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ABSTRACT. We study how Rankin-Selberg periods interact with integral structures in spherical Whittaker
type representations. Using this representation-theoretic framework, we show that the local Euler factors
appearing in the construction of the motivic Rankin-Selberg Euler system for a product of modular forms are
integrally optimal; i.e. any construction of this type with any choice of integral input data would give local
factors appearing in tame norm relations at p which are integrally divisible by the Euler factor ’P; (Frob;l)
modulo p — 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview of the results. In [LSZ21b], Loeffler-Skinner-Zerbes introduce a new, local representation
theoretic, approach to Euler system tame norm relations. In this paper, we adapt their techniques and further
develop the underlying local integral theory of this approach for the Rankin-Selberg case of G = GL3y x GLs.
We show that any family of integral input data with determinant level in the sense of [LSZ21b], gives rise
to cohomology classes which are norm-compatible in the strongest possible integral sense, i.e. as classes in
motivic cohomology whose local factors appearing in tame norm relations at p are integral operator multiples
of the Euler factor P;(Frobg 1 modulo (p—1). It is important to note that our results hold for non-trivial
coefficient sheaves as well. However, we avoid doing this here to ease exposition. We refer the reader to
[LSZ21b)], [LSZ21a] and [Gro20] for the formalisms required to extend this to non-trivial motives.

The integral structures with determinant level G} [p] introduced in [LSZ21b] arise from global inte-
gral considerations under étale regulator. They can be briefly described locally, through certain lattices
To(Gp/Gslpl, Z[1/p]) inside the GL2(Qp)-coinvariants of Sp(Q2) ® C2°(G),), which are given by

1
vol(Stab(¢) N gGS[plg~) 2n/ p]}'

Zo(Gp/Gylp), Z[1/p]) = spang ;) {¢ ® ch(gGy[p)) | g € Gp, ¢ valued in

Of course, the local setup of SO(Q]%) ® C°(G)p) is the natural one for our case and should resemble the
classical GLy x GLs Rankin-Selberg philosophy of “an Eisenstein series and two cusp forms”.

Theorem A (Theorem 5.2.7, Corollary 5.2.9). Let G = GLg x GLa. Let S be a finite set of primes containing
2, and Zs the set of square-free positive integers coprime to S. For any family 0 = (6y)pes of integral data
with determinant level, that is either the “trivial” family o or a family in [],.sZo(Gy/Gplpl, Z[1/p]), the
motivic classes, obtained via pushforward of Siegel units,

Emot,n(8) € Hpnor (Ya(Ks) xq Q1) Q(2)), n € Zs
where Emotn () depends on §, for p|n, satisfy the following norm relations:
(1) For all n,m € Zs with = = p prime
normG(1™) (ot (8)) = P, - Sumot.n(8)
with
Pty € (= 1.Py(Frob, ")) € He, (Z[1/p)[Gal( Q) /Q))-

The local factor ’P%Eép) is canonical and Frob, € Gal(Q(un)/Q) is arithmetic Frobenius at p. Ad-
ditionally, 771,,(:1:) € He, (Z[1/p))[z] is the polynomial over the integral-away-from-p spherical Hecke
algebra which interpolates local L-factors of unramified principal-series Gp-representations m, 1 Xy 2.
(2) Specialising 0, we have for all n,m € Zs with ™ = p prime
(p - 1) : Emot,n (é) 5 Zfé = éo

P (Frob, ) - Epotn (8),  if 8 =6,
1

norm 3™ (Eor m (8)) = {
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We refer the reader to Definition 2.2.2 and Section 3.3 for more details and properties of the lattices Zy, and
to Theorem 5.2.7 for the definition of the families §, and ;. Part (2) of the theorem is a special instance of
part (1) and it is the corresponding version of Theorem A in [LSZ21b], in our setup. The generality of part
(1) shows that the motivic norm relations for §; are optimal out of all possible choices of integral data, in the
sense that the expected Euler factor is integrally as “small” as possible without being trivial modulo p — 1.
Vice versa, part (2) shows that the ideal present in part (1) is also optimal; it cannot be shrunk any further,
and it contains all possible local factors that could show up in tame norm relations between integral classes.
This is also in line with the different approach of [LLZ14] and [LLZ18]: The classes Epot,n(d7) are not exactly
the same as the corresponding ones in op.cit, which satisfy motivic tame norm relations at p, not with the
expected Euler factor, but with what essentially translates to ((p —1)(1 — S;,F‘rob; % — p’P; (Frob,, ))Frob,,.
For bounding Selmer groups this Euler factor is good enough by a result of [Rub00] and certain tricks in
Galois cohomology. However, on its own, it’s not very enlightening and begs for a more systematic study.
Using local representation theory, Theorem A completely determines the behaviour of all such local factors
attached to integral data and also gives a recipe on how to obtain the expected one.

Additionally, fixing a prime ¢ and combining Theorem A with integral work of [LSZ21b], we see that for
any family § as in Theorem A, one can obtain integral classes in étale cohomology .Z¢y., () (for appropriate
integers ¢ and n) for which the norm relations of Theorem A hold integrally. In particular for fixed ¢, and for
n|m in an appropriate family of square-free integers having prime divisors congruent to 1 mod ¢, we have:

normg™) (Zee.m(8)) = | [ Pp(Frob, ) | - cBan(@) in  HE (Yo(Ks) xq Qlun), Ze(2)) /¢

plo
up to the action of lem He, (Z¢)[Gal(Q(11,)/Q] on the right. We refer the reader to Section 5.2.5 for more

details.

Our techniques are representation theoretic. The local theory developed to show that the tame norm
relations are integrally optimal, contains several novel stand-alone results from the viewpoint of represen-
tation theory of p-adic groups and period integrals. Our representation theoretic results hold for arbitrary
finite extensions F/Q,, however we stick with Q,, in order to avoid unnecessary notation shifts when we are
dealing with applications to Euler systems or modular forms.

Our Hecke module approach to norm relations and the integral structures arising from global considera-
tions in cohomology, have deep connections to the integral behaviour of the Rankin-Selberg periods of [JS81]
and [JPSS83], attached to a product of modular forms.

Theorem B (Theorem 6.2.1,Theorem 6.4.5). Let G = GLg x GLe and H = GLy C G diagonally. Let ¢
be a fived prime and fir C ~, Q,. Let f1, fa € Sk(T1(N)),k > 2, be normalized cuspidal Hecke eigenforms
with £+ N. Write €; for their respective Nebentype, and my, for their associated automorphic representations.
Let Ly, 1, be the smallest {-adic number field containing the composite of the number fields of f1 and fo
under ¢, and let S be the set of primes {oo, p|[{N}. Let p; ~ ®,W,, € my, be decomposable cusp forms with
Wip = Wﬁ‘;ﬁp forpg S, g=(g1,92) € G(A>®) and ® = ®,P, € S(A?) a decomposable Schwartz function.
Finally, write

1(87(1)791@1792902) EQ@

0,11, q)aglagQ = lim
T ( ) 5—0 LS(T‘-fl Ky, s) - HpeS Z((I);Da 91.oWp1, 92, Wp,2, s)

The following are true:

(1) If ®, is valued in volg, (Stabp, () N g,Gog, ') 'O, , forp &S, then

01,7 (®,91,92) € Ony 4, -
(2) Suppose that the assumption of part (1) holds and let Sy be a finite set of places away from S for
which: p =1 mod ¢, (e1€2)(p) # 1 and @, is valued in voly, (Stabp, (®,) N g,Gylplg, ") ' OL,,
(note the addition of the determinant level G} [p] instead of Gy ). Then,

H L(61€250)71 '52,f1,f2((1)591592) € H (p_leg(Trﬁ Iz7Tf250)71) goLth'
pESoy s.t: pESo
(PP(070)7£0
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In particular, if the level of fi1, fo satisfies (#(Z/NZ)*,¢) = 1, then the containment holds without
the bracketed product on the left.

Here I denotes the global Rankin-Selberg integral of [JS81], Z denotes the local Rankin-Selberg integral of
[JPSS83] and [Jac90], L denotes the partial L-function, L5 denotes its local p-component and voly, denotes
the normalized Haar measure on H,, = GL2(Q,) which gives GL2(Z,) volume 1.

It is important to note that Theorem B (and more generally Section 6.2, Section 6.3, Section 6.4) treats
arbitrary integral test vectors as per Definition 2.2.2. There are related results in the literature, mostly
resembling Section 6.2, but only for specific nice integral input data (see for example [Gro20] Section 4).
Overall, it does not seem feasible to directly study these periods for arbitrary integral test vectors and
expect these general integrality results. This is mostly due to the lack of compatibility between the additive
structure of the local space of Schwartz functions, and the normalisation volume factors of integral data
arising from global considerations The way we work around this issue is by translating our problem to
an integral problem in Ind p1 where P is the mirabolic subgroup of GLy. This is also crucial in proving
Theorem A since in order to realize the local factors for general integral input data and study them, one
essentially needs to closely examine how local Rankin-Selberg periods interact with integral structures in
unramified principal-series representations of GLg x GLs.

The Rankin-Selberg case which we study here, has lots of similarities with the Asai case ([LLZ18], [Gro20]).
As such, we expect that with some work, one could formulate and prove in the same manner the corresponding
integral results in the Asai case by also attacking the local problem at non-split primes. Of course our setup
is also related to the more technical GU(2,1) case of [LSZ21b] and we expect similar optimal integrality
results using the tools introduced here if one is keen to work through the calculations and technicalities.
Finally, we believe that the interplay between local representation theory, period integrals and Euler systems
will be fruitful in many other contexts.

1.2. Outline of the paper. After setting up some preliminaries in Section 2; Section 3 and Section 4 are
mainly dedicated to reproducing the original local construction of [LSZ21b] and then “embedding it” into a
different setup. This transition captures and realizes integrality in a more natural and approachable manner.
It also bypasses the problem mentioned above regarding the local Rankin-Selberg zeta integral evaluated
on arbitrary integral elements. There are a few main ingredients to this: Firstly, we verify that a general
cyclicity result of [Sak08] can be applied to our setup, and proceed to link the two as in [LSZ21b]. Then,
we construct and study a Hecke equivariant morphism to a certain space of compactly supported functions
that are invariant under left translations by the diagonal mirabolic subgroup P C GLy. Afterwards, using
a splitting of measures inspired by [KM15], together with certain local zeta integrals, we construct non-
zero Hecke equivariant forms from this space to (HX)G; for a sufficiently dense family of Whittaker type
principal-series II,,. These are easier to work with at an integral level and with general input data. Finally,
we prove a main integrality result (Theorem 4.4.5) within this P-invariant setting. We also establish a
(integral) structure result for the aforementioned space which even though is not crucial for norm relations
it offers a more complete version of the theory and it links our work with integral structures in unramified
Whittaker type G-representations distinguished by the diagonal mirabolic, and with branching laws for
¢-modular representations (Section 6.1).

In Section 5.1, by “increasing the level” in our previous constructions and using certain trace maps, we
transfer our mtegral results back to the original Rankin-Selberg setting. This is how we obtain the local
abstract integral analogue of Theorem A (Theorem 5.1.1). The rest of Section 5 is dedicated to introducing
the setup of Theorem A and defining the Rankin—Elsenstem map RE, following [LSZ21b]. The next step is
to apply our integral local result to this sophisticated example. Doing this, we obtain the integrally optimal
norm-compatibility of our classes in motivic cohomology attached to general integral data.

In the final section (Section 6), we link our local Hecke theoretic results to the integral behavior of local
Rankin-Selberg type periods which generate certain one-dimensional Hom-spaces. We finally link this to the
global Rankin-Selberg integral of [JS81] for a product of modular forms, which culminates in Theorem B.

1.3. Acknowledgments. I am vastly grateful to my PhD supervisor David Loeffler, without whom this
paper would not have been possible. In particular, I thank him for his constant support and invaluable
mathematical input while this work was taking place. Additionally, I would like to thank Ju-Feng Wu, Robert
Kurinczuk, Dipendra Prasad, Yiannis Sakellaridis and Johannes Girsch for useful discussions. Finally, this
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Group schemes and Hecke algebras. Throughout, p will always denote a prime number. We fix
once and for all the algebraic groups

G = GL2 X GLQ, H = GL2

We identify H with a subgroup of G via the diagonal embedding h +— (h,h). For a group I in {H, G}, we
write I, for the locally pro-finite group I'(Q,,) and I'; for the maximal open compact subgroup I'(Z;,). We fix
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a Q-valued Haar measure dy on I'y, normalized to give I') volume one. We write H(I') := C2°(T',) for the
full Hecke algebra of smooth, compactly supported C-valued functions on I',, under the usual convolution,
which we denote by

(61 -1 62)(x) ::/F 01(7)02(y 1) dy, x €Ty, 01,02 € H(T)).
The subscript I" will be used when it’s necessary to distinguish between different subgroups, but when it is
clear from context, it will be omitted. We write Hp. = C°(I';)\I',/I'}) for the spherical (or unramified)
Hecke algebra of (smooth), compactly supported, Fg—bl invariant, C-valued functions on I', under the same
convolution as before, and we also write Hp, (Z[1/p]) for the subalgebra of functions valued in Z[1/p]. It
is well known that ’chip is a commutative C-algebra of Weyl group invariant polynomials in the Satake
parameters. Explicitly, we have:

Hip, = OIS, o] — HE, = CIS; 1, T, 5,2, T2

p2’
My, (Z[1/p]) = Z[1/p)[S; " Tp) — HE, (Z[1/p]) = Z[1/p)[Sy 1, Tty Spas T2
S,

D ? p718 )2

Tp— Tp1Tp2
where
Sy = ch ([7,] HY) T, = ch (HZ [P ] HY)
Spi=ch (7], 1)G) o o= ch (G5([7,],1) G2)
Spz = b (L7 ]) G2) Ty 1= b (G5 (117, ))G2)

We will denote by (—)/ the automorphism of Hp. induced by inversion in I'p, i.e. for any 6 € Hp. , we have

0'(y) := 0(y~1) for all v € T',. For an open subgroup U, of T',, we write ch(U,) for the characteristic function
of U,. All representations considered will be C-linear (or Q,-linear after fixing C ~ Q,) unless otherwise
stated (e.g Section 6.1), and every smooth I',-representation will also be regarded as a H(T',)-module in the
usual way, via

O-v:i=1_[ 0(y)y-vdy, 0 €H({I,),veV.
FP

In particular, if v € V' is Up-invariant, then for any g € ', ch(gU,) - v = volr, (Up,dv)g - v

2.2. Whittaker models, equivariant maps and volume factors. We write “Ind” (resp. “c-Ind”) for
unnormalized (resp. compact unnormalized) induction, and “ind” for the usual normalized induction (e.g
[Cas80] Section 2). We will usually denote by B, the upper triangular Borel of H),, N, its unipotent radical
of upper unitriangular matrices, and by 7}, the diagonal torus. Then B, = T, x N, and we also have the
well-known Iwasawa decomposition H, = B,Hpy. Let ¢ : Q, — C* be an additive character which we
regard as a character of IV, in the usual way by identifying N, with Q, through its top right entry. As in
[Loe21], we say that a smooth H,,-representation m, is of Whittaker type if it is either irreducible and generic
or a twist of the reducible principle series, which contains the Steinberg representation as a co-dimension
one submodule. By a classic yet deep theorem of Gel’fand-Kazhdan (in a more general setting, [GK72])
such a representation is isomorphic to a space of C-valued functions on H, transforming by 1 under left
translations by N, i.e. m, — Indgiw. This space is unique and we call it the Whittaker model of mp,
denoted by W(mp, ). We will thus identify such a representation with its Whittaker model. Additionally,
we say that such a representation is unramified if it has a non-zero H,-fixed vector. It is well-known that
for such representation the space (wp)Hz is one-dimensional and is generated by a canonical spherical vector
W;Eh such that W:;Sh(l) = 1. Thus, the spherical Hecke algebra of H,, acts on this space via a character
which we call the spherical Hecke eigensystem of m, and denote it by O

We write S (QZQ)) for the space of C-valued Schwartz functions (i.e locally constant and compactly sup-
ported) on Q , regarded as a smooth H,-representation under right translations. We also write SO(QI%) for

the subrepresentation of S(Q2) consisting of functions that vanish at (0,0).
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Definition 2.2.1 ([LSZ21b] 3.1.1). Let V be a smooth G,-representation. A linear map
3:8(Q2) @ H(Gy) — V

is (Gp x Hp)-equivariant, if it is equivariant with respect to the following actions:
(1) Gp acts on the left hand side by g- (¢ ® &) := d¢® (£((—)g) and on the right-hand side by its assigned
action on V.
(2) H, acts on the left-hand side by h- (¢ @ &) := ¢((—)h) @ £E(h~1(—)) and trivially on the right-hand
side
The family of such equivariant maps can be canonically identified with Homp, (S (Qf)) ® VY, 1), where VY
denotes the smooth dual of V' ([LSZ21a] Section 4.9). The latter is often non-zero and very interesting to
study. For an open subgroup U, C Gy, we write Z(G),/U,), for the H)-coinvariants of S(Q2) ® C*(G,/U,),
and [-] for the class of an element in this space of coinvariants. We will eventually drop the [-] notation once
it’s no longer necessary. It follows from the definitions that for every such pair (V, 3), we get an induced map
I(Gp/Up) — VUr. We equip S(Q3) @ C°(Gp/Gy) with the structure of an H¢; -module via the Gj-action
defined above. It can be easily checked that this induces a well-defined action of #g = on I(Gp/Gy). A
formal unravelling of definitions, gives the following two identities as in [LSZ21b]:

o Let ¢ € S(Q2) and &1,& € H(Gp). Then [¢® (&1 ¢ &) =& - [p® &,

o Let ¢ € S(Q2), & € H(H,) and & € H(Gy). Then [(€1-6) © &) = [6© (€ -n &)
These two identities will be used throughout without further mention.
Definition 2.2.2. We introduce the following integral lattices in Z(G,/Gy) as in [LSZ21b] 3.2.1. Let U, be
an open subgroup of Gy. The integral lattice (at level Uy) Loy (Gp/Up, Z[1/p]) consists of all Z[1/p]-linear
combinations of elements of the form [¢ ® ch(gU,)|, where ¢ € S(o)(QZ); g € Gp, and ¢ is valued in

1
volg, (Stabp, (¢) N gUpg~1)

Here S(o) is shorthand notation to mean either S or So and Loy is then defined accordingly. Additionally,
voly, denotes the normalized Q-valued Haar measure which gives Hy volume 1.

Z[1/p].

Remark 2.2.3. At first glance this definition seems a bit odd. However from a global viewpoint as pointed
out in [LSZ21b], this is precisely the data which gives integral classes in the étale cohomology of our Shimura
variety. As we will see later on, these elements do not only possess global integral properties, but also deep
local integral properties.

Of particular interest to us, will be the lattices Z(o)(Gp /Gy, Z[1/p]) and Z(o) (G /Gy [pl, Z[1/p]), where G} [p]
is the open level subgroup of ) given by

Gplpl = {(91,92) € G} | det(g2) =1 mod p}.

Remark 2.2.4. One might think that there is a certain asymmetry in this definition in the sense that we’ve
imposed the determinant condition on the second factor. However, this choice is irrelevant. The results are
identical if one imposes the condition on the first factor instead. In fact, the existence of this choice can
be eliminated all together if one works with the larger group G x GL; and then imposes this determinant
condition on the GL; factor. We do not do that here to avoid unnecessarily complicating the notation
everywhere else.

The inclusion G} [p] € G} induces trace maps which descend to an integral level ([LSZ21b] Proposition 3.2.3):

/[ Trcg [p] ]\

Z(0)(Gp/ Gy lpl, Z[1/p]) —— L(0)(Gy/ G, Z[1/p))

where Tr(p ® £) := Trgg[p] (PR =0® Zyecg/cg[m (=)



3. STRUCTURE THEOREMS

3.1. Connection to spherical varieties and a result of Sakellaridis. We introduce the space of C-
valued functions C¢°(Hp\Gp/Gp), which we regard as a module over Hg, © My via

(01 @ 62)-€) (x) := /G /H 01(9)02(R)E(h™ xg) dg dh, 61 © 02 € HE, @ Hy,, € € CF(H\G,/Gp).

The goal of this section is to prove that the module C2°(Hy\G,/Gy) is cyclic over He, @HY , and generated
by the characteristic function of ). To do this, we heavily rely on an application of a general theorem of
Sakellaridis ([Sak13]) regarding function spaces on spherical varieties. Sakellaridis’ result ([Sak13] Corollary
8.0.4) shows that for any split reductive group ¢ over Z,, and any homogeneous affine spherical ¢¥-variety
X that satisfies a long list of conditions, the module C$°(X (Qp))g; , of 4-invariant Schwartz functions on
X(Qp), is cyclic over ’H,;}p, generated by the characteristic function of X'(Z,). In fact, Sakellaridis’ results
also give us the annihilator of this action ([Sak13] Theorem 8.0.2), but we won’t be concerned with that
here.

Theorem 3.1.1. The module CF(H\Gy/G}) is cyclic over He, @ Hy . generated by the characteristic
function ch(G?y).

Proof. In order to be able to apply Sakellaridis’ result, we need some preparation. We write ¢ for the
group scheme G x H = GL%, and ¢ for the diagonal copy of H in 4. We define three different Borel
subgroups of GLy;. We write By for the upper triangular Borel, By for the lower triangular Borel, and B3
for nBoyn™!, where n = [11]. Then % := B; x By x Bs is a Borel of 4. With this choice, the Z-orbit
of the identity is the unique open %-orbit on the homogeneous affine variety X := H#\¥4. We write Y for
this open orbit. We write T for the diagonal split torus of GLy, and 7 := T x T x nTn~' C %B. Write
w1, we, w3 for the simple reflections associated to each copy of GLy in 4. The Weyl group W, of ¢ is given
by (w1) x (wy) x (w3) ~ (Z/2Z)3. For each simple reflection we write Z; for the associated parabolic with
respect to our fixed choice of 7 C A (e.g #1 = GLa X Bz X Bs). In [Kno95], Knop defines an action of the
Weyl group of ¢ on the set of Borel orbits (over Q,) which is summarized in Section 2.2 of [Sak08]. We
want to compute the action of each simple reflection on the open orbit ). We do this for ¢ = 1 and the other
two cases are handled in the same fashion. For this, we once again follow [Sak08] Section 2.2. Consider the
quotient
f@l — PGL2 = Aut(Pl) = Aut(%\gzl)

The image of Stabg, (1) (where we regard 1 as an element of J#\¥) in PGL; is a spherical subgroup. It is
readily seen that this image is given by the non-trivial torus Ba N Bs in PGLg. Thus it is of “type T” as per
the classification in [Sak08] Section 2.1.1. From the description of Knop’s action, we deduce that w; fixes
the open orbit ). Repeating this for ws and ws, we see that W fixes the open orbit ). Now, in our case,
the standard parabolic P(X) :={g € ¥ | V- g = Y} is simply equal to %, and hence the Weyl group and
modular quasi-character of its Levi are trivial. Since we’ve shown that ) is a fixed point for the Knop action,
it follows from [Sak08] Theorem 2.2.2 (originally due to [Kno95]) that the “little Weyl group”, Wy, of X
(originally introduced by [Bri90]) coincides with the whole Weyl group W, of 4. We now turn our attention
to verifying the assumptions in Section 8 of [Sak13]. Using, the discussion on simple root types above, and
[Sak13] Section 7, we see that the assumptions of [Sak13] Theorem 7.2.1 are satisfied. Furthermore, it is
clear that Y(Q,) has a unique %(Q,)-orbit, since Stabg(1) = Zéiff is smooth and by [BG14] Proposition
1, the set of such orbits is in bijection with the kernel of the map

H' (Gal(Q,/Qp), Stabz(1)(Q,)) — H' (Gal(Q,/Qp), B(Q,)) -
But the left-most term is trivial by an application of Hilbert 90 (in fact both terms are). We write Jx for
TNTNH) = 9/28135 The little Weyl group Wy = W acts on X, (Jx) and it remains to verify that the
natural map
(1) CIX. (T — CIX(Tw)]"™

is surjective. But Wy = W, and C[X,.(7)] is a semisimple C[W]-module. Thus, surjectivity of (1) follows
from surjectivity of the map C[X,(7)] — C[X.(Zx)] which is simply the quotient from Clx1, y1, T2, Y2, Z3, y3)
down to Clz1,y1, T2, Y2, T3, y3]/ (1 — x1y122y223y3). Finally, we are in a position to apply [Sak13] Corollary
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8.0.4 which tells us that C>°(X(Q,))% is a cyclic Hg -module generated by ch(X(Zy)), where the Hecke

action is the one induced from regarding C2°(X(Q,)) as a smooth ¥,-representation via right translations.
Finally, an unravelling of definitions, shows that we have a canonical isomorphism

C(X(Qp)Tr =~ CX(HNG,/Gy) , F o (fr: g Flg,1))

which is equivariant with respect to the Hecke action of Hg, ~Hg, ®@Hy , and maps ch(X(Zp)) to ch(G3).
This concludes the proof of the theorem. O

3.2. Cyeclicity of Z(G,/G}). We will now use Theorem 3.1.1 to determine the structure of Z(G)/Gy) over
the spherical Hecke algebra of G,. Our approach draws heavily from [LSZ21b] Section 4.3.

Theorem 3.2.1. Let ¢y = ch(Z2) and & = ch(Gy). The module Z(G,/G5) is cyclic over He,, generated by
[P0 @ &o]-

Proof. The proof is essentially translating Lemma 4.3.3 and Proposition 4.3.4 in [LSZ21b], and then applying
the formalism of [LSZ21b] Theorem 4.3.6 together with Theorem 3.1.1. But since it’s quite involved and

combines quite a few results, we give the details here. We write A for the rank one torus given by Zy. We
have embeddings of algebras

M, S H L ch([P ] AD) — ch([P ] HY)
H, 2D HE L ch([P ] AS) > ch([7 5], [7 ])G).

We write ¢ = ch(Z2). By [LSZ21b] Lemma 4.3.3, there exists an algebra homomorphism Hy, 1L HY,
such that 0 - ¢ = (Ap o (g )(0) - ¢g for every 6 € ’H%p. The definition of this map can be found in op.cit,
and it is not hard to check that it satisfies the aforementioned property. We now consider an arbitrary
element in Z(G),/Gy) of the form [d] = [¢ ® {]. Up to a non-zero scalar multiple, such an element is equal

to [(ch(4}) -a ¢) ® €] in Z(Gp/G}), and thus we may assume that [] = [¢ @ {] with ¢ € (S(Q%))A;. By the
proof of [LSZ21b] Proposition 4.3.4, the C[H)]-module S(QZQ,)A; is cyclic, generated by ¢g. Since the vector
¢o is unramified, we may assume that [0] = [(€ - ¢o) ® &] with 6 € C2°(H),/H;). But this is nothing more

than [po @ (6" -5 €)]. Since € is right Gp-invariant and 0 e Hjy,, the convolution 0 -y & is an element of
C*(H,\Gp/Gy). By Theorem 3.1.1, we can express 0" -1 € as a linear combination of elements of the form
(01 ® 62) - ch(Gyp) with 6, ® 02 € He, ® Hyy . A quick integral computation shows that (61 ® 62) - ch(Gyp) is
equal to 0y -7 0;. Thus, we may assume that [6] = [¢o @ (o -7 8)] Where a € Hiyy, and B € He, . As in the
proof of [LSZ21b] Theorem 4.3.6, we have the chain of equalities

[6] = [po ® (a1 B)]

(o - g0) @ ]

(Am (1) - do) ® B
$0 @ (Apr(ar) - B)]
%0 @ (Ac(on) -c B)]

where oy := (y(a') € H3,» and the last equality follows from the fact that
Ap(ch([? 5] A2)) - B=B([" p]7" (=) = Ac(ch([” ] A7) - B

If we set 03 := Ag(e) -¢ 3, which is an element of He,,, we see that [0] is equal to [¢o ® (£ '¢ A)], which
is in turn equal to A xg [0 ® &o]. This concludes the proof. ]

[
[
[
[
[

Remark 3.2.2. Later on, we will actually show that Z(G,/Gy) is free over H¢, . But that will require a
different approach, so we postpone it for now.

We now showcase how the structure of Z(G),/G}) can be used to recover, unify and adapt certain results of
Jacquet, Shalika, Piatetski-Shapiro and Prasad to unramified representations of Whittaker type.



3.2.1. Relation to results of Jacquet, Piatetskii-Shapiro, Shalika.

Theorem 3.2.3 (Jacquet, Piatetskii-Shapiro, Shalika). For unramified Hy-representations mp, 1, mp 2 of Whit-
taker type, we have
dim }IOHIHp (S(QI%) R Tp1 @ Tp 2, 1) <1

. . L. h h
and every non-zero such linear form, is non-vanishing on ¢g @ W:i 1® W:E 9

A “generic” version of this was proved in [JPSS83] using invariant distributions to bound the dimension,
and (even though not explicitely stated) one can use the local Rankin-Selberg zeta integral of [JPSS83] to
realize a normalized linear form in this space and show that it takes the value 1 on ¢y ® W;i’fll ® W;S]ﬂ?
(see Section 6.4.1). If we put the existence of good test vectors aside, this was also proved “generically”
in [KM15] using a purely algebraic approach, in particular Bernstein-Zelevinski derivatives, to show both
existence and uniqueness. Below, we give a short algebraic proof of Theorem 3.2.3, which gives uniqueness,
and existence of good test vectors, for unramified Whittaker type representations. This proof only relies on
the structure of Z(G,/G}) as a module over the spherical Hecke algebra. This Hecke approach is what will
allow us to study the integral behaviour of this period later on.

Proof. There exists a surjective linear map from S(Q2) ® C°(G,/Gy) to S(Q2) @ mp1 ® my2 that is
given by sending ¢ ® £ to ¢ ® (§ . (W;E}i ®W;E};)> This clearly induces a map from Z(G,/G}) to
(S(Q2) @mp1 ® 7Tp72)Hp. By Theorem 3.2.1, every element of Z(G,/G}) is of the form 0% [po @ &o] = [¢o ®6']
for 6 € Hg, . Hence the space (8(Q2) @ mpa ®7TP>2)HP
[po ® WP @ WEPh ] This concludes the proof. 0

is at most one dimensional and is generated by

3.2.2. Relation to results of Prasad.

Theorem 3.2.4 (Prasad). Let m,1,7p 2, Tp 3 be unramified Hy,-representations of Whittaker type. Then
dim Homgp, (mp,1 @ Tp2 @ mp3,1) <1

and every non-zero such linear form is non-vanishing on W;E}; ® W,Srg}; ® W;E};

For mp1,mp 2, p,3 irreducible, the uniqueness is (part of) Theorem 1.1 in [Pra90] and is proved using
invariant distributions. For the cases where some of the 7, ; are reducible of Whittaker type, the uniqueness
is treated in three results of [HS01]. For good test vectors in the unramified case, this is Theorem 1.3 in
[Pra90] and in this case as well, the proof distinguishes between different cases. Below we give a short
unified proof of this result that takes care of all unramified m,; of Whittaker type at once. In fact later
on we also remark how one can obtain the equality of dimension which is also part of [Pra90] and [HSO01],
for all unramified Whittaker type representations at once (see Remark 6.1.4). Our proof Theorem 3.2.4
also depends on the structure of Z(G)/G}) and a construction of [LSZ21b]. Once again, this approach will
later allow us to get integral results for the non-zero period of this Hom-space using results for the lattice

Z(Gy/ Gy, Z[1/p)).-

Proof. By twisting, we may assume that 7, 1 is the normalized induction I(xp, |- |p 1/ %) with Xp an unramified

quasi-character of Q) with I(xy, |- |;1/2) of Whittaker type. Here I(xp, |- |;1/2) denotes the representation

ind Bi [Xp |,|;1/2} where B, is the upper triangular Borel, and the diagonal character acts trivially on the
unipotent radical. Using Proposition 3.2.2 and Lemma 3.2.5 of [L.SZ21a], and Proposition 1.5.2 in [Gro20],
one has a non-zero Hy-equivariant map S (Qg) — Tp,1. Since 7y 1 is unramified of Whittaker type, this map
is surjective and maps ¢g to W;S}i This induces a surjective Hy-equivariant map S(Q2) @ C°(G,/Gy) —
Tp,1 & Tp2 @ Tp 3, Which in turn induces a surjective linear map Z(G,/Gp) — (mp1 ® mp2 ® 7p3)m,. The

result then follows at once in the same fashion as the proof of Theorem 3.2.3 given above, once again utilizing
Theorem 3.1.1. O

Remark 3.2.5. We would now like to realise the cyclicity of the Hecke module Z(G,/Gy) and study its
properties when we specialise to integral data as in Definition 2.2.2. The right way forward as mentioned in
the introduction is not to directly use the local Rankin-Selberg zeta integral as in [LSZ21b]. Indeed, it does
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not seem possible to treat general integral test vectors that way and obtain meaningful results at an integral
level. Instead, we proceed as in the following sections.

3.3. Rephrasing using the mirabolic subgroup. From now on, we will drop the notation [-] on elements
of Z(G,/G,). We denote by P the mirabolic subgroup of H = GLg, given by {[* 7]}, and we will also regard
it as a subgroup of G through the diagonal embedding H — G. As usual, we write P, for its Q,-points and
Py for its Zy,-points. There’s an identification

P\H, — Q> —{(0,0)} , h— (0,1)h.

This induces an embedding of Hp-representations (where recall that Ind denotes unnormalized, non-compact
induction)

S(Q2) = Indpr1, ¢ (fo : h— ¢((0,1)h))
under which So(Q2) gets identified with c-Ind*1.

Definition 3.3.1. We define the linear map

Gy
= 8(Q2) © C(Gy/Gy) — C=(B\Gy/G) = (nd1)

PRE— <E¢®§ Lg /H E(h™"g) fo(h) dh)

A note should be made on the “convergence” of the integral used to define the map E, which follows from
the compactness of H, N g1G,g2 in Hy, for any g1, g2 € G,,. It follows by construction, that Zj,40e) = Epee
for any h € Hy, and hence = factors through Z(G)/G}). An unraveling of definitions also shows that this
map is Hecke equivariant with respect to H%p, where the action on the right is given by the natural action
of He, on (Indgppl)cz.

Once again, we emphasize that for ¢ ® £ with ¢ € SO(QZQ,), the corresponding function Z4g¢ belongs
in C°(P,\G,/GYy), ie. it is already compactly supported. This will be important later on. We write
C=(Py\G, /Gy, Z[1/p]) for the H, (Z[1/p])-submodule of C°(P,\G,/Gy) consisting of Z[1/p|-valued func-
tions, and similarly for compactly supported functions.

Proposition 3.3.2. The image of (G, /Gy, Z[1/p]) under the map Z, is contained in C>(P,\Gp /Gy, Z[1/p]).

Proof. Let ¢ ® ch(gGy) be an element of Z(G, /Gy, Z[1/p]). Recall that this means by definition that ¢ is
valued in

1
volg, (Stabg, (¢) NgGg~1

For ease of notation, write § = ¢ ® ch(gGy). For x € Gy, we have by construction that

Z[1/p).
)[/p]

(2) =5(z) = / (h- ch(gG2)) () (h- $)(0,1) dh

p

Let K be the open compact of H), given by Stabg, (¢) ﬂgG;g_l. We can split the integral in (2) into a finite
sum of the form

(3) Ssla) =) / (h - ch(9GS)) () (h- $)(0,1) dh = voly, (K) > ch(gG) (v ) ¢((0,1)7).

'Y K 0l
By the assumption on the values of ¢, (3) is an element of Z[1/p] which concludes the proof. |
3.4. Mapping to compact induction. We first start by noting that the element Zy = Z(ch(Z2)®ch(Gp)),
even though it is unramified in the sense that is G)-fixed, it does not coincide with the trivial unramified

element in c—Ind}Cj:l C Indg:l given by ch(P,G}). For i € Z, we write Z,; for the central subset of H),
given by {[pn pn} | nZi}.

Lemma 3.4.1. The function Z¢ is equal to the characteristic function ch(Z, 0P,G}) in C*(P,\G,/G}).
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Proof. For an element g = (g1, g2) € G, we have

0, it g1H, # g2Hy

Zo(9) = /ngGg ch(Z5)((0, )h) dh = {ch(zg)((o, Dg1), if g1Hy = goHy.

The result then follows from the decomposition Hy, = | |, 4 [p ! pn} P,H,. O

Proposition 3.4.2. There exists ¥ € Endye  (C*(P,\Gp/Gy)) for which the composition Z. := ¥ o 2

gives rise to the following well-defined commutative diagram, where the top map is ’H%p—equivariant.

o

T(G,y/Gy) ——=—— CF(B\Gy/G5) = (cIndfr1)
I ] )
(G G2 21 /p]) ——— s C(P\G,/ G5 Z11 /).

Finally, the map Z. maps ch(Z2) @ ch(G5) to ch(P,Gy).

Proof. We write S, = S,,15y,2 for the Hecke operator in (Hg; )* associated to the element ([* ],[” ,]) in
G,. We define the ’H%p-equivariant endomorphism ¥ to be the map

v OOO(P;D\GP/G;) - COO(PP\GP/G;)a E—(1- 5;1) €.

As in the statement of the proposition, we put =. = ¥ o =. By Hecke equivariance and Theorem 3.2.1, it
suffices to show that =. maps ch(Zf)) ® ch(Gy) to an element in the compact induction. In particular we
will show that ch(Z3) ® ch(Gj) is mapped to ch(P,Gj). By Lemma 3.4.1, E. (ch(Z2) ® ch(G3)) is given by
W (ch(Z,,0P,G5)). This in turn is given by the function

4 (Ch(ZP,OPpG;Z)) (9) = Ch(Zp,OPpG;Z)(g) - /G 81;1(7) Ch(Zp,OPpG;Z)(Q’Y) dry

ch(ZpoPoGy)(9) = ch(ZpoPyGy) (917 5] 1)

From this it is clear that 2, (ch(Z2) ® ch(G5)) = ch(P,Gy) as claimed. Finally, the fact that Z. induces a
map on integral level follows immediately from Proposition 3.3.2. O

Our constructions so far can be summarised in the following commutative diagrams, where the square on
the left, is equivariant with respect to the action of the spherical Hecke algebra ’H%p and Z(G,/G}) is cyclic

over H¢, - generated by &g := ch(Z2) ® ch(G3).

do I(Gy/Gy) —=— C=(P\Gy/Gy) I(Gy /Gy, Z[1/p]) — C=(P\Gy/ Gy, Z[1/p])

= |=. (=51 = (-5,

Ch(PpGZ) CCOO(PP\G;D/G;) — C™ (Pp\Gp/GZ) (O (PP\GP/G;);; Z[1/p]) — Cm(Pp\Gp/G;a Z[1/p))

4. HECKE EQUIVARIANT FORMS ON C2°(P,\Gp/G})

We fix once and for all an additive character ¢ : Q, — C* of conductor one. It is standard that such
a character exists (e.g [RV13] Chapter 7). We consider the family of G,-representations 7,1 X 7,2 where
mp,1 and mp o are unramified Hy-representations of Whittaker type. As it is often the case, we identify 1
with its Whittaker model W(mp1,v) and similarly, mp, o with W(m, 2,9 ~1). For further theory surrounding
Whittaker models for this family of representations, we refer the reader to [Bum97].
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4.1. Splitting of measures. It follows from a standard computation, that the modular quasi-character of
the mirabolic subgroup P, is simply given by ép ([* ?]) = |a|,. We write d®z for the normalized right Haar
measure on P,. Then 65'dfx is the normalized left Haar measure on P,. We write C2°(P,\Gp;dp) for the
space of smooth functions on G,, that are compactly supported modulo P, on the left, transform by dp
under left Pp-translations, and are fixed under right translations by some open compact subgroup of Gy.
Following ([KM15] 2.2) and ([Vig96] I 2.8), there exists a surjective map

(4) H(Gp) — CZ(Bp\Gpidp), [ (fp g | fzg)dp(x)™! de)

Pp
and a unique, up to scalars, linear form dp \,g on C°(P,\Gy; 0p), that is right invariant by G,. We write

de\Gpg(f) = ~/P f(g) de\Gpu f S Cfo(Pp\Gp,ép)g

»\Gp

Up to correct normalization of dp \g,g, we have

(5) /|

where dg is the normalized Haar measure on GG,,. We want to be able to unfold the integral pr\Gp f(g) dp)\G,9
for f € C°(P\Gp/Gp;0p).

Lemma 4.1.1. Let f be a function in C°(P,\G,/Gy;0p). We write Z, for the center of Hy, embedded
diagonally in Gp. Then,
/s

P

h(g) dg = / hF(g9) dpg, 9. h € H(Gp)
P\G

P

f(9) dP\Gg—// ,1)) dz dy.
\Gp Zy GLng

Proof. By (4), we can write f as h? for some h in H(G)). It is clear that G, splits as a semidirect product of
GL2(Qp) x 1 and Hj,. Hence by a slightly modified version of [KM15] Lemma 2.4, using unimodularity, and
(5), we see that the integral in question is equal to pr fGL2(Qp) h(z(v,1)) dz dv. Using Cartier’s argument
and op.cit one more time, this is nothing more than

/ / /°/GL2(Qp (k1)) d'y d di dy = / / /O/GLQ(Qp)h(ka(% DSpl)™" d%y dx db dy.

By definition of A, this reduces to

// / Ii’}/,)dzdlid’y_// 1)) dz dy
GLy(Zp) JGL2(Qy) GLz(Qp

where the last equality follows from the fact that f is right G -invariant, together with a change of variables.
O

4.2. The linear form Ayy,. The goal of this section is to construct, for each unramified G,-representation I,
of Whittaker type, a linear form Ay, on C2°(P,\G,/GYy), satisfying a certain Hecke equivariance condition.
This will allow us to “realize”, in a way, the cyclicity of the module Z(G,/Gj).

Definition 4.2.1. Let m,1 and mp2 be two unramified Hy-representations of Whittaker type and let II, =
mp1 W mpa. For f € CX(P,\Gp/G)) and g € Gy, we define

i, (519, 1) = [(g) | det(g2)]; /Q (Wt mwh) (“1]g) laly™ d¥a € COtp7)

where ga denotes the projection onto the second factor.

For fixed f and g and R(s) large enough, (independently of f and g), using one of the main results of
[JPSS83], the integral appearing in the definition of #11,(s; g, f) converges and admits unique meromorphic
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continuation as a rational function of p®. It is also compactly supported modulo P, on the left by construction.
For z = [ "] € P,, we have

) Vi (5320.) = Sag) LdenCaga)ly [ (WER W) (2% ) g) Jo ™ o

= 1lo) ldet(ogn)ly oy [ (Wah mwark) (4)o) Jafy ! da
P
= op(x) W, (s:9, f).
Definition 4.2.2. For f € C*(P,\G,/G}) and notation as in Definition 4.2.1, we define

A, (s; f) ::/ Y, (s; 9, f) dpng,9 € Cp*,p™%).
P,\G

Proposition 4.2.3. For f € C°(P,\G,/G}), the integral A, (s; f) converges for R(s) large enough and ad-
mits unique meromorphic continuation as a rational function of p*, in the fractional ideal L(II,, s)C[p®, p~*].

Proof. For R(s) sufficiently large, we can unfold the integral using Lemma 4.1.1. The result then follows
from [JPSS83]. O

Definition 4.2.4. With notation as in Definition 4.2.1 we define the linear form

A, (s;

which is well-defined by Proposition 4.2.3.

4.2.1. Equivariance properties. As shown in the following proposition, the linear form Ay, becomes Hg, -

equivariant if we interpret C as the one dimensional subspace of Gp-fixed vectors in the smooth dual of
I1,,.

Proposition 4.2.5. Let II, = 7,1 X m, 2, with 7, ; unramified Hy-representations of Whittaker type. We
write wr, for its central character and O, for its spherical Hecke eigensystem.

(1) The linear form Ap, defines an element of
00 o Gy
Homye, (C2(B\Gy/G5), (1))
(2) For fy = ch(PpGZ), we have Am, (fo) = L(wmn,, 0)~!= O, (1-35p).

Proof. We firstly prove the first part. Let f € C°(P,\G,/Gy) and P € He -
A, (5P - f) = / / ) |det(g2)l; (W2 ®WER) (1 1] ) laly ™" @*a dp,c,0
P\G,

-/ / / Flo) |det(aa)ly (W @) ([ 1] 9) laly™ dy d*a dp\c,0
PG

From Section 4.1, dp \g,g is right Gp-invariant, hence the above is equal to

/P\G / / P(f(9) [det(g2: )1 (W;Lﬂl ®W5ph) ((*1]gv™") laly™t dy d*a dp,\q,9-

Since G, is unimodular, the Haar measure dv is invariant under the change of variables iy ~» y~1. Thus, this
is equal to

/ S RRLCILEAT ( /|

P P

[det(2)l; P (3) (W mWRR ) (11] 9) dv) jals™! d*a dp,\a,9.
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The first part then follows upon using Cartan decomposition to express P as a linear combination of G
double coset operators. For the second part, using Lemma 4.1.1, we have

An, (s: fo) = / / W (1 (27 2), fo) d= d.
Zp JGL2(Qp)

-/ (e, 2Dl det2)fy (W3h WL ) (%) (29.2) ol da dy de
Zy JGL2(Qp) Y Qp

Now, fo((27, 2)) vanishes for z outside Z, and is equal to fo((7, 1)) for z € Z7. Similarly, fo((v,1)) vanishes
for v outside GL2(Z,) and is identically equal to one on GL2(Z,). Thus, the triple integral above collapses

to give
Js

It is well-known that the latter is given by L(Il,, s)L(wmn,, 2s)~1 and thus the proof of the second part is
complete. 0

(W mwEh ) (1)) Jal;™" d¥a.

X
D

Remark 4.2.6. 1t is clear from Proposition 4.2.5 that the linear form A, &, , is non-zero for wr, , # w;p12.

Corollary 4.2.7. The Hecke equivariant map Z. gives a canonical isomorphism onto its image, of free rank
one He; -modules.

Proof. Suppose that some P € H¢, annihilates ch(Z2) ® ch(Gy) in Z(G,/G5). By the Hecke equivariance
of 2., P also annihilates Z.(ch(Z?) ® ch(Gj)) = ch(P,Gj). Now, applying Ar,, and using Proposition 4.2.5
part (2), we obtain

(7) on, (P'(1-5,)) =o0.

The equality in (2) holds for every unramified I, = 7, 1 K 7, o with 7, ; of Whittaker type. This family of
representations is dense in Spec(?—[ép) and thus P'(1 — Sp) is identically zero in Hg, . From here it follows
instantly that P = 0. This combined with Theorem 3.2.1, shows that Z(G,,/Gy) is free of rank one and that
Z. is injective, completing the proof. O

Definition 4.2.8. Let 6o = ch(Z2) ® ch(Gy). For § € I(G,/G5), the Hecke operator Ps is the unique
element of M, that satisfies Ps - 6o = 6 in I(Gp/Gy).

Remark 4.2.9. Equivalently, the Hecke operator Py is the unique element of Hcc’;p for which Ps - ch(P,Gy) is
equal to E.(0).

4.3. Explicit formulas for Ay, in terms of L-factors and Satake parameters. Now that we have

constructed the Hecke equivariant linear form Ayy,, we want to directly compute the integrals involved in its
definition, for general input data.

Definition 4.3.1. The polynomial P, € ’Hcc’;p [x], is characterized by the property

@Hp(Pp)(pis) = L(II,, 5)71
for every unramified G,-representation 11, = 7, 1 X, o, where O, denotes the spherical Hecke eigensystem

of IT, and L(II,, s) is the usual Rankin-Selberg local L-factor attached to such an unramified principal-series
representation I, (e.g [JLOG]).

We note that such a polynomial does exists as the local L-factor can be expressed as a Weyl-group invariant
polynomial in the Satake parameters of IL,,.

Definition 4.3.2. Let II, = m, 1 K 7, 2 with 7, ; unramified Hy-representations of Whittaker type. Write
O, . and By, . for the Satake parameters of wp ;. Forr € Z>1, we define
(a:rp,l - 5;1,,1) = Qmp g B"rp,l (aﬂp,z + ﬁﬂp,z)(a;;} - B;;})pis + (aﬂp.Zﬂﬂp,ZaiP.153p11)(a;;)? - 6;;?)10725

LY (wn,, )7 = ——
Tp,1 Tp,1

(g, = Br ) = Qo By o Q4 By ) = B D)™ + (ny, Br, 02 B2 ) (ah 2 — B 2)p= 20

aﬂp,z - ﬂﬂ'p.Q

LY (wn,, )" =
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Remark 4.3.3. The L-factors considered above are natural generalisations of L(wr,,s) and will show up in
our computation of Ay,. In fact, one has Lgl)(wnp, s) = Lél)(wnp, s5) = L(wm,, 2s).
Lemma 4.3.4. For r € Z>1, there exist polynomials 7315’"1)(;5) and ’PISTQ)(:E) in He [2] such that
O, (’P;?) (p~%) = Lgr)(wnp, s)~! and O, (731(,?) (p~%) = Lér)(wnp,s)71
for every 11, as in Definition 4.3.2.

S

Proof. The inverse L-factors LET)(wHP, s)~! are polynomials in p~* with coefficients that are themselves

Weyl-group invariant polynomials in the Satake parameters of II,. The result then follows at once. O

Lemma 4.3.5. For n € Z>o and with notation as above, we have

J,
Js

Proof. The proof is a direct algebraic computation in the same style as [Gro20] Lemma 3.3.2, once again
again using [Shi76] to express the values of W;Eh([“ 1]) as polynomials in the Satake parameters. O

C(wahwwt) ([ ].000) Jaly ™! e = L(1L, ) p % L (o, )7
P

(Wt mwzeh ) (1241, [ ]) laly™ d¥a = L(TL,s) - p 7 L8 (e, )7

« Tp,1 Tp,2
P

We now have all the tools needed to evaluate the linear form Agm, on f € C*(P,\G,/G}). By Iwasawa
decomposition, we may clearly assume that f is given by a characteristic function ch (szo (7o, 1)G;) with
20 € Zp and 7o € GL2(Qp) . We recall that S,y and 7,1 denote the spherical Hecke operators in Hg, ,
corresponding to the elements ([” ,],1) and ([” ], 1) respectively. Similarly, S, 2 and 7, 2 denote the Hecke
operators corresponding to (1,[” ,]) and (1,[”,]) respectively. Additionally, S, will once again denote
8p.1Sp,2. We write s, (x,y) for the Schur polynomial (z" ! —y"*1)/(z —y), and s2 (X,Y’) for the polynomial
that satisfies
Gﬂp,i (5;(81071'7 7;771')) = 5n (aﬂ'p,i7ﬁﬂ'p,i) , 1€ {17 2}'
Finally, we put f., , := ch (Pyz0(70, 1)Gy) in C°(P,\G,/G5), with

20 = [ZDTO pm} € Zp, Yo = {P” prl} [pm 11/] ke GL:(Qp) = Z, P, GL2(ZP)

Proposition 4.3.6. With notation as above, we have

AHp (fzo,%) = GHP (%oﬁo [f@% + Q%’Pp(l)])

where:
7/20770 = VOIGL2(QP) (P;DOFYO GLQ(ZP)) ’ 81508;11

—w [PID@), im0
P, i m <0

p
S ()52 (Spas Tpa )5 (Spzs Ty2)s i m > 0,0,(y) < 0
Dyy =0 QYT ()59 (Spas T )58 (Spi2s o)y if m < 0,0(y) < 0
0, if v,(y) > 0.
-1, if0<i<—u(y) —1
ily) = {—P i1 = —upy) - 1
=1 P '

Proof. Using Lemma 4.1.1, we once again unfold Ay, (s; f2y,~,) as

A (53 fo ) :/ / Froro((z:2)) det(z)ly (W2t @WR) ((* 1] (2,2)) laly™" d*a dy d
Zp JGL2(Qyp) JQp

P

(8) — wn, (20) | det(z0)]3 /

[ (wermwa) () (o) Jaly ™ d¥a iy
P90 GL2(Zp) J Q) ’ ’
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where the second equality follows from the following fact: As a function of z € Z,, f., ,,((27,2)) is equal

to f1,40(7,1) on 20Z7, and zero everywhere else. Similarly, as a function of v € GL2(Qp), f1,4,(7,1) is

equal to 1 on P9 GLa(Z,), and zero everywhere else. We now claim that the innermost integral in (8)

is independent of v € PJvyo GL2(Z,) and is completely determined by its value on vy. Indeed, let  be
1 X2

an element of P~y GLz2(Z,) written as [** ?] ok, where by definition, z; € Z)' and x2 € Z,. Then the
innermost integral in (8) is given by

[ wtawy) (Wt mWER) ()20, *1)) ol da
QzNZy ’ ’

Using the fact that ¢ has conductor one, 2 € Zj, x1 € Z; and a change of variables a ~ az1, we see that
the claim holds. We thus have

9)

A1t (53 Fp.00) = w1, (20) | det(20)[3 volaraq,) (P50 GLa(Zy)) / (warh @k ) (1] 90, [% 1)) lal ™ d¥a.

Qs
The integral appearing in (9) is treated in a very similar way to ([Gro24] 6.3.1), once again using [Shi76]
to evaluate the spherical Whittaker functions. Writting C, := wn, ({p " o ] ,1), this approach together
with Lemma 4.3.5, allows us to split the integral into a “main” term of the form
Cyo L(I,y, s) - p7=* L™ (wpr, , )71, if m>0

Coo L(I,, s) - p=tms LS ™ (.  6)7L, i m <0
and an“error” term of the form

C’Yo Z;Ug(y)_l (fpiz; 1/)(6Ly) - 1 dxa) .p%si“rm(aﬂp,l’/Bﬂp,l)si(aﬂ'p,2’/Bﬂp,2)p7is5 lf m Z O

—vp(y)—1 = +ms —is :
Cho D il @ (fpisz Ylay) — 1 an) p2 T"™5i(u, 1 By )5—mti (i s B, o)D", if M < 0.

All it remains to do is to use the expression found in ([Gro24] 6.3.1) for the integrals involving ¢, combine
these two terms with (9), apply lim,_.o % and pass to the spherical Hecke algebra through Ory,. O

Lemma 4.3.7. With notation as in Proposition 4.3.6, the elements V5 ~o [Pro + 2o Pp(1)] are contained
in Hey (Z[1/p]) for any fog .

Proof. There is a number of things we need to check. Firstly, we need to make sure that the operators &,

and 2., involve no odd powers of p%l. Indeed, this follows from a simple parity consideration on m (and
i for 2.,), using the expansion of the polynomials s,(x,y) found in [Gro24] Section 6.3, together with the
well-known fact that O, (Spi) = ax,,Bx,, and O, (Tp:) = p%(aﬂm + Br,,). Hence &, and 2., are
elements of H¢, (Z[1/p]) and H%p(p%lZ[l/p]) respectively. It follows from a direct computation that the
Euler factor P,(1) is also an element of Hg, (Z[1/p]). We now claim that for every 4o,

volarL,(q,)(Pyy0 GL2(Z,)) 25,

is an element of H¢; (Z[1/p]). By Cartan decomposition, 7o is contained in 21 GL2(Zy) {PA 1} GL2(Z,,), with
z1 € Zp and X € Z>o, uniquely determined by 9. We now recall the decomposition

(10) GLu(Z,) [p*l]Gszp)—( L [P*’f]GLz(zp))u Ll [0 ] |u]' ] Lz,
BEZ/p Z 0<i<A
BE(Z/p'Z)>

If 79 is contained in z; [PA 310} GL2(Zy) or z; [1 p/\] GL2(Z,), then by Proposition 4.3.6, we see that 2, =0
hence the claim holds trivially. If on the other hand vy is contained in z; [p ' pfﬁi] GL2(Z,) with 5o in
(Z/p'Z)*, then vy = 2 {pkii p**i} [Pmﬂ ﬂoplid} k with i — A < 0 and k € GLy(Z,). Thus in this case,
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Proposition 4.3.6 shows that 2, is non-zero and contained in Hép(p—ilZ[l /p]). However in this case, it is
straightforward to see that

Poo GLs(Z,) = 21 PS [Pz pfei] CL:(Z,)= || = [Pz pfl] GLs(Z,).
Be(Z/p'Z)*
Thus volgr,(q,)(Py0 GLa2(Zy)) = #(Z/p'Z)*, which is a multiple of p — 1. O

Corollary 4.3.8. Let II, = mp1 X 7y 0 with m,; unramified H,-representations of Whittaker type with
Wrpy F w;plz. Suppose that O, restricts to a morphism He, (R) — R for some Z[1/p]-algebra R € C.
Then An, induces a non-zero Hecke equivariant morphism

A, : CX(B,\Gp/GS,R) — R - Wi,

Proof. Hecke equivariance is part of Proposition 4.2.5 using the assumption on II,. The result then follows
at once using Lemma 4.3.7 and the assumption on Oy, . O

4.4. Inverting 1 — ;. The Hecke action by 1 — S, induces an injective endomorphism of C2°(P,\G,/G}).
Thus, the localisation C2°(P,\Gp/G})1-s, is canonically isomorphic to

1-(1-Sp)x
—

Ce(P\Gyp/Gy)l1=5;] := coker(C(B\Gp /Gy [z C(Bp\Gp/Gy)lz])

where C2°(P,\G,/Gp)[z] denotes the natural H, [z]-module of formal polynomials in a single variable
z with coefficients in C2°(P,\Gp/G}), or equivalently the tensor product Hg, [z] ng, Ce(P\Gp/GY).
For this reason, it is clear that C°(P,\G,/G;) embeds into its localisation Cgo(Pp\Gp/Gg)[ﬁ]. As
usual, we consider representations I, = 7,1 X 7,2 where m,; are unramified of Whittaker type. From
Proposition 4.3.6, and the density of this family of representations in Spec(?—{%p), we can deduce that for
each function f in C2°(P,\G,/Gy), there exists a unique Hecke operator which we call Qy in H; , for which
An, (f) = ©m,(Qy) for every such II,. Proposition 4.2.5 then implies that

(11) A, (1= 8,) - f) = O, (=8, (1 = 8,)Qf)) = An, (=5, Q; - fo)-

Theorem 4.4.1. The module OSO(PP\GP/G;’))[%] is free of rank one over ’H%p[ﬁ], generated by the

characteristic function fo := ch(P,Gy). In particular, for [ € CX(P\Gp/G}), we have f = 715_‘7897)’( - fo,

where Qf 1is the Hecke operator described above.

Proof. The proof is long and quite technical, so we give it in Appendix A in order to ease exposition. O

Remark 4.4.2. Theorem 4.4.1, strictly speaking, is not necessary for our proof of optimal integral norm
relations, however it definitely makes it cleaner and more complete. In addition, it showcases the obstruction
regarding the invertibility of the operators 1 —&,,. In fact, later on we will see that Theorem 4.4.1 is simply
not true without the localisation. We also like to stress the fact that Theorem 4.4.1 by no means replaces
the need for Theorem 3.2.1 and the two results are not equivalent.

Corollary 4.4.3. The module Cgo(Pp\Gp/G;,Z[l/p])[lflsp] is free of rank one over ’H%p(Z[l/p])[lJSp]
generated by ch(P,GY).

Proof. This follows from (11), Lemma 4.3.7 and Theorem 4.4.1. O

Definition 4.4.4. Let fo = ch(P,Gy). For f € Cgo(Pp\Gp/G;)[ﬁ], the Hecke operator Py oc 15 the
unique element of H%p[ﬁ] that satisfies Pt oc - fo = f.

Such a unique Hecke operator clearly exists by Theorem 4.4.1. We put

O (PG, /G 211 /p]) = {f € O3 (P\Gy/ G5 Z[1/p) | £ is valued in {(” — DZILR, on 2, (T A1) }

Z[1/p], everywhere else.

This very much resembles the definition of the lattice ﬁfl’”unv in [Gro24] which plays a similar role in the

setup of an unramified maximal torus H embedded in GLy;. We also consider a non-compactly supported
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version of this which we denote by C°*'(P,\G, /Gy, Z[1/p]) and is defined in the same way, simply by drop-
ping the compact support condition.

We write 2! (P,\G, /G5, Z1/p) ] for the Mg (Z [1/p) [ ] submodule generated by the lattice
CH(P\Gy/Gy, Z[1 /p]) in C( p\Gp/G]D7 [1/p])[17 p]. We now obtain the following main integrality

c
result, on the P,-invariant side of things.

Theorem 4.4.5. Let f be an element of C2>' (P,\G, /G5, Z[l/p])[l_lsp]. Then f = Py ioc- fo and the Hecke

operator Py 1oc is contained in the ideal
by = (b= LPp(1)') € M, (21 /) 5]

is an element of Ce>(P,\G)p/G5, Z[1/p]), then the containment holds without inverting

P

If moreover

1-5,.

f
-3,

Proof. We may assume that f € C2'(P,\G,/Gj,Z[1/p]) and that is is given by a characteristic function

Czy ch(Py2(7,1)Gy) with z € Z;, and v € Hy. Then Pyioc = 2 5 _187’)5 where Q¢ = 7. [P + 2,Pp(1)].
We now proceed in the same style as in the final step of the proof of Lemma 4.3.7. If 7 is contained in
y [p* ﬂ GLy(Z,) with y € Z,, A > 0 and 8 € Z/p*Z, then 2, = 0 and ch(P,z(y,1)G3) coincides with

ch(P,z(y {PA J ,1)Gp). Thus, by the assumption on the values of f, we must have c,, € (p — 1)Z[1/p]
and Qf € (p — )Hg, (Z[1/p]). If v is contained in y [117*} GL3(Z,) for some y € Z, and A > 0, then

the situation is practically the same. Finally if v is contained in y [pi pf,i] GL2(Z,) for some y € Z,,
0<i<MA>0and € (Z/p'Z)*, then as in the last part of the proof of Lemma 4.3.7, using that in this
case volGLQ(Qp)( P~y GLa(Zy)) is a multiple of p — 1, we deduce that V. ., [#2, + 2,Pp(1)] is an element of
bp € He, (Z[1/p]) as required. Moreover, if f = (1 —8,) - fo with fo € CZ* (P\G,/G5, Z[1/p)) as in the

statement of the theorem, then by freeness, Py 1oc is given by (1 —S,) - — pgf 2 and thus we are done. [

5. EULER SYSTEMS FOR GLs x GLo

We now finally have all the necessary tools in order to state and prove our optimal abstract norm relations
at a local integral level and use them in order to obtain Theorem A of the introduction.

5.1. Local abstract integral norm relations. Let V' be a smooth G)-representation and let 3 : S(Qg) ®
H(Gp) — V be any (G, x Hp)-equivariant map as in Definition 2.2.1. Consider the induced diagram

Z( p/G°H Z[1/p))

p/G 1/&V

It follows straight from the definitions that the horizontal map is equivariant with respect to ’H,Z;p. Further-
more, for § € Z(G,/Gp[p], Z[1/p]), we have (using the “norm” notation of [LSZ21b])

3(Tr(e) =normgz” (30) = > 7300,

vEGS/GS[p]

Finally, we write dy for the unramified vector ch(Z2) ® ch(Gj), which implies that normg’z[p] (3(dp)) is
nothing more than (p — 1) - 3(do). Recall that So(Q3) denotes the space of Schwartz functions that vanish at
the origin and Zo(G),/G5) denotes the submodule of Z(G,/Gj) given by the image of So(Q2) ® C°(G,/GY)
down to the Hy-coinvariants. Similarly, recall the definitions of Zo(G, /Gy, Z[1/p]) and Zo(G,/ G} [p], Z[1/p))
given in Section 2.2

Theorem 5.1.1 (Integral abstract norm relations). Let V and 3 be as above. Then:
(1) For b € I(Gp /Gy, Z[1/p]), we have Ps € He, (Z[1/p]) and 3(6) = Ps - 3(do).
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(2) For ¢ € To(G,/Gylpl, Z[1/p]), we have

Prsy € (p= 1L Pp(1)) CHe, (Z[1/p]) and normgz” (3(6)) = Pruga) - 3(00).

(3) For & € T(Gy/Gylpl Z[1/p)), we have Prsy € (p=1Pp(1))  He, (Z[1/p)Zs;] and Prs)
s

endomorphism of VG5, then the norm relation of part two is also satisfied.

has degree at most one as a polynomial in If furthermore 1 — S, acts invertibly as a linear

This theorem can be interpreted as the local integral essence of the tame norm relations in motivic cohomology
for integral test data, as presented later on in Theorem 5.2.7

Proof. Let 6 € I(G, /G, Z[1/p]). By Proposition 3.3.2 and Theorem 3.2.1,
Ps - ch(PpyGp) = Ec(0) € CF(P\Gp/ Gy, Z[1/pl).

By Corollary 4.4.3, we deduce that Ps = Pz, (s)10c € H&, (Z[l/p])[ﬁ] N, , and thus in particular that
Ps € He, (Z[1/p]). This proves the first part when combined with Hecke equivariance of 3. For the other
two parts, we need some more work. One checks that we obtain a commutative diagram

2(G,/Glp) T8 € (P,\G,/G3lp]) $RE Jua, ER(=))fo(h) dh

v il | |

L(Gp/Gy) — C=(Pp\G,/Gy) P ® Zyecg/cg[p] E((=)) — pr Z«,egg/cg[p] E(h(=)7)fo(h) dh

where Z[p] is defined in the same way as =, simply by replacing G with G} [p], and the trace maps are the
usual ones with respect to G} [p] C G,. We now take 6 € Z(G,/Gy[pl, Z[1/p]). The proof of Proposition 3.3.2
goes through in the same way at level Gip[p] and thus Z[p](d) € C°(P,\G,/Gylpl, Z[1/p]). 1t is easy to check
that for an element in C*°(P,\G,/G}[p], Z[1/p]), its image under the trace map to C*°(P,\G,/G}, Z[1/p]) is
valued in (p—1)Z[1/p] on Z,(T, x {1}). This is because for g € Z,(T), x{1}), P,gG;[p] = PpgG;, and hence Tr
is simply multiplication by [G} : G} [p]] = p—1 on such a characteristic function. Thus Tr(Z[p](d)) is contained
in CY(P,\G,/Gy, Z[1/p]). By commutativity of the diagram above, we deduce that Z(Tr(d)) belongs in
C(P,\G, /Gy, Z[1/p]) and hence Z.(Tr(6)) belongs in C>! (P,\G,/G5, Z[1/p]). Thus, by Theorem 4.4.1
and Theorem 4.4.5, Pry(5) = Pz, (Tx(5)),loc 1$ an element of the ideal (p — 1,Pp(1)/) C H‘ép(Z[l/p])[ﬁ]
and has degree at most one as a polynomial in 1_1Sp. This proves the third part of the theorem. For the
second part, if 6 € Zo(Gp/Gylpl, Z[1/p]) then Tr(0) € Zo(G, /Gy, Z[1/p]). We have already remarked that for
an element in the latter, its image under = is already compactly supported. Hence E.(Tr()) is divisible by

1-8, in C2'(P,\G,/G5, Z[1/p]). The second part of the theorem now follows from the “moreover” part
of Theorem 4.4.5. O

5.2. Cohomology classes and norm compatibility. We now showcase how we may use our represen-
tation theoretic results to obtain norm-compatible classes in the cohomology of the infinite level Shimura
variety Y. This approach was introduced in [LSZ21b] and thus we draw heavily from op.cit.

5.2.1. Modular varieties and motivic cohomology. We follow the setup and conventions of [LSZ21a] and we
write Ygr,, = @U Yo, (U) for the infinite level modular (Shimura) curve regarded as a pro-variety over

Q with a right action of GL2(A ), whose C-points are GL3 (Q)\(GL2(A ) x H) (as usual H denotes the
upper-half plane). Similarly, we define Y as Yar, X Yar, which is the Shimura variety associated to G. The
compatibility of our Shimura data, induces a morphism of Q-varieties

YaL, (GLa(Af) NgUg™h) % Yo(U)

\ T:

Ya(gUg™)
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for any U C G(Ay) open compact and g € G(A[)/U. If we temporarily let I' denote any of the groups
{GLz2, G}, then the motivic cohomology of Yr is given by

Hrinot(YFaQ(j)) = h_H)l Hrznot(YF(U)aQ(j))

U open compact
where at each finite level U the groups H{ . (Yr(U), Q(j)) are defined in the sense of [Voe00] and [FV00].
The spaces H?

2 ot (YT, Q(7)) are naturally smooth Q-linear, I'(A f)-representations.

Remark 5.2.1. It is worth noting that everything in this section extends to the case of “non-trivial coefficient
sheaves”. See for example [LSZ21b], [LSZ21a] and [Gro20] for some of the formalisms required to extend the
theory.

By functoriality of motivic cohomology (with a shift in bi-degree) the map ¢4y induces a morphism
LU+ Hioy (Yar, (GL2(Ay) NgUg™), Q(1)) — Hyo (Yo (U), Q(2)).
In the same way as ([LSZ21b] 9.1) and ([LSZ21a] 8.2), we have:

Proposition 5.2.2. Let volgr,(a,) denote the normalized Haar measure on GLa(Ay) that gives GLy(Z)
volume 1. Then, there exists a morphism

bt Hipoo(Yor,, Q1) ®q H(G(Af), Q) — Hyo (Yo, Q(2))

characterized as follows: If U C G(Ay) is an open compact subgroup, g € G(Ay) and x is an element of
Hyo (Yo, (GL2(Af) NgUg™ 1), Q(1)), then

ts(x ® ch(gU)) = volgr,(a,) (GL2(Af) N gUg™ ) - v ().
5.2.2. Fisenstein classes and the Rankin-Fisenstein map.
Theorem 5.2.3. There exists a canonical GLa(A f)-equivariant map

So(A%,Q) — Hper(Yor,, Q1)) = O(Yer,)* ® Q, ¢ = go

characterized by the following: If ¢ = ch((a, 8) + NZQ) for some N € Z>y and (o, B) € Q*> — NZ?, then
96 = 9o N,3/N s the Siegel unit in the notation of ([Kat04] 1.4).

Proof. This is Theorem 1.8 in [Col04]. O

Definition 5.2.4. We define the Rankin-Eisenstein map
RE : So(AF,Q) ©q H(G(Af), Q) — Hpoi(Ye, Q(2)), ¢ @& tulge @)
where v, is the map of Proposition 5.2.2.

It is not hard to see that the map RE is (GL2(As) X G(A[))-equivariant in the sense of Definition 2.2.1.
The detailed argument in ([Gro20] 6.1) works verbatim.

5.2.3. The classes and norm compatibility. Let S be a fixed finite set of primes containing 2 and write
Qs = [l,e5 Qp- Let 65 € Io(G(Qs)/Ks,Z) where Kg is some open compact subgroup. These will form
the local data at the “bad” primes and will be fixed throughout.

Definition 5.2.5. For the data at primes p & S, we take any family 0 = (6p)pes contained in the product
HméS (S( 2, Q) ®q H(G, /G5, Q)). For a square free integer n € Zs1 coprime to S and p ¢ S, we define

the “n-truncated” element:
- ch(Z2) ® ch(Gy), ifptn
n =
b dp, if p|n.
and we set 0[n] := 65 @) ,¢50n]p-
Finally, for such integer n, we write Kg[n] for the open compact subgroup given by the following product:
Ks x {g = (g1,92) € G(Z®) | det(ga) =1 mod n}. We are now ready to define a family of cohomology

classes which will depend on §, and implicitly dg, however to ease notation, we omit the dependence on dg
since we fix it throughout. We write Zs for the set of square-free positive integers coprime to S.
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Definition 5.2.6. Similarly to [LSZ21b], we set
Zinotn(8) = RE(N]) € Hyjoy (Yo (Ks), Q(2)).

We note that for a fixed family J, the class Zot,,(d), for any n € Zs, only depends on the elements 4, for
primes p|n. Additionally and most importantly, if the family of input data d has determinant level, i.e. it

lies in [T ¢ (8(Q2, Q) ®q H(G,/Glpl,Q)), then
Zmot,n(é) € HI?]Ot (YG(KS[ND5 Q(2))

Theorem 5.2.7. For positive integers n|m let priy' denote the natural map Yo (Kg[m]) — Ya(Kg[n]).
(1) If § € [1,¢5 Z(Gp /Gy, Z[1/p]), then for any n,m € Zs with 7+ = p prime:

Zmot,m (é) - Pép : Zmot,n (é) 3 with ,P(sp S H%p (Z[l/p])
(2) If 6 € Hpgslo(Gp/Gg[p], Z[1/p]), then for any n,m € Zs with > = p:

(12) e Zoon (0)) = Pragsy Zamoun (0), with Prvgsy € (b= 1,P5(1)) € M, (Z01/p]).
(3) Specialising 8, we have for all n,m € Zs with ™ = p prime

(p - 1) : Zmot,n (é) 5 Zfé = éo

Pp(l) ' Zmot,n (é) s Zfé = él
where §, = ((p— 1) -ch(Zz) ®Ch(G;[p]))p¢S, and &, = (npdp2 ® (ch(G;[p}) —ch((1,[* 1{”]) G;[p])))pgs,
np =p(p—1)2(p+1) and ¢, 2 = ch(p®Z, x (1 + p*Z,))

Proof. Firstly note that the data d[np] and d[n] only differ at the prime p and coincide everywhere else.

Write V' for H2 (Y, Q(2)) regarded as a smooth G,-representation. It is also clear that we can check the

equalities after tensoring with C and thus we will omit it from our notation. By the global equivariance of

the Rankin-Eisenstein map, we can observe that after fixing the input data away from p, the composite map
at p

(pry) )« (Zmot,m (é)) = {

RE sy : S(Q)) ® H(G,) — So(AF) ©q H(G(A))) =5V
is (Gp x Hp)-equivariant, where the first map is given by z, +— 6[m] ®) @ zp. Thus if § is as in part one,
Zmot,m (é) = Rga[m](p) (51,) = 'P(;p . Rg(;[m](p) (ch(Zf)) ® Ch(G;))7 ng € Hz;p (Z[l/p])

This follows from the first part of Theorem 5.1.1. But since (p,nS) = 1, RE s, evaluated at the unramified
vector ch(Z?) ® ch(Gy) is nothing more than Zet,(d) and the first part of the theorem follows. For the
second part, we have a commutative diagram

S0(A2,Q) ©q H (G(A)/Kslm], Q) 2 H? (Ve (Ksm]), Q(2) T2 H, (Ya(Ksln)), Q(2)

T X& Jﬂ" norm 517 JT"
So(Q2, Q) ®q H(Gp/Golp], Q) v S5 v

p
’ Rg(s[m] (p)

where 7, T, are the natural maps, and the leftmost vertical map is again given by x, — §[m] ® @ xp which
is well-defined since we are now assuming that ¢ is as in the second part of the theorem. The commutativity
of the right-most square follows from the fact that pushforward acts on cohomology via coset representatives.
Thus, by the (G, x Hp)-equivariance property of RE s[m] and the second part of Theorem 5.1.1, we have
for § as in the second statement of the theorem,

GO o 4 o
normg2 " (REsime (5)) = Prucs,) - RE sy (ch(Z2) @ h(G3)), Prs,) € (p—1,Py(1)) € Mz, (Z1/p]).

The proof of the second statement in the theorem is now complete by following the commutative diagram
above and unraveling the definitions.

We now deal with the third and final part. The J, case is trivial. For the §; case, we’'ve just seen that it
suffices to show that Py, ) = 73;(1) where

S pi=Npppa2® (Ch(G;[p]) —ch ((1, [1 1{”}) G;[p])) .
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These local elements are indeed integral in the sense of Definition 2.2.2. Even though the local Rankin-
Selberg zeta integral of [JPSS83] does not allow us to attack the generality of parts (1) and (2), it actually
works well for this nice integral input data d1 ,. Thus, one can use it in order to realize Pry(s, ) as 73;0(1)
(one could also specialize the more general integral machinery of Section 3.3 and Section 4, but for this
simple case of explicit input data, that is not really necessary). By the argument of [[LSZ21b] Proposition
4.4.1], it suffices to show that the local Rankin-Selberg zeta integral of [JPSS83] for this choice of integral
data:

Z(np¢p727wsph Wsph _ [1 l{p} Wsph S)

Tp,17 " Tp,2 Tp,27

=y | TR (W3 = [P () dpal(0. 08) |den(a;

is equal to the constant function 1, for every unramified principal-series m, 1 K7y 0 = W(mp 1, 9) KW(7p,2, 1)
of G,. This computation is a bit lengthy, but can be carried out directly by unfolding. For more details on
this zeta integral and its properties, we refer the reader to Section 6.4.1 and [JPSS83]. O

5.2.4. Base change to cyclotomic fields. Following [LSZ21b] Section 8.2, we can give an alternative descrip-
tion of the classes Zyot,n(d). We can regard G as a subgroup of G X Gy, via the embedding i : g = (g1, g2) —
(g,det(g2)). For every n € Zg, this gives an open and closed embedding (which we still denote by 7)

i Yo(Ks[n]) = Ya(Ks) Xspec(q) SPec(Q(1n))-
The pushforward along this map gives
Gy HI’BHO(] (YG(KS[n])v Q(2)) - HI’BHO(] (YG(KS) X Spec(Q) Spec(Q(M”))? Q(2)) .

which satisfies certain intertwining properties. In particular, for every prime p 1 n, the map 4, satisfies the
following intertwining properties with respect to the action of He, (Z[1/p]) on the left and the action of

He, (Z[1/p])[Gal(Q(1r)/Q)] on the right: For € Hyj o (Yo (Ks[n]), Q(2)), we have
0 -i.(x) ,if0=38,,
0-i.(z) ,if 0 =Ty,
(0Frob)) - i.(z) , if =Sy
(0Froby,) - ix(z) , if 0 ="T,2

(13) in(0- 1) =

where Frob,, denotes arithmetic Frobenius at p, regarded as an element of Gal(Q(f,,)/Q). This follows from
[LSZ21Db] Section 8.2 using the same normalization for the global Artin reciprocity map, and our definition
of 7.

Remark 5.2.8. As remarked earlier, at first glance it might appear that there’s a certain asymmetry lingering
in the background since we’ve made a choice in which slot to apply the determinant map to G,,. However
the results are independent of this choice. Additionally, for Euler system applications, one can simply work
with GL2 xar,, GL2 which is essentially what happens in the Asai case at split primes.

The polynomial P,(z) of Definition 4.3.1 can be computed explicitly. It is given by
Py(z) =1 - LT\ Tyot + (%sﬂﬂ;%z +18,0T2 — 25,18 72) 2? — 18,18,2Tp 1 Tpoa® + 82,82 5.

p’'P

Combining this with (13) it follows that 4, intertwines the action of 73;0(1) on H2 . (Yo(Ks[n]),Q(2)) with
that of P, (Frob, ') on H,., (Ya(Ks) Xspec(q) SPec(Q(1n)), Q(2)).

For data as in Definition 5.2.6, we write Zot,n(0) for the image of Ziot,n(d) under i.. Then we can
re-state Theorem 5.2.7 for the classes Emot,n(0):

Corollary 5.2.9. (1) If § € [1,¢5 Zo(Gp/Gplpl, Z[1/p]), then for any n,m € Zs with 5t = p we have
normG(1) (St (8)) = P, - Sumot.n(®)

P € (p— 1,7, (Frob, ")) € He, (2[1/p]) [Gal(Qun) Q)
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(2) In the special cases § = 0, and § = §; we have
(p - 1) . Emot,n (é) 5 Zfé - éo

Q(pm) (=
norm Emot,m(0)) = ’
Qen) (Fmot.m(9)) {’Pp(Frobpl) Emotyn (0), ifd =20,

Proof. Theorem 5.2.7 and the discussion above O

5.2.5. Etale realisation and a “modulo-0” norm relation. In this section we fix an prime £ ¢ S. By [Hub00]
we have étale regulator maps

rey T Hyo(Ya, Q(2)) — HE (Yo, Qu(2))

defined at each finite level. Let n € Z>; be a square-free integer coprime to £S. As in [LSZ21b], but with
different notation, for each integer ¢ > 1 and coprime to 6n.S, we define classes

cZét,n (é) = 02 - HS;ZP ) s Tét (Zmot,n (é))

ple

Ean® = [ @ - T[S OPob2% | 1o, (Bmorn (8))
ple

Of course by (13) these definitions are compatible with one another. These normalisation factors arise from
the integral variant of the map of Theorem 5.2.3, a description of which can be found in ([LSZ21a] Section 7).
If ¢ is as in Theorem 5.2.7, then by the argument of ([LSZ21b] 9.5.2) but simpler since we are dealing with
trivial coefficients, the classes .2, (9) actually lie in H3 (Ya, Z¢(2)) (and similarly for the .S¢-classes).
Furthermore, by Theorem 5.2.7, the Fuler factors appearing are also defined over Z, for p # £. Thus the norm
relations of Theorem 5.2.7 hold integrally over Z,. In particular letting 2 ; ¢ denote the set of square-free

positive integers coprime to ¢£S having prime factors congruent to 1 modulo /:

Corollary 5.2.10. Let § be as in the second statement of Theorem 5.2.7 and fix some ¢ € Z~1 coprime to
6S. Then for alln,m € %05, njm:

() (e Zetm (8) = | Quyn [[ Pp(1) |+ cBitn (8)  mod ¢
ol

normg(™) (:Zerm(8)) = | Q¥ ] Pp(Frob, ") | - Zern ()  mod £

Pl
for some Qy,/y € T m M, (Zy) and Q;Z;L €ll,mHe, (Z0)[Gal(Q(1n)/ Q)]
Proof. Immediate from the above discussion and the second part of Theorem 5.2.7. O

Remark 5.2.11. As we said earlier, corresponding statements can also be made for non-trivial coefficient
sheaves and the proofs go through.

6. INTEGRALITY FOR RANKIN-SELBERG TYPE PERIODS

6.1. The space Homp, (7,1 ® 7p2,6p) and an integral lattice in 7,1 ® 7, 2. The space Homp, (71 ®
Tp,2,0p), up to twist, has been studied in [JPSS83] in the more general setting of GL(n) and for (possibly
ramified) Whittaker type representations, where a “generic” bound (< 1) on the dimension of this space
is established, using vastly different methods. This step is crucial for the proof of the functional equation
for the local zeta integrals of op.cit. To link this to our work we will relate the module C2°(P,\G,/G?3)
to a certain module of P,-coinvariants. The natural object to consider here is the module of §p-twisted
Py-coinvariants of C2°(G,/Gy) given by

(GG s = C (GG (- € — bp(@)€ | @ € Ppr€ € C2(Gy /).

c

This is again a module over ’H,Z;p under the usual Hecke action induced by right translation.
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Proposition 6.1.1. There is a Hecke equivariant isomorphism
1

d: OF(P\G,/G°) = C=(G,/G° h(P,gG°
(B\Gp/Gyp) — (Gp/Gy)p,sp: ch(PpgGp) — volp, (Ppﬁngo’g*l)

c c

ch(gG))

where volp, denotes the volume with respect to right or left normalised Haar measure and is independent of
such choice.

Proof. Firstly, we show that the volume factor in question is independent of the choice of left or right
normalised Haar measure. Indeed,

volp, (P, ﬂgG;gfl,de) = /P I dfx
p9GLg~

= / Sp(x) dbx zvolpp(PpﬂgG;g_l,de)
Ppl"WgG;jg*1

where the last equality follows from the fact that ép is trivial on P, N gG;gfl. We now check that the map

® is well-defined. To do this, it clearly suffices to show that ®(ch(P,gG})) agrees with ®(ch(P,ygG})) for

y € Pp. Indeed, ch(PpygG)) gets mapped to

1 1

h(ygG°) = h(ygG®
volpp(Ppﬂng;g‘ly‘l,de)C (v9Gy) volpp(Ppﬂng;g‘ladR:v)c wGy)

. dp (y) o
o volp, (P, N ng;gfl, dfz) ch(gGp)-

(14)

Now, volp, (Ppﬂnggg_l, dBx) is given by prﬁnggg*1 dfz = prmngggfl §p(x)d*z which is in turn equal to

§p(y)volp, (P, N gGpg™'). From (14) we now see that ® is well-defined. The map @ is a priori a morphism
of C-vector spaces. Showing directly that ® is Hecke equivariant using its current definition appears to
be very hard. We will instead construct an inverse morphism to ® which can be readily seen to be Hecke
equivariant. The result will then follow at once. There is a natural morphism

\2% CSO(GP/G;Z) - CgO(PP\GP/G;Z)7 §— (f& °g '_>/ £(zg) dR$>
PP
which is Hecke equivariant by construction. Now, for y € P,

frelg) = /P £y ag) dx = /P £(y~12g)0p(x) dba = 6p(y) /P £(xg)dp () d¥e = 5p(y) fe(g).

Thus, the map W factors through C°(G,/G})p, 55 Finally, for g € Gy, the function fen(gGs) is supported on
P,gG; and fch(ggg)(g) = volp, (P, N gGgg_l) . Hence ¥(ch(gGy)) = volp, (P, N gGgg_l) ch(P,gG};) which
shows that ® and ¥ are mutually inverse as required. O
Definition 6.1.2. (1) The lattice J(G,/Gp,Z[1/p])p,.5p inside CZ(Gy/Gy)p, 55 consists of Z[1/p]-
linear combinations of elements of the form
1
volp, (Pp N gGgg—l)
(2) The lattice J1(Gp/Gyp, Z[1/p])p, sp inside CZ(G,/Gy)p, .5, consists of Z[1/p]-linear combinations

of elements of the form

ch(gG;), g € Gp.

1
volp, (Pp(1) NgGog~)
where Py(1) is the open subgroup of P, given by {x € P, | det(z) € Z),det(x) =1 mod p}.

ch(gG;), g€ Gy

Lemma 6.1.3. The map @ identifies the lattices
C(Pp\Gp/ Gy, Z[1/p]) ~o T (Gp/ Gy, Z[1/D]) P, 60
CoH(P\Gy/ Gy, Z[1 /p)) ~a T1(Gp/ Gy, Z[1 /D)) P, 50
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Proof. The first identification follows at once from the definitions and Proposition 6.1.1. Thus we deal with

the second one. It is straightforward to show that every double coset P,gG) is equal to P, 2 (z1 [pm } 22)G)
L ZQ)G withn € Z>1,m € Z,m > —n and z; € Z,. By definition
of the two lattices and the map ®, it suffices to show that

L volp, (P, NgGpg™") = volp, (P,(1)NgGpg™"), g= (21 [P ], 22)
volp, (P, NgGog™") =volp, (P,(1)NgGpg™"), g = (21 {Pm p;"} 732) _

with m € Z and z, € Z,, or Py(z1 {pm p*n}

We firstly treat the first case, in which we have P, N gG;g_1 =Pyn [pm 1] Hy [pm 1]_1 . A quick matrix
calculation shows that this is nothing more than PJ if m < 0 and [Z; P Zp } if m > 0. The former has volume
. On the other hand, if m < 0 then P,(1 )ﬂgGO “l=P,(1)NPy = [1HrZe le}
which clearly has volume p+1' If m > 0 then P,(1) NgGypg™" = [11PZe P 1Z | which has volume W
as required. For the second case, note that m + n is strictly greater than zero. Another quick matrix

computation shows that in this case the two subgroups are identical and given by {prmzr’ le} itm<0

and | 17" pm1Zp} if m > 0. O

We now let 7, 1,7, 2 be unramified Whittaker type Hj,-representations with wy,, # w; " . One then has a
surjective linear map by acting on the spherical vector

C(Gp/ G P, s li7s] — (Mp1 @ Tp2) Py 6p

where the object on the right denotes the § p-twisted P,-coinvariants of the representation 7, ; M, o defined
in a similar fashion as C2°(Gp/G})p, 55 Proposition 6.1.1 and Theorem 4.4.1 then imply that

dim Homp, (7,1 ® 7p2,0p) < 1

and a non-zero linear form in this space is non-vanishing on the spherical vector beh ® VVbph In our setup
we can actually explicitly write down a non-zero element of this space using zeta integrals. The construction
is similar to that of Section 4.2. Indeed, the assignment

Jox Wi ®W2) ([*1]) a3~ d*a
L(Fp)l @Wp)g, )

is well-defined and gives an element of Homp, (71 ® 7 2,dp), which takes the value L(wr, &r,,,0)"" on
the normalized spherical vector. This is clearly non-zero since wr, , # wﬂp

(15) P

N, =71 @2 — C, W1 @ Wa — lir%
S—

P

2°

Remark 6.1.4. It is worth noting that one can now obtain equality in Theorem 3.2.4 for all unramified
Whittaker type H,-representations, mp 1, Ty 2, Tp 3 with the product of their central characters being trivial.
This revolves around using Frobenius reciprocity and a property of the mirabolic subgroup of GLsy: Let
Tp,1,Tp,2, Tp,3 be unramified Whittaker type Hp-representations with the product of their central characters
being trivial. As usual, we write I(Xp,1, Xp,2) for the normalized induction of [*** , ,]. We may assume after
twisting that 7, 3 has trivial central character. Hence, wr, ,wn, , = 1 and 7, 3 is isomorphic to I(|-|,,[-]3)
with a € C different to 3. However, using the fact that B, = Z, x P,, one can check that

a —a Hy a+1/2
s = (- [5, 1  [, ") = (Indpp ((SPJr / ))1

where the subscript on the right denotes the eigenspace of the trivial character with respect to the action of
the center. Thus, we have a chain of isomorphisms

Homp, (1p,1 @ Tp2 @ 7p,3,1) = Homp, (mp1 @ mp2, I( - [5,] - 1,))
~ Homp, (WPJ ® Tp.2, 5}13“/2)
~ Homp, (WPJ ® Tp2 ® 5;a+1/2, 5p)

where the second isomorphism follows by Frobenius reciprocity for the non-compact induction (e.g [Renl0]

—a+1/2

IIT 2.5) and the fact that wy, ,wy, , = 1. However, as a Pp-representation, 7,1 ®mp2®dp is isomorphic
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to mp1 ® 0p 2 where 0,2 is the unramified Whittaker type Hj-representation given by mp o ® |det |, at1/2

Finally, as a quasi-character of Q), we have wr, ,wo,, = | - [, ?**! and this non-trivial since a # 1. Thus
we have shown that
Hompy, (mp1 ® mp2 @ 7p 3,1) >~ Homp, (7,1 ® 0p.2,0p)

where 7,1 and 0,2 are unramified Whittaker type H-representations with wy, ,w,,, # 1. But for each
such pair, as we already noted, the explicit integral representation (15) above, gives a non-zero element of
the Hom-space on the right. Unlike [Pra90] and [HSO01], this approach does not distinguish between different
cases of representations within this family. Of course it does not deal with ramified representations, but
it does however give a unified proof for the whole of family of unramified Whittaker type representations,
making full use of these two properties.

It is also worth noting that Ap, and %, are related through the following commutative diagram

@Hp o
C(Gp/Gpy b0 l25;] — (), 5 —> C == (IL))%

-
C2(P\Gy /G35 An

P

Passing to an integral level, we have the following result.

Proposition 6.1.5. Let II, := m,1 ® mp 2 be as above, and assume that the spherical Hecke eigensystem
Omn, takes values in R when restricted to He, (R), for some Z[1/p]-algebra R. Let Z be a non-zero linear

form in Homp, (IL,, 6p), normalized to take the value L(wii,,0)~" on W;Ehl ® W;S}; Then:
(1) The linear form Z is valued in R on the lattice

1
Spatig {Volpp (P, N gGgg—l)

g (WP @ Wh) | g e Gp} C mpr ®

(2) The linear form Z is valued in the ideal (p — 1, L(II,,0)~') C R on the lattice

C(WEPR @ W) | ge Gy p C :
SpanR{volpp(Pp(l)mnggl) g (W W) 9 € G p ST &7y

Proof. By multiplicity one described above, Z is already completely determined and coincides with Z;,. The
value of 211, on an element of the lattice in question can be expressed as an R-linear combination of elements

of the form %, (§ S(WePh W;Sg)) for some § € J(Gp/Gy,Z[1/p])p, 5p- Then £ corresponds to some

771)11
[ in C(P,\Gp /Gy, Z[1/p]) via ®. The first part then follows from Corollary 4.3.8 and the commutative
diagram above. For the second part, using the same argument as for the first part, the value of %1y, evaluated
on an element of the lattice in question is an R-linear combination of elements of the form Am,(f) where
now f € C&'(P,\G,/G5,Z[1/p]). But by Theorem 4.4.1, and Theorem 4.4.5, the corresponding Hecke
operator Pfioc, is given by zs_psgpf where Qy € (p — 1,Pp(1)) € H; (Z[1/p]) . Hence by Proposition 4.2.5,
An, (f) = An, (Psioc - fo) = Om, (Qf)Om, (1 — Sp) "t Am, (fo) = O, (Qy). This gives the result. O

6.1.1. Necessity of inverting 1 — S, via an Ext-vanishing result of Prasad. Recall Theorem 4.4.1 which states
that the module C2° (Pp\Gp/G;)[ﬁ] is free of rank one over H¢, [ﬁ], generated by ch(P,Gyp). A natural
thing to ask is whether the localisation at the Hecke operator 1 — S, is optimal and necessary. In other words
is the module C2°(F,\G,/Gy) generated by ch(F,Gp) over He, . As the title of this section suggests, the
answer is no. Indeed, if C2°(P,\G,/Gp) was cyclic as a H¢; -module, then our earlier argument would show
that

dim Homp, (7,1 ® 7p2,0p) < 1

for every unramified Whittaker type mp, 1, mp 2. In particular,

dim Homp, (7, ®7T1\,/,5p) <1
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for every unramified irreducible principal-series m, with w,, = 1. By the same argument as the one in
Remark 6.1.4, one can deduce that the Hom-space above is nothing more than

Hompy, (wp®7r ®indp P(S 1/2 ):HomPGL2(Qp) (7r,,®7r ®ind P(S 1/2 )

It is well-known that the non-Whittaker type principal-series ind Bﬁ 0p /2 fits into a short exact sequence of

PGL2(Qp)-modules

1/2

0 —1—indg p(5 — St — 0.

Tensoring with 7, and taking Extpar,,(q,) (— 7p), We obtain a long exact sequence

(16) 0 — HomPGLg(Q )(7Tp®ﬂ' ®St 1) — HomPGLg(Q ) (7Tp®ﬂ' ®1nd p5 1/2 )

— Hompar,(q,) (7Tp ® 7Tp , 1) — EXtPGLQ(Qp) (mp ® St,mp) .
By ([Pral7] Proposition 2.6) and self-duality of St, the Ext-group appearing above is naturally isomorphic
to Ext%GLz(Qp) (mp ® 7y, St). By the Schneider-Stuhler duality theorem ([Pral7] Theorem 8.1) and the fact
that Ext})GLQ(Qp) (mp @ m),St) = 0 for i > 1 (which is the split rank of PGLy), we have

Ethlz’GLg(Qp) (7Tp ® 7T;;/, St) ~ HomPGLg(Qp) (1, Tp ® W;;/) .

However, this space vanishes by ([Pral7] Proposition 8.1). The space Hompgr,(q,) (mp ® T, 1) is at least

one dimensional and Hompgr,(q,) (7rp ®7TZ\)/ ® St, 1) is precisely one dimensional, where the second fact
follows from the main result of [Pra90]. Thus going back to (16), we finally deduce that

dim Hompgr,(q,) (Wp ®n, ®indg p(5 12, ) >2

Of course this contradicts the bound dim Homp, (7, ® T ,0p) < 1. Thus the H¢;, -module CE(P\Gp/Gy)
is indeed not generated by ch(PpG;) without localising at the Hecke operator 1 — S,.

6.1.2. Relation to branching laws for £-modular representations. We fix a prime ¢ # p and we identify the
residue field of Z, with Fy. We fix a choice of p’ in F for each i € Z, compatible with the projection from Z,
to Fy. The character dp is still given (using different notation) by dp([* ¢]) = p~*»(9). We have algebra and
module structures on H¢, (Fy), C*(P\Gp/ G5, Fy),C(Gp /Gy, Fe) p, 5, by lifting to the corresponding Z;-
points and then projecting back down. Clearly this is independent of the choice of lifts and thus well-defined.

As in ([Gro24] Section 3.3) we say that an unramified Fy-linear H,-representation 7, is non-degenerate

if dim (7,)» =1 and (m,)» generates 7,. For such a representation we still write W;Eh for its spherical

vector. The irreducible Fy-linear unramified principal-series are indeed non-degenerate. This is part of
[MS14], but for GLg, it’s been known before that as mentioned in [BL95]. For the reducible cases, it is a bit
more subtle compared to the zero characteristic case (see for example [Vig89]).

Theorem 6.1.6. Suppose £ { p(p—1) and let mp 1,7y 2 be unramified non-degenerate F-linear H,,-representations
. _ . =X
with wr, | (p) # wwp%z(p) in ¥, . Then

dimE HOIDPP(TFPJ ®7Tp12,5p) S 1

and any such non-zero linear form is non-vanishing on W;S}i ® W;Eg
Proof. By fixing an isomorphism C ~ Q,, it follows from Corollary 4.4.3 that CS° (Pp\Gp/Gg,ZE)[ﬁ] is
cyclicasa Mg (Zo) [ ] module generated by ch(P,G}). From this, it is clear that C2°(P,\G, /Gy, Fy) [ﬁ]
is also cyclic as a ’HG (Fg)[1 5 ]-module generated by ch(P, GO) We have a commutative square

CSO(PP\GP/Gszé) (i’ CSO(GP/GZ)ZK)PP,(SP

il/z ”i
CZ (PG, /Gy, Fe) = C2(Gy /Gy, Fo)p, 50

where ® is the map from Proposition 6.1.1 and ® is defined by first lifting through v, and then applying ®
and 7y, which is clearly well-defined. From the volume calculations in the proof of Lemma 6.1.3, the definition
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of ® and the assumption on £t p(p—1), it follows that ® is surjective. A diagram chase using injectivity
of ® also shows that ® is injective, and finally HG (Fy)-equivariance follows from the definitions. Thus,

C(Gp/Gy, Fo)p, sp [ 5 Jis a cyclic He, (Fo)l s 5 |-module generated by ch(G}). Of course, the linear map

c

C (G, /Gy, Fy) — 10, = mp 1 W, 5 can be defined in a completely algebraic manner via ch(gGyp) — g- Wﬁzh.

c
Then the linear map

o o = ch(gG3) gWib" .
CS (Gp/Gp,Fz)Pp,Jp[ﬁ] — () p,.sp, (1—gsp)i — (l—wn:(p))i’ g€ Gp,i€Z>

is surjective. By the cyclicity mentioned above and the fact that for such modular representations the space
(Hp)GP is still one dimensional, its image is generated by the spherical vector and the result follows. g

Corollary 6.1.7. Suppose £ { p(p—1). Let wp1,7p 2 be unramified non-degenerate Fy-linear representations
of Hy and let mp 3 be an unramified normalized parabolic induction indgﬁ [ 2] with (Xpa/Xp,2)(P) # P
n FEX. Then

dimg, Homp, (Tp1 @ Tp 2 @ mp3,1) < 1.

If furthermore mp, 3 is also non-degenerate then any such non-zero linear form does not vanish on the spherical
sph sph sph
vector W2P% @ W2 @ W2PT.

Proof. Again by twisting we may assume that m,3 has trivial central character, i.e. xp2 = X, % and
W, W, , = 1. in the same manner as Remark 6.1.4, one can then relate the Hom-space in question to

Homp, (mp,1 ® 0p2,0p) where op2 = mp2 ® [(5113/2Xp71)(det(—))] as an Hp-representation. By assumption,
we have xp,1(p)? # p and thus the product of central characters (wr, ,wo, ,)(P) = Xp,1(p)* - p~' # 1. Then
the bound on the dimension follows from Theorem 6.1.6. Finally, to show that if such a non-zero linear form
exists then it doesn’t vanish on the spherical vector (assuming m, 3 is non-degenerate), one needs to trace

through the various isomorphisms of Hom-spaces in Remark 6.1.4 (Frobenius reciprocity and duality) while
using [Vig89] Lemme 18 part (3) and its proof, and the corresponding result of Theorem 6.1.6. |

Remark 6.1.8. We would also like to remark that for irreducible representations m,; (even ramified ones)
the uniqueness of the triple-product period above, can also be obtained by the proof of [Pra90], which works
verbatim in this £ 1 p(p — 1) modular setting. This has been verified through personal correspondence with
Dipendra Prasad.

6.2. Integral lattice in S(Q2) ® m, 1 @ mp2. As usual, we let m, 1,7, 2 be unramified Hy-representations of
Whittaker type. By Theorem 3.2.3 we know that a non-zero Hj-invariant period in Homg, (S (Qg) R mp1
Tp,2,1) is unique up to scalars and is non-vanishing on the unramified vector ch(ZQ) ® WSph ® WSph We
can thus rescale it so it maps ch(ZQ) VVbph VVbph to 1 and we call such a period normahzed In fact we
will see later, when we discuss an apphcamon of thls to global Rankin-Selberg integrals, that such a non-zero
period always exists and we will explicitly write it down. For now though, we need only consider an abstract
period of this form, without any sort of realization of it.

Theorem 6.2.1. Let Z be the non-zero normalized Hy-invariant period in Homp, (S(QZ) ® mp1 @ mp2,1).
Assume that the spherical Hecke eigensystem of mp1 Km0 restricts to a morphism ’H%p (R) — R for some
Z[1/p]-algebra R C C. Then:

(1) The period Z is valued in R on the lattice

1
sph sph 2 .
spang {¢ ®g <W,rp LW ) | g € Gp and ¢ € S(Q,,) valued in volg, (Stabr (3) N gGag 1) R} .

9) The period Z is valued in the ideal (p — 1, L(m, 1 R m,2,0)") C R on the lattice
P, ,

1
WEPh g pysph € G, and ¢ € Sy(Q?) valued i RY.
Spanﬂ{mg( BLOWEL) |0 Gy and 6 € SuQY) el v oG )

(3) If wp := wr, ,wr, , # 1, the period Z satisfies
L(wp,0) ' Z(=) € (p— 1, L(mp1 W mp2,0)" ') CR
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on the lattice

1
WSPh & pysph € G, and ¢ € S(Q?) valued i RY.
o {Mg( AL EWEL) 19 Gy and 0 € SIQY) v in e T

Proof. The proof relies on the three parts of Theorem 5.1.1, in particular the integral behavior of the Hecke
operators Py attached to integrals elements . To obtain the result one combines this with Proposition 4.4.1
of [LSZ21b], whose proof is formal and adapts to our setup in an identical fashion. |

Remark 6.2.2. Notice how parts (2) and (3) compared to part (1), of Theorem 6.2.1, have the determinant
level condition Gp[p]. Also, note that part (3) compared to part (2) allows for Schwartz functions which
might not vanish at the origin, at the expense of a potential Dirichlet L-factor popping up.

Remark 6.2.3. The assumption on the spherical Hecke eigensystem of 7, 1 X 7, 2 is a natural one to make
from a global viewpoint as we will see later when we discuss an application of this to global Rankin-Selberg
integrals for product of modular forms.

6.3. Integral lattice in 7,1 ® 7,2 ® m, 3. For notational convenience we now let 7,3 be an unramified
Whittaker type H,-representation of the form I(x,,| - |;1/2) such that wr, ,wr, ,wr,, = 1. From Theo-
rem 3.2.4 we know that a non-zero invariant period in Homg, (71 ® 7p 2 ® mp 3,1) is unique up to scalars
and is non vanishing on the spherical vector W;E}i ® W;E}; ® W;S}; We can thus rescale it to map this
spherical vector to 1 and call such a period normalized. In fact by Remark 6.1.4 (or by [HS01]) such a period
always exists. Once again we can make use of the H,-equivariant map

S(Q;%) — Tp,3, (b = fqgﬁxp

constructed in [LSZ21a], which we describe in this section for completeness: For a Schwartz function ¢ €
8(Q3), we write ¢ for its Fourier transform

é(%y) = /p / ) ep(zv — yu)p(u,v) dudv

where e, is the standard additive character of Q, mapping 1/p" to exp(27i/p™) (this is an explicit description
of the character v fixed at the beginning of Section 4) and du,dv denote the usual additive Haar measure
on Q,. Since 7, 3 is unramified, the character y,, is of the form | - [ for some a € C. Let b= a + %, then by
([LSZ21a] 3.2.2),

1
s+a+§

Jo.x, (h) := lim [det(R)]p ) / (;5((0,gc)h)|gc|f’f“”r1 d*xz, h € H)
Qy

s=0 L (]-]5,2s4+1

is well-defined and gives an element of I(xp, |- |p 1 2). Furthermore, the assignment ¢ — fz x, I8 surjective,
H)-equivariant and by ([LSZ21b] 3.2.5) it maps ch(Z2) to W3Ph.
P,3

Corollary 6.3.1. Let Z be the non-zero normalized invariant period in Hompg, (7,1 @mp 2@, 3,1). Assume
that the spherical Hecke eigensystem of m, 1 X mp, o restricts to a morphism ’H%p (R) — R for some Z[1/p]-
algebra R C C. Then:

(1) The period Z is valued in R on the lattice

1
sph sph N 2 :
spang {g (Wﬂp_l ® Wﬂw) ® f¢,xp | g € Gp and ¢ € §(Q;,) valued in volir, (Stapr @n gG;g*l) R} .

(2) The period Z is valued in the ideal (p — 1, L(mp1 K mp2,0)71) CR on the lattice

! R
volp, (Stabu, (¢) NgGylplg~") " [~

spanp {g <W,Sr§}1 ® W:Eg) ® fax, | g€ Gy and ¢ € SO(QZ) valued in
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(3) If wp = wr, W, , # 1, the period Z satisfies
L(wp, 007" Z(=) € (p— 1, L(mp1 K mp2,0) ") CR
on the lattice

1
voly, (Stabg, (¢) N gGlplg—1) R} '

Tp,1

spang {g (Wsph ® W;E};) ® f&xp | g€ G, and ¢ € S(Qz) valued in

Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.2.1 and the map induced by f(i),xp at the level of Hom-spaces. O
6.4. Rankin-Selberg integral for product of modular forms.

6.4.1. The local integrals. We once again fix an additive character ¢ : Q, — C* of conductor one. As before,
we consider the family of G),-representations m, 1 X, » where 7, 1 and 7, 2 are unramified H,-representations

of Whittaker type, and we identify 7,1 with W(mp1,9) and 7, o with W(m,, 2,).

Definition 6.4.1 ([JPSS83]). For Wy € W(my1,¢), W2 € W(mp2,¢) and ¢ € S(Q2), the zeta integral
Z(Wy,Wa, 0, ) is given by

(17) 2(6, W1, W, s) = /N - WA (R0, Dt 1) dh

Proposition 6.4.2. (1) The zeta integral of Definition 6.4.1 converges for R(s) large enough and admits
unique meromorphic continuation as a rational function of p°.

(2) As Wi, W1 and ¢ vary, the Z(W1.Wa, ¢, s) generate the fractional ideal L(mp1 K mp 2, 8)Clp®, p~7].
Proof. This is one of the main results of [JPSS83] where it is stated and proved in greater generality. O
Proposition 6.4.3. Let ¢g = ch(Z2). Then,

Z( o, Wbl WP 5) = L(mp s B 7.2, 5).

Tp,1’ Tp,1”?
Proof. This is well know and the strategy is that of [Gro20] 2.2.2, using [Shi76] to evaluate the spherical
Whittaker functions in terms of Satake parameters. O

Definition 6.4.4. Let m,1,m,2 be as above. The linear form Z : S(Q3) ® my1 @ mp o — C is given by

. Z((val;WQ;S)
Z W@ W) =lim ——=.
oM em) 20 L(mp,1 W mp2,8)
By Proposition 6.4.2, the linear form Z is well defined. Additionally, Proposition 6.4.3 shows that Z takes
the value 1 on ¢g ® W;Ehl ® W;S}; A standard change of variables also shows that Z is in fact H,p-
invariant. Putting everything together, the linear form Z gives a non-zero invariant period in the space
Homp, (8(Q2) ® mp,1 ® mp2,1), which by Theorem 3.2.3, is in fact a basis.

6.4.2. The global integral. We fix a prime ¢ and an isomorphism ¢ : C ~ Q,. We let f; and f» be two
normalised cuspidal Hecke eigenforms in Si(I'1(N)) with & > 2, £1 N, and we write ¢; for the Nebentype
of f;. To these we can associate two irreducible admissible automorphic representations of H(A) ([Gel06]),
which we call m; =7, ¢, = ®;7rp,1 and mo =, 5, = ®;)7Tp72, with normalisation as in [LW12]. It is well-known
that each local component is generic, and it is unramified if and only if p doesn’t divide co or N. We write
w1 and wy for their respective central characters. We also write L = Ly, ¢, for the number field associated
to f1 and f3, given by adjoining the Hecke eigenvalues of f; and fo to Q. We write L = L, ¢, ¢, for the
smallest /-adic number field containing the image of L under ..

To a Schwartz function ® € S(A?), one can associate an Eisenstein series using Godement-Jacquet the-
ory ([JLO06]), which is given by

E(g,s:®)= Y Idet(vg)lf,/ (0, 2)vg)w1 (z)wa (z)|z[2* d* .
vEB(Q\H(Q) AX
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For cusp forms ¢ € m; and @2 € 7o, one has the global Rankin-Selbger integral as in [JS81], which is given
by
I(s,®,¢1,p2) = / P1(9)p2(9)E(g, s; ®) dyg.
Z(A)H(Q\H(A)

By [JS81], this is a meromorphic function of s € C and satisfies a functional equation. We let S denote the
finite set of places S = {oco, p|¢N}, and write L°(m; X 7o, 5) for the partial L-function

Ls(ﬂ'l X T, S) = H L(ﬂ-pJ X Tp,2y S)
PES
where the local L-factors are as in Proposition 6.4.2. Finally, we note that the local zeta integral
Z((I):Dv W1, Wp,a, S)
of Definition 6.4.1 still exists for the infinite place and satisfies similar properties ([Jac09]).

Theorem 6.4.5. Let p; ~ ®,W,; be decomposable cusp forms, with W, ; = W;Eh forp & S. Let g =
(91,92) € G(A®), and suppose that ® = ®@,P, is also decomposable. Write

I(s, @, 9101, g22) cq
é.

€0, f1, (I), 1,92) ‘= lim
s (2:91.92) s=0 L9 (71 Mo, ) - Hpes Z(®p, 91,pWp,1, 925 Wp,2, 5)

The following are true:
(1) If @, is valued in voly, (Stabp, (®,) N g,Gag, ') 'O for p & S, then
0,152 (®,91,92) € Ou.
(2) Suppose that the assumption of part (1) holds and let Sy denote a finite set of places away from S

for which: p =1 mod ¢, (ere2)(p) # 1 and ®,, is valued in volg, (Stabs, (®,) N g,G5[plg, ') OL
(note the addition of the determinant level G} [p] instead of Gy ). Then,

II Llae, 0™ | conpn(@gi92) € [ (=1 L(mp1 R 7y2,0)7") € O,
pESH s.t: pESo
‘I’pfso(Qi)

In particular, if the level of f1, fo satisfies (#(Z/NZ)*,¢) = 1, then this holds without the bracketed
product on the left.

Proof. Firstly note that by the works of [JS81], [JPSS83] and [Jac09], the function inside the limit admits
unique analytic continuation as an entire function of s, and thus the limit makes sense. We write S " for the
finite set of places outside S, consisting of p such that g, & G5, or @), # ch(Z2). By Section 4 of [JS81], the
limit in question coincides with

. Z(‘I) g1 W, 1,92 1% 2 8)
1 prILp" " P,y ILp " P2 _ Z(P W, W.
H <sl—r>1(13 L(ry1 K12, 5) l_g (Pp ® g1,pWp,1 ® g2, Wp,2)
€

peSs’

where Z is as in Definition 6.4.4. We are now in a position to apply Theorem 6.2.1 at each prime p € Sl,
with the Z[1/p]-algebra R taken to be Or,. Thus, it suffices to show that the local condition on the spherical
Hecke eigensystem of each local component 7, 1 X, o is satisfied. Indeed, this follows similarly to Theorem
8.2.1 in [Gro24] using as mentioned before, the normalizations of [LW12]. If the last assumption on the level
of fi1, f2 holds then the bracketed integral on the left is a unit in Oy, which concludes the proof. |
APPENDIX A. STRUCTURE OF Ogo(Pp\Gp/G;)[ﬁ]

This appendix is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 4.4.1. As such we refer the reader back to Section 4

for notation and definitions.

Theorem A.0.1. The module C2° (Pp\Gp/Gg)[ﬁ] is free of rank one over ’H%p[ﬁ], generated Iby the
characteristic function fo := ch(P,G}). In particular, for f € CF(P,\Gy/Gy), we have f = Ti”SQ;’f - fo,

where Qy 1is the Hecke operator described in Section 4.4.
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Proof. We firstly show that the module in question is cyclic with fy as a generator. By (11), it suffices to
show that the intersection of the kernels of the linear forms Ay, as we vary the representation I, is trivial.
For an element in this intersection, we have Ap,(f) = Om,(Qf) = 0 for every II,. By the usual density
argument, this implies that Qy is identically zero in H%p. We now claim that Qy = 0 implies that f = 0.

Firstly, for m,n € Z> and r,t € Z, we put f;", := ch(P,p"(p' {Pm P;”} ,1)G5) in CF(P,\G,/G5). We can

always write f as
N M
_ gt C£PiTy
F={Doalnio )+ Dobfld
i=1 j=1

where:

o v; >0 for all j

o |mo| < |mq| < -0 < |myl; if |my| = |miga| then r; < ripq; if |my| = |myy1] and r; = r;41 then
ti <tig1.

o |pol + 1o < | + i < oo < lpml 4 v 3 [l + vy = [pgaal 4 v then |yl < lpygals if
il +vi = |pje1| +vjr and [ps] = [pja] then pj < pjgas i [pg] +v5 = [ |+ vis (g = (g4
and Pj = Pj+1 then Tj S Tj+1-

By proposition 4.3.6 we have

N M
(18) Qf = (Z ai%iqti‘@mi> Z J PJ Tj ‘@#J + Q:“‘J Vj (1)) =0

=1

in " = C[S)1, Tp1:Spas Tp2]. We write (18) as

p,1»

N M

(19) (Z aiy/rutigzmi) + ijvpjﬂ'j'gzﬂj + ijy//)mﬂgﬂpl’gtp (1) =0
i=1 j=1 j=

If the rightmost sum in (19) is non-zero, then Py (1) divides (Zfil iV, s c@mi) + (Z]I\/il bV, mi Wﬂj). We

now claim that this cannot happen. In particular, we show that P,(1) never divides a non-zero finite sum

of the form 3" ¢ (S,18,.2)°Sk 5172 Consider an arbitrary sum of this form, which we write as

(20)

—n n s; ok —n n 3 kj
A= | p2PM(1) > i i(8pn1Sp2)" Sy | + | p 2P (1) D dij(Sp1Sp2)* S,
i,j i\

(21) + terms of this form involving 731[(,,511 (1), P(EQ)( 1) with e1,es < n.
It is straightforward to compute, using the explicit description of the spherical Hecke eigensystem of the
representations II,,, that

o P (1) =1- T 1T p 1Sp QT 1T 2+ Sp 1ﬂ2 + Sp 27d2 281?118:072 + 83,181%;2
Py (1) = o o ST+ 0T

. Mé??m = o s — i SpaToa Tl + O(T55)
where O(T,;;) denotes a hnear combination of terms of the form Sg ;S 'T with ¢ < e. From this, by looking
at the degrees of the 7, ; terms, we can assume that that n > 3 in (2()) since otherwise the non- divisibility

claim holds trivially. It is also important to note that A has no monomials containing 7, 'T 'y with both
a,b > 2. If Pp(1) divides A in Hg, , then it is not hard to see that we can write

A= (AT + AT oo+ + AnsTpa T 4+ Ana T3+ C) Py(1)

where A; € C[S;[%,Sil] and C'is a C[S;[%,Sil] linear combination of monomials containing only 7,%7,%,

with a +b<n—3.
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Comparing coefficients of 71" L and Ty Lin A, we get the relations
1 sitkj os;—1 1 5i+kj—1 o3,
(22) Al = W Zciajsp,l JSp,Q and An,Q = W Zdivjsp,l ’ Sp,2'
i,5 ,J

The monomials that contribute to ﬁ8p71ﬁ72727f ?in A are ATy % and AT, *Tp2. Similarly, the
monomials contributing to ﬁé’p,gﬂ,lm{? in A are An727;}2_3 and An,3ﬁ717;’112_4. Comparing coeffi-

cients of 7;)27;7}1_2 and 7;,17;7}2_2, we get the relations

(23)

1 1 -1 sitki+1 os;
—5(1 + S 718;072)141 + 58 7214.2 = p—L"/QJ Z Ci,jSpJ Sp72
]

1 1 -1 Sitks odi+1
S0 8p18,2) Ana + S Spadn-s = oy D Sy S
,]

Combining (22) and (23) and simplifying, we obtain the relations
(24) Al = Sp72A2 and An,Q = SpﬁgAnfg.

We observe that for n = 3 or 4, (24) already implies our claim that P,(1)|A if and only if A = 0. Thus we

may assume that n > 5. Comparing coefficients of 7,7, 7,?; with a +b = n — 1 and a,b > 2 (which as we

remarked earlier, they vanish), we obtain the following system of equations:
(25) Sp1ld1 — (14+8p18p2)A2 +Sp 243 =0
Sp71A2 — (1 + S 7151,)2)143 + Sp72A4 =0

Sp71An_4 - (1 + S 718 72)1471—3 + S ,2An_2 =0.
A lengthy but elementary substitution exercise, together with (24), yields that
A2 = Sp)lsp)gAg forn=>5
A2 = 8575514”,3 and An,3 = 8;155142 for n Z 6.
Combining this with (24) and (25), we deduce that A1 = --- = A,,_5 = 0, which finishes the proof of our
first claim.
Thus, (19) now implies that S := ij\il bj V720, v, is identically zero. We claim that by; = 0, and thus

inductively, all the b; = 0. To show this, we use the explicit expression of ¥ and 2 found in proposition 4.3.6.
The leading monomial of ¥, r,, Z,is; 02, 1S given up to a scalar multiple, by

(S Sl M ST T i sy 2 0

(Sp,lS )2)ms;')zvlfnljzlvfflﬂgmnwzwfl Cif g < 0.
Firstly, we assume that ppr = 0. If |par—1] + var—1 < |uar| + var = var, then the result follows at once. by
considering powers of T, 1. If |upr—1| +vam—1 = |pam | +vam = var, then we must have |uar—1] < |ua| = 0 and
hence pps—1 = 0 which then implies that vy;—1 = vps. The result then follows by considering pjs, 7ar and
PM -1, TMm—1 since in this case, the equality (|par|+var, |l par, Tar) = (par—1|+var—1, |par—1l, par—1, Tvr—1)
implies that f27M = fii=17M~1 . We now assume that [pas] > 0. If [puar—1| + var—1 < |par] + var—1 then
the result follows again by considering the exponents of 7, 1 or 7,2 depending on the parity of ji57. Assume
instead that |upr—1| + var—1 = |par| + var—1, in which case we have |par—1] < |uar|. Then

vam = vm—1 + |pa—1| — || < var-a.
Let K € {1,..., M —1} be the smallest integer for which |ux|+vik = |px+1|+ vk = = |ppm—1]+vm—1 =
|ear| + vas. Then
lp| < < par—a| < |par| and vy vy < < g

Without loss of generality, assume that ps > 0. We now show that we may also assume bar ¥, 70 Liins,var
is the only term of S with a monomial which is a scalar multiple of

P T™M M AV —1gva —1
(Sp,lspﬁ) MSp,l 7;,1 7;,1
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and hence by; = 0: Any other term containing such monomial, has to come from some 2,, ,,, with
Le{K,...,.M —1} and ur, > 0. Let Ly > Ly > --- > Lg be all such values of L. The leading monomial of
br, Vo1, 70, 2us, e, 18 @ scalar multiple of

T

L pr ,+ve ,—1 vy, —1
(SpaSp2) a8y Tpy® 7 Tt

p,2

Since in this case ﬁjlf: is completely determined by (|ur,| + vi,, |er,|, pr., 75, ), or equivalently (|ur,| +

VL, VL;s PL;>TL; ), it follows that by, %, 2y, w1, 1s the only term in S containing a monomial which is a

PL4TLy
scalar multiple of (Sp18p,2)7"e S;fld 7;71Ld+VLd_l7;?§d_l. Hence by, = 0 and continuing like this we conclude
that by, = .-+ = b, = 0. Thus our assumption is justified. But then bys = 0 which is what we initially
wanted to prove. This proves our second claim, i.e b; =0 for all j =1,..., M. Thus (19) now implies that

N
T := Z a; Ve, t: Pm; = 0.
i=1
Our last claim is that the coefficients a; are also zero: We do this by showing that ay = 0. Recall that
1 {P("f”l)(l), if m; >0

gm- - B )
Copm | P @), i m < 0

Suppose first that |my| > 2. Looking at the explicit expressions for ’Pgll)(l) and 731572)(1) it follows that
anNYVry .ty Pmy is the only term of T' that contains a monomial which is a scalar multiple of

(Sp18p2) ™ AT,
and hence ay = 0. Now suppose that |my| =1. If 0 = |my_1| < 1 we are clearly done by considering once
again exponents of 7,1 or Tpo. If [Imn_1| =1, we let K € {1,..., N — 1} be the smallest integer for which
Im| = |mgq1| = =|my_1| = [mn| =1

Then, we have

K-1 N
T = <Z ai(SpJSp,g)”S;ﬁ) 90 + (Z ai(SpJSp,g)”S;flng y where m; = +1

=1 i=K

K—-1
= <Z ai(Sp,l‘S‘ )2)7“1'8;:’1) Py + (Z ai(Sp,l‘S‘ ,2)’”1'8;7;’1) P+ Z ai(Sp,l‘S‘ 72)707"8;"51 P_q.

i=1 i€l i€l

where 1 UI_; ={K,...,N},i€ I if and only if m; =1 and ¢ € I_; if and only if m; = —1. We write
Cri=Y ai(8p18,2)" Sk, and Cyi= > ai(Sp18y2)"" Sy

icly iel_q
Recall that

1 1 1 1
Py =1-=8,18p2, P1 = _ES;D,ITQ + 57;,1, P_ = ES;D,QT,I + ;7;,2-

Since T' = 0, we must have
C Ch C_ C_4
——S ,lT,2 + —T,l - —S 727‘71 + —T12 =0.
p opt D P p op2le p P

From this, we deduce that
01 = 07181;12 and 071 = Clé‘pyl.

It follows at once that C; = C_y = 0. Since for i € Iy, f:{l% = ffdti is completely determined by (r;,t;) we
conclude that a; = 0 for every ¢ € I; and in an identical fashion a; = 0 for every ¢ € I_;. This deals with

the case where |my| = 1. Finally, if my = 0, then

N
T = <Z ai(Sp1S ,2)Tis;jl> Py =0

i=1
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and f:{l% = gfo’ti is once again determined by (r;,¢;). Thus the claim follows.

Putting everything together, we have shown that 2; = 0 implies that f = 0 and as a result, we deduce that
ﬂker(Anp) = 0.
HP

This is exactly what we wanted to prove in order to establish the cyclicity statement. For freeness, note that

Am, : CF(P\G,/Gy) — (H]\D/)G;, for wx, , # wy; !, can be extended naturally to a Hecke equivariant map

Tp,2”?

oo o ° Am, (f)
Cc (PP\GP/Gp)[ﬁ] - (H;\D/)Gp7 (1*];;.)T = @Hp(rllpfspfly'

’

We just proved that every such element (1—1‘—5)?" is given by % - fo. Thus freeness follows from Hecke
p p
equivariance and the fact that this slightly shrinked family of representations I, is still dense in Spec(Hép).

O
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