrl/za x |det|/2¢).

Proof. The theorem follows from the observation that, for an odd prime p, we have the isomor-

G’2(Qp (|d t|p 1/2

phism Ind op X |det|11,/ 20p) ~ I(xp). Here, I(xp) is the representation described in

Proposmon 6.2. A concrete map is given as follows. For f € IndiQ(g” (]det\_l/ 20p X \det];/ 2]ap)

define the function g + (f(g))(Ia, I). Note that dp,(diag(ar, a2, a3, as)) = |arazaz ‘az*|?. L]

We can furthermore show that our cuspidal representations wp’s provide counterexamples of the
Ramanujan conjecture.

Theorem 6.8 Let mp = ®;)7Tp be as in Theorem 6.7. For every odd prime p (respectively p =
00), m, is non-tempered (respectively tempered). If we further assume that f is a new form, m,
is non-tempered for every finite prime p and tempered for p = oco.

Proof. The temperedness of 7, is due to Proposition 6.5 and [6, Remark 2.1.13]. For an odd
prime p, the unramified chacters x; with 1 <i <4 are not unitary (cf. (6.6)). This means that
mp is non-tempered (cf. [27]).

Let p = 2 and suppose that f is a new form. We recall that fy denotes the spherical vector
in 79, and introduce its dual vector f{ in the contragredient representation of m. With the

invariant measure dg of G,/Z, normalized so that / dg =1, for any § > 0, we consider the
K /Zyp
following integral of the matrix coefficient

/ ((ma2(9) fou £y
Go/Zs

over Go modulo center Zs, where (x,%) denotes the canonical paring of mo and its contradre-
dient. If 7o is tempered, this integral should be convergent. Now we note that the set

n
(>0 K2 <wOQ (1)> K5)/Zy can be regarded as a subdomain of Go/Z, and that there is a de-

composition

wy 0 B wy 0) (1 wy"x 1 0
K2<0 1>K2_ggeo2l/_lwgo2<0 )lo 1 )8 o wp) B

n
It is verified that the Hecke operator defined by K5 <w02 (1)> Ky acts on fj as follows:

wn 0 n n n
2 (5 V) K)o = (e 2 2
We thereby have a divergent integral

/ = 0 [(ma(9)fo. Fo)*H0dg = (3272 +27/2)28) (o, f) P = oo,
( n>0 ( 2 )K2)/Zp

0 1 =0
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which leads to a contradiction. We therefore see that 7o is non-tempered. As a result we are

done. n

Remark 6.9 1. According to Tadi¢ [28] the parabolic induction I(x) for p = 2 (cf. Section

6.1) has two composition factor, one of which is a unique essentially square integrable
subquotient. Our non-tempered representation mwo is the remaining non-square integrable
composition factor. Besides our approach there seem several ways to prove that the non-
square integrable composition factor is non-tempered. In fact, Marko Tadi¢ pointed out
that the non-temperedness is proved by using the classification of the non-unitary dual of
GL(n) over a division algebra (cf. [28]) or by Casselman’s criterion on the temperedness
of an admissible representation.

From Wayl’s law (cf. [12, (11.5)]) we can deduce that there exist non-zero newforms in

S(To(2); —(% + 1)) for some r € R. Let Np(T') be the counting function of an orthogonal

basis of the discrete spectrum for a congruence subgroup I' as in [12, Section 11]. Put
leo(Z) (T') to be such counting function for newforms of 'g(2). With the help of Casselman’s
local theory of oldforms and newforms (cf. [5]) we deduce

_ Vol(h/To(2)) — 2Vol(h/SLs(Z))
47

T2+ O(TlogT)

Nryo) (1)

from Weyl’s law just mentioned. This leads to the existence of a non-zero cuspidal repre-
sentation wr whose local component m, is non-tempered at every p < oo.
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