2105.12561v1 [math.NT] 26 May 2021

arXiv

MODULARITY AND HEIGHTS OF CM CYCLES ON KUGA-SATO VARIETIES

CONGLING QIU

ABSTRACT. We prove a higher weight general Gross-Zagier formula for CM cycles on Kuga-Sato varieties
over the modular curve X(N). To formulate and prove this result, we prove the modularity of CM
cycles, in the sense that the Hecke modules they generate are semisimple whose irreducible components
are associated to higher weight holomorphic cuspidal automorphic representations of GL2 g. The higher
weight general Gross-Zagier formula is proved using arithmetic relative trace formulas. The proof of the
modularity of CM cycles is inspired by arithmetic theta lifting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Gross-Zagier formula and modularity. Let K be an imaginary quadratic field. On modular
curves, there are explicit algebraic points representing elliptic curves with CM, i.e. complex multiplication,
by K. In [10], Gross and Zagier established a remarkable formula which relates Néron-Tate heights of
CM points on the modular curve Xo(N) and central derivatives of quadratic base change L-functions
associated to holomorphic modular forms of weight 2. The formula was proved under the Heegner
condition on K and N, whence these CM points are called Heegner points.

For a holomorphic newform f of weight 2, let Jo(N)s be the f-isotypical component of the Jacobian of
Xo(N). For a degree-0 divisor P of Heegner points (modified by the cusp oo), the Gross-Zagier formula
says that its f-component Py € Jo(IV); has height

<Pf’Pf> = C'L/(vaal)

for an explicit nonzero constant c¢. A key step in the proof is the following explicit “unramified modularity
of generating series of heights”: for Heegner points z,y, and the Hecke operator T}, with m prime to IV,
the Néron-Tate height pairing

(x =00, Tin(y — o0))

is the m-th coefficient of an explicit holomorphic modular form of weight 2.

A Kuga-Sato varietiy over Xo(N) is a self-product of the universal elliptic curve (up to the cusps). On
a Kuga-Sato varietiy, one can define CM cycles over CM points, whose fibers are modified graphs of CM
endomorphisms. In [32], S. Zhang proved a Gross-Zagier type formula for Heegner cycles on Kuga-Sato
varieties over Xo(/N) and higher weight modular forms. S. Zhang followed Gross and Zagier’s approach,
and established analogous “unramified modularity of generating series of heights”. A corollary of this
result is the following “unramified modularity of Heegner cycles”: the module over the unramified Hecke
algebra generated by a Heegner cycle, modulo the kernel of the (unconditionally defined) Beilinson-Bloch
height pairing with itself, is a direct sum of some unramified Hecke modules of modular forms. Indeed,
the formulation of the higher weight Gross-Zagier formula requires this modularity of Heegner cycles.

In the weight 2 case, the Gross-Zagier formula was generalized by S. Zhang [33][34] to CM points
on some quaternionic Shimura curves under certain local conditions. Later, Yuan, S. Zhang and W.
Zhang [31] proved the general version of the Gross-Zagier formula over all quaternionic Shimura curves.
Their approach is close to the original one of Gross and Zagier. A key new ingredient they employed is
the “modularity of generating series of Hecke operators”. In the setting of Gross and Zagier [10], it in

particular implies that
oo
> Tnd”
m=0

is a modular form of weight 2, valued in Pic (Xo(IN)?). Here Ty is an explicit constant term.

The approach of Gross and Zagier has now been developed to the theory of arithmetic theta lifting by
Kudla [15] et. al. An essential ingredient in this theory is the “modularity of generating series of special
cycles” [30], which contains the “modularity of generating series of Hecke operators” as a special case. It
is worth mentioning that recently Li and Liu [17][18] used arithmetic theta lifting to prove an analog of
the Gross-Zagier formula for higher dimensional unitary Shimura varieties.

However, since the work of S. Zhang [32], no progress has been made on generalizing the higher
weight Gross-Zagier formula. One may attempt to generalize the higher weight Gross-Zagier formula
following the approach of Yuan, S. Zhang and W. Zhang [31]. There are two essential ingredients about
“modularity” which are unknown. First, one needs the modularity of CM cycles generated by the full
Hecke algebra (not just the unramified Hecke algebra), even merely to formulate the general higher weight
Gross-Zagier formula. This modularity is also needed for several other purposes (see [31, 1.5.2, 1.5.3,
1.5.8, 1.5.10]). Second, one needs the “modularity of generating series of Hecke operators” on Kuga-Sato
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varieties, which is key to this aproach. We remind the reader that the “full modularity of CM cycles”
is not a direct consequence of the “modularity of generating series of Hecke operators”. Besides the
modularity ingredients, one also needs Hirzebruch-Zagier type computation of intersection numbers on
the product of Kuga-Sato varieties (see [31, 1.5.7])

1.2. Our results. In this paper, we prove a higher weight analog of the general Gross-Zagier formula of
Yuan, S. Zhang and W. Zhang [31] on Kuga-Sato varieties over the modular curve X (N).

To formulate this result, we need the following modularity of CM cycles. Let C'M be the module over
the full Hecke algebra generated by a CM cycle on a Kuga-Sato variety. Let CM be the quotient of C'M
by the kernel of the Beilinson-Bloch height pairing on C'M. We propose a modularity conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2.1 (Conjecture 2.3.2). As a module over the full Hecke algebra, CM is semi-simple
whose irreducible components are the Hecke modules associated to higher weight holomorphic cuspidal
automorphic representations of GLa g with trivial central character.

In fact, we allow twists of the CM cycle by characters, and Conjecture 1.2.1 changes accordingly.

Theorem 1.2.2 (Theorem 2.3.3). Conjecture 1.2.1 holds if we restrict CM to the unramified Hecke
algebra.

By the strong multiplicity one theorem, this theorem gives us a decomposition

CM = @ CTM(n)

according to representations as in Conjecture 1.2.1. Thus we can refine Conjecture 1.2.1 to each compo-
nent (see Conjecture 2.3.5).

Theorem 1.2.3 (Theorem 2.3.6). The refinement of Conjecture 1.2.1 holds for CM (w) if L(1/2, k) = 0.

Now we can state the higher weight general Gross-Zagier formula. Let CM[r] be the Hom space from
the Hecke module associated to m to CM(w). This is the analog of the Mordell-Weil group of Jo(N)
generated by the Heegner divisor P, in the original setting of Gross and Zagier. In particular, there is
a natural height pairing on CM|[r]. Assume the truth of the refinement of Conjecture 1.2.1 for C'M ()
(in particular, if L(1/2,7x) = 0). For ¢ € m°° (the finite component of 7), we can construct a point
ls € CM|[r]. This is the analog of the point P € Jo(N)j.

Theorem 1.2.4 (Theorem 2.4.3). There is an explicit nonzero constant ¢ such that

<l¢a ltp> =C- L/(1/25 ﬂ-K)o‘ﬂ'“’ (¢7 <P)
Here is azoo (¢, ) the integral of the matriz coefficient of ¢, ¢ along A}’?’X.

We also prove some results relating C'M (7) and C'M|[rx] with the local root numbers, see 2.3 and 2.4.

1.3. Our approach. Instead of arithmetic theta lifting, we use the arithmetic variant of Jacquet’s rela-
tive trace formula (RTF for short) method to prove the higher weight general Gross-Zagier formula. The
key observation is the following: our results on modularity of CM cycles are enough for the application
of the arithmetic RTF method. However, our strategy to the modularity results is in fact inspired by the
arithmetic theta lifting in the work of Yuan, S. Zhang and W. Zhang [31].

The arithmetic RTF method was proposed by W. Zhang [36] to attack the arithmetic Gan-Gross-
Prasad conjecture, which is an exact generalization of the Gross-Zagier formula to unitary Shimura
varieties. Subsequently, the author used this method to prove the general Gross-Zagier formula over
function fields [22].
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1.4. Plan of proofs. Let H(f) be the height pairing of a CM cycle and its Hecke translation by a
Schwartz function f on the adelic group of GLs g.

Our arithmetic RTF approach toward the higher weight general Gross-Zagier formula largely follow
our previous work over function fields [22]. The new ingredient is at the archimedean place. To compare
the archimedean part of the “arithmetic relative trace” H(f) for GLa g and “arithmetic relative trace”
for GLj g, we truncate the Green function. The comparison involving the truncated Green function is
similar to the one in [22]. The part of H(f) involving the remaining term of the Green function is the
integral of a function on X (N) along K*\A% ™. The arithmetic RTF approach also works in the weight
2 case, where we use the analogs of the computations in [22] at finite places and the new ingredient at
the infinite place. In W. Zhang’s original setting [36] on the arithmetic Gan-Gross-Prasad conjecture,
our new ingredient at the infinite place can also be applied to make the choice of the Green current more
flexible.

The roles of the modularity results in the arithmetic RTF approach are as follows. The unramified
modularity of the whole C'M is for the spectral decomposition of the arithmetic relative trace H(f). The
full modularity is used to apply the theorem of Tunnell [25] and Saito [23] so that we only need to deal
with some very nice f.

Now we explain the strategy to the modularity results. First, we compare the height pairing H(f) to
the value of the Whittaker function at ¢ = 1 of a mixed theta-Eisenstein series of GLy g. Here GL2 g
should be considered as GSp, ¢ in the theta lifting setting. The formation of the theta-Eisenstein series
involves Schwartz functions on an adelic quadratic space, on which the Hecke algebra of GL2 g acts. Here
GL32 @ should be considered as a subgroup of the similitude orthogonal group of the quadratic space in
the theta lifting. The above comparison is Hecke equivariant. Moreover, we must allow f to be all test
functions, instead of the very nice test functions in [31]. Thus we need to do more local computations
than [31]. Second, we use the modularity of the analytic side to prove our modularity results. This is
the main technical part of the paper. In particular, we need the global results of Yuan, S. Zhang and W.
Zhang [31] and Yuan, S. Zhang [29] from the weight 2 case to prove some local results used in the proof.

1.5. Generalization. We explain the reason to only work with Kuga-Sato varieties over modular curves,
and outline some possible future works over quaternionic Shimura curves. In our comparison between
H(f) and the value of the Whittaker function, we first impose some weak regularity condition on the
test function f to avoid self-intersection. Then we reinterpret S. Zhang’s comparison [32] to cover certain
test functions without the regularity condition. Finally, we use the action by the adelic group of A% to
generate all test functions. Our comparison under the regularity condition is local and can be generalized
to Shimura curves with some more effort. However, there is no analog of S. Zhang’s work for general
Shimura curves yet. For Shimura curves over Q, Wen [26] is working on the analog of S. Zhang’s work.
After Wen’s work, we should be able to generalize our results to Shimura curves over Q. We hope to
return to Shimura curves over totally real fields in the future.

1.6. Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we first define Kuga-Sato varieties, Hecke operators and
CM cycles. The we state our results in 2.3 and 2.4. In Section 3, we first review the arithmetic RTFs.
Then we prove the higher weight general Gross-Zagier formula. In Section 4, we prove the modularity of
CM cycles. This section is relatively long, and its structure is explained in the beginning of the section.
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2. CM CcYCLES ON KUGA-SATO VARIETIES

We first define Kuga-Sato varieties, Hecke operators and CM cycles. Then we state our theorems on
the modularity of CM cycles, and on height pairings of CM cycles.
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Fix an integer k£ > 2 through out this paper.

2.1. Kuga-Sato varieties. Let N be the product of two relatively prime integers which are > 3, £y a
primitive N-th root of unity. Let X (N) be the compactification of the moduli space of elliptic curves
over Q-schemes, with full level N structure. Let X = X(N) if N is clear from the context. Let £ — X
be the universal semistable elliptic curve. Let Y = Y(INV) be the canonical desingularization of E2¥~2,
the (2k — 2)-tuple product of E over X [32, 2.2].

2.1.1. Integral models. There is a morphism 7 : £ — X of regular, flat, and projective Z[¢x]-schemes
such that Xgje,) ~ Xgey) and £ is a semistable elliptic curve over X' whose generic fiber is Egpe, (see
[32, Theorem 2.1.1]). Let ) be the canonical desingularization of £2#=2 over X’ [32, 2.2].

For a finite extension F of Q[¢x], we construct regular proper models X’ and )’ of X and Y over
SpecOr as follows. Let X’ be the minimal desingularization of Xp,. Let & = & xx X’. The non-
smooth locus of & — X’ is supported at the cusps. Since a neighborhood of the cusps of X’ is smooth
over Z[¢y] [16, Theorem 8.6.8], the desingularization procedure in [32, 2.2] still applies to £2=2. The
desingularization )’ satisfies Y ~ Yp, and it comes with a natural morphism )’ — Yo ,..

Remark 2.1.1. Let N be a neighborhood of the cusps of X which is smooth over Z[En]. Then X'|y =
Nop and YV'|x = (VIv)or-

2.1.2. Group and semi-group action. Let A be the ring of adeles of Q and A the ring of finite adeles.
Let G C GL2(A™) be the subset of elements with integral coeflicients. Let X (N)° be the noncuspidal
part of X(N) and Y (IV)° its preimage in Y (N). Let

X2 =lmX(N)°, Y :=limY(N)°,
T ¥

where the transition morphisms are finite flat. We define a left GLo(A%)-action on X3, and a left G-action
on Y2 following Drinfeld [4, 5.D].

For g € G, g defines an endomorphism of (Q/Z)%. Let S be a Q-scheme and A an elliptic curve
over S together with an infinite level structure ¢ : (Q/Z)? — A(S), i.e. for every positive integer n,
the restriction of ¢ to Z[1] is a (Drinfeld) I'(n)-structure [16, 3.1]. This gives an S-point of X2 . Let
H C A be the sum of ¥(a)’s with o running over the kernel of the endomorphism g on (Q/Z)?, which is
a subgroup scheme of A [16, Proposition 1.11.2]. Define ¢; so that the following diagram commutes:

(Q/2)? —L— A(S)

P
(Q/Z) =~ A/H(S)
Here the right vertical arrow is the natural quotient morphism.

Let E be the universal elliptic curve over X2 . Applying the above construction, we get a quotient
elliptic curve E’ over X2 with an infinite level structure, and a quotient map F — E’ over X2 . The
elliptic curve E’ over X is the pullback of E via a morphism X3 — X2, which we define as the action
of gon X2 . For g € GNQX*, the action is trivial. Thus we have an action of GL2(A>) on X2 by letting
Q> act trivially.

Remark 2.1.2. The “right multiplication” on X2 by g in [31, 3.1.1], is our action of g~ *.

Since Y2 = E?*~2 the composition the above morphisms £ — E’ — E defines a morphism ¢ : Y —
Y2 for g € G.
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2.1.3. Hecke action on cohomological Chow cycles. Let Ch*(Y (N)) be the spaces of codimension & Chow
cycles of Y/(N)g with C-coefficients. We define a right action of GL2(A>) on lim Ch*(Y (N)).

For given N and g € GLy(A), the above construction defines a morphism gn/ n : Y(N')° — Y(N)°
for a large enough multiple N’ of N. Let I'gy/ v be the Zariski closure of the graph of gn/ n in Y(N') x
Y(N). For z € Ch*(Y(N)), let g*z € Ch*(Y(N’)) be the pullback of z by T,
gz in lim o Ch*(Y(N)) does not depend on the choice of N’. Define the natural right action of g on

lim , Ch*(Y/(NV)) to be

The image of

N/,N*

Ry(2) := [det(g)] " Vg"z.
Here [det(g)] is the positive integer which generate the ideal of Z corresponding to the idele det(g). Then
R, is identity for g € GNQ*. Let Q* act trivially on lim Ch*(Y (N)). Thus we have a right action R
of GL2(A%) on lim  Ch*(Y/(N)).
Let S(GL2(A>)) be the space of Schwartz functions. The induced action of f € S(GL2(A>)) on

li_n} Chk(Y(N)) is
Ry = Rydg.
4 /gGGLQ(AOO) f(g) o9

Remark 2.1.3. A more well-known definition of the Hecke action (in the unramified case) is as follows

(32, p 122]. For i € Zxq, let A, be the characteristic function of GLy(Zy) [% (1)] GL2(Zy). For a

positive integer n coprime to N, let A, = ®p‘nApmdpn. Let Y(N,n)° be the noncuspidal part of the
Kuga-Sato variety of elliptic curves with the canonical full level N structure, and a subgroup of order n.
Let Z° be the quotient of Y (N,n)° by the (2k — 2)-tuple product of the subgroup of order n of the universal
elliptic curve (and remember the full level N structure). Then we have natural morphisms

Y(N)° +~Y(N,n)° = Z° = Y(N)°.

Let C' be the pushforward of the fundamental cycle of Y (N,n)° to Y(N) x Y(N). Then up to the choice
of the measure, the Hecke action R(A,,) coincides with the pushforward by n~*-1C.

Let & be a cusp form of SLa(Z) of level N and weight 2k, and ¢¢ the associated cusp form of GLag
as in [7, (3.4)]. The pullback of & by n=*=VC [14, 1.11] and the usual Hecke action of A, on ¢¢ are
compatible [7, Lemma 3.7].

2.1.4. Hecke action on homological Chow cycles. Define a left action of GL2(A) on lim Ch*(Y(N)) as
follows. Let g € G act on lim  Ch*(Y/(N)) by

L, = [det(g)] "+ Vg..

Then L, is identity for g € GNQ*. Let Q* act trivially on lim Ch*(Y'(N)). Thus we have a left action
L of GL2(A%) on lim  Ch"(Y/(N)).
For f € S(GL2(A)), we have the induced action L, on Jim Ch*(Y/(NV)).

2.1.5. Relation. Consider the natural inclusion
(2.1) e lim Ch*(Y(N)) = lim Ch* (Y (V)
N N
z = {ZN}N — {VOI(U(N))ZN}N)
Then the restriction of Ly via ¢ is Rg-1.

2.2. CM cycles and height pairing.
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2.2.1. CM cycles. Let K be an imaginary quadratic field with a fixed embedding to C. For an elliptic
curve E over an integral domain R of characteristic 0 with CM by K, define the CM cycle Z(F) of E as
follows. Choose a positive integer D such that v/—D € K and is an endomorphism of E (note that D
depends on E). Let I' be the graph of /—D. Let I'y be the divisor

'-Ex{0}—D{0} x E

of E x E. Then TE™" is a (k — 1)-cycle of E?*~2. Define the CM cycle of E to be

Z(E) = ¢ sgn(o)o” (Th),

where ¢ runs over the symmetric group of 2k — 2 elements which acts on E?*~2 naturally, and c is a
positive constant such that the self intersection number of Z(E)pracr in Eéfaﬁ% is (—1)¥=1. Then the
Chow cycle of Z(E)pracr does not depend on the choice of D (see [32, Proposition 2.4.1]).

Let GL(A>) act on X2 as in 2.1.2. Fix an embedding Ay — GL(A*). Fix a CM point Py €

X2 (Q)X”, which is defined over K® (see [31, 3.1.2]). For g € GLy(A®), let P, be the image of
g 1Py € Xoo to X(N) by Xoo — X(N). Then P, is defined over a finite extension F of Q[¢n]. Let Z,
be the pushforward to Y(NV)r of the CM cycle (of the fiber of Y (N)r) at P,. Then Z; is cohomological
trivial [32, 3.1].

2.2.2. Translation. Let Z*(Y (N)) be the space of codimension k cycles of Y (N)g with C-coefficients.
Let © be a character of K*\Aj trivial on K. Define

Zoy = / Z.0(t)dt,
KX\AZ ™

where we endow K*\A%"™ with the Haar measure such that Vol(K*\A%'™) = 1. As N varies, Zg is
compatible under pushforward. Thus we consider Zo as an element in lim =7 k(Y (N)).

Let U(N) be the principal congruence subgroup of GL3(A) corresponding to N. For f € S(GL2(A>))
right U-invariant, define the translation of zq by f to be

1
= Vol(U(N) ZyodgQ(t)dt.
Vol(U(N)) /KX\A?,X /GLz(Am)f(g) 1o dgQ(t)dt

As N varies, Zg, ¢ is compatible under pullback. Thus we consider Zq ¢ as an element in lim 7 F(Y/(N)).
Now we interpret Zg ¢ by Hecke action. For a cycle Z, let [Z] be its Chow cycle. Under (2.1), we have

(2.2) [Za,f| = t(Lyv[Za)) .

where f¥(g) = f(g7").
The following relations will be useful later:

(2.3) Ry[Za,f] = [Za,gs],
where f9(h) = f(hg™!), and
(2.4) Ry [Zaf] = [Za,pp],

where the convolution is

Zo,f

f o fulh) = / F(9)fr(g™ h)dg.
geGLa(A>)



8 CONGLING QIU

2.2.3. Galois formulation. Regarding Q as a character of Gal(E2"/E) via the class field theory, then

(Zq] = / [Z1]7Q(7)dT,
Gal(E*b /E)

and
1

(Zafl = W/Galwab/m /GLZ(ADO)f(g)[Zg]TdQQ(T)dﬂ

where Gal(E2P/E) is endowed with the Haar measure such that Vol(Gal(E*"/E)) = 1.

2.2.4. Height pairing. Let F be a finite extension of Q[¢{x]. Let )’ be the regular proper model of Y/ (N) g
over SpecOp with the morphism to Yo, as in 2.1.1. For a CM cycle Z, defined over F, let Z, be the
pushforward to Yo, of the CM cycle (of the fiber of Vp,.) at the Zariski closure of the CM point P, in
Xop. Let Z be the pullback of the Chow cycle of Z;, to )’ ([24, 3.1, Theorem 3]).

Let Zy,, Zg, be two CM cycles defined over F'. Then the restrictions of Z; and Z;, to the irreducible
components of the special fibers are cohomological trivial [32, 3.1]. So the Beilinson-Bloch height pairing
[1][3] is unconditionally defined, and given by an arithmetic intersection pairing [8]:

1
(25) <Zgl ) Zg2>Y(N) = M(_l)k(zén ) Ggl) ' (Zglyz ) ng)'
Here G, is the “admissible” Green current of Z,, in the sense of the first paragraph of [32, p 125]. Note
that if we replace one of Z; , and 2;2 by its horizontal part, we still get the same height pairing through
the arithmetic intersection pairing.

By [1], the height pairing between CM cycles factors through their images in Ch*(Y (N)).

2.2.5. Vary the level. By the projection formula [1], the natural height pairing between cohomological
and homological cycles

H(f) = (Za,, Za-—) = (Za,f: Za-1)y(N)

does not depend on the choice of N (as long as f is right U(N)-invariant). Similarly, the normalized
height pairing between cohomological cycles

(Zag,, Za-1 1,)F == Vol(U(N))(Za, 11, Za-1,1) v (n)

does not depend on the choice of N (as long as f is right U(V)-invariant). Indeed, by the projection
formula, (2.2) and (2.4), we have

(2.6) (Za.pis Za-1,1)" = (Zapiegy Za-1)-
2.3. Modularity. Consider the following subspace of lim ZF(Y(N)) :
CM(Q) :={Zq,s: [ € S(GL2(A>))}.

Let CM(Q) be the quotient of CM () by the kernel of the normalized height pairing with CM (Q71).
Define CM(Q~1) similarly. By (2.3) and the projection formula, the right GLa(A>)-action R on
lim Ch*(Y(N)) (see 2.1.3) induces right GLy(A>)-actions on CM(Q) and CM(Q1).

Definition 1. Let the left action of GL2(A>) on CM () be the opposite of the right action R.

Then the left action is compatible with the one induced from the left action on homological Chow
cycles, see 2.1.5. Under the left action, the central character of CM(Q) is Q.
Let A be the set of cuspidal automorphic representations m of GLg g such that
® T, is the holomorphic discrete series of weight 2k,
o 7 has central character Q!;x (so mx ® € is self-dual with root number €(1/2, 75 ® Q) = £1).
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For m € A, let 7 be the finite component. Let 7> be the admissible dual of 7°°. Let

CM[TF] = HomGL2(Aoo)(%°°,m(Q)),
m[%] = HOHIGLZ(Aoo)(ﬂ'OO,m(Q_I)).

Remark 2.3.1. The reader should think of C M| as a subgroup of the “Mordell-Weil group” of the
submotive of {Y(N)}n corresponding to w. We remind the reader of the weight 2 case in [31, p. 78]:
there is a decomposition of abelian varieties up to isogeny,

ligJac(X(N)) = @ﬁop ®Ena(mn) A,
N

where 11 runs over irreducible admissible representations of GLa(A™) over Q such that T¢ is a direct
sum of the finite components of cuspidal automorphic representations of weight 2, and L(s, An) = L(s —
1/2,1I). If h_n}J&C(X(N)) is equipped with the opposite of the right action (see Remark 2.1.2), this
decomposition respects the GLa(A>)-action on both sides.

We have natural embeddings of GL2(A°)-modules
(2.7) P 7 @ CM[x] — CM(Q), @ =~ @ CM[7] — CM(Q™).
TeA TEA

We propose the following modularity conjecture, following S. Zhang [35].
Conjecture 2.3.2. The embeddings (2.7) are surjective.

Conjecture 2.3.2 is a consequence of the conjecture of Beilinson and Bloch on the injectivity of Abel-
Jacobi map [1, Lemma 5.6].

2.3.1. Unramified modularity. For a finite set S of finite places of Q, let A%> be the ring of finite adeles
without S-component. Let US = [, GLa(Zy). Let H® C S (GLy (A%>)) be the usual unramified

Hecke algebra, i.e. the sub-algebra (under convolution) of bi-U“-invariant functions. Let
CM(Q,HY) :={Zq;: [ € S(GLa(Ag)) @ H7}.

Let C'M (2, H?) be the image of CM (Q, HS) in CM(Q). Then CM (2, H?) is a H*-submodule of CM ().
Let AU C A be the subset of representations with nonzero U®-invariant vectors. For m € AUS, let

L,s (resp. Lzs) be the character of #* on the 1-dimensional space of U°-invariant vectors in 7% (resp.
~S,00
7). Let

CM[r°] := Homys (Lzs, CM(Q, H?)),
CM[7°] := Homys (L,s, CM(Q~ ", 1)),

Theorem 2.3.3. Assume that S contains 2 and all finite places of Q ramified in K or ramified for Q.
Then we have

CM(Q,H%) = P Lzs ®@ CM[n¥],
reAVS
and the corresponding equality for CM(Q~, H5).

Remark 2.3.4. As one may expect, the assumption that S contains 2 comes from local theta lifting, see
Lemma /.1.2.
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2.3.2. Full modularity. For m € A, let
CM () = lim Lzs © CM[r®] € CM(9),
s

which is stable by the GL2(A%)-action. By the strong multiplicity one theorem [21], C'M () is the direct
sum of all CM (r)’s. Define CM (7) C CM(Q™') similarly. Conjecture 2.3.2 is equivalent to the truth of
the following conjecture for all 7 € A.

Conjecture 2.3.5. We have
T (r) = 7= @ OMr),
and the corresponding equality for CM (7).
Theorem 2.3.6. Assume that L(1/2, 7 ® Q) = 0. Then Conjecture 2.3.5 holds.
The theorem of Tunnell [25] and Saito [23], implies the following result.

Proposition 2.3.7. Assume Conjecture 2.3.5. Then CM (mw) = {0} if €(1/2, mx, @ Q,)Qp(—1) = —1 for
some p < 00.

We prove the following unconditional result.

Theorem 2.3.8. Assume that €(1/2, 7, ® Q,)Q(—1) = =1 for more than one p < oo, then CM () =
{0} and CM(7) = {0}. In particular, Conjecture 2.3.5 holds.

2.4. Height pairing and derivatives.

2.4.1. Local periods. Let 1 be the Hecke character of Q* associated to K via the class field theory.

Fix the following measures. For a finite place p, endow Q, with the Haar measure such that Vol(Z;) =
L. This gives the measure on K /Q) for p split in K. For p unramified in K, endow K*/Q," with the
Haar measure such that Vol(K/Q)) = 1. For p ramified in K, endow K)/Q," with the Haar measure
such that Vol(K/Q)) = 2|D, 117/2 where D, is the local discriminant. See also [31, 1.6.2].

Let 7, be an irreducible unitary admissible representation of GL2(Qy). For ¢, € 7, and 517 € Tp, let

~ ~ d -
a&rp(gbp ®¢p) _ ag—p(¢p,¢p) — L(lanp)L(177TP7a' ) /I(X/Q>< (ﬂ-p(t)¢p7¢p) Qp(t)dt

B C@p (2)L(1/27 7Tp7Kp ® QP)
Then ozf,p (Pp @ gp) = 1if K,,Qp, 1, are unramified, ¢,, (Ep are GLy(Z,)-invariant, and (¢p, 51)) = 1. Let

oaf,m = H oafrp.

p<oo

2.4.2. Yuan-Zhang-Zhang type formula I. Fix the Haar measure on GL2(Q,) so that
Vol(GL2(Zp)) = 1.

For f € S(GL2(A)), let zq, s be the image of Zg ; in CM (). For m € A, let zq 5 € CM(w) be the
w-component of zo ; via Theorem 2.3.3. For ¢ € 7 and ¢ € 7, let f € S(GL2(A)) such that the

image of f¥ in 7°° ® 7 C Hom(7>°, 7>°) via the usual (left) Hecke action is ¢ ® ¢. Define
(2.8) Z¢®$ =20, fr € CM(W),

which does not depend on the choice of f under Conjecture 2.3.5. Similarly, we define 2z, € CM (7).

The following formula is the counterpart of the projector version of the general Gross-Zagier formula
[31, Theorem 3.15] of Yuan, S. Zhang, and W. Zhang.



MODULARITY AND HEIGHTS OF CM CYCLES ON KUGA-SATO VARIETIES 11

Theorem 2.4.1. Assume that Conjecture 2.3.5 holds for w. For ¢ € 7 and 5 € 7, we have

(/2,7 ©Q) (2k —2)!
(2.9) (Zo05 20-1) = L(1, n)ZL(If,w, ad) 2(k —1)!- (k—1)

(2k

Remark 2.4.2. As one may expect, the number W_(Qk)in' is (part of ) a local factor at oo, see (3.12).

2.4.3. Yuan-Zhang-Zhang type formula II. Now we reformulate Theorem 2.4.1 in the form of the general
Gross-Zagier formula [31, Theorem 1.2] of Yuan, S. Zhang, and W. Zhang. This is suggested by S. Zhang.

We define a height pairing between C'M|[r] and CM [7], following S. Zhang [35]. For | € CM|[r| and
le CM[7], ¢ € 7 and ¢ € 7° with (¢, $) # 0, let

(2.10) 1,1y = 7<l($)’7£¢)>ﬁ.

(¢,9)

By Schur’s lemma, the pairing (2.10) does not depend on the choices of ¢, 5
Assume that Conjecture 2.3.5 holds for 7. For ¢ € 7, let

ly € CM(r] := Homgp,, ae) (7, CM(2))

be defined by 5 = Zy0s Since z¢®¢~)’s span C'M (r), every element in C'M[r] equals some . Similarly,

every element in CM [7] equals l¢~) RS 2300 for some 5 € T.
The following theorem is a consequence of Theorem 2.4.1.

Theorem 2.4.3. Assume that Conjecture 2.3.5 holds for w. For ¢ € > and (5 € 7, we have

Lo — L'(1/2, 7 ® Q) (2k — 2)!
e ¢> - L(1,n)2L(1,m ad) 2(k — 1)!- (k- 1)

! O[Er“’ (¢a g)

Corollary 2.4.4. Assume that Conjecture 2.3.5 holds for m. If L'(1/2, 7k ® Q) = 0, then CM (7) = {0}.
Remark 2.4.5. Compare Corollary 2.4.4 with Theorem 2.5.8 and the remark below it.

Corollary 2.4.6. Assume that L'(1/2,mx ® Q) #0. If e(1/2, 7k, ® Q)Q,(—1) = 1 for all p < oo, then
dim CM|[n] = 1. Otherwise, CM|[r] = {0}.
Proof. By Theorem 2.3.6, Conjecture 2.3.5 holds for 7. Thus the “otherwise” part follows from Proposi-

tion 2.3.7. Now assume that €(1/2,7x, ® Q,),(—1) = 1 for all p < co. By the theorem of Tunnell [25]
and Saito [23], dim HomA?,x (7 ®°°,C) = 1. Let I # 0 be in this Hom space. Let ¢ € 7 such that

[(¢o) # 0. Then by Theorem 2.4.3, ly = 1 £l O
3. RELATIVE TRACE FORMULAS AND HEIGHT PAIRING

We first review the relative trace formulas of Jacquet [12][13]. Then we use the arithmetic relative
trace formula approach to prove Theorem 2.4.1.

3.1. Orbital integrals. Let F be a field, E a separable quadratic field extension of F', z + Z the Galois
conjugation, and Nm : E* — F* the norm map. (We omit the case E = F & F, and refer to [22, 4.3].)
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3.1.1. Orbits I. Let G = GLa 5. Let V C G be the subset of invertible Hermitian matrices over F' with
respect to E. Let E* x F'* act on V via

(a,2)-s= {g (1)]3[3 (1)] 2.

Inv : EX\V/F* ~ (F* — {1}) U {0, 00},

There is a bijection

. a b
which maps A = [l_) d] to

ad  det(A)
bb bb
Then v € V is regular for this action if Inv(y) € F* — {1}. Let Vyeg C V be the regular locus.
Let g € G act on V by g-s:= gsg'. Let Hy C G be the unitary group associated to

+ 1.

0 1
w = [1 O] ev.
If F is a local field, for f € S(G), let ®; € S(G - w), such that
(3.1) ®slg-w)= | Flgh)dh.

The map f +— D is surjective to S(G-w). If F' is a global field, the same definite applies to f € S(G(AF)).

Let (1 = Nm(E*)):={1 —Nm(a):a € E*}. Then

Inv(G - w) = (1 — Nm(E*)) U {oc}.

3.1.2. Orbits II. Let B be a quaternion algebra over F' containing F. There exists j € B such that
B=E®FEj, j2=¢c€ F*and jz = zj for z € E (see [22, 4.1]). Then the reduced norm on B can be
expressed by ¢(a + bj) = Nm(a) — Nm(d) - €.

Let E* x E* act on B* by

(h1,ha) -y = hy 'yhs.
Define an invariant for this action: inv(a + bj) = eNm(b)/Nm(a). This induces a bijection
inv: EX\B*/E* ~ (eNm(E*) — {1}) U {0, 00}

Then § = a + bj is regular for this action if inv # 0,00, equivalently ab # 0. Let B, C B* be the
regular locus.

Lemma 3.1.1. For g € B}, inv(g) € 1 — Nm(E™) if and only if qg(g) € Nm(E™).

reg’

3.1.3. Orbital integrals and derivatives. Let F be a local field. Let n be the quadratic character of F'*
associated to E via the class field theory. Let € be a continuous character of E* and w = Q|px.
For ® € S(V), v € Vieg, and s € C, define the orbital integral

(3.2) Ols,, ®) = /E /F o (z [3 ﬂ y [3 ?D w1 (2)0(a)|a| S dzda.

The integral (3.2) converges absolutely and defines a holomorphic function on s. For z € F* — {1}, let

y(z) = ﬁ ﬂ € Vies.

Then Inv(y(z)) = z. Define O(s,z, ®) := O(s,v(z), ®). Let O'(0, x, ®) be the s-derivative at s = 0.
We have the following easy lemma.

Lemma 3.1.2. For x € F* — {1} and near 1, O'(0,z, ®) is a Schwzrtz function.
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For f € S(B*) and 6 € B

reg’

define the orbital integral
06.1) = | P 02) 20 ) 0 ()b
EX/Fx JEX

For x € eNm(E*) — {1} (where € is as in 3.1.2), choose b € E* such that z = eNm(b). Let

Then inv(§(z)) = . Define O(z, f) := O(d(x), f). Easy to check that O(z, f) does not depend the choice
of b.

We have the following characterization of O(x, f) by [12, p. 332, Proposition] (which contains a
mistake: it swapped the behaviors of O(z, f) for z near 0 and near o).

Proposition 3.1.3. Let ¢ be a function on eNm(E*) —{1}. Then ¢(z) = O(x, f) for some f € S(B*)
if and only if the following conditions hold:

(1) the function ¢ is locally constant on eE* — {1};

(2) the function ¢ vanishes near 1;

(3) there exists a smooth function Aq(xz) near 0, such that ¢(x) = Ay (z) for x near 0;

(4) there exists a smooth function Ax(xz) near 0 such that ¢p(x) = Q(a)As(z) for x = eaa near co;

Definition 2. (1) For f € S(B*), ® € S(V) is a transfer of f if O(0,z,®) = O(x, f) forz € eNm(E™)—
{1}, and O(0,z,®) =0 forx € F* — {1} — eNm(E*).
(2) For f' € S(Q), the definition in (1) applies if it applies to Dy .

We have the following easy lemma and its corollary.
Lemma 3.1.4. The map Inv realizes (G-w)NVieg as a trivial E* x F*-bundle over (1 — Nm(E*))—{0}.

Corollary 3.1.5. For f € S(By;,) such that O(z, f) vanishes outside (1 — Nm(E>)), there is a transfer
®eS((G-w)NVieg))-

Let B be the quaternion algerba non-isomorphic to B and let € be associated to BT as in 3.1.2 (so
€l # e € F*/Nm(E*)).

Proposition 3.1.6. Let f € S(B*) such that O(z, f) vanishes outside (1 — Nm(E*)), and O(z, f)
extends to a smooth function A(x) on F* whose restriction to ¢! Nm(E>) is supported near 0. Then
there is a transfer ® € S(G - w) of f, and f1 € S(B"*), such that for x € e'Nm(E>), we have

(3-3) 0'(0,2,®) = A(z)log|x| + O(x, f)
and both sides of (3.3), as functions on ' Nm(E>), are supported near 0.

By Proposition 3.1.3, Lemma 3.1.4 and Corollary 3.1.5, Proposition 3.1.6 is implied by the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.1.7. Let A(x) be a smooth function on a neighborhood of 0 € F.

(1) There is ® € S(G - w) such that O(0,z, @) = A(z) for x in (1 — Nm(E*)) — {0} and near 0, and
O'(0,z,®) extends to a smooth function on a neighborhood of 0 € F.

(2) There is ® € S(G - w) such that O(0,z,®) = n(x)A(x) for x in (1 — Nm(E*)) — {0} and near 0,
and O'(0,z,®) = n(z) (—24(x)log |z|r + C(x)) where C(x) is a smooth function on a neighborhood of
0OefF.

(3) There is ® € S(G -w) such that O(0,z,®) = Q(b)A(z~") for x = —bb in (1 — Nm(E*)) — {0} and

near 0.
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Proof. (1) Let ¢ € S(G - w) be supported near [(1) ﬂ and nonzero at {(1) 1

shows that O(0,z, ¢) extends to a smooth nonvanishing function on a neighborhood of 0 € F. Then
the pullback of A(z)/O(0,z, ¢), via Inv, to a neighborhood of Inv~!({0}) in G - w extends to a smooth
function on G - w. Let ® be the product of ¢ with this smooth extension, and we proved the first part of

the lemma. A direct computation shows that O’(0, z, ¢) extends to a smooth function on a neighborhood
of 0 € F. Sois O'(0,z, ®)

(2) Consider ¢ € S(G - w) supported near E (1)] . The argument is similar to the one in the proof of
(1)
(3) Consider ¢ € S(G - w) supported near {_ 0

A direct computation

01 1] . The argument is similar to the one in the proof
of (1). O
3.1.4. A matrix coefficient at co. Let H be the division quaternion algebra over R with an embedding
of C. In the notation of 3.1.2, we choose ¢ = —1. (Then H = C & Cj is the usual way of expressing the
Hamilton quaternion algebra.)

Let poy be the (2k — 1)-dimensional representation of H* with trivial centra character whose Jacquet-
Langlands correspondence to GL2(R) is the holomorphic discrete series of weight 2k. Fix an invariant
inner product (-,-) on pax, and let e be the unique unit vector which is C*-invariant (see [9]). Let
foo € S(H*) such that

(3.4) . foo(29)dz = (par(g)e, e).

Let Pr—1(t) be the (k — 1)-th Legendre polynomial, i.e. the multiple of ;:k—:(tz —1)k=1 whose value
at 1is 1. By [5, Lemma 4.14] and a direct computation, we have

1+ inv(0)
. ) =DPp1 | ———= 1(C* /R*)?
35) 006, 1) = Pt (1 pdh ) Vo€ /)
for 6 € H),. We remind the reader that there is a sign mistake in the statement of [5, Lemma 4.14],

which is easy to spot by checking [5, Lemma 4.8] (the proof of [5, Lemma 4.14] is based on [5, Lemma
4.8]).

3.2. Automorphic distributions. Let F' be a global field, and let E be a separable quadratic field
extension. Let Q2 be a character E*\A%, w = Q|A;, and wg = w o Nm.

3.2.1. General linear side. Let G = GLy . Let A be the diagonal torus of G and let Z be the center.
Let H C G be the similitude unitary group associated to w, and let x be the similitude character.
For f' € S(G(Ag)), define a kernel function on G(Ag) x G(Ag):

K(z,y) :=/ > faTlgzy) | wpt(2)dz.
Z(ENZ(Ae) \ yeq(B)
0

For a = ﬁ)l a }, let Q(a) = Q(a1/az). For s € C, formally define the distribution O(s,-) on G(Ag)
2

by assigning to ' € S(G(Ag)) the integral

Go)  of)= /
Z(Ap)A(E)\A(Ag) JZ(Ap)H(F)\H(AF)

A slight modification of the proof of [22, Lemma 4.4.2] shows that the integral O(s, ') in (3.6) converges
absolutely uner the following assumption.

K(a,h)Q(a)nw ™ (x(h))|a|ydhda.
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Assumption 1. Assume that 5(g) =0 for g € ALV — Vieg)AF.

We always assume Assumption 1. Also assume that f’ is a pure tensor (so is ®;). Then we have a
decomposition

(3.7) o0, )= > > 0(0,z,0,)0( ),
z€FX—{1} veE
where = is the set of places of F. The sum (3.7) converges absolutely.

3.2.2. Quaternion side. Let B be a quaternion algebra over F. For f € S(B*(Ap)), define a kernel
function on B*(Ap) x B*(Ap):

(38) K(z,y) =) fa!
geBX
Define a distribution O(-) on B*(Ap) by assigning to f € S(B*(Ap)) the integral

o(f) ::/ / k(hl,hQ)Q(hl)Q_l(hQ)thdhl.
EX\BLS /A% JEX\AY

This integral converges absolutely under the following assumption.

Assumption 2. Assume that f vanishes on Ag(B* — B, )Ag.

We always assume Assumption 2. Then we have a decomposition
on= > Ol
rz€eNm(Ex)—{1}

where € is as in 3.1.2, and
O(z, f) =/ F(hy16(2)ha)2(he ) (ho)dhadhy .
X/AX AX

3.2.3. The case of an incoherent transfer. Let B be a quaternion algebra over Ap such that for an odd
number of places v of F, B, is the division quaternion algebra over F, (such B is called incoherent).
Assume that f € S(B*) is a pure tensor. Assume that f’ € S(G(Ag) is a pure tensor and a transfer of
f (at every place), and satisfies Assumption 1. Let & = .

We rearrange the decomposition of O’(0, f/) in (3.7) according to the decomposition

“— {1} = [Tiv(BXy),
where the union is over all quaternion algebras over F' containing F as an F-subalgebra. Let B be such

a quaternion algebra, and x € inv(BrXeg) If B and B are not isomorphic at more than one place, then by

the transfer condition, for every place u, the product

0(0,x, d") H 0(0,z,D,)
vFEU
contains at least one local component with value 0. So O(0,z, ®*) = 0.

Let =, be the set of places of F nonsplit in E. For v € 2, let B(v) be the unique quaternion algebra
over I! such that BY ~ B(A%). For z € inv(B(v)%,), let O(z, fV) be the orbital integral defined by
regarding fv as a function on B*(AY%). Then by the transfer condition, for every u € E, O(0,z, ®*) # 0
only if u = v. In this case O(0,z, ®") = O(z, f¥). To sum up, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.1. There is a decomposition

0w, f)=> > 00x2,)0f).

VEEN zcinv(B(v)lig)
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Definition 3. Let O'(0, f'), be the summand corresponding to v in the equation in Lemma 3.2.1.
3.2.4. Globalization. Let B be a quaternion algebra over F.

Lemma 3.2.2. Let vy, ..., v, be distinct places of F' such that B, is a division algebra, and fori=1,...,n,
let m; be an irreducible representation of B . Assume that Homp (m; @ Q,C) # 0. Then there is an

i

automorphic representation ™ of B* and ¢ € m such that m,, ~m; fori=1,...,n, and
/ d(h)QA(h)dh # 0.
EX\AL/Ap

Proof. The proof mimics the argument in [11]. We apply the relative trace formula associated to the
automorphic distribution in 3.2.2. In particular, we choose a pure tensor f in 3.2.2 such that the twisted
average of f,, by w,, along the center is a matrix coeflicient of m,,. Moreover, we choose another place
vg such that suppf,, C B} The rest of the proof is the same with [11]. O

vo,reg’

3.3. Local distributions. Let F' be a local field and E/F a separable quadratic field extension. Let Q
be a unitary character of E*, w = Q|px, and wg := w o Nm. Let 1) be a nontrivial additive character of
F, and g = 1 o Tr where Tr : F — F is the trace map. (We omit the case E = F @ F, and refer to [22,
6.4].)

3.3.1. Local distributions on GLa . Let o be an infinite dimensional irreducible unitary representation
of G = GLg g with central character wy'. Let W(o,vg) be the 1p-Whittaker model of 0. For W €
W(o,vg), define the local toric period

(3.9) s, W) = /E W ([g ?D 230z de

and the local base change period

(3.10) PW) := /F W ([g ?D nw(z)dz.

Assume that o is tempered, then the integral (3.9) converges for Re(s) > —1/2. For f € S(G), define

Lo(s, ) = > s, n(/)W)P(W)
w

where the sum is over an orthonormal basis of W (o, ¥ g).

3.3.2. Quaternion side. Let B be a quaternion algebra over F' containing E. Let m be an irreducible
unitary representation of B* with central character w™'. For v € 7 and v € 7, define

oo, 0) = / (e(t)u, 0)Qt)dt.
EX [FX
By abuse of notation, for f € S(B*), let

(3.11) ax(f) = ZO‘” (m(f)u,w).

where the sum is over an orthonormal basis {u} of m, and {u} is the dual basis of 7.

Proposition 3.3.1. Assume that F' has characteristic 0, and oz # 0. Then for a transfer f' € S(G') of
f, we have

L (0, f') = cran (f),

where ¢ is an explicit nonzero constant.
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Proof. The proposition follows from the globalization argument in [2, Proposition 5.7.1] and the proof of
[13, Proposition 5] (see also [22, Proposition 6.3.1]). O

The constant ¢, in Proposition 3.3.1 depends on the choices of the measures. In the non-archimedean
case, it can be read from the equation in [22, Proposition 6.3.3]. It has the same shape in the archimedean
case. Note that our measure on GL2(Q)) in 2.4.3 is (g, (2) times the one in [13][22][31].

3.3.3. Archimedean case. Let H, pay, e, foo be as in 3.1.4. Then by the discussion in [22, 6.2], we have

) = VO /RY) [ flo)(parla)e, g
1
2k -1
Choose measures so that Vol(C*/R*) = 2, and Vol(H* /R*) = 4x. (Our measure on Vol(H*) is (g(2)

times the one in [13] [31], as the measure on GL2(Q,) forementioned.) Let of be the normalization of a
by the local L-factors as in 2.4.1, then

= Vol(C* /R*)Vol(H* /R*)

(2k — 2)!
k-1 (k—1)

(3.12) ok, (foo) = 4

3.4. Local comparison I. We compare the height distribution H(f) = (Za,f,2q-1) on GL2(A>) with
the automorphic distribution on GL2(Ak). The conclusion is (3.24).

3.4.1. Notations. We will need the following notations for quaternion algebras. For a quaternion algebra
B over a field F', we always use ¢ to denote the reduced norm map. (If B is the matrix algebra, then ¢ is the
determinant, and we will consistently use ¢ to replace det from now on.) Let E be a separable quadratic
field extension of F. For an embedding of F < B, define an invariant on B* for the bi-E*-action

A:B* = Q,
q(bj)
q(a+bj)’
where the notation is the same as in 3.1.2. The relation with the invariant defined in 3.1.2 is
—inv(d)
AO) = ———~—.
Q 1 —inv(0)

Let B be a quaternion algebra over Q. For a finite place p of Q, let B(p) be the unique quaternion
algebra over Q such that B(p), is division only for v = p and v = co. Let B(c0) be the matrix algebra.
We need three more notations. Let

cx = Vol(K\AX /A Vol (KX \AX /RX).

AMa +bj) =

dk71

Let Py_1(t) be the (k — 1)-th Legendre polynomial, i.e. the multiple of 4— (2 — 1)*~! whose value at
1is 1. Let Qr—1 be the Legendre function of the second kind, i.e.,

Qr-1(t) = / (t + /t2 — 1coshu) Fdu, t > 1.
u=0

Then (see [10, p. 294, (5.7)])

t+1
t—

(3.13) Qu-1(t) = lPkfl(t) log 1

5 + (polynomial in t),

and

(3.14) Qr_1(t) = O(t™F), for t — occ.
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3.4.2. Height pairing. Let N be a positive integer as in Section 2 and let U = U(N) be the corresponding
principal congruence subgroup of GL2(A>). Let S be a finite set of finite places of Q which contains all
places of Q ramified in K or ramified for 2, and all prime factors of N.

Fix fs = @pesfp € S(GLa(Ag)) where each f, is right Up-invariant. Let f = fs® f° where f € H".
Such test functions will be enough for our proof of Theorem 2.4.1 in 3.5.

For a given fg, let us consider the defining fields and height pairings of the involved CM cycles f° € H*
varies. Let F' be the finite abelian extension of K corresponding to

AR ﬂ ﬂ gsUgg"

gsEsuppfs

via the class field theory. Then by the CM theory, all CM cycles Z;4.’s, t € A?’X and gs € suppfs, are
defined over F. Then for g% € S(GLa(A%>)), Z;,,s is defined over a finite extension F” of F' unramified
from S. So we can define height pairing (Z;,,,s, Zy), t' € A", as in 2.2.4 using the integral model )’
of Y(N) over SpecOp which is smooth outside S.

Fix an fg satisfying the following assumption (we will further specify such an fg in 3.5).

Assumption 3. For every p € S, suppf, C GL2(Qp)reg, the regular locus for the K x K -action.

Then Zg, t; and Zg-1 do not intersect. So we have the decomposition of the height pairing into local
heights over places of Q:

(3.15) H(f)=Y H(f)o

Here the local height at v comes from all places of F' over v. For p < oo, we have

(3.16) H(f)p =i(f)p+3(f)p:

where i(f), comes from the intersections of horizontal cycles, j(f), comes from the intersections between
horizontal and vertical cycles.

3.4.3. Desingularization. Let Y’ — X' be the integral model of Y/(N) — X (N) asin 2.1.1. For t € A%,
let P, be the CM point as in 2.2.1, and let Z] be the cycle on )’ as in 2.2.4. The desingularization of
Xo, (to get X') only happens at supersingular points. And locally at supersingular points, )’ — X" is
Y xx X' = X’. Then the vertical part of Z/ is the product of the CM cycle at the reduction of P; in X
and a divisor D; supported on the exceptional divisors of X”.

3.4.4. Split p. Let p be split in K. Under Assumption 3, the underlying CM points of Zq s and Zg-1
do not have common any reduction (see [31, 8.4] or [22, 9.5.1]). So i(f), = 0. Since the CM points have
ordinary reductions, and the vertical part of Z; is supported over supersingular points, j(f), = 0.

3.4.5. Nonsplit p, i-part. Let p be nonsplit in K. Let Sy, be the supersingular Lubin-Tate formal
deformation space of level U, [22, 9.3.2], which is defined over the integer rings of the completed maximal
unramified extension of Q,. Then the corresponding base change of the formal neighborhood of the
supersingular locus in X is given as follows:
B(p)“\Su, x B(p)* (A">)/U(N)".

Let F) = F'®q Qp, which is a product of finite extensions of Q. Let Opur be the product of the integer
rings of the completed maximal unramified extensions of the components of F},. Let S,’Jp be the minimal
desingularization of the base change of Sy, to O Py

Let t € K act on B(p),S via right multiplication by t=1, and act on GL2(Q)) via left multiplication

P
by t. Then there is a natural map from B(p),’ X g GL2(Qp) to Sy, parametrizing CM liftings [34, 5.5].

X

So, we have a map from B(p),

X e GL2(Qp) to Sp; by strict transform. Abusing notation, we use



MODULARITY AND HEIGHTS OF CM CYCLES ON KUGA-SATO VARIETIES 19

(6,9) € B(p), X e GL2(Qp) to denote the corresponding CM point in Sy, . The multiplicity function

my(0,g) on B(p), X e GL2(Qp) — {(1,1)} is defined as 1/[F : Q] times the intersection multiplicity

between (d,¢) and (1,1) (see [22, Definition 21] or [31, 8.2.1]). It is a smooth function. Note that m,, in
fact depends on U, though we do not indicate this dependence in the notation.
We recall the following properties of the multiplicity function (see [22, 9.3.3]).

Lemma 3.4.1. (1) If m,(d,9) # 0, then q(6)q(g) € q(Up).
(2) We have m,(6~1,g71) = my,(d, ).

By definition, and after a simple change of variable, we have

() _Vl(0) -
= i S S )

geGLy(A>) /U
(thg . Z_Q)pgil(tg)g(tl)dtgdtl . logp

Here Zy,4 and Z;, are horizontal parts of 2/, and Z{, in )}, ., i.e. the Zariski closures of Z;,, and Zi,
h P

in Yy and (Zy,g - Zy,)p is 1/[F : Q] times their intersection number. And [¢(g)] is the positive rational
P

number generating the fractional ideal of Z corresponding to the idele ¢(g).
Let P, o be the reduction of the CM point P, on X (N) in the integral model X’. Let y;% , be the

fiber of V' over P, o € X'. Then 3);% .= Ef;ff, where Ey, o is the reduction of the CM elliptic curve

corresponding to P, (see 3.4.3). Let Z;, 0 C y;p@ , be the special fiber of Z;,, which is the CM cycle in
Y5 . By [32, Proposition 3.3.1] and [22, Lemma 9.3.7], if P, # P,,, then
t2,0 L

BAT)  (Zig - Zea) = (=) D my(ts0tap, g, Ve (t5°97) " 685°) (6" Ziay0 - Zta0)y

U
Pty 0
seB(p)*

Here B(p) is identified with the endomorphism ring of Ey, o, and (6" Z, 0+ Zt,,0)y;,  is the intersection
’ ’ to,0

number on y;p@ .
By [32, 4.5.3] (for the CM cycle Zi, 9, 0 = id and a = (1) in the notations in loc. cit., and the proof
is purely over F,), we have

(3.18) (6" Ztao - Zso)y, = (—a(8))* ! Py (1 — 20(9)).

/
yPtz ,0

By Lemma 3.4.1, the nonzero contribution in (3.17) is only from & such that ¢(8) € q(t5gt5> ™ H)q(U).
Since B(p)oo division, ¢(d) > 0. So ¢(d) = [g(g)]. Thus, we have

. ~ —Vol(U)
el AN IRRED DI UID S

(3.19) K gEGLy(A=)/U  SE€B(p)*
Pr1(1 = 2X(8))my (t1 p0t2,p, g, ) Luw (87 gP) 1615 °°) Q™  (t2)Q(t1 )diadty - log p

Note that my(-, gp_l) only depends on g,U, by Lemma 3.4.1 (2). So the sum over g is well-defined.
Let foo be as in (3.4). By the orbital integral of f., computed in (3.5) and Assumption 3, we have

== S 06,1 )

c
SEK*\B(p)ieg /K *

/x X/x Z fp(g)mp(tl_lﬁza971)951(t2)§2p(t1)d7§2dt1'logp'
Ky /Qp JKy 9€GL2(Qp)/Up

(3.20)
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3.4.6. Nonsplit p, j-part. Let p € S which is nonsplit in K. Let P be the union of the exceptional
divisors of X’ over p. Let V be the exceptional divisor of Sj; _» which inherits a B (p), -action from the

B(p), -action on S;; . Then
(3.21) P ~ B(p)*\V x GLy(AP>)/UP.

For a vertical divisor C' of S{Jp supported on V and g € GLy(AP*°), let [C, g] be the corresponding divisor
of P via (3.21). Define a function lc on B(p); X g GL2(Qp) by letting l(d,g) be the intersection
number of C'and (4, g) in & .

There is a natural map Sy, — Z given by the degree of the quasi-isogeny in the definition of the
deformation space Sy, [22, 9.3.2]. Thus we have a map S{,p — Z. Tt induce a map V — Z.

Lemma 3.4.2 ([22, Lemma 9.3.15]). The function lc satisfies the following properties:

(1) for h € B(p), X e GL2(Qp), lc(h) # 0 only if the image of the support of C' in Z by the map

V — Z contains the image of h by B(p), X g x GL2(Qp) — Z;
(2) forbe B(p), and h € B(p); X g GL2(Qp), lyc(bh) = 1c(h);

(3) lo is smooth.

Let D be as in 3.4.3. Write D as [C, 1] for a divisor C' of Sf; supported on V. Then Dy, = [t2,C, th).
By Lemma 3.4.2 (2), a similar process of unfolding as in (3.19) and refolding as in (3.20), we have

== ¥ 06

6EKX\B p)rcg/KX

/ /Q/ Z f(g)lC(tfl&fz,g_l)le(tg)Qp(tl)dtgdtl-logp,
Ky /Qp

p QGGL2(QP)/U

(3.22)

3.4.7. Test functions. Assume that ¢(suppf) C Nm(A%O’X). Then by Lemma 3.1.1, we can use Corollary
3.1.5 and Proposition 3.1.6. Let f/ be a transfer of f, for every v € SU{co}. Here for v € S, we only need

Corollary 3.1.5 by Assumption 3, while for v = oo, we use Proposition 3.1.6. Let f’S € S (GL2 (Af(oo))

be the unramified transfer of f° given by the fundamental lemma [22, Proposition 7.3.1], see also [12,
Section 4] [13, Proposition 3] (here again we need the assumption on ¢(suppf)). Let

I'=QHQ @1

pES

3.4.8. Matching for p ¢ S. The full arithmetic fundamental lemma proved in [22, Proposition 10.2.1] and
(3.20) imply the following lemma. (Note that the j(f), = 0 here.)

Lemma 3.4.3. For a finite place p € S and nonsplit, we have

1
2H(f)p = —O(0, f)y,
CK
where the right hand side is defined in Definition 3.
3.4.9. Coherence for p € S.

Lemma 3.4.4. For p € S and nonsplit, there exists f(,) € S(B(p)p) such that

2H(f)p = O(fs—(p} @ fip) @ F° @ foo).-
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Proof. Let
fo @) ==2ck 3 fplg) ((mp+1c)(F:97)
9€GL2(Qp)/Up
which is well-defined on B(p), by Assumption 3. It is in S(B(p),) by Lemma 3.4.1 and Lemma 3.4.2.
Then the lemma follows from (3.20) and (3.22). O

3.4.10. Local height at co. Recall the complex uniformization of the noncuspidal part X (N)° of X(N):
X(N)g ~ B(00)>0\H x B(c0)(A™)* /U(N)

Here B(o0) is the matrix algebra, B(co)so C B(co) consists of elements with positive norms (i.e. positive
determinants), and # is the upper half place. For (z1, g1), (22, 92) € X(IN)g, let

(3.23) Grl((21,91)s (22,92)) = = D> Qr-1(d(21,622)) 10 (g7 ' 8g0),

d€B(c0)>0

where d is the hyperbolic distance. The sum is absolutely convergent by (3.14). If (21, ¢1), (22, 92) are
distinct CM points, the local height pairing between the CM cycles over them defined by “admissible”
Green currents as in 2.2.4 is G ((z1, g1), (22, g2)) [32, Proposition 3.4.1]. The hyperbolic distance between
CM points zp € H and 6z, where § € B(00)s0,>0 N B(00)X% is [31, 8.1.1]

oo,reg
d(Zo, 520) =1- 2)\(5)

Now we truncate Q1. Note that A (B(00)sc,50 N B(00)% 1eg) = (—00,0) so that 1 — 2 takes values

oco,reg

in (1,00). Let ¢ be a smooth function on [1,00) with compact support such that ¢([1,2]) = {1}. Let
Qi1 = Qi-1¢, and

Gi((zhgl), (22,92)) = — Z Q}fq(d(zla22))1U(91_1592)-

6€B(00)>0

For y € X(N)2, let Dy(z) = Gr(x,y) — Gf(:z:, y). The D, is a smooth bounded function on X (N)2 by
(3.14).

Since 1—2X = 1HIY (gee 3.4.1), A(6) € (—o0,0) corresponds to inv(s) € (0,1). Recall that fo satisfies
(3.5) and we choose f._ by Proposition 3.1.6 (see 3.4.7). Proposition 3.1.6 and (3.13) provides an f/_ and
an f(oo) € S(B(00)s) such that

1+
1—=z

O'(O,x,fbf/) = —2@2_1 ( ) + O(!T, f(oo))

and O(z, f(x)) vanishes outside (0,1)

Remark 3.4.5. It is not hard to prove that for every f', O'(0,z, @) is Schwartz if x € (0,1) and x — 1.
However, Qr—1 (}f—i) is not Schwartz as x — 1 (see (3.14)). This is the reason for the truncation above.

By a similar process of unfolding as in (3.19) and refolding as in (3.20), we have the following lemma.
Lemma 3.4.6. Let f and f' be as in 3.4.7. Then there exists f(o) € S(B(00)oo) and a smooth bounded
function D on X (N)& such that

2H(fw = =00+ 0 @ S+ [ (et
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3.4.11. Conclusion. Now we apply the results in 3.4. By Lemma 3.2.1, Lemma 3.4.3, Lemma 3.4.4 and
Lemma 3.4.6, with the notations as in these lemmas, we have

2H(f) = —0 0, 1)+ D O(fs—py @ (fo) = fipy) ® 17 @ foc)

pESh

(3.24)
00, fs ® 5 fia)) + / () D(1)dt.
QX\AR /A, X

Here S, C S is the subset of places nonsplit in K.

3.5. Proof of Theorem 2.4.1. Since Conjecture 2.3.5 holds for 7, both sides of (2.9) are in
Proc i= Homyeo x  yoex (1 ® Q) @ (7 @ Q71%),C)..

We may assume that Pre is nonzero, otherwise, (2.9) becomes trivial. The theorem of Tunnell [25] and
Saito [23] implies that dim Pre = 1. Thus we only need to prove (2.9) for one element in 7°° ® 7
which is not annihilated by af,oo.

For a finite place p of Q and f, € S(GL2(Qy)), let af ,(fp) be defined by the formula (3.11) with «

replaced by af.

Lemma 3.5.1. For every finite place p, there exists f, such that suppfp, C GL2(Qp)reg, g(suppfp) C
Nm(KPX), and afrp (fp) #0.

Proof. For p nonsplit in K, by [22, 6.2], there exists a smooth function w on GL2(Q,) nonzero at 1, such

that
aaw»=/ Fo(9)w(9)dy.
GL2(Qp)

Let V' be an open neighborhood of 1 on which w is constant. Let V° C V N GLa(Qp)reg Mg~ (Nm(K)1))
be open compact and nonempty. Let f, = 1yo.
For p split in K, it always holds that g(suppf,) C Nm(K ‘). Then we apply [37, Theorem A.2]. [

Let N be large enough such that 7U(N) =£ {0}. For p € S, let fp be as in Lemma 3.5.1.

By Theorem 2.3.3, we can perform the spectral decomposition on (3.24) according to the H*-action.
Note that zq ysrs is the image of zq fy@1,5 by 5V under the left action defined in Definition 1, and
Lz(f>Y) = L (f¥).

By the strong multiplicity one theorem, the L,-component in each term on the right hand side of
(3.24) is indeed the m-component. Then by the theorem of Tunnell [25] and Saito [23], our assumption
that Pree # {0} implies that the m-component of the second term on the right hand side of (3.24) is 0,
and the fact that Hom . x (Moo ® Q2ec, C) = {0} (see [9]) implies that the Lr-component of the third and
fourth term on the right hand side of (3.24) is 0. (Surely, the vanishing of the fourth term also follows
by considering weights.) Then the local-global period as in [22, Proof of Theorem 3.1.6], combined with
Proposition 3.3.1 and (3.12), implies that

1 L'(1/2, 7k ® Q) (2k—2
(325 Gangoreiin) = oI = g 1L o5 U

C
K p<oo

Here we take f° to be a pure tensor. If f, = lar,(z,) for p ¢ S, then ozfrp (fp) = 1. By our choice of

fp,p € S in Lemma 3.5.1, [, aﬁrp(fp) # 0.
Since Vol(K*\A% /A*) = 2L(1,7) (see 31, 1.6.3]), we have

ek = (2L(1,m))° Vol(@*\A* /R) = 2L(1,7)".
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Note that the image of f¥ in 7 @7 is >_, 7(f)¢ ® ¢ where the sum is over an orthonormal basis {¢} of
7, and {¢} is the dual basis of 7. Comparing it with the definition of aErp (fp), Theorem 2.4.1 follows.

4. THETA LIFTING AND MODULARITY

We first recall some basics of theta series and Eisenstein series. We form a mixed theta-Eisenstein
series of GLg g of weight 2k [31]. Then we study its Whittaker function after holomorphic projection.
Then we compare the height pairing H(f) with the value of the Whittaker function at ¢ = 1. Then we
prove the modularity of CM cycles based on the comparison. Finally, we use the global results from the
weight 2 case to prove some local results used in the proof of the modularity.

4.1. Theta series and Eisenstein series.

4.1.1. Weil representataion. Let F be a local field with an absolute value | - |. Let ¢ be a nontrivial
additive character of F' and endow F with the self-dual Haar measure. Let (V,¢) be a nondegenerate
quadratic space over F' of even dimension and endow V' with the self-dual Haar measure. Let v be the
similitude character of similitude orthogonal group GO(V'). The Weil representation of GLy(F) x GO(V)
on §(V x F*) (the space of Schwartz functions) is defined as follows [31, 2.1.3]:

o r(1,h)®(z,u) = ®(h~tz,v(h)u) for h € GO(V);
a 0

* (g ot L) @(x,u) = X(V,ug) (a)|a|M™V/2® (az, u) for a € F*, where X (V,uq) 18 the quadratic
chaliacter associated to the quadratic space (V,uq);
o ( (1) lﬂ ,1> D(x,u) = (bug(x))®(x,u) for b € F;

o ( (1) 2] ,1> ®(z,u) = |a|~ VAP (z,a ') for a € F*;

o _01 (1)] ,1) O(x,u) = Y(V,uq) (}"(VMQ)CI))(JC,U) for a € F*, where V(V,uq) (resp. }'(V)uq)) is the

Weil index (resp. Fourier transform on the z-variable) for the quadratic space (V, uq).

Remark 4.1.1. (1) The action of GO(V) extends to all functions on V x F*.
(2) The action of GL2(F) x GO(V) extends to all functions ® such that for ug € F*, ®(z,ug) € S(V).

Let O(V) act on S(V) in the usual way: h € O(V) sends ¢ € S(V) to ¢(h~1).

Lemma 4.1.2. Assume that the residue characteristic of F' is not 2. Assume that V has a self-dual
lattice L. Let O(L) € O(V) be the stabilizer of L. Let ¢ € S(V) be O(L)-invariant. Then for every
a € F*, there exists f € S(GLa(F)), right GLo(Op)-invariant, such that

(4.1) P®1,0x = / r(g,1)(1r ® 10;)dg.
GL2(F)

Proof. The lemma is a simple corollary of [6, Theorem 10.2]. O

4.1.2. Theta series and Fisenstein series. We follow [31, 4.1, 6.1].

Let V1 be a nondegenerate quadratic space over Q of even dimension. For ®; = ®° ® ®; o, where
O € S(V1(A®) x A% ) and @y o is a smooth function on V1 (R) x R* such that 1 o (z,u) € S(V1(R))
for every u, the theta series

0(g,u,®1) = Z r(g, )P (z,u)
zeV1(Q)
is absolutely convergent for every g € GLa(A). Note that 6(g, u, ®1) in only SLy(Q)-invariant.
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For g € GLa(A), h € GO(V}), define
(4.2) 0(g.h,®1)= > r(g,h)Pi(z,u),
(I,U)EV1(Q)><QX

The sum (4.2) only involves finitely many u and converges absolutely. Then (4.2) defines a smooth
GL2(Q) x GO(V)-invariant function on GLa(A) x GO(Vy).

Let V5 be a nondegenerate quadratic space over A of even dimension. For ®; = ®5° ® ®3 o where
O € S(VP x A% ) and Ps o is a smooth function on Vg oo x R* such that @9 o (z,u) € S(V2(R)) for
every u, the Eisenstein series

(43) E(Sagauv(I)Q) = Z 5(79)ST(795 1)(1)2(0511’)
YEP(Q)\GL2(Q)
is absolutely convergent for Res large enough, has a meromorphic continuation to the whole complex
plane, and is holomorphic at s = 0. Here P is the standard Borel subgroup and ¢ the standard modular
character [31, 1.6.6]. Note that E(s, g, u, ®2) in only SLa(Q)-invariant.
Define a function on Vi (A) x Vo x A* by

1 @ Po((x,9), u) = Po(2,u)Pa2(y, u).
Define the mixed theta-Eisenstein series [31, 2.3, 6.1]
(44) I(Svqu)l®q)2): Z 9(g,u,<1>1)E(s,g,u,<I>2),

ueQx

which is a smooth GL2(Q)-invariant function on GL2(A). The definition of the mixed theta-Eisenstein
series extends by linearity.

4.1.3. Local Whittaker function. We recall the local Whittaker functions of Eisenstein series [31, p. 186],
which will be used later. Its value at g = 1 is given as follows. Let v be a place of Q. For a € Q,, u € QJ
and ¢ € S(Vy,, x QX), define a (not necessarily convergent) Whittaker integral

sy waso= [s([% 0] [6 5]) ([ o b 1)) eana

4.1.4. Gaussian. We need special Schwartz functions at the infinite place.
For a € R*, m a positive integer, the standard holomorphic a-th Whittaker function on GLy(R) of
weight m is
Wi (g) = [y[™/2e2mialetvnemifly  (ay)

where g has Iwasawa decomposition
_|le O||y x| | cosf sinf
97010 ¢| |0 1||—sing cosd|

l .
I\ (—t)?
no =3 (1)
= \i) J!
For V = C and ¢(z) = +z2Z, define the standard Gaussian of weight 21 + 1
U(z,u) = pi(dmulg(2)))e > 1 g (u).
By [27, p 350, A2], 7(g,1)¥(0,u) is of weight 2] 4+ 1. Then a direct computation shows that

(4.6) (9, 1) (z,u) = |y|" P pu(dmulg(z)]y)e*m 10N EHD DO, (uy), 2 # 0,

For non-negative integer [, let

(4.7) (g, 1)W(0,u) = [y|' e+ 1g (uy),
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where g has Iwasawa decomposition as above.
4.2. Whittaker functions. Recall that we fixed an integer k > 1.

4.2.1. Quaternion algebra as a quadratic space. Let B be a quaternion algebra over a field F' with reduced
norm q. Let (by,b2) € B* x B* act on B by

T blxbgl.

This gives an embedding of B* x B>, modulo the diagonal embedding of F'*, into the similitude orthog-
onal group GO(B) of the quadratic space (B, q). We use [by, ba] to denote the image of (b1, b2) in GO(B).
Then GO(B) = B* x B*/F* x {1,.} with ¢([b1, ba]) = [b2,b1]. And SO(B) = {[b1,b2] : q(b1) = q(b2)},
O(B) =S0O(B) x {1,}.

4.2.2. Gaussian. Fix an embedding Ax < B and a decomposition B = Ax @ Axj as in 3.1.2. We
require that j2 = —1. Let

(48) b, = (1)0071 4 q)oo)g

where @ 1 is the standard Gaussian on Ko, of weight 1 and @ o is the standard Gaussian on Kj of
weight 2k — 1 defined in 4.1.4. For &> € S(B® x A* ), let & = & @ P.

4.2.3. Holomorphic projection. For an automorphic form ¢ on GL2(A), let Pr¢ be the orthogonal pro-
jection of ¢ to the space of holomorphic cusp forms on GLo(A) of weight 2k. Le. for every holomorphic
cusp form ¢ on GLo(A) of weight 2k, the Petersson inner product of ¢ and ¢ equals the one of Pr¢
and ¢. Fix the standard additive character ¢ of A (see [31, 1.6.1]). The ¢-Whittaker function of Pr¢ is
denoted by Pr ¢y.

4.2.4. Theta series. Before the Whittaker function of the mixed theta-Eisenstein series, we study the one
for a theta series, which is simpler and will also be used.

Assume that B = By where B is a quaternion algebra over Q. Then we have the theta series 0(g, h, ®)
defined in (4.2).

Lemma 4.2.1. For a,b € R*, we have

0|6 3] o) = Ountlallion

where ||a|| = max{|a|,|a"!|}.

Proof. Only need to check the constant term of (g, h, ®), which is the finite sum

> g, h)®(0,u).

ueQX
The growth is checked directly by definition. 0

Then the )-Whittaker function Pré(g, h, ®), of the holomorphic projection of 6(g, h, ®) can be com-
puted using [10, p. 288, (5.1)]. (The growth condition in the classical setting in loc.cit., translated into
our adelic setting, is Og. 5, ((|al||[b][)*~¢) for some € > 0, which holds since k > 1.) Combined with (4.6)
and the discussion above [10, p. 291, Proposition (5.6)], we have

(4m)F =1 (k — 1)!

(4.9) Pro(g,h, @)y = (2k — 2)!

> (g%, B8 (y, q(y) W (g00) - Peoa (1= 2A(y))

yeBX

if hoo fixes ®,. Here Wl(%) is the standard holomorphic Whittaker function (see 4.1.4), Pr_1(t) is the

(k — 1)-th Legendre polynomial (see 3.4.1) and A is the invariant defined in 3.4.1.
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4.2.5. Local Whittaker function: nonsplit case. Now we study the Whittaker function of our mixed theta-
Eisenstein series I(s, g, ®) on GLa(A) defined in (4.4). We first study (a function which will be) its local
component.

Let p be a finite place of Q. Let ord, be the standard discrete valuation on Q,.

Assume that p is nonsplit in K. Let K; C K, be the subset of norm 1 elements, with the measure as
in [31, 1.6.2]. Let n, be the quadratic character of Q, associated to K, via the class field theory.

For a € Qp, u € Q) and ¢ € S(Kpjp x Q)), let

WE (5.1 8) = Yk 1 oy Walss1,0)
where Yk, uq) is the Weil index for the quadratic space (Kpjp, uq), and W, is the Whittaker integral
(4.5).

Remark 4.2.2. We remind the reader that in [31, 6.1.1], the normalization of the Whittaker integral for
a = 0 differs from the one for a # 0. Our normalization here is uniform for a = 0 and a # 0. This
uniformity will be useful in 4.2.8.

By [31, Proposition 6.10 (1)], we have

(4.10) WS (s,u,9) - Zp—””" / ot w)dut,

Dy, (a)
where d,t is the self-dual measure on the quadratlc space (Kpjp,uq) and
D, (a) = {t € K,j, : uq(t) € a+p"Z,}.

Lemma 4.2.3. If a # 0 or ¢(0,u) = 0, then (4.10) converges absolutely and defines a holomorphic
function on s.

Proof. Tf a # 0, then (4.10) is a finite sum. For the case ¢(0) = 0, see Lemma 4.2.4 (2). O

Lemma 4.2.4. Fizu € Q). Let W(a) = L1 _oWe(s,u, ), as a function on Q).
(1) Regard W(a) as a function on Q, with singularity at 0. Then it has compact support.
(2) If (0,u) = 0, then W (a) extends to a Schwartz function function on Q.

(3) Let w € Zyy. If $(0,u) =1, then \e(ll(IZﬁ))W(a) - %P(a) -1z, -logp extends to a Schwartz function

on Qp. (One may replace Z, by any open compact neighborhood of 0.)

Proof. We use (4.10).

(1) For a large enough, ¢(-,u) is 0 on D, (a).

(2) Without loss of generality, assume that g(supp¢(-,u)) C p*ZX where A is an integer. If ordy(a) >
A+ 1, then the nonzero summands in (4.10) are n = 0, ..., A (if A < 0, then every summands in (4.10)

0). And for these n’s, D, (a) does not depend on a. So W,(s,1,u) does not depend on a. Thus the
extension follows.

(3) follows from a direct computation. For example, see [31, p. 195] and [29, p. 598]. Or one may
bypass the computation as follows: by [31, p. 195] and [29, p. 598], (3) holds if ¢(-,u) = 1o, ;,- The
general case follows by applying (2). O

For ¢1€S(Kp><@ ), d2 € S( Kpjp x Q)), and (y1,22) € B, = K, ® Kpjp, let

&1 @ P2((y1, x2), u) := ¢1(y1, u)P2(z2,u).

Let B(p), be the quaternion algebra over Q, non-isomorphism to B,. Fix an embedding K, — B(p),
and a decomposition B(p), = K, @ K,j(p) as in 3.1.2.
First, let p be nonsplit in K. For

(Y1, 92) € B(p)p — Kp = K, @ (Kpj(p) — {0}),
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and u € Q, define

L(1577;D) d o
(4.11) kg0, (Y1, Y2),u) = Vol(K1) o1(y1,u) - £|s:0Wuq(y2),p(Svu’ P2)-

For a general ¢ € S(B, x Q)), we define k4 by linear extension. Then kg is a smooth function on

(B(p) — Kp) x @;
Lemma 4.2.4 (2) implies the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2.5. Assume that ¢ vanishes on K, x Q). Then k¢ extends to a Schwartz function on
B(p), x Q;
4.2.6. Local Whittaker function: split case. Assume that p is split in K. For u € Q; and ¢ € S(K,j, x
Q)), let
° o CQP (s+1)

W5 (s,u, @) = W(Kpjp)uq)mWO(Sj u, ¢)
Remark 4.2.6. Here our normalization of the Whittaker integral is the same with the one in [31, 6.1.1],
and differs from the one for in the nonsplit case, see Remark 4.2.2.

Cop (s+1)
Note that C%p(s)

later we will only consider ¢ such that ¢(0,u) = 0. In this case, we have an analog of Lemma 4.2.3 so
that Wy (s, u, ¢) is automatically holomorphic at s = 0.
For y € K, and u € Q) define

has a zero at s = 0, and W (s, u, ¢) has analytic continuation to s = 0. In fact,

d °
(412) Cop1@¢2 (ya u) - (bl (ya u) ’ £|S:0W0,p(sa u, ¢2)

For a general ¢ € S(B, x Q)), we define ¢, by linear extension.
We have the following analog of Lemma 4.2.5, which is deduced from an analog of Lemma 4.2.4 (2).

Lemma 4.2.7. Assume that ¢ vanishes on K, xQ*. Then cy extends to a Schwartz function on K, xQX.
P P (4 p P

4.2.7. Mized theta-FEisenstein series. Assume that for an odd number of places v of Q (including o),
B, is the division quaternion algebra over Q,. For a place v of Q nonsplit in K, let B(v) be the
unique quaternion algebra over Q such that B(v)(A%) ~ BY, and fix an embedding K < B(v) so
that A% C B(v)(A%) is identified with the A% C BY. Let B(p), be the quaternion algebra over Q,
non-isomorphism to B,. Fix a decomposition B(v) = K € Kj(v) as in 3.1.2.

Recall the mixed theta-Eisenstein series (s, g, ®) on GLa(A) defined in (4.4). Let I'(0, g, ®) be the
derivative at s = 0.

Lemma 4.2.8. For a,b € R*, we have
a 0
v (0[5 3] @) = 0 Galltos abyiolaos oy

where ||a|| = max{|al, |a=t|}.

Proof. The growth is computed in [31, Lemma 6.13] and [31, Proposition 6.14] in the weight 2 case, and
the same computation can be done in our weight 2k setting. Let W (g) be the derivative at 0 of the 0-th
Whittaker function of @ 2 (normalized or not). Then we only need to show that

w (|6 3] ) =00 (1al2og 1l 101210z 101).

This fact follows from [28, Lemma 2.3 (1)]. O
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We further assume the following assumption.
Assumption 4. There is a finite places po such that ® = ®P° @ &, with ®p,, vanishes on Kp, x Q.
One effect of Assumption 4 is the following lemma.
Lemma 4.2.9. Let ¢ = ¢ ® ¢doo where ¢ € S(V° x A%) is a pure tensor and ¢oo is a smooth
function on Va oo x R* such that ¢oo(x,u) € S(Va,00) for every u. Let E{(0,1,u) be the value at g =1
of the constant term of d%|s:0E(s,g, u, @) (see 4.3). Assume that ¢ = ¢p0 @ ¢p, such that ¢p,,(0,u) = 0.
(1) If po is nonsplit in K, then

L(1,mp,) d o
E(/J(Ov Lu) = 2WK§Z) ) £|5:0W0,p0(57u5 ¢po) : ¢go(0,u)-

(2) If po is split in K, then

d o
Eé(()’ 1, u) = £|S:0W0,p0 (Sa u, ¢P0) ' (bZO)O (Oa u)

Proof. The lemma follows from the same reasoning as in the proof of [31, Proposition 6.7] (with different
normalization when p is not split in K, see Remark 4.2.2). O

For a finite place p nonsplit in K, let

(4.13) K = >0 (07 ka,) (,a(v) ™) - Pea (1= 20(w) - W (1)
yeB(p)*

where Wl(zk)7 Pi_1, and X are the ones in (4.9). This is a finite sum. If p = po, ke, (y,q(y) ") is well-
defined for y € K* by Assumption 4 and Lemma 4.2.5. If p # pg, the summand in (4.13) corresponding
to y € K* is understood as 0 by Assumption 4. For the infinite place, let

(4.14) K59 = S e®(ya) ™) Qeaa(l - 2M() - WP (1),
yEB(00)s0—K X

where Q_1 is the Legendre function of the second kind (see 3.4.1).

The -Whittaker function PrI’(0,1, ®), of holomorphic projection of I'(0, g, ®) is computed using
[10, p. 288, (5.1)]. (The growth condition in the classical setting in loc.cit., translated into our adelic
setting, is Oy ((||al|[|b]|)*~¢) for some € > 0, which holds since k > 1.)

First, assume that pg is nonsplit in K. By (4.7), [28, Lemma 2.3 (2) (3)] and the discussion above [10,
p. 294, (5.8)], we have

(4.15) PrI’(0,1,®)y = —2 / K
' Zv: AXKX\AL (L[t

where the sum is over all nonsplit places of Q and the volume of A*K*\AJ is chosen to be 1. Note that
r(1, [t,t])® also satisfies the condition in Assumption 4.
Second, assume that pg is split in K. Then

Pr1'(0,1,®), = — 22/ KN et
(4.16) T
=3 (@ cay,) (aly) Y WP ().
yeEK X

Remark 4.2.10. (1) Formally, the above holomorphic projection procedure is the same as [31, Proposi-
tion 6.5, Proposition 6.12] [29, p. 586] which are in the weight 2 case, modulo the convergence issue in
loc. cit..

(2) The formula 28, Lemma 2.3 (2)] used above is also implied by (4.6) and the local Siegel-Weil
formula [31, Theorem 2.2].
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4.2.8. A local analytic kernel ky(y,x). Let p be a finite place of Q nonsplit in K. Let U, be an open

compact subgroup of B). Let t € K* act on B(p),S via right multiplication by t~1, and act on B, via

left multiplication by ¢. Define a function &, on B(p), X g x B, /U, —{(1,1)} by
ko, 2) =K1 1y a5 a7Y).

(If y € K and z ¢ K, we use Lemma 4.2.5.) The invariance by K, can be checked directly using
(4.5) and (4.11). Note that k, in fact depends on U, though we do not indicate this dependence in the
notation. Later, we will fix a U, and compare k, with the multiplicity function m,, defined in 3.4.5, see
Corollary 4.3.5 and Corollary 4.4.9.

We can recover (part of) ky from k, by the following tautological formula

(4.17) ko) ™) = D ky(y, 2 e(x, 1/q(x)).
z€By /Uy
In particular, for a € F'*, we have
(4.18) ko(ay,a™ a(y)™") = kra sy, ay) ™).
Now we study properties of k,. First, we consider its support.

Lemma 4.2.11. If k,(y,x) # 0, then q(y)q(x) € q(Up).

Proof. Express kg, using (4.10) and (4.11), consider the Q  -components of B x Q, and B(p),’ x Q.
O

P
The lemma follows directly.

Second, we consider ky(y, z) with € K. By the K ‘-action we only need to consider the case z = 1.
Lemma 4.2.12. There is an open compact subgroup U’ of B(p),; such that:

(1) U'NK)S=UNK) as a subgroup of K;

(2) the function ky(y,1) — w 1y -logp on B(p), — K extends to a smooth function on B(p),;.

Here X is the invariant defined in 3.4.1.
Proof. Let Uy C U, be an open compact subgroup of the form
(4.19) Up=(1+U)aUjCB, =K, D Kpjp
where U is an open compact subgroup of K¢ (small enough so that Up is indeed a group). Let {t1,...,t,}
be a set of representatives of (K Uy N U,)/U. Let
ki(y) = Ktituy g, U4y~ 1)

and express k;(y) using (4.10) and (4.11). By Lemma 4.2.4 (3), k;(y) satisfies the conditions in the lemma.
Let k(y) = >_i_; ki(y). By the K *-invariance of A, k(y) also satisfies the conditions in the lemma. Note
that

L0, xq(Uy) = D Ltatioxa(Uy)
=1

vanishes on K, x Q. By Lemma 4.2.5, k,(y, 1) — k(y) extends to a Schwartz function on B(p), x Q.
Then the lemma follows. O

By Lemma 4.2.5 and Lemma 4.2.12, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2.13. The function k, on B(p), X g x By /Uy, — {(1,1)} is smooth.

Finally, we consider ky(y,z) with = far away from K, in the sense that A(z) is far away from 0.

Lemma 4.2.14. Assume that B, is the matriz algebra. Let V' be an open compact neighborhood of 0 in

Qp. For U, small enough and V' large enough, ky(y,z) =0 for ally € B(p),’ and v € B, with A(z) ¢ V.
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Proof. Fix a compact subset C' of B(p),’ such that

CxBS — B(p), X pex B

is surjective (here we use the fact that B(p), is the division algebra, which follows from the assumption
that B, is the matrix algebra). Since \ is K ‘-invariant, we may and we do assume that y € C.

By Lemma 4.2.11, ky(y,x) = 0 unless q(z~1) € ¢(C)q(U,). Now assume g(z~') € ¢(C)q(U,). Write
x = (x1,22) under B, = K, ® Kpj,. Then A x) = q(z2)/q(z) ¢ V with V large enough is equivalent to
that ord,(¢(x2)) is small enough. Since ¢(x) is bounded, ord,(g(x2)) = ord,(g(z1)). Choose U, to be as
in (4.19). For uy € U,uq € U}y,

x(uy + u2) = (v1ur + zou2) + (rous + x1us)

Choose U small enough such that ord, (¢(xeui+z1us2)) = ord,(g(z2)) for every pair of u1 € 1+U, ug € Uj.
Thus for the integrand ¢2(¢, 1) in (4.10) to be nonzero, we necessarily have ord,(¢(t)) = ord,(¢(x2)). Now
we check the condition ¢(t) € ¢(y2) + p"Z, defining the integration domain D,,(q(y2)) of (4.10), where
n > 0. Let V be large enough such that ord,(¢(¢)) = ord,(¢(x2)) < 0. Since B(p),, is the division algebra,
q(y2) ¢ Nm(K\). Thus D,(q(y2)) is empty, and kj(y,z) = 0. O

4.3. Local comparison II. We compare the height pairing H(f) = (Zq s, zq-1) with PrI’(0, 1, ®),, the
derivative of the mixed Eisenstein series (more precisely, the value at g = 1 of its »-Whittaker function)
computed in (4.15) and (4.16). The main conclusion is (4.39).

4.3.1. Notations. Let B be the quaternion algebra B = H x M3(A>) over A where H is the division
quaternon algebra over R and My denotes the matrix algebra over Z. We consistently use B> to
replace GL3(A>°) used before. Thus we do not confuse the GL2(A>) used in Section 3.4 with the GL,
used in the Weil representation in 4.1.

Let B(v) be the quaternion algebra over Q as in 4.2.7, i.e. for a finite place p of Q, let B(p) be the
unique quaternion algebra over Q such that B(p), is division only for v = p and v = oo, and B(c0) is
the matrix algebra.

For a quaternion algebra B over a local field, let h € B* act on S(B x F*) via r(1,[h,1]), where
r is the Weil representation and [h,1] is defined in 4.2.1. Then the induced action of f € S(B*) on
¢ € S(B x F*) is given by

(120) r(f)ofwa) = [ o gl ().

We choose measures so that
Vol(KX\A%O’X/AOO’X) = Vol(KX\A?’X) =1.

4.3.2. Review height decomposition. Let S be a finite set of finite places of Q which contains 2 and all
finite places of Q ramified in K or ramified for €2. Let S, C S be the subset of places nonsplit in K. Let
N be the product of two relatively prime integers which are > 3 such that the prime factors of N are
contained in S. Let U = U(N) be the corresponding principal congruence subgroup of GLg(A).

We consider right U-invariant Schwartz functions of the form f = fs ® f°. (Note that we do not
require the bi-U®-invariance of f° as in 3.4.) Assume that fs = ®,csf, is a pure tensor for simplicity.
Also assume the following assumption until 4.4 where we prove Theorem 2.3.3 and Theorem 2.3.6.

Assumption 5. There exists po € S such that fp, vanishes on K .

Though Assumption 5 is weaker than Assumption 3 (and we relaxed the invariance on f*), the decom-
positions of H(f) in 3.4 still hold after suitable modifications, which are given below. By Assumption 5,
Zo, s and Zg-1 do not intersect. So we have the decomposition of H(f) into local heights as in (3.15)
and (3.16). We continue to use the notations in (3.15) and (3.16).



MODULARITY AND HEIGHTS OF CM CYCLES ON KUGA-SATO VARIETIES 31

We treat the case that p is split in K in 4.3.8.
Now let p be a finite place of Q nonsplit in K. Let m,, be the multiplicity function on B(p); x K}

BX — {(1,1)} defined in 3.4.5. For t1,t2 € A%, let

h(f.t1,t2)p :=Vol(U) Y Pe_1(1—2A())
deB(p)*
> Fap)myp(ty p0tap, xy ) f (@) 1us (a?) 1 6th).
zEB X /U

Here Py_1(t) is the (k — 1)-th Legendre polynomial (see 3.4.1) and A is the invariant defined in 3.4.1.

Remark 4.3.1. (1) Note that m,(-,z,') only depends on x,U, by Lemma 3.4.1 (2). So the sum over
is well-defined.

(2) If p=po and x, € K5, f(x,) =0 by Assumption 5. Then f(xp)mp(ti;6t27p,xgl) is understood
as 0. If p#po and § € K*, f(xP)1y» ((t{2P)~16th) = 0 by Assumption 5. Then the summand in (4.21)
corresponding to 6 € K* is understood as 0.

(4.21)

Then (3.19) is rewritten as follows:
(4.22) i(f)p = —/ / h(fst1,ta)plogp - Q7 (ta)(tr)dtadts.
KX\ASS Jhoex J KX \AS

4.3.3. Rewrite the local height following [31]. Consider the following basic Schwartz function on B*°:

®0 = Lygxqws) Q) Ly, 35wz« Q) Pocs
where @, is the Gaussian on B as in (4.8) and Z5 is the direct product of Zy for p ¢ S. Let

O =1r(f)D.
Then @ is right invariant by U, and
(4.23) > (2, q(x)~") = Vol(U) f(x).
Moreover, if ugq(xzs) & q(Usg), then
(4.24) bg(rs,us) = 0.

In particular, Assumption 4 holds for ® by Assumption 5.
For ¢ € S(B, x Q)) right invariant by U,, define a function my on (B(p), — K;°) x Q, as in [31,
Notation 8.3]:

(4.25) me(y,u) = > my(y,x )z, ug(y)/q(x)).

z€B) /U,
The sum in (4.25) only involves finitely many nonzero terms. Moreover, if ¢(z) = 0 for x € K, x Q,
then mg(y, u) extends to B(p),; x Q) by the same formula.

P
By Lemma 3.4.1 (2), (4.21) , (4.23) and a direct computation, we have

h(f,t1,t2)p = Z Pr1(1—2X(y))
(4.26) yeB(p)*

T(la [tla tz])q)p,oo(y, q(y)il)mr(l,[h,tg])@p (yv Q(y)il)v

4.3.4. Comparison for p nonsplit in K. We compare the local component of H(f) and PrI1’(0,1, ®),, for
a finite place p nonsplit in K. By (4.15) and (4.22), up to the j-part which will be dealt in 4.3.7, we need

to compare h(f,t1,t2), and Kfﬂl()i,[tl,tg])é defined in (4.13). Then by (4.26), we are led to compare k¢ and

my - logp for ¢ € S(B, x Q,). This is the content of 4.3.5 and 4.3.6.
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4.3.5. Matching for p ¢ S. Assume that p € S and nonsplit in K.

Lemma 4.3.2. Fory € B(p);, we have

p b
ke (1t 2@, (U 3W) ™Y = M1t a0, (0, a(y) ) - log p.

Proof. By the descriptions of GO(B,) and O(B,) in 4.2.1 and a direct computaion, we see that ®, is a
linear combination of functions in the form of the right hand side of (4.1) in Lemma 4.1.2. By Lemma
4.1.2, we may assume that ®, = r(g, 1)@, for some g in the standard Borel subgroup of GL2(Q,). Then
the lemma follows from (4.18) and [31, Lemma 6.6, Proposition 8.8]. O

Then by (4.13) and (4.26), we have

2k
W (V)h(f, 11, t2), logp = /c;(’iy[tm])@.

Since j(f)p, =0, by (4.22), we have

k _
(4.27) W W H(f), = _/ . / . K o @ (2)Q2(t )dtadty
KX\A ™ JA%e X J KX\A

4.3.6. Coherence for p € Sy: difference between i-part and the analytic kernel. Let p € S,.
Lemma 4.3.3 ([22, Lemma 9.3.13]). There is an open compact subgroup U’ of B(p), such that:

(1) U'NK)S=UNK) as a subgroup of K;

(2) my(y,1) — M 1y extends to a smooth function on B(p), . Here \ is the invariant defined
in 3.4.1.

By Lemma 3.4.1 (1), Lemma 4.2.11 (2), Lemma 4.2.12 and Lemma 4.3.3, we have the following
corollary. (This corollary could be regarded as an analog of the “arithmetic smooth matching” [22,
Proposition 10.4.1].)

Corollary 4.3.4. The function ky(y,1)—my(y, 1)-logp ony € B(p); — K extends to a smooth function
on B(p),

Combined with Corollary 4.2.13, we have the following corollary.
Corollary 4.3.5. The function ky(y, ) —my(y,r)-logp extends to a smooth function on B(p), X g x B,.

Let d,, be such a smooth extension. Then d,, is supported on the union of the supports of k, and m,,.

For ¢ € S(B, x Q,), define a smooth function dy on B(p),; x Q by

(4.28) doly,u)= D dyly,a")(z, ualy)/a(x)).
z€B) /U,

The sum in (4.28) only involves finitely many nonzero terms. By (4.17), we have

do(y.q(y) ™) = ke(y,a(y) ") — me(y,q(y) ™).

Moreover, by Lemma 3.4.1 (1), Lemma 4.2.11, Corollary 4.3.5, and that ®, € S(B,’ x Q) (see (4.23)
and (4.24)), we have
dr(1,itr 2], € S(B(p), x Q).
(In particular, its extension to B(p), x @, by 0 is a Schwartz function.) By [31, Lemma 6.6, Lemma 8.5],
we have k.11, t.)y0, = 7(1, [t1,t2])ke, and m,1 ¢, )0, = (1, [t1,t2])mae, (see Remark 4.1.1). Thus
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dr(l,[tl,tg])<1>p = T(l, [tl,tQ])d.:pp. Then by (49), (4.13), (422), (426), we have
k .
W Wiy

=_ K® Q1 (2)Q(t1 ) dtodt
2 /. e /. L e (LR
+/ / Pro(1, [t1,ta], do, @ D7)y Q1 (t2) Ut )dtadty .
KXN\A " JAcex JROO\AS>

4.3.7. Coherence for p € Sy: j(f)p. For j(f)p, the treatment is similar, and we use the discussion in
3.4.6. Let lc be the smooth function on B(p) s X g x GL2(Qp) as in (3.22). Here C' is a vertical divisor of

the desingularized deformation space S{JP.

For ¢ € S(B, x Q,), define a smooth function [y on B(p),’ x Q:

(yu) = > lo(y,z )(x,uq(y)/q(x)) - logp.
IGB;/UP

This sum only involves finitely many nonzero terms. By Lemma 3.4.2 and that ®, € S(B; x Q) (see
(4.23) and (4.24)), it is easy to check that

(4.30) le(1ts 020, € S(B(p), x Q).

Then similar to (4.29), we have

431)  WED)i(f), = —/ / Pro(L,[t1, ta], Lo, © ), Q0 (t2)Q2t1)dbadt
KX\AR X /A% JKX\AG ™

X

Lemma 4.3.6. There exists an open compact subgroup U,, of B(p),)

particular, ly is left Up-invariant for all ¢ € S(B, x Q,).

such that lc is left Uy, -invariant. In

Proof. Let B(p),’ act on the desingularized deformation space S{,p by the functoriality of the minimal

desingularization. Let U, be the stabilizer of C. Then the lemma follows from Lemma 3.4.2 (2). O

4.3.8. Split p. Let p be split in K. Then j(f), = 0. Moreover, if p # pg, then i(f), = 0. The proof is
the same as the proof in 3.4.4. Now further assume that p = py (the one in Assumption 5).

Lemma 4.3.7. There exists ne, € S(K;* x Q) such that

i(f)”_/KX\Aoo,x/Am,x/KX\Am,x Y (L[t ) (9P na, (y,a(y) ™) Q7 (t2)2(t)dtadty.

yeKXx

Proof. The proof is similar to the above discussion for nonsplit places.
First, we obtain an analog of (3.19). Let vq,vs be the two places of K over p = pg. Then i(f), =

%Z(f)vl =+ %i(f)'uzv Where

; ~ —=Vol(U)
(Ne=—o [ o /| NP YD S

g€GL2(A>)/U deEX
M, (5,6~ t1pgp) Luw (8 gP) 71015 °°) Q™ (t2) (1t )diodty - log p.
Here m,, is an intersection multiplicity function on GL2(Q,)/U, in the ordinary case [34, 5.5 Ordinary
case| (see also [29, p. 613]), analog to the one in 3.4.5. This equation is a combination of the ordinary
intersection number on integral model of the modular curve (see [31, 8.4] or [29, Proposition 8.5]) and
the following analog of (3.18): for § € K*,
(4.32) (0" Zty0 - th,o)ygatzy = (—q(6))"".

0
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The notations in (4.32) are literally defined in the same way as in the paragraph above (3.18). (To deduce
(4.32), we note that §*[Z,.0] = q(0)¥~*[Z4,.0] for the Chow cycles and the self-intersection number of
[Z1,.0] is (—=1)*~1 by our normalization in 2.2.1.)

Second, we use (4.23) to deduce the equation in the lemma, where

logp logp
(4.33) ne, (y,u) = 5 Z ®p(yz, u)my, (z) + 5 Z P (ya, u)me, ()
zeN,U,/Up—{1} 2ENLU, /Up—{1}

is a priori only a smooth function on K, x Q. (See [29, Proposition 8.5].) Here N, C GL2(Q,) is the
upper triangular unipotent subgroup and N; is the transpose.

Finally, we show that ne,(y,u) is a Schwartz functions on K x Q. We only need to show that for
a fixed u, ne, (-, u) has compact support on K. Identify B, with M2(Q,). Let ¢, = ®p(-,u). Then
the projection of suppg, to the diagonal of M3(Q,) is compact. Since ®, € S(B; x Q) (see (4.23)
and (4.24)), q(suppp,) C Q is compact. Consider the expression (4.33). Let y € K¢ be the diagonal
matrix diag(a,b). Then for x € N, the diagonal of yx is diag(a,b) and det(yz) = ab. So the condition
yx € supp¢, implies that a, b are contained in a compact subset of Q, independent of x. g

Lemma 4.3.8. We have 2ns,(y,q(y) ") = ca, (y,q(y) ") for ally € K, where e, is defined in (4.12).

The lemma will be proved in 4.7.
Note that (1, [t,1])d(y, q(y) ™) = ¢(y,q(y) ") for y € K and all ¢ € S(B, x Q). Thus we have

(4.34) W W H(f), = - / 37 (L[ 1)) (@70 - eq, ) (v, a(y) QL.

KX\AS ™ yEK X

4.3.9. Local height at co. By (3.23) and a similar (and easier, since we do not need holomorphic projection)
process as in [31, 8.1] (which contains a sign mistake due to the sign mistake in the definition of the Green
function in [31, 7.1.3]), we have

k o _
(4.35) WE (1) H (f)oo = —/ . / . K s a2 (02)Q(t )dtady
KX\ASS X JAoe % J KX\ASS

See (4.14) for the definition of IC((I,OO).

4.3.10. Conclusion. Define the following automorphic forms of GLo q:

(4.36) I(g,®) == /KX\AOO,XPr[’(O,g,r(l,[t, 1))@)Q(t)dt;

(4.37) Oap(g, ®) = /

/ Pr 9(9, [tl, tg], d@p X (I)p)Q_l (tg)Q(tl)dtgdtl;
KX\AR X JAe X J KX\AT ™

(4.38) O1p(g, @) := / / Pro(g, [t1, ta], ls, @ BP)Q (t2)Q(t1)dzdt.
KX\A?’X/AOO,X QX \Aoe: X
Assume Assumption 5. Combining (4.15), (4.16), (4.27), (4.29), (4.31), (4.34) and (4.35), we have
(4:39) WV H(f) = 10, @)y + 3 (Bap(L, @)y — 011, 2)y).
PESn

Here each term on the right hand is the value of the corresponding 1-Whittaker function at g = 1.
Finally, we remark that without Assumption 5, an analog of (4.39) will be deduced from a result of S.
Zhang [32], see (4.44).

4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.3.3.
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4.4.1. Notations. We continue to use the notations in 4.3. Also recall that A is our set of automorphic
representations of GLg(Q) defined in 2.3. In view our convention on the use of the quaternion algebra
B, we consistently consider A as a set of admissible representations of B* via the Jacquet-Langlands
correspondence to B* (which only happens at oo and is injective when restricted to A). For an open
compact subgroup V. C GLy(A>), let AY C A be the finite subset of representations with nonzero
V-invariant vectors.

We fix the standard maximal compact subgroup U® of (B>)* = GLy(A%>). Recall that H* is the
Hecke algebra of bi-U®-invariant Schwartz functions on (B%)*.

4.4.2. Refine Theorem 2.3.3. We shall prove Theorem 2.3.3 for CM (Q~*, H?), which our previous set-up
is more handy to deal with.
For fs € GLa(Ag), consider a subspace of CM (Q~1, H):

CM Q7Y fsHY) = {Zg1 jeays : 5 € HIY).
Let CM(Q71, fsH®) be the image of CM(Q71, feH®) in CM(Q71).

Theorem 4.4.1. There is an open compact subgroup Vs C GLa(Ag) such that CM (71, fsH?), as an
HS -module, is a direct sum of L.s’s of multiplicity at most one, where 7 € AYS us,

Proof. By (2.4), Zg-1 fseys.v is the image of Zg-1 o015 by f5 under the left action defined in Definition

1. By the finiteness of AVSUS, it is enough to show that if f¥ acts on 7 as 0 for all T € AVSUS, then
(Za,for Za-1 fsapsv) = 0forall fo € S(B>*). By (2.6), it is enough to show that H(fo*(f¥® f°)) = 0.
Thus the theorem follows from Proposition 4.4.2 below. O

Let N be a product of two relatively prime integers which are > 3. Assume that the prime factors of
N are contained in S. Let U = U(N) be the corresponding principal congruence subgroup of B> * =
GL2(A>). (Then the component of U outside S coincides with U*, and we do not have ambiguity about
the notation U®.)

Proposition 4.4.2. There is an open compact subgroup Vs, C Us, such that if {4 € H® acts as 0 on
all representations in AVsa U , then for every pure tensor fs = Qpesfp right invariant by Us, we have

H(fs® f%) =0.

We will prove Proposition 4.4.2 in 4.4.6, using the comparison (4.39). Before the proof, we need some
preparations on the analytic kernels (i.e. the right hand side) in (4.39).

Below we always let f = fg ® f. Assume that fs = Qpesf, and 5 € HS. The right invariance of
fs will be imposed in 4.4.5.

4.4.3. Integral representation of L-function. We study the first term on the right hand side of the com-
parison (4.39), using the fact that it is a kernel function for integral representations of the twisted base
change L-functions. The main results are Lemma 4.4.4-4.4.6.

Let ®5° be a Schwartz function on B> x A°* invariant by r(1,[1, h]) for h € U. (Recall that r is the
Weil representation and [1, h] is defined in 4.2.1.) Let

0y = X) 0, Q) 25 X) P,
peS
where @, is the Gaussian as in (4.8). Let
(4.40) O =1 (f) Dp.
Here we use (1, [h, 1]) to define r(f), see (4.20). Then ® is still nvariant by =(1,[1,h]) for h € U.

Let I(g,®) be the automorphic form of GLa g as in (4.36) (with the current ® as the input). Let o be
a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLa g and ¢ € o. Consider the Petersson pairing (I(g, ®), ¢)
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of I(g, ®) and ¢. We assume that the central character of o is 27|, x and o is holomorphic discrete of
weight 2k. Otherwise, (I(g, ®), ¢) = 0. Let m be the Jacquet-langlands correspondence of o to B.

Let W be the ¢y~ !-Whittaker function of ¢. Without loss of generality, assume that W is a pure
tensor. Also assume that ® is a pure tensor. For a place v of Q, define a local integral

Py(5,8y, @y, Wy) = / Qv(t)dt/ 5(9)8Wv(9)r((97 1))(I)v(t_la q(t))dg.
o /Q N, \GL2(Qy)

K
Here N, is the upper triangular unipotent subgroup and § the standard modular character [31, 1.6.6].
Let
L((s +1)/2, 7k, ® )
L(S + 15 77’0)
where 7 is the Hecke character of Q* associated to K via the class field theory. Then (up to normalizing
the measures)

P5(87QU7(I)U7WU) = Pv(sugln(I)’LMW’U)u

P(0,9y, 8, W,) =l (0,(D, @ W,)),

where o is defined in 2.4.1 (and o, __ is defined similarly), and ©,(®, @ W,,) € m, ¥ 7, is the normalized
local Shimizu lifting [31, 2.2.2]. Let © =[], ©, where the product is over all places of Q.
By [31, 2.3], (up to normalization of the measures) we have

(I(-,®),0) = %h:o <H PU(S,Q,CD,W)> )

where the product is over all places of Q.

If L(1/2, 7k ® Q) = 0, then

L'(1/2, 7k @ Q)
4.41 I(-,®),¢) = =LK D)
(1.41) (1. 9),0) = BT

Assume that L(1/2,7x ® Q) # 0. Then €(1/2,7x ® Q) = 1. Since €(1/2,7x__ ® Qoo )Qoo(—1) = —1
(indeed, Qo is trivial), there exists p € S (necessary nonsplit in K') such that €(1/2,7x, ® €,)Q,(—1) =
—1. Let m, be the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence of o, to B(p), . By the theorem of Tunnell [25] and
Saito [23], Hom, (7, ® 2, C) = 0 and Homg, (7, ® 2, C) # 0. In particular, afrp (0,(P, @ W,)) =0
and 7/, # {0}. From o, (©,(®, ® W,)) = 0, we have

P

(4.42) (I(-,®), ) = W

We need to control (P;)'(0,€2,, ®,, W,) using m,, as follows.

ot (P W)).

(P;)/(Ov va (I)pu Wp)agrp (@p(q)p ® Wp))

Lemma 4.4.3. Assume that p is nonsplit in K such that e(1/2,7x,®8,)Q,(—1) = —1. There is an open
compact subgroup U, of B(p),’ such that (Pg)' (0,8, ®,, W},) = 0 unless 7, has a nonzero U, -invariant
vector. Here U, is uniform for all such m, and all f, € S(GL2(Qp)). (Note that ®, = r(fp) oy, see
(4.40).)

We will prove Lemma 4.4.3 in 4.6.

Lemma 4.4.4. There is an open compact subgroup Vs, C Us, such that if f° € H° acts as 0 on all
representations in AVsnUS" | then I(g,®) =0.

Proof. We show that there exists Vs, such that for every f° as in the lemma and every cusp form ¢ of
GLa.q, (I(g,®),®) = 0. Then the lemma follows. We may and we do assume that ¢ € o as above. Let 7
and W be as above.

Since © is B* x B*-equivariant [31, 2.2.2] (we only use the second B* here) and ® is right U-invariant,
O(® @ W) € m X7 is U-invariant, where U acts on 7. By (4.41) and (4.42), a necessary condition for
(I(-,®), ) to be nonzero is:
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(1) if L(1/2,7x @ Q) = 0, then 7 € AY;
(2) if L(1/2, 7k ® Q) # 0, then there exists p € S, such that the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence
of o to B(p)* has a nonzero U,UP-invariant vector, where U, is as in Lemma 4.4.3.
In case (2), there are still only finitely many such o. Let V}, an open compact subgroup of U, such that
the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence of oy, for every such o, to B, has a nonzero V-invariant vector.
Thus 7 € A5« U™ Let 1% act as 0 on 7, we only need to show that (I(-, ®),¢) = 0.
Note that by the B* x B*-equivariance of © (we only use the first B* here), we have

@S,OO((I)S,OO ® WS,OO) _ 7T(fs)@S,oo (q)g,oo ® Ws,oo> .
Then (I(-, ®),¢) = 0 by (4.41) and (4.42). 0

Lemma 4.4.5. Assume that @g’oo is invariant by the standard maximal compact subgroups of GLa(AS>)
and (B5>®)*, where g € GLa(A%>®) acts by r(g,1) and h € (B¥>*)* acts by r(1,[h,1]). We have
I(9,®) = par,(f5V)I(g,®0). Here par,(f°) is the usual Hecke action of f°, regarded as a Schwartz
function on GL2(A%>) via (B%>°)* = GLy(AS>°).

Proof. It is enough to show that for every cusp form ¢ of GL2 g, we have

(I(g,®),0) = (I(g,®0), por, (F)9)

Again, we assume that ¢ € o as above, and let 7 and W be as above. By (4.41) and (4.42), the lemma
follows from the following equations for p ¢ S:

Op(Pp @ W) = mp(fp)Op(Po,p @ Wp) = Op(Po,p ® op(fp)Wp),

where the first equation is the B x B -equivariance of O, and the second equation is the unramified
Shimizu lifting. O

Define a “special value” version of I(g, ®) by
Ho®) = [ Pr10gr(L )00
KX \ASX

Lemma 4.4.6. In Lemma 4.J.4 and Lemma J.4.5, replacing 1(g, ®) by J(g,®), the same results hold.

Proof. The proofs are similar to the proofs of Lemma 4.4.4 and Lemma 4.4.5. It is in fact easier since we
only need to use (J(-, ?), p) = W&ﬁ(@(@ ® W)) instead of (4.41) and (4.42). In particular, we
do not need Lemma 4.4.3. ]

4.4.4. More on the multiplicity function m,. We study the first term in the second term on the right
hand side of the comparison (4.39). The main result is Corollary 4.4.9.

Let A be the invariant defined in 3.4.1. We abuse notation and use A to denote this invariant on both
B, and B(p),.

Lemma 4.4.7. Let V' be an open compact neighborhood of 0 in Q,. For V large enough, there exists an
open compact subgroup U}, of B(p),s such that for all x € B) with N(x) ¢ V', my(y, x) is left U,-invariant
as a function on y.

Proof. We need some notations defined in 3.4.5. Let Sy, be the base change to O P of the supersingular
formal deformation space of level Up,. (This notation is slightly different from 3.4.5 for convenience.) Let
Sy, be the minimal desingularization of Sy, . For (y,z) € B(p), X pox By, let (y,x) denote its image in
Sy, and let (y,z)" denote its image in Sy, . Then m,(y, ) is the intersection number of (y,z)" and (1, 1)’
on Sy, and we let 4u,(y, z) be the intersection number of (y,z) and (1,1) on Sy, .
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We have the following explicit formula of p,(y, z) [19, Theorem 1.3]:
o) = [ |1 M) - (1= Xo)) s,
geUpx

where ¢ is a nonzero constant independent of y, g. Recall 1 — A(y) = #v(y) (see 3.4.1) where inv(y) €
eNm(K ) U{0,00} with e ¢ Nm(K)) (see 3.1.2). Since |1 —inv(y)[, > 1, [1 = A(y)|, < 1. Thus p,(y, x)
does not depend on y for A(x) large enough.

By the projection formula, my(y,z) — pp(y,2) is the intersection number of (y,z)" € S, with the
vertical part C' of the preimage of (1,1) € Sy, by the morphism S{Jp — Su,- Let U, be the stabilizer of
C'. Then the lemma follows from Lemma 3.4.2 (2). O

Remark 4.4.8. The condition that B, is a matriz algebra is essential in Lemma 4.4.7. If B, is a division
algebra, an explicit formula of the corresponding p,(y, x) is not known yet.

Corollary 4.4.9. For U, small enough, there exists an open compact subgroup Uzl) of B(p); such that

dp = kp—my, is left Up-invariant. In particular, dg (see (4.28)) is left U)-invariant for all ¢ € S(B, < Q).
Proof. Let V be an open compact neighborhood of 0 in @, such that both Lemma 4.2.14 and Lemma
4.4.7 hold. We only need to show that for x € A™'(V)) C B, dp(y, z) is left U -invariant for some U}
By Lemma 3.4.1 (1), Lemma 4.2.11 and Corollary 4.3.5, we only need to show that

{(y,2) € B(p)y Xy By : M) €V, q(y)a(x) € q(Up)}

is compact. Up to the K ‘-action, we may assume that y is in a fixed compact subset of B(p),’ (here we
use that B(p), is a division algebra), so that ¢(x) is in a fixed compact subset Uy C Z,5. Write z = a+bj,
as in 3.1.2. Then b is in a fixed compact subset Uz C K* by A(z) € V. By ¢q(z) € Uy, a is in a fixed
compact subset Us C K. Let Uz = Uz 1 UUs 2 where Us 1 is a compact subset of K¢ and Us 2 is a small
compact neighborhood of 0. If @ € Us 1, a + bj € Us 1(1 + Us 1Uz7), which is compact. If a € Us 1, then
by ¢(x) € Uy, b is in a compact subset Uz 1 C K. Then a+bj € Us.1(U2,1Us + j), which is compact. [

4.4.5. Proposition 4.4.2 under Assumption 5. Still, let ® = r (f) g be as in (4.40). Assume that fg =
®pes fp is right invariant by Ug. For p € Sy, let the automorphic forms 64 ,(g, ®) and 6; ,(g, ®) of GL2 g
be as in (4.37) and (4.38).

Lemma 4.4.10. There is an open compact subgroup Vs, C Us, such that if f° € H® acts as 0 on all
representations in AVsxU" | then for every fs satisfying Assumption 5, 04,(g, ®) = 0;,,(g,®) = 0 for all
pE Sy.

Proof. Let U, C B(p)* such that both Lemma 4.3.6 and Corollary 4.4.9 hold. There are only finitely
many automorphic representations 7 of B(p)* with nonzero UZ',U P-invariant vectors such that the central
character of 7 is Q7 !4« and the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence of 7o, to GLa(R) is holomorphic
discrete of weight 2k. Choose V), C U, such that for every such m, the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence
of m, to B has nonzero Vj-invariant vectors. Let Vg, = Hpe s. Vo

We show that for every f = fs ® f° as in the lemma and every cusp form ¢ of GLa g, the Petersson
pairings (84.,(g, @), ®) and (0;,(g, @), ®) are 0, where p € Sy,. Let ¢ be in a cuspidal automorphic repre-
sentation o. We assume that the central character of o is Q7|4 x and 0 is holomorphic discrete of weight
2k. (Otherwise, (04,,(g9,®), ¢) = (01,5(-, @), ) = 0 already holds.) Consider (Pré(-,h,ds, ® ®7), ¢) as a
function on h € (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A). Let us show that

(Pro(-,h,ds, ® ®7),¢) = 0.
Then (04,,(g, P), ¢) = 0 by definition.
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Note that (Pré(-,h,ds, ® ®f),$) lies in the global Shimizu lifting 7’ X7’ of o [31, 2.2]. Here 7’ is
the Jacquet-Langalnds correspondence of o to B(p)*. By the (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A)-equivariance of the
formation of the theta series, (Pré(:,h,ds, ® ®(),¢) is invariant by U, x UP C (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A).
Thus 7" has a nonzero U,UP-invariant vector. By the (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A)-equivariance again, we have

(4.43) (Pro(-, h,de, @ ®P),¢) = ' (fP)(Pro(-, h,ds, @ DY), d).
Since f € H¥ acts as 0 on 7’ by our choice of Vs,, (Pré(-, h,ds, ® ®P),$) = 0 by (4.43).
By the same argument, we have (6; ,(-, ®), ») = 0. The lemma is proved. O

Combining (4.39), Lemma 4.4.4 and Lemma 4.4.10, we have the following corollary.
Corollary 4.4.11. Proposition 4.4.2 holds under Assumption 5 on fg.

4.4.6. Proof of Proposition /.4.2. For a positive integer Ny with prime factors in S, let Uy(Ng) be the
open compact subgroup of B** corresponding to the usual congruence subgroup I'o(Np).

Theorem 4.4.12. Assume that Ny is the product of two relatively prime integers which are > 3 whose
prime factors are all split in K. Then Proposition 4.4.2 holds for fs = ly,(ny)s-

Proof. The theorem follows from a result of S. Zhang [32, Theorem 0.2.1].

Let S2;(Ng) be the space of Uy(Np)-invariant automorphic forms of GL2(Q) holomorphic of weight
2k. For a positive integer n with prime factors outside S, let A, € H® be as in Remark 2.1.3. Let
¥y, :=1(n-). By [32, Theorem 0.2.1], there exists @y, s € S(BS) such that for

(I)No = (I)NO,S ®® 1M2@5)><zs,>< ®(I)oo;

where @, is the Gaussian as in (4.8), we have I(g, ®n,), J (g, Pn,) € S2r(No), and
H(lyy(n)s ® An) = a- I(1, PNy )y, + b J (1, Pnp ), -
Here a, b are constants independent of n (indeed, a, b are multiples of L(1,17°°) and L’'(1,1°°) respectively,
see [10, p. 271]). Regarded A,, as a Schwartz function on GLg(A%>) via (B%%°)* = GLy(A%>). Then
I(1, (I)No)dln = (pGLz (An)I(1, (I)No))w )
and

J(L, PNy ), = (pcLs (An)J (1, @)y, -
Indeed, span I(g,®n,) (resp. J(g,Pn,)) as a linear combination of Hecke eigenforms (for all Hecke
operators A,’s). Then the corresponding equation follows from the classical relation between Fourier

coefficients and Hecke eigenvalues. On Sar(No), pcL,(An) = par,(A)). Then by Lemma 4.4.5 and
Lemma 4.4.6, we have

where & = r (1U0(N)S ® An) Dy, see (4.40). Since the center Then the theorem is implied by Lemma
4.4.4 and Lemma 4.4.6. g

Lemma 4.4.13. Functions satisfying Assumption 5 and left translations of 1y, (ny)s by Alxﬂs span S(B).

Proof. Let W C S(Bg) be the span. Let p € S. Then {f, € S(B — K*)} and left translations of
Lyo(o), by Kp™ span S(BS). Thus W contains S(B)S ) @ {1y,(ny)s_,, } and its left translations by Ag .
Thus the lemma is reduced to the same statement for S — {p}. So the lemma is proved by induction. O

Note that the truth of H(fs® f°) = 0 and the right invariance of fs do not change if we left translate
fs by AIX<,S- Thus Proposition 4.4.2 follows from Corollary 4.4.11 and Theorem 4.4.12. So Theorem 4.4.1
and Theorem 2.3.3 are proved.
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4.5. Proof of Theorem 2.3.6 and Theorem 2.3.8. We shall prove Theorem 2.3.6 and Theorem 2.3.8
for CM (7), which our previous set-up is more handy to deal with.

Let T be a finite set of finite places of Q which contains all places of Q ramified in K or ramified for
Q. (We changed the previous notation S to T for later convenience.) For f € S(GLa(Ar)) @ HT, let
zq-1,7 be the image of Zg-1 ; in CM(Q™Y). For € AUT, let zo-1 ;# be the L r-component of zg-1 ,
via Theorem 2.3.3. By (2.4) and Definition 1, Theorem 2.3.6 and Theorem 2.3.8 are equivalent to the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.5.1. (1) Assume that L(1/2,7x @ Q) = 0. If fr € GLa(Ar) acts as 0 on wr, then
Zo-1 fyefrs =0 for all ffent.

(2) Assume that €(1/2, 7, ® Qp)Qy(—1) = —1 for more than one p < 0o. Then z2qg-1 pvgsrz =0 for
all f7 € GLa(A7) and fT € HT.

The proof of Theorem 4.5.1 is a continuation of the proof of Theorem 4.4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.5.1. By definition, zg-1 flefT 7 IS given as follows. Choose a finite subset A; of A
containing 7 such that of zg-1 v ¢r lies in the sum of the Lzr-components of CM(Q~Y,HT) over all
m1 € Ai. Choose flT € HT which acts as identity on m if 71 = 7, and as 0 otherwise. (This is possible
by the strong multiplicity one theorem [21].) Then 201 Y@ fT R = 201 (fYe Ty TV

We choose A; and f as follows. Let pg € T be a finite place of Q inert in K such that f,, = laL,(z,)-

Let S = T U {po} and let A; be AVs» U™ in Proposition 4.5.2 below. Choose f7 € H® which acts as
identity on m € A; if m = 7, and as 0 otherwise. Let f1 ,, € Hy, (the unramified Hecke algebra at pg)
vanish on K and act as identity on 7. (The existence of such fi ;, is easy to prove.) Let ff'=fipeff
By (2.6), the theorem follows from Proposition 4.5.2 below. O

Proposition 4.5.2. Let fs € S(GL2(Ag)) be right Us-invariant such that Assumption 5 holds. Let
Vs, C Us, be as in the proof of Lemma 4.4.4 and Lemma 4.4.10. Assume that f° € H° acts as 0 on all

representations in AV$»U°" other than m. Then H(fs ® %) =0 under (1) or (2):
(1) L(1/2,7x @ Q) =0 and fs acts as 0 on w;
(2) e(1/2,7Kk, @ Q)2 (—1) = =1 for more than one v < co.

We use the proofs of Lemma 4.4.4 and Lemma 4.4.10. The new ingredient is to apply the Waldspurger
formula under the condition L(1/2,7x @ Q) = 0.

Proof. Let ® =r (fg ® fs) ®( be as in (4.40). By (4.39), we only need to show that for every cusp form
¢ of GLg g, the Petersson pairings (I(g, @), ¢), (04,(g, @), ) and (0, ,(g, ), ¢) for p € S, are 0. As in the
proof of Lemma 4.4.4 and Lemma 4.4.10, let o be a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLy g with
central character Q7 !4« and o4, holomorphic discrete of weight 2k. And we may assume that ¢ € o.
First, we claim that (6q,,(g, ®),¢) and (6;,(g,®),¢) are 0 for all p € S,. Let 7’ be the Jacquet-
Langalnds correspondence of o to B(p)*. By the reasoning in the paragraph of (4.43) in the proof of
Lemma 4.4.10 and our assumption on f% € H%, (Pré(-, h,de, @ ®),¢) is 0 unless 75> = 75 as
representations of B(p)* (A%>) ~ (B%°)*. Assume this is case. Then 7 is the Jacquet-Langlands cor-
respondence of o to B*. In particular, L(1/2, 7% ® Q) = L(1/2, 7k ®§), and 7P = 7P as representations
of B(p)*(AP) ~ (BP)*. If L(1/2,7x ® Q) = 0, by the Waldspurger formula [31, 1.4.2] (or more directly,
the fourth equation on [31, p 44]), the claim follows. Now assume that ¢(1/2, 75, ® Q,)Q,(—-1) = —1
for more than one v < co. (Such v is necessary in Sy.) In particular, there is v € Sy — {p} such that
€(1/2, 7y, ® Qy)Qy(—1) = —1. By the theorem of Tunnell [25] and Saito [23], Homg, (7, ® Q,,C) = 0.
Recall that as a function on h € (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A), (Pré(-,h,ds, ® ®f), ¢) lies in the global Shimizu
lifting #' ¥ 7" of o [31, 2.2]. By the definition (4.37) of 04,(g9, P), (0up(g,®),¢) = 0. Similarly,
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(01,p(g,®),¢) = 0. Thus the claim follows. (Since local Shimizu lift is involved in the fourth equation on
[31, p 44], we can use it to replace the global Shimizu lifting. However, this is overkilling.)

Now, we prove that (I(g, ), ¢) = 0. By the reasoning in the proof of Lemma 4.4.4 and the assumption
on f%, the Petersson pairing (I(g, ®), ¢) is 0 unless the Jacquet-langlands correspondence of o to B is 7.
Assume (1) so that we are in the case of (4.41). Then I(g, ®) = 0 by the assumption on fs. Assume (2).
There is v € S, — {p} such that €(1/2, 7, @ Q,)Q2,(—1) = —1. Then both (4.41) and (4.42) are 0 by the
theorem of Tunnell [25] and Saito [23]. O

Remark 4.5.3. In condition (1), the part for fs is only used in proving that (I(g,®),¢) = 0.

4.6. Aid from the weight 2 case I. We prove Lemma 4.4.3 in this subsection. Though it is purely
local and purely analytic, we prove it via a global method and use the work of Yuan, S. Zhang and W.
Zhang [31] essentially. We expect that there should be a local proof of Lemma 4.4.3.

First, we recall [31, (1.5.6)] (see also [31, 7.4.3], the second equation on page 227). Let B be as in 4.3.1.

Let @ = 0? © 32 @ 2> ¢ S(B*) such that
= where is the one in Lemma 4.4.3;
1) %) = @, where ®,, is th in L 443
oo 1s the standar aussian used in , 4.1, same with our definition (4.8) if we let £k =1 in
2) 2 is th dard Gaussi din [31, 4.1.1 ith our definition (4.8) if we let k = 1 i

(4.8));
(3) ®(2)P:2 gatisfies the degeneracy conditions in [31, 5.2] such that ag(z),p (OP(@2)P oW (2)r)) £ 0,

The existence of such WZSQ) and ®()P:> s established in [31, Proposition 5.8]. Note that at p, we do
not require the degeneracy condition [31, Assumption 5.3]. However, the analog of (4.29) in this setting
still holds by the same proof. Then [31, (1.5.6)] still holds, which is an equation between automorphic
forms of GL2(Q) of weight 2:

(4.45) cZ(g,2,03) =I(g,®?) + > (0an(g, 23 — 01,9, 22)).
vES,

Here c¢ is a nonzero constant, Z(g, (2, <I)(2)) is the height pairing between a CM divisor and its translation
by the generating series of Hecke operators (which is an automorphic form!), and the terms on the right
hand side are defined as in 4.3.10, with holomorphic projection of weight 2.

Remark 4.6.1. (1) For 04.,(g,®®), and 0;,(g, ®?),, the holomorphic projection in 4.3.10 is redun-
dant.

(2) To be precise, in the definition of 0;.,(g, 3y, the ls, is the one in [31, YZZ]. It is formed in the
same way as the one in (4.30), with a different vertical divisor of the desingularized deformation space
Sy, - So it has the same properties with the one in (4.30). (Note that we do not need to know the vertical
divisor explicitly.)

Let the notations be as in Lemma 4.4.3. Then

B(p) is the quaternion algebra over Q only division at v = p and v = o0;
7, is an irreducible admissible representation of B(p),’ such that Hom, (7, ® Q,,C) # 0;
mp is the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence of 7, to B, with Homp, (m, ® Q,,C) = 0;

W), is in the ¢, '-Whittaker model of the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence of 7/, to GLa(Qy).

By Lemma 3.2.2, there exists an automorphic representation 72 of B(p)* such that

° 7T1(72) = w]’o, and wég) is the trivial representation;

e Hompy, (71'752) ® §,,C) # 0 for every place v of Q.
Let 0(® be the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence of 7(?) to GLy(Q). Then W is in the ¥, '-Whittaker

model of 01(72). Let ¢ € ¢, and ®® € S(B*) such that the y~'-Whittaker function W2 of ¢(2)
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satisfies W) = W1§2) ® WP with W1§2) = W,. Consider the Petersson inner product of each term of
(4.45) with ¢,

o Let v € Sy. Recall that as a function on h € (B(v)* x B(v)*) (A), (Pro(-, h,dye @ &), ()
lies in the global Shimizu lifting 7(v) M7 (v) of (?) [31, 2.2]. Here 7(v) is the Jacquet-Langalnds
correspondence of o2 to B(v)*. If v # p, then (v), = m, as representations of B(v)X ~ BX.
Since Homp, (7, ® Q,,C) = 0, by the definition (4.37) of 04,,(g, @), (0u,0(g,2?), ) = 0.
Similarly, (6;.,(g, ®®), $?) = 0.

e By [31, Theorem 3.22] and Homg, (m, ® €2, C) = 0, (Z(g,Q,®®), ) = 0.

Thus (4.45) implies

(I, @), 62) + (Bap (-, @), 6@) — (01, (, 2@), ) =0.
Then by (4.42) and the condition (3) on ®, Lemma 4.4.3 is implied by the following lemma

Lemma 4.6.2. There is an open compact subgroup U; of B(p); such that the Petersson pairings

O(-, h,d_ @ ®2P) 6@ and (0(-, h, 1 2 @ D@P) 62 are 0 for all h € (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A) unless
P @
P P
7TZ()2) has a nonzero Ul’j—invariant vector.

Proof. The proof is similar to (part of) the proof of Lemma 4.4.10. As functions on h € (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A),
0(, h,do, @ ®PP),¢$2) and (0(-, h,lp, ® PP), P} lie in the global Shimizu lifting [31, 2.2] of o,
which is 7 R7? [31, 2.2]. Let U} be as in Lemma 4.3.6 and Lemma 4.4.7. By the (B(p)* x B(p)*) (A)-
equivariance of the formation of the theta series, (0(-, h,ds, @ ®2P), ) and (0(-, h, lo, @ @P), ()
are invariant by UZ’,7 where UZ’, acts on the 7(2) -component of 7(*) X 7). Then the lemma follows. O

4.7. Aid from the weight 2 case II. We prove Lemma 4.3.8 in this subsection. Though it is purely
local and purely analytic, we prove it via a global method and use the work of Yuan and S. Zhang [29]
essentially. We expect that there should be a local proof of Lemma 4.3.8.

We use the the comparison on [29, p 625-627], between the holomorphic projection PrI’(0, g, ¢) and
the height pairing Z(g, (1, 1), ¢) between a CM point and its translation by the generating series of Hecke
operators (unlike in (4.45), where we use a CM divisor), for certain test function ¢. The conclusion from
this comparison is (4.46), from which we prove Lemma 4.3.8.

First, we choose the test function. Let the notations be as in Lemma 4.3.8. In particular, p is split
in K and ®, vanishes on K, x Q. And B is as in 4.3.1. We choose ¢* € S(B? x AP>) as follows. Let
p1, P2, p3 be finite places of Q split in K. Choose ¢ = ¢ @ dp, © Pp, @ Pp, @ PPP1P2:P3:°° guch that

e (o is the standard Gaussian in S(Bo, x R*) used in [29, 6.1] (same as [31, 4.1.1], it is also our
definition (4.8) if we let k =1 in (4.8));

* ¢, € S(B, x Q)) is arbitrary;

o for i = 2,3, ¢, € S(By, x Q) such that r(g)¢p, (0,u) = 0 for all g € GL2(Qy,) and u € Q)
(this is [31, Assumption 5.4], equivalently [31, Assumption 7.1]);

o for v # p,p1,p2, 3,00, let ¢, = (1, [ty, 1])1M2(ZU)XZUX for some ¢, € K*.

Let ¢ = ¢ @ @,,. Let U be an open compact subgroup B> such that ¢ is right U-invariant. Moreover,
for v # p, p1, P2, p3, 00, assume that U, is standard maximal compact subgroup of B = GL3(Q,).
Now we perform the comparison on [29, p 625-627].

e First, [29, Theorem 7.2] still holds. Moreover, in the expression of PrI’(0, g, $)y on [29, p 625],
the third and fifth term vanish since ®, vanishes on K, x Q. And the fourth term contains only
the contribution from the place p by the same reason.

e Second, [29, Theorem 8.6] still holds. Moreover, in the expression of Z(g,(1,1),¢)y on [29, p
625], the third (i.e. the j-part) and fourth term vanish. Indeed, the third term only comes from
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the split places p, p1,p2, ps and each contribution vanishes by the condition on ¢p,, ¢y, see [31,
8.5.1]. The fourth term vanishes since ®, vanishes on K, x Q. And the second term contains
only the contribution from the place p by the same reason.

e Third, the results (1)-(3) on [29, p 626] hold in our setting and we do not need (4) by the vanishing
of the j-part. Now explain the validity of (1)-(3). (1) is the same in [29, p 626] and our setting.
(2) is the same modulo the facts k,.(1¢,.1))¢, = 7(1, [tv, 1]) kg, and my g, 1)y, = (1, [to, 1])me,
[31, Lemma 6.6, Lemma 8.5]. (3) only involves the place p and is given by Lemma 4.2.7 and
Lemma 4.3.7.

Finally, since the difference PrI'(0,g,¢)v — Z(g,(1,1),¢))y automorphic (we are in the weight 2
situtaion), by the same pseudo-theta series argument (i.e. [29, Lemma 6.1 (2)]), we have the analog of
the identity above [29, Proposition 9.2]:

(4.46) 0= Z ri(9) (07 - (2ne, —cs,)) (y,u)
yeK, ueQx
where rg is the Weil representation of GLa(A) on the quadratic space Ag.
Remark 4.7.1. Our identity is simpler than the one above [29, Proposition 9.2], due to the vanishing

terms in the first and second point in the last paragraph. In [29, Proposition 9.2], the vanishing terms
are explicitly computed for very good test functions.

Taking the ¢-Whittaker function, the value at g = 1 gives

(4.47) 0= Z (0" (2ne, — ca,)) (y,q(y) ™).

yeK X

Lemma 4.7.2. For every yo € K*, there exists ¢P as above such that the only nonzero summand in
(4.47) is the one corresponding to yo.

Proof. Note that (4.47) is a finite sum. For v # p, p1, pa, p3, 00, let t, = yo. For i = 2,3, by [31, Prop
5.15], there exists ¢, nonzero at (1,1). Since the assumption on ¢y, is invariant under the action of B ,
we can choose ¢,, to be nonzero at (yo,q(yo)~'). Note that ¢oo(y,u) # 0 for all y,u. Choose ¢, whose
support is in a small enough neighborhood of y so that the only possible nonzero term in (4.47) is the
one given by yo. Then the lemma follows. O

Thus (2ne, — ca,)(y,q(y)~") = 0 for y € K*. By continuity, Lemma 4.3.8 follows.
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