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ON THE DISTINGUISHED SPECTRUM OF Sp,, WITH RESPECT TO
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ABSTRACT. Given a reductive group G and a reductive subgroup H, both defined over a
number field F', we introduce the notion of the H-distinguished automorphic spectrum of
G and analyze it for the pairs (GL2,, Sp,,) and (Sps,,, Sp,, X Sp,,)- In the first case we give
a complete description using results of Jacquet—Rallis, Offen and Yamana. In the second
case we give an upper bound, generalizing vanishing results of Ash—Ginzburg—Rallis and
a lower bound, extending results of Ginzburg-Rallis-Soudry.
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1. INTRODUCTION

BEEEERElm=

Let G be a reductive group over a number field F' and let H be a closed subgroup of G

/ o(h) dh
H(F)\H(4)

Date: October 17, 2018.

defined over F. Let A be the ring of adeles of F. In the theory of automorphic forms one
is often interested in period integrals

(1)

(assuming convergent) and in automorphic representations of G(A) on which such an in-
tegral is not identically zero. In certain cases these representations, which are called H-
distinguished, are characterized by functoriality and the period integral is related to special
values of L-functions. In the analysis of these period integrals one is often lead to study
non-convergent integrals which have to be suitably regularized. More fundamentally, one
may ask whether there is a sensible notion of the H-distinguished spectrum which captures
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both the automorphic representations for which (1) converges (and is non-zero) as well as
others. In this paper we propose a candidate for this space and study it in specific cases.
Namely, (fixing a central character which we suppress from the notation for simplicity) we
consider the orthogonal complement L% ... (G(F)\G(A)) in L?*(G(F)\G(A)) of the space
of pseudo Eisenstein series ¢ on G(F)\G(A) such that fH(F)\H(A) o(hg) dh = 0 for all

g € G(A). We will be interested in the spectral decomposition of L% .. (G(F)\G(A)),
and in particular in its discrete part L. p_ais(G(F)\G(A)). (It is possible to consider
smooth rapidly decreasing functions instead of pseudo Eisenstein series but we do not
know whether this gives rise to the same space in general. At any rate, it seems that the
choice above is the most convenient for computation.) Arguably, the most curious phe-
nomenon observed in the paper is that L3 ;g (G(F)\G(A)) may contain an irreducible
constituent for which the integral () is not convergent! (See Theorem R.I1] and Remark
R)

We will describe LY g (G(F)\G(A)) (and in particular, L. ;s (G(F)\G(A))) com-
pletely in the case where G = GLy, and H = Sp,, (the symplectic group of rank n). Recall
that in this case, by the results of Moeglin-Waldspurger, the entire space L3 (G(F)\G(A))
can be described explicitly in terms of the cuspidal representations of GL,,(A) for all
divisors m of 2n [MWS9]. It turns out that L3 . 5 4 (G(F)\G(A)) is the contribu-
tion to L (G(F)\G(A)) of all divisors m of n. More generally, in terms of the Lang-
lands decomposition of L*(G(F)\G(A)), L% 4..(G(F)\G(A)) consists of the part whose
discrete data belongs to L. ar,, -aist (M (F)\M(A)) where M ranges over the Levi sub-
groups of the form M = GLg,, X -+ X GLg,, and My = Sp,, X--- X Sp,, (so that
L?:lisc,MH —dlst(M(F)\M(A)) = ®L<2:Iisc,Spn_—dist(GL?ni(F)\GL?M‘ (A)) is described as above).
The main input for this case is the results of J acquet—Rallis, the second-named author and
Yamana about symplectic periods of automorphic forms on GLs, [JR92l [Off06D] [Off06al
Yam14]. In fact, we can formulate the same result for a variant of L% . (G(F)\G(A))
where instead of pseudo Eisenstein series one uses a much bigger space (Corollary [.7]).

The results for the pair (GLa,, Sp,,) suggest a close connection between the distinguished
spectrum and the automorphic spectrum of the group GL,, through functoriality. However,
it is not completely clear how to make this connection precise. (See Remark [T.8])

A more interesting case is the pair (G, H) = (Spy,, Sp,, X Sp,,) which is the main focus of
this paper. In this case we do not know even a conjectural description of L. it (G(F)\G(A)).
However, we will be able to identify a certain subspace of L. y _qi(G(F)\G(A)) which
seems to be the most relevant for the descent construction of Ginzburg-Rallis-Soudry
(cf. [GRS99]). (We will say more about that in a future paper.) In particular, we find
there representations for which (I) does not converge.

In the opposite direction, by results of Jacquet—Rallis and Ash—Ginzburg—Rallis, both
cases above are examples of pairs (G, H) for which no cuspidal representation of G(A) is
H-distinguished [AGR93|, [JR92]. Recall that L?(G(F)\G(A)) has a coarse decomposition
LH(G(F)\G(A)) = xLA(G(F)\G(A)) according to cuspidal data X. We will show that
for many cuspidal data X we have L%(G(F)\G(A)) N L% 4. (G(F)\G(A)) = 0, extending
the abovementioned vanishing results. Moreover, for the remaining cuspidal data X we
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will control the affine spaces & which potentially contribute to L% 4. (G(F)\G(A)) under
the finer decomposition (due to Langlands)

Ly (G(F)\G(A)) = s L3 (G(F)\G(A))s

according to intersections of singular hyperplanes (cf. [Lan76L MW95]). In the case (G, H) =
(GLgp, Sp,,) this analysis (together with the results of [Yam14]) is propitiously sufficient for
the precise description of L% .. (G(F)\G(A)). This is to a large extent due to the simple
description of L3  (G(F)\G(A)). In the case (G, H) = (Sp,,,Sp, X Sp,,) the upshot is
unfortunately a bit technical to formulate and is stated as Theorem [8.4]in §8 At any rate,
we do not expect that our result gives L% ... (G(F)\G(A)) precisely in this case, but only
an upper bound.

The main ingredient for our analysis is a formula for the H-period of pseudo Eisenstein
series. This kind of formula was considered for other pairs (G, H) where H is the fixed
point subgroup of an involution and is probably quite general [JLR99, [LRO3] (Off06Ga]. Tt
is based on an analysis of double cosets P\G/H where P is a parabolic subgroup of G
(starting with the fundamental results of Springer [Spr85]).

Once again, the results suggest a relationship between the distinguished spectrum for
the pair (GLy,, Sp,,) and that of the pair (GLs,, GL, x GL,) via functoriality. However,
the precise relationship requires further analysis and possibly additional variants of the
notion of distinguished spectrum.

In general, one may wonder whether L% ... (G(F)\G(A)) admits a decomposition remi-
niscent to the Langlands decomposition of L*(G(F)\G(A)), namely in terms of L. g, it (M (F)\M(A))
for suitable pairs (M, Hy;) where M is a Levi subgroup of G. We are not in a posi-
tion to formulate a precise conjecture in general but we will do so in the case (G, H) =
(SPaps SP,, X Sp,,) (Conjecture [B1).

We mention that in the more general context of spherical varieties, spectral analysis
of period integrals (as well as their local counterparts) are studied in a recent work by
Sakellaridis—Venkatesh [SV12]. However, their focus is somewhat different and in particular
we do not know what role does the space L% .. (G(F)\G(A)) play in their theory, if any.

As alluded to above, our main result will be applied in a subsequent paper to analyze
the descent map of Ginzburg—Rallis—-Soudry and its image, suggesting a way to study
functoriality (in the generic case) without using the converse theorem or the trace formula.

The structure of the paper is the following. We start with general notation and auxiliary
results (§2). The first part of the paper (§8L80]) is devoted to the computation of the H-
period of pseudo Eisenstein series. To that end we first study the double cosets P\G/H
where G = Sp,,,, H = Sp,, X Sp,, and P is a parabolic subgroup of G and single out the
double cosets which ultimately contribute to the formula (§3]). We then study the main
analytic object, namely the intertwining periods, their convergence and analytic properties
(§). The formula for the H-period of pseudo Eisenstein series is finally derived in §5l
In the second part of the paper (§6-48) we apply this formula to the study of the H-
distinguished spectrum. We first define this notion (in a general context) and explain its
relation to results of the first part (§6]). Then we analyze the pair (GLa,, Sp,,) and provide
complete results for this case (7). Finally, we explicate the results of §@ for the pair
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(Sps,,, SP,, X Sp,,) to provide an upper bound on the distinguished spectrum in this case
(§8). We also exhibit in §8 a lower bound for the distinguished spectrum by showing that
it contains certain residual representations considered in |[GRS02].
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program “Research in Pairs” in the Mathematisches Forschungsinstitut Oberwolfach. We
are very grateful to the MFO for providing ideal working conditions for collaboration. The
first-named author was partially supported by a grant from the Minerva Stiftung. The
second-named author was partially supported by grant # 1394/12 from the Israel Science
Foundation.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. General notation. Let F' be a number field and A = Ap its ring of adeles. In
general, if X is an algebraic variety over F' we write X = X(F') for its F-points. For an
algebraic group Q defined over F' we denote by X*(Q) the lattice of F-rational characters
of Q. Let a;, = X*(Q) ®z R and let ag = Homg(ag), R) be its dual vector space with the
natural pairing (-, -) = (-,-),. We endow aq and ag, with Euclidean norms || - ||. We denote
by ac the complexification of a real vector space a. We also set

QA)' ={q€Q(A) : Vx € X*(Q), Ix(q)],. =1}

There is an isomorphism

Hg: Q(A)"\Q(A) = aq

such that e72@) = |x(g)|,.., x € X*(Q), g € Q(A).
Let 0o denote the modulus function of Q(A). Tt is a character of Q(A)'\Q(A) and
therefore there exists pg € ag, such that

Solg) = ePrale@) g e Q(a).

Let G be a reductive group over F' and Pg a minimal parabolic subgroup of G defined
over F. Fix a maximal F-split torus T of G contained in Py and a maximal compact
subgroup K of G(A) which is in good position with respect to Py, so that the Iwasawa
decomposition G(A) = Po(A)K holds. We use it to extend the map Hy = Hp, : Po(A) —
ap, to a right K-invariant function on G(A). Finally, we also fix a Siegel domain &¢ for
G\G(A) and let G} = G5 N G(A)! (cf. [MWI5, 1.2.1]).

If © is a compact subset of G(A) then we have
(2) sup ||Ho(gz) — Ho(g)|l = sup |[[Ho(kz)|| < oo.

z€Q,9eG(A) e keK

Let T be the split part of the (Zariski) identity connected component of the center of
G. Applying the imbedding z — 1 ® 2z : R — F, = F ®g R < A we imbed Tg(R) in
Tg(Fx) — Tg(A) and denote by Ag the image of the identity component T (R)® (in
the usual topology) in Tg(A). Then Hg : Ag — ag is an isomorphism. Denote by v +— e”
its inverse.
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It will be convenient to use the shorthand notation
[G] = AcG\G(A).
More generally, if H is a subgroup of G defined over F' then we set

(3) A = AN H(A)
and
(4) H]e = AGH\H(A).

For n € N let GL,, be the general linear group of rank n. For a matrix ¢ = (¢g;;) €
GLn(A) with g_l = ((g_l)id') let

91l = lgller.e) = Héni%n{\gi,j\w (97 il }

where the product (here and elsewhere) ranges over all places v of F. Similarly, if £ is a
local field with normalized absolute value |-|, we define ||g|| = maxi<; j<n{|g:l, - [(97 )il }
for any g € GL,,(k). (Note that we use the notation ||-|| in several settings. Hopefully this
will be clear from the context.)

Fix a faithful F-rational representation p : G — GL, and define ||g||, = [|p(9)||GL.(a)-
Often, we omit the subscript p if it is clear from the context. We record some standard facts
about ||-||. (See [MW95| Lemma I.2.2] where the convention of ||-||, is slightly different, but
this entails little change.) Henceforth, we use the notation A < B to mean that there exists
a constant ¢ such that A < ¢B. The constant ¢ is understood to be independent of the
underlying parameters. If we want to emphasize the dependence of ¢ on other parameters,
say T, we will write A <7 B. (We will suppress the implicit dependence on the group G
and the representation p.)

(ba) 1 < ||lg|| for all g € G(A).

(5b) 19192/l < [lg1lll[g2]| for all g1, g2 € G(A).
(5¢) [Ho(g)]] <1+ log]|g]| for all g € G(A).
(5d) loglgl < 1+ |[Ho(g)] for all g € &g
(5e) 9]l < [lvgl| for any g € &g and v € G.

(5f) There exists N such that ||a|/||g]| < [|ag|™ for all g € G(A)}, a € Ag.

Let ¥ = R(T,G) be the root system of G with respect to T' and Ay = A§ the basis
of simple roots with respect to P, viewed as a subset of aj. For o € ¥ we denote by aV
the corresponding coroot. Recall that a standard (resp., semistandard) parabolic subgroup
(defined over F') is one containing Pq (resp., T). The standard parabolic subgroups of G
are parameterized by subsets of A§. A semistandard parabolic group P admits a unique
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Levi decomposition P = M x U where M O T. We call these M’s semistandard Levi
subgroups (or standard, if P is standard).
For any standard parabolic subgroup P = M x U we have

(6) |m|| < ||mu]| for all m € M(A),u € U(A).

(See proof of [LR0O3, Lemma 6.1.1] or of [Wal03, Lemme I1.3.1].)

For a semi-standard parabolic subgroup P = M x U with semi-standard Levi subgroup
M and unipotent radical U we have a}, = aj,. If Q contains P then there is a unique Levi
decomposition Q = L x V with L D M. Thus, then a, is a subspace of a,; and there is a
canonical direct sum decomposition ay; = az, @ ak,. The dual spaces satisfy the analogous
properties. In particular pp = po + p% where p% € (ak,)* is the unique element such that

Spni(p) = PRI ) e (PNL)(A).

Set ap = ar and more generally, a)! = a2 and similarly for the dual spaces. Set also
po = pp,- Recall that Hy : G(A) — ag is defined via the Iwasawa decomposition. Similarly
we can define Hp : G(A) — ap = ay;. We denote by H}M : G(A) — a)! the composition
of Hy with the orthogonal projection to a)’ and more generally, by HL, : G(A) — af; the
composition of HF with the orthogonal projection to a%;.

Henceforth, unless otherwise mentioned all parabolic subgroups and Levi subgroups of G
considered will be implicitly assumed to be standard (and defined over F).

For a Levi subgroup M of G the root system ¥ = R(T, M) is a subsystem of X. Let
A =3M N Ag be the set of simple roots in M with respect to M N B.

For a parabolic subgroup P = M x U of G let ¥y = R(Ty,G) C a};, Xp the subset of
positive roots in X, with respect to P and Ap the non-zero projections to a}, of elements
of Ay. For a € ¥y, we write a > 0 if o € Xp and o < 0 otherwise. Once again we denote
by " the corresponding coroot (see [MW95] 1.1.11]). More generally, if P C Q = L x V
then we write A2 C Ap for the non-zero restrictions to a}; of elements of A%,

Let W = W& = Ng(T)/Cq(T) be the Weyl group of G with respect to T. (In the
case where G is split, Cq(T) = T.) We assume that the fixed Euclidean structure on ag
is W-invariant. We consider elements of W as Cq(T')-cosets in Ng(T'). In particular, for
w € W we write n € w whenever n € Ng(T') represents w. For a Levi subgroup M let
Wi be the set of w € W such that w has minimal length in WMwW™M . For any Levi
subgroup M’ we write W (M, M’) for the set of w € W of minimal length in wW™ such that
wMw™ = M'. We also write W (M) = Uy W (M, M"). Note that if w € W (M, M’) then
w™t e W(M', M) and if w; € W (M, My) and wy € W (M, M3) then wow, € W (M, My).
In particular, W (M, M) is a subgroup of W, which we can identify with Ng(M)/M.

For any Levi subgroups M C L we denote by wi, the element of maximal length in
W (M) N WE. In particular, if M = Cg(T) we simply write wk.

2.2. Some auxiliary results. Let (V,|]|) be a Euclidean space and R > 0. We denote
by Cr(V) the space of continuous functions f : V — C such that f(v)efl*ll is bounded.
Clearly, Cr/ (V) C Cr(V) for R < R'.
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For any r > 0 we denote by P"(V*) the space of holomorphic functions ¢ on {\ € V¢ :
|Re A|| < 7} such that

sup o) (L + MDY <00, N=1,2,...

AEVE:|Re M<r

Later on we will also use the notation P"(V*; W) to denote the space of W-valued func-
tions satisfying the condition above, where W is a finite-dimensional vector space. It is
isomorphic to P"(V*) @ W.

Lemma 2.1. The following conditions are equivalent for a smooth function f:V — C.

(1) For all r < R and a differential operator D on V' with constant coefficients D f €
C.(V).

(2) For all v < R the function f(v)e’V'II* is o Schwartz function on V.

(3) The Fourier transform

fo = [ e ao
v
of f admits holomorphic continuation to {\ € V& : |Re || < R} and belongs to
m7«<RPT(V*).

Proof. The equivalence of the first two conditions follows from the elementary fact that all
the derivatives of the function v/1 + x? are bounded.
If | f(v)| < Ce "Ml and ||Re A|| < 7’ < r then

/ ‘f(v)e<)"”>‘ dv < C’/ e~ gy < o0,
v v

~

In particular, f is holomorphic for |[Re A|| < r and bounded for ||Re || < 7’. Moreover, if
all derivatives of f satisfy |Df(v)| <. p e "IVl then for any n

Fo] @y

is bounded for ||[Re A|| <7’ (since Df = Df and D is an arbitrary polynomial). Thus, the
first property implies the third.
Conversely, if f satisfies the third condition then by Fourier inversion and shift of contour

v) = F(\)e= M)
s = [ Fe e iy

for a suitably chosen Haar measure and any g such that |[Ao|| < R. Let r < R. Taking Ag
such that || Ao]| = r and (Ao, v) = r||v||, and using the bounds on f we get
| (0)] g e,

Similarly for the derivatives of f. O
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Fix a parabolic subgroup P = M x U of G. For any f € Cr(a}!) we define
01 (9)= Y POV f(HY (vg)), g€ G(A).
~yeEPyNM\M
Whenever convergent, 95‘/[ : AgU(A)M\G(A) — C is a right K-invariant function satisfy-
ing 0} (ag) = eler- MM (g) a € Ay,

Lemma 2.2. For R sufficiently large, the sum defining 9}” 1s absolutely convergent for any

f € Cr(ad"). Moreover, for any N > 1 there exists R and N’ such that for any f € Cr(ad!)
we have

(7) sup (07" (mg)| [Iml|™ <ns 9™, g€ G(A).

meGy,

Proof. The first part follows from [MW95| Proposition I1.1.10] (and will also follow from the
argument below). The relation ([7]) is right- K-invariant in g, and therefore we may assume
that g € P(A). Write g = m/u/ with m’ € M(A) and o' € U(A). Since 8}/ (mg) = 0} (mm’)
for all m € M(A) we may assume by (@) that ¢ = m’ € M(A). By a similar reasoning,
using (Bf) and (Bd) we may assume that g = m’ € M(A)!, in which case we will show that
we can take N’ = N. Let m € &}, and let v € M and m; € &}, be such that mm’ = ym,.

By (Bd) and (Bh) we have
Imll < Iy~ mll = [fma (m) =) < [lma [[[l]).

Therefore, since 63" (mm') = 6} (my) it suffices to consider the case g = e, i.e., to show
that for any N > 1 there exists R such that

sup (62 (m)] Jm][¥ < o
mEG}W

for any f € Cr(ad’). This follows from the inequality
1H (m)|| < 1+ [[Hy' (ym)ll, v € M,m € &y
([Lap13, Lemma 2.1]) and the fact that there exists Ny such that
#{y € N M\M : | Hy' (ym)|| < X} < (e +[Im|)™, X >0,m € &),
(an easy consequence of [Art78, Lemma 5.1]) together with (Bd)). O

The following standard lemma is a variant of [MWO95|, Proposition I1.1.10]. For conve-
nience we include a proof.

Lemma 2.3. For any N > 0 there exists R > 0 such that
sup Y [¢(vg)l llgllN < o0
9664 1eP\G

and in particular,

sup Y [é(vg)] < oo,

9EGWA) Jep\
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for any function ¢ on AgU(A)M\G(A) satisfying

(8) sup 5p(a)~7 |p(amk)| |m||'eBIHF@ON < oo t=1,2,3. ..
meGl, acAy keK

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the lemma for N > 1. Let f(v) = e flVll for v € a§. The
condition on ¢ together with (5d) implies

6(9)| <g,r PP F(HT (), g€ SuK.
It follows that

6(g) <o Y, e0D F(HE (1)), g€ G(A).

~yEPNM\M
Therefore
> I(vg)l <o Y 00N £(HE(vg)), g€ G(A).
YEP\G YEP\G
The lemma now follows from Lemma with M = G. 0

Let A7 (G) be the space of continuous functions ¢ on U(A)M\G(A) of moderate growth
such that p(ag) = elPPHol@)p(g) for all a € Ay, g € G(A). Denote by A(G) the subspace
of ALY(G) consisting of ¢ such that for all N > 0

sup  [ip(mk)|[lm||™ < oo.
me6l, keK

For instance, it follows from [MW95, Lemma 1.2.10] that A%¢(G) contains the space of

smooth functions ¢ € ARY(G) of uniform moderate growth such that m — 6p(m)~2¢(mg)
is a cuspidal function on [M] for all g € G(A).
For p € ApY(G) and X € aj; ¢ let

oa(g) = e p(g), g € G(A).

Let w € W(M) and let P’ = M’ x U’ be the parabolic subgroup of G such that M’ =
wMuw™'. For any ¢ € A7?(G) and X € aj; ¢ the integral

M(w, \p(g) = el= (@) / ox(w-ug) du
U'(A)NwU(A)w=1\U’(A)
converges provided that Re (A, @) > 1, a € Ap (cf. proof of [MW95|, Proposition I1.1.6]).
For any R > 0 let Cr(U(A)M\G(A)) be the space of continuous functions ¢ on
AGU(A)M\G(A) satisfying (8) such that ¢(-g) is a cuspidal function on M\M(A) for
all g € G(A).
For R > 1 and any ¢ € Cr(U(A)M\G(A)) define

Os(9) = > _ ¢(v9)

yeEP\G
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which converges by Lemma 2.3l For any A € aj, ¢ with [[ReA[] < R we write

o[\ (g) = e~ NHp(9) / e~ MPrHe(@) 4 (49) da.
Ac\Anm
We have ¢[\] € A%(G).

Let CF(U(A)M\G(A)) be the smooth part of Cr(U(A)M\G(A)), i.e., the space of
smooth functions ¢ on U(A)M\G(A) such that X x ¢ € Cr(U(A)M\G(A)) for all X €
U(g) (the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of G). Let ¢ € CF(U(A)M\G(A)).
Then

) o) = [ o) ax

for any \g € (a$;)* with ||\o|| < R. Moreover, it easily follows from Lemma 2] (or more
precisely, its proof) that for any R’ < R and N > 0 we have

(10) sup [N (mE)[ ([lml] + [IAIDY < oo.

me&y, keK Ae(af) )i ||Re A| <R/

Thus, we may think of ¢ € C%(U(A)M\G(A)) as a holomorphic map on {\ € (a§,)% :
|Re \|| < R} with values in AW(G) satisfying (I0).

2.3. Symplectic groups. For n € N let
Spn = {g € GL2n : thng = Jn}

be the symplectic group of rank n where
h=(2%)

—wyn 0

and w, = (0;nt1-;) € GL, is the permutation matrix with ones on the non-principal
diagonal. Let * be the automorphism of GL,, given by ¢g — ¢* = w,'¢ 'w,. The imbedding
g — diag(g, %) : GL,, — Sp,, identifies GL,, with the Siegel Levi subgroup of Sp,,.

Let B,, be the Borel subgroup of Sp,, consisting of upper triangular matrices. It has a
Levi decomposition B,, = T,, x N,, where T, is the subgroup of diagonal matrices and N,,
is the subgroup of upper unitriangular matrices in B,,. The parabolic and Levi subgroups
of Sp,, are parameterized by tuples of non-negative integers of the form v = (ny, ..., ng;r)
where k, 7 > 0, ny,...,n > 0, and ny +- - - +ni +7r = n. Explicitly, to such v we associate
the parabolic subgroup P = P, = M x U consisting of block upper triangular matrices in
Sp,, where

M =M, = {diag(g1,..-, 9% h.95,-..,97) :h €Sp,, g € GL,,, i =1,...,k}.

In particular, Sp,, = P,,) whereas P, is the Siegel parabolic subgroup of Sp,,.
We denote by
ty =ty GLy, X -+ x GL,, xSp, = M

the isomorphism defined by
LM(917 <o Gk h) = diag(gla < Gk h7g;;7 B 79’{)
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If r = 0 we simply write tps(g1, ..., gx). Also, if M is clear from the context we will suppress
it from the subscript.
Let 4, = diag(1,-1,1,...,(=1)""!) € GL, and ¢, = diag(d,,d) € Sp,,.

2.4. The setup. From now on, unless otherwise specified, we fix n € N and let G = Sp,,,,
€ = €9, and H = Cg(e) ~ Sp,, X Sp,,, the centralizer of ¢ in G. (Occasionally, we will
also use n as a running variable. Hopefully this will not cause any confusion.) We identify
G /H with the G-conjugacy class X of €, a closed subvariety of G, via gH > geg~!. Note
that X = G/H because the first Galois cohomology of H is trivial.

We take P to be the Borel subgroup B = By, = T x N where T = T, and N = N,,.
Note that

T = {diag(ay, . .. ,a2n,a2_n1, .. .,al_l) tay, ..., a9, € Gyt
and a’ is naturally identified with R*".
Let v = (ny,...,ng;7r) with ny + -+ +ng +r = 2n. For M = M,, the space a}; ~ R" is
imbedded in a3 ~ R?" as elements of the form
ni ng r

— —T—
AL AL A A 0,...,0), (A, ... M) €RR

Under the identification af ~ R?*" we have ¥ = {+e; £ ¢; : 1 < 4,5 < 2n} \ {0}
where {e; : 1 < i < 2n} is the standard basis of R*. Also, Ay = {a1,...,qs,} where
a; =e; — €41, 1=1,...,2n — 1 (the short simple roots) and ay, = 2ey, (the long simple
root).

3. DOUBLE COSETS

In this section we study the double cosets P\G/H for any parabolic subgroup P of G.
Equivalently, P\G/H parameterizes the P-orbits in X under conjugation. For g € G and
a subgroup Q of G defined over F' we denote by [g]g the Q-orbit of g under conjugation
and by Q, = Cq(g) the centralizer of g in Q.

Recall the following elementary result (e.g., [Huad8, Theorem 1})).

Lemma 3.1. For any involution g € G there exists a unique decomposition 2n = p+q such
that g € [t(1p, —1y)]q, i-e., every involution in G is G-conjugate to v(I,, —1,) for unique p
and q. Thus, two involutions in G which are conjugate in GLy, are conjugate in G.

3.1. Borel orbits. We start with the case P = B.

Lemma 3.2. (¢f. [Spr85, Lemma 4.1]) The map [x]p — Ng(T) N [z]p defines a bijection
between the B-orbits in X and the T-orbits in Ng(T) N X.

The crux of the matter is to show that Ng(T') N [z]p is not empty. This is proved in
[Spr85, Lemma 4.1] in the case of an algebraically closed field. However, the proof carries
over verbatim to our case. See [LR03, Lemma 4.1.1] for more details. The fact that
Ne(T)N[z]p is a unique T-orbit follows from the uniqueness in the Bruhat decomposition
as in [LRO3|, Proposition 4.1.1]. That the map is bijective is now straightforward.
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Recall that any involution w € W can be written in the form w = sg, ---s3 where

B1, ..., By are pairwise orthogonal roots and sg € W is the reflection associated to a root
p € X ([Spr82]). Moreover,

(11) r is determined by the conjugacy class of w.

Let

W={weW:wnX #0}
so that
Ne(T)nX = [[wnX.
wew
Clearly W is a union of conjugacy classes of involutions in W. We can describe the set W
explicitly.
Definition 3.3. An involution w € W is called minimal if there exists a Levi subgroup M
of G such that w = w)! and wa = —a for all a € A}.
Recall that every involution is conjugate to a minimal one (cf. [Spr85, Proposition 3.3]).
Forany k =0,...,n let Ly = My jen-2x),0) be the Levi subgroup of semisimple rank
k such that A)* = {a, as, ..., a1} (Here a™ is the r-tuple (a, ..., a).) Note that wg*
is a minimal involution. Let W, be the conjugacy class of wé in W.

Lemma 3.4. We have

(12) Wi ={sg, -+ -Ss, : B1, ..., Pk are pairwise strongly orthogonal short roots}
and
(13) w=T[w.

k=0

Moreover, for any w € Wy there are (2(5__:)) T-orbits in wN X.

Proof. Note that wé’“ = 50,505 " * Say,_, and therefore every element of Wj is a product
of reflections associated to pairwise strongly orthogonal short roots. We show by a simple
induction on k that if 5y, ..., B; are pairwise strongly orthogonal short roots then sg, - - - s,
is W-conjugate to wé #. The case k = 1 is immediate from the fact that W acts transitively
on the short roots. For k£ > 1, after conjugating we may assume without loss of generality
that 51 = a;. The imbedding x +— ¢(I3;x) : Sp,y,_5 — Spy, induces an imbedding of Weyl
groups W5P2n—2 < W. The image of this imbedding commutes with s,, and, by strong

orthogonality, contains sg,, ..., sg,. The claim therefore follows by induction on n.
This shows ([I2]). The disjointness of the W;’s follows from (I1]). To show (I3)) it is enough
to show that every minimal involution w € W is conjugate to wOL * for some k =0,...,n

and that wi* N X # 0.

Let L = M, . n. be a Levi subgroup of G such that wé € W is a minimal involu-
tion. Note first that » = 0 since otherwise we would have an involution in Sp, whose
non-zero entries are on the non-principal diagonal, which is clearly impossible. Thus
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v, (Wnyy -y wy,) € wh. Tt easily follows from the property wia = —a, a € Al that

ni,...,np < 2 and that wl is conjugate to wgk where k = #{i =1,...,k : n; = 2}. This
shows that W C [[;_, Whk.
To show that [;_, Wi C W it is enough to see that wé *N X # (). Note that
—1 —1
wék NX = {LLk(( 0 ab ),..., ( 0 a,a ),bl,...,bg(n_k)) :

al ag

al,...,akeF*, bl,...,bQ(n_k)::l:l, #{Zblzl}:n—]{?}
Let a = (9¢). For any subset A of {1,...,2(n — k)} of size n — k let

b — 1 1€ A
)l-1 igA

and
k
——
na = tr, (0, ..., Q, b, ..., bagnr))-
Then ny € wi* N X and ([@3) follows. Furthermore every T-orbit in wi* N X contains n4
for a unique subset A of size n — k. The Lemma follows. O

3.2. P-orbits. Consider now the case of a general parabolic subgroup of G.

For any parabolic subgroup P of G with a given Levi decomposition P = M x U denote
by pr,; : P — M the projection to the Levi part of P. Assume for the rest of this section
that P =M x U is a parabolic subgroup of G.

Recall that for any two (not necessarily standard) parabolic subgroups Q;, i = 1,2 of G
with Levi decompositions Q; = L; x V;, pry (Q1 N Qg2) is a parabolic subgroup of L;. For
w € Wi let

P(w) = pry,(PNwPw™) = MNwPw™.
Then P NwPw™! = P(w)(UNwPw™?) and P(w) is a standard parabolic subgroup of M
with Levi decomposition

P(w) = M(w) x U(w) where M(w) = M NwMw ™" and U(w) = M NwUw™".

By the Bruhat decomposition, for ¢ € G there exists a unique element w € »; W), such
that PwP = PgP. Let p € P be such that g € pwP. Then

PNgPg ' =pPNnuwPw Hp .
It follows that
(14) pry (P NgPg™") = pry(p)P(w) pry, (p) ™"
In particular, the following conditions are equivalent

1) pry,(PNgPg™') =M,
(PNngPg U =P,
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(6) wM C Ng(M).
If these conditions are satisfied we say that g € G is M-admissible. This condition depends
only on PgP.

Lemma 3.5. An element g € G is M-admissible if and only if g € UNg(M)U.

Proof. If g € Ng(M) then clearly M C P N gPg~! and therefore pr,, (P NgPg~') = M.
Since M-admissibility depends only on PgP it follows that every element of UNg(M)U is
M-admissible. Conversely, suppose that g is M-admissible and let w € ,,W;; be such that
PgP = PwP. Then w C Ng(M). Let uy, us € U, n € w and my, my € M be such that
g = uyminmsus. Then g € uynMus. O

Lemma 3.6. (¢f. [LR03, Proposition 4.2.1]) Let x € X and let w € Wy be such that
PxP = PwP. Then wM(w) N [z]p is non-empty.

Proof. Since w is reduced and PwP = PzP = (PxP)™! = (PwP)™" it follows that w? = 1.
Let w' € W be an element of minimal length in the image of [z]p N Ng(T') (a non-empty
set by Lemma [B.2)) under the natural map Ng(7) — W. Then w' is an involution such
that Pw'P = PwP and therefore there exists a reduced expression w’ = w;w”ww, with
wit, wy € WM both left M (w)-reduced and w” € WM®)_ Such a decomposition is unique.
Since both w and w’ are involutions we also have w' = w; 'w(w”)tw;*. It follows from
the uniqueness of the decomposition that wy = wy 1 Thus, w"w is WM-conjugate to
w’ and hence from the definition of w', w”w also has a representative in [z]p N Ng(T).
The minimality of w’ and the fact that w;w”ww, is a reduced decomposition implies that
w' = w”w. This shows that there exists y € [z]p N M (w)w as required. O

Lemma 3.7. (¢f. [LRO3 Proposition 4.2.2]) Let w € yWy and x € wM(w) N X. Then
U(w) is a normal subgroup of pry,;(P,) contained in pr,;(R(z)) where R(x) is the unipotent
radical of P,.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma we have w? = 1. Note that P, C PN azPz~! =
P NwPw™! (since z € wM(w)) and therefore pr,,(P,) C P(w). Since U(w) is normal in
P(w) it is enough to show that U(w) C pr,,(R(x)).

Note that P N 2P2z™' = M(w) x Z is a Levi decomposition where Z = U(w)(U N
wPw™) = U(w)(UNnwMw™ ) (UNwUw™!) and we have z2M(w)z = M(w) and 2Zx = Z.
It follows that P, = M(w), x Z, and that R(z) = Z,.

Let u € U(w) and let v = zuz. Then v € UNwPw™! C Z and (since u € M and v € U)
also u~'vu € U. Therefore the commutator z := [v~!, '] € U. Thus, zzz = [u™,v7] =
271 € U and therefore z € U’ := UnNwUw™!. Thus, 2 satisfies the cocycle condition
20(z) = 1 with respect to the involution §(g) = xgxz on U’. Since U’ is a unipotent group
we have H1((6),U’) = 1, i.e., 2 must be a co-boundary. There exists therefore v’ € U’
such that z = w/A(u/)~". Note that this means that v~ 'u~'zuzu = w'zu' 'z, ie., that
wvu' € Z,. But vu’ € U and therefore pr,,;(uvu') = u. The Lemma follows. O

Let z € X. Recall that pr,,(P NzPz™!) is a parabolic subgroup of M. Let U(z) be its
unipotent radical and as before let R(x) be the unipotent radical of P,.
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Lemma 3.8. Let x € X.

(1) The kernel of pry; : P, — M is contained in R(x);

(2) U(x) is a normal subgroup of pry,;(P,) contained in pr,,(R(x));

(3) Let x be a character of P,(A)'\P,(A). Then for every function f : U(A)M\P(A) —
C such that

f(up) du =0, p e P(A)
U@)\U(z)(4)

we have

/ FP)x(p) dp =0
P \Pz(A)

(provided that the integral converges). In particular,
[ sk do=o
Pu\Po(A)

Proof. Since the kernel of pr,, : P, — M is contained in U, it is a unipotent normal
subgroup of P,. Part (1)) follows. Let w € pWy, be such that PxP = PwP and let
y € [z]p N M(w)w (which exists by Lemma [3.6). Let p € P be such that z = pyp~'. Then

pra(Pe) = pryy(p) pryy (Py) pry(p) ™" and  R(z) = pR(y)p~".
Note further that P N zPz™! = p(P NyPy~!)p~' and therefore

pry (P NaPa™") = pry(p) pry, (P NyPy~ ") pry(p)~"

Part (2]) therefore follows from Lemma 37

Let S = pry,(P,). Clearly R(x)(A) C P,(A)', R(x) being a unipotent group. Therefore,
by part () x induces a quasi-character § : S\S(A) — C*. By the invariance properties of
f we have a normalization of measures such that

[ o= [ g as
Po\Pz(A) S\S(A)

From part (2) U(x) is a normal unipotent subgroup of S. Therefore we have

/ f(s)d(s) ds = / / f(us) du (s) ds.
S\S(A) U(z)(4)S\S(A) J[U(x)]
Part (3) follows. O

Lemma 3.9. For x € Ng(M)N X we have P, = M, x U,.

Proof. This follows from the fact that
PNnzPz ' =Mx (UnzUz™)

is a Levi decomposition which is invariant under conjugation by z and P, = (PNzPz™!),.
OJ

We now describe explicitly the M-admissible P-orbits in X.
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Lemma 3.10. The map [z]p — [z]p N Ng(M) is a bijection between the M -admissible
P-orbits in X and the M-orbits in Ng(M) N X.

Proof. Let x € X be M-admissible and let w € ;W) be such that PxP = PwP. From the
definition of M-admissibility it follows that wM C Ng(M). It also follows from Lemma
that without loss of generality we may assume z € wM. Let y € [x]p N Ng(M). Recall
that Ng(M) is the disjoint union of Mo over all ¢ € Wy, such that cMo™' = M and
G is the disjoint union of PoP over all o € y/W)y,. Since [y]p = [z]p € PwP, it follows
that y € PwP N Ng(M) = Mw, i.e., Mx = My. Let n € [z]p N Ng(T'). Then since
PwP N Ng(T) € Mw we see that n € Mw, i.e., zn™', yn™' € M.
Let p = mu € P be such that x = pyp~!, with m € M and u € U. Then

(15) an™! = p(yn~")(np~'n 7).
In particular, np~*n~! € P and therefore p € PNn='Pn = M(UNn~tUn), ie. u €
UnNn~tUn. Tt follows that pry,(np~'n=!) = nm~'n~! and therefore applying pr,, to (I5)
we get

an~t=myn ) (nm o).
Therefore z = mym ™. This shows that [z]p — [2]p N Ng(M) is a well-defined map from

M-admissible P-orbits in X to M-orbits in Ng(M) N X. It is clearly injective, and it is
surjective from the definition of M-admissibility. O

Next we analyze the M-orbits in Ng(M) N X. Recall that W (M, M) is a subgroup of
W which can be identified with Ng(M)/M. We denote the resulting isomorphism by 2,/ :
Ne(M)/M ~ W (M, M) — W (which we also view as a homomorphism Ng(M) — W).

The following definitions are given in [LRO3].

Definition 3.11. We denote by W (M, M)y the set of involutions in W (M, M). An el-
ement w € W (M, M)y is M-minimal if it is of the form wk, for some Levi subgroup L
containing M and w¥; acts as —1 on ak;.

Lemma 3.12. ([LR03, Corollary 3.3.1]). For every w € W (M, M)y there exists a Levi
subgroup M' and o € W (M, M') such that cwo=t € W(M', M)y is M'-minimal.

Let
Wy ={w e W(M, M) :wMnX #0} CW(M, M),
so that
(16) Ne(M)nX = [] wMnX.
wEWN

In other words Wi = 1y (Ng(M) N X).

It is immediate from Lemma[3.10that x € X is M-admissible if and only if PzP = PwP
where w € W,y.

It is also clear that

(17) if w € Wy and 0 € W (M, M') then cwo™" € Wiy
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Definition 3.13. A pair (M, L) of Levi subgroups with M C L is called standard relevant
Zf M and L are Of the fO’f’m M - M(Tl,7”1,---7rk,7’k7517---75l7t17---7t77l§u) and L = M(27”17...,27“,19,817...,8“1))

(with k, I, m, u or v possibly zero) where ty, ... t, are even and v = u 4+t + - + tp.
Thus,
My Mo M3

A A

M ~ GL,, x GL,, x --- X GL,, X GL,, x GLg, X - -- x GLg, Xx GLy, x - -- x GL;, x Sp,,,

and

Ly Lo Ls
- ~ N ~ /\
L ~ GLy,, x -+ x GLy,, x GL;, x --- x GLg, X Sp,

with Ml Q L17 M2 = Lg, M3 Q Lg.

For instance, the standard relevant pairs (M, L) with M = T are (T, Myx) jen-2).)),
k=0,...,n.

More generally, a pair (M, L) consisting of a Levi subgroup M and a semistandard Levi

subgroup L containing M is relevant if there exists w € W (M) such that (wMw™ wLw™!)
is a standard relevant pair.

Lemma 3.14. Let M C L be Levi subgroups of G.

(1) Assume that wk, € Wy is an M-minimal involution. Then there exists o €
W(L) N WMeno such that (cMo~',0Lo™1) is a standard relevant pair. In par-
ticular, (M, L) is a relevant pair.

(2) If (M, L) is a standard relevant pair then wk, € Wiy is an M-minimal involution.

Proof. For the first part, assume that wf, € W), is M-minimal. Write

M = M, . ey = GLy, X - -+ x GL,, X Sp,
and

L = M, ,...myw) =~ GLpy, X -+ X GLy,, X Sp,, .
The inclusion M C L implies that {1,2,...,a} can be partitioned into sets Si,..., Sy, R
such that s; < s;11 <7 forevery i <b—1,5 €S, s5i41 € Sippand r € R, Y g ne = m;
and v = u+ Y, g0y If |S;] > 2 for some i then it is easily observed that wf; does not act

as —1 on af,. Therefore the M-minimality of w¥, implies that |S;| <2 for alli =1,...,b.
Note further that the M-admissibility of w¥%, implies that if S; = {s, s+ 1} then n, = ny;.
To any permutation o of {1,...,b} corresponds a unique element (that we still denote

by o) of W(L) N WMeno) such that oLo™! = M(mfl(l)w--,m(,fl(b);v)' If k is the number of
indices 7 such that |S;| = 2 let ¢ be such that ‘ngl(i)‘ =2ifand only ifi = 1,...,k. Then
owk o™l = wk, where (M', ') = (¢6Mo~!,0Lo~") has the form
M M Ms
M’ =GL,, x CL,, x --- x GL,, x GL,, x GL,, x --- x GL,, x GLy, x --- x GLy, x Sp,,,

and

Ly Lo L3

A A

Y Y /\
L' = GLg,, X -+ X GLg,, X GLg, x -+ x GLg, X Sp, .
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Assume now further that w%, € Wy,. It follows from (I7) that w¥, € Why. Recall the
elements 6,, of GL,, defined in §2l Write 05, +...4+5,44 = diag(y1, ..., v, y) where v; € {£0,,}
and v € {£0,} and let § = diag(v,~*) € Sp,, (in fact § € {£e,}). Let

_ 0 In 0 I, .
o _LL’((]” 0 )7 R (ITk 0 )7717"'771777'1)
where
Sty
Stm
n; = B
1 st
_6;‘1
/ .
Then ng € w,. Therefore, there exists m = tpp(ay, by, ..., ap, bg, ¢y ..o ¢y dyy .. dys h) €

M’ (with a;, b; € GL,,, ¢; € GLg,, d; € GL;, and h € Sp,) such that mny € X. In
particular, (mng)? = Iy, and therefore

5 L2
(i, "0") = P

ie., —(d;dy,)(dioy,)" = I,. In other words wy,d;0;, is a non-degenerate skew-symmetric
matrix and therefore ¢; is even. This shows that (M’, L) is a standard relevant pair. Part
(@) follows.

For the second part, it suffices to note that ng € X. This follows for instance from
Lemma [B.1] and the fact that as an element of GL,,, the dimensions of the +1-eigenspaces
of ng coincide. O

Lemma 3.15. We have
Wi = {owl,o™' - (M', L') is a standard relevant pair and o € W(M', M)}.

Proof. Let w € W),. It follows from Lemma that w, = oywoy ! is M;-minimal for
some oy € W(M) where M; = oy Moy ! and from (I7) that w; € W)y, It now follows from
Lemma 314 (T) that oywio5 " is of the form wk, for some oy € W(M,;) and a standard
relevant pair (M’, L'). It follows that w = cwk,0™! where o = o7 oyt € W(M', M).

The other inclusion follows from (7)) and B14] (2). O

Let M be a Levi subgroup of G and « € Ng(M) N X. The group Ng(M)/M acts on
ay, and in particular, z acts as an involution on a}, and decomposes it into a direct sum
of the +1-eigenspaces which we denote by (a};)E. (A similar decomposition applies to
the dual space ay; = (ap)F @ (apr),.) For any such z let L = L(z) be the intersection
of all semistandard Levi subgroups containing M and x. Then L is a semistandard Levi
subgroup and we have (a},)7 = a}, or equivalently, (a},); = (a,)* (cf. [Art82al, p. 1299]).

Definition 3.16. With the above notation we say that x is M-minimal if L(x) is standard.
Similarly, we say that x is M-standard relevant if the pair (M, L(x)) is standard relevant
(see Definition[3.13).
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Remark 3.17. If w = 1 (x) € Wy then L(z) and the above decomposition of ay,; depend
only on w. Furthermore, x is M-minimal if and only if w is an M-minimal involution, in

. L
which case w = wh®.

Corollary 3.18. Let M be a Levi subgroup of G and x € Ng(M) N X. Then there ezists
n € Ng(T) such that nMn~" is a Levi subgroup of G, nan™! is nMn~'-standard relevant
and L(nzn™') = nL(z)n~".

Proof. Let w = 1y (x) € Wy and let (M', L") be a standard relevant pair and o €
W (M, M’) be such that w = ¢~ 'wk, o, as in Lemma B.I5. Let n € o and set ' = nan~'.
By definition 2’ is M’ = nMn~!-standard relevant. Note that (ay); = o((an)]),
(an); = o((apr),,) and therefore also L(z') = o L(z)o™! = nL(z)n " O
Recall the notation (3]).

Lemma 3.19. For every x € Ng(M) N X the restriction of Hy to M, (A) defines a
surjective homomorphism

Moreover, the restriction of Hys to A%”” defines an isomorphism

Proof. The second part follows from the fact that ze’z™" = e* for any v € ay. The
first part follows from the second part and the fact that Hp (M,(A)) C (ap)), since

x

Hy(xma™) = zHy(m) for any m € M(A). O

In view of Lemma B.I9 for any = € Ng(M) N X let p, € (a},)F be the unique element
such that

(18)  elptar(@) — (sz(a)ép(a)_% or equivalently dp, (a) = elP=terHul@) =g e AM:

Note that p, depends only on [z];.

1

Remark 3.20. The vector p, (with a slightly different convention) was encountered in the
setup of [Off06a]. It does not show up in the cases considered in [LRO3| by [ibid., Proposition
4.3.2]. Note that in our case dp, is non-trivial, in general, on M (A) N M(A)L. In other
words we will not necessarily have §p,(m) = elPetrrHum) for il m € My (A). This is in
contrast with the cases considered in [LRO3] and [Off06a] where M, (A)NM(A)' = M, (A).

Lemma 3.21. Suppose that x € Ng(M) N X is M-minimal and let L = L(x). Let
Q = L x V be the parabolic subgroup of G with Levi subgroup L. Then U, = V, and
therefore dq,

Po() = 0P

Proof. Let Uy, = LN U be the unipotent radical of the parabolic subgroup Py, :=LNP
of L (with Levi subgroup M). Then U = Uy, x V. Note that x € L and therefore
rVz~! = V. On the other hand, since z € wk M we have zUpz~! = UL’ (the image of
Uy, under transpose). It follows that if v = ujuy € U, with u; € Uy, and us € V then
rupr~! = uauy 'e~t € UL'NU = 1 and therefore u; = e and u € V,. Thus, U, = V,. By
Lemma we now have P, = M, X V, whereas Q, = L, x V,. The rest of the Lemma
follows. ]
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3.3. Orbit representatives. Our purpose here is to give an explicit description of the
fibers of M-orbits [y with z € wM N X that lie over an M-minimal involution w € W),.
For each such orbit we choose a convenient representative x and explicate the centralizer
M,.

Suppose first that (M, L) is a standard relevant pair and use the notation in Definition
BI3 Let z € wi,M N X C L and write

x = 1(xq, x9; 3)
where
7y =diag((, 20 ), o (o %)) € Ly,
with y; € GL,,,
xo = diag(zy,...,21) € Lo
with z; € GL;, which is GL,,-conjugate to diag(l,,, —1,,) for some decomposition p;+¢; = s;

and z3 € L3 is of the form

a1
T3 = . h

_aI ’
with a; € GL;, such that wy,a; is anti-symmetric and h € Sp,, is an involution. We have
MI = L((Ml)xla (M2)x2; (M3):(:3)

Note that (M;),, is the product of GL,,, i = 1,...,k embedded in GL,, x GL,,; (M3)a,
is the product of centralizers of involutions in GLg,, i = 1,...,l; (Mj)., is the product of
symplectic groups in GL,, © = 1,...,m and a centralizer of an involution in Sp,. More
explicitly,

(My)g, = {diag(g1, y ' 9191, -, 9k, Ys "9kys) = i € GLy, }.
Note that after conjugation by an element of M; we may assume that y; = I,,,7 =1,... k.
Similarly,

(Mg)mz = diag(CGL31 (21), ey CGle (Zl)).
After conjugation in M, we may assume that z; = diag(1,,, —1,,) and then
CGLsi (ZZ) = GLpi X GLqi .
Finally,
(M3)ay = o(Sp(wy,ar), - - ., Sp(w,, am); Csp, (h)).
After conjugation in Ms we may assume that a; = diag(ly, 2, =13, 2), ie., wya; = Jy o
and by Lemma [B.1] that h = ¢(1,, —I,) for some decomposition u = p + ¢ such that (since
x € [€la)

! !
(19) p+ZpiIQ+ZQi-
i=1 i=1
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To summarize, for z € wk, M N X (or M-orbit [z]y; C wi,M N X) we associate the data

(20) p= (¢, -, 0La;p,q)

satisfying (I9) and such that w = p+q and s; = p; + ¢;, ¢ = 1,...,1. We further choose

a convenient representative x, € [z]y as follows. For integers s, p,q write days = (IS _ Is>

1,

and d,, = g r For a = (rq,...,rg) let z, = diag((lf1 161),...,(11 16’“)). For
p

B = (p1.q1,---,piq) let yg = diag(L,,, — 14y, .., L, —1,). For v = (t1,...,tm;Dp,q) with
t; even let

diy
de,,
(21) Z’Y = d dp,q
de; :
We set
Ty = U(Ta, YB; 2y)-
Let

Hy = (Ms)., = ta;(Spyy s - - - Spy,,3 Hpg)
where H,, = Cs, (dp4) ~ Sp, X Sp, = Sp,,. We have

M,, = 1 (GLS,...,GL2, GL,, x GL,,,...,GL,, x GLy; H,)

rivt T

where GL2 = {diag(g, g) : g € GL,} and
Ly, = 1(Cypy ..., Gy, GLy, X GLg,, ..., GLy, x GLg;5 (Sp,,)-, )
where C, = {(¢%) € GLy, : a, b € Mat,«,}. Note that for

(22) n= (7 11,)
we have
777«_107477» = {(91 gz) ‘01, 92 € GLT’}

Consider now, more generally, a Levi subgroup M’ of G and w € W)y an M’-minimal
involution. Let L’ be the Levi subgroup containing M’ such that w = wﬁ,. By Lemma
B.I4 ) there exists o € W(L') N WHeno such that (M,L) = (cM'oc~t, 0cLl/c7!) is a
standard relevant pair. For (M, L) we use the notation of Definition B.I3l Let b =1+ k
and (mq,...,my) = (2r1,...,21%, 81,...,5) so that L = M, m,:0). As in the proof of
Lemma 3.4l we may view o as a permutation of {1,...,b} and L' = M(mf,fl(l),...,mfl(b);v)-

Let m = mqy 4+ --- + my. There is a unique permutation matrix ng € GL,, such that
no diag(g,-1¢1), - - - ,go.fl(b))no_l = diag(g1,. .., 9s) whenever g; € GL,,,, i = 1,...,b. Then
n = u(ng;ls,) € o and therefore (M,L) = (nM'n~',nL'n™'). Furthermore, the map
2 =n"lan s wh,M N X — wl, M’ 0 X is a bijection that maps [z]y; to [2/]y and
M!, =n"'M,n.
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Let 2, = n~'xzyn. Then the different M'-orbits in wk, M' N X are precisely [2p] 0 for
data p as in (20)) satisfying (I9). We further have

(23) Mg/c; = LL/(Al, ey Ab; H’Y)
where A; is the subgroup of Gmel(i) given by
A JGLE i=1,...k
D TNGL,  xGL, , i=k+1,...b
and
L/m{ﬂ = LL'(C{7 SRR Cl;; (Spv)2w>
where

T (e i=1... k

07 GL, , xGL, , i=k+1,...,b.

3.4. Exponents. Let M be a Levi subgroup of G and x € Ng(M) N X. Recall that
P, = M, x U, (Lemma [3.9). We study the modulus function Jp,.

Let M’ be a Levi subgroup of G, / € Ng(M')N X and L' = L(z') (a semistandard
Levi subgroup of G). By Corollary B.I8 there exists n € Ng(T) such that M = nM'n~!
is standard, x = nz'n~! is M-standard relevant and L := L(x) = nL'n~'. Recall further
that (ap); = n((an)}) and (ay); = n((anr),). We keep using the same notation as in
M' In partiCUIar M = M(n,r1,...,rk,rk,sl,...,sl,tl,...,tm;u) and p= (P17Q17 -5 PL 4P, Q) is the
data associated to z by (20). Under the natural identification ay; =~ R?**+™ we have

——
(24) (CLM);_:ClL:{()\1,)\1,...,)\k,>\k,,u,1,...,,U,l,O....,O)2)\1,...,>\k, ,U,l,...,,MIER}
and

l
——
(arr)y, = ak =L, =AM, oo A =N 00 0, a1, oo oy i) S ALy ey Mk [y - - oy fim € R}

Let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup of G and let & € Ap. Denote by s, € W (M)
the elementary symmetry associated to « as in [MWO95] §1.1.7].

We define a directed edge-labeled graph & in the spirit of [LR03, §3.3] as follows. The
vertices of & are pairs (M, z) where M is a Levi subgroup of G and x € Ng(M) N X. The
(labeled) edges of & are given by (M, z) =% (M, z') provided that:

(1) (A AP,
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We will write (M, z) Q‘ (M, 2" if (M,z) 2% (M',2') and za < 0 (but za # —a). Note
that if (M,z) =% (M’,2') then also (M’ 2') LN (M, z). Moreover, either (M, z) \QI
—1

Na

(M’ 2") or (M',2") \, (M, z) but not both. For a finite sequence of edges
(M, ) = (My, 1) =% (Mo, 22) =2 oo =25 (Mg, ) = (M)

in & we will write (M,z) ~ (M’,z') where n = n,, ...n., € G. Note that n conjugates
n

(M, x) to (M’ z'). Similarly, we write (M, x) | (M’,x') if there exists a finite sequence
Nay Ny Ny,
(M7 .CL’) = (Mlvxl) \l (M27x2) \,4 e \l (Mk-l-l’xk-l-l) = (M/W:C/)’

Lemma 3.22. Suppose that (M, x) and (M',x") are vertices in & and (M, x) n\i (M, a")
for some a € Ap. Let Q = L x V be the parabolic subgroup of G containing P such that
Alg = {a} and let P' = M' x U’ be the parabolic subgroup of Q such that AY, = {—sq0a}.
Then

(1) Vo =n,Uyn;t and in particular n,U,nt C U,

(2) We have the following short exact sequence of subgroups normalized by M., :

1 —n,Umn;! — U, ZL5LNU — 1.
(3) For any function f on V(A)\U'(A) we have

/ f(u) du :/ f(u) du :/ f(u) du
naUz(A)ng ' \U’, (A) V(A\U'(4) (LNU)(A)

(whenever the integral is defined).
(4) n P,nyt C P!, and a semi-invariant measure on naP(A)n'\P’,(A) is given by
integration over n, U, (A)n'\U’,(A).

(5) We have
(25) dp,(m) = (5p;,513,1m)(namn;1), m € M, (A)
and
(26) (0p20p,)(m) = (557 p1 ) (namng "), m € ML(A).

In particular,
(27> NaPz = Pua’-

Proof. The first four parts are proved exactly as [LR03, Lemma 4.3.1]. We omit the
details. Moreover, as in the proof of [LR03, Proposition 4.3.2] the relation (23]) follows

from part (). It is also observed in the proof of [ibid.] that s.pp + 20% = pp and

1 1
therefore 0,2 (m) = (8p20pinr)(namn, ). The identity (26]) follows. Finally, the identity
27) follows by restricting (26) to A} O

A straightforward consequence of the lemma is
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Corollary 3.23. Suppose that (M, z) ~ (M',2') in &. Then
1 1
(572 6p,)(m) = (Opt8ps )mmn ™), m € M, (A).
In particular, np, = pyr.
Using [LRO3, Lemma 3.2.1 and Proposition 3.3.1] we get:

Corollary 3.24. Let M be a Levi subgroup of G and v € Ng(M) N X. Then there exists

n € G such that M' = nMn™' is standard, ¥’ = nan~=' is M'-minimal and (M,z) |
(M',x"). Therefore,

(65, 20,)(m) = (6,200, )(nmn ™), m € M, (A).
In particular, np, = pyr.

3.5. Cuspidal orbits. The following definition will be central for the analysis of periods
of (pseudo) Eisenstein series.

Definition 3.25. Let M be a Levi subgroup of G, © € Ng(M)NX and L = L(z) (a
semistandard Levi subgroup of G containing M ). We say that x is M-standard cuspidal
if (M, L) is a standard relevant pair such that in the notation of Definition v=20
(i.e., L © Many)) and there exists 0 < Iy < I such that sy,...,s;, are even and s; = 1,
l1+1 <1 <1 and moreover the data p associated to x by [20) satisfiesp; = q;, i =1,...,1;.

More generally, we say that x is M-cuspidal if there exists n € Ng(T) such that nMn~"
is a standard Levi subgroup of G and nazn=! is nMn~-standard cuspidal.

Remark 3.26. Suppose that = is M-cuspidal and M -standard relevant (see Definition
[370). Then M = M, .. rprwss,s:0), Sj 45 either even or 1 for every j = 1,...,1
. . 0 I 0 I
ancol SL’IE No(M) N X is M-conjugate to L((IT1 o ), . (Irko 0’;), hy, ..., ) where h; =
(Isj/2 56/2) if s; is even and h; = £1 if s; = 1. (Clearly, (Isj/2 56/2) is GLs,-conjugate to
diag ([, /2, —1s,/2).) Moreover,
Denote by &,y the full subgraph of & whose vertices are (M, ) where  is M-cuspidal.

Note that .., is a union of connected components of &. We will explicate the graph
Geusp and the elements p, where (M, x) is a vertex in & yqp.

Lemma 3.27. Any connected component of ®.usp contains a vertex (M, z) such that x is
M -standard relevant.

Proof. Let (M, z) € Bysp. By Corollary we may assume that x is M-minimal. Let
v = (n1,...,nk;0) be such that M = M, and assume that (n;_1,n;,n,41) = (s,r,r) for
some 1 < i < k and that = has the form = = t(xy,z9,23) where 21 € GL, 4. 4n, .,
x3 € GLy, 4. g, and

zp— (00 4 with y € GL,, h € GL, and h € [( ° 13/2)] if s is even
2 — 0y’10 ) ) T s 15/2 0 GLg .
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Let

Y =N, 0,78, T Ny, g3 0) and Y = (ng, .m0, T S Mgy e, Mg 0).
Let a € AIGJ7 be such that no = t(Ly, 4 tn;_o» (IO IOT) Y +nk) € s, M, and similarly, let
B e Agw, be such that ng = t(In4tni_girs (1§ )s Inirottng) € S8My. Set @' = nqany’

and z” = ngx’ngl. It is easy to see that (M,z) ~% (M., ') LN (Myr,2") and 2" =

(1, ya, x3) where
0 yo0
Y2 = <y*1 0 0)
0 0h

is M,»-minimal. The Lemma therefore follows from the analysis of §3.3, Remark [3.17 and
Lemma [3.14] (). O

We will reduce the computation of p, to the case where x is M-standard cuspidal.
Indeed,

Lemma 3.28. Let (M, x) € Seysp be such that x is M-standard relevant. In the notation
of Remark[3.28 assume that j € {1,...,1 — 1} is such that exactly one of s; and s;+1 is
even (and the other equals 1). Let a € Ap be the projection to ay, of the simple root oy
where t = 2(r1+-+-+rg)+ 81+ +5;. Let ng € saM and &' = noany*. Then sapy = pur.

Proof. By symmetry, without loss of generality, we may assume that s; is even and s;41 = 1.
Since the result depends only on the M-orbit of x we may further assume without loss of
generality that x = L((IO 161 ), . (I?k Iry ) hi,...,h) in the notation of Remark

Let PP = M' x U’ and Q = L x V be the parabolic subgroups of G such that
M’ =n,Mn;!, P C Q and Ag = {a}. Since Q, = L, X V, and similarly for 2’ (Lemma
BZZD we have Ux = Vx X (Ux N L) and U;, = Vx/ D! (U;/ N L) ThUS, 5Px|Pz(A)ﬂL(A) =
5PIOL5QZ|PI(A)0L(A) and 5P;, |Px,(A)ﬂL(A) = 5P;,OL5QQC/ \P;,(A)mL(A)- Also 5P|P(A)nL(A) = 5PmL5Q\P(A)mL(A)-
Note that n,Vn_ ! =V and V, = n,V,n_'. Thus,

do(nalny') = dg(l) and dg ,(nalny') =dq, (1), 1€ P,(A)NL(A).
Thus, it suffices to show that

_1 _1
(28) (OpALdp.nL)(a) = (5P’%L5P;/QL)(naan;1)
for a € A%’. Recall that
PNL=Mx (UNL), PPNL=M x (U NL),
P.NL=M,x (U,NL) and P,NL=M, x (U, NL).

Let L = «(Ly, Ly, L3) where Ly = GL,,41 and Ly (reps. Ls) is the corresponding Levi
subgroup of GL, (reps. GLy) where we set e = 2(r1 +-- -+ 1) + 51+ -+ 5,1 (resp. f =
Site + -+ s1). Accordingly, * = (1,22, 23) with z; € L; and PN L = (P, P, )
where P, = M; x U; is the corresponding parabolic subgroup of L;, ¢ = 1,2,3. Thus,
M = «(My, My, M3) and UNL = (U, Uy, Us). In particular, My = GL,, x GLl Note that
P'N L = (P, Py, P3) where Py, = M} x U, is the parabolic subgroup of GLg, 11 of type
(1, Sj).
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We have M, = (D, Dy, D3) where D; = (M;),, and in particular, D, = diag(Cs;, GL,)
(see §3.3] for notation). The result is independent of the choice of n, € s,M and with-
out loss of generality we may choose n, = ¢(I.,w, ;) where w = (ISJ. (1)) Then, 2/ =
Wy, 2h, x3) with 24 = wrow™" and M, = o((Dy, Dy, D3) where D) = diag(GLy, Cy,).

Furthermore, U, N L = 1((U1)ay, (U2)y, (Us)ey) and Uy N L = t((U1)ay, (Ug)ays (Us)as)-
Finally, for a = t(a;,as,a3) € AYF with a; in (the center of) M; we have njan' =
v(a1, ay, az) where ay = wayw™'. Note that decomposing a = a'a” with o’ = (1., as, If)
and a” = i(ay, Is; 41, as) we have a', a” € Al and the identity (28] clearly holds for a”. Tt
is left to show that it also holds for a’.

We have

z

(Us)zy = {(ISJ‘ hqlz) 2z € Fil?)
Therefore, for g = (%3t> € D, with (¢?) € C5, and t € F* we have

5PzﬂL(L([7 g, I)) = ‘det(a + bhj-i—l)t_n )
_1 1 —
dp,nrdpar(t(l,g,1)) = |det(a + bhji1)|? |det(a — hji1b)| 2.

D=

(Indeed, (¢°%) is conjugate to diag(a + bhji1,a — bhjyq).) Similarly, for ¢ = wgw™" =

(tgb> we have (I, ¢, I) = no(I,g,)n,' € M!, and

a

op,nr(e(l, g, 1)) = |t" det(a + bhjiq) ™"

Y

Nl

1 1 _
5p;/mL5P,%L(L(I,g’, I)) = |det(a — bhji1)|? |det(a + hj1b)| 72 .
In particular, if b = 0 we get
_1 _1
5PxﬂL5Pr%L(L(Ia g, I)) - 5P;,0L5P/%L(L(Ia gla I)) =L
The Lemma follows. U

It follows from the lemma above that in the computation of p, we can assume in addition
that x is M-standard cuspidal, i.e., that there exists [y < [ such that s; is even for i =
1,...,ly and s; = 1 for all i > [;. Set [, =1 — [; and note that [, is even.

Lemma 3.29. For z € Ng(M) N X that is M-standard cuspidal, with the above notation

2k+11
1
we have p, = (5, : ..,§,>\1,...,)\12) where N\; = 2#{j > 1 hyyvi = hiyyi} — (o +1 —10),
1=1,...,1.
Note that (A, ..., A;) is an intersection of singular hyperplanes. More precisely, \,, = 1
and for i = 1, e lg — 1 we have )\z — €i>\i+1 = 1 where € = 1if hl1+i = hl1+i+1 and € = —1

otherwise.
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Proof. Let L = M(a,, .. 27y s1,....,;0) SO that x € wM where w = w¥,. Since p, depends only
on [z|y we may assume without loss of generality that

0o I
) G G ) Gl )

where hy,; = £1, i =1,...,l5. By Lemma B.2I] we have dp, = 5QZ‘P . Since A%”” = Ap,

—1 —1
in order to compute p, we need to compute d¢g,0p> ‘AL = 0Q,00° ‘AL'

Let R(T,V) be the set of roots of T on Lie V. For any 8 € R(T,V) denote by U’ the
corresponding one-parameter root subgroup. Note that x normalises both T and V' and
acts as an involution on R(T, V). We can decompose V' according to the orbits of z

v=]]v°
0

(the product taken in any order and the multiplication map defines an isomorphism of
affine algebraic varieties) where V° = [],., U”. (Note that U’ commutes with U*” so that

V? is a group.) Thus,
v.=][v
0

If Jo| = 2 then dimV* = 1, while if o = {8} then V° = UP is either 1 or equal to U”.
Altogether,
-1 dime—l
bodgi@ = JI  1B@I™ %, aea,
BER(T,V):xB=p

The roots  such that 8 = [ can be enumerated as follows. Let R, = 22;;} ri, t =
1,....,k+1, R=Ry1, S; = R+Zf;isi, t=1,...,i +1and S = 5}, 4+1. The roots are

(1) e; + e; where either i = R; +a for some t =1,...,k, 1 <a <r and j =i+ r, or

i=S +aforsomet=1,...,I1,1<a<% j=1i+ 3.

(2) e; £ e; where S <i < j <2n (e; —e; is only a root if ¢ < j).
For 3 of the first type U? = UP and this explains the first 2k + [; coordinates of p,. For
of the second type U? = U” if and only if hy, ;s = hy,4j_s-

Fix 1 <1i <y and set a = t(Lg4i-1,Y, Lan—(s+4)), ¥ > 0. By definition,

I 1@ =y

BER(T,V):xB=p

Ai

Note that the contributions of eg;; + eg4; and of eg;; — egy; to the left hand side cancel
each other out for all 1 < j < i. The contribution of eg;; £ egy; for i < j <y equals |y|?
where € = 1 if hy,4; = hy,4+; and € = —1 otherwise. Combining the contribution |y| from
the case j =i this yields

Ao =14+ #{i <j i = hyagt — #{0<J b # hiagt
Since #{i < j : hyyyi # hiy+j} =l —i— #{i <j: hyy+; = hyy4j} the lemma follows. O
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The affine subspace p, + (a3,); of R**! can be described as follows. Let
Hi={(1, s popyr) e = 1/2}, 1 < <2k + 1,
HE = {(pa, - po) 1 F g = 1}, 1 <0 < 2k +1,
Hyprr = { (s - oo ponra) = piog = 1}
Then we have

¥ \— _ [~k - 2k+1 2k+1—1 (hihit1)
Pz + (aM):c - {mi:1H2i—1} N {mi:;_kll%i} N {mi:;k+l1+1Hi o } N %;k-i-l‘

4. INTERTWINING PERIODS

In this section we define the intertwining periods for the pair (G, H). These are certain
H(A)-invariant linear forms defined on induced representations of G(A). They were intro-
duced and studied in the Galois case in [JLRO9] and [LRO3]. Our treatment follows the
same line but on a technical level we use a slightly different argument for the convergence.

The intertwining periods are built from inner period integrals. We will first study the
latter.

4.1. Vanishing pairs. For this subsection let G be a reductive group and H a reductive
subgroup both defined over F. Recall the notation (). By [AGRI3| Proposition 1] for
every cusp form ¢ on [G] we have

(29) /[H] 6(h)| dh < oo.

Note that [, ¢(h) dh = [ manan () dh. Let HY be the derived group of H.
Then HH'(A) is co-compact in H(A)'. Applying 29) to H" we conclude that

/ 6(h)| dh < oo.
H\H(A)*

Definition 4.1. (¢f. [AGRI3|) We say that (G, H) is a vanishing pair if

/ o(h) dh =0
H\H(A)!

for every smooth cuspidal function of uniform moderate growth (hence rapidly decreasing)
¢ on [G].
Remark 4.2. In [AGR93| the (a priori weaker) condition
¢(h) dh =0
Hla
s used. However, for our purposes the definition above is more convenient.

We recall the following results which are special cases of results of Ash-Ginzburg-Rallis
and Jacquet-Rallis.

Theorem 4.3. The following are vanishing pairs:
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® (SPptm» P, X Sp,y,) for all m, n (JAGR93]);
e (GL, 1, GL, x GL,, (07’ even (GLyym, SLy, X SL,,) for all m # n (JAGR93]);
o (GLsy,Sp,) (WR9Z]

Remark 4.4. In fact, it was proved in [FJ93] that (GL,,SL,,) is a vanishing pair if
m > n/2. However, we will not use this fact.

From Theorem .3, Corollary BI8 and the description of the stabilizers in §3.3] we infer:

Corollary 4.5. Let (G, H) = (Sps,,, Sp,, X Sp,,) and let M be a Levi subgroup of G. Then
for any x € Nog(M)N X, (M, M,) is a vanishing pair unless x is M -cuspidal.

In the case where (G, H) is not a vanishing pair we say that a cuspidal automorphic
representation m of G(A) whose central character is trivial on Ag is H-distinguished if
there is ¢ in the space of m such that

/ w(h) dh # 0.
H]e

4.2. For this subsection let G = GLs,, P = M x U the standard maximal parabolic
subgroup of G with Levi subgroup M = {(91 92) : g1, g2 € GL,} and unipotent radical
U and K the standard maximal compact subgroup of G(A). Recall that Hy : M(A) —
ay ~ R? is extended to G(A) = P(A)K via the Iwasawa decomposition.

Lemma 4.6. For any \ € (a$,)* there exists N such that
[ )| dm < sup [6()] 9]
M]a ged G

for any continuous function ¢ on [G].

Proof. 1t follows from [JR92, Proposition 6] and its proof that for any N’ > 0 there exists
N such that

sup |¢(m)|6p(m)N < sup |o(g)| llgll™.
meM(A) geS,,

Applying this also to wmw™! and the translate of ¢ by w = (In In) we get that
(30) sup [¢(m)| max(8p(m), dp(m) )N <nr sup [¢(g)] [lgl".

meM(A) geS,,
Clearly, there exists V) such that
eMHPM) < max(8p(m), op(m) DM, m e M(A).
Applying the inequality ([B0) with N’ = N, + N” it remains to note that

/[M] max(3p(m), p(m)~1) " dm

IStrictly speaking, Jacquet—Rallis prove vanishing of periods only for cuspidal automorphic forms.
However, the general case can easily be deduced from it. At any rate, the technique of [AGR93| applies
equally well to this case.
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converges for N” > 1. O

We also require the convergence of an auxiliary integral associated with the pair (G, H)
where H is the centralizer of w§; = (; ™). Let Mg = M NH and define

h = inf h h € H(A).
Il = _inf bl b€ H(A)
Note that H consists of the matrices in G of the form (¢ ) and My = GLS = {diag(g,g) :
g € GL, }.
Lemma 4.7. For any N > 0 there exists to such that the integral

/ LD H NN,
My (A)\H(4)

converges uniformly for t in any compact subset of (o, 00).
Proof. Let n, = (ﬁ _IZL). Then n,'Hn, = M and 7, centralizes My. Note that for
g € GL,(A) we have

-1 __ 1 (In-l-g In—g)

Un(l” g)nn - 5 In—g In+g

o) ar < gl
I and (2) we reduce to the convergence of

/. oo Dy gy
GL,(A)

Observe that if g € K diag(ty,...,t,)K then

from which it follows that ||77n(1”

Applying the change of variable h — n,hn,;
the integral

(=1,1),Hps (g (17 ) u . o
Idetnnle< () > = HmaX(|tz~| [t 2 max(jt] [8) = llgll-
=1

Thus, the Lemma follows from the convergence of

|l dg
GLn(A)

for ¢t > 1 which is a standard fact (it follows e.g. from |[JR92, Proposition 7). O

4.3. Definition of the intertwining period. We go back to the setup of §2.4l Let
P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup of G and let x € Ng(M) N X. For p € Ap?(G) and
A € pg + (@} ¢); we define, whenever convergent,

'](Sovxv )‘> = /M 90/\(}”7) dh
AUz (A)M\G2(A)

where n € G is such that z = nen~!. Note that the integral formally makes sense by
Lemma 319, (I8) and Lemma and does not depend on the choice of n, since G,7 is
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determined by x. In fact, it is easy to see that whenever defined, J(p,z, A) depends only
on the M-orbit of x. Moreover, we have

J(p,,\) = / / 65! (m)px(mhn) dm dh =
P, (A\Gz(A)  [Mx]m
P (A\Gz(A) [Mx] s

4.4. Convergence of the intertwining periods. Let ¥p, = {a € ¥p : za < 0}. For
~v > 0 define

D.(v) =pe +{NE (a},), : (N, a") >, Va € Zp,}.
If z is M-standard cuspidal and L = L(z) then in the notation of Definition we have
!
(ahre)y = (ai)e ={A = (A, =AM =Mk, 0,...,0) Ay, A € C
and ©,(v) = p. +{\ € (a},); : \i > v}. Taking (27) into account, as in [LR03, Lemma
5.2.1] we have

Lemma 4.8. Let (M,x) and (M',z") be vertices in the graph & defined in such that

(M, x) N\ (M, z") for some o € Ap and n, € soMB Then
D:(7) = 52 Dwr(7) N (P +{N € (a}y)z : (A a¥) >7}).

We will prove the convergence of J(p,x,\) for ¢ € AW(G) for x which is M-cuspidal.
(We will not consider more general x since they will not play any role in what follows.)

Theorem 4.9. There exists v > 0 such that for any M-cuspidal x = nen™ € Ng(M)N X
and ¢ € A(G) the integral defining J(p,x, \) is absolutely convergent for Re X € D,(7).
Moreover, for any compact set D of ©,(vy) there exists N > 0 such that

/| feath)] dh<o sup_folmb)] [l
ALY UL (A)MA\G2(A) meG, keK
for all X € D +i(a},), .
In the rest of this section we will prove Theorem Recall the notation of §2.2

Proposition 4.10. There exist R > 0 and v > 0 such that for any M-cuspidal x = nen=*
the integral

JOM 2, \) = / (62)5(hn) dh

AVPUL(A) Mo \Ga (A)
is absolutely convergent for any f € Cr(a}!") uniformly for Re X in a compact subset of
D.(7)-

2The condition zo # —a was mistakenly omitted in [loc. cit.].
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Before proving the proposition let us explain how it implies Theorem [£.9] Let R > 0 be
as in Proposition @10 and let f = e £l It follows from (5d) that there exists N > 0 such
that

Im|| ™ < f(Hy'(m)) < 0} (mk), m € &Sy, ke K.
Hence, for any ¢ € AW(G) we have

lp(g)l < sup  Jp(mk)|[lm|™ |63 (9)
me6), keK
Thus Proposition implies Theorem
We first prove Proposition 410 in the case where = is M-minimal. Let L = L(x) and let
Q = LxV be the parabolic subgroup of G with Levi subgroup L. It suffices to consider the
function f(v) = e "l and X real. In particular, we may assume without loss of generality
that f is non-negative. We have

J(0M 2, )) = / / 53 (q)e M Hr(anm)
Qz(A\Gz(A) VP (A)\Qz(A)

/ 5p) (m)elr= el (mghn) dm dq dh.
[Mx]| s

, 9 € G(A).

x

Since z € L, we have 2zQx~! = @ and @, is a parabolic subgroup of G,. Thus, the variable

h is integrated over a compact set and it is enough to show that the two inner integrals
converge uniformly for A in a compact set. Recall that by Lemma B.2T] we have U, =V,
and dq, = 0p,. Therefore we can rewrite the two inner integrals as

P (A)
(31) / ¢ Ompe Hp (1) / 551 (1)elees e i) 51 ()0 (i) dim .
Mo (A)\Lz (A) [Mx]nr

Note that eA=r=Hr(mm) a5 well as the inner integral are left M, (A)-invariant. By the
description of M, in §3.3 [My]as is a product of adelic quotients of finite volume and adelic
quotients of the form [GL, x GL;|qL,,. The integral over the finite volume quotients is
bounded by the sup norm of the integrand times the volume. For the quotients of the
second kind we use the bounds of Lemma Together with (5d) and (2), we conclude
that the inner integral is bounded by a constant multiple of

Ggu(Delemtrtm)sup - 93! (mihn)||m|[™ < U™ sup @5 (mlhn)|m|™
meGy, meG},
for a suitable N. It follows from Lemma that for suitable R and N’, the latter is
bounded by a constant multiple of ||I||™||lhn||¥" < [|I|¥*Y (by (BH), since h ranges over
a compact set). Furthermore, by (@) e fArihm) « ed=reHrl) for \ in a compact. We
conclude that (31]) is bounded by a constant multiple (which is independent of A and A if
they both lie in compact sets) of

(32) / AP Hp W) 7| NENT gy
M. (A)\Lq (A) o\
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where ||l||a,\z, = infmem, ) ]|ml]|, I € Ly(A). Finally, the uniform convergence (for A in a
compact) of (B2) for suitable 7 follows from Lemma [£.7] the description of M, and L, in
§3.3l and the M-cuspidality of z.

In order to complete the proof of Proposition [4.10] it suffices in view of Corollary to
prove the following.

Lemma 4.11. (Cf. [LRO3| Lemma 5.3.1]) Suppose that (M,x) and (M’ z'") are vertices

in & and (M, x) n\i (M',z") for some a € Ap. Assume that Proposition [{.10 holds for
(M',z"). Then it also holds for (M, x). Moreover, there exist v > 0 and R > 0 such that
for ReX € D,(v) and f € Cr(adl) we have

(33) J(OF 2, A) = J(M (s, N0}, 2/, saA).

Proof of Lemma[{.11] It follows from Lemma that if ReA € ©,(y) then Res, A €

D,(7). We first show the identity @33) for f(v) = e VI and X € D,(v).
We have

M(sq, N0} =0}
where f is the function on al’ such that f/(sau) = cs, (A + p) f () and
H F((v,8)
T+ D

BEX B,

where (5 (s) is the completed Dedekind zeta function of F'. In particular, by Lemma 2]
for any Ry < R we have f’ € Cg,(al!) provided that v (and hence (\,a)) is sufficiently
large with respect to Ry (so that (A + u, 5Y) > 2 for all ||u]| < Ry and § € Xp, ).

Thus by assumption, J(M (s, )\)95‘/[,1",3&)\) = J(Q%/,z’,sa)\) converges provided that
~ is sufficiently large.

Let Q = L x V be the parabolic subgroup of G containing P such that Ag = {a}.

Set ' = ngn. Recall that U' N s,Us,t = V. We have

(34) J(M(sa,)\)Hf L Sa ) =

/ / / Ma(nylumhn') du dpr (m)~" dm dh
P/ (A\G,/ v \U’(A ’

where the triple integral converges absolutely since the integrand is non-negative. By a
change of variable u — mum™!, an exchange of the order of integration and (25)) we rewrite
the above integral as

/ / / (6M) 3 (n ot )op, (n'mna) ™" dm du dh.
P/ (A\G,/ (A) JVANU'(A) J[M! ]

By Lemma B.22] (3] we get

/ / / (07 )a(ng 'muhn’) 6p, (ng 'mng) ™" dm du dh.
P’ (A\G,/ (A) J (naUsng ") (AU 1 (8) J ML ] 50
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By Lemma [B.22] () this equals

/ / (07 (ng 'mhn') 6p, (ng'mng) ™" dm dh.
naPa(A)na \Gur (4) J M, ]y

Applying the change of variables h + nohn_t, m — nomn;' this becomes

/ / (6’5‘/‘[),\(mh77) Sp,(m)~ dm dh = J(Hj‘f, x, \)
(A\G=(4) J[Mx]nm

as required.

To obtain the relation (B3) for general f € Cr(al’) and A € p, + (a},¢); with ReX €
D, () we use the same argument as above where now, the absolute convergence of the triple
integral on the right-hand side of (B4]) is guaranteed by its convergence in the previously

considered case (since f <z e "V 2 for any f e Cr(adh)). H

This completes the proof of Proposition [.10] and therefore also of Theorem .9
We mention the following consequence.

Corollary 4.12. Suppose that (M, x) ﬁ (M, 2") in Geusp for some a € Ap. Then for
suitable v > 0 and for any o € AW(G) we have

J(p, 2, N) = J(M(80, N)p, ', 5a0), Re) € D,(7).
Proof. The argument of the proof of Lemma [4.11] shows that

J(M (80, N)p, o', Sa A

- / / / ox(ng umhn') du Spr (m)~" dm dh
ANG,/(A) s "NsaUsa D) (A)\U’(A) N

= / / wx(mhn) (5Px(m)_l dm dh = J(p,z, \).
P (A)\Gz(A) J[Mx]y

It is justified by the absolute convergence of J(p,x, ). O

4.5. An unramified formula. Let us go back to the setup of §42] (using the notation
of that section) and carry out the unramified local computation pertaining to the pair
(G,H) = (GLs,, GL,, x GL,). For this section let F' be a local field with normalized
absolute value |-|.

Let A, be the torus of diagonal matrices in GL,,, U,, the subgroup of upper-unitriangular
matrices, R,, = A, x U, the Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices and K, the

standard maximal compact subgroup of GL,, i.e., K, = GL,(OF) for F non-archimedean
O(n) if F =R and U(n) if F = C. Let

1
pnzi(n—l,n—?),...,l—n)Ea*An.
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For A = (Aq,...,\,) € C" let Z, be the function on G given by
A=A nHo((™ ),
Exlg) = / Aot ("m)o)
R\ GL,

Thus, =, is left invariant under {(m X ) :m € GL,, X € Mat,x,}, right Ks,-invariant

m
_1
and the restriction of 0,2=, to {(m In) :m € GL,} is the spherical function on GL,, with

parameter A. For convenience take 6, = ( 2 I”) (I” f:) (so that 6, € Pn,H where n, is
defined in (22))) and set

Jn(>\) = / E,\(Hn(ml mz)) dm1 dm2
GLS \ GLy, x GL,,

A =N)+p2n,Ho(0n (™ 1,
:/ (O o0 (M, ))) dms i,
R\ GLy, x GLy,
By the Iwasawa decomposition for GL,, we have

— a — " n In
Jn(A)zf / 2 @) OV Hol0a (1 )0)

Let w € S5, be the permutation defined by
w(i)=2i—1, wn+i)=2i, i=1,...,n,
viewed also as a permutation matrix (J;.(j)) in GLa,. Set & = wh,w™! = diag(dy,...,0:)
and note that
WA, =) = (A1, = Ay A, =)
and for u = (u; ;) € U,, we have
Iz Bi,j 0
I ?

On the other hand,

Ugn ﬂngnw_l = {u = (ui,j) S Ugn cU2i2j-1 = 0Vi= 1, Lo, n and j =1+ 1,. . .,n}.

Therefore, Ew diag (1, U, )w ™t is a set of representatives for (Us, NwUsz,w ™)\ Us,. Writ-
ing

On (1) = wH (Ew (I, Juw e ew
we get that

— wilu w In
Jn(N) :/ e<_2pmHAn(a)>/ €<(A7 Ve Hotu e ( a))> du da.
n (U2nﬁwU2nw71)\U2n

The inner integral is a standard intertwining operator applied to the unramified section.
By a familiar computation for any u = (11, . . ., pon) € @, ¢ we have

/ 6<H+p2mH0(w*lu9)> du == Cw(,u)6<wu+p2mHO(g)>7 g € GLQn
(U2nnU)U2nw71)\U2n
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where

L(p; — j>]—F
H (1i — p )

Ll — iy + 1L, 15)
i<z LT T L Le)

cw(p) =
The integral converges provided that Rep; > Rep; for all @ < j such that w(i) > w(j).
Note that {1 <i<j<2n:w(i)>w()}={(,n+7):1<i<j<n} and therefore

LN+ Aj, 1p)
W\ =) = A
cw(d =) gL(Ai—l—)\j—i—l,lp)

and the integral over (Ua, NwUs,w™1)\Us, converges for Re \;+Re \; > 0,7 < j. It follows
that

<—2pn,HAn(a)>+<w<x—x>+ﬂznﬂo<éw(I” a)>>

Jn(A) = cu (A, —)\)/ e da.

An

Note that w(ln a)w‘1 = diag(1,a1,1,as,...,1,a,) for a = diag(ay, ..., a,) € A, and
€<2pn,HAn(a)> _ ﬁ |ai‘n+1—2i _ f[ ‘det(ﬁl(l . ))‘n+1—2i _ 6<V,Ho(€w(1n a))>
i=1 i=1

where v=(n—-1,n—-1,n—-3,n—-3...,1-n,1-n)caj, . Since

1 1 1 1

- 5 _57"'757_§>:(p27"'7p2)

we get that
To(N) = co(X =X T ()
j=1

The convergence and computation of .J,,(A) reduces therefore to the case n = 1. As in
[Off04, Lemma 5.2] it is easy to calculate the integral

s+1,—s—1)H 0a
Ji(s) = / €<( e Ditas((§ “))> da.
F*
Assume first that F' is non-archimedean and let ¢ be the size of its residual field. Then

S 1 —8—l Oa
A= QD) _ (gl o1y

It follows that

o0 1

1 1 —s—1

Ji(s) = |1+2 a7 da| = [1+23 ¢ "¢ da| = 1+tqg™ >
lal<1 n=1 1 q—s—§

is convergent for Re s > —%.
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Consequently, the integral defining .J,(\) is convergent whenever Re\; > —31

27
1,...,nand Re)\; +ReA; > 0 for all i < j and
n 1+q_)\i_%
Hl— S

—()\z‘+>\j+l)
i=1 q 2

l—gq
Ja(A) = [H 1 — g~ i)

1<j

7 =

Suppose now that F' is archimedean. Note that

1
|a‘ S+§ .
€<(5+%7—S—%)7HA2(((1) g))> — <W> F a R
— 1
_lal \T2 o
<<1+\a|>2) F=C

and therefore once again the integral converges for Res > —%. Up to normalization of

measures (independently of s) we have

) X (s—i—%)[F:R}
J =2 d*x.
1(8) A <1 +x2) x

o t o _t_1 F12
2/ ° dxx:/ S VL (3)
o \1+a? o 1+2z 2°2 I(t)

where B(z,y) is the beta function, we conclude that for any local field F' we have, for a
suitable normalization of measures,

Since

L(S + %a 1F)2
L(28 + 1, 1F>

H L\ + ), 15) H L\ +3,1p)?
LN+ X +1,1p) LN+ 1,1 |

We remark that if 7 is the unramified principal series representation of GL, induced
from eMHan () then we get that

Jl(S) =

and

1 L(0, 7, A\?)
35 Jo(\) = L(=, 1) —/—22"—~_.
(3) () = L s
4.6. We go back to the setup of §2.4. Let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup of G,
x € XN Ng(M) an M-cuspidal element and ¢ an irreducible, cuspidal, automorphic repre-
sentation of M(A). Let I(0) be the space of smooth functions ¢ on U(A)M\G(A) such that
m — 8p(m)~2p(mg) belongs to the space of o for all g € G(A). Thus I(¢) C A%(G) and

we can identify it with the parabolic induction IndP(ﬁ))( ). Denote the restriction of J(z, \)

to I(o) by J(x,0,A). The analytic continuation and functional equation of J(z, o, ) can
in principle be inferred from those of the Eisenstein series, as in [LR03|, [Off06a]. We will
not carry this out here since our focus is somewhat different.

We can also factorize J(x, 0, \) and evaluate the local factors at the unramified places as
follows. By Lemmal[3.27] and Corollary we may assume that x is M-standard relevant.
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That is (see Remark B.26) M = My, v\, rpreosi,ns0), S5 is either even or 1 for every
j=1,...;l and x € Ng(M) N X is M-conjugate to L((I?1 161),...,( 0 Ig’“),hl,...,hl)

In,
0 I, . . . .
where h; = (I p 30/2) if s; is even and h; = £1if s; = 1. Let Q = L x V with
5j

L = L(x) = My, 2rps1,..s;;0)- 1n this case, J(z,0, ) is identically zero unless o is of the
form

Cx01 Q0P QopRoLRTM Q- QT

where for all 4, 0; is a cuspidal representation of GL,,(A), &; is the contragredient of ¢;, and
for all j, 7; is either the trivial character of GL,,(A) if s; = 1 or a cuspidal GL,, /> X GLy, j>-
distinguished automorphic representation of GL,; otherwise (i.e., if s; is even). In this case,
for ¢ € I(0) we have

J(gp,:v,a,)\):/

/ 56_291([)/ 55 (m)a(mlhn) dm dl dh.
Qz (A\Gz(A) / My (A)\Lz (A) (M| s

We can factorize this integral into local integrals. This will involve the factorization of
the inner integral which in turn is a product of Petersson inner products for the o;’s,
GL;, ;2 X GL, j2-periods for 7;, considered in [BE90, [F'J93], for s; even and volume factors
for s; = 1. The integral over h does not affect the unramified computation. The integral
over [ affects the unramified computation only in the GLy,, X --- x GLg,, component of
L,.

Using the unramified computation of the previous section we conclude that for a suffi-
ciently large finite set of places S of F, there is a linear form Jg = ®yegJ, on Quesl(0y,)
such that if we denote A — p, = (A1, = A1, ..., , Agy — Ak, 0,...,0) then for every pure tensor

¢ € I(0)5" we have J(¢,x,0,\) = L5(\)Js(ps) where

L(Q)\Z + 1, g;, Sym2)

ﬁ Res,—1 Cr(s) 5= 1.
L(3,75) Rese—y L(s, 75, A\?)  s; is even.

j=1 27

. . 2 ‘ ~
LO’()\) — HL()\Z —I— 1 )2L(2>\270-Z7/\ )Resszl L(S7UZ X UZ)] y

5. H-PERIODS OF PSEUDO EISENSTEIN SERIES

We can now state and prove the formula for the H-period of pseudo Eisenstein series.
Let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup of G. Recall the notation of §2.21

Theorem 5.1. There exists R > 0 such that the integral

/ 0,5(h) dh
[H]
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converges absolutely for any ¢ € Cr(U(A)M\G(A)) and vanishes unless M C 1(GLay,).
Moreover, there ezist v > 0 and R > 0 such that for any ¢ € CF(U(A)M\G(A)) we have

0 -
/[H} o(h) dh %:/Mi(%z J(B[N, 2, A) dA,

a finite sum of absolutely convergent integrals where x ranges over a set of representatives
of the M-cuspidal orbits in X, and for any x we fix A, € D,(y) such that | A\;]| < R.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 there exists R > 0 such that g ZVQP\G |o(vg)| is bounded on
G(A), and in particular integrable over [HJ, for all ¢ € Cr(U(A)M\G(A)). Therefore we

can write
Aﬁwwzzu@

as a (finite) sum of absolutely convergent integrals where = ranges over a set of represen-
tatives for the P-orbits in X and for each x € X

@m=/ ¢WMM=/ / o(phn e (p) ) dp dh
Pr\Ggz(A) P, (A\Gz(A) J P:\P.(A)

where 7, € G is such that x = ngen,!. By the cuspidality condition on ¢, it follows from
Lemma B.8 ([3) that ,(¢) = 0 unless = is M-admissible. By Lemma B.10, we get

ot dn =3 Lto).

where x ranges over a set of representatives of the M-orbits in Ng(M) N X. Suppose that
x € Ng(M) N X. By Lemma 39 we have P, = M, x U,. Since ¢ is U(A)-invariant we

get that
L@ = [ [ otmhn,)6s ) dm
P, (A\Gz(A) J Mz\Mgz(A)

Clearly, dp, is trivial on M, (A)!. By Corollary
| olmg) dm=0, ge Ga)
M, \M_(A)!

and hence also I,,(¢) = 0, unless x is M-cuspidal. In particular,

/ 05(h) dh =0
(=]

unless M C (GLy,). Assume therefore that M C ((GLy,) and x is M-cuspidal. By
Lemmas and [3.19) we can write

o(ahn.)bp!(a) da dh

- / / $e”hng)e” PPt dy dh.
AMEU L (A)M\Go (A) J (arr)if

L@ = [
AP UL (A) M \Go(A) J AN
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Now assume that ¢ € CF(U(A)M\G(A)). By partial Fourier inversion formula with
respect to the subspace (aps); of ap we have

L(¢) = / / OINA(hm,) dX | dh
Akﬁz Uz (A)Mx\Gx(A) )\x'f‘i(ﬂ*M);

for any A, € p, + (aj;¢c); such that ||[A;|| < R. By Theorem and (I0) the double
integral converges provided that Re A\, € ©,(v) for suitable v and R. Changing the order
of integration we obtain

1.(6) = / J(G[N. 2, A) d.
AaHi(a},)z

The theorem follows. O

Remark 5.2. Theorem [5.1] is stated for a general ¢ but in the case where ¢ is spectrally
supported on a single irreducible cuspidal representation w of M(A), the terms in the for-
mula for the H-period depend heavily on w. Theorem [0l is an analogue of the inner
product formula for pseudo Eisenstein series (IMW95, Theorem 11.2.1] ), which is the point
of departure for Langlands’s spectral decomposition of L*(|G]). The natural next step would
be to perform a residue calculus on the formula provided by Theorem [5.1. This would no
doubt sharpen the results of §8 below. However, we will not pursue this matter here.

6. THE DISTINGUISHED SPECTRUM

In this section let G be a reductive group over a number field F' and H a reductive
subgroup defined over F'.

6.1. We will define a subspace of L*([G]), denoted L% ;. ([G]), which measures the part
of the spectrum which is distinguished with respect to H. First, let L?([G]) g -cony be the
subspace of L?([G]) consisting of ¢ such that the integral f[H]c |(f *@)(h)| dh converges for

any f € C.(G(A)) (where the latter denotes the space of continuous, compactly supported
functions on G(A)). The space L*([G])#-cony contains the space of rapidly decreasing
functions on [G] (cf., [AGR93, Proposition 1]). (If HNG9" is semisimple then L?([G]) # -cony
contains the space of bounded measurable functions on [G].) In particular, L?([G])# -conv
is dense in L?([G]). Let

LX([G]) % cony = {# € L*([G]) 1conv : /[ | (f *¢)(h) dh =0 for all f € C.(G(A))}.
Hc

We can define the ‘strong’ H-distinguished spectrum L% ;. ([G])** to be the orthogonal

complement in L?([G]) of L?([G])% cone- It is not clear to what extent is this definition

sensible in general (especially if L*([G])#-conv # L*(|G])). However, we will see in the next

section that it is at least useful in one case.

More generally, for any subspace C of L*([G]) g _cony define
Ciy={¢pecC: / (fx¢)(h) =0 for every f € C.(G(A))}.

H]e



ON THE DISTINGUISHED SPECTRUM OF Sp,, WITH RESPECT TO Sp, x Sp, 41

Note that if for any ¢ € C, ¢ is continuous and the integral f[H]c |o(hg)| dh converges for
all g € G(A) then

Chr={peC: /[H} ¢(hg) =0 for all g € G(A)}.

To define L% 4., ([G]) we will take C to be the space of pseudo Eisenstein series. To make
this more precise we recall some standard facts and terminology from [MW95].

6.2.  For the rest of this section all external references below are from [MW95]. We denote
by Heusp(Ac\G(A)) the set of equivalence classes of irreducible cuspidal representations
of G(A) whose central character is trivial on Ag. Recall that a cuspidal datum for G
(I1.1.1) is a pair (M, ) consisting of a Levi subgroup M of G and 7 € Il.usp(An\M(A)).
Two cuspidal data (M, ) and (M’, 7’) are equivalent if they are conjugate (in the obvious
sense) by an element of G. Let & be the set of equivalence classes of cuspidal data.

For any cuspidal data (M, ) let L2, ([M]) be the m-isotypic component of the cuspidal
spectrum L2 . ([M]) and let

cusp

L2 (UAYM\G(A)) = {¢ : UA)M\G(A) — C measurable |

cusp,T
5 pl-9) € L (IM)) for all g € G(&), | [elg)l* dg < oo
AnUA)M\G(A)
For any finite set of K-types §, the space L, (U(A)M\G(A))? (the direct sum of K-

isotypic components pertaining to §) is finite-dimensional and consists of smooth functions.
Let X € € and § a finite set of K-types. For R > 1 and (M, 7) € X let P(}}/fw) be the
space defined in (V.2.1) (cf. (I1.1.4)) namely (in the notation of §2.2))

PAE S = P((a5)"s L2, -(U(A)M\G(A))F) ~ PP((af)") ® L2

cusp,m cusp,m

(U(A)M\G(A))’.

We denote the value of ¢ € P(};fﬂ) at A by ¢[A]. This is consistent with the notation of §2.2]
if we view ¢ (by Mellin inversion, as in ([)) as a function in the space CF¥(U(A)M\G(A)).
In particular, the pseudo Eisenstein series 6, (I1.1.10) is defined for any ¢ € P(};/fw). Let
Pg S — D M,W)EXP(I}fW) and extend the map ¢ — 64 to a map
0% : PP — L*([G])

by linearity. Let Px 3([G]) be the image of 6*. Let L%([G])z be the closure of Pz 3([G])
in L?([G]). Let also

mx([GD = Uggf( ﬁnitem%%([GD

and let L%([G]) be the closure of Px([G]) in L?([G]) (I1.2.4). Note that it follows from
Theorem I1.2.1 that L%([G]) is independent of R for R > 1.
The space L*([G]) admits a coarse decomposition

(36) L*(|G]) = @xeeLr([G])
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(I1.2.4). In particular the space
P(G]) = SreePBx([G])

of all pseudo Eisenstein series is dense in L?([G]).

By definition, the H-distinguished spectrum L?, ;. ([G]) is the orthogonal complement
of P([G])% in L*([G]). Note that in principle this space may depend on the choice of R,
although we do not expect it to be so. By abuse of notation we will suppress this a priori
dependence. Alternatively, we may work instead with pseudo Eisenstein series built from
the space of Paley-Wiener functions Py, of I1.1.2. The ensuing discussion will carry over
with minor changes.

Clearly L 4 ([G])* € LY e ([G])-

Remark 6.1. One may consider the orthogonal complement in L*(|G]) of C3 for other
classes of functions C in L*([G])# -conv, for instance the class of rapidly (or alternatively,
sufficiently rapidly) decreasing functions on [G] (perhaps with all their derivatives). Con-
ceivably this would coincide with L2 4. ([G]). However, we will not address this question
i this paper.

We set
LiiSC,H—diSt([G]) = L%—dist([G]) N Lilsc([G])

6.3. We turn to the finer decomposition of L?([G]) which is the crux of Chapter V. Fix
X € € and § as before. By definition, a root hyperplane in (a$;)* is an affine hyperplane
given by an equation (A, ") = ¢ for some co-root a¥ corresponding to & € Ap and ¢ € R.
There is a certain finite set S$ consisting of triples (M, 7, &) where (M, 7) € X and &
is an affine subspace of (a§,)* which is an intersection of root hyperplanes. (In fact, the
set Sg defined in (V.1.1) is only locally finite. However, for our purposes we can replace
it by the finite set (which implicitly depends on ¥) denoted by Sing®?® in (V.3.13) — see
(VI.1.8).) Let Sx = Uz aniteSS. (This set is probably also finite but we do not need to
know this.) The set Sy contains the triples (M, 7, &) where & is a singular hyperplane
(A, ) = ¢, ¢ > 0 for the intertwining operator corresponding to (M, 7) and o € Ap. Let
[S3], [Sx] be the sets of equivalence classes of S, Sy respectively under the equivalence
relation defined in (V.3.1). The finer decomposition alluded to above is

LA(G))s = Becisy L3 (GDes
and correspondingly
L3 ([G]) = Seeisn L2 ([G])e
(Corollaries V.3.13 and V.3.14) where

Li([Gle = D LA([G))es-
5

The subspaces L3([G])ez are defined in Chapter V| initially in an ad hoc fashion, and
subsequently as integrals of certain residual Eisenstein series. For our purposes it will be
useful to have a description of the subspaces L%([G])¢ 3 using a slight variant of the recipe
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given in (V.3.3) — see (B7al) below. For €, ¢ € [Sx| we write € = € if for (M,7,6) € €
we can choose (M’ 7', &") € € such that (M, 7) = (M',7’) and & O &. (Of course, this
condition does not depend on the choice of (M, 7,&).) We write € = € if ¢ > € but
¢ £

Fix m > 1 and for any € € Sy let

pé%’g = {¢ = (¢(M,7r))(M,7r)€% € ng : for any ¢ = [(M>7Ta G/)] < Sx such that &' z Q:’

@(m,m) together with its derivatives of order < m vanishes on &'}.

Similarly define f’ff. The space f’gf is contained (possibly strictly) in the corresponding
space Pé? f, defined in (V.3.3) where the partial order = is replaced by an essentially arbi-
trary total order refinement Nevertheless, if we replace Pé? TS, by P;f throughout V.3 then
all the statements and proofs remain valid verbatim. (The induction is on the codimension
of & where (M, 7, &) € €.) Indeed, it all boils down to the simple statement (i) on the
bottom of [p. 203] which still holds for p;f. Consequently, we have (cf. Corollary V.3.13):

(37a) Li([Ges ={0s: 0 € Put N {0y : ¢ € PUS
(37b) ®erel3([G)eg = {0s: ¢ € P}

Here we used the fact that the right-hand sides are invariant under ¢ — cf. [p. 200 (3)].

Suppose now that (G, H) is a pair for which the analogue of Theorem [5.1]is applicable.
More precisely, assume that (in the notation of §5l) for any Levi M there exists a finite
collection A%, of affine subspaces of (a$;)*, and for each & € A4, an element \g € & and
holomorphic functions Jg (¢, ), ¢ € AW(G) in a neighborhood (in &¢) of Re A = Ag such
that for any ¢ € CF(U(A)M\G(A)) we have

(33) /[H} iy ah= 30 [ (el an

Seull

where the integrals are absolutely convergent. For any X € & and (M,7) € X let
ngwm) be the set of & € AL, for which Js(p,-) does not vanish identically for some ¢ €

A(G) N 12, (U(A)M\G(A)). We write 2 = {(M,7,8) : (M.7) € X,6 € A7}

cusp,m
and assume (without loss of generality, by enlarging Sy if necessary) that 2 forms a union
of equivalence classes of Sx. Let [A%] be the set of equivalence classes of 2A%. Let

[Sx]y; = {€ € [Sy] : & # € for any € € [AF]}
and let [Sx|m _aist be its complement in [Sx], i.e.,
[Sx]ir-aist = {€ € [Sx] : there exists € € [A¥] such that ¢’ = ¢}.
Note that if € € [Sx]|% then by (B8)) we have f[H]c 04(h) dh =0 for any ¢ € ]—T’gf. From
([BTa) we conclude:

3We recall that a posteriori T” is superfluous because of the finiteness of Sing®S.
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Corollary 6.2. For any X € € we have

Beersale, L2 ([G)e € PBx([G])%-
Therefore,
Ly 4 ([G]) C ©xeeeeisaly aw Lx((G)e-

Remark 6.3. In general, the inclusions in Corollary 6.2 are likely to be strict.

6.4. In the next two sections we will further explicate Corollary in the cases at
hand. First we introduce some more notation. (See Chapter VI for more details.) Let

Haise (Ac\G(A)) be the set of equivalence classes of irreducible representations which occur
in the discrete spectrum L3 ([G]) of L*([G]). For any 7 € I (Ac\G(A)) let L. ([G])
be the isotypic component of 7 in L2, ([G]).

Let ® = D% be the set of all equivalence classes [(L, §)] of pairs (L, d) up to association

where L is a Levi subgroup of G and § € Tlgs.(AL\L(A)). Consider

L2(i(af)"s Ind L (L) Y™ = {p 1 i(af)* — Ind L3 ((L]) |
o(w)) = M(w, N)p(X) for all w € Ng(L), for almost all A € i(a¥)*,

/ lo(M)||* dX\ < o0} /{p|p(A) = 0 almost everywhere}.
i(af)*/Ng (L)

Here Ind stands for (normalized) parabolic induction to G(A) from the parabolic subgroup
with Levi part L and M (w, \) are the intertwining operators (which are unitary for \ €

iaj).
We have a map

3€; : L2(i(aF)"; Ind L ([L]) M — L*([G])

disc

given by
seue) - | E( (0, \) dA
i(a§)" /N (L)

where E(-, ¢, \) denotes the corresponding Eisenstein series. For any 0 € © fix L such
that (L, d’) € 0 for some ¢ and let LZ([|G]) be the image of

L2(i(a)"; Ind @ .90 Ljuc,s([L]))

under J&;. (It depends only on d, not on the choice of L.) One should not confuse the
spaces L2([G]) with the spaces L%(|G]) defined above (for cuspidal data X). We have

(39) L*([G]) = @oen L3 ([G]).

Note that the decomposition (B9) is in general not finer than (B6]) — it is conceivable that
a cuspidal representation is equivalent to a non-cuspidal representation occurring in the
discrete spectrum (cf. the notational convention on [II.1.1, p. 79]).
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7. THE CASE OF (GLs,,Sp,,)

In this section only, let G = GLy, and H = Sp,. We will study the distinguished
automorphic spectrum of G with respect to H. Note that [H]; = [H] in this case.

7.1. First we explicate Corollary in the case at hand using the description of the
discrete spectrum of L?([GLy)) due to Moeglin-Waldspurger [MWS9] which we now recall.

Let M = M, . n,) =~ GL,, X -+ x GLy,, be the Levi subgroup of GL, corresponding
to a composition n = ny + --- + ng and let P = M x U be the corresponding parabolic
subgroup. For a representation m of M(A) and A € aj; ¢ let I(m, A) be the representation
of GL,,(A) parabolically induced from 7 @ eHr0)),

Suppose that n = mr, M = My, ) and 7 = 7 ® --- @ 7 (r times) where 7 €
Hewsp(AcrL, \GL,,(A)). Let up = ((r —1)/2,...,—(r — 1)/2) € a}; so that (ua); —
(tpr)icr =1,i=1,...,7r — 1. Then the limit

r—1
] N— A — 1) | Blg, A
Jim. (H( 4 )) (9. )

i=1
exists and as ¢ varies in I(m, \) it spans an irreducible subrepresentation of L?([GLy))

which is isomorphic to the Langlands quotient Speh(r,r) of I(rm, ). Moreover, as we
vary m and 7 we get the entire discrete spectrum of L?([GLy,]) this way, namely:

Maise (Acr, \GL,(A)) = {Speh(r,r) : n =mr, 7 € Heusp(Acr,, \GLy(A))}.
In particular, L2 ([GLy]) is multiplicity free.

disc

More generally, any 0 € ® is of the form [(L, )] with L = M,, ., and 6 = Speh(7y,r)®
-+ - ® Speh(m, r;) where n; = rym; and 7; € HCUSP(AGLW\GLW (A),i=1,...,1. If

M=Mm,....om,.m;,....m) T=T1Q QT QTR QT
< — ——— ——

Vo Vo
1 1 1 T

and ps = ((m—1)/2,...,(1=r1)/2,...,(rp—=1)/2,...,(1 —r;)/2) then in the notation of
§6.3] we have

(40) L3(GLy \GL,(A)) = L3(GL, \GLy(A))e

where X = [(M,7)] and € = [(M, 7, us + (a¥)*)]. Note that s depends only on M and L.

Let gisc, 7 -type (Ac\G(A)) be the subset of Igisc(Ag\G(A)) consisting of Speh(co, r) with
r even (the “even” Speh representations) and let

L(2iisc,H -type ( [G] ) = @ﬂ—endisc,H—typc (Ac\G(A)) L?lisc,ﬂ ( [G] ) .

We say that a Levi subgroup L (or its associate class) is even if L = Mgy,
n 4+ ng=n.
Let

on,) Where

.....

QH—dist: {[(L,(S)] . L:M(2n1 an)an1+"'+nk:na6:61®"'®6k,

5i c Hdisc,San_ —type(AGLgni\GIQm (A)),’l = 1, ceey k’}

.....
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We denote by L3 ([L]) the image of

disc,Sp-type
®i‘€:1 L?iisc,Spni -type ( [GLGi ] )

under the isomorphism
@11 L*([GLaw,]) — L*([L)).

The formula for the period of pseudo Eisenstein series in this case was considered in
[Off06a]E For each class in [A] we can take a representative of the form (M, 7, &) where
M = M(m,m,...,m,m)a T=T®NK®- - ®7 7 and

1 1 1 1

S={(M+=z, M — ,Al+—Al—§

9 5, 2, )I)\l,...,>\lGR,)\1+"'+)\120}.

We can conclude:

Proposition 7.1. We have

(41) Ly q((G]) € Goeny.an L1 (1G) = €D IELLAG(E)"s Ind L g age( (L)),

[L] even

Proof. Let X € €. Using Corollary and (@0) we need to show that if (M,7) € X
and (L, ) is discrete data such that L 2 M and [(M, 7, us + (a9)*)] € [Sx)a-aise (i-e.,
¢ = [(M, 7, us + (a$)*)] for some ¢ € [AL]) then § is the tensor product of even Speh
representations.

Let M = M, n,) and L = M(n/17.,.7n;c/) where ny+- - -+ny = nj+---+n}, = 2n. For any
J=0,..., Kk there exists I; € {0,..., k} (with [; = 0 and [}, = k) such that n, +-- gy =
ny +---+nj. By the above description of A4 the condition [(M, 7, us+ a3 )] € [Sx)w -aist is
that k = 2l is even and for a suitable Weyl element w we have wnr =71 1 ® -+ - @11 ® 7
and

o 1 1 11

w(ps + (a7)*) C {1/14—5,1/1—5,...,144—5,1/1—5:ul,...,l/l eER, v +---+1y =0}
Thus, there exists a permutation o of {1,...,k} such that 7,2—1) = Ty and e2i—1) =
Toi), ¢ =1,..., 0 for all (x1,...,7;) € aj (where we view a} as a subspace of a}; ~ RF).
It follows that for every i = 1,...,[ there exists j = 1,..., k" such that I’ ; < o(2i —
1),0(2i) <15 Thus, Iy —1)_, is even for all j. This means that [(L,0)] € D g _qist- O

We will show below that the inclusion in (1)) is in fact an equality.

4The main result in [loc. cit.] is stated for pseudo Eisenstein series built from Paley-Wiener sections,
but the argument is applicable equally well to the spaces Pf * considered in g6l Alternatively, we can
argue as in §ol
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7.2. Let B be the Borel subgroup of G of upper triangular matrices, T" the diagonal torus
of G and Ty = T'N H, a maximal torus of H. The group H is obtained as the fixed point
set of the involution 6 given by 6(g) = J,''g~'J,. Note that 6 preserves both T" and the
subgroup of upper unitriangular matrices. Let AL be the set of simple roots of Ty in
Lie(H) with respect to By = BN H. The restriction of characters from 7" to Ty gives rise
to a surjective map pry : aj — (af’)*. In the standard coordinates we have

er(xb BRI >$2n) = (113'1 — T2py -y Ty — In+1)~
In particular pry(Ag) = A and
Note that 6 induces the involution (xy,...,z2,) — —(z2n,..., 1) on ag.

We can take the sets S5 and &y such that &y = &G N H(A).

Let ¢ be an automorphic form on [G]| and let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup.
Recall that the set of cuspidal exponents of ¢ along P is a finite subset of aj, . defined
in [MWO95, §1.3]. These sets (as we vary P) determine the growth of ¢ along the cusps
[ibid., Lemma I.4.1]. In particular, we can study the integrability over [H| in terms of the
cuspidal exponents. (See also [Yaml14, Lemma 2.4].)

Lemma 7.2. Let ¢ be an automorphic form on [G]. Suppose that for any parabolic sub-
group P = MxU of G and any cuspidal exponent X of ¢ along P, the coordinates (Ta)aent

of pry(ReX) — (1,...,1) with respect to the basis Al satisfy xo, < 0 for all a ¢ pry(AY).
Then ¢ is absolutely integrable over [H].

Proof. Fix 6 > 0 sufficiently small and let
AH(5) = {a € Ay, : d@TTa@) 5 5 o € AHY.
Also, let Ky = K NH(A). Then

/ 6(h)| dhg/ / / \6(bak)| 65, (a)~* db da dk.
[H] Ky J Bu\Bu(A)' J A (5)

Observe that
AlL(5) C Ag(0) == {a € Ap : 7D 5 5 Vo € Ay}

By [MW95, Lemma I.4.1] there exists N such that for any choice of u” € (ad')*, P = MxU
parabolic, we have

SO ey, Y elReATH Tt} (1 4 || H (g)])Y,
(P,N)

for any g € G(A) such that («, Hy(g)) > ¢ for all a € Ay, where the sum ranges over
the pairs consisting of a parabolic subgroup P and a cuspidal exponent A of ¢ along P.
Therefore, to show the convergence of f[H] |o(h)| dh it suffices to prove that

/ e{Be X100, He (@) (1 4 || Hop(a) )N 05, (@) ! da < oo
Af )
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for any (P, \) and a suitable choice of uf € (a}!)*. Equivalently, pry (Re A+ u? + po) — 2p
is a linear combination of A with negative coefficients. Clearly, by ([@2) this is equivalent
to the condition stated in the lemma. O

Remark 7.3. Conversely, by an argument similar to that of [MW95, Lemma 1.4.11] (for
the criterion of square-integrability) one can show that if ¢ is an automorphic form on [G]
such that

/ 6(hg)| dh < oo
[H]

for all g € G(A) then the cuspidal exponents of ¢ satisfy the conditions of Lemma[7.3. We
omit the details since we will not need to use this fact.

We also have the following fact.

Lemma 7.4. We have L*([G])g-conw = L*([G]). Moreover, the map (f,p) — f[H]f *
©(h) dh is a continuous bilinear form on C.(G(A))x L*([G]) with the compact open topology
on C.(G(A)).

Proof. Let = be the function on &}, given by Z(g) = elro-#9) By [Lap13, Corollary 2.3]
we have

7+ o@)] < I 2@y, @< Sk
for any ¢ € L?([G]) and f € C.(G(A)) such that supp f C {g € G(A) : |lg| < R}.
It remains to note that = is integrable over Gy since the exponent pry(py) — 2pi =
(—=1,...,—1) is a negative sum of roots of A}l (cf. the proof of Lemma [7.2). O

Thus, in the case at hand L% _;..([G])*" is the orthogonal complement in L?([G]) of the
closed subspace L?(|G])$ defined by

(o€ I2(G]) - /[H} Frp(h) dh =0 for all f € C.(G(A))}.
By Lemma [7.4] we also have

L*([G])y = {¢ € L*(|G]) : /[H} f*p(h) dh =0 for all f € C(G(A))}

for any dense subspace C(G(A)) of C.(G(A)).

7.3.  We will now use the results of Yamana [Yaml14] (extending those of Jacquet—Rallis
[JRI2] and Offen [Off06al [Off06h]) on the symplectic periods of Eisenstein series to prove
a strong form of the opposite inclusion of Proposition [7.1l

For the next result, let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup and 7 € Hgisc(Ap \M(A)).
We denote by AUT (U(A)M\G(A)) the space of automorphic forms ¢ on U(A)M\G(A)

such that m — 8p(m)~2¢(mg) belongs to the space of 7 for all g € G(A).

Lemma 7.5. Let A\ — ©(\) be a continuous map from i(a$,)* to a finite-dimensional
subspace of AUT (U(A)M\G(A)). Then the integral f[H] E(h,o(X),\) dh converges ab-
solutely uniformly for X in compact subset of i(a$;)*.
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Proof. We will prove that there exists N such that for any compact subset D of i(a$,)* we
have

1B(g, 9(\), M| <0 014 (| Ho(g) )Y, g € S
This will imply the corollary as in the proof of Lemma Recall that there exist f; €
C.(G(R)) and X; € U(g), i = 1,2 such that f; and X; are invariant under conjugation by
Ko and f; x Xy + fo x Xo = 6. ([Art78] §4]). Therefore

(43) e(\) = Z I(fi, VI(X:, ().

Applying a suitable idempotent in the algebra of finite functions on K we may assume that
(@3)) holds with some bi- K-finite f; € C.(G(A)) (independent of \). Denote by AT Arthur’s
truncation operator [Art80]. By the argument in [Lap08, Proposition 2.5], together with
[Lap13, Lemma 2.2] (with n = 0) (see also proof of [Lapl3, Proposition 5.1]) we get

2
B9, o), N < D IATEC T(fis V(X3 (V) M zgape 9, g € &,
i=1

for all A € i(a§))* where T is sufficiently regular in the positive Weyl chamber and T'— Hy(g)
lies in a fixed translate of the positive obtuse Weyl chamber. In particular, we may take
T = tTy for some fixed Tj in the positive Weyl chamber where ¢t < 1 + ||Hp(g)||. Upon
changing the function ¢, it remains to show that there exists N such that for any compact
subset D of ia}, we have

(44) IATE G, o(A), Mllzgan <o L+ 1T,

This is a consequence of [Art82b, Corollary 9.2] (see also [Lapll]) together with the proof
of [Lapl3| Lemma 5.2], which is based on the analysis of [Art82al, §2 and §3]. (In fact, N
can be taken to be the rank of G.) O

Proposition 7.6. We have
L%J—dist([GDSt = éaegH.distLg([G]) = @ jQSL(L2(1(ag)*7 Ind L(ziisc,Sp—type([L]))NG(L))'

(L] even
Equivalently,
LX([G]) = Sogoya L ([G))-
Proof. Since G(A) is type I [Clo07, appendix] and L*([G]) is multiplicity fred] (which
follows from [MWS89] and [JS81], together with |[Dix77, Theorem 8.6.5 and §18.7.6]) any
G(A)-invariant closed subspace of L*([G]) is of the form

—

P, IEL (LA (Ao Ind Bt o L o (L)) V)

where for each 0 we choose L such that (L,d") € d for some ¢ and A, is a Lebesgue
measurable Ng(L)-invariant subset of i(a%)*, determined up to a set of zero Lebesgue

%in the sense that the commuting algebra of the regular representation in the space of bounded operators
on L?([G]) is commutative
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measure. (This follows from [Dix77, Theorem 8.6.5, Proposition 8.4.5 and §18.7.6].) Con-
sider the above decomposition for the subspace L*([G])%. By [Yaml4, Theorem 3.2] we
have A, = i(a%)* (up to a measure 0 set) unless 0 € Dy _qgist. (Alternatively, this also
follows from Proposition [T.1l) We need to show that A, is of zero measure if 0 € D g _gist-
Suppose on the contrary that A, has positive measure for some 0 € Dy _qist. Thus,

LA([G]r 2 IE€L(L* (Aa; Ind (1. sy L5 [L]) 1),

Let A be a bounded Ng(L)-invariant subset of A, of positive measure. Let B be a ball
centered at 0 in i(a%¥)* containing A. Take an arbitrary f € C.(G(A)). Then for any
¢ € L2(A; Ind &1 5e L3([L])) Ve B we have

/[H} (f ) /A/NG@) Blp(X), ) dA) (h) dh = 0.

Therefore, by Lemma [Z.5] for any bi-K-finite f € C.(G(A)) and a continuous function
¢ from B into a finite-dimensional subspace of 3 5, AUT;(V(A)L\G(A)) such that
o(wA) = M(w, A)p(N) for all w € Ng(L) we have

/ / (h, I(f, \)(N), A) dh dX = 0.
A/Ng(L) JH]

Here of course () = L x V is the parabolic subgroup of G with Levi part L. Fixing
(L,¢") €0, it follows that f[ E(h, [(f AN, A) dh =0 for any ¢ € AUT »(V(A)L\G(A))

and almost all A\ € A. Thus Jug E(h, 9, A) dh = 0 for any ¢ € AUTy(V(A)L\G(A))
and almost all A € A. On the other hand, by [Yam14] f[H} E(h,p,\) dh extends to a

meromorphic function which is not identically zero for some ¢ € AUT 5 (V(A)L\G(A)).
We get a contradiction (e.g., using the Weierstrass preparation theorem) 0]

Combining Propositions [Tl and [T.6 and the fact that L% 4. ([G]) 2 L% 4 ([G])™ we
obtain

Corollary 7.7. We have
Ly i ((G]) = L ai([G])™ = ©oeny a La ([G)).

In particular,
L(2iisc H—dist([G]) = L(2iisc H—type([G])‘
Remark 7.8. The results of this section suggest a close relationship between L2 4. ([G])
and L*(|GLy]). For the generic part of L*(|[GLy]) this relationship can be explicated by
1

taking the Langlands quotient of Ind 7 |det -|%®7r |det -| "2, which is an instance of Langlands
functoriality. However, this recipe breaks down for the non-generic part of L*(|[GLy]) and
it remains to be seen whether this can be circumspectly phrased in terms of Langlands
functoriality.

0f course, the proof in [Yami4] gives more information about the possible zeros of f[H] E(h,p,\) dh.
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8. THE MAIN RESULT

We go back to the case G = Sp,,, and H = Sp,, X Sp,,. As before, we have [H]s = [H].
The analysis of the pair (G, H) is more difficult than for the pair (GLy,,Sp,,) considered
before. One of the reasons is that the analogue of Lemma [7.4]is no longer valid in the case
at hand. Another reason is that the description of the discrete automorphic spectrum of
G is much more involved than that of GLs, (cf. [Moe01]).

As in the previous case we will reformulate Corollary — see Theorem [R4] below.
Unlike in the case of §7] we do not expect Corollary to be tight (although we do not
know how to prove it). In any case the statement of Theorem [8.4] is more elaborate than
the corresponding Proposition [7.1]

8.1. Once again, we draw some facts from [MWO95] (which is implicit in all references
below). Recall that (VI) for each X € € and € € [Sx] such that L3([G])e # 0 we can
attach a pair (L, Vs) (up to association) consisting of a Levi subgroup L of G and an
admissible (not necessarily finite length) subrepresentation (8, Vs) of L2 ([L]). Moreover,

disc
¢ = [(M,m, u+a})] for some (M, 7) € X with M C L, u € (a%,)* and L3([G])¢ is the image
of L2(ia};nd Y-,y oy wVs) V6P under 3€;. The discrete spectrum of G itself (i.e., the
case L = () arises from singleton €’s (as we vary X).

Let

B ={(X,¢): Xc¢cc |5}
Recall the decomposition
L*([G]) = & oes L3 ([G))e.
We consider the following subsets of 25:
Q={(%X,¢) B :dim € = 0},
Braist = {(X,€) € B : €€ [Sx|n-dist }
Qp-dist = QN By _dist,
B={(X,¢)cB:Xecc¢,
Q=0n%B,
where & denotes the set of cuspidal ~data represented by (M, ) Wh~ere M is contained in

the Siegel Levi. We have By gt € B and in particular, Qp_gist € Q.
We will set

LH([G]) = ®ree L2(G))

and L2 ([G]) = L3..([G]) N L*([G]). Since By qxx C B, it follows from Corollary

disc disc
that
(45) L3 4w ([G]) € S ojenyam L2 ([G))e € L2([G]).

For m € Taise (G(A)) let L2 ([G]) = L3, .([G]) N L*([G]) and let T4 (G(A)) be the set
of representations which occur in L2_.(|G]).
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Let
Liise,H—type([G]) = é(xﬁ)EQH-discL;([G])Q‘ g E(zzhsc([G])
Once again by Corollary [6.21 we have

L?iisc,H—dist ( [GD g L?lisc,H—type([G])'

(We expect the inclusion to be strict, but we do not know how to show this.)
Let Haise, i -type(G(A)) be the subset of I4is.(G(A)) consisting of representations which
occur in Liise,H—typo([G])‘

8.2.  We observe the following

Lemma 8.1. Suppose that (M;,m;) € X, € € and \; € ay,co @ = 1,2. Assume that
for almost all v the unramified irreducible subquotients Ind((m;),, \;)"™ of Ind((m;)y, \i)
coincide. Then there exists w € W such that w(My,m, A1) = (Ms, w2, Ag).

Proof. Since m;, i = 1,2 is generic, (m;), and hence Ind((m;)y, i1;), is fully induced from
an unramified character of the torus T(F,) for almost all v. On the other hand, if
Ind(x1)"™™ = Ind(x2)"™™ for unramified characters x1, x2 of T(F,) then Ind(x;) = Ind(x») in
the Grothendieck group. Thus, Ind((m),, 1) = Ind((732),, p12) in the Grothendieck group
for almost all v. Let m, = Ind™>°(m;, 11;), and similarly for (7!),, so that Ind((7}),) =
Ind((7}),) in the Grothendieck group for almost all v. Let 7; be the representation
of GLy,(A) induced from 7, ® 7Y, and similarly for (7;),. Then (71), = (72), in the
Grothendieck group of GLy,(F,) for almost all v and hence the unramified subquotiets of
(7i)w, @ = 1,2 are equal. It easily follows from the classification theorem of Jacquet—Shalika

for GLy, [JS81, Theorem 4.4] that w(M;, m, A1) = (Ma, 7o, A2) for some w € W. O

Corollary 8.2. For any (%,¢€) € Q, L2([G])¢ is a sum of isotypic components of L2..([G]).
Equivalently, for any distinct elements (%;,&;), i = 1,2 of Q we have

Homgs) (L%, ([G])e,, L%, ([G])e,) = 0.

Indeed, if (%,€) € Q then we can choose (M, 7) € X and {u} € € such that for any
irreducible subrepresentation o of L%([G])e, 0, is the unramified subquotient Ind(r,,, ut)"™™"
of Ind(m,, p) for almost all v. (In particular, it is independent of o.) The Corollary therefore
follows from Lemma [R11

Corollary 8.3. We have

L?iisc,H—type([G]) = éﬂ'endisc,H—typc(G(A))LgliSC,T(([G]>’

That is, L3y, 1 _ype([G]) is a sum of isotypic components in L3 ([G]).

disc

We say that a Levi subgroup L (or its associate class) is even if L = Moay,, . an,.2m Where
ny+---+mng+m=mn. Forsuch Llet Ly = L. = Sp, x---xSp, x(Sp,, x Sp,,) where
2, is given in 2I) with v = (2ny,. .., 2ng;m, m).
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Recall the set © of discrete data defined in §6.41 We define a subset ® g _type of © by

Dt ype = {(L,0)] : L = Migny._ompamysi + -+ +m=n0=0868 QD o0,
6@' S HdiSC,Spni -dist (AGLQni \GL2m (A)), 1= 17 R ]{?, oc 1_Idisv:,Spm X Sp,, —type(Sp2m (A))}

We denote by L. ;. ype([L]) the image of

®?:1L<2iisc,Spni —dist([GLGi]) ® L?iisc,Spm X Sp,, —type([Sp2m])
under the isomorphism
@i L(|GLan,]) ® L*([Spam]) — L*([L]).

For any 0 € © define L2([G]) = L2([G]) N L*([G]).
Finally, we can state the upper bound result on L% ;. ([G]).

Theorem 8.4.
L3 4 ([G]) € Sacoy, LA(G]) = @D T€(L(ia};Ind L, 1, ype([L])VH).

(L] even

Roughly speaking, the assertion is that for the discrete data which occurs in the H-
distinguished spectrum, the GL-part is as in the case of (GLy,, Sp,) considered in the pre-
vious section, while on the Sp-part all we can say is that it arises from data in Qg;, x sp, . -dist-

Proof. The equality on the right-hand side follows from Corollary B3l We will deduce the
inclusion on the left-hand side from ([E5). Suppose that (X,€) € By qist- Let (M, 7 =
TR Qm) € X where M = M(m ,,,,, ngi0) With g + -+ 4 ny, = 2n and (M, m, ;1 + az) S
¢e [Sx]H diss With L= M, . my 2 M. For anyj =0,...,k there exists I, = 0,...,k
(Wlth Iy, = 0) such that ny + - + ny, = ny+---+n Let s =1, Let M' = M(ns+1 ..... 30)
T =M1 Q- Ry € HCUSP(AMr\M’( )) and g/ the last k — s coordinates of u. We
need to show that l; = l;_y is even for all j =1,..., k', m' is even and [(M', 7', {y'})] €

[Sx/]80,01 15 % Spyut o -dlist Where X' =[(M', 7).

By the explicit description of A%, the condition [(M,m, u + a})] € [Sx]w aist is that for
some w € W(M) we have wr =1 @M ® - Q7 Q7 &+ Q7. where 2l + r = k and
for some l; < r we have

o 7/ € Ileusp(Aar,, , \GLiom (A)) is (GLy X GL,,)-distinguished for i = 1,..., 1,
e 7/ is the trivial character of GL;(A) for i > [y,
and w(p + a}) is contained in

(« +1 1 +1 11
1% -V — =,... -V — =, =, ..., =
1 27 1 27 » Vi 27l 2727 727

Iy

)\1,...,)\[2)ZV1,...,W€R}

where Ay, ..., A, (with [y + Iy = r) are as in Lemma [3.29] (for some x). Thus, there exists
a permutation o of {1,...,k} and signs €, ..., ¢ such that x,9i—1) + €%p2), 1 = 1,...,1
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and @,(;), ¢ > 21 are constant for all (z1,...,z;) € a} (viewed as a subspace of a}; ~ R").
It follows that o (i) > s for ¢ > 2] while for every ¢ = 1,..., either

both o(2i — 1) and 0(2i) are bigger than s

or
¢; = —1 and there exists j = 1,..., K’ such that I} | < o(2i —1),0(2i) <1},

Thus, I —I;_, is even for all j. Moreover, if i1,...,4; are the indices i = 1,...,[ such
that 0(2i—1),0(2i) > s then [(M’, 7', {1/'})] contains the representative (M", 7", ") where

" / /
T =707, X T, T;, T Q- X T,

and 1 1 1 11 1
M,/:(Vi1+§ayi1_57-'-al/it+§al/it_5757---a§a)\1a"'>)\l2))
————

1
for some v;,,...,1;, € R. It follows that m’ is even and once again by Lemma [3.29 that
(M, 7', {i'})] € [S%’]Spm//z X S, o -dist S required. ]

Theorem [8.4] is not completely satisfactory since the upper bound it provides is unlikely
to be tight. We denote by L. ;. g ([L]) the image of

®§:1L§15C,Spni _aist ([GLizn,]) ® LiiSC,Spm « Sp,, -dist ([SP2m])
under the isomorphism
@121 L*((GLan,)) ® L*([Sp2m]) — L*([L)).
In analogy with the case considered in the previous section, it is natural to make the

following hypothesis.
Conjecture 8.5. We have

Lypaw((G) = @ 9€L(L (05 Ind L 1,y i (L)),

[L] even

At this stage however we can prove neither the inclusion C nor the other. Also, we do
not have a precise conjecture about the space L. 4 ([G]) itself. It is not even clear
whether a simple description of L. ; g ([G]) is realistic. See also Remark 814 below.

8.3. For completeness we give a criterion for the convergence of H-period integrals of
automorphic forms on [G] in terms of their cuspidal exponents, in analogy with Lemma
(.2

Lemma 8.6. Let ¢ be an automorphic form on [G]. Suppose that for any parabolic sub-
group P = M x U and any cuspidal exponent A of ¢ along P, the coordinates (xa)aen,
of ReA+ (0,1,....,n—1,—n,...,—1) with respect to the basis Ag satisfy ., < 0 for all
a ¢ AM. Then ¢ is absolutely integrable over [HJ.
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Proof. It is more convenient to work with the centralizer H' of ¢(, n,0)(/n, —I;,), which is
conjugate to H.
Fix 0 > 0 sufficiently small and let

AL(0) ={a € Ap : @) 5 5 € A

where A" is the set of simple roots of 7" in Lie(H’) with respect to By = BN H'. Also,
let Ky = K NH'(A). Then

| ogewians [ [ [ 160k 5, (0)" db da d.
[H'] Kpgr J By \By/(A)L 7 A3(9)

Observe that

Ap(0) € Uyewer Ao(0)”
where W& is the image under ¢ of the set of permutation matrices corresponding to the
permutations o of {1,...,2n} such that o(1) < - < o(n) and o(n+1) < --- < g(2n)

and
Ao(d):{CLEATI (o Hr (a >5\V/Oé€AQ}
Thus,

/ h)| dh < Z/ / / |¢(ba”k)| 5, (a”) " db da dk.
[H Ky J By \Byy (M) J Ag(6)

weWw &’

Recall that by [MW95, Lemma 1.4.1] there exists N such that for any choice of uf €
(ad")*, P = M x U parabolic subgroup, we have

6(9)] ey, S R HmHWD) (1 Hp(g)])Y,
(P,N)

for any g € G(A) such that (o, Hyo(g)) > 6 for all &« € Ay, where the sum ranges over
the pairs consisting of a parabolic subgroup P and a cuspidal exponent A of ¢ along P.
Observe that By C BY for any w € W . Thus, for any b € By(A)!, a € Ag(6), w € W
and k € K we have

9(bak)| = |o(b" " awk)| < gy, 3 XTI (1 | Hp(a)])Y
(PA)

Therefore, to show the convergence of f[H,] |o(h)| dh it suffices to prove that
/ {ReX e 40 @) (1 4 || Hp(a) )V, (a) ™ da < o0
Ao(9)

for any w € W (P A) and a suitable choice of u € (a)’)*. Equivalently, the projection
of Re A+ po — 2wp0 to aj}, is a linear combination of Ap with negative coefficients where

! l ! ! ! .
ptl" corresponds to dp,,- Note that ptl" = (n,...,1,n,...,1) and hence wpll' — pil" is
a sum of positive roots of G with non-negative coefficients for any w € W¢. Thus, it

suffices to check the condition for w = 1. The lemma therefore follows from the fact that
po—20" =(0,1,...,n—1,-n,...,—1). O
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Remark 8.7. Conversely, one can show that if ¢ is an automorphic form on [G] such that

/ 6(hg)| dh < oo
[H]

for all g € G(A) then the cuspidal exponents of ¢ satisfy the conditions of Lemma [8.0.
The argument is similar to that of [MW95 Lemma 1.4.11] and will be omitted.

8.4. Lower bound for L% .. ([G]). We end up with an important example of represen-
tations which occur in L. ;_gis([G]). First we need a lemma.

Lemma 8.8. We have
PG = @xPBx (G-
Thus,
Ly -ais([G]) = @x LY _gi 2 ([G])
where LY g1 x([G]) = Ly i ([G)NLE((G]). Furthermore, L3 i x([G]) is the orthogonal
complement of Px([G])y in Li([G]).

Proof. Given a cuspidal data [(M,7)] € € and a finite set S of places of F' including the
archimedean ones, such that 7, is unramified for all v ¢ S let

Iy (A) = 1%, 0™, X € ajy e
be the unramified irreducible subquotient of I(7®, \). It follows from Lemma B.1] that
(46) if [(M;,m)] € €, i =1,2 are distinct then the images of thim) are disjoint.

Fix § and let X; be distinct elements of €, i =1,... 7. Assume that ). 0, € B([G])%
for ¢; € Pfi’g. We have to show that 6, € PB([G])S, for all i. We may assume that X; € €
since Px([G])% = Px([G]) if X ¢ &€ If S is sufficiently large then Y2, f %6y, € P([G])3 for
any bi- K®-invariant function f. For R > 0 let Y25 be the unramified part of the admissible
dual of G(A®) with parameters of real part of norm < R. Then YSSR is a compact Hausdorff
space and by the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem the algebra { f . f bi-K®-invariant} is dense

in the space of continuous functions on YSSR. Now, it follows from Theorem B.1] that for
suitable R

A

/[H}(f 0,00 dh =[S (B et mp) ()

(Mj,mj) € X
for all ¢ and for some (complex-valued) measure fi(r; ;) on (ajy, c)<r = {A € aj; ¢ :
[ReAl| < R} where h. denotes the push-forward of h. (The image of (a}; ¢)<r under
thj,wj) is contained in Y2, for suitable R'.) Thus, ), Z(Mjﬂrj)e%i(thj,wj))*“(MMj) =0

and by (4] Z(Mj,nj)easi(thMj,nj))*U(Mj,ﬂj) = 0 for all i, i.e. f[H} 0y, (h) dh = 0. The lemma
follows. O

For the rest of the section assume that n = ny + --- 4+ ng is a composition of n and
m € chsp(AGLgni\GLZni (A)), i = 1,...,k are pairwise inequivalent and GL,, x GL,, -
distinguished. Equivalently ([BF90, [FJ93]) L(3, m;)L(1,m;, A*) = oo for all <. In particular,
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m; is self-dual for all 7. Let P = M x U be the parabolic subgroup of G with Levi part
,,,,, ong:0) and let 7 =1 @ - @7y, € Heyep(Arr \M(A)). We identify Ind 7 with the
space of smooth functions in LZ . (U(A)M\G(A)). Consider the Eisenstein series £ (i, \)

cusp,T
for ¢ € Ind [l Since the 7;’s are distinct, (A, — 5) .- (A — 3)E(p, A) is holomorphic in a
neighborhood of ReA\; > -+ > Re Ay > 0. Let

1 1
o= li — =) (A — = :
Ep = lim (A — 7). (A = 5)E(p, )
where \0 = (%, ce %) Similarly let M(A) be the corresponding intertwining operator

(with respect to the longest Weyl element) and M, = limy_,yo (A — 3) ... (A — 3) M (N).

It is known that E.p € L*([G]) and these span an irreducible representation which we
denote by II, [GRS1I, Theorem 2.1]. Moreover, II. = II,+ if and only if 7’ is obtained from
7 by a permutation.

Remark 8.9. In the case k = 1, E.¢ is integrable over [H| and its H-period was computed
explicitly in [GRS99, Theorem 2|. In contrast, for k > 1 we cannot expect E.p to be
integrable over [H|. Indeed, (cf. Remark[8.7) if n =ny + - - -+ ng withny < --- < ny then
A= (—%, ce —%) is a cuspidal exponent of E.p with respect to Py, .. on0) and (since
2ny < n) the first coordinate of the projection of A+ (0,...,n—1,—n,...,—1) to a}, is

For the next result, let G = M(s,,0), H' = HNG' ~ GL,, x GL,, and let P’ = PN G’ be
the parabolic subgroup of G’ ~ GLa, of type (2n4,...,2n;). Set Pw =P’ NH =PNH/,
Mgy = MNH = MNH’ and Uy = UNH’ so that Py = My x Ugr. Denote by 1'(7) the
parabolic induction to G/(A) and let W (M) = W (M) NG’ (which is in natural bijection
with the set of permutations on {1,...,k}).

.....

Lemma 8.10. Let m;, i = 1,...,k and 7 be as above. Then for any ¢ € 1% (1) and
w € W (M) we have

M (w0, 00p(0) dh = [ p(h) dh

Ap Uy (A)Mp \H' (A)
where PY = MY x UY is the parabolic subgroup of G with Levi MY = wMw™, MY =
MYNH=M"NH, Uy =UNH and finally MY (w, \) is the intertwining operator
I9(1, \) = I (wr,w)).

/AMw U, (A)ME\H'(A)

Proof. By writing w as a product of simple reflections we immediately reduce to the case
where w is a simple reflection. In this case it suffices to check the lemma for k = 2. For
¢ € I9(7) and Res > 1 let E% (¢, s) be the corresponding Eisenstein series (on G'(A))

EYg.0.9)= Y ¢s(v9).
~EPN\G'

"See [Lap08]. Alternatively, it is enough to consider K-finite sections.
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The truncated Eisenstein series ATE (g, ¢, s) is given by

ATEY (g 0.8)= > e(vo)xer(HE(v9) = > (MY (s)p)-s(vg)x>r(HEe (v9))
YEPN\G! HEPN\G'

where P° is the parabolic subgroup of G’ of type (ng,n;) and M (s) : I¢ (1) — 1% (7°) is
the corresponding intertwining operator where 7° = my ® . Here we identified the one-
dimensional space a$, with R and <7 is the characteristic function of the corresponding
ray in R. Similar notation is assumed also for P°. It follows from Lemma 2.3] that for any
N there exists sy > 0 such that

> les(9) x<r(HE (vg) + > ‘(MG'(S)w)—S(vg)}X>T(H§$(vg)) <o lgl™
~EP\G ~EPG!

for any g € 6L, and s € C with Res > sy. Thus, we can compute f[H'}c;/ ATES (b, p, s) dh
using unfolding. Only the trivial orbit contributes; the other orbits whose contribution

does not factor through a constant term involve vanishing inner periods — either diagonally
embedded GL,, C GL,, x GL,, with n; = ny or GLg, X GLy, C GLg, 4, with k; # k.
Therefore, we get an identity of meromorphic functions:
/ ATEY (h, ¢, s) dh =
H]

sT

/ ol dn-
S JANUpy (A)My\H'(A)

€_ST

/ ME (s)o(h) dh
s Jayeus, g \E(a)

where P° = M° x U°, M5 = M° N H and Uy, = U° N H'. Since the left-hand side is
holomorphic at s = 0 we conclude the functional equation. O]

Theorem 8.11. The representation 11 is a subrepresentation of L. i ais([G]).

Proof. Let % = [(M,7)] = {w(M.7) :w € WO (M)}. Waite ¢ = (6").cern) € PES. By
Theorem [B.1] we have

(47) /[H} Op(h) dh =Y

weW& (M

/ "\ (h) dh
A U ()M \H)

where P¥ = M"™ x U" is the parabolic subgroup with Levi M = wMw™, M¥ = MYNH
and Upy = U N H. Note that by Lemma [8.10 we have

(43) "N\ o(h) dh = / (M (w™, X) 6"\ () dh

/AMw U (A) M \H(A) AnUn(A)Mp\H(A)

for any w € WY (M). Note that (by direct calculation) 5é(m)e<’\o’HM(m)> = 0p, (m) for
any m € Mg (A). Therefore

oty dn= [

(A HP (1) / 5;%(m)<p(mh) dm dh
Pu(A)\H(A) (Mu]m

/AMUH(A)MH \H(A)
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for any ¢ € Ind(7, \°). Let Ind(7, A\°)° be the subrepresentation of Ind(7, \°) given by
{¢: / wxo(hg) dh =0 for all g € G(A)}.
AnUn(A)My\H(A)

This is a proper subspace of Ind(7, A\°) by the condition on 7. Hence, it is contained in the
kernel of M,, which by local considerations is the unique maximal proper subrepresentation
of Ind(7, \%). In fact, most likely Ind(7, \°)° = Ker M, but we will not need to know this
fact. At any rate, it follows from (A7) and (48]) that

PGy ={0s: > Mw ™ \)¢"[\] € Ind(r, \°)°}
weW & (M)

C{o,: S0 MM A6 N)) = 0},

weWE' (M)

On the other hand, it follows from the proof of [MW95, Corollary V.3.16] and the simple
description of the residue datum in the case at hand that

(Op. Ep)roqany = >, (M ™ X"\, Mop) = Y (M.M(w™', 2" [\], ).
weWEG' (M) weW G (M)

Thus, the orthogonal complement of Bx([G])% in L% ([G]) contains IT,. Hence, the propo-
sition follows from Lemma K8 O

Remark 8.12. With the above notation it further follows that
L%{—dist,%([G]) = 1I;.

Indeed, by Corollary[6.3, the orthogonal complement of Bx([G])y in Li([G]) is contained
in 11, since I, = L3([G]) i g0y (1t is likely that in fact L3 x([G]) = I, but we shall
say no more about it.)

Remark 8.13. It is conceivable that

lim / ATE(h, ) dh
[H)

mingeag (@, 1) —00

exists and is equal to

/ / o(mh) dm dh.
Pu(A)\H(A) JAy Mg\Mgu(A)

This would be a generalization of [GRS99, Theorem 2| (for k = 1, where no truncation is
necessary). However, we will not discuss it here.

Remark 8.14. The results of the last two sections suggest a relationship, albeit vague,
between L3 4 ([G]) and an appropriate substitute of Ly . ar. _aiss((GLz2n]). It remains
to be seen whether this can be phrased more precisely and conclusively.
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Remark 8.15. By a more elaborate argument it is possible to prove that other represen-
tations (for instance, the identity representation) belong to Li. py_ai([G]). We will not
pursue this matter here.
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