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ON RANKIN-SELBERG INTEGRAL STRUCTURES AND EULER

SYSTEMS FOR GL2×GL2 .

Alexandros Groutides
Mathematics Institute, University of Warwick

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
′

p
(Frob−1

p
)

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 = GL2 ×GL2.
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

′

p(Frob
−1
p ) 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[p] introduced in [LSZ21b] arise from global cohomo-

logical considerations. They can be briefly described locally, through certain lattices I0(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p])

inside the GL2(Qp)-coinvariants of S0(Q
2
p)⊗ C∞

c (Gp), which are given by

I0(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]) := spanZ[1/p]

{

φ⊗ ch(gG◦
p[p]) | g ∈ Gp, φ valued in

1

vol(Stab(φ) ∩ gG◦
p[p]g

−1)
Z[1/p]

}

.

Of course, the local setup of S0(Q
2
p) ⊗ C∞

c (Gp) is the natural one for our case and should resemble the
classical GL2 ×GL2 Rankin-Selberg philosophy of “an Eisenstein series and two cusp forms”.

Theorem A (Theorem 5.2.7, Corollary 5.2.9). Let G = GL2 ×GL2. 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 δ = (δp)p/∈S of integral data
with determinant level, that is either the “trivial” family δ0 or a family in

∏

p/∈S I0(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), there

exists a collection of motivic cohomology classes

Ξmot,n(δ) ∈ H3
mot (YG(KS)×Q Q(µn),Q(2)) , n ∈ ZS

where Ξmot,n(δ) depends on δp for p|n, that satisfy the following norm relations:

(1) For all n,m ∈ ZS with m
n = p prime

norm
Q(µm)
Q(µn) (Ξmot,m(δ)) = Pcycl

Tr(δp)
· Ξmot,n(δ)

with

Pcycl
Tr(δp)

∈
(

p− 1,P
′

p(Frob
−1
p )
)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[Frob±1
p ].

The local factor Pcycl
Tr(δp)

is canonical and Frobp ∈ Gal(Q(µn)/Q) is arithmetic Frobenius at p. Ad-

ditionally, P
′

p(x) ∈ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[x] is the polynomial over the integral-away-from-p spherical Hecke

algebra which interpolates local L-factors of unramified principal-series Gp-representations πp,1⊠πp,2.
(2) Specialising δ, we have for all n,m ∈ ZS with m

n = p prime

norm
Q(µm)
Q(µn)

(Ξmot,m(δ)) =

{

(p− 1) · Ξmot,n (δ) , if δ = δ0

P
′

p(Frob
−1
p ) · Ξmot,n (δ) , if δ = δ1

1
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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 I0, and
to Theorem 5.2.7 for the definition of the families δ0 and δ1. 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 δ1 are optimal out of all possible choices of integral data, in
the sense that the Euler factor appearing 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 optimal, in the sense that it cannot be
shrunk any further, and any local factor appearing in norm relations for any integral input data is divisible
integrally by the Euler factor P

′

p(Frob
−1
p ) modulo (p− 1). This is also in line with the different approach of

[LLZ14] and [LLZ18]: The classes Ξmot,n(δ1) are not exactly the same as the corresponding ones in op.cit,
(e.g [LLZ18] 3.5.3, split case) which satisfy the analogous norm relations (Theorem A (2)) at p, only modulo
p− 1, which for applications is usually fine due to a result of [Rub00].

Additionally, fixing a prime ℓ and combining Theorem A with integral work of [LSZ21b], we see that for
any family δ as in Theorem A, one can obtain integral classes in étale cohomology cΞét,n(δ) (for appropriate
integers c and n) for which the norm relations of Theorem A hold integrally. In particular for fixed c, and
for n|m in an appropriate family of square-free integers, we have:

norm
Q(µm)
Q(µn)

(cΞét,m(δ)) =







∏

p|
m
n

P
′

p(Frob
−1
p )






· cΞét,n(δ) in H3

ét (YG(KS)×Q Q(µn),Zℓ(2)) /ℓ

up to the action of
∏

p|
m
n
H◦

Gp
(Zℓ)[Frob

±1
p ] 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/Qp, however we stick with Qp 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 = GL2 ×GL2 and H = GL2 ⊆ G diagonally. Let ℓ be
a fixed prime and fix C ≃ι Qℓ. Let f1, f2 ∈ Sk(Γ1(N)), k ≥ 2, be normalized cuspidal Hecke eigenforms.
Write ǫi for their respective Nebentype, and πfi for their associated automorphic representations. Let Lf1,f2

be the smallest ℓ-adic number field containing the composite of the number fields of f1 and f2 under ι, and
let S be the set of primes {∞, p|ℓN}. Let ϕi ≃ ⊗pWi,p ∈ πfi be decomposable cusp forms with Wi,p =W sph

πfi
,p

for p /∈ S, g = (g1, g2) ∈ G(A∞) and Φ = ⊗pΦp ∈ S(A2) a decomposable Schwartz function. Finally, write

εℓ,f1,f2 (Φ, g1, g2) := lim
s!0

I(s,Φ, g1ϕ1, g2ϕ2)

LS(πf1 ⊠ πf2 , s) ·
∏

p∈S Z(Φp, g1,pWp,1, g2,pWp,2, s)
∈ Qℓ.

The following are true:

(1) If Φp is valued in volHp(StabHp(Φp) ∩ gpG
◦
pg

−1
p )−1OLf1,f2

for p 6∈ S, then

εℓ,f1,f2(Φ, g1, g2) ∈ OLf1,f2
.

(2) Suppose that the assumption of part (1) holds and let S0 be a finite set of places away from S for
which: p ≡ 1 mod ℓ, (ǫ1ǫ2)(p) 6= 1 and Φp is valued in volHp(StabHp(Φp) ∩ gpG

◦
p[p]g

−1
p )−1OLf1,f2

(note the addition of the determinant level G◦
p[p] instead of G◦

p). Then,








∏

p∈S0 s.t:
Φp(0,0) 6=0

L(ǫ1ǫ2, 0)
−1









· εℓ,f1,f2(Φ, g1, g2) ∈
∏

p∈S0

(

p− 1, LS
p (πf1 ⊠ πf2 , 0)

−1
)

⊆ OLf1,f2
.

In particular, if the level of f1, f2 satisfies (#(Z/NZ)×, ℓ) = 1, then the containment holds without
the bracketed product on the left.
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Here I denotes the global Rankin-Selberg integral of [JS81], Z denotes the local Rankin-Selberg integral of
[JPSS83] and [Jac90], LS denotes the partial L-function, LS

p denotes its local p-component and volHp denotes
the normalized Haar measure on Hp = GL2(Qp) which gives GL2(Zp) 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
Gp

Pp
1 where P is the mirabolic subgroup of GL2. 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 GL2 ×GL2.

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 ⊆ GL2. 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 (Π∨
p )

G◦
p for a sufficiently dense family of Whittaker type

principal-series Πp. 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
ℓ-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 integral 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-Eisenstein 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.

This research was funded by the ERC (Grant No. 101001051— Shimura varieties and the Birch–Swinnerton-
Dyer conjecture)
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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 ×GL2, H := GL2 .

We identify H with a subgroup of G via the diagonal embedding h 7! (h, h). For a group Γ in {H,G}, we
write Γp for the locally pro-finite group Γ(Qp) and Γ◦

p for the maximal open compact subgroup Γ(Zp). We fix
a Q-valued Haar measure dγ on Γp, normalized to give Γ◦

p volume one. We write H(Γp) := C∞
c (Γp) for the

full Hecke algebra of smooth, compactly supported C-valued functions on Γp, under the usual convolution,
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which we denote by

(θ1 ·Γ θ2)(x) :=

∫

Γp

θ1(γ)θ2(γ
−1x) dγ, x ∈ Γp, θ1, θ2 ∈ H(Γp).

The subscript Γ 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 H◦

Γp
:= C∞

c (Γ◦
p\Γp/Γ

◦
p) for the spherical (or unramified)

Hecke algebra of (smooth), compactly supported, Γ◦
p-bi-invariant, C-valued functions on Γp, under the same

convolution as before, and we also write H◦
Γp
(Z[1/p]) for the subalgebra of functions valued in Z[1/p]. It

is well known that H◦
Γp

is a commutative C-algebra of Weyl group invariant polynomials in the Satake

parameters. Explicitly, we have:

H◦
Hp

≃ C[S±1
p , Tp] −֒! H◦

Gp
≃ C[S±1

p,1 , Tp,1,S
±1
p,2 , Tp,2]

H◦
Hp

(Z[1/p]) ≃ Z[1/p][S±1
p , Tp] −֒! H◦

Gp
(Z[1/p]) ≃ Z[1/p][S±1

p,1 , Tp,1,S
±1
p,2 , Tp,2]

Sp 7−! Sp,1Sp,2

Tp 7−! Tp,1Tp,2

where

Sp := ch
(

[ p p ]H
◦
p

)

Sp,1 := ch
(

([ p p ] , 1)G
◦
p

)

Sp,2 := ch
(

(1, [ p p ])G
◦
p

)

Tp := ch
(

H◦
p [

p
1 ]H

◦
p

)

Tp,1 := ch
(

G◦
p ([

p
1 ] , 1)G

◦
p

)

Tp,1 := ch
(

G◦
p (1, [

p
1 ])G

◦
p

)

.

We will denote by (−)
′

the automorphism of H◦
Γp

induced by inversion in Γp, i.e. for any θ ∈ H◦
Γp
, we have

θ
′

(γ) := θ(γ−1) for all γ ∈ Γp. For an open subgroup Up of Γp, we write ch(Up) for the characteristic function

of Up. All representations considered will be C-linear (or Qℓ-linear after fixing C ≃ Qℓ) unless otherwise
stated (e.g Section 6.1), and every smooth Γp-representation will also be regarded as a H(Γp)-module in the
usual way, via

θ · v :=

∫

Γp

θ(γ) γ · v dγ, θ ∈ H(Γp), v ∈ V.

In particular, if v ∈ V is Up-invariant, then for any g ∈ Γp, ch(gUp) · v = volΓp(Up, dγ)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 Bp the upper triangular Borel of Hp, Np its unipotent radical
of upper unitriangular matrices, and by Tp the diagonal torus. Then Bp = Tp ⋉ Np and we also have the
well-known Iwasawa decomposition Hp = BpH

◦
p . Let ψ : Qp ! C× be an additive character which we

regard as a character of Np in the usual way by identifying Np with Qp through its top right entry. As in
[Loe21], we say that a smooth Hp-representation πp 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 Hp transforming by ψ under left

translations by Np, i.e. πp !֒ Ind
Hp

Np
ψ. This space is unique and we call it the Whittaker model of πp,

denoted by W(πp, ψ). 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◦

p -fixed vector. It is well-known that

for such representation the space (πp)
H◦

p is one-dimensional and is generated by a canonical spherical vector
W sph

πp
such that W sph

πp
(1) = 1. Thus, the spherical Hecke algebra of Hp acts on this space via a character

which we call the spherical Hecke eigensystem of πp and denote it by Θπp .

We write S(Q2
p) for the space of C-valued Schwartz functions (i.e locally constant and compactly sup-

ported) on Q2
p, regarded as a smooth Hp-representation under right translations. We also write S0(Q

2
p) for

the subrepresentation of S(Q2
p) consisting of functions that vanish at (0, 0).

Definition 2.2.1 ([LSZ21b] 3.1.1). Let V be a smooth Gp-representation. A linear map

Z : S(Q2
p)⊗H(Gp) −! V

is (Gp ×Hp)-equivariant, if it is equivariant with respect to the following actions:
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(1) Gp acts on the left hand side by g · (φ⊗ ξ) := φ⊗ (ξ((−)g) and on the right-hand side by its assigned
action on V .

(2) Hp acts on the left-hand side by h · (φ ⊗ ξ) := φ((−)h) ⊗ ξ(h−1(−)) and trivially on the right-hand
side

The family of such equivariant maps can be canonically identified with HomHp(S(Q
2
p) ⊗ V ∨,1), where V ∨

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 Up ⊆ G◦

p, we write I(Gp/Up), for the Hp-coinvariants of S(Q
2
p)⊗C∞

c (Gp/Up),
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,Z), we get an induced map
I(Gp/Up)! V Up . We equip S(Q2

p) ⊗ C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p) with the structure of an H◦

Gp
-module via the Gp-action

defined above. It can be easily checked that this induces a well-defined action of H◦
Gp

on I(Gp/G
◦
p). A

formal unravelling of definitions, gives the following two identities as in [LSZ21b]:

• Let φ ∈ S(Q2
p) and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ H(Gp). Then [φ⊗ (ξ1 ·G ξ

′

2)] = ξ2 · [φ⊗ ξ1].

• Let φ ∈ S(Q2
p), ξ1 ∈ H(Hp) and ξ2 ∈ H(Gp). Then [(ξ1 · φ)⊗ ξ2] = [φ⊗ (ξ

′

1 ·H ξ2)].

These two identities will be used throughout without further mention.

Definition 2.2.2. We introduce the following integral lattices in I(Gp/G
◦
p) as in [LSZ21b] 3.2.1. Let Up be

an open subgroup of G◦
p. The integral lattice (at level Up) I(0)(Gp/Up,Z[1/p]) consists of all Z[1/p]-linear

combinations of elements of the form [φ⊗ ch(gUp)], where φ ∈ S(0)(Q
2
p), g ∈ Gp, and φ is valued in

1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gUpg−1
)Z[1/p].

Here S(0) is shorthand notation to mean either S or S0 and I(0) is then defined accordingly. Additionally,
volHp denotes the normalized Q-valued Haar measure which gives H◦

p volume 1.

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 I(0)(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) and I(0)(Gp/G

◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), where G

◦
p[p]

is the open level subgroup of G◦
p given by

G◦
p[p] := {(g1, g2) ∈ G◦

p | 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 × GL1 and then imposes this determinant
condition on the GL1 factor. We do not do that here to avoid unnecessarily complicating the notation
everywhere else.

The inclusion G◦
p[p] ⊆ G◦

p induces trace maps which descend to an integral level ([LSZ21b] Proposition 3.2.3):

I(0)(Gp/G
◦
p[p]) I(0)(Gp/G

◦
p)

I(0)(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]) I(0)(Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])

Tr
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

Tr
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

where Tr := Tr
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

(φ ⊗ ξ) := φ⊗
∑

γ∈G◦
p/G

◦
p[p]

ξ((−)γ).

3. Structure theorems

3.1. Connection to spherical varieties and a result of Sakellaridis. We introduce the space of C-
valued functions C∞

c (H◦
p\Gp/G

◦
p), which we regard as a module over H◦

Gp
⊗H◦

Hp
via

((θ1 ⊗ θ2) · ξ) (x) :=

∫

Gp

∫

Hp

θ1(g)θ2(h)f(h
−1xg) dg dh, θ1 ⊗ θ2 ∈ H◦

Gp
⊗H◦

Hp
, f ∈ C∞

c (H◦
p\Gp/G

◦
p).
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The goal of this section is to prove that the module C∞
c (H◦

p\Gp/G
◦
p) is cyclic overH

◦
Gp

⊗H◦
Hp

, and generated

by the characteristic function of G◦
p. 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 G over Zp, and any homogeneous affine spherical G -variety

X that satisfies a long list of conditions, the module C∞
c (X (Qp))

G
◦
p , of G ◦

p -invariant Schwartz functions on
X (Qp), is cyclic over H◦

Gp
, generated by the characteristic function of X (Zp). 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 C∞
c (H◦

p\Gp/G
◦
p) is cyclic over H◦

Gp
⊗ H◦

Hp
, generated by the characteristic

function ch(G◦
p).

Proof. In order to be able to apply Sakellaridis’ result, we need some preparation. We write G for the
group scheme G × H = GL3

2, and H for the diagonal copy of H in G . We define three different Borel
subgroups of GL2. We write B1 for the upper triangular Borel, B2 for the lower triangular Borel, and B3

for nB2n
−1, where n = [ 1 1

1 ]. Then B := B1 × B2 × B3 is a Borel of G . With this choice, the B-orbit
of the identity is the unique open B-orbit on the homogeneous affine variety X := H \G . We write Y for
this open orbit. We write T for the diagonal split torus of GL2, and T := T × T × nTn−1 ⊆ B. Write
w1, w2, w3 for the simple reflections associated to each copy of GL2 in G . The Weyl group W , of G is given
by 〈w1〉 × 〈w2〉 × 〈w3〉 ≃ (Z/2Z)3. For each simple reflection we write Pi for the associated parabolic with
respect to our fixed choice of T ⊆ B (e.g P1 = GL2 ×B2 × B3). In [Kno95], Knopp defines an action of
the Weyl group of G on the set of Borel orbits (over Qp) which is summarized in Section 2.2 of [Sak08]. We
want to compute the action of each simple reflection on the open orbit Y. We do this for i = 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

P1 ! PGL2 = Aut(P1) = Aut(B\P1).

The image of StabP1(1) (where we regard 1 as an element of H \G ) in PGL2 is a spherical subgroup. It
is readily seen that this image is given by the non-trivial torus B2 ∩ B3 in PGL2. Thus it is of “type T”
as per the classification in [Sak08] Section 2.1.1. From the description of Knopp’s action, we deduce that
w1 fixes the open orbit Y. Repeating this for w2 and w3, we see that W fixes the open orbit Y. Now, in
our case, the standard parabolic P (X ) := {g ∈ G | Y · g = Y} is simply equal to B, and hence the Weyl
group and modular quasi-character of its Levi are trivial. Since we’ve shown that Y is a fixed point for
the Knopp action, it follows from [Sak08] Theorem 2.2.2 (originally due to [Kno95]) that the “little Weyl
group”, WX , of X (originally introduced by [Bri90]) coincides with the whole Weyl group W , of G . 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(Qp) has a unique B(Qp)-orbit, since StabB(1) = Zdiag
GL2

is smooth and by
[BG14] Proposition 1, the set of such orbits is in bijection with the kernel of the map

H1
(

Gal(Qp/Qp), StabB(1)(Qp)
)

−! H1
(

Gal(Qp/Qp),B(Qp)
)

.

But the left-most term is trivial by an application of Hilbert 90 (in fact both terms are). We write TX for

T /(T ∩H ) = T /Zdiag
GL2

. The little Weyl group WX =W acts on X∗(TX) and it remains to verify that the
natural map

C[X∗(T )]W −! C[X∗(TX )]WX(1)

is surjective. But WX =W , and C[X∗(T )] is a semisimple C[W ]-module. Thus, surjectivity of (1) follows
from surjectivity of the mapC[X∗(T )]! C[X∗(TX )] which is simply the quotient fromC[x1, y1, x2, y2, x3, y3]
down to C[x1, y1, x2, y2, x3, y3]/(1− x1y1x2y2x3y3). Finally, we are in a position to apply [Sak13] Corollary

8.0.4 which tells us that C∞
c (X (Qp))

G
◦
p is a cyclic H◦

Gp
-module generated by ch(X (Zp)), where the Hecke

action is the one induced from regarding C∞
c (X (Qp)) as a smooth Gp-representation via right translations.

Finally, an unravelling of definitions, shows that we have a canonical isomorphism

C∞
c (X (Qp))

G
◦
p ≃ C∞

c (H◦
p\Gp/G

◦
p) , F 7! (fF : g 7! F (g, 1))

which is equivariant with respect to the Hecke action of H◦
Gp

≃ H◦
Gp

⊗H◦
Hp

, and maps ch(X (Zp)) to ch(G◦
p).

This concludes the proof of the theorem. �
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3.2. Cyclicity of I(Gp/G
◦
p). We will now use Theorem 3.1.1 to determine the structure of I(Gp/G

◦
p) over

the spherical Hecke algebra of Gp. Our approach draws heavily from [LSZ21b] Section 4.3.

Theorem 3.2.1. Let φ0 = ch(Z2
p) and ξ0 = ch(G◦

p). The module I(Gp/G
◦
p) is cyclic over H◦

Gp
generated by

[φ0 ⊗ ξ0].

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 ZH . We
have embeddings of algebras

H◦
Ap

∆H
−! H◦

Hp
, ch([ p p ]A

◦
p) 7! ch([ p p ]H

◦
p )

H◦
Ap

∆G
−! H◦

Gp
, ch([ p p ]A

◦
p) 7! ch(([ p p ] , [

p
p ])G

◦
p).

We write φ0 = ch(Z2
p). By [LSZ21b] Lemma 4.3.3, there exists an algebra homomorphism H◦

Hp

ζH
−! H◦

Ap
,

such that θ · φ0 = (∆H ◦ ζH)(θ) · φ0 for every θ ∈ H◦
Hp

. 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 I(Gp/G

◦
p) of the form [δ] = [φ ⊗ ξ]. Up to a non-zero scalar multiple, such an element is equal

to [(ch(A◦
p) ·A φ)⊗ ξ] in I(Gp/G

◦
p), and thus we may assume that [δ] = [φ⊗ ξ] with φ ∈ (S(Q2

p))
A◦

p . By the

proof of [LSZ21b] Proposition 4.3.4, the C[Hp]-module S(Q2
p)

A◦
p is cyclic, generated by φ0. Since the vector

φ0 is unramified, we may assume that [δ] = [(θ · φ0) ⊗ ξ] with θ ∈ C∞
c (Hp/H

◦
p ). But this is nothing more

than [φ0 ⊗ (θ
′

·H ξ)]. Since ξ is right G◦
p-invariant and θ

′

∈ H◦
Hp

, the convolution θ
′

·H ξ is an element of

C∞
c (H◦

p\Gp/G
◦
p). By Theorem 3.1.1, we can express θ

′

·H ξ as a linear combination of elements of the form
(θ1 ⊗ θ2) · ch(G

◦
p) with θ1 ⊗ θ2 ∈ H◦

Gp
⊗H◦

Hp
. A quick integral computation shows that (θ1 ⊗ θ2) · ch(G

◦
p) is

equal to θ2 ·H θ
′

1. Thus, we may assume that [δ] = [φ0 ⊗ (α ·H β)] where α ∈ H◦
Hp

and β ∈ H◦
Gp

. As in the

proof of [LSZ21b] Theorem 4.3.6, we have the chain of equalities

[δ] = [φ0 ⊗ (α ·H β)]

= [(α
′

· φ0)⊗ β]

= [(∆H(α1) · φ0)⊗ β]

= [φ0 ⊗ (∆H(α1)
′

·H β)]

= [φ0 ⊗ (∆G(α1)
′

·G β)]

where α1 := ζH(α
′

) ∈ H◦
Ap

, and the last equality follows from the fact that

∆H(ch([ p p ]A
◦
p)) ·H β = β([ p p ]

−1
(−)) = ∆G(ch([

p
p ]A

◦
p)) ·G β.

If we set θ3 := ∆G(α1)
′

·G β, which is an element of H◦
Gp

, we see that [δ] is equal to [φ0 ⊗ (ξ0 ·G Λ)], which

is in turn equal to Λ
′

∗G [φ0 ⊗ ξ0]. This concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.2.2. Later on, we will actually show that I(Gp/G
◦
p) is free over H◦

Gp
. But that will require a

different approach, so we postpone it for now.

We now showcase how the structure of I(Gp/G
◦
p) 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 Hp-representations πp,1, πp,2 of Whit-
taker type, we have

dim HomHp(S(Q
2
p)⊗ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2,1) ≤ 1

and every non-zero such linear form, is non-vanishing on φ0 ⊗W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

.
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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 φ0 ⊗W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

(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 I(Gp/G

◦
p) 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
p) ⊗ C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p) to S(Q2

p) ⊗ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 that is

given by sending φ ⊗ ξ to φ ⊗
(

ξ · (W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)
)

. This clearly induces a map from I(Gp/G
◦
p) to

(

S(Q2
p)⊗ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2

)

Hp
. By Theorem 3.2.1, every element of I(Gp/G

◦
p) is of the form θ∗ [φ0⊗ξ0] = [φ0⊗θ

′

]

for θ ∈ H◦
Gp

. Hence the space
(

S(Q2
p)⊗ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2

)

Hp
is at most one dimensional and is generated by

[φ0 ⊗W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

]. This concludes the proof. �

3.2.2. Relation to results of Prasad.

Theorem 3.2.4 (Prasad). Let πp,1, πp,2, πp,3 be unramified Hp-representations of Whittaker type. Then

dim HomHp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3,1) ≤ 1

and every non-zero such linear form is non-vanishing on W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

⊗W sph
πp,3

.

For πp,1, πp,2, πp,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 πp,i 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 πp,i 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 [HS01],
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 I(Gp/G

◦
p) 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
I(Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]).

Proof. By twisting, we may assume that πp,1 is the normalized induction I(χp, |·|
−1/2
p ) with χp an unramified

quasi-character of Q×
p with I(χp, | · |

−1/2
p ) of Whittaker type. Here I(χp, | · |

−1/2
p ) denotes the representation

ind
Gp

Bp

[ χp

|·|−1/2
p

]

where Bp 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 [LSZ21a], and Proposition 1.5.2 in [Gro20],
one has a non-zero Hp-equivariant map S(Q2

p)! πp,1. Since πp,1 is unramified of Whittaker type, this map

is surjective and maps φ0 to W sph
πp,1

. This induces a surjective Hp-equivariant map S(Q2
p)⊗ C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)!

πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3, which in turn induces a surjective linear map I(Gp/G
◦
p) ! (πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3)Hp . 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. �

Remark 3.2.5. We would now like to realise the cyclicity of the Hecke module I(Gp/G
◦
p) 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
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 I(Gp/G

◦
p). We denote by P the mirabolic subgroup of H = GL2, given by {[ ∗ ∗

1 ]}, and we will also regard
it as a subgroup of G through the diagonal embedding H !֒ G. As usual, we write Pp for its Qp-points and
P ◦
p for its Zp-points. There’s an identification

Pp\Hp
≃
−! Q2

p − {(0, 0)} , h 7! (0, 1)h.
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This induces an embedding of Hp-representations (where recall that Ind denotes unnormalized, non-compact
induction)

S(Q2
p) !֒ Ind

Hp

Pp
1 , φ 7! (fφ : h 7! φ((0, 1)h))

under which S0(Q
2
p) gets identified with c-Ind

Hp

Pp
1.

Definition 3.3.1. We define the linear map

Ξ : S(Q2
p)⊗ C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p) −! C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) =

(

Ind
Gp

Pp
1
)G◦

p

φ⊗ ξ 7!

(

Ξφ⊗ξ : g 7!

∫

Hp

ξ(h−1g)fφ(h) dh

)

A note should be made on the “convergence” of the integral used to define the map Ξ, which follows from
the compactness of Hp ∩ g1G

◦
pg2 in Hp, for any g1, g2 ∈ Gp. It follows by construction, that Ξh(φ⊗ξ) = Ξφ⊗ξ

for any h ∈ Hp, and hence Ξ factors through I(Gp/G
◦
p). An unraveling of definitions also shows that this

map is Hecke equivariant with respect to H◦
Gp

, where the action on the right is given by the natural action

of H◦
Gp

on (Ind
Hp

Pp
1)G

◦
p .

Once again, we emphasize that for φ ⊗ ξ with φ ∈ S0(Q
2
p), the corresponding function Ξφ⊗ξ belongs

in C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p), i.e. it is already compactly supported. This will be important later on. We write

C∞(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) for the H

◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])-submodule of C∞(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p) consisting of Z[1/p]-valued func-

tions, and similarly for compactly supported functions.

Proposition 3.3.2. The image of I(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) under the map Ξ, is contained in C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]).

Proof. Let φ ⊗ ch(gG◦
p) be an element of I(Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]). Recall that this means by definition that φ is

valued in
1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)Z[1/p].

For ease of notation, write δ = φ⊗ ch(gG◦
p). For x ∈ Gp, we have by construction that

Ξδ(x) =

∫

Hp

(

h · ch(gG◦
p)
)

(x) (h · φ)(0, 1) dh(2)

Let K be the open compact of Hp given by StabHp(φ)∩gG
◦
pg

−1. We can split the integral in (2) into a finite
sum of the form

Ξδ(x) =
∑

γ

∫

γK

(

h · ch(gG◦
p)
)

(x) (h · φ)(0, 1) dh = volHp(K)
∑

γ

ch(gG◦
p)(γ

−1x) φ((0, 1)γ).(3)

By the assumption on the values of φ, (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 Ξ0 = Ξ(ch(Z2
p)⊗ch(G◦

p)),
even though it is unramified in the sense that is G◦

p-fixed, it does not coincide with the trivial unramified

element in c-Ind
Gp

Pp
1 ⊆ Ind

Gp

Pp
1 given by ch(PpG

◦
p). For i ∈ Z, we write Zp,i for the central subset of Hp

given by
{[

pn

pn

]

| n ≥ i
}

.

Lemma 3.4.1. The function Ξ0 is equal to the characteristic function ch(Zp,0PpG
◦
p) in C

∞(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p).

Proof. For an element g = (g1, g2) ∈ Gp, we have

Ξ0(g) =

∫

Hp∩gG◦
p

ch(Z2
p)((0, 1)h) dh =

{

0, if g1H
◦
p 6= g2H

◦
p

ch(Z2
p)((0, 1)g1), if g1H

◦
p = g2H

◦
p .

The result then follows from the decomposition Hp =
⊔

n∈Z

[

pn

pn

]

PpH
◦
p . �
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Proposition 3.4.2. There exists Ψ ∈ EndH◦
Gp

(

C∞(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p)
)

for which the composition Ξc := Ψ ◦ Ξ

gives rise to the following well-defined commutative diagram, where the top map is H◦
Gp

-equivariant.

I(Gp/G
◦
p) C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p) =

(

c-Ind
Gp

Pp
1
)G◦

p

I(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]).

Ξc

Ξc

Finally, the map Ξc maps ch(Z2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p) to ch(PpG
◦
p).

Proof. We write Sp = Sp,1Sp,2 for the Hecke operator in (H◦
Gp

)× associated to the element ([ p p ] , [
p
p ]) in

Gp. We define the H◦
Gp

-equivariant endomorphism Ψ to be the map

Ψ : C∞(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p)! C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p), ξ 7! (1 − S−1

p ) · ξ.

As in the statement of the proposition, we put Ξc = Ψ ◦ Ξ. By Hecke equivariance and Theorem 3.2.1, it
suffices to show that Ξc maps ch(Z2

p) ⊗ ch(G◦
p) to an element in the compact induction. In particular we

will show that ch(Z2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p) is mapped to ch(PpG
◦
p). By Lemma 3.4.1, Ξc

(

ch(Z2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p)
)

is given by

Ψ
(

ch(Zp,0PpG
◦
p)
)

. This in turn is given by the function

Ψ
(

ch(Zp,0PpG
◦
p)
)

(g) = ch(Zp,0PpG
◦
p)(g)−

∫

Gp

S−1
p (γ) ch(Zp,0PpG

◦
p)(gγ) dγ

= ch(Zp,0PpG
◦
p)(g)− ch(Zp,0PpG

◦
p)
(

g [ p p ]
−1
)

.

From this it is clear that Ξc

(

ch(Z2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p)
)

= ch(PpG
◦
p) as claimed. Finally, the fact that Ξc induces a

map on integral level follows immediately from Proposition 3.3.2. �

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◦

Gp
and I(Gp/G

◦
p) is cyclic

over H◦
Gp

generated by δ0 := ch(Z2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p).

δ0 I(Gp/G
◦
p) C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) I(Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])

ch(PpG
◦
p) C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p) C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])

Ξc

Ξ

Ξc ·(1−S−1
p )

Ξ

Ξc ·(1−S−1
p )

4. Hecke equivariant forms on C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)

We fix once and for all an additive character ψ : Qp ! C× of conductor one. It is standard that such
a character exists (e.g [RV13] Chapter 7). We consider the family of Gp-representations πp,1 ⊠ πp,2 where
πp,1 and πp,2 are unramified Hp-representations of Whittaker type. As it is often the case, we identify πp,1
with its Whittaker model W(πp,1, ψ) and similarly, πp,2 with W(πp,2, ψ

−1). For further theory surrounding
Whittaker models for this family of representations, we refer the reader to [Bum97].

4.1. Splitting of measures. It follows from a standard computation, that the modular quasi-character of
the mirabolic subgroup Pp is simply given by δP ([ a b

1 ]) = |a|p. We write dRx for the normalized right Haar

measure on Pp. Then δ
−1
P dRx is the normalized left Haar measure on Pp. We write C∞

c (Pp\Gp; δP ) for the
space of smooth functions on Gp, that are compactly supported modulo Pp on the left, transform by δP
under left Pp-translations, and are fixed under right translations by some open compact subgroup of G◦

p.
Following ([KM15] 2.2) and ([Vig96] I 2.8), there exists a surjective map

H(Gp) −! C∞
c (Pp\Gp; δP ), f 7!

(

fP : g 7!

∫

Pp

f(xg)δP (x)
−1 dRx

)

(4)

and a unique, up to scalars, linear form dPp\Gp
g on C∞

c (Pp\Gp; δP ), that is right invariant by Gp. We write

dPp\Gp
g(f) :=

∫

Pp\Gp

f(g) dPp\Gp
, f ∈ C∞

c (Pp\Gp; δP )g.
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Up to correct normalization of dPp\Gp
g, we have

∫

Gp

h(g) dg =

∫

Pp\Gp

hP (g) dPp\Gp
g, h ∈ H(Gp)(5)

where dg is the normalized Haar measure onGp. We want to be able to unfold the integral
∫

Pp\Gp
f(g) dPp\Gp

g

for f ∈ C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p; δP ).

Lemma 4.1.1. Let f be a function in C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p; δP ). We write Zp for the center of Hp embedded

diagonally in Gp. Then,
∫

Pp\Gp

f(g) dPp\Gp
g =

∫

Zp

∫

GL2(Qp)

f(z(γ, 1)) dz dγ.

Proof. By (4), we can write f as hP for some h in H(Gp). It is clear that Gp splits as a semidirect product of
GL2(Qp)× 1 and Hp. 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

∫

Hp

∫

GL2(Qp)
h (x(γ, 1)) dx dγ. Using Cartier’s argument

and op.cit one more time, this is nothing more than
∫

Pp

∫

Zp

∫

H◦
p

∫

GL2(Qp)

h (yzk(γ, 1)) dLy dz dk dγ =

∫

Pp

∫

Zp

∫

H◦
p

∫

GL2(Qp)

h (yzk(γ, 1)) δP (y)
−1 dRy dz dk dγ.

By definition of hP , this reduces to
∫

Zp

∫

GL2(Zp)

∫

GL2(Qp)

f(z(κγ, κ)) dz dκ dγ =

∫

Zp

∫

GL2(Qp)

f(z(γ, 1)) dz dγ

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

�

4.2. The linear form ΛΠp . The goal of this section is to construct, for each unramifiedGp-representation Πp

of Whittaker type, a linear form ΛΠp on C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p), satisfying a certain Hecke equivariance condition.

This will allow us to “realize”, in a way, the cyclicity of the module I(Gp/G
◦
p).

Definition 4.2.1. Let πp,1 and πp,2 be two unramified Hp-representations of Whittaker type and let Πp =
πp,1 ⊠ πp,2. For f ∈ C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p) and g ∈ Gp, we define

WΠp(s; g, f) := f(g) | det(g2)|
s
p

∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] g) |a|s−1
p d×a ∈ C(ps, p−s)

where g2 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 WΠp(s; g, f) converges and admits unique meromorphic
continuation as a rational function of ps. It is also compactly supported modulo Pp on the left by construction.
For x = [ x1 x2

1 ] ∈ Pp, we have

WΠp(s;xg, f) = f(xg) | det(xg2)|
s
p

∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ ax1 ax2
1 ] g) |a|s−1

p d×a(6)

= f(g) | det(xg2)|
s
p |x1|

1−s
p

∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] g) |a|s−1
p d×a

= δP (x) WΠp(s; g, f).

Definition 4.2.2. For f ∈ C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) and notation as in Definition 4.2.1, we define

ΛΠp(s; f) :=

∫

Pp\Gp

WΠp(s; g, f) dPp\Gp
g ∈ C(ps, p−s).

Proposition 4.2.3. For f ∈ C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p), the integral ΛΠp(s; f) converges for ℜ(s) large enough and ad-

mits unique meromorphic continuation as a rational function of ps, in the fractional ideal L(Πp, s)C[ps, p−s].

Proof. For ℜ(s) sufficiently large, we can unfold the integral using Lemma 4.1.1. The result then follows
from [JPSS83]. �
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Definition 4.2.4. With notation as in Definition 4.2.1 we define the linear form

ΛΠp : C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) −! C, ΛΠp(f) := lim

s!0

ΛΠp(s; f)

L(Πp, s)

which is well-defined by Proposition 4.2.3.

4.2.1. Equivariance properties. As shown in the following proposition, the linear form ΛΠp becomes H◦
Gp

-

equivariant if we interpret C as the one dimensional subspace of G◦
p-fixed vectors in the smooth dual of

Πp.

Proposition 4.2.5. Let Πp = πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, with πp,i unramified Hp-representations of Whittaker type. We
write ωΠp for its central character and ΘΠp for its spherical Hecke eigensystem.

(1) The linear form ΛΠp defines an element of

HomH◦
Gp

(

C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p),
(

Π∨
p

)G◦
p

)

.

(2) For f0 = ch(PpG
◦
p), we have ΛΠp (f0) = L(ωΠp , 0)

−1 = ΘΠp(1 − Sp).

Proof. We firstly prove the first part. Let f ∈ C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) and P ∈ H◦

Gp
.

ΛΠp(s;P · f) =

∫

Pp\Gp

∫

Q
×
p

(P · f)(g) | det(g2)|
s
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] g) |a|s−1
p d×a dPp\Gp

g

=

∫

Pp\Gp

∫

Q
×
p

∫

Gp

P(γ)f(gγ) | det(g2)|
s
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] g) |a|s−1
p dγ d×a dPp\Gp

g

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

∫

Pp\Gp

∫

Q
×
p

∫

Gp

P(γ)f(g) | det(g2γ
−2
2 )|sp

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

(

[ a 1 ] gγ
−1
)

|a|s−1
p dγ d×a dPp\Gp

g.

Since Gp is unimodular, the Haar measure dγ is invariant under the change of variables γ  γ−1. Thus, this
is equal to

∫

Pp\Gp

∫

Q
×
p

f(g) | det(g2)|
s
p

(

∫

Gp

| det(γ2)|
s
p P

′

(γ)
(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] gγ) dγ

)

|a|s−1
p d×a dPp\Gp

g.

The first part then follows upon using Cartan decomposition to express P as a linear combination of G◦
p

double coset operators. For the second part, using Lemma 4.1.1, we have

ΛΠp(s; f0) =

∫

Zp

∫

GL2(Qp)

WΠp(s; (zγ, z), f0) dz dγ.

=

∫

Zp

∫

GL2(Qp)

∫

Q
×
p

f0((zγ, z))| det(z)|
s
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] (zγ, z)) |a|s−1
p d×a dγ dz.

Now, f0((zγ, z)) vanishes for z outside Z
◦
p , and is equal to f0((γ, 1)) for z ∈ Z◦

p . Similarly, f0((γ, 1)) vanishes
for γ outside GL2(Zp) and is identically equal to one on GL2(Zp). Thus, the triple integral above collapses
to give

∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ]) |a|s−1
p d×a.

It is well-known that the latter is given by L(Πp, s)L(ωΠp , 2s)
−1 and thus the proof of the second part is

complete. �

Remark 4.2.6. It is clear from Proposition 4.2.5 that the linear form Λπp,1⊠πp,2
is non-zero for ωπp,1 6= ω−1

πp,2
.

Corollary 4.2.7. The Hecke equivariant map Ξc gives a canonical isomorphism onto its image, of free rank
one H◦

Gp
-modules.
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Proof. Suppose that some P ∈ H◦
Gp

annihilates ch(Z2
p) ⊗ ch(G◦

p) in I(Gp/G
◦
p). By the Hecke equivariance

of Ξc, P also annihilates Ξc(ch(Z
2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p)) = ch(PpG
◦
p). Now, applying ΛΠp , and using Proposition 4.2.5

part (2), we obtain

ΘΠp

(

P
′

(1− Sp)
)

= 0.(7)

The equality in (2) holds for every unramified Πp = πp,1 ⊠ πp,2 with πp,i of Whittaker type. This family of

representations is dense in Spec(H◦
Gp

) and thus P
′

(1 − Sp) is identically zero in H◦
Gp

. From here it follows

instantly that P = 0. This combined with Theorem 3.2.1, shows that I(Gp/G
◦
p) is free of rank one and that

Ξc is injective, completing the proof. �

Definition 4.2.8. Let δ0 = ch(Z2
p) ⊗ ch(G◦

p). For δ ∈ I(Gp/G
◦
p), the Hecke operator Pδ is the unique

element of H◦
Gp

that satisfies Pδ · δ0 = δ in I(Gp/G
◦
p).

Remark 4.2.9. Equivalently, the Hecke operator Pδ is the unique element of H◦
Gp

for which Pδ · ch(PpG
◦
p) is

equal to Ξc(δ).

4.3. Explicit formulas for ΛΠp in terms of L-factors and Satake parameters. Now that we have
constructed the Hecke equivariant linear form ΛΠp , we want to directly compute the integrals involved in its
definition, for general input data.

Definition 4.3.1. The polynomial Pp ∈ H◦
Gp

[x], is characterized by the property

ΘΠp(Pp)(p
−s) = L(Πp, s)

−1

for every unramified Gp-representation Πp = πp,1⊠πp,2, where ΘΠp denotes the spherical Hecke eigensystem
of Πp and L(Πp, s) is the usual Rankin-Selberg local L-factor attached to such an unramified principal-series
representation Πp (e.g [JL06]).

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 Πp.

Definition 4.3.2. Let Πp = πp,1 ⊠ πp,2 with πp,i unramified Hp-representations of Whittaker type. Write
απp,i and βπp,i for the Satake parameters of πp,i. For r ∈ Z≥1, we define

L
(r)
1 (ωΠp , s)

−1 :=
(αr

πp,1
− βr

πp,1
)− απp,1βπp,1(απp,2 + βπp,2)(α

r−1
πp,1

− βr−1
πp,1

)p−s + (απp,2βπp,2α
2
πp,1

β2
πp,1

)(αr−2
πp,1

− βr−2
πp,1

)p−2s

απp,1 − βπp,1

L
(r)
2 (ωΠp , s)

−1 :=
(αr

πp,2
− βr

πp,2
)− απp,2βπp,2(απp,1 + βπp,1)(α

r−1
πp,2

− βr−1
πp,2

)p−s + (απp,1βπp,1α
2
πp,2

β2
πp,2

)(αr−2
πp,2

− βr−2
πp,2

)p−2s

απp,2 − βπp,2

Remark 4.3.3. The L-factors considered above are natural generalisations of L(ωΠp , s) and will show up in

our computation of ΛΠp . In fact, one has L
(1)
1 (ωΠp , s) = L

(1)
2 (ωΠp , s) = L(ωΠp , 2s).

Lemma 4.3.4. For r ∈ Z≥1, there exist polynomials P
(r)
p,1(x) and P

(r)
p,2(x) in H◦

Gp
[x] such that

ΘΠp

(

P
(r)
p,1

)

(p−s) = L
(r)
1 (ωΠp , s)

−1 and ΘΠp

(

P
(r)
p,2

)

(p−s) = L
(r)
2 (ωΠp , s)

−1

for every Πp as in Definition 4.3.2.

Proof. The inverse L-factors L
(r)
i (ωΠp , s)

−1 are polynomials in p−s with coefficients that are themselves
Weyl-group invariant polynomials in the Satake parameters of Πp. The result then follows at once. �

Lemma 4.3.5. For n ∈ Z≥0 and with notation as above, we have
∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([

apn

1

]

, [ a 1 ]
)

|a|s−1
p d×a = L(Πp, s) · p

−n
2 L

(n+1)
1 (ωΠp , s)

−1

∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

(

[ a 1 ] ,
[

apn

1

])

|a|s−1
p d×a = L(Πp, s) · p

−n
2 L

(n+1)
2 (ωΠp , s)

−1

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 sph

πp,i
([ a 1 ]) as polynomials in the Satake parameters. �
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We now have all the tools needed to evaluate the linear form ΛΠp on f ∈ C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p). By Iwasawa

decomposition, we may clearly assume that f is given by a characteristic function ch
(

Ppz0(γ0, 1)G
◦
p

)

with
z0 ∈ Zp and γ0 ∈ GL2(Qp) . We recall that Sp,1 and Tp,1 denote the spherical Hecke operators in H◦

Gp
,

corresponding to the elements ([ p p ] , 1) and ([ p 1 ] , 1) respectively. Similarly, Sp,2 and Tp,2 denote the Hecke
operators corresponding to (1, [ p p ]) and (1, [ p 1 ]) respectively. Additionally, Sp will once again denote
Sp,1Sp,2. We write sn(x, y) for the Schur polynomial (xn+1−yn+1)/(x−y), and s◦n(X,Y ) for the polynomial
that satisfies

Θπp,i (s
◦
n(Sp,i, Tp,i)) = sn

(

απp,i , βπp,i

)

, i ∈ {1, 2}.

Finally, we put fz0,γ0 := ch
(

Ppz0(γ0, 1)G
◦
p

)

in C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p), with

z0 =
[

pr0

pr0

]

∈ Zp, γ0 =
[

pr1

pr1

]

[

pm y
1

]

k ∈ GL2(Qp) = ZpPp GL2(Zp)

Proposition 4.3.6. With notation as above, we have

ΛΠp(fz0,γ0) = ΘΠp (Vz0,γ0 [Pγ0 + Qγ0Pp(1)])

where:

Vz0,γ0 := volGL2(Qp)(P
◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp)) · S

r0
p Sr1

p,1

Pγ0 := p
−m
2

{

P
(m+1)
p,1 (1), if m ≥ 0

P
(−m+1)
p,2 (1), if m < 0

Qγ0 := p
−m
2











∑−vp(y)−1
i=0 εi(y)s

◦
i+m(Sp,1, Tp,1)s

◦
i (Sp,2, Tp,2), if m ≥ 0, vp(y) < 0

∑−vp(y)−1
i=0 εi(y)s

◦
i (Sp,1, Tp,1)s

◦
i−m(Sp,2, Tp,2), if m < 0, vp(y) < 0

0, if vp(y) ≥ 0.

εi(y) :=

{

−1, if 0 ≤ i < −vp(y)− 1
−1
p−1 , if i = −vp(y)− 1.

Proof. Using Lemma 4.1.1, we once again unfold ΛΠp(s; fz0,γ0) as

ΛΠp(s; fz0,γ0) =

∫

Zp

∫

GL2(Qp)

∫

Q
×
p

fz0,γ0((zγ, z)) | det(z)|
s
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] (zγ, z)) |a|s−1
p d×a dγ dz

= ωΠp(z0) | det(z0)|
s
p

∫

P◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp)

∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] (γ, 1)) |a|s−1
p d×a dγ(8)

where the second equality follows from the following fact: As a function of z ∈ Zp, fz0,γ0((zγ, z)) is equal
to f1,γ0(γ, 1) on z0Z

◦
p , and zero everywhere else. Similarly, as a function of γ ∈ GL2(Qp), f1,γ0(γ, 1) is

equal to 1 on P ◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp), and zero everywhere else. We now claim that the innermost integral in (8)

is independent of γ ∈ P ◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp) and is completely determined by its value on γ0. Indeed, let γ be

an element of P ◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp) written as [ x1 x2

1 ] γ0k, where by definition, x1 ∈ Z×
p and x2 ∈ Zp. Then the

innermost integral in (8) is given by
∫

Q
×
p ∩Zp

ψ(ax2)
(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ ax1
1 ] γ0, [

a
1 ]) |a|s−1

p d×a.

Using the fact that ψ has conductor one, x2 ∈ Zp, x1 ∈ Z×
p and a change of variables a ax1, we see that

the claim holds. We thus have

ΛΠp(s; fz0,γ0) = ωΠp(z0) | det(z0)|
s
p volGL2(Qp)

(

P ◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp)

)

∫

Q
×
p

(

W sph
πp,1
⊠W sph

πp,2

)

([ a 1 ] γ0, [
a

1 ]) |a|s−1
p d×a.

(9)

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 Cγ0 := ωΠp

([

pr1

pr1

]

, 1
)

, this approach together
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with Lemma 4.3.5, allows us to split the integral into a “main” term of the form










Cγ0L(Πp, s) · p
−m
2 L

(m+1)
1 (ωΠp , s)

−1, if m ≥ 0

Cγ0L(Πp, s) · p
−m
2 +msL

(−m+1)
2 (ωΠp , s)

−1, if m < 0

and an“error” term of the form














Cγ0

∑−vp(y)−1
i=0

(

∫

piZ
×
p
ψ(ay)− 1 d×a

)

· p
−m
2 si+m(απp,1 , βπp,1)si(απp,2 , βπp,2)p

−is, if m ≥ 0

Cγ0

∑−vp(y)−1
i=0

(

∫

piZ
×
p
ψ(ay)− 1 d×a

)

· p
−m
2 +mssi(απp,1 , βπp,1)s−m+i(απp,2 , βπp,2)p

−is, if m < 0.

All it remains to do is to use the expression found in ([Gro24] 6.3.1) for the integrals involving ψ, combine

these two terms with (9), apply lims!0
(−)

L(Πp,s)
and pass to the spherical Hecke algebra through ΘΠp . �

Lemma 4.3.7. With notation as in Proposition 4.3.6, the elements Vz0,γ0 [Pγ0 + Qγ0Pp(1)] are contained
in H◦

Gp
(Z[1/p]) for any fz0,γ0 .

Proof. There is a number of things we need to check. Firstly, we need to make sure that the operators Pγ0

and Qγ0 involve no odd powers of p
−1
2 . Indeed, this follows from a simple parity consideration on m (and

i for Qγ0), using the expansion of the polynomials sn(x, y) found in [Gro24] Section 6.3, together with the

well-known fact that ΘΠp(Sp,i) = απp,iβπp,i and ΘΠp(Tp,i) = p
1
2 (απp,i + βπp,i). Hence Pγ0 and Qγ0 are

elements of H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]) and H◦
Gp

( 1
p−1Z[1/p]) respectively. It follows from a direct computation that the

Euler factor Pp(1) is also an element of H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]). We now claim that for every γ0,

volGL2(Qp)(P
◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp))Qγ0

is an element of H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]). By Cartan decomposition, γ0 is contained in z1GL2(Zp)
[

pλ

1

]

GL2(Zp), with

z1 ∈ Zp and λ ∈ Z≥0, uniquely determined by γ0. We now recall the decomposition

GL2(Zp)
[

pλ

1

]

GL2(Zp) =





⊔

β∈Z/pλZ

[

pλ β
1

]

GL2(Zp)



 ⊔













⊔

0<i<λ

β∈(Z/piZ)×

[

pi β

pλ−i

]

GL2(Zp)













⊔
[

1
pλ

]

GL2(Zp).(10)

If γ0 is contained in z1

[

pλ β0

1

]

GL2(Zp) or z1

[

1
pλ

]

GL2(Zp), then by Proposition 4.3.6, we see that Qγ0 = 0

hence the claim holds trivially. If on the other hand γ0 is contained in z1

[

pi β0

pλ−i

]

GL2(Zp) with β0 in

(Z/piZ)×, then γ0 = z1

[

pλ−i

pλ−i

] [

p2i−λ β0p
i−λ

1

]

k with i − λ < 0 and k ∈ GL2(Zp). Thus in this case,

Proposition 4.3.6 shows that Qγ0 is non-zero and contained in H◦
Gp

( 1
p−1Z[1/p]). However in this case, it is

straightforward to see that

P ◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp) = z1P

◦
p

[

pi β0

pλ−i

]

GL2(Zp) =
⊔

β∈(Z/piZ)×

z1

[

pi β

pλ−i

]

GL2(Zp).

Thus volGL2(Qp)(P
◦
p γ0 GL2(Zp)) = #(Z/piZ)×, which is a multiple of p− 1. �

Corollary 4.3.8. Let Πp = πp,1 ⊠ πp,2 with πp,i unramified Hp-representations of Whittaker type with
ωπp,1 6= ω−1

πp,2
. Suppose that ΘΠp restricts to a morphism H◦

Gp
(R) ! R for some Z[1/p]-algebra R ⊆ C.

Then ΛΠp induces a non-zero Hecke equivariant morphism

ΛΠp : C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,R) −! R ·W sph

Π∨
p
.

Proof. Hecke equivariance is part of Proposition 4.2.5 using the assumption on Πp. The result then follows
at once using Lemma 4.3.7 and the assumption on ΘΠp . �
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4.4. Inverting 1− Sp. The Hecke action by 1−Sp induces an injective endomorphism of C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p).

Thus, the localisation C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)1−Sp is canonically isomorphic to

C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G◦

p)[
1

1−Sp
] := coker(C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G◦
p)[x] C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G◦
p)[x])

1−(1−Sp)x

where C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)[x] denotes the natural H◦

Gp
[x]-module of formal polynomials in a single variable

x with coefficients in C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p), or equivalently the tensor product H◦

Gp
[x] ⊗H◦

Gp
C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p).

For this reason, it is clear that C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) embeds into its localisation C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

]. As

usual, we consider representations Πp = πp,1 ⊠ πp,2 where πp,i are unramified of Whittaker type. From
Proposition 4.3.6, and the density of this family of representations in Spec(H◦

Gp
), we can deduce that for

each function f in C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p), there exists a unique Hecke operator which we call Qf in H◦

Gp
, for which

ΛΠp(f) = ΘΠp(Qf ) for every such Πp. Proposition 4.2.5 then implies that

ΛΠp((1 − Sp) · f) = ΘΠp(−S−1
p (1− Sp)Qf )) = ΛΠp(−SpQ

′

f · f0).(11)

Theorem 4.4.1. The module C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

] is free of rank one over H◦
Gp

[ 1
1−Sp

], generated by the

characteristic function f0 := ch(PpG
◦
p). In particular, for f ∈ C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p), we have f =

−SpQ
′

f

1−Sp
· f0,

where Qf is 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. �

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−Sp. 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 C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])[

1
1−Sp

] is free of rank one over H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[ 1
1−Sp

]

generated by ch(PpG
◦
p).

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

Definition 4.4.4. Let f0 = ch(PpG
◦
p). For f ∈ C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

], the Hecke operator Pf,loc is the

unique element of H◦
Gp

[ 1
1−Sp

] that satisfies Pf,loc · f0 = f.

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

C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) =

{

f ∈ C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) | f is valued in

{

(p− 1)Z[1/p], on Zp(Tp × {1})

Z[1/p], everywhere else.

}

This very much resembles the definition of the lattice L
Hp,unv
1 in [Gro24] which plays a similar role in the

setup of an unramified maximal torus H embedded in GL2. We also consider a non-compactly supported
version of this which we denote by C∞,1(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) and is defined in the same way, simply by drop-

ping the compact support condition.

We write C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])[

1
1−Sp

] for the H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[ 1
1−Sp

]-submodule generated by the lattice

C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) in C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p])[

1
1−Sp

]. We now obtain the following main integrality

result, on the Pp-invariant side of things.

Theorem 4.4.5. Let f be an element of C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])[

1
1−Sp

]. Then f = Pf,loc ·f0 and the Hecke

operator Pf,loc is contained in the ideal

hp =
(

p− 1,Pp(1)
′
)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[ 1
1−Sp

].

If moreover f
1−Sp

is an element of C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]), then the containment holds without inverting

1− Sp.
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Proof. We may assume that f ∈ C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) and that is is given by a characteristic function

cz,γ ch(Ppz(γ, 1)G
◦
p) with z ∈ Zp and γ ∈ Hp. Then Pf,loc = cz,γ

−SpQ
′

f

1−Sp
where Qf = Vz,γ [Pγ + QγPp(1)].

We now proceed in the same style as in the final step of the proof of Lemma 4.3.7. If γ is contained in

y
[

pλ β
1

]

GL2(Zp) with y ∈ Zp, λ ≥ 0 and β ∈ Z/pλZ, then Qγ = 0 and ch(Ppz(γ, 1)G
◦
p) coincides with

ch(Ppz(y
[

pλ

1

]

, 1)G◦
p). Thus, by the assumption on the values of f , we must have cz,γ ∈ (p − 1)Z[1/p]

and Qf ∈ (p − 1)H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]). If γ is contained in y
[

1
pλ

]

GL2(Zp) for some y ∈ Zp and λ ≥ 0, then

the situation is practically the same. Finally if γ is contained in y
[

pi β

pλ−i

]

GL2(Zp) for some y ∈ Zp,

0 < i < λ, λ > 0 and β ∈ (Z/piZ)×, then as in the last part of the proof of Lemma 4.3.7, using that in this
case volGL2(Qp)(P

◦
p γGL2(Zp)) is a multiple of p − 1, we deduce that Vz,γ [Pγ + QγPp(1)] is an element of

hp ⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]) as required. Moreover, if f = (1 − Sp) · f0 with f0 ∈ C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) as in the

statement of the theorem, then by freeness, Pf,loc is given by (1− Sp) ·
−SpQ

′

f0

1−Sp
and thus we are done. �

5. Euler systems for GL2 ×GL2

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 Gp-representation and let Z : S(Q2
p)⊗

H(Gp)! V be any (Gp ×Hp)-equivariant map as in Definition 2.2.1. Consider the induced diagram

I(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p])

I(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) V.

Tr Z

Z

It follows straight from the definitions that the horizontal map is equivariant with respect to H◦
Gp

. Further-

more, for δ ∈ I(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), we have (using the “norm” notation of [LSZ21b])

Z (Tr (δ)) = norm
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

(Z (δ)) :=
∑

γ∈G◦
p/G

◦
p[p]

γ · Z (δ) .

Finally, we write δ0 for the unramified vector ch(Z2
p) ⊗ ch(G◦

p), which implies that norm
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

(Z (δ0)) is

nothing more than (p− 1) ·Z(δ0). Recall that S0(Q
2
p) denotes the space of Schwartz functions that vanish at

the origin and I0(Gp/G
◦
p) denotes the submodule of I(Gp/G

◦
p) given by the image of S0(Q

2
p)⊗C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)

down to the Hp-coinvariants. Similarly, recall the definitions of I0(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) and I0(Gp/G

◦
p[p],Z[1/p])

given in Section 2.2

Theorem 5.1.1 (Integral abstract norm-relations). Let V and Z be as above. Then:

(1) For δ ∈ I(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]), we have Pδ ∈ H◦

Gp
(Z[1/p]) and Z(δ) = Pδ · Z(δ0).

(2) For δ ∈ I0(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), we have

PTr(δ) ∈
(

p− 1,Pp(1)
′
)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]) and norm
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

(Z(δ)) = PTr(δ) · Z(δ0).

(3) For δ ∈ I(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), we have PTr(δ) ∈

(

p− 1,P
′

p(1)
)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[ 1
1−Sp

] and PTr(δ)

has degree at most one as a polynomial in 1
1−Sp

. If furthermore 1− Sp acts invertibly as a linear

endomorphism of V G◦
p , then the norm relation of part two is also satisfied.

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 δ ∈ I(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]). By Proposition 3.3.2 and Theorem 3.2.1,

Pδ · ch(PpG
◦
p) = Ξc(δ) ∈ C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]).
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By Corollary 4.4.3, we deduce that Pδ = PΞc(δ),loc ∈ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[ 1
1−Sp

] ∩H◦
Gp

, and thus in particular that

Pδ ∈ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]). This proves the first part when combined with Hecke equivariance of Z. For the other

two parts, we need some more work. One checks that we obtain a commutative diagram

I(Gp/G
◦
p[p]) C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p[p]) φ⊗ ξ

∫

Hp
ξ(h(−))fφ(h) dh

I(Gp/G
◦
p) C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) φ⊗

∑

γ∈G◦
p/G

◦
p[p]

ξ((−)γ)
∫

Hp

∑

γ∈G◦
p/G

◦
p[p]

ξ(h(−)γ)fφ(h) dh

Ξ[p]

Tr Tr

Ξ

where Ξ[p] is defined in the same way as Ξ, simply by replacing G◦
p with G◦

p[p], and the trace maps are the
usual ones with respect to G◦

p[p] ⊆ G◦
p. We now take δ ∈ I(Gp/G

◦
p[p],Z[1/p]). The proof of Proposition 3.3.2

goes through in the same way at level G◦
p[p] and thus Ξ[p](δ) ∈ C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p[p],Z[1/p]). It is easy to check

that for an element in C∞(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), its image under the trace map to C∞(Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) is

valued in (p−1)Z[1/p] on Zp(Tp×{1}). This is because for g ∈ Zp(Tp×{1}), PpgG
◦
p[p] = PpgG

◦
p and hence Tr

is simply multiplication by [G◦
p : G◦

p[p]] = p−1 on such a characteristic function. Thus Tr(Ξ[p](δ)) is contained

in C∞,1(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]). By commutativity of the diagram above, we deduce that Ξ(Tr(δ)) belongs in

C∞,1(Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]) and hence Ξc(Tr(δ)) belongs in C

∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]). Thus, by Theorem 4.4.1

and Theorem 4.4.5, PTr(δ) = PΞc(Tr(δ)),loc is an element of the ideal
(

p− 1,Pp(1)
′
)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[ 1
1−Sp

]

and has degree at most one as a polynomial in 1
1−Sp

. This proves the third part of the theorem. For the

second part, if δ ∈ I0(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]) then Tr(δ) ∈ I0(Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]). We have already remarked that for

an element in the latter, its image under Ξ is already compactly supported. Hence Ξc(Tr(δ)) is divisible by
1− Sp in C∞,1

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]). The second part of the theorem now follows from the “moreover” part

of Theorem 4.4.5. �

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 YG. 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 YGL2

= lim
 −U

YGL2
(U) for the infinite level modular (Shimura) curve regarded as a pro-variety over

Q with a right action of GL2(Af ), whose C-points are GL+
2 (Q)\(GL2(Af ) ×H) (as usual H denotes the

upper-half plane). Similarly, we define YG as YGL2
×YGL2

which is the Shimura variety associated to G. The
compatibility of our Shimura data, induces a morphism of Q-varieties

YGL2
(GL2(Af ) ∩ gUg

−1) YG(U)

YG(gUg
−1)

ιgU

≃

for any U ⊆ G(Af ) open compact and g ∈ G(Af )/U . If we temporarily let Γ denote any of the groups
{GL2, G}, then the motivic cohomology of YΓ is given by

Hi
mot(YΓ,Q(j)) := lim

−!
U open compact

Hi
mot(YΓ(U),Q(j))

where at each finite level U the groups Hi
mot(YΓ(U),Q(j)) are defined in the sense of [Voe00] and [FV00].

The spaces Hi
mot(YΓ,Q(j)) are naturally smooth Q-linear, Γ(Af )-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 ιgU induces a morphism

ιgU,∗ : H1
mot(YGL2

(GL2(Af ) ∩ gUg
−1),Q(1)) −! H3

mot(YG(U),Q(2)).

In the same way as ([LSZ21b] 9.1) and ([LSZ21a] 8.2), we have:
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Proposition 5.2.2. Let volGL2(Af ) denote the normalized Haar measure on GL2(Af ) that gives GL2(Ẑ)
volume 1. Then, there exists a morphism

ι∗ : H1
mot(YGL2

,Q(1))⊗Q H(G(Af ),Q) −! H3
mot(YG,Q(2))

characterized as follows: If U ⊆ G(Af ) is an open compact subgroup, g ∈ G(Af ) and x is an element of
H1

mot(YGL2(GL2(Af ) ∩ gUg
−1),Q(1)), then

ι∗(x⊗ ch(gU)) = volGL2(Af )

(

GL2(Af ) ∩ gUg
−1
)

· ιgU,∗(x).

5.2.2. Eisenstein classes and the Rankin-Eisenstein map.

Theorem 5.2.3. There exists a canonical GL2(Af )-equivariant map

S0(A
2
f ,Q) −! H1

mot(YGL2
,Q(1)) = O(YGL2

)× ⊗Q, φ 7! gφ

characterized by the following: If φ = ch((α, β) + N Ẑ2) for some N ∈ Z≥1 and (α, β) ∈ Q2 − NZ2, then
gφ = gα/N,β/N is the Siegel unit in the notation of ([Kat04] 1.4).

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

Definition 5.2.4. We define the Rankin-Eisenstein map

RE : S0(A
2
f ,Q)⊗Q H(G(Af ),Q) −! H3

mot(YG,Q(2)), φ⊗ ξ 7! ι∗(gφ ⊗ ξ)

where ι∗ is the map of Proposition 5.2.2.

It is not hard to see that the map RE is (GL2(Af )×G(Af ))-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 =

∏

p∈S Qp. Let δS ∈ I0(G(QS)/KS ,Z) where KS 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 δ = (δp)p/∈S contained in the product
∏

p/∈S

(

S(Q2
p,Q)⊗Q H(Gp/G

◦
p,Q)

)

. For a square free integer n ∈ Z≥1 coprime to S and p /∈ S, we define
the “n-truncated” element:

δ[n]p =

{

ch(Z2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p), if p ∤ n

δp, if p|n.

and we set δ[n] := δS
⊗

p/∈S δ[n]p.

Finally, for such integer n, we write KS[n] for the open compact subgroup given by the following product:

KS × {g = (g1, g2) ∈ G(ẐS) | det(g2) ≡ 1 mod n}. We are now ready to define a family of cohomology
classes which will depend on δ, and implicitly δS , however to ease notation, we omit the dependence on δS
since we fix it throughout. We write ZS for the set of square-free positive integers coprime to S.

Definition 5.2.6. Similarly to [LSZ21b], we set

Zmot,n(δ) := RE(δ[n]) ∈ H3
mot(YG(KS [n]),Q(2)).

We note that for a fixed family δ, the class Zmot,n(δ), for any n ∈ ZS , only depends on the elements δp for
primes p|n.

Theorem 5.2.7. For positive integers n|m let prmn denote the natural map YG(KS [m])! YG(KS [n]).

(1) If δ ∈
∏

p/∈S I(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p]), then for any n,m ∈ ZS with m

n = p prime:

Zmot,m (δ) = Pδp · Zmot,n (δ) , with Pδp ∈ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]).

(2) If δ ∈
∏

p/∈S I0(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), then for any n,m ∈ ZS with m

n = p:

(prmn )∗ (Zmot,m (δ)) = PTr(δp) · Zmot,n (δ) , with PTr(δp) ∈
(

p− 1,P
′

p(1)
)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]).(12)
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(3) Specialising δ, we have for all n,m ∈ ZS with m
n = p prime

(prmn )∗ (Zmot,m (δ)) =

{

(p− 1) · Zmot,n (δ) , if δ = δ0

P
′

p(1) · Zmot,n (δ) , if δ = δ1

where δ0 =
(

(p− 1) · ch(Z2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p[p])
)

p/∈S
, and δ1 =

(

npφp,2 ⊗
(

ch(G◦
p[p])− ch

((

1,
[

1 1/p
1

])

G◦
p[p]
)))

p/∈S
,

np = 1
(p−1)2(p+1) and φp,2 = ch(p2Zp × (1 + p2Zp))

Proof. Firstly note that the data δ[np] and δ[n] only differ at the prime p and coincide everywhere else.
Write V for H3

mot(YG,Q(2)) regarded as a smooth Gp-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

REδ[m](p) : S(Q
2
p)⊗H(Gp) −! S0(A

2
f )⊗Q H(G(Af ))

RE
−! V

is (Gp ×Hp)-equivariant, where the first map is given by xp 7! δ[m](p) ⊗ xp. Thus if δ is as in part one,

Zmot,m (δ) = REδ[m](p)(δp) = Pδp · REδ[m](p)(ch(Z
2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p)), Pδp ∈ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]).

This follows from the first part of Theorem 5.1.1. But since (p, nS) = 1, REδ[m](p) evaluated at the unramified

vector ch(Z2
p) ⊗ ch(G◦

p) is nothing more than Zmot,n(δ) and the first part of the theorem follows. For the
second part, we have commutative diagram

S0(A
2
f ,Q)⊗Q H (G(Af )/KS [m],Q) H3

mot(YG(KS [m]),Q(2)) H3
mot(YG(KS [n]),Q(2))

S0(Q
2
p,Q)⊗Q H(Gp/G

◦
p[p],Q) V V

RE[m]

RE

(prmn )∗

τm τn

RE
δ[m](p)

norm
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

where τn, τm are the natural maps, and the leftmost vertical map is again given by xp 7! δ[m](p) ⊗ xp which
is well-defined since we are now assuming that δ 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 (Gp ×Hp)-equivariance property of REδ[m](p) and the second part of Theorem 5.1.1, we have
for δ as in the second statement of the theorem,

norm
G◦

p[p]

G◦
p

(

REδ[m](p)(δp)
)

= PTr(δp) · REδ[m](p)(ch(Z
2
p)⊗ ch(G◦

p)), PTr(δp) ∈
(

p− 1,P
′

p(1)
)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p]).

The proof of the second statement in the theorem is now complete by following the commutative diagram
above and unravelling the definitions. The third and final part follows by specialising our general treatment
in Section 4.3 to these special cases of integral elements, with the δ0 case being trivial. One also checks quite
easily, that these two families are indeed integral in the sense of Definition 2.2.2. �

5.2.4. Base change to cyclotomic fields. Following [LSZ21b] Section 8.2, we can give an alternative descrip-
tion of the classes Zmot,n(δ). We can regard G as a subgroup of G×Gm via the embedding i : g = (g1, g2) 7!
(g, det(g2)). For every n ∈ ZS , this gives an open and closed embedding (which we still denote by i)

i : YG(KS [n]) !֒ YG(KS)×Spec(Q) Spec(Q(µn)).

The pushforward along this map gives

i∗ : H3
mot (YG(KS[n]),Q(2)) −! H3

mot

(

YG(KS)×Spec(Q) Spec(Q(µn)),Q(2)
)

.

which satisfies certain intertwining properties. In particular, for every prime p ∤ n, the map i∗ satisfies the
following intertwining properties with respect to the action of H◦

Gp
(Z[1/p]) on the left and the action of

H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[Gal(Q(µn)/Q)] on the right: For x ∈ H3
mot (YG(KS [n]),Q(2)), we have

i∗(θ · x) =























θ · i∗(x) , if θ = Sp,1

θ · i∗(x) , if θ = Tp,1

(θFrob2p) · i∗(x) , if θ = Sp,2

(θFrobp) · i∗(x) , if θ = Tp,2

(13)
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where Frobp denotes arithmetic Frobenius at p, regarded as an element of Gal(Q(µn)/Q). This follows from
[LSZ21b] Section 8.2 using the same normalization for the global Artin reciprocity map, and our definition
of i.

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 Gm. However
the results are independent of this choice. In fact as we pointed out earlier, it can be eliminated all together
if one works with the larger group G ×Gm to begin with. However, this would make notation somewhat
awkward in other sections and that’s why we choose not to.

The polynomial Pp(x) of Definition 4.3.1 can be computed explicitly. It is given by

Pp(x) = 1− 1
pTp,1Tp,2x+

(

1
pSp,1T

2
p,2 +

1
pSp,2T

2
p,1 − 2Sp,1Sp,2

)

x2 − 1
pSp,1Sp,2Tp,1Tp,2x

3 + S2
p,1S

2
p,2x

4.

Combining this with (13) it follows that i∗ intertwines the action of P
′

p(1) on H
3
mot (YG(KS [n]),Q(2)) with

that of P
′

p

(

Frob−1
p

)

on H3
mot

(

YG(KS)×Spec(Q) Spec(Q(µn)),Q(2)
)

.

For data as in Definition 5.2.6, we write Ξmot,n(δ) for the image of Zmot,n(δ) under i∗. Then we can
re-state Theorem 5.2.7 for the classes Ξmot,n(δ):

Corollary 5.2.9. (1) If δ ∈
∏

p/∈S I0(Gp/G
◦
p[p],Z[1/p]), then for any n,m ∈ ZS with m

n = p

norm
Q(µm)
Q(µn)

(Ξmot,m(δ)) = Pcycl
Tr(δp)

· Ξmot,n(δ), with Pcycl
Tr(δp)

∈
(

p− 1,P
′

p

(

Frob−1
p

)

)

⊆ H◦
Gp

(Z[1/p])[Frob±1
p ].

(2) In the special cases δ = δ0 and δ = δ1 we have

norm
Q(µm)
Q(µn)

(Ξmot,m(δ)) =

{

(p− 1) · Ξmot,n (δ) , if δ = δ0

P
′

p(Frob
−1
p ) · Ξmot,n (δ) , if δ = δ1

Proof. Theorem 5.2.7 and the discussion above �

Remark 5.2.10. The classes Ξmot,n(δ1) are not exactly the same as the corresponding ones in [LLZ14],
[LLZ18], (e.g [LLZ18] 3.5.3 for split case) which satisfy the analogous norm relations (Corollary 5.2.9 (2)) at
p, only modulo p− 1, which is in line with the “optimal” aspect of both parts of Corollary 5.2.9.

5.2.5. Étale realisation and a “modulo-ℓ” norm relation. In this section we fix an prime ℓ /∈ S. By [Hub00]
we have étale regulator maps

rét : H
3
mot(YG,Q(2)) −! H3

ét(YG,Qℓ(2))

defined at each finite level. Let n ∈ Z≥1 be a square-free integer coprime to ℓS. As in [LSZ21b], but with
different notation, for each integer c > 1 and coprime to 6nS, we define classes

cZét,n (δ) :=



c2 −
∏

p|c

Svp(c)
p



 · rét (Zmot,n (δ))

cΞét,n(δ) :=



c2 −
∏

p|c

Svp(c)
p Frob2p



 · rét (Ξmot,n (δ))

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 δ 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 cZét,n (δ) actually lie in H3

ét(YG,Zℓ(2)) (and similarly for the cΞét-classes).
Furthermore, by Theorem 5.2.7, the Euler factors appearing are also defined over Zℓ for p 6= ℓ. Thus the norm
relations of Theorem 5.2.7 hold integrally over Zℓ. In particular letting Zc,ℓ,S denote the set of square-free
positive integers coprime to cℓS having prime factors congruent to 1 modulo ℓ:
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Corollary 5.2.11. Let δ be as in the second statement of Theorem 5.2.7 and fix some c ∈ Z>1 coprime to
6S. Then for all n,m ∈ Zc,ℓ,S, n|m:

(prmn )∗ (cZét,m (δ)) =






Qm/n

∏

p|
m
n

P
′

p(1)






· cZét,n (δ) mod ℓ

norm
Q(µm)
Q(µn)

(cΞét,m(δ)) =






Qcycl

m/n

∏

p|
m
n

P
′

p(Frob
−1
p )






· cΞét,n (δ) mod ℓ

for some Qm/n ∈
∏

p|
m
n
H◦

Gp
(Zℓ) and Qcycl

m/n ∈
∏

p|
m
n
H◦

Gp
(Zℓ)[Frob

±1
p ].

Proof. Immediate from the above discussion and the second part of Theorem 5.2.7. �

Remark 5.2.12. 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 HomPp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2, δP ) and an integral lattice in πp,1 ⊗ πp,2. The space HomPp(πp,1 ⊗
πp,2, δP ), 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 C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p)

to a certain module of Pp-coinvariants. The natural object to consider here is the module of δP -twisted
Pp-coinvariants of C

∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p) given by

C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p)Pp,δP := C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)/〈x · ξ − δP (x)ξ | x ∈ Pp, ξ ∈ C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)〉.

This is again a module over H◦
Gp

under the usual Hecke action induced by right translation.

Proposition 6.1.1. There is a Hecke equivariant isomorphism

Φ : C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)

≃
−! C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)Pp,δP , ch(PpgG

◦
p) 7!

1

volPp

(

Pp ∩ gG◦
pg

−1
) ch(gG◦

p)

where volPp 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,

volPp(Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1, dRx) =

∫

Pp∩gG◦
pg

−1

dRx

=

∫

Pp∩gG◦
pg

−1

δP (x) d
Lx = volPp(Pp ∩ gG

◦
pg

−1, dLx)

where the last equality follows from the fact that δP is trivial on Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1. We now check that the map
Φ is well-defined. To do this, it clearly suffices to show that Φ(ch(PpgG

◦
p)) agrees with Φ(ch(PpygG

◦
p)) for

y ∈ Pp. Indeed, ch(PpygG
◦
p) gets mapped to

1

volPp(Pp ∩ ygG◦
pg

−1y−1, dRx)
ch(ygG◦

p) =
1

volPp(Pp ∩ ygG◦
pg

−1, dRx)
ch(ygG◦

p)(14)

=
δP (y)

volPp(Pp ∩ ygG◦
pg

−1, dRx)
ch(gG◦

p).

Now, volPp(Pp∩ygG
◦
pg

−1, dRx) is given by
∫

Pp∩ygG◦
pg

−1 d
Rx =

∫

Pp∩ygG◦
pg

−1 δP (x)d
Lx which is in turn equal to

δP (y) volPp

(

Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)

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

Ψ : C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p) −! C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p), ξ 7!

(

fξ : g 7!

∫

Pp

ξ(xg) dRx

)

which is Hecke equivariant by construction. Now, for y ∈ Pp

fy·ξ(g) =

∫

Pp

ξ(y−1xg) dRx =

∫

Pp

ξ(y−1xg)δP (x) d
Lx = δP (y)

∫

Pp

ξ(xg)δP (x) d
Lx = δP (y)fξ(g).

Thus, the map Ψ factors through C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p)Pp,δP . Finally, for g ∈ Gp, the function fch(gG◦

p)
is supported on

PpgG
◦
p and fch(gG◦

p)
(g) = volPp

(

Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)

. Hence Ψ(ch(gG◦
p)) = volPp

(

Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)

ch(PpgG
◦
p) which

shows that Φ and Ψ are mutually inverse as required. �

Definition 6.1.2. (1) The lattice J (Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p])Pp,δP inside C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)Pp,δP consists of Z[1/p]-

linear combinations of elements of the form

1

volPp

(

Pp ∩ gG◦
pg

−1
) ch(gG◦

p), g ∈ Gp.

(2) The lattice J1(Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p])Pp,δP inside C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)Pp,δP consists of Z[1/p]-linear combinations

of elements of the form

1

volPp

(

Pp(1) ∩ gG◦
pg

−1
) ch(gG◦

p), g ∈ Gp

where Pp(1) is the open subgroup of Pp given by {x ∈ Pp | det(x) ∈ Z×
p , det(x) ≡ 1 mod p}.

Lemma 6.1.3. The map Φ identifies the lattices

C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) ≃Φ J (Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])Pp,δP

C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) ≃Φ J1(Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p])Pp,δP .

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 PpgG

◦
p is equal to Pp(z1

[

pm

1

]

, z2)G
◦
p

with m ∈ Z and zi ∈ Zp, or Pp(z1

[

pm p−n

1

]

, z2)G
◦
p with n ∈ Z≥1,m ∈ Z,m > −n and zi ∈ Zp. By definition

of the two lattices and the map Φ, it suffices to show that

1
p−1 · volPp

(

Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)

= volPp

(

Pp(1) ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)

, g =
(

z1
[

pm

1

]

, z2
)

volPp

(

Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)

= volPp

(

Pp(1) ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)

, g =
(

z1

[

pm p−n

1

]

, z2

)

.

We firstly treat the first case, in which we have Pp ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1 = P ◦
p ∩

[

pm

1

]

H◦
p

[

pm

1

]−1
. A quick matrix

calculation shows that this is nothing more than P ◦
p ifm ≤ 0 and

[

Z×
p pmZp

1

]

ifm > 0. The former has volume

1 and the latter has volume 1
pm . On the other hand, ifm ≤ 0 then Pp(1)∩gG

◦
pg

−1 = Pp(1)∩P
◦
p =

[

1+pZp Zp

1

]

which clearly has volume 1
p−1 . If m > 0 then Pp(1) ∩ gG

◦
pg

−1 =
[

1+pZp pmZp

1

]

which has volume 1
(p−1)pm

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
[

1+pn+mZp Zp

1

]

if m ≤ 0

and
[

1+pn+mZp pmZp

1

]

if m > 0. �

We now let πp,1, πp,2 be unramified Whittaker type Hp-representations with ωπp,1 6= ω−1
πp,2

. One then has a
surjective linear map by acting on the spherical vector

C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p)Pp,δP [

1
1−Sp

] −! (πp,1 ⊗ πp,2)Pp,δP

where the object on the right denotes the δP -twisted Pp-coinvariants of the representation πp,1⊠πp,2 defined
in a similar fashion as C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p)Pp,δP . Proposition 6.1.1 and Theorem 4.4.1 then imply that

dim HomPp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2, δP ) ≤ 1
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and a non-zero linear form in this space is non-vanishing on the spherical vector W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

. 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

DΠp : Πp := πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 −! C, W1 ⊗W2 7! lim
s!0

∫

Q
×
p
(W1 ⊠W2) ([

a
1 ]) |a|

s−1
p d×a

L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, s)
(15)

is well-defined and gives an element of HomPp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2, δP ), which takes the value L(ωπp,1⊠πp,2
, 0)−1 on

the normalized spherical vector. This is clearly non-zero since ωπp,1 6= ω−1
πp,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 Hp-representations, πp,1, πp,2, πp,3 with the product of their central characters being trivial.
This revolves around using Frobenius reciprocity and a property of the mirabolic subgroup of GL2: Let
πp,1, πp,2, πp,3 be unramified Whittaker type Hp-representations with the product of their central characters
being trivial. As usual, we write I(χp,1, χp,2) for the normalized induction of

[ χp,1
χp,2

]

. We may assume after
twisting that πp,3 has trivial central character. Hence, ωπp,1ωπp,2 = 1 and πp,3 is isomorphic to I(| · |−a

p , | · |ap)

with a ∈ C different to 1
2 . However, using the fact that Bp = Zp × Pp, one can check that

π∨
p,3 ≃ I(| · |ap, | · |

−a
p ) ≃

(

Ind
Hp

Pp

(

δ
a+1/2
P

))

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

HomHp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3,1) ≃ HomHp

(

πp,1 ⊗ πp,2, I(| · |
a
p, | · |

−a
p )
)

≃ HomPp

(

πp,1 ⊗ πp,2, δ
a+1/2
P

)

≃ HomPp

(

πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ δ
−a+1/2
P , δP

)

where the second isomorphism follows by Frobenius reciprocity for the non-compact induction (e.g [Ren10]

III 2.5) and the fact that ωπp,1ωπp,2 = 1. However, as a Pp-representation, πp,1⊗πp,2⊗δ
−a+1/2
P is isomorphic

to πp,1 ⊗ σp,2 where σp,2 is the unramified Whittaker type Hp-representation given by πp,2 ⊗ | det |
−a+1/2
p .

Finally, as a quasi-character of Q×
p , we have ωπp,1ωσp,2 = | · |−2a+1

p and this non-trivial since a 6= 1
2 . Thus

we have shown that

HomHp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3,1) ≃ HomPp(πp,1 ⊗ σp,2, δP )

where πp,1 and σp,2 are unramified Whittaker type Hp-representations with ωπp,1ωσp,2 6= 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 [HS01], 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 ΛΠp and DΠp are related through the following commutative diagram

C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p)Pp,δP [

1
1−Sp

] (Πp)Pp,δP C ≃ (Π∨
p )

G◦
p

C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

]

DΠp

≃Φ

ΛΠp

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

Theorem 6.1.5. Let Πp := πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 be as above, and assume that the spherical Hecke eigensystem ΘΠp

takes values in R when restricted to H◦
Gp

(R), for some Z[1/p]-algebra R. Let Z be a non-zero linear form

in HomPp(Πp, δP ), normalized to take the value L(ωΠp , 0)
−1 on W sph

πp,1
⊗W sph

πp,2
. Then:

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

spanR

{

1

volPp(Pp ∩ gG◦
pg

−1)
g · (W sph

πp,1
⊗W sph

πp,2
) | g ∈ Gp

}

⊆ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2.
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(2) The linear form Z is valued in the ideal
(

p− 1, L(Πp, 0)
−1
)

⊆ R on the lattice

spanR

{

1

volPp(Pp(1) ∩ gG◦
pg

−1)
g · (W sph

πp,1
⊗W sph

πp,2
) | g ∈ Gp

}

⊆ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2.

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

of the form DΠp

(

ξ · (W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)
)

for some ξ ∈ J (Gp/G
◦
p,Z[1/p])Pp,δP . Then ξ corresponds to some

f in C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]) via Φ. 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 DΠp evaluated
on an element of the lattice in question is an R-linear combination of elements of the form ΛΠp(f) where

now f ∈ C∞,1
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Z[1/p]). But by Theorem 4.4.1, and Theorem 4.4.5, the corresponding Hecke

operator Pf,loc, is given by
−SpQ

′

f

1−Sp
where Qf ∈ (p − 1,Pp(1)) ⊆ H◦

Gp
(Z[1/p]) . Hence by Proposition 4.2.5,

ΛΠp(f) = ΛΠp(Pf,loc · f0) = ΘΠp(Qf )ΘΠp(1− Sp)
−1ΛΠp(f0) = ΘΠp(Qf ). This gives the result. �

6.1.1. Necessity of inverting 1− Sp via an Ext-vanishing result of Prasad. Recall Theorem 4.4.1 which states
that the module C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

] is free of rank one overH◦
Gp

[ 1
1−Sp

], generated by ch(PpG
◦
p). A natural

thing to ask is whether the localisation at the Hecke operator 1− Sp is optimal and necessary. In other words
is the module C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p) generated by ch(PpG

◦
p) over H◦

Gp
. As the title of this section suggests, the

answer is no. Indeed, if C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p) was cyclic as a H◦

Gp
-module, then our earlier argument would show

that

dim HomPp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2, δP ) ≤ 1

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

dim HomPp(πp ⊗ π∨
p , δP ) ≤ 1

for every unramified irreducible principal-series πp with ωπp = 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

HomHp

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ⊗ ind

Hp

Bp
δ
−1/2
B ,1

)

= HomPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ⊗ ind

Hp

Bp
δ
−1/2
B ,1

)

.

It is well-known that the non-Whittaker type principal-series ind
Hp

Bp
δ
−1/2
B fits into a short exact sequence of

PGL2(Qp)-modules

0 −! 1 −! ind
Hp

Bp
δ
−1/2
B −! St −! 0.

Tensoring with πp and taking Ext∗PGL2(Qp) (−, πp), we obtain a long exact sequence

0 −! HomPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ⊗ St,1

)

−! HomPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ⊗ ind

Hp

Bp
δ
−1/2
B ,1

)

(16)

−! HomPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ,1

)

−! Ext1PGL2(Qp) (πp ⊗ St, πp) .

By ([Pra17] Proposition 2.6) and self-duality of St, the Ext-group appearing above is naturally isomorphic
to Ext1PGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p , St

)

. By the Schneider-Stuhler duality theorem ([Pra17] Theorem 8.1) and the fact

that ExtiPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p , St

)

= 0 for i > 1 (which is the split rank of PGL2), we have

Ext1PGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p , St

)

≃ HomPGL2(Qp)

(

1, πp ⊗ π∨
p

)

.

However, this space vanishes by ([Pra17] Proposition 8.1). The space HomPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ,1

)

is at least

one dimensional and HomPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ⊗ 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 HomPGL2(Qp)

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p ⊗ ind

Hp

Bp
δ
−1/2
B ,1

)

≥ 2

Of course this contradicts the bound dim HomPp

(

πp ⊗ π∨
p , δP

)

≤ 1. Thus the H◦
Gp

-module C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)

is indeed not generated by ch(PpG
◦
p) without localising at the Hecke operator 1− Sp.
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6.1.2. Relation to branching laws for ℓ-modular representations. We fix a prime ℓ 6= p and we identify the
residue field of Zℓ with Fℓ. We fix a choice of pi in Fℓ for each i ∈ Z, compatible with the projection from Zℓ

to Fℓ. The character δP is still given (using different notation) by δP ([ a b
1 ]) = p−vp(a). We have algebra and

module structures on H◦
Gp

(Fℓ), C
∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Fℓ), C

∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p,Fℓ)Pp,δP by lifting to the corresponding Zℓ-

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 Fℓ-linear Hp-representation πp is non-degenerate

if dim (πp)
H◦

p = 1 and (πp)
H◦

p generates πp. For such a representation we still write W sph
πp

for its spherical

vector. The irreducible Fℓ-linear unramified principal-series are indeed non-degenerate. This is part of
[MS14], but for GL2, 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 ℓ ∤ p(p−1) and let πp,1, πp,2 be unramified non-degenerate Fℓ-linear Hp-representations

with ωπp,1(p) 6= ω−1
πp,2

(p) in F
×

ℓ . Then

dimFℓ
HomPp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2, δP ) ≤ 1

and any such non-zero linear form is non-vanishing on W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

.

Proof. By fixing an isomorphism C ≃ Qℓ, it follows from Corollary 4.4.3 that C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Zℓ)[

1
1−Sp

] is

cyclic as aH◦
Gp

(Zℓ)[
1

1−Sp
]-module generated by ch(PpG

◦
p). From this, it is clear that C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p,Fℓ)[

1
1−Sp

]

is also cyclic as a H◦
Gp

(Fℓ)[
1

1−Sp
]-module generated by ch(PpG

◦
p). We have a commutative square

C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Zℓ) C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p,Zℓ)Pp,δP

C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p,Fℓ) C∞

c (Gp/G
◦
p,Fℓ)Pp,δP

νℓ τℓ

Φ

Φ̃

where Φ is the map from Proposition 6.1.1 and Φ̃ is defined by first lifting through νℓ and then applying Φ
and τℓ, which is clearly well-defined. From the volume calculations in the proof of Lemma 6.1.3, the definition
of Φ and the assumption on ℓ ∤ p(p − 1), it follows that Φ̃ is surjective. A diagram chase using injectivity

of Φ also shows that Φ̃ is injective, and finally H◦
Gp

(Fℓ)-equivariance follows from the definitions. Thus,

C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p,Fℓ)Pp,δP [

1
1−Sp

] is a cyclicH◦
Gp

(Fℓ)[
1

1−Sp
]-module generated by ch(G◦

p). Of course, the linear map

C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p,Fℓ)! Πp = πp,1⊠πp,2 can be defined in a completely algebraic manner via ch(gG◦

p) 7! g ·W sph
Πp

.

Then the linear map

C∞
c (Gp/G

◦
p,Fℓ)Pp,δP [

1
1−Sp

] −! (Πp)Pp,δP ,
ch(gG◦

p)

(1−Sp)i
7!

g·W sph
Πp

(1−ωΠp (p))
i , g ∈ Gp, i ∈ Z≥0

is surjective. By the cyclicity mentioned above and the fact that for such modular representations the space

(Πp)
G◦

p is still one dimensional, its image is generated by the spherical vector and the result follows. �

Corollary 6.1.7. Suppose ℓ ∤ p(p− 1). Let πp,1, πp,2 be unramified non-degenerate Fℓ-linear representations

of Hp and let πp,3 be an unramified normalized parabolic induction ind
Hp

Bp

[ χp,1
χp,2

]

with (χp,1/χp,2)(p) 6= p

in F
×

ℓ . Then
dimFℓ

HomHp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3,1) ≤ 1.

If furthermore πp,3 is also non-degenerate then any such non-zero linear form does not vanish on the spherical
vector W sph

πp,1
⊗W sph

πp,2
⊗W sph

πp,3
.

Proof. Again by twisting we may assume that πp,3 has trivial central character, i.e. χp,2 = χ−1
p,1 and

ωπp,1ωπp,2 = 1. in the same manner as Remark 6.1.4, one can then relate the Hom-space in question to

HomPp(πp,1 ⊗ σp,2, δP ) where σp,2 = πp,2 ⊗
[

(δ
1/2
P χp,1)(det(−))

]

as an Hp-representation. By assumption,

we have χp,1(p)
2 6= p and thus the product of central characters (ωπp,1ωσp,2)(p) = χp,1(p)

2 · p−1 6= 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 πp,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. �
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6.2. Integral lattice in S(Q2
p)⊗πp,1⊗πp,2. As usual, we let πp,1, πp,2 be unramified Hp-representations of

Whittaker type. By Theorem 3.2.3 we know that a non-zero Hp-invariant period in HomHp(S(Q
2
p)⊗ πp,1 ⊗

πp,2,1) is unique up to scalars and is non-vanishing on the unramified vector ch(Z2
p) ⊗W sph

πp,1
⊗W sph

πp,2
. We

can thus rescale it so it maps ch(Z2
p)⊗W sph

πp,1
⊗W sph

πp,2
to 1 and we call such a period normalized. In fact we

will see later, when we discuss an application of this 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 Hp-invariant period in HomHp(S(Q
2
p)⊗ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2,1).

Assume that the spherical Hecke eigensystem of πp,1 ⊠ πp,2 restricts to a morphism H◦
Gp

(R)! R for some

Z[1/p]-algebra R ⊆ C. Then:

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

spanR

{

φ⊗ g
(

W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)

| g ∈ Gp and φ ∈ S(Q2
p) valued in

1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)R

}

.

(2) The period Z is valued in the ideal
(

p− 1, L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, 0)
−1
)

⊆ R on the lattice

spanR

{

φ⊗ g
(

W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)

| g ∈ Gp and φ ∈ S0(Q
2
p) valued in

1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gG
◦
p[p]g

−1
)R

}

.

(3) If ωp := ωπp,1ωπp,2 6= 1, the period Z satisfies

L(ωp, 0)Z(−) ∈
(

p− 1, L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, 0)
−1
)

⊆ R

on the lattice

spanR

{

φ⊗ g
(

W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)

| g ∈ Gp and φ ∈ S(Q2
p) valued in

1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gG
◦
p[p]g

−1
)R

}

.

Proof. The proof relies on the three parts of Theorem 5.1.1, in particular the integral behavior of the Hecke
operators Pδ attached to integrals elements δ. 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 G◦

p[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 πp,1 ⊠ πp,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 πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3. For notational convenience we now let πp,3 be an unramified

Whittaker type Hp-representation of the form I(χp, | · |
−1/2
p ) such that ωπp,1ωπp,2ωπp,3 = 1. From Theo-

rem 3.2.4 we know that a non-zero invariant period in HomHp(πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ⊗ πp,3,1) is unique up to scalars

and is non vanishing on the spherical vector W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

⊗W sph
πp,3

. 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 Hp-equivariant map

S(Q2
p)! πp,3, φ 7! fφ̂,χp

constructed in [LSZ21a], which we describe in this section for completeness: For a Schwartz function φ ∈

S(Q2
p), we write φ̂ for its Fourier transform

φ̂(x, y) :=

∫

Qp

∫

Qp

ep(xv − yu)φ(u, v) dudv

where ep is the standard additive character ofQp mapping 1/pn to exp(2πi/pn) (this is an explicit description
of the character ψ fixed at the beginning of Section 4) and du, dv denote the usual additive Haar measure
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on Qp. Since πp,3 is unramified, the character χp is of the form | · |ap for some a ∈ C. Let b = a+ 1
2 , then by

([LSZ21a] 3.2.2),

fφ,χp(h) := lim
s!0

| det(h)|
s+a+

1
2

p

L
(

| · |bp, 2s+ 1
)

∫

Q
×
p

φ((0, x)h)|x|2s+b+1
p d×x, h ∈ Hp

is well-defined and gives an element of I(χp, | · |
−1/2
p ). Furthermore, the assignment φ 7! fφ̂,χp

is surjective,

Hp-equivariant and by ([LSZ21b] 3.2.5) it maps ch(Z2
p) to W

sph
πp,3

.

Corollary 6.3.1. Let Z be the non-zero normalized invariant period in HomHp(πp,1⊗πp,2⊗πp,3,1). Assume
that the spherical Hecke eigensystem of πp,1 ⊠ πp,2 restricts to a morphism H◦

Gp
(R) ! R for some Z[1/p]-

algebra R ⊆ C. Then:

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

spanR

{

g
(

W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)

⊗ fφ̂,χp
| g ∈ Gp and φ ∈ S(Q2

p) valued in
1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gG
◦
pg

−1
)R

}

.

(2) The period Z is valued in the ideal
(

p− 1, L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, 0)
−1
)

⊆ R on the lattice

spanR

{

g
(

W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)

⊗ fφ̂,χp
| g ∈ Gp and φ ∈ S0(Q

2
p) valued in

1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gG
◦
p[p]g

−1
)R

}

.

(3) If ωp := ωπp,1ωπp,2 6= 1, the period Z satisfies

L(ωp, 0)Z(−) ∈
(

p− 1, L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, 0)
−1
)

⊆ R

on the lattice

spanR

{

g
(

W sph
πp,1

⊗W sph
πp,2

)

⊗ fφ̂,χp
| g ∈ Gp and φ ∈ S(Q2

p) valued in
1

volHp

(

StabHp(φ) ∩ gG
◦
p[p]g

−1
)R

}

.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.2.1 and the map induced by f(−̂),χp
at the level of Hom-spaces. �

6.4. Rankin-Selberg integral for product of modular forms.

6.4.1. The local integrals. We once again fix an additive character ψ : Qp ! C× of conductor one. As before,
we consider the family of Gp-representations πp,1⊠πp,2 where πp,1 and πp,2 are unramifiedHp-representations

of Whittaker type, and we identify πp,1 with W(πp,1, ψ) and πp,2 with W(πp,2, ψ).

Definition 6.4.1 ([JPSS83]). For W1 ∈ W(πp,1, ψ),W2 ∈ W(πp,2, ψ) and φ ∈ S(Q2
p), the zeta integral

Z(W1,W2, φ, s) is given by

Z(φ,W1,W2, s) =

∫

Np\Hp

W1(h)W2(h)φ((0, 1)h)|det(h)|
s
p dh(17)

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 ps.

(2) As W1,W1 and φ vary, the Z(W1.W2, φ, s) generate the fractional ideal L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, s)C[ps, p−s].

Proof. This is one of the main results of [JPSS83] where it is stated and proved in greater generality. �

Proposition 6.4.3. Let φ0 = ch(Z2
p). Then,

Z(φ0,W
sph
πp,1

,W sph
πp,1

, s) = L(πp,2 ⊠ πp,2, s).

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. �

Definition 6.4.4. Let πp,1, πp,2 be as above. The linear form Z : S(Q2
p)⊗ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2 ! C is given by

Z(φ⊗W1 ⊗W1) = lim
s!0

Z(φ,W1,W2, s)

L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, s)
.
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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 φ0 ⊗ W sph

πp,1
⊗ W sph

πp,2
. A standard change of variables also shows that Z is in fact Hp-

invariant. Putting everything together, the linear form Z gives a non-zero invariant period in the space
HomHp(S(Q

2
p)⊗ πp,1 ⊗ πp,2,1), which by Theorem 3.2.3, is in fact a basis.

6.4.2. The global integral. We fix a prime ℓ and an isomorphism ι : C ≃ Qℓ. We let f1 and f2 be two
normalised cuspidal Hecke eigenforms in Sk(Γ1(N)) with k ≥ 2 and we write ǫi for the Nebentype of fi. To
these we can associate two irreducible admissible automorphic representations of H(A) ([Gel06]), which we

call π1 = πι,f1 = ⊗
′

pπp,1 and π2 = πι,f2 = ⊗
′

pπp,2, 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 ∞ or N . We write ω1

and ω2 for their respective central characters. We also write L = Lf1,f2 for the number field associated to
f1 and f2, given by adjoining the Hecke eigenvalues of f1 and f2 to Q. We write L = Lι,f1,f2 for a choice of
ℓ-adic number field containing the image of L under ι.

To a Schwartz function Φ ∈ S(A2), one can associate an Eisenstein series using Godement-Jacquet the-
ory ([JL06]), which is given by

E(g, s; Φ) =
∑

γ∈B(Q)\H(Q)

| det(γg)|sp

∫

A×

Φ((0, x)γg)ω1(x)ω2(x)|x|
2s
p d×x.

For cusp forms ϕ1 ∈ π1 and ϕ2 ∈ π2, one has the global Rankin-Selbger integral as in [JS81], which is given
by

I(s,Φ, ϕ1, ϕ2) =

∫

Z(A)H(Q)\H(A)

ϕ1(g)ϕ2(g)E(g, s; Φ) dg.

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 = {∞, p|ℓN}, and write LS(π1 ⊠ π2, s) for the partial L-function

LS(π1 ⊠ π2, s) =
∏

p6∈S

L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, s)

where the local L-factors are as in Proposition 6.4.2. Finally, we note that the local zeta integral

Z(Φp,Wp,1,Wp,2, s)

of Definition 6.4.1 still exists for the infinite place and satisfies similar properties ([Jac09]).

Theorem 6.4.5. Let ϕi ≃ ⊗pWp,i be decomposable cusp forms, with Wp,i = W sph
πp,i

for p 6∈ S. Let g =

(g1, g2) ∈ G(A∞), and suppose that Φ = ⊗pΦp is also decomposable. Write

εℓ,f1,f2 (Φ, g1, g2) := lim
s!0

I(s,Φ, g1ϕ1, g2ϕ2)

LS(π1 ⊠ π2, s) ·
∏

p∈S Z(Φp, g1,pWp,1, g2,pWp,2, s)
∈ Qℓ.

The following are true:

(1) If Φp is valued in volHp(StabHp(Φp) ∩ gpG
◦
pg

−1
p )−1OL for p 6∈ S, then

εℓ,f1,f2(Φ, g1, g2) ∈ OL.

(2) Suppose that the assumption of part (1) holds and let S0 denote a finite set of places away from S
for which: p ≡ 1 mod ℓ, (ǫ1ǫ2)(p) 6= 1 and Φp is valued in volHp(StabHp(Φp) ∩ gpG

◦
p[p]g

−1
p )−1OL

(note the addition of the determinant level G◦
p[p] instead of G◦

p). Then,










∏

p∈S0 s.t:
Φp /∈S0(Q

2
p)

L(ǫ1ǫ2, 0)
−1











· εℓ,f1,f2(Φ, g1, g2) ∈
∏

p∈S0

(

p− 1, L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, 0)
−1
)

⊆ OL.

In particular, if the level of f1, f2 satisfies (#(Z/NZ)×, ℓ) = 1, then this holds without the bracketed
product on the left.
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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 gp 6∈ G◦

p, or Φp 6= ch(Z2
p). By Section 4 of [JS81], the

limit in question coincides with

∏

p∈S′

(

lim
s!0

Z(Φp, g1,pWp,1, g2,pWp,2, s)

L(πp,1 ⊠ πp,2, s)

)

=
∏

p∈S′

Z(Φp ⊗ g1,pWp,1 ⊗ g2,pWp,2)

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 ∈ S
′

,
with the Z[1/p]-algebra R taken to be OL. Thus, it suffices to show that the local condition on the spherical
Hecke eigensystem of each local component πp,1⊠ πp,2 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 f1, f2 holds then the bracketed integral on the left is a unit in OL which concludes the proof. �

Appendix A. Structure of C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

]

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 C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

] is free of rank one over H◦
Gp

[ 1
1−Sp

], generated by the

characteristic function f0 := ch(PpG
◦
p). In particular, for f ∈ C∞

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p), we have f =

−SpQ
′

f

1−Sp
· f0,

where Qf is the Hecke operator described in Section 4.4.

Proof. We firstly show that the module in question is cyclic with f0 as a generator. By (11), it suffices to
show that the intersection of the kernels of the linear forms ΛΠp as we vary the representation Πp, is trivial.
For an element in this intersection, we have ΛΠp(f) = ΘΠp(Qf ) = 0 for every Πp. By the usual density
argument, this implies that Qf is identically zero in H◦

Gp
. We now claim that Qf = 0 implies that f = 0.

Firstly, for m,n ∈ Z≥0 and r, t ∈ Z, we put f r,t
m,n := ch(Ppp

r(pt
[

pm p−n

1

]

, 1)G◦
p) in C

∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p). We can

always write f as

f =

(

N
∑

i=1

aif
ri,ti
mi,0

)

+





M
∑

j=1

bjf
ρj ,τj
µj ,νj





where:

• νj > 0 for all j
• |m0| ≤ |m1| ≤ · · · ≤ |mN |; if |mi| = |mi+1| then ri ≤ ri+1; if |mi| = |mi+1| and ri = ri+1 then
ti ≤ ti+1.

• |µ0| + ν0 ≤ |µ1| + ν1 ≤ · · · ≤ |µM | + νM ; if |µj | + νj = |µj+1| + νj+1 then |µj | ≤ |µj+1|; if
|µj |+ νj = |µj+1|+ νj+1 and |µj | = |µj+1| then ρj ≤ ρj+1; if |µj |+ νj = |µj+1|+ νj+1, |µj | = |µj+1|
and ρj = ρj+1 then τj ≤ τj+1.

By proposition 4.3.6 we have

Qf =

(

N
∑

i=1

aiVri,tiPmi

)

+





M
∑

j=1

bjVρj ,τj

(

Pµj + Qµj ,νjPp(1)
)



 = 0(18)

in H◦
Gp

= C[S±1
p,1 , Tp,1,S

±1
p,2 , Tp,2]. We write (18) as

(

N
∑

i=1

aiVri,tiPmi

)

+





M
∑

j=1

bjVρj ,τjPµj



+





M
∑

j=1

bjVρj ,τjQµj ,νjPp(1)



 = 0(19)

If the rightmost sum in (19) is non-zero, then Pp(1) divides
(

∑N
i=1 aiVri,tiPmi

)

+
(

∑M
j=1 bjVρj ,τjPµj

)

. We

now claim that this cannot happen. In particular, we show that Pp(1) never divides a non-zero finite sum
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of the form
∑

c (Sp,1Sp,2)
sSk

p,1Pλ. Consider an arbitrary sum of this form, which we write as

∆ :=



p−n/2P
(n)
p,1 (1)

∑

i,j

ci,j(Sp,1Sp,2)
siS

kj

p,1



+



p−n/2P
(n)
p,2 (1)

∑

i,j

di,j(Sp,1Sp,2)
s̃iS

k̃j

p,1





(20)

+ terms of this form involving P
(e1)
p,1 (1),P

(e2)
p,2 (1) with e1, e2 < n.(21)

It is straightforward to compute, using the explicit description of the spherical Hecke eigensystem of the
representations Πp, that

• Pp(1) = 1− 1
pTp,1Tp,2 −

1
pSp,1Sp,2Tp,1Tp,2 +

1
pSp,1T

2
p,2 +

1
pSp,2T

2
p,1 − 2Sp,1Sp,2 + S2

p,1S
2
p,2

• 1
pn/2P

(n)
p,1 (1) =

1
p⌊n/2⌋T

n−1
p,1 − 1

p⌊n/2⌋Sp,1Tp,2T
n−2
p,1 +O(T n−3

p,1 )

• 1
pn/2P

(n)
p,2 (1) =

1
p⌊n/2⌋T

n−1
p,2 − 1

p⌊n/2⌋Sp,2Tp,1T
n−2
p,2 +O(T n−3

p,2 )

where O(T e
p,i) denotes a linear combination of terms of the form Sa

p,1S
b
p,2T

c
p,i with c ≤ e. From this, by looking

at the degrees of the Tp,i terms, we can assume that that n ≥ 3 in (20), since otherwise the non-divisibility
claim holds trivially. It is also important to note that ∆ has no monomials containing T a

p,1T
b
p,2 with both

a, b ≥ 2. If Pp(1) divides ∆ in H◦
Gp

, then it is not hard to see that we can write

∆ =
(

A1T
n−3
p,1 +A2T

n−4
p,1 Tp,2 + · · ·+ An−3Tp,1T

n−4
p,2 +An−2T

n−3
p,2 + C

)

Pp(1)

where Ai ∈ C[S±1
p,1 ,S

±1
p,2 ] and C is a C[S±1

p,1 ,S
±1
p,2 ]-linear combination of monomials containing only T a

p,1T
b
p,2

with a+ b < n− 3.
Comparing coefficients of T n−1

p,1 and T n−1
p,2 in ∆, we get the relations

A1 =
1

p⌊n/2⌋−1

∑

i,j

ci,jS
si+kj

p,1 Ssi−1
p,2 and An−2 =

1

p⌊n/2⌋−1

∑

i,j

di,jS
s̃i+k̃j−1
p,1 S s̃i

p,2.(22)

The monomials that contribute to 1
p⌊n/2⌋Sp,1Tp,2T

n−2
p,1 in ∆ are A1T

n−3
p,1 and A2T

n−4
p,1 Tp,2. Similarly, the

monomials contributing to 1
p⌊n/2⌋Sp,2Tp,1T

n−2
p,2 in ∆ are An−2T

n−3
p,2 and An−3Tp,1T

n−4
p,2 . Comparing coeffi-

cients of Tp,2T
n−2
p,1 and Tp,1T

n−2
p,2 , we get the relations

−
1

p
(1 + Sp,1Sp,2)A1 +

1

p
Sp,2A2 =

−1

p⌊n/2⌋

∑

i,j

ci,jS
si+kj+1
p,1 Ssi

p,2(23)

1

p
(1 + Sp,1Sp,2)An−2 +

1

p
Sp,1An−3 =

−1

p⌊n/2⌋

∑

i,j

di,jS
s̃i+k̃j

p,1 S s̃i+1
p,2 .

Combining (22) and (23) and simplifying, we obtain the relations

A1 = Sp,2A2 and An−2 = Sp,2An−3.(24)

We observe that for n = 3 or 4, (24) already implies our claim that Pp(1)|∆ if and only if ∆ = 0. Thus we
may assume that n ≥ 5. Comparing coefficients of T a

p,1T
b
p,2 with a + b = n − 1 and a, b ≥ 2 (which as we

remarked earlier, they vanish), we obtain the following system of equations:

Sp,1A1 − (1 + Sp,1Sp,2)A2 + Sp,2A3 = 0(25)

Sp,1A2 − (1 + Sp,1Sp,2)A3 + Sp,2A4 = 0

...

Sp,1An−4 − (1 + Sp,1Sp,2)An−3 + Sp,2An−2 = 0.

A lengthy but elementary substitution exercise, together with (24), yields that

A2 = Sp,1Sp,2A2 for n = 5

A2 = Sn−5
p,2 An−3 and An−3 = Sn−5

p,1 A2 for n ≥ 6.

Combining this with (24) and (25), we deduce that A1 = · · · = An−2 = 0, which finishes the proof of our
first claim.
Thus, (19) now implies that S :=

∑M
j=1 bjVρj ,τjQµj ,νj is identically zero. We claim that bM = 0, and thus
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inductively, all the bi = 0. To show this, we use the explicit expression of V and Q found in proposition 4.3.6.
The leading monomial of VρM ,τM QµM ,νM is given up to a scalar multiple, by

{

(Sp,1Sp,2)
ρMSτM

p,1 T
µM+νM−1
p,1 T νM−1

p,2 , if µM ≥ 0

(Sp,1Sp,2)
ρMSτM

p,1 T
νM−1
p,1 T

|µM |+νM−1
p,2 , if µM < 0.

Firstly, we assume that µM = 0. If |µM−1|+ νM−1 < |µM |+ νM = νM , then the result follows at once. by
considering powers of Tp,1. If |µM−1|+νM−1 = |µM |+νM = νM , then we must have |µM−1| ≤ |µM | = 0 and
hence µM−1 = 0 which then implies that νM−1 = νM . The result then follows by considering ρM , τM and
ρM−1, τM−1 since in this case, the equality (|µM |+νM , |µM |, ρM , τM ) = (|µM−1|+νM−1, |µM−1|, ρM−1, τM−1)
implies that fρM ,τM

µM ,νM = f
ρM−1,τM−1
µM−1,νM−1 . We now assume that |µM | > 0. If |µM−1|+ νM−1 < |µM |+ νM−1 then

the result follows again by considering the exponents of Tp,1 or Tp,2 depending on the parity of µM . Assume
instead that |µM−1|+ νM−1 = |µM |+ νM−1, in which case we have |µM−1| ≤ |µM |. Then

νM = νM−1 + |µM−1| − |µM | ≤ νM−1.

Let K ∈ {1, . . . ,M −1} be the smallest integer for which |µK |+νK = |µK+1|+νK = · · · = |µM−1|+νM−1 =
|µM |+ νM . Then

|µK | ≤ · · · ≤ |µM−1| ≤ |µM | and νM ≤ νM−1 ≤ · · · ≤ νK .

Without loss of generality, assume that µM > 0. We now show that we may also assume bMVρM ,τMQµM ,νM

is the only term of S with a monomial which is a scalar multiple of

(Sp,1Sp,2)
ρMSτM

p,1 T
µM+νM−1
p,1 T νM−1

p,1

and hence bM = 0: Any other term containing such monomial, has to come from some QµL,νL , with
L ∈ {K, . . . ,M − 1} and µL ≥ 0. Let L1 > L2 > · · · > Ld be all such values of L. The leading monomial of
bLd

VρLd
,τLd

QµLd
,νLd

is a scalar multiple of

(Sp,1Sp,2)
ρLdS

τLd
p,1 T

µLd
+νLd

−1

p,1 T
νLd

−1

p,2 .

Since in this case f
ρLi

,τLi
µLi

,νLi
is completely determined by (|µLi |+ νLi , |µLi|, ρLi , τLi), or equivalently (|µLi |+

νLi , νLi , ρLi , τLi), it follows that bLd
VρLd

,τLd
QµLd

,νLd
is the only term in S containing a monomial which is a

scalar multiple of (Sp,1Sp,2)
ρLdS

τLd
p,1 T

µLd
+νLd

−1

p,1 T
νLd

−1

p,2 . Hence bLd
= 0 and continuing like this we conclude

that bL1 = · · · = bLd
= 0. Thus our assumption is justified. But then bM = 0 which is what we initially

wanted to prove. This proves our second claim, i.e bj = 0 for all j = 1, . . . ,M . Thus (19) now implies that

T :=

N
∑

i=1

aiVri,tiPmi = 0.

Our last claim is that the coefficients ai are also zero: We do this by showing that aN = 0. Recall that

Pmi =
1

pmi

{

P
(mi+1)
p,1 (1), if mi ≥ 0

P
(|mi|+1)
p,2 (1), if mi < 0

Suppose first that |mN | ≥ 2. Looking at the explicit expressions for P
(n)
p,1 (1) and P

(n)
p,2 (1) it follows that

aNVrN ,tN PmN is the only term of T that contains a monomial which is a scalar multiple of

(Sp,1Sp,2)
rNStN

p,1T
mN

p,1

and hence aN = 0. Now suppose that |mN | = 1. If 0 = |mN−1| < 1 we are clearly done by considering once
again exponents of Tp,1 or Tp,2. If |mN−1| = 1, we let K ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1} be the smallest integer for which

|mK | = |mK+1| = · · · = |mN−1| = |mN | = 1.

Then, we have

T =

(

K−1
∑

i=1

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1

)

P0 +

(

N
∑

i=K

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1Pmi

)

, where mi = ±1

=

(

K−1
∑

i=1

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1

)

P0 +

(

∑

i∈I1

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1

)

P1 +





∑

i∈I−1

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1



P−1.
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where I1 ∪ I−1 = {K, . . . , N}, i ∈ I1 if and only if m1 = 1 and i ∈ I−1 if and only if mi = −1. We write

C1 :=
∑

i∈I1

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1 and C−1 :=
∑

i∈I−1

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1.

Recall that

P0 = 1− Sp,1Sp,2, P1 = −
1

p
Sp,1Tp,2 +

1

p
Tp,1, P−1 =

1

p
Sp,2Tp,1 +

1

p
Tp,2.

Since T = 0, we must have

−
C1

p
Sp,1Tp,2 +

C1

p
Tp,1 −

C−1

p
Sp,2Tp,1 +

C−1

p
Tp,2 = 0.

From this, we deduce that

C1 = C−1Sp,2 and C−1 = C1Sp,1.

It follows at once that C1 = C−1 = 0. Since for i ∈ I1, f
ri,ti
mi,0

= f ri,ti
1,0 is completely determined by (ri, ti) we

conclude that ai = 0 for every i ∈ I1 and in an identical fashion ai = 0 for every i ∈ I−1. This deals with
the case where |mN | = 1. Finally, if mN = 0, then

T =

(

N
∑

i=1

ai(Sp,1Sp,2)
riSti

p,1

)

P0 = 0

and f ri,ti
mi,0

= f ri,ti
0,0 is once again determined by (ri, ti). Thus the claim follows.

Putting everything together, we have shown that Qf = 0 implies that f = 0 and as a result, we deduce that
⋂

Πp

ker(ΛΠp) = 0.

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

c (Pp\Gp/G
◦
p)! (Π∨

p )
G◦

p , for ωπp,1 6= ω−1
πp,2

, can be extended naturally to a Hecke equivariant map

C∞
c (Pp\Gp/G

◦
p)[

1
1−Sp

] −! (Π∨
p )

G◦
p , f

(1−Sp)r
7!

ΛΠp (f)

ΘΠp (1−S−1
p )r

.

We just proved that every such element f
(1−Sp)r

is given by
−SpQ

′

f

(1−Sp)r+1 · f0. Thus freeness follows from Hecke

equivariance and the fact that this slightly shrinked family of representations Πp is still dense in Spec(H◦
Gp

).

�
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