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ON SPEH REPRESENTATIONS FOR LEVEL ZERO SUPERCUSPIDAL

REPRESENTATIONS AND GINZBURG–KAPLAN GAMMA FACTORS

ELAD ZELINGHER

In memory of Fabian Sharristh

Abstract. We establish a relation between Speh representations of GLn (Fq) and Speh
representations of GLn (F ), where F is a non-archimedean local field. We use irreducible
level zero supercuspidal representations to show that these two notions of Speh representa-
tions associated to cuspidal representations are related via a commutative diagram, and that
their corresponding (k, c) ψ-Whittaker models are also related. We use these results to relate
the local Ginzburg–Kaplan integrals [12, 22], [6, Appendix A] for level zero supercuspidal
representations to their finite field counterparts [8].

1. Introduction

In the theory of automorphic representations of general linear groups, Speh representations
are important objects. They were introduced by Jacquet in [19], where he conjectured
that the discrete spectrum of L2 ([GLn]) corresponding to the automorphic quotient [GLn]
decomposes as the direct sum of Speh representations. This was later proved by Mœglin
and Waldspurger in their celebrated work [28]. This result serves as a base case for Arthur’s
conjectures regarding the decomposition of the discrete spectrum of L2 ([G]), where G is a
reductive group. See [1, Page 23].

A notion of (generalized) Speh representations also exists in the context of local fields [19,
Section 2.2], [4] and, unsurprisingly, the local components of a global Speh representation
are local Speh representations.

In the past recent years, a new use for Speh representations was found: they serve as an
ingredient in certain new integral constructions of various L-functions [3, 5, 6, 15, 12, 14].
A fundamental property of Speh representations utilized in these constructions is a local
uniqueness property of a generalized Whittaker functional. We move to explain this now.

Let F be a non-archimedean local field with ring of integers o, maximal ideal p and
residual field F = o/p of cardinality q, and denote by ν : o → F the quotient map. Choose a
uniformizer ̟ ∈ p. Let ψ : F → C× be a non-trivial character. Given positive integers k and
c, let N(ck) be the unipotent radical of the standard parabolic subgroup P(ck) of GLkc (F )

corresponding to the composition
(

ck
)

. We define a character ψ(ck) : N(ck) → C× by the
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formula

ψ(ck)















Ic X1 ∗ ∗ ∗
Ic X2 ∗ ∗

. . .
. . . ∗
Ic Xk−1

Ic















= ψ

(

k−1
∑

j=1

trXj

)

.

Then a fundamental result of [4] is that for any Speh representation ∆ (T , c) (where T is a
generic representation of GLk (F )) there exists a unique (up to scalar multiplication) (k, c)
ψ-Whittaker functional, that is, a non-zero element

ℓ∆(T ,c) ∈ HomN(ck)

(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

.

Recently, in his master’s thesis [7], Carmon defined the notion of (generalized) Speh rep-
resentations of finite general linear groups, and showed that a similar uniqueness property
holds.

It is very natural to ask what the relation between Speh representations over local fields and
over finite fields is. In this paper, we establish a relation between these two representations
using level zero representations.

Given any irreducible cuspidal representation τ of GLk (F), we may construct an irreducible
level zero supercuspidal representation T of GLk (F ). This construction is not unique and
depends on a choice of a central character ωT for T . The Speh representation ∆ (τ, c)
of GLkc (F) is the irreducible subrepresentation of minimal dimension of the parabolically
induced representation τ ◦c = τ◦· · ·◦τ . It occurs with multiplicity one in τ ◦c. On the hand, the
Speh representation ∆ (T , c) of GLkc (F ) is defined as the image of the standard intertwining

operator M
(z1,...,zc)
w(1c) : T (z1,...,zc) → T (zc,...,z1) at the point (z1, . . . , zc) =

(

c−1
2
, c−3

2
, . . . ,− c−1

2

)

,

where for a choice of complex numbers (z1, . . . , zc) ∈ Cc, the representation T (z1,...,zc) is the
(normalized) parabolically induced representation

T (z1,...,zc) = |det|z1 T × · · · × |det|zc T = Ind
GLkc(F )
P(kc)

(|det|z1 T ⊗ · · · ⊗ |det|zc T ) .

For any element vτ ∈ τ , we define a natural lift Lvτ ∈ T corresponding to vτ . We then
extend this notion to define for an element vτ⊗c ∈ τ⊗c a lift Lvτ⊗c ∈ T ⊗c, and then using the
Iwasawa decomposition, we define for an element fτ◦c ∈ τ ◦c a lift L(z1,...,zc)fτ◦c ∈ T (z1,...,zc).
Our first result establishes a relation between ∆ (τ, c) and ∆ (T , c) by showing that a certain
diagram is commutative (Corollary 2.8).

Theorem 1.1. The following diagram commutes:

τ ◦c

L(
c−1
2 ,...,−

c−1
2 )

��

pr∆(τ,c)
// ∆(τ, c)

L(−
c−1
2 ,...,

c−1
2 )

��

T ( c−1
2
,...,− c−1

2 )
M∗

w(1c)
// T (− c−1

2
,..., c−1

2 ),

Hence, for any f∆(τ,c) ∈ ∆(τ, c), we have that Lf∆(τ,c) ∈ ∆(T , c). Here,

pr∆(τ,c) : τ
◦c → ∆(τ, c)

is the projection operator and M∗
w(1c)

is a certain non-zero scalar multiple of M
( c−1

2
,...,− c−1

2 )
w(1c) .
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Our proof involves an explicit computation of simple reflection intertwining operators,
which utilizes Cartan decompositions of matrices. As a byproduct, we also obtain a similar
relation between the Steinberg representations St (τ, c) and St (T , c) (Remark 2.9).

Our next results establish a relation between (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functions of ∆ (τ, c) and
of ∆ (T , c). Suppose that ψ : F× → C× has conductor p, and regard ψ also as a non-
trivial character ψ : F → C×. Let ℓτ,ψ be a (k, 1) ψ-Whittaker functional of τ . We may
use ℓτ,ψ to construct a (k, 1) ψ-Whittaker functional ℓT ,ψ for T as in [36, Proposition 3.7].
Following the recursive process in [4, Section 3.2], we use ℓτ,ψ and ℓT ,ψ to construct (k, c)
ψ-Whittaker functionals ℓ∆(τ,c) and ℓ∆(T ,c) for ∆ (τ, c) and ∆ (T , c), respectively. We show
the following relations between these functionals (Proposition 3.4, Proposition 3.5 part 1 and
Theorem 3.7).

Theorem 1.2. Let f∆(τ,c) ∈ ∆(τ, c) and define for g ∈ GLkc (F),

W (g) =
〈

∆(τ, c) (g) f∆(τ,c), ℓ∆(τ,c)

〉

and for g ∈ GLkc (F ),

LW (g) =
〈

∆(T , c) (g)Lf∆(τ,c), ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

.

(1) For any k0 ∈ GLkc (o), we have the relation

LW (k0) = W (ν (k0)) .

(2) Suppose that g = diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

)

where t = diag (̟i1, . . . , ̟ic), and i1, . . . , ic ∈ Z.
Then we have LW (g) = 0 if min (i1, . . . , ic) < 0. If c < k, we have that LW (g) = 0
unless i1 = i2 = · · · = ic = 0.

(3) Suppose that k = c and that g = diag
(

t, I(c−1)c

)

where t is as above and
min (i1, . . . , ic) > 0. Then LW (g) = 0 unless i1 = i2 = · · · = ic = m > 0, in which
case

LW (g) = ωT (̟)m q−(m+1)(c−1)(c2)
〈

f∆(τ,c) ↾diag(Ic,GL(k−1)c(F)), S0

〉

,

where S0 : τ ⊗∆(τ, c− 1) → C is a certain functional given in Theorem 3.6.

We also have similar results for elements of the form diag
(

I(k−1)c, t
)

, where t is as in the
theorem, see Proposition 3.5 part 2 and Theorem 3.7. It is an interesting problem to find an
explicit formula for the values of LW (g) as in the theorem for general g, but at this moment
this seems too ambitious. Let us mention that Luo [27] has recently given an asymptotic
expansion for (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functions of Speh representations at elements of the form
diag

(

t, I(k−1)c

)

, but for our purposes we need more explicit formulas.
We use our results to link the finite field Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor defined by Car-

mon and the author [8] to its local field counterpart defined by Kaplan [6, Appendix A], [22].
This gamma factor arises from an integral representation that uses a Speh representation
as an ingredient. This integral represents the L-function associated to the tensor product
representation of a pair of representations Π and T of GLc and GLk, respectively, where T is
assumed to be generic, but nothing is assumed on Π. We show that in the non-exceptional
case, the local Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor associated with a pair of irreducible level zero
supercuspidal representations agrees with the finite field Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor as-
sociated with the corresponding pair of irreducible cuspidal representations (Corollary 4.7).
In the exceptional case, we use the equality of the local Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor
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and of the local Jacquet–Piatetski-Shapiro–Shalika gamma factor [20] to compute the fi-
nite field Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor (Theorem 4.8). We also obtain an identity that
shows that for any pair of irreducible cuspidal representations of finite general linear groups,
the Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor agrees with the tensor product ε0-factor [37] (Theo-
rem 4.10). This identity is [8, Theorem 4.24], and it is crucial for proving the results of [8,
Section 5], which link special values of Bessel–Speh functions to exotic matrix Kloosterman
sums.

Theorem 1.3. Let π and τ be irreducible cuspidal representations of GLc (F) and GLk (F)
respectively, and let Π and T be irreducible level zero supercuspidal representations of GLc (F )
and GLk (F ) constructed from π and τ , respectively. Then

(1) If π ≇ τ∨ then

γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) = γGK (π × τ, ψ) .

(2) If π ∼= τ∨ then

γGK (π × τ, ψ) = −ωτ (−1)c−1 q−
c
2 .

(3) In all cases we have

γGK (π × τ, ψ) = ε0 (π × τ, ψ) .

Let us mention that such relation between a finite field gamma factor and its local field
counterpart for level zero representation has been established many times before for various
other integrals [35, 30, 36, 21, 9]. However, the case in this article is considerably more
involved, since the Ginzburg–Kaplan zeta integrals do not use the representation T directly,
but instead use the (k, c) ψ-Whittaker model of the Speh representation ∆ (T , c) associated
to it. Hence it is crucial to first establish a relation between the representations ∆ (τ, c) and
∆ (T , c) and between their corresponding (k, c) ψ-Whittaker models.

We also use our results to give a modified functional equation for the finite field Ginzburg–
Kaplan zeta integrals in the exceptional case (Corollary 4.9).

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that π = τ∨. Then for any v ∈ τ∨, v∨ ∈ τ and W ∈
W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(cc)

)

as above, we have

〈Z∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉 =ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) (〈Z (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉)

+ q−
c2

2 ·
〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f∆(τ,c) ↾diag(Ic,GL(k−1)c(F)), S
〉

,

where S : τ∨ ⊗ τ ⊗ τ ⊗∆(τ, c− 1) → C is a certain functional defined in Section 4.2.2.

We hope to utilize these computations in the future in order to compute the generalized
doubling method integrals [3, 5, 15, 6] for level zero representations of G×GLk, where G is
a classical group. We mention that this was done for several cases of the classical doubling
method [31, 10, 25] in [23].

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Nir Elber, Hahn Lheem and Jialiang Zou for
many helpful discussions about lifting intertwining operators, at an REU held by Jialiang and
me in Summer 2023 at the University of Michigan (supported by NSF Grant DMS-1840234).
I would also like to thank Oded Carmon for many discussions about Speh representations
and (k, c) ψ-Whittaker models.

This work is dedicated to my beloved grandfather who passed away while this manuscript
was under preparation.
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1.1. Notation. Suppose that R is a ring. Given a composition (n1, . . . , nr) of a positive
integer n, let

N(n1,...,nr) (R) =





























In1 ∗ ∗ ∗
In2 ∗ ∗

. . . ∗
Inr





























and let

P(n1,...,nr) (R) =
{

diag (h1, . . . , hr) | hj ∈ GLnj
(R)
}

⋉N(n1,...,nr) (R) .

The group P(n1,...,nr) (R) is the standard parabolic subgroup of GLn (R) corresponding to the
composition (n1, . . . , nr), and N(n1,...,nr) (R) is the unipotent radical of P(n1,...,nr) (R). We will
mostly take R to be a field, and we will often omit this field from the notation when there
is no fear of confusion.

If R = F is a finite field, given representations τ1, . . . , τr of GLn1 (F), . . . , GLnr
(F),

respectively, we denote their parabolic induction by τ1 ◦ · · · ◦ τr. This is the representation of
GLn (F) acting by right translations on the space of all functions f : GLn (F) → τ1⊗· · ·⊗ τr,
satisfying the condition that for any g ∈ GLn (F), and any p ∈ P(n1,...,nr) (F) of the form
p = diag (h1, . . . , hr) u, where u ∈ N(n1,...,nr) (F) and h1 ∈ GLn1 (F), . . . , hr ∈ GLnr

(F),

f (pg) = τ1 (h1)⊗ · · · ⊗ τr (hr) f (g) .

By [11, Theorem 2.4], for every irreducible representation σ of GLn (F), there exist a com-
position (n1, . . . , nr) of n and irreducible cuspidal representations τ1, . . . , τr of GLn1 (F),
. . . , GLnr

(F), respectively, such that σ is a subrepresentation of the parabolically induced
representation τ1 ◦ · · · ◦ τr. The equivalence classes of the representations τ1, . . . , τr are
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uniquely determined, up to permutation. We define the cuspidal support of σ to be the
multiset consisting of these equivalence classes.

If R = F is a non-archimedean local field with absolute value |·|, given smooth represen-
tations T1, . . . , Tr of GLn1 (F ), . . . , GLnr

(F ), respectively, we denote their (normalized)
parabolic induction by T1 × · · · × Tr. This is the representation of GLn (F ) acting by right
translations on the space of all right-smooth functions Φ: GLn (F ) → T1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Tr, sat-
isfying the condition that for any g ∈ GLn (F ), and any p ∈ P(n1,...,nr) (F ) of the form
p = diag (h1, . . . , hr) u, where u ∈ N(n1,...,nr) (F ), and h1 ∈ GLn1 (F ), . . . , hr ∈ GLnr

(F ),

Φ (pg) = δ
1
2
P(n1,...,nr)

(diag (h1, . . . , hr))T1 (h1)⊗ · · · ⊗ Tr (hr) Φ (g) ,

where δP(n1,...,nr)
is the modulus character.

For the reader’s convenience, we include here the following formula for a modulus character
commonly used in the paper. For h1 ∈ GLn1 (F ) and h2 ∈ GLn2 (F ),

δP(n1,n2)
(diag (h1, h2)) = |det h1|

n2 · |det h2|
−n1 .

2. Speh representations

This section is devoted to explaining the notion of Speh representations of general linear
groups in the context of finite fields and of non-archimedean local fields, and to establishing
a relation between these two notions.

2.1. Speh representation for cuspidal representations over finite fields. Let F be a
field with q elements. We recall the definition of an important class of irreducible represen-
tations of GLkc (F) called Speh representations. These are also known in the literature as
“generalized trivial representations”. Our discussion is based on [33, Section 4].

Let τ be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLk (F). Denote ∆ (τ, 1) = τ . When
c > 1, the parabolic induction τ ◦c = τ ◦ · · · ◦ τ , a representation of GLkc (F), is not irre-
ducible. The equivalence classes of irreducible subrepresentations of τ ◦c are in bijection with
the (equivalence classes of) irreducible representations of the symmetric group on c elements
Sc, which in turn are in bijection with partitions of c. There are two irreducible subrepre-
sentations of τ ◦c that appear with multiplicity one. These are the Steinberg representation
St (τ, c), which corresponds to the partition (c) and the Speh representation ∆ (τ, c), which
corresponds to the partition (1c). The Steinberg representation St (τ, c) is the irreducible
subrepresentation of τ ◦c with maximal dimension, while the Speh representation ∆ (τ, c) is
the irreducible subrepresentation of τ ◦c with minimal dimension (to show this, use the fact
that the dimension of the irreducible subrepresentation of τ ◦ corresponding to the partition
λ ⊢ c is a scalar multiple of the unipotent representation of GLc (Fk) corresponding to λ (see
[18, Corollary 5.3 (ii)] or [16, Lemma 7.4]), and then use Corollary 3.4 or Proposition 3.5 of
[26]).

It turns out that if c = c1+c2, then the Speh representation ∆ (τ, c) is a subrepresentation
of the parabolic induction ∆ (τ, c1) ◦∆(τ, c2).

We remark that in [7], the Speh representation ∆ (τ, c) was defined for any irreducible
generic representation τ . See also [8, Section 2.4]. However, for our purposes we only need
to consider cuspidal representations.
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2.1.1. Projection operator. By [33, Proposition 4.2], we have the following projection oper-
ator pr∆(τ,c) : τ

◦c → ∆(τ, c):

pr∆(τ,c) =
1

Pc (qk)

∑

w∈Sc

h0w,

where
Pc (X) = (1 +X)

(

1 +X +X2
)

. . .
(

1 +X + · · ·+Xc−1
)

is the Poincare polynomial and h0w is given by the Howe isomorphism. We explain the last
point now. For any permutation w ∈ Sc, we may realize it as a kc× kc block matrix, with
blocks of size k, in the following way. First represent w as c × c matrix, and then replace
each zero entry in the matrix with the matrix 0k, and each 1 entry in the matrix with Ik.
Now let hw : τ

◦c → τ ◦c be the operator corresponding to the characteristic function of the
double coset P(kc)wP(kc) by Mackey theory, that is, for f ∈ τ ◦c and x ∈ GLkc (F),

(hwf) (x) =
∑

g∈(P(kc)wP(kc))/P(kc)

fw
(

g−1x
)

=
∑

u∈N(kc)/(N(kc)∩wN(kc)w−1)

fw
(

w−1u−1x
)

,

where for w ∈ Sc and g ∈ GLkc (F), we denote fw (g) = wf (g), where Sc acts on τ⊗c by
permuting the components of pure tensors. We then normalize hw as Howe [18, Page 12],
by setting

h0w = q−
k(k−1)

2
ℓ(w)ωτ (−1)ℓ(w) hw,

where ωτ is the central character of τ and ℓ (w) is the length of the permutation w.
For every 1 ≤ i ≤ c− 1, let si = (i, i+ 1) ∈ Sc be a simple transposition. Then we have

the following Hecke algebra relations [18, Theorem 5.1]:

(1) For every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ c with |i− j| > 1, we have h0si ◦ h
0
sj
= h0sj ◦ h

0
si
.

(2) For every 0 ≤ i ≤ c− 2, we have h0si ◦ h
0
si+1

◦ h0si = h0si+1
◦ h0si ◦ h

0
si+1

.

(3) h0si ◦ h
0
si
= qkidτ◦c + (qk − 1)h0si.

By [17, Lemma 3.1], we may decompose pr∆(τ,c) in the following way:

Proposition 2.1.

pr∆(τ,c) =
1

Pc (qk)

∏

(i,j)
1≤i<j≤c

(

h0sj−i
+

qk − 1

q(j−i)k − 1
· idτ◦c

)

,

where the product is ordered by the lexicographic ordering, taken either right to left or left to
right.

Remark 2.2. By [33, Proposition 4.2], the projection operator prSt(τ,c) : τ
◦c → St (τ, c) is

given by

prSt(τ,c) =
1

Pc (q−k)

∑

w∈Sc

(

−q−k
)ℓ(w)

h0w.

Consider the automorphism of End (τ ◦c) that sends h0w to
(

−qk
)ℓ(w) (

h0w−1

)−1
for every w ∈

Sc. By [29, Lemma 2.5], this automorphism sends Pc
(

qk
)

pr∆(τ,c) to q
k(c2)Pc

(

q−k
)

prSt(τ,c),
and therefore sends pr∆(τ,c) to prSt(τ,c). Applying this automorphism to both sides of Propo-
sition 2.1 and using the relation

−qk
(

h0si
)−1

= −h0si +
(

qk − 1
)

· idτ◦c ,
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we get

prSt(τ,c) =
(−1)(

c

2)

Pc (qk)

∏

(i,j)
1≤i<j≤c

(

h0sj−i
+

qk − 1

q(i−j)k − 1
· idτ◦c

)

.

2.2. Relation to Speh representations of level zero representations. Let F be a
non-archimedean local field with ring of integers o, maximal ideal p and residue field F. Let
ν : o → F be the quotient map. Let ̟ ∈ p be a uniformizer.

Let T be an irreducible supercuspidal representation of GLk (F ). Given an integer c ≥ 1,
one may construct an irreducible representation of GLkc (F ), called the Speh representation
and denoted ∆ (T , c). In this section, we explain the relation between Speh representations
of GLkc (F ) and of GLkc (F) using level zero supercuspidal representations.

2.2.1. Speh representations over local fields. We first recall the definition of the Speh rep-
resentation ∆ (T , c). These were introduced by Jacquet in [19, Section 2.2]. We follow
[4, Section 2.2]. Given z1, . . . , zc ∈ C, we consider the (normalized) parabolically induced
representation

T (z1,...,zc) = Ind
GLkc(F )
P(kc)

(|det|z1 T ⊗ · · · ⊗ |det|zc T ) . (1)

A section Φ(z1,...,zc) for the family T (z1,...,zc) is an assignment Ω×GLkc (F ) → T ⊗c, denoted
by (z1, . . . , zc, g) 7→ Φ(z1,...,zc) (g), such that for any (z1, . . . , zc) in an open set Ω the assign-
ment g 7→ Φ(z1,...,zc) (g) is an element of T (z1,...,zc). A section Φ(z1,...,zc) is called a flat section
if Ω = Cc and if for any k0 ∈ GLkc (o), the assignment (z1, . . . , zc) 7→ Φ(z1,...,zc) (k0) does not
depend on z1, . . . , zc. A section Φ(z1,...,zc) is called a holomorphic section if it can be written
as a (finite) C [q±z1, . . . , q±zc]-linear combination of flat sections. A section Φ(z1,...,zc) is called
a meromorphic section if it can be written as a (finite) C (q−z1 , . . . , q−zc)-linear combination
of flat sections.

Given a flat section Φ(z1,...,zc) and g ∈ GLkc (F ), we consider the integral

M (z1,...,zc)
w(1c)

Φ(z1,...,zc) (g) = w(1c)

∫

N(kc)

Φ(z1,...,zc)
(

w(kc)ug
)

du, (2)

where w(1c) is the longest Weyl element in Sc and w(kc) ∈ GLkc (F ) is the matrix representing
w(1c), where we replaced every zero entry by 0k and every 1 entry by Ik. Here, w(1c) acts on
T ⊗c by permuting components of pure tensors.

It is well-known that the integral (2) converges absolutely for (z1, . . . , zc) in a cone and has
a meromorphic continuation to Cc [34, Theorem IV.1.1], by which we mean that it results
in a (finite) C (q−z1, . . . , q−zc)-linear combination of elements in T ⊗c. We keep denoting the
meromorphic continuation of (2) by the same symbol. Then in its domain of definition,

M
(z1,...,zc)
w(1c) defines an intertwining operator

T (z1,...,zc) → T (zc,...,z1).

It is also well-known that M
(z1,...,zc)
w(1c)

is holomorphic at the point

(z1, . . . , zc) =

(

c− 1

2
,
c− 3

2
, . . . ,−

c− 1

2

)

.

The Speh representation ∆ (T , c) is defined as the image of M
( c−1

2
, c−3

2
,...,− c−1

2 )
w(1c) .
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It turns out that if c = c1 + c2, then ∆ (T , c) is a subrepresentation of the parabolically

induced representation |det|−
c2
2 ∆(T , c1)× |det|

c1
2 ∆(T , c2).

Remark 2.3. Similarly, it is also well-known that M
(z1,...,zc)
w(1c) is holomorphic at the point

(z1, . . . , zc) =

(

−
c− 1

2
,−

c− 3

2
, . . . ,

c− 1

2

)

.

The Steinberg representation St (T , c) is defined as the image of M
(− c−1

2
,− c−3

2
,..., c−1

2 )
w(1c) .

We remark that the definition of the Speh representation ∆ (T , c) given above makes sense
for any essentially unitary irreducible representation T . We also remark that in [4] and [24]
a generalized Speh representation ∆ (T , c) was defined for any irreducible generic represen-
tation T . However, for our purposes we only need to consider supercuspidal representations.

2.2.2. Level zero representations. Let τ be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLk (F).
Let χ : F× → C× be a character, such that χ ↾o×= ωτ ◦ ν ↾o×. Consider the following
representation of F× ·GLk (o):

(χ⊗ τ) (zk0) = χ (z) τ (ν (k0)) ,

for any z ∈ F× and k0 ∈ GLk (o). Then the compactly induced representation

T = ind
GLk(F )

F×·GLk(o)
(χ⊗ τ)

is an irreducible supercuspidal representation of GLk (F ) [32, Theorem 6.2]. We say that T
is an irreducible level zero supercuspidal representation of GLk (F ) constructed from τ with
central character χ. Henceforth we will always write ωT instead of χ.

Given an element vτ ∈ τ , we have an element Lvτ ∈ T given by the function supported
on F× ·GLk (o), satisfying

(Lvτ ) (zk0) = ωT (z) τ (ν (k0)) vτ ,

for any z ∈ F× and k0 ∈ GLk (o).
Given vectors vτ,1, . . . , vτ,c ∈ τ , we define

L (vτ,1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vτ,c) = Lvτ,1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Lvτ,c ∈ T ⊗ · · · ⊗ T .

We extend the definition of Lvτ⊗c for every vτ⊗c ∈ τ⊗c using linearity.
Let f ∈ τ ◦c. We define a flat section

L(z1,...,zc) (f) ∈ T (z1,...,zc)

as follows. First notice that the assignment GLkc (o) → T ⊗c given by k0 7→ Lf (ν (k0))

defines an element of Ind
GLkc(o)
P(kc)∩GLkc(o)

(T ⊗c). Hence, by the Iwasawa decomposition

GLkc (F ) = P(kc) ·GLkc (o) ,

we may lift this element uniquely to a flat section L(z1,...,zc) (f) ∈ T (z1,...,zc) that satisfies

L(z1,...,zc) (f) (k0) = L (f (ν (k0))) ,

for any k0 ∈ GLkc (o).
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2.2.3. Simple reflection intertwining operators. Let Φ(z1,...,zc) ∈ T (z1,...,zc) be a flat section.
For 1 ≤ i ≤ c− 1, let si = (i, i+ 1) ∈ Sc be a transposition. For an element g ∈ GL2k (F )
denote

di (g) = diag
(

I(i−1)k, g, I(c−i−1)k

)

.

Consider the following intertwining operator

(

M (z1,...,zc)
si

Φ(z1,...,zc)
)

(g) = si

∫

Matk(F )

Φ(z1,...,zc)

(

di

((

Ik
Ik

)(

Ik X
Ik

))

g

)

dX. (3)

Once again, it is known that the right hand side of (3) converges absolutely for (z1, . . . , zc) in
a cone and has a meromorphic continuation to Cc [34, Theorem IV.1.1]. We keep denoting
the meromorphic continuation by the same symbol. It defines an intertwining operator

M (z1,...,zc)
si

: T (z1,...,zc) → T si(z1,...,zc),

where si acts on (z1, . . . , zc) by swapping the i-th and the i+ 1-th components.
Recall the following decompositions of the long Weyl element in Sc [17, Equation (2.3)

and below]:
(s1) (s2s1) . . . (sc−1sc−2 . . . s1) = (s1s2 . . . sc−1) . . . (s1s2) s1.

Using either of these decompositions, we may decompose M
(z1,...,zc)
w(1c) as a composition of

operatorsMsj corresponding to the decomposition we choose, where the complex parameters
are inferred.

Let us normalize (in this subsection only) the Haar measure so that Matk (p) has volume

q−(
k

2). This makes the constants similar to the ones in Section 2.1.1.

Lemma 2.4. For any f ∈ τ ◦c we have

M (z1,...,zc)
si

L(z1,...,zc) (f) = q−(
k

2)Lsi(z1,...,zc) (hsif) + ωτ (−1)
qk − 1

qk(zi−zi+1) − 1
Lsi(z1,...,zc) (f) .

Here, the integral defining M
(z1,...,zc)
si converges absolutely for Rezi > Rezi+1 and the equality

is understood elsewhere as an equality of its meromorphic continuation.

Remark 2.5. Using transitivity of induction, it suffices to prove this for c = 2. However,
we chose to stick to the notation di defined above instead of reducing to c = 2.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we will use the notation τi (hi) ⊗ τi+1 (hi+1), where hi, hi+1 ∈
GLk (F) to mean the linear map

id⊗(i−1)
τ ⊗ τ (hi)⊗ τ (hi+1)⊗ idτ

⊗(k−i−1) : τ⊗c → τ⊗c,

and similarly for the notation Ti (hi)⊗ Ti+1 (hi+1), where hi, hi+1 ∈ GLk (F ).
By the Iwasawa decomposition GLkc (F ) = P(kc) ·GLkc (o), it suffices to prove the equality

for elements in GLkc (o). Furthermore, since for any k0 ∈ GLkc (o) we have

L(z1,...,zc) (τ ◦c (ν (k0)) f) = T (z1,...,zc) (k0)L
(z1,...,zc) (f) ,

it suffices to prove the equality at Ikc. Let Φ
(z1,...,zc) = L(z1,...,zc) (f). Consider the maximum

norm on Matk (F ), defined by ‖(xij)‖ = max |xij |i,j. We split the integral in (3) into two
parts: The first integral is

si

∫

Matk(F )
‖X‖≤1

Φ(z1,...,zc)

(

di

((

Ik
Ik

)(

Ik X
Ik

)))

dX (4)
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and the second integral is

si

∫

Matk(F )
‖X‖>1

Φ(z1,...,zc)

(

di

((

Ik
Ik

)(

Ik X
Ik

)))

dX. (5)

Regarding the first integral, since ‖X‖ ≤ 1, the matrices appearing in the argument of
Φ(z1,...,zc) all lie in GLkc (o), and therefore by definition we get the value

si

∫

Matk(F )
‖X‖≤1

L

(

f

(

di

((

Ik
Ik

)

ν

(

Ik X
Ik

))))

dX.

Since the integrand is invariant under Matc (p) translations, we get by the isomorphism
ν : Matk (o) /Matk (p) ∼= Matk (F) that (4) contributes

q−(
k

2)si
∑

X∈Matk(F)

L

(

f

(

di

((

Ik
Ik

)(

Ik X
Ik

))))

= q−(
k

2)L (hsif) (Ikc) .

Regarding the second part, since GLk (F ) is open dense in Matk (F ), we may integrate
over GLk (F ). We replace the additive Haar measure with the multiplicative Haar measure

by using the relation dX = |detX|k d×X , where we normalize correctly, so that 1+Matk (p)

has volume q−(
k

2). Then (5) becomes

si

∫

GLk(F )
‖X‖>1

Φ(z1,...,zc)

(

di

((

Ik
Ik

)(

Ik X
Ik

)))

|detX|k d×X. (6)

For X ∈ GLk (F ) let X = k1,XaXk2,X be a Cartan decomposition, where k1 = k1,X , k2 =
k2,X ∈ GLk (o) and aX = diag (̟m1 , . . . , ̟mk), where m1 ≥ · · · ≥ mk. Let 0 ≤ r ≤ k be such
that the diagonal entries of a+X = diag (̟m1 , . . . , ̟mr) all have mj ≥ 0 and such that the
diagonal entries of a−X = diag (̟mr+1, . . . , ̟mk) all have mj < 0. Then we have the following
decomposition, where the first two matrices on the second line lie in P(kc) and the last two
matrices on that line lie in GLkc (o):

(

Ik
Ik

)(

Ik X
Ik

)

=

(

k−1
2

k1

)









Ir
−
(

a−X
)−1

Ik−r
Ir

a−X

















Ir
Ik−r

Ir a+X
(

a−X
)−1

Ik−r









(

k−1
1

k2

)

.

Hence, we get

Φ(z1,...,zc)

(

di

((

Ik
Ik

)(

Ik X
Ik

)))

=
∣

∣det a−X
∣

∣

−k+zi+1−zi Ti

(

k−1
2

(

Ir
−
(

a−X
)−1

))

⊗ Ti+1

(

k1

(

Ir
a−X

))

×L









(f ◦ ν ◦ di)

















Ir
Ik−r

Ir a+X
Ik−r









(

k−1
1

k2

)

















.

(7)
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We will first evaluate (7) at (Ik, . . . , Ik). This amounts to evaluating a function L (vτ⊗c)
for some vτ⊗c ∈ τ⊗c at the point

(

Ik, . . . , Ik, k
−1
2

(

Ir
−
(

a−X
)−1

)

, k1

(

Ir
a−X

)

, Ik, . . . , Ik

)

.

Since L (vτ⊗c) is only supported on
∏c

j=1 (F
× ·GLk (F )), we must have that

(

Ir
a−
X

)

is a

scalar matrix. Therefore, if ‖X‖ > 1 then we must have r = 0 and aX = ̟−jIkc for some
j ≥ 1, and we may assume k2 = Ikc. Then the integral (6) evaluated at (Ik, . . . , Ik) becomes

si

∞
∑

j=1

qkj(zi+1−zi)

∫

GLk(o)

τi
(

−ν (k1)
−1)⊗ τi+1 (ν (k1)) f (Ikc) d

×k1

=
1

qk(zi−zi+1) − 1
· si

∫

GLk(o)

τi
(

−ν (k1)
−1)⊗ τi+1 (ν (k1)) f (Ikc) d

×k1,

where the convergence is for Re (zi − zi+1) > 0.
We are left to deal with the inner integral

si

∫

GLk(o)

τi
(

−ν (k1)
−1)⊗ τi+1 (ν (k1)) f (Ikc) d

×k1.

Since the argument is invariant under 1 +Matk (p), this evaluates to

q−(
k

2)ωτ (−1) si
∑

h∈GLk(F)

τi
(

h−1
)

⊗ τi+1 (h) f (Ikc) .

By Corollary A.2, we have the following equality of operators τ⊗c → τ⊗c,

si
∑

h∈GLk(F)

τi
(

h−1
)

⊗ τi+1 (h) = q(
k

2)(qk − 1) · idτ⊗c .

Thus, the integral (5) evaluated at (Ik, . . . , Ik) contributes

ωτ (−1)
qk − 1

qk(zi−zi+1) − 1
f (Ikc) .

To finish, we claim that the function defined by (6) is supported on
∏c

j=1 (F
× ·GLk (o)).

It is clear that if (h1, . . . , hc) is in the support of the function defined by (7), then for any
j 6= i, i+1 we must have hj ∈ F× ·GLk (o). By replacing f with a suitable right translation
of it, we may assume henceforth, without loss of generality, that hj = Ik for every j 6= i, i+1.

Suppose that hi or hi+1 are not in F× · GLk (o). We want to show that (6) vanishes at
(h1, . . . , hc). Since the center acts by the central character, we may assume that hi and hi+1

have Cartan decomposition with diagonal part
(

Ir1
b1

)

and
(

b2
Ir2

)

, respectively, where

0 < r1, r2 ≤ k and b1 = diag
(

̟m′
r1+1, . . . , ̟m′

k

)

and b2 = diag
(

̟m′′
k , . . . , ̟m′′

r2+1

)

, such

that min (r1, r2) < k and 0 > m′
r1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ m′

k and m′′
k ≥ · · · ≥ m′′

r2+1 > 0. If (h1, . . . , hc)
is in the support of (7) for some X , then we must have that

hik
−1
2

(

Ir
−
(

a−X
)−1

)

= t1k
′
1 and hi+1k1

(

Ir
a−X

)

= t2k
′
2 (8)
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for some t1, t2 ∈ F× and k′1, k
′
2 ∈ GLk (o). Writing

hi = k′1t1

(

Ir
−a−X

)

k2 and hi+1 = k′2t2

(

Ir
(

a−X
)−1

)

k−1
1 (9)

and comparing the Cartan decomposition of both sides of (9), we see that t1, t2 ∈ o×, so
without loss of generality t1 = t2 = 1. In addition, (9) implies that the diagonal parts of the
Cartan decomposition of hi and hi+1 must be related, and that they determine a−X . More
precisely,

(

Ir
a−X

)

=

(

Ir1
b1

)

and

(

b2
Ir2

)

=

(

w(1k−r)

(

a−X
)−1

w(1k−r)

Ir

)

(10)

which implies that 1 ≤ r1 = r2 = r < k and mj = m′
j = −m′′

j for every r ≤ j ≤ k, and

hence a−X = b1. Denote b = b1. As we just explained above, the value b is determined by the
Cartan decomposition of hi. By (7) and (10), the evaluation of (6) at (h1, . . . , hc) is given
by

|det b|zi+1−zi
∑

a+=diag(̟m1 ,...,̟mr )
m1≥m2≥···≥mr≥0

Vol

(

GLk (o)

(

a+

b

)

GLk (o)

)

Vol (GLk (o))
2

×

∫

GLk(o)

∫

GLk(o)

L









(f ◦ ν ◦ di)

















Ir
Ik−r

Ir a+

Ik−r









(

k−1
1

k2

)

















(

Ik, . . . , Ik, hik
−1
2

(

Ir
−b−1

)

, hi+1k1

(

Ir
b

)

, Ik, . . . , Ik

)

d×k1d
×k2.

(11)

Decomposing the integration over k1 in (11) through the subgroup

Nb =

{(

Ir Y b−1

Ik−r

)

| Y ∈ Matr×(k−r) (o)

}

⊂ Ik +Matk (p)

yields an inner integral

∫

Y ∈Matr×(k−r)(o)

L









(f ◦ ν ◦ di)

















Ir
Ik−r

Ir a+

Ik−r









(

k−1
1

k2

)

















(

Ik, . . . , Ik, hik
−1
2

(

Ir
−b−1

)

, hi+1k1

(

Ir
b

)(

Ir Y
Ik−r

)

, Ik, . . . , Ik

)

dY.

(12)

Since
(

Ir Y
Ik−r

)

∈ GLk (o), we see that the argument of the last expression is in the support

of L (vτ⊗c) for some vτ⊗c ∈ τ⊗c if and only if k1 and k2 are such that

hik
−1
2

(

Ir
−b−1

)

, hi+1k1

(

Ir
b

)

∈ GLk (o) ,
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and in this case (12) evaluates to a scalar multiple of

τi

(

ν

(

hik
−1
2

(

Ir
−b−1

)))

⊗ τi+1

(

ν

(

hi+1k1

(

Ir
b

)))

×
∑

Y ∈Matr×(k−r)(F)

τi+1

(

Ir Y
Ik−r

)

(f ◦ ν ◦ di)

















Ir
Ik−r

Ir a+

Ik−r









(

k−1
1

k2

)









.

(13)

But for 1 ≤ r ≤ k − 1 we have that
∑

Y ∈Matr×(k−r)(F)

τ

(

Ir Y
Ik−r

)

= 0

because τ is cuspidal. Therefore, we proved that the evaluation of (6) is zero if hi or hi+1

are not in F×GLk (o).
�

Remark 2.6. For future purposes, it will be useful to evaluate the following more general
intertwining operator. Let T1, . . . , Tc be irreducible level zero supercuspidal representations
of GLk (F ) constructed from irreducible cuspidal representations τ1, . . . , τc of GLk (F), re-
spectively. Let

T
(z1,...,zc)
(T1,...,Tc)

= Ind
GLkc(F )
P(kc)

(|det|z1 T1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |det|zc Tc) .

We can define the notion of lifts and also define intertwining operators

hsi : τ1 ◦ · · · ◦ τc → τ1 ◦ · · · ◦ τi+1 ◦ τi ◦ · · · ◦ τc.

Consider the intertwining operator

M (z1,...,zc)
si

: T
(z1,...,zc)
(T1,...,Tc)

→ T
si(z1,...,zc)
si(T1,...,Tc)

defined by the same formula as (3). Then, similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.4, we can show
that for any f ∈ τ1 ◦ · · · ◦ τc we have

(1) If τi is not isomorphic to τi+1, then

M (z1,...,zc)
si

L(z1,...,zc) (f) = q−(
k

2)Lsi(z1,...,zc) (hsif) .

(2) If τi = τi+1, then

M (z1,...,zc)
si

L(z1,...,zc) (f) =q−(
k

2)Lsi(z1,...,zc) (hsif)

+ ωτi (−1)
qk − 1

ωTi (̟)−1 ωTi+1
(̟) qk(zi−zi+1) − 1

Lsi(z1,...,zc) (f) ,

where for 1 ≤ j ≤ c, ωTj is the central character of Tj .

By applying Lemma 2.4 repeatedly to the decomposition

M(1c) = (Ms1) ◦ (Ms2 ◦Ms1) ◦ · · · ◦
(

Msc−1 ◦ · · · ◦Ms1

)

,

or to the decomposition

M(1c) =
(

Ms1 ◦ · · · ◦Msc−1

)

◦ · · · ◦ (Ms1 ◦Ms2) ◦ (Ms1) ,

where the complex parameters are inferred, we get the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.7. For any f ∈ τ ◦c, we have

M (z1,...,zc)
w(1c)

L(z1,...,zc)f = ωτ (−1)(
c

2)L(zc,...,z1)

















∏

(i,j)
1≤i<j≤c

(

h0sj−i
+

qk − 1

qk(zi−zj) − 1
· idτ◦c

)









f









,

where the product is ordered by the lexicographic ordering, taken either right to left or left to
right.

Applying Theorem 2.7 to

(z1, . . . , zc) =

(

c− 1

2
,
c− 3

2
, . . . ,−

c− 1

2

)

,

and combining with Proposition 2.1, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2.8. The following diagram commutes

τ ◦c

L(
c−1
2 ,...,−

c−1
2 )

��

pr∆(τ,c)
// ∆(τ, c)

L(−
c−1
2 ,...,

c−1
2 )

��

T ( c−1
2
,...,− c−1

2 )
M∗

w(1c)
// T (− c−1

2
,..., c−1

2 ),

and hence we have a commutative diagram

τ ◦c

L(
c−1
2 ,...,−

c−1
2 )

��

pr∆(τ,c)
// ∆(τ, c)

L(−
c−1
2 ,...,

c−1
2 )

��

T ( c−1
2
,...,− c−1

2 )
M∗

w(1c)
// ∆(T , c) .

where M∗
w(1c)

= Pc
(

qk
)−1

ωτ (−1)−(
c

2)M
( c−1

2
,...,− c−1

2 )
w(1c) .

From now and on, we denote for a function f ∈ ∆(τ, c) its lift by Lf = L(−
c−1
2
,..., c−1

2 )f ∈
∆(T , c).

Remark 2.9. Applying the theorem at the point

(z1, . . . , zc) =

(

−
c− 1

2
,−

c− 3

2
, . . . ,

c− 3

2
,
c− 1

2

)

,

and using Remark 2.2, we see that the Steinberg representation (see Remark 2.3) satisfies
the following similar relation. We have the following commutative diagram:

τ ◦c

L(−
c−1
2 ,...,

c−1
2 )

��

prSt(τ,c)
// St (τ, c)

L(
c−1
2 ,...,−

c−1
2 )

��

T (− c−1
2
,..., c−1

2 )
M∗

w(1c)
// St (T , c) ,

where M∗
w(1c)

= (−1)(
c

2) Pc
(

qk
)−1

ωτ (−1)−(
c

2)M
(− c−1

2
,..., c−1

2 )
w(1c) .
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3. (k, c) Whittaker models of Speh representations

This section is devoted to explaining the notion of (k, c) ψ-Whittaker models of Speh
representations in the context of finite fields and of non-archimedean local fields, and to
establishing a relation between these two models.

3.1. (k, c) ψ-Whittaker models of Speh representations over finite fields. We define
a character ψ(ck) : N(ck) (F) → C× by the formula

ψ(ck)















Ic X1 ∗ ∗ ∗
Ic X2 ∗ ∗

. . .
. . . ∗
Ic Xk−1

Ic















= ψ

(

k−1
∑

j=1

trXj

)

. (14)

If Σ is a finite-dimensional representation of GLkc (F), we say that 0 6= v ∈ Σ is a (k, c)
ψ-Whittaker vector if for any u ∈ N(ck) (F), we have Σ(u)v = ψ(ck) (u) v. An element

0 6= ℓ ∈ HomN(ck)(F)

(

Σ, ψ(ck)

)

is called a (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functional. The representation

Σ admits a (k, c) ψ-Whittaker vector if and only if it admits a (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functional.
When c = 1 we omit the (k, c) from the notation and simply say that v is a ψ-Whittaker

vector and that ℓ is a ψ-Whittaker functional. We also denote Uk = N(1k) and ψ = ψ(ck).

A representation Σ of GLk (F) is called generic if it admits a ψ-Whittaker vector, and is
called of Whittaker type if it admits a unique (up to scalar multiplication) ψ-Whittaker
vector. These definitions do not depend on the choice of the non-trivial character ψ. It
is well-known that irreducible cuspidal representation of GLk (F) are generic. A classical
result of Gelfand–Graev is that irreducible generic representations are of Whittaker type.
By Frobenius reciprocity, this implies that if Σ is an irreducible generic representation of

GLk (F), then there exists a unique subspace of Ind
GLk(F)
Uk(F)

(ψ) that is isomorphic to Σ. We

denote this subspace by W (Σ, ψ) and call it the ψ-Whittaker model of Σ.
In his master’s thesis [7, Theorem 6.4], Carmon showed that if τ is an irreducible cuspidal

representation of GLk (F), then for any c the Speh representation ∆ (τ, c) admits a unique
(up to scalar multiplication) (k, c) ψ-Whittaker vector, and hence also a unique (up to scalar
multiplication) (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functional1. These results are analogous to the results of
[4], which we will discuss in the next section. It follows from Frobenius reciprocity that there

exists a unique subspace of Ind
GLkc(F)
N(ck)(F)

(

ψ(ck)

)

that is isomorphic to ∆ (τ, c). We denote this

subspace by W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

, and call it the (k, c) ψ-Whittaker model of ∆(τ, c).

This space can be realized explicitly as follows. Choose an inner product (·, ·)∆(τ,c) on

∆ (τ, c) that is invariant under the action of GLkc (F). Let 0 6= v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)
∈ ∆(τ, c) be a

(k, c) ψ-Whittaker vector. Then

W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

=

{

g 7→
(

∆(τ, c) (g) v′∆(τ,c), v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)

)

∆(τ,c)

∣

∣

∣

∣

v′∆(τ,c) ∈ ∆(τ, c)

}

.

1His statement is more general and concerns general representations of (k, c) type, but we do not need
the general result for this work.
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A distinguished element of the (k, c) ψ-Whittaker model of ∆ (τ, c) is given by choosing a
function corresponding to a (k, c) ψ-Whittaker vector, normalized at the identity to have the
value 1. This is the Bessel–Speh function corresponding to ∆(τ, c) with respect to ψ, defined
as the following matrix coefficient:

BS∆(τ,c),ψ (g) =

(

∆(τ, c) (g) v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)
, v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)

)

∆(τ,c)
(

v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)
, v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)

)

∆(τ,c)

,

where g ∈ GLkc (F). It follows from the uniqueness property of the (k, c) ψ(ck)-Whittaker

vector of ∆ (τ, c) that this function is the unique functionW ∈ W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

satisfying

W (Ikc) = 1 and W (gu) = ψ(ck) (u)W (g) for any g ∈ GLkc (F) and any u ∈ N(ck) (F).

By [7, Proposition 6.21], for any (k, c) ψ-Whittaker vector v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)
∈ ∆(τ, c) and any

h ∈ GLc (F), we have that ∆ (τ, c)
(

diagk (h)
)

v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)
= ωτ (det h) v∆(τ,c),ψ(ck)

, where ωτ is

the central character of τ and

diagk (h) = diag (h, . . . , h) ∈ GLkc (F) .

This result is analogous to [4, Lemma 12]. It follows that for any W ∈ W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

,

any g ∈ GLkc (F) and any h ∈ GLc (F),

W
(

diagk (h) g
)

= ωτ (det h)W (g) ,

and that

BS∆(τ,c),ψ

(

gdiagk (h)
)

= ωτ (det h)BS∆(τ,c),ψ (g) .

In particular it follows that the function BS∆(τ,c),ψ is invariant under conjugation by elements

of diagk (GLc (F)).

3.2. (k, c) ψ-Whittaker models of Speh representations over local fields. Similarly
to Section 3.1, if F is a non-archimedean local field, ψ : F → C× is a non-trivial character,
then we may define a character ψ(ck) : N(ck) → C× by the formula (14).

As before, when c = 1, we omit the (k, c) from the notation and write ψ = ψ(1k), Uk (F ) =

N(1k) (F ).

Let T be an irreducible supercuspidal representation of GLk (F ). It is well-known that T
is generic, that is, there exists a non-zero ψ-Whittaker functional2 for T , i.e., an element 0 6=
ℓT ,ψ ∈ HomUk(F ) (T , ψ). Moreover, it is well-known that such element is unique, up to scalar

multiplication. By Frobenius reciprocity, there exists a unique subspace of Ind
GLk(F )
Uk(F ) (ψ) that

is isomorphic to T . This is the ψ-Whittaker model of T , which we denote by W (T , ψ).
In [4] it was shown that the Speh representation ∆ (T , c) is a representation of type (k, c).

In particular, this means that

dimHomN(ck)(F )

(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

= 1.

We call a non-zero element in HomN(ck)(F )

(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

a (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functional2.

2The notion of a (k, c) ψ-Whittaker vector does not exist for smooth representations over local fields.
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As before, by Frobenius reciprocity there exists a unique subspace of Ind
GLkc(F )
N(ck)

(

ψ(ck)

)

that is isomorphic to ∆ (T , c). We denote this subspace by W
(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

, and call it

the (k, c) ψ-Whittaker model of ∆(T , c).
By [4, Lemma 12], we have the following equivariance property.

Proposition 3.1. For any W ∈ W
(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

, any h ∈ GLc (F ) and any g ∈

GLkc (F ),

W
(

diagk (h) g
)

= ωT (det h) ·W (g) ,

where ωT is the central character of T and where

diagk (h) = diag (h, . . . , h) ∈ GLkc (F ) .

3.3. (k, c) ψ-Whittaker models of Speh representations of level zero representa-

tions. Let τ and T be as in Section 2.2. Let ψ : F → C× be an additive character with
conductor p, i.e., ψ is trivial on p but not on o. We also realize ψ as a character of F = o/p.
Let ℓτ,ψ : τ → C be a ψ-Whittaker functional. A ψ-Whittaker functional ℓT ,ψ : T → C is
given by

〈f, ℓT ,ψ〉 =

∫

Uk(o)\Uk(F )

〈f (u) , ℓτ,ψ〉ψ
−1 (u) du,

where the Haar measures are normalized such that Uk (o) has volume 1. See [36, Proposition
3.7].

This allows us to lift Whittaker functions W ∈ W (τ, ψ) to L (W ) ∈ W (T , ψ) as follows.
Any W ∈ W (τ, ψ) can be written as W (g) = Wvτ (g) = 〈τ (g) vτ , ℓτ,ψ〉, where g ∈ GLk (F)
and vτ ∈ τ . We define for g ∈ GLk (F ),

L (W ) (g) = L (Wvτ ) (g) = 〈T (g)L (vτ ) , ℓT ,ψ〉 .

We have the following formula for L (W ) ([36, Proposition 3.9]).

Proposition 3.2. For any W ∈ W (τ, ψ), the function L (W ) ∈ W (T , ψ) is supported on
F× · Uk (F ) ·GLk (o) and satisfies

L (W ) (zuk0) = ωT (z)ψ (u)W (ν (k0)) ,

for any z ∈ F×, u ∈ Uk and k0 ∈ GLk (o).

Using the Whittaker functional ℓT ,ψ, we may construct a (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functional for
∆ (T , c). This is a recursive process which is explained in [4, Section 2.4]. We recall this
process now.

Let c = c1 + c2 where 0 < c1, c2 < c and suppose that we have already constructed
(k, c1) and (k, c2) ψ-Whittaker functionals ℓ∆(T ,c1) and ℓ∆(T ,c2) for ∆ (T , c1) and ∆ (T , c2),
respectively.

Let us realize ∆ (T , c) as a subrepresentation of the parabolic induction |det|−
c2
2 ∆(T , c1)×

|det|
c1
2 ∆(T , c2).

Let κ ∈ Skc be the permutation

κ (1 + a+ bc) =

{

1 + a + bc1 0 ≤ a ≤ c1 − 1,

1 + a + c1k + bc2 c1 ≤ a ≤ c1 + c2 − 1,
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where 0 ≤ a ≤ c − 1 and 0 ≤ b ≤ k − 1. Also denote by κ the column permutation matrix
corresponding to κ, that is

κ =
(

teκ(1) . . . teκ(kc)
)

=





























Ic1 0
0 0 Ic1 0
...

...
. . .

. . .

0 0 · · · 0 0 Ic1 0
0 Ic2
0 0 0 Ic2
...

...
. . .

. . .

0 0 · · · 0 0 0 Ic2





























, (15)

where for every 1 ≤ j ≤ kc, tej is the jth standard column vector. Suppose that R is either
a ring or a fractional ideal of a ring. Let

Y (R) =



























(

Ikc1
Y Ikc2

)

| Y =















0 y12 y13 . . . y1k
0 y23 . . . y2k

. . .
. . .

...
0 yk−1,k

0















| yij ∈ Matc2×c1 (R)



























. (16)

By [4, Lemma 9] the functional ℓ∆(T ,c) : ∆ (T , c) → C defined by the formula

〈

Φ, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

=

∫

Y(F )

〈

Φ (yκ) , ℓ∆(T ,c1) ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c2)

〉

dy (17)

is a non-zero (k, c) ψ-Whittaker functional of ∆ (T , c).
By realizing ∆ (τ, c) as a subrepresentation of the parabolic induction ∆ (τ, c1) ◦∆(τ, c2),

we form the exact same process over a finite field to obtain a non-zero (k, c) ψ-Whittaker
functional ℓ∆(τ,c) : ∆ (τ, c1) ◦∆(τ, c2) → C, given by the recursive formula

〈

Φ, ℓ∆(τ,c)

〉

=
1

|Y (F)|

∑

y∈Y(F)

〈

Φ (yκ) , ℓ∆(τ,c1) ⊗ ℓ∆(τ,c2)

〉

.

For our applications, we will need to reduce the domain of integration in the formula for
ℓ∆(T ,c). This is achieved by the method of root exchange (see Appendix B).

Proposition 3.3. For any Φ ∈ ∆(T , c) ⊂ |det|−
c2
2 ∆(T , c1)×|det|

c1
2 ∆(T , c2), such that Φ

is right invariant under Ikc +Matkc (p
r+1) for r ≥ 0, we have

〈

Φ, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

=

∫

Y(̟−ro)

〈

Φ (yκ) , ℓ∆(T ,c1) ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c2)

〉

dy.

For any f ∈ ∆(τ, c), let Wf : GLkc (F) → C be the function

Wf (g) =
〈

∆(τ, c) (g) f, ℓ∆(τ,c)

〉

.

Similarly, for any Φ ∈ ∆(T , c), let WΦ : GLkc (F ) → C be the function

WΦ (g) =
〈

∆(T , c) (g)Φ, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

.

Then we have the following relation.
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Proposition 3.4. Normalize the Haar measure on Y (F ) so that Y (o) has volume 1. Then
for any k0 ∈ GLkc (o) and any f ∈ ∆(τ, c),

WL(f) (k0) = Wf (ν (k0)) .

Proof. The proof is by induction on c. If c = 1 then the statement follows from Propo-
sition 3.2. Otherwise, let c = c1 + c2 where c1, c2 < c. Then by induction we have that
for j = 1, 2 and fj ∈ ∆(τ, cj) the equality WLfj

(

Ikcj
)

= Wfj

(

Ikcj
)

holds, which implies

that
〈

fj , ℓ∆(τ,cj)

〉

=
〈

Lfj, ℓ∆(T ,cj)

〉

. By Proposition 3.3, we may reduce the domain of in-
tegration in (17) to Y (o). Since we normalized Y (o) to have volume 1, it follows that
〈

Lf, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

=
〈

f, ℓ∆(τ,c)

〉

. Finally, the proposition holds for general k0 ∈ GLkc (o) because
∆ (T , c) (k0)Lf = L (∆ (τ, c) (ν (k0)) f). �

As before, for W = Wf ∈ W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

, where f ∈ ∆(τ, c), denote LW = WLf ∈

W
(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

. We will need knowledge of the behavior of LW at elements of the form

diag
(

h, I(k−1)c

)

and of the form diag
(

I(k−1)c, h
)

, where h ∈ GLc (F ). Using Propositions 3.1
and 3.4 and the Cartan decomposition, it suffices to know how to compute these values for
diagonal h.

Proposition 3.5. Let t = diag (t1, . . . , tc) where t1, . . . , tc ∈ F×.

(1) If LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

))

6= 0, then |t1| , . . . , |tc| ≤ 1. Moreover, if k > c, then |t1| =
· · · = |tc| = 1.

(2) If LW
(

diag
(

I(k−1)c, t
))

6= 0, then |t1| , . . . , |tc| ≥ 1. Moreover, if k > c then |t1| =
· · · = |tc| = 1.

Proof. We only prove the first part. The second part is proved similarly.
If |ti| > 1 for some i, let u ∈ N(ck) be an element such that it has zeros everywhere outside

of its diagonal except for its (i, i + c) entry, which is chosen to be t−1
i y, where y ∈ o× is an

element such that ψ(y) 6= 1. Then since LW is right invariant under 1 +Matkc (p), we have

LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

)

u
)

= LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

))

.

On the other hand, we get from conjugation and the left
(

N(ck), ψ(ck)

)

-equivariance property

that

LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

)

u
)

= ψ (y)LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

))

.

Thus we get that LW vanishes on diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

)

.
Suppose that k > c. Assume first that t is dominant, i.e., that |t1| ≤ |t2| ≤ · · · ≤ |tc|.

Consider the functional

ℓt : W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

→ C

defined by the formula

ℓt (W ) = LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

))

.

Suppose that |ti| < 1 and |ti+1| = 1. If u ∈ N(i,kc−i) (o), we get by conjugation and the left
(

N(ck), ψ(ck)

)

-equivariance property and the fact that ψ is trivial on p that

LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

)

u
)

= LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

))

.
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In particular, this implies that the functional ℓt is invariant under right translations of
N(i,kc−i) (F). It follows that

ℓt ∈ HomN(i,kc−i)(F) (∆ (τ, c) , 1) .

The last Hom-space is zero because otherwise there would be an irreducible cuspidal repre-
sentation of GLc′ (F) for c

′ ≤ i ≤ c < k in the cuspidal support of ∆ (τ, c).
In the general case, let w ∈ GLc (F) be a permutation matrix such that wtw−1 is dominant.

Then by Proposition 3.1, we have

LW
(

diag
(

t, I(k−1)c

))

= ω−1
τ (detw)LW ′

(

diag
(

wtw−1, I(k−1)c

))

,

where W ′ ∈ W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

is given by W ′ = ∆(τ, c)
(

diagk (w)
)

W . From the previous

case we get |t1| = · · · = |tc| = 1. �

We will also need formulas for the special case k = c. In this case, the special values can
be expressed in terms of functionals on the space ∆ (τ, c), realized as a subrepresentation of
the parabolic induction τ ◦∆(τ, c− 1) (or of ∆ (τ, c− 1) ◦ τ). In the notation of Section 3.3
and (17), we take c1 = 1 and c2 = c− 1 (respectively, c1 = c− 1 and c2 = 1).

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that ℓ∆(τ,c) is constructed with respect to ℓτ,ψ and ℓ∆(τ,c−1), and that
ℓ∆(T ,c) is constructed with respect to ℓT ,ψ and ℓ∆(T ,c−1). Then for any t = diag (t1, . . . , tc) =
diag (̟i1, . . . , ̟ic) with max(ij)

c
j=1 ≥ 1 and any Φ = Lf for f ∈ ∆(τ, c) ⊂ τ ◦∆(τ, c− 1),

we have that WΦ

(

diag
(

t, Ic(c−1)

))

is zero unless i1 = · · · = ic = m ≥ 1, in which case

WΦ

(

diag
(

t, Ic(c−1)

))

= ωT (̟)m q−(m+1)(c−1)(c2) 〈f (Ic2) , S0〉 ,

where S0 is the functional on τ ⊗∆(τ, c− 1), given by

〈

vτ ⊗ f∆(τ,c−1), S0

〉

=
∑

g∈GLc−1(F)

∑

y∈Y1,c−1(F)

〈

τ

(

1
−g−1

)

vτ , ℓτ,ψ

〉

×

〈

∆(τ, c− 1)

((

g
I(c−1)2

)

yκ1,c−1

)

f∆(τ,c−1), ℓ∆(τ,c−1)

〉

,

where Y1,c−1 is the group in (16) for c1 = 1 and c2 = c− 1 and k = c− 1, and where κ1,c−1

is the element from (15) corresponding to same parameters.

We have the following similar result for elements of the form diag
(

I(k−1)c, t
)

.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that ℓ∆(τ,c) is constructed with respect to ℓ∆(τ,c−1) and ℓτ,ψ, and that
ℓ∆(T ,c) is constructed with respect to ℓ∆(T ,c−1) and ℓT ,ψ. Then for any t = diag (t1, . . . , tc) =
diag (̟i1, . . . , ̟ic) with min(ij)

c
j=1 ≤ −1 and any Φ = Lf for f ∈ ∆(τ, c), we have that

WΦ

(

diag
(

Ic(c−1), t
))

is zero unless i1 = · · · = ic = −m ≤ −1, in which case

WΦ

(

diag
(

Ic(c−1), t
))

= ωT (̟)−m q−(m+1)(c−1)(c2) 〈f (Ic2) , S
∗
0〉 ,



22 ELAD ZELINGHER

where S∗
0 is the functional on ∆(τ, c− 1)⊗ τ , given by

〈

f∆(τ,c−1) ⊗ vτ , S
∗
0

〉

=
∑

g∈GLc−1(F)

∑

y∈Yc−1,1(F)

〈

∆(τ, c− 1)

((

I(c−1)2

−g−1

)

yκc−1,1

)

f∆(τ,c−1), ℓ∆(τ,c−1)

〉

×

〈

τ

(

g
1

)

vτ , ℓτ,ψ

〉

,

where Yc−1,1 is the group in (16) for c1 = c− 1 and c2 = 1 and k = c− 1, and where κc−1,1

is the element from (15) corresponding to same parameters.

3.3.1. Proof of the formula for k = c. The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 3.6. The
proof of Theorem 3.7 is very similar and we omit it.

Suppose that k = c. Let f ∈ ∆(τ, c) and let t = diag (t1, . . . , tc) = diag (̟i1, . . . , ̟ic),
where i1, . . . , ic ≥ 0 and max (i1, . . . , ic) > 0. As explained in the proof of Proposition 3.5,
we may assume that i1 ≥ · · · ≥ ic ≥ 0 and therefore i1 > 0. Set Φ = Lf and Φt =
∆(τ, c)

(

diag
(

t, I(c−1)c

))

Φ. We are interested in computing
〈

Φt, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

. We will realize

∆ (T , c) as a subspace of the parabolic induction |det|−
c−1
2 T × |det|

1
2 ∆(T , c− 1) and will

use the recursive formula (17) with c1 = 1 and c2 = c− 1.
This proof is quite technical and requires work. We describe the process and postpone a

technical lemma to later. Throughout the proof, all Haar measures are normalized so that
the compact subgroups GLk (o) ⊂ GLk (F ) and Matk (o) ⊂ Matk (F ) have volume 1, for any
k.

Notice that Φt is invariant under right translations of

diag
(

t, Ic(c−1)

)

(Ic2 +Matc2 (p)) diag
(

t, Ic(c−1)

)−1
,

and in particular is invariant under right translations of Ic2+t1Matc2 (p). By Proposition 3.3,
we have that

〈

Φt, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

=

∫

Y(t−1
1 o)

〈

Φt (yκ) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

dy.

We have that Φt (yκ) = Φ
(

yκdiag
(

t, I(c−1)c

))

and that

yκdiag
(

t, I(c−1)c

)

= diag
(

t1Ic, Ic(c−1)

)

y′κ,

where y′ is a matrix of the form

y′ =









1
t−1
1 Ic−1

t−1
1 Y1 t′

t−1
1 Y ′ I(c−1)2









, (18)

where t′ = diag (t2, . . . , tc), Y1 ∈ Matc−1 (o) and

Y ′ =















0 y23 y24 . . . y2c
0 y34 . . . y3c

. . .
. . .

...
0 yc−1,c

0















,
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where yij ∈ Mat(c−1)×1 (o). We have

〈

Φt, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

= |t1|
−(c2)(c−1) |t1|

(c−1)2c
2 ωT (t1)

∫

Matc−1(o)

dY1

∫

Mat(c−1)×1(o)
(c−1

2 )
dY ′

×
〈

Φ (y′κ) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

.

(19)

We will investigate the integrand of (19):

〈

Φ (y′κ) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

. (20)

The following lemma allows us to reduce the integration domain of Y1.

Lemma 3.8. Let y′ be as in (18). Suppose that the expression (20) is non-zero. Then there
exists k1 ∈ GLc−1 (o) such that Y1 = t′ · k1.

We postpone the proof of this lemma to later.
It follows that we may write Y1 = t′k1 and replace the integration over Y1 with an inte-

gration over k1 ∈ GLc−1 (o) in (19) with dY1 = |det t′|c−1 d×k1, where we also multiply by
|GLc−1(F)|
|Matc−1(F)|

in order to correct the volume. We write the following decomposition of y′, where

the first matrix lies in P(c,c(c−1)) and the other two matrices lie in GLc2 (o).

y′ =









1
Ic−1 t−1

1 k−1
1

t−1
1 t′

t−1
1 Y ′k−1

1 I(c−1)2

















1
Ic−1

Ic−1

Y ′ I(c−1)2

















1
−k−1

1

k1 t1Ic−1

I(c−1)2









.

Hence, we have

Φ (y′κ) =
∣

∣

∣
t
−(c−1)
1 det t′

∣

∣

∣

− c−1
2
idT ⊗∆(T , c− 1)

(

t−1
1 t′

t−1
1 Y ′k−1

1 I(c−1)2

)

× Φ

















1
Ic−1

Ic−1

Y ′ I(c−1)2









diag

(

1,

(

−k−1
1

k1

)

, I(c−1)2

)

κ









.

(21)

Using (21) and the method of root exchange, we are able to reduce the integration over Y ′ in
(19). This is described in the following lemma. Its proof is very similar to Proposition 3.3,
and we omit it.

Lemma 3.9. The integral
∫

GLc−1(o)

∫

Mat(c−1)×1(o)
(c−1

2 )

〈

Φ (y′κ) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

dY ′d×Y1

equals the integral
∫

GLc−1(o)

∫

t1·Mat(c−1)×1(o)
(c−1

2 )

〈

Φ (y′κ) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

dY ′d×Y1.
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It follows that we may assume Y ′ = t1Y
′
1 , where Y

′
1 ∈ Mat(c−1)×1 (o)

(c−1
2 ) with dY ′ =

|t1|
(c−1)(c−1

2 ) dY ′
1 . Let us denote

k0 =









1
Ic−1

Ic−1

Y ′
1k

−1
1 I(c−1)2

















1
−k−1

1

k1
I(c−1)2









κ ∈ GLc2 (o) .

Notice that (20) is the same as

∣

∣

∣
t
−(c−1)
1 det t′

∣

∣

∣

− c−1
2

〈

idT ⊗∆(T , c− 1)

(

t−1
1 t′

I(c−1)2

)

Φ (k0) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

. (22)

By Proposition 3.5 part 1, we have that (22) is zero unless |t1| = |tj | for every j. Hence, we
must have t′ = t1Ic−1.

Since Y ′
1 ∈ Mat(c−1)2×(c−1) (o), using the identity

diag

(

1,

(

Ic−1

Ic−1

)

, I(c−1)2

)

· κ = diag (Ic, κ1,c−1) ,

the integral (19) becomes

|GLc−1 (F)|
∣

∣Mat(c−1) (F)
∣

∣

ωT (t1) |t1|
(c−1)2 |t1|

(c−1)(c−1
2 )
∫

GLc−1(o)

d×k1 ·

∫

Mat(c−1)×1(o)
(c−1

2 )
dY ′

1

×

〈

T

(

1
−k−1

1

)

⊗∆(T , c− 1)

((

k1
Y ′
1 I(c−1)2

)

κ1,c−1

)

Φ (Ic2) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

.

Since Φ = Lf , the last integral becomes the finite sum

ωT (t1) |t1|
(c−1)(c2) 1

|Matc−1 (F)|

1
∣

∣Mat(c−1)×1 (F)
∣

∣

(c−1
2 )

∑

g∈GLc−1(F)

∑

Y ∈Mat(c−1)×1(F)
(c−1

2 )

×

〈

τ

(

1
−g−1

)

⊗∆(τ, c− 1)

((

g
Y I(c−1)2

)

κ1,c−1

)

f (Ic2) , ℓτ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(τ,c−1)

〉

,

as required. �

We move to prove Lemma 3.8.

Proof. We start with finding a decomposition of the matrix y′. Let (t′)−1 Y1 = k1ak2, be
a Cartan decomposition, that is, k1, k2 ∈ GLc−1 (o) and a = diag (̟m1, . . . , ̟mc−1) with
m1 ≥ m2 ≥ · · · ≥ mc−1. We write

y′ = diag
(

1, k−1
2 , t′k1, I(c−1)2

)









1
t−1
1 Ic−1

t−1
1 a Ic−1

t−1
1 Y ′′ I(c−1)2









diag
(

1, k2, k
−1
1 , I(c−1)2

)

, (23)
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where Y ′′ = Y ′k−1
2 . Hence,

Φ (y′) =T
(

diag
(

1, k−1
2

))

⊗∆(T , c− 1)
(

diag
(

t′k1, I(c−1)2

))

× Φ

















1
t−1
1 Ic−1

t−1
1 a Ic−1

t−1
1 Y ′′ I(c−1)2









diag
(

1, k2, k
−1
1 , I(c−1)2

)









.
(24)

Assume first that
(

t−1
1 a
)−1

∈ Mat(c−1) (o), that is, |t1| ≤ q−mj for all j. Then we have that
the first matrix on the second line of (24) can be decomposed as








1
−a−1 t−1

1 Ic−1

t−1
1 a

t−1
1 Y ′′ I(c−1)2

















1
Ic−1

Ic−1

−Y ′′a−1 I(c−1)2

















1
Ic−1

Ic−1 t1a
−1

I(c−1)2









.

(25)
The first matrix in (25) lies in P(c,(c−1)c). By our assumption, the third matrix in (25) lies
in GLc2 (o). A root exchange algorithm (see Appendix B) shows that if −Y ′′a−1 is not in

Mat(c−1)2×c−1 (o), then for any for any Φ′ ∈ ∆(T , c) ⊂ |det|−
c−1
2 T × |det|

1
2 ∆(T , c− 1) that

is right invariant under Ikc +Matkc (p), the following expression is zero

〈

Φ′

















1
−k−1

2 a−1 t−1
1 k−1

2

t−1
1 t′k1a
t−1
1 Y ′′ I(c−1)2

















1
Ic−1

Ic−1

−Y ′′a−1 I(c−1)2

















, ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

.

(26)
This is proved by writing for 2 ≤ i ≤ c− 1,

Φ′ (g) =
1

Vol (Matc−1 (p))

∫

Matc−1(p)

Φ′ (gr∗i (x)) dx,

where for x ∈ Matc−1 (F ), r
∗
i (x) = diag

(

Ic, I(i−1)(c−1),

(

Ic−1 x
Ic−1

)

, I(c−i−1)(c−1)

)

and by

using the fact that ℓ∆(T ,c−1) is a (c, c− 1) ψ-Whittaker functional. We start with i = c− 1
and end with i = 2 in this process (notice that the last (c − 1) rows of −Y ′′a−1 are zero).
Hence it follows that (24) amounts to an expression of the form

〈

T

(

1
−k−1

2 a−1

)

⊗∆(T , c− 1)

(

t−1
1 t′k1a
t−1
1 Y ′′ I(c−1)2

)

Lvτ⊗c , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c−1)

〉

,

where vτ⊗c ∈ τ⊗c. By Proposition 3.2, we have that this expression is zero unless
(

1
−k−1

2 a−1

)

∈ F×·Uc·GLk (o), which by the Iwasawa decomposition implies that a = Ic−1,

which implies that Y1 = t′k1k2, as required.
We now move to the general case. Let a+ = diag (̟m1 , . . . , ̟mr) and

a− = diag (̟mr+1, . . . , ̟mc−1) where the mj ’s in a+ satisfy q−mj < |t1|, while the
mj ’s in a− satisfy q−mj ≥ |t1|. Write Y ′′ =

(

Y ′′
+ Y ′′

−

)

, where Y ′′
+ ∈ Mat(c−1)2×r (o) and
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Y ′′
− ∈ Mat(c−1)2×(c−r−1) (o). We may decompose the first matrix on the second line of (24) as

















1
t−1
1 Ir

− (a−)
−1

t−1
1 Ic−r−1

Ir
t−1
1 a−

t−1
1 Y ′′

+ −Y ′′
− (a−)

−1
t−1
1 Y ′′

− I(c−1)2

















×

















1
Ir

Ic−r−1

t−1
1 a+ Ir

Ic−r−1

I(c−1)2

















×diag



Ir+1,





Ic−r−1

Ir
Ic−r−1 t1 (a

−)
−1



 , I(c−1)2



 .

(27)

Denote the matrix on the first row of (27) by y′−. Notice that the two other matrices in (27)
lie in GLc2 (o). Hence, to determine whether (20) vanishes, it suffices to check whether the
similar expression, in which we replace y′κ with diag

(

1, k−1
2 , t′k1, I(c−1)2

)

y′−, vanishes. We
proceed by decomposing y′−. Let Y

′′
+ = k′1a

′
0k

′
2, where k

′
1 ∈ GL(c−1)2 (o), k

′
2 ∈ GLr (o), and

a′0 =

(

a′

0((c−1)2−r)×r

)

,

with a′ = diag
(

̟m′
1 , . . . , ̟m′

r

)

, where ∞ ≥ m′
1 ≥ · · · ≥ m′

r ≥ 0. As before, we write y′− as

diag
(

1, (k′2)
−1
, I2c−r−2, t

−1
1 k′1

)

·

















1
t−1
1 Ir

− (a−)
−1

t−1
1 Ic−r−1

Ir
t−1
1 a−

a′0 −(k′1)
−1Y ′′

−

(

t−1
1 a−

)−1
(k′1)

−1Y ′′
− t1I(c−1)2

















× diag
(

1, k′2, I2c−r−2, (k
′
1)

−1
)

.

(28)

As before, let a′+ = diag
(

̟m′
1, . . . , ̟m′

r′

)

and a′− = diag
(

̟m′

r′+1 , . . . , ̟m′
r

)

, where all the

m′
js in a

′
+ satisfy q−m

′
j < |t1|, while all the m

′
js in a

′
− satisfy q−m

′
j ≥ |t1|. Notice that if r ≥ 1

then r′ ≥ 1. This is because the rank of Y ′′
− is at most c − 2, which implies that m′

1 = ∞.
Write

(k′1)
−1
Y ′′
− =





Z1

Z2

Z3
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where Z1 ∈ Matr′×(c−r−1) (F ), Z2 ∈ Mat(r−r′)×(c−r−1) (F ) and Z3 ∈ Mat((c−1)2−r)×(c−r−1) (F ).

We may write the second matrix in (28) in the following form:






























1
t−1
1 Ir′

−
(

a′−
)−1

t−1
1 Ir−r′

−(a−)−1 t−1
1 Ic−r−1

Ir
t−1
1 a−

−Z1

(

t−1
1 a−

)−1
Z1 t1Ir′

−Z2

(

t−1
1 a−

)−1
Z2 a′−

−Z3

(

t−1
1 a−

)−1
Z3 t1I(c−1)2−r































×





















1
Ir′

Ir−r′
I2c−r−2

t−1
1 a′+ Ir′

Ir−r′ t1
(

a′−
)−1

I(c−1)2−r





















(29)

Notice that the matrix appearing on the second row of (29) lies in GLc2 (o). Let


















−(a−)−1 t−1
1 Ic−r−1

Ir
t−1
1 a−

−Z1

(

t−1
1 a−

)−1
Z1 t1Ir′

−Z2

(

t−1
1 a−

)−1
Z2 a′−

−Z3

(

t−1
1 a−

)−1
Z3 t1I(c−1)2−r



















=

(

b′c−1−r X
b′c(c−1)

)

k′0

be an Iwasawa decomposition, where b′c−1−r ∈ GLc−1−r (F ) and b′c(c−1) ∈ GLc(c−1) (F ) are

upper triangular matrices, X ∈ Mat(c−1−r)×c(c−1) (F ), and k
′
0 ∈ GLc2−r−1 (o). We have that

Φ (y′κ) = |det b1|
(c−1)2

2 |det bc−1|
− c−1

2 T (b1)⊗∆(T , c− 1)
(

diag
(

t′, I(c−1)2
)

bc−1

)

Φ (k0) ,

where

b1 = diag
(

1, k−1
2

)

· diag
(

1, (k′2)
−1
, Ic−r−1

)

· diag
(

1, t−1
1 Ir′ ,−

(

a′−
)−1

, b′c−1−r

)

,

bc−1 = diag
(

t′k1, I(c−1)2

)

· diag
(

Ic−1, t
−1
1 k′1

)

· b′c(c−1),

and k0 ∈ GLc2 (o). Since k0 ∈ GLc2 (o), Φ (k0) = L
(

vτ⊗∆(τ,c−1)

)

, for some vτ⊗∆(τ,c−1) ∈

τ ⊗∆(τ, c− 1). By Proposition 3.2, in order for
〈

Φ (y′κ) , ℓT ,ψ ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

not to vanish, we
must have b1 ∈ F× · Uc ·GLc (o), which by the Iwasawa decomposition implies that

diag
(

1, t−1
1 Ir′ ,−

(

a′−
)−1

, d′c−1−r

)

∈ GLc (o) ,

where d′c−1−r is the diagonal part of b′c−1−r. Since |t1| < 1, we must have r′ = 0, which
implies that r = 0. Therefore, a = a− and we are in the first case. �
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4. Gamma factors

This section is devoted to explaining the notion of the Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor in
the context of finite fields and of non-archimedean local fields, and to establishing a relation
between these two definitions of gamma factors.

4.1. Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factors for finite general linear groups. We recall the
definition and properties of the Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor defined by Carmon and the
author in [8]. This is a finite field analog of a construction given by Kaplan in [6, Appendix
A] and [22], whose global counterpart was given by Ginzburg [12].

Let τ be an irreducible cuspidal3 representation of GLk (F). For any positive integer c and
any h ∈ GLc (F), let

Kτ,ψ (h) = BS∆(τ,c),ψ

(

I(k−1)c

h

)

.

Notice that the notation Kτ,ψ (h) does not include the parameters k and c. These parameters
should be inferred from τ and h, respectively. By the discussion at the end of Section 3.1, it
follows that the assignment GLc (F) → C given by h 7→ Kτ,ψ (h) is a class function of GLc (F),
that is, it is invariant under GLc (F)-conjugation. Let π be an irreducible representation of
GLc (F), and consider the operator

G (π × τ, ψ) = q
(k−2)c2

2

∑

h∈GLc(F)

Kτ,ψ (h) π (h) .

Since h 7→ Kτ,ψ (h) is a class function, we have that G (π × τ, ψ) is an element
of HomGLc(F) (π, π). Since π is irreducible, by Schur’s lemma there exists a scalar
ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) ∈ C such that G (π × τ, ψ) = ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) · idπ. We call ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) the
Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor associated to π and τ , with respect to ψ. We denote

γGK (π × τ, ψ) = ωπ (−1)k−1 · ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) ,

where ωπ is the central character of π.
In [8], Carmon and the author studied the Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor. They showed

that this gamma factor is multiplicative and that it fits into a functional equation. They
used these results to show that Kτ,ψ is expressible in terms of exotic matrix Kloosterman
sums. The proof of the relation to exotic matrix Kloosterman sums relies on an identity
(Theorem 4.10) that follows from a local argument that we will establish in this paper.

4.1.1. Kaplan’s functional equation. Let π and τ be as above. Define for any W ∈

W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

the following zeta operators on the space π:

Z (W,π × τ) =
1

|GLc (F)|

∑

h∈GLc(F)

W

(

h
I(k−1)c

)

π (h)

and

Z∗ (W,π × τ) = q−
(k−2)c2

2
1

|GLc (F)|

∑

h∈GLc(F)

∑

X∈Matc×(k−2)c(F)

W





Ic
I(k−2)c

h X



 .

3In [8], the authors define this notion for any irreducible generic τ , but for our purposes, we only need to
consider cuspidal τ .
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These are the operators 1
|GLc(F)|

Zk−2 (W,π × τ) and 1
|GLc(F)|

Z∗
k−2 (W,π × τ) from [8, Section

4.3], respectively. They are finite field analogs of operators studied by Kaplan in [6, Appendix
A] and [22], see also Section 4.2.1.

In [8, Theorem 4.14 and Corollary 4.21], the following functional equation was established.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that τ∨ does not appear in the cuspidal support of π. Then for any

W ∈ W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

, we have the equality of operators

Z∗ (W,π × τ) = ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) · Z (W,π × τ) .

Moreover, in this case
∣

∣ΓGK (π × τ, ψ)
∣

∣ = 1.

4.2. Relation to level zero representations. In this section, we relate the zeta oper-
ators from Section 4.1.1 and their counterparts defined over a local field using level zero
representations.

4.2.1. Kaplan’s local zeta integrals. In this section, we recall the definition of Kaplan’s local
zeta integrals and the gamma factor that they define.

Let Π and T be irreducible representations of GLc (F ) and GLk (F ), respectively. Assume
that T is generic. In [6, Appendix A] and [22], Kaplan introduced a local integral construction
that represents the L-function associated to the tensor product representation of the pair
(Π, T ). Kaplan’s integrals arise as local integrals of a global construction of Ginzburg [12,
Section 5.3]. Kaplan’s zeta integral is given by the formula

Z (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ) =

∫

GLc(F )

W
(

diag
(

h, I(k−1)c

))

〈Π (h) v, v∨〉 |det h|s−
(k−2)c+1

2 d×h.

Here, s ∈ C, v ∈ Π, v∨ ∈ Π∨ and W ∈ W
(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

(as explained before, the Speh

representation ∆ (T , c) is defined for T generic and not necessarily supercuspidal [4, 24],
but we will not need this). The integral Z (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ) converges absolutely for Res≫ 0,
and in this domain it converges to an element of C (q−s). We keep denoting this element
of C (q−s) by Z (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ). It can be shown that for some data (v, v∨,W ), the integral
Z (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ) is the constant function 1.

Kaplan’s dual zeta integral is given by the formula

Z∗ (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ) =

∫

GLc(F )

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(F )

〈Π (h) v, v∨〉 · |det h|s−1+
(k−2)c+1

2

×W



diag
(

I(k−1)c, h
)





Ic
I(k−2)c

X Ic





(

I(k−1)c

Ic

)



 dXd×h.

This integral converges absolutely for Res≪ 0 and in this domain it converges to an element
of C (q−s). We keep denoting this element by Z∗ (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ). Similarly to before, it can
be shown that for some data, the integral Z∗ (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ) is the constant function 1.

These zeta integrals satisfy a functional equation.

Theorem 4.2. There exists an element γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) ∈ C (q−s), such that for every

W ∈ W
(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

, v ∈ Π and v∨ ∈ Π∨, the following functional equation holds:

Z∗ (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ) = ωπ (−1)k−1 γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) Z (s, v, v∨,W ;ψ) .
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We call the gamma factor arising from this functional equation the Ginzburg–Kaplan γ-
factor.

Although not stated in [6, Appendix A], it follows from a globalization argument
that for supercuspidal representations Π and T , the Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor
γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) agrees with the Jacquet–Piatetski-Shapiro–Shalika gamma factor [20]. The
reason is because by [6, Theorem A.2], the Ginzburg–Kaplan γ-factor is multiplicative4 and
by [12, Section 5.3], the zeta integrals arise from a global integral representing the L-function
of the tensor product. See [5, Section 6.7.1].

4.2.2. Computation for level zero representations. Let τ and T be as in Section 2.2. Let π
be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLc (F), and let Π be an irreducible level zero
supercuspidal representation constructed from π with central character ωΠ. The goal of this
section is to express Kaplan’s local zeta integrals in terms of those in Section 4.1.1.

We first prove a simple lemma regarding matrix coefficients that arise by lifting elements
from π and π∨. Let Π′ be the irreducible level zero supercuspidal representation constructed
from π∨ with central character ω−1

Π . We have that Π∨ is isomorphic to Π′. Henceforth we
will identify Π∨ with the representation Π′.

Lemma 4.3. Let v ∈ π and v∨ ∈ π∨.

(1) Suppose that h ∈ GLc (F ) is such that

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 6= 0.

Then h ∈ F× ·GLc (o).
(2) For any h ∈ GLc (o),

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 = 〈π (ν (h)) v, v∨〉 .

Proof. Given f ∈ Π and f∨ ∈ Π′ ∼= Π∨, the pairing 〈f, f∨〉 is given by

〈f, f∨〉 =

∫

F×GLc(o)\GLc(F )

〈f (x) , f∨ (x)〉 d×x.

Suppose that v ∈ π and v ∈ π∨. Then we have that

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 =

∫

F×GLc(o)\GLc(F )

〈Lv (xh) ,Lv∨ (x)〉 d×x,

Since Lv∨ is supported on F×GLc (o), in order for the integrand not to vanish, we must have
x ∈ F×GLc (o). Since Lv is also supported on F×GLc (o), this implies if 〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 6= 0
then h ∈ F×GLc (o). This proves the first part. The second part is immediate. �

Next, we prove a lemma regarding partial evaluation of Kaplan’s zeta integrals.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that π is not isomorphic to τ∨.

(1) If |t| < 1, then
∫

GLc(o)

LW
(

diag
(

th, I(k−1)c

))

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 d×h = 0.

4It is only shown to be multiplicative in the first argument, but when c = 1 the integral coincides with the
Rankin–Selberg integral of [20] for GLk × GL1, and these gamma factors are multiplicative. These results
combined are sufficient to take care of the unramified and archimedean places.
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(2) If |t| > 1, then
∫

GLc(o)

LW
(

diag
(

I(k−1)c, th
))

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 d×h = 0.

Proof. Let t ∈ F× and suppose that |t| < 1. Define a map Zt : W (∆ (τ, c) , ψ)×π×π∨ → C

by

Zt (W, v, v
∨) =

∫

GLc(o)

LW
(

diag
(

th, I(k−1)c

))

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 d×h.

Let n ∈ N(c,(k−1)c) (o), then

diag
(

th, I(k−1)c

)

ndiag
(

th, I(k−1)c

)−1
= Ikc (modp) . (30)

Therefore, since the left hand side of (30) lies in N(ck), we have that

LW
(

diag
(

th, I(k−1)c

)

n
)

= LW
(

diag
(

th, I(k−1)c

))

.

This implies that for any n ∈ N(c,(k−1)c) (F) and any h ∈ GLc (F), we have

Zt
(

∆(τ, c)
(

ndiag
(

h, I(k−1)c

))

W,π (h) v, v∨
)

= Zt (W, v, v
∨) .

If Zt is not identically zero, it follows that ∆ (τ, c) embeds into the space π∨◦Σ for some irre-
ducible representation Σ of GL(k−1)c (F). Since the cuspidal support of ∆ (τ, c) is {τ, . . . , τ},
we have that Zt is identically zero unless k = c and π∨ = τ . This proves part 1. Part 2 is
proved similarly. �

Consider the following functionals S : τ∨ ⊗ τ ⊗ τ ⊗ ∆(τ, c− 1) → C and S∗ : τ∨ ⊗ τ ⊗
∆(τ, c− 1)⊗ τ → C.

〈

vτ∨ ⊗ vτ ⊗ v′τ ⊗ f∆(τ,c−1), S
〉

= 〈vτ∨ , v
′
τ 〉 ·

1

|GLc−1 (F)|

1

|Y1,c−1 (F)|

∑

g∈GLc−1(F)

∑

y∈Y1,c−1(F)

Wvτ

(

1
−g−1

)

×Wf∆(τ,c−1)

((

g
I(c−1)2

)

yκ1,c−1

)

.

and
〈

vτ∨ ⊗ vτ ⊗ f∆(τ,c−1) ⊗ v′τ , S
∗
〉

= 〈vτ∨ , v
′
τ 〉 ·

1

|GLc−1 (F)|

1

|Yc−1,1 (F)|

∑

g∈GLc−1(F)

∑

y∈Yc−1,1(F)

Wvτ

(

g
1

)

×Wf∆(τ,c−1)

((

I(c−1)2

−g−1

)

yκc−1,1

)

.

These functionals are similar to the ones appearing in Theorems 3.6 and 3.7.
We are now ready to state our results regarding the relation between Kaplan’s zeta in-

tegrals and the ones in Section 4.1.1. Normalize the Haar measures on F× and GLc (F ) so
that o× and GLc (o) have volume 1, respectively.

Theorem 4.5. Let v ∈ π, v∨ ∈ π∨ and W ∈ W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

.

(1) Suppose that π ≇ τ∨. Then we have

Z (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) = 〈Z (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉 .
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(2) Suppose that π = τ∨ (and therefore k = c). Then for any v ∈ τ∨, v∨ ∈ τ and
W =Wf for f ∈ ∆(τ, c) ⊂ τ ◦∆(τ, c− 1) we have

Z (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) = 〈Z (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉

+ q−
c2

2 ·
ωΠ (̟)ωT (̟) q−c(s−

1
2)

1− ωΠ (̟)ωT (̟) q−cs
〈v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f (Ic2) , S〉 .

Proof. By Lemma 4.3 we have that

Z (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) =

∫

F×

∫

GLc(o)

LW
(

diag
(

th, I(k−1)c

))

〈Π (th)Lv,Lv∨〉

× |t|cs−c
(k−2)c+1

2 d×hd×t.

By Proposition 3.5, we have that if the integrand does not vanish for t ∈ F×, then |t| ≤ 1.
Thus

Z (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) =

∞
∑

j=0

ωΠ (̟)j q−jcs+jc
(k−2)c+1

2

×

∫

o×

∫

GLc(o)

LW
(

diag
(

̟jth, I(k−1)c

))

〈Π (th)Lv,Lv∨〉 d×hd×t.

(31)

By changing variable, we omit the integration over t, and are reduced to a series of integrals
as in Lemma 4.4 part 1. Notice that for j = 0, we have from Proposition 3.4 and from the
second part of Lemma 4.3 that

∫

GLc(o)

LW
(

diag
(

h, I(k−1)c

))

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 d×h = 〈Z (W ; π × τ) v, v∨〉 .

Suppose that π ≇ τ∨. By Lemma 4.4 part 1, the summand of (31) vanishes for j ≥ 1.
Hence the result follows.

Suppose that π = τ∨. In this case, we get from Theorem 3.6 applied to the function
∆ (τ, c)

(

diag
(

ν (h) , I(k−1)c

))

f and from the second part of Lemma 4.3, that for j ≥ 1,
∫

GLc(o)

LW
(

diag
(

̟jh, I(k−1)c

))

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉 d×h

=
q−(j+1)(c−1)(c2)ωT (̟)j

|GLc (F)|

∑

h∈GLc(F)

〈

τ (h)⊗ id∆(τ,c−1)f (Ic2) , S0

〉 〈

v, τ
(

h−1
)

v∨
〉

.

(32)

By Corollary A.2, we have that (32) is given by

|GLc−1 (F)| |Y1,c−1 (F)|

|GLc (F)|
· q(

c

2) (qc − 1) · q−(j+1)(c−1)(c2)ωT (̟)j 〈v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f (Ic2) , S〉 .

Substituting this expression in (31) and using the identity

q(
c

2) (qc − 1)

q(c−1)(c2) |GLc (F)|
=

q−(
c

2)

|Y1,c−1 (F)| |GLc−1 (F)|

yields the desired result. �
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We move to state our result regarding the dual zeta integral. Normalize the Haar measures
on F× and on GLc (F ) as described before Theorem 4.5. Additionally, normalize the Haar

measure on Matc×(k−2)c (F ) so that Matc×(k−2)c (p) has volume
∣

∣Matc×(k−2)c (F)
∣

∣

− 1
2 . This

normalization makes the Fourier transform of Matc×(k−2)c (F ) self-dual.

Theorem 4.6. Let v ∈ π, v∨ ∈ π∨ and W ∈ W
(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(ck)

)

.

(1) Suppose that π ≇ τ∨. Then

Z∗ (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) = 〈Z∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉 .

(2) Suppose that π = τ∨ (and therefore k = c). Then for any v ∈ τ∨, v∨ ∈ τ and
W =WLf for f ∈ ∆(τ, c) ⊂ τ ◦∆(τ, c− 1) we have

Z∗ (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) = 〈Z∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉

+ q−(
c

2) ·
ω−1
Π (̟)ω−1

T (̟) q−c(1−s)

1− ω−1
Π (̟)ω−1

T (̟) q−c(1−s)

× q
−c2(c−2)

2

∑

X∈Matc×(c−2)c(F)

〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f





(

I(c−1)c

Ic

)





Ic X
Ic

I(c−2)c







 , S∗

〉

.

Proof. By Lemma 4.3, we have that Z∗ (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) is given by
∫

GLc(o)

∫

F×

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(F )

〈Π (th)Lv,Lv∨〉 · |t|c(s−1+
(k−2)c+1

2 )

×LW



diag
(

I(k−1)c, th
)





Ic
I(k−2)c

X Ic





(

I(k−1)c

Ic

)



 dXd×td×h.

Applying Lemma B.2 to the function g 7→ LW
(

g
(

I(k−1)c

Ic

))

, we have that

Z∗ (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) is given by
∫

GLc(o)

∫

F×

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(o)

〈Π (th)Lv,Lv∨〉 · |t|c(s−1+
(k−2)c+1

2 )

×LW



diag
(

I(k−1)c, th
)





Ic
I(k−2)c

X Ic





(

I(k−1)c

Ic

)



 dXd×td×h.

By Proposition 3.5 applied to the function g 7→ LW
(

g
(

I(k−1)c

Ic

))

, we have that the

domain of integration of t is |t| ≥ 1. Hence Z∗ (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) is given by

∞
∑

j=0

ωΠ (̟)−j qjc(s−1+ (k−2)c+1
2 )

∫

GLc(o)

∫

o×

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(o)

〈Π (th)Lv,Lv∨〉

× LW



diag
(

I(k−1)c, ̟
−jth

)





Ic
I(k−2)c

X Ic





(

I(k−1)c

Ic

)



dXd×td×h.

(33)

We may omit the integration over t by changing variables.
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Notice that for j = 0, we have from Proposition 3.4 and from the second part of Lemma 4.3
that the summand

∫

GLc(o)

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(o)

〈Π (h)Lv,Lv∨〉

× LW





(

I(k−1)c

h

)





Ic
I(k−2)c

X Ic





(

I(k−1)c

Ic

)



 dXd×h

evaluates to 〈Z∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉 (recall that the Haar measure is normalized such that

Matc×(k−2)c (p) has volume q−
c2(k−2)

2 ).
If π ≇ τ∨, then by applying Lemma 4.4 part 2 to the (k, c) ψ-Whittaker function

g 7→

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(o)

LW



g





Ic
I(k−2)c

X Ic





(

I(k−1)c

Ic

)



dX,

we get that the summand of (33) vanishes for j > 0, and hence the result the follows.
If π = τ∨, then the proof proceeds similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.5 part 2.

�

As a corollary, we get a relation between the Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factors over the
finite field and over the local field.

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that π ≇ τ∨. Then

γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) = γGK (π × τ, ψ) .

Theorem 4.8. Suppose that π = τ∨ (and therefore k = c). Then

γGK (π × τ, ψ) = −ωτ (−1)c−1 q−
c
2 .

Proof. Take W = BS∆(τ,c),ψ. We have that for any h ∈ GLc (o) and any j ≥ 1,

LW
(

diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

))

= 0.

Indeed, for any X ∈ Matc (o) if uX = diag
((

Ic X
Ic

)

, I(c−2)c

)

then we have

∆ (T , c) (uX)LW = L (∆ (τ, c) (ν (uX))W ) = ψ (trX)LW.

Substituting diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

)

yields

LW
(

diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

)

uX
)

= ψ (trX)LW
(

diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

))

.

On the other hand, the equality

diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

)

uX = u̟jhX · diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

)

yields that

LW
(

diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

)

uX
)

= LW
(

diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

))

.

Therefore, by choosing X such that ψ (trX) 6= 0, we get that LW
(

diag
(

̟jh, I(c−1)c

))

must

be zero. A similar argument shows that LW
(

diag
(

h, I(c−1)c

))

= 0 for h ∈ GLc (o) such that
h 6= Ic (see [8, Proposition 2.2]).
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Let vτ,ψ ∈ τ and vτ∨,ψ−1 ∈ τ∨ be a ψ-Whittaker vector and a ψ−1-Whittaker vector,
respectively, normalized such that 〈vτ,ψ, vτ∨,ψ−1〉 = 1. SubstitutingW = BS∆(τ,c),ψ, v = vτ∨,ψ
and v∨ = vτ,ψ, we get that

Z (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) =
1

|GLc (F)|
.

Therefore, we have that

γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) = ωπ (−1)c−1 |GLc (F)|Z
∗ (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) .

Since W is invariant under right translations by matrices of the form

(

Ic X
Ic
I(c−2)c

)

, where

X ∈ Matc×(c−2)c (o), we get from Theorem 4.6 part 2 that

Z∗ (s,Lv,Lv∨,LW ;ψ) = 〈Z∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉

+ q(c−1)(c2) · q−
c2

2 ·
ω−1
Π (̟)ω−1

T (̟) q−c(1−s)

1− ω−1
Π (̟)ω−1

T (̟) q−c(1−s)

〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f

(

I(c−1)c

Ic

)

, S∗

〉

,

where f ∈ ∆(τ, c) ⊂ ∆(τ, c− 1) ◦ τ is chosen so that

BS∆(τ,c),ψ (g) =
〈

∆(τ, c) (g) f, ℓ∆(τ,c)

〉

for any g ∈ GLc2 (F). On the other hand, since γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) equals the Jacquet–
Piatetski-Shapiro–Shalika gamma factor defined in [20], we have by [35, Remark after Corol-
lary 4.3] that5

γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) = ωτ (−1)c−1 qc(s−
1
2)

ωΠ (̟)ωT (̟)
·

1− ωΠ (̟)ωT (̟) q−cs

1− ω−1
Π (̟)ω−1

T (̟) q−c(1−s)
,

which can also be written as

γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) = ωπ (−1)c−1 q
c
2

(

−1 +
1− q−c

1− ω−1
Π (̟)ω−1

T (̟) q−c(1−s)

)

.

One can show that

γGK (π × τ, ψ) = ωπ (−1)c−1 |GLc (F)| 〈Z
∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉 ,

see also [8, Section 4.3.3]. Hence, we get by comparing the constant coefficient of the Taylor
expansion of γGK (s,Π× T , ψ) (in the variable q−c(1−s)) that

γGK (π × τ, ψ) = ωπ (−1)c−1 q
c
2

(

−1 + 1− q−c
)

= −ωπ (−1)c−1 q−
c
2 ,

and by comparing any other non-zero coefficient that

|GLc (F)| q
(c−1)(c2) · q−

c2

2

〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f

(

I(c−1)c

Ic

)

, S∗

〉

= q
c
2 − q−

c
2 ,

which implies that

q(c−1)(c2)
〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f

(

I(c−1)c

Ic

)

, S∗

〉

=
1

dim τ
.

�

5A factor of q−
c

2 is missing in [35]. This factor should appear in the definition of the Fourier transform

in order to make it self-dual. Also, a factor of ωT (−1)c−1 is missing in the definition of the gamma factor
in [35].
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As another corollary, we obtain the modified functional equation for the case π = τ∨.

Corollary 4.9. Suppose that π = τ∨ (and therefore, k = c) and denote
T = ωΠ (̟)ωT (̟) q−cs. Then for any v ∈ τ∨, v∨ ∈ τ and W ∈ W

(

∆(τ, c) , ψ(cc)

)

,
such that W = Wf for f ∈ ∆(τ, c), the following modified functional equation holds:

(1− T ) 〈Z (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉+ q−(
c

2) ·
〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ fτ◦∆(τ,c−1) (Ic2) , S
〉

T

=
(

q
c
2T − q−

c
2

)

〈Z∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉

+ q−c·(
c

2)
∑

X∈Matc×(c−2)c(F)

〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ f∆(τ,c−1)◦τ





(

I(c−1)c

Ic

)





Ic X
Ic

I(c−2)c







 , S∗

〉

.

Therefore, we have the following simple modified functional equation:

〈Z∗ (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉 =ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) (〈Z (W,π × τ) v, v∨〉)

+ q−
c2

2 ·
〈

v ⊗ v∨ ⊗ fτ◦∆(τ,c−1) (Ic2) , S
〉

.

(Recall that ΓGK (π × τ, ψ) = −q−
c
2 in this case).

Here, fτ◦∆(τ,c−1) (respectively, f∆(τ,c−1)◦τ ) is the element representing f in τ ◦∆(τ, c− 1)
(respectively, in ∆(τ, c− 1) ◦ τ), given by fτ◦∆(τ,c−1) (g) (g

′) = f (diag (Ic, g
′) g) (respectively,

by f∆(τ,c−1)◦τ (g) (g
′) = f (diag (g′, Ic)) g) for g

′ ∈ GL(c−1)c (F) and g ∈ GLc2 (F).

We use the results of Theorems 4.5 and 4.6 to obtain the following identity. This identity
is [8, Theorem 4.24] and is crucial for the proofs of the results of [8, Section 5]. See [37] for
the definition of ε0 (π × τ, ψ).

Theorem 4.10. Let π and τ be irreducible cuspidal representations of GLc (F) and GLk (F),
respectively. Then

γGK (π × τ, ψ) = ε0 (π × τ, ψ) .

Proof. When π is isomorphic to τ∨, by the proof of [38, Theorem 2.18] we have that

ε0 (π × τ, ψ) = −ωτ (−1)c−1 q−
c
2 .

Hence the result follows in this case from Theorem 4.8. When π is not isomorphic to τ∨,
we have that the Jacquet–Piatetski-Shapiro–Shalika gamma factor [20] equals the Jacquet–
Piatetski-Shapiro–Shalika epsilon factor ε (s,Π× T , ψ) [20], and by the proof of [37, Theorem
4.4], this equals ε0 (π × τ, ψ). The result now follows from Corollary 4.7 and from the equality
of the Ginzburg–Kaplan gamma factor and the Jacquet–Piatetski-Shapiro–Shalika gamma
factor. �

Appendix A. A variant of Schur’s lemma

Throughout the text, the following variant of Schur’s lemma is used.

Proposition A.1. Let τ and π be irreducible representations of a finite group G. Then

1

|G|

∑

g∈G

τ (g)⊗ π
(

g−1
)

=







0 τ ≇ π

1

dim τ
sw τ = π

,

where sw : τ ⊗ τ → τ ⊗ τ is the swap linear map, acting on pure tensors by

sw (v ⊗ v′) = v′ ⊗ v,
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where v, v′ ∈ τ .

Proof. Denote

T =
1

|G|

∑

g∈G

τ (g)⊗ π
(

g−1
)

.

Then for any h1, h2 ∈ G,

T ◦ (τ (h1)⊗ π (h2)) = (τ (h2)⊗ π (h1)) ◦ T = sw ◦ (π (h1)⊗ τ (h2)) ◦ sw ◦ T.

Therefore, we have that sw ◦ T ∈ HomG×G (τ ⊗ π, π ⊗ τ). If τ ≇ π, then by Schur’s lemma
the latter Hom-space is zero. If τ = π, we have that sw ◦ T = c · idτ⊗τ , where c ∈ C is a
scalar, which is equivalent to T = c · sw. To find the scalar, we take the trace, and using
Schur’s orthogonality relations, we get that

c · tr sw = tr (T ) =
1

|G|

∑

g∈G

tr τ (g) tr τ
(

g−1
)

= 1.

The result now follows because tr sw = dim π. �

Using the well-known fact that every irreducible cuspidal representation of GLk (F) is of
dimension [GLk−1 (F) : Uk−1 (F)], we obtain the following result.

Corollary A.2. If τ is an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLk (F) then

1

|GLk (F)|

∑

g∈GLk(F)

τ (g)⊗ τ
(

g−1
)

=
q(

k

2) ·
(

qk − 1
)

|GLk (F)|
· sw.

Appendix B. Root exchange algorithm

We explain the root exchange algorithm commonly used to reduce domains of integration.
Our treatment is informal, and we refer to [2, Section 6.1] and [13, Section 7.1] for the precise
statements.

As always, assume that ψ : F → C× has conductor p. Let G = GLn (F ) for some n. The
root exchange algorithm concerns integrals of the form

Il (f) =

∫

Mata1×b1
(F )

· · ·

∫

Matal×bl
(F )

f (r1 (y1) . . . rl (yl)) dyl . . .dy1, (34)

where f : G→ C is a right smooth function and for every 1 ≤ i ≤ l,

ri : (Matai×bi (F ) ,+) → (G, ·)

is a continuous injective homomorphism of groups. We make the additional assumption that

ri
(

Matai×bi
(

pj
))

⊂ In +Matai×bi
(

pj
)

for every j ∈ Z. Integrals over unipotent subgroups can be realized in this form.
The idea of the root exchange algorithm is to use embeddings r∗i : Matbi×ai (F ) → G and

make use of the right smoothness of f in order to reduce the integration domain in (34). In
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order for this to be successful, we need f to satisfy the following relation: for any 1 ≤ i ≤ l,
any g0 ∈ G, yi ∈ Matai×bi (F ), and any xi ∈ Matbi×ai (F ),

∫

Mata1×b1
(F )

· · ·

∫

Matai−1×bi−1
(F )

f (r1 (y1) . . . ri (yi) r
∗
i (xi) g0) dyi−1 . . . dy1

=ψ (tr (yixi))

∫

Mata1×b1
(F )

· · ·

∫

Matai−1×bi−1
(F )

f (r1 (y1) . . . ri (yi) g0) dyi−1 . . .dy1.

(35)

The algorithm goes as follows. Let fl = f .

(1) Suppose that fj is defined so that Il (f) = Ij (fj). Suppose that fj is right smooth
and satisfies the condition (35) for 1 ≤ i ≤ j. Suppose that fj is right invariant under
In +Matn (p

mj ) for mj ≥ 1. Then

fj (g) =
1

Vol
(

Matbj×aj (p
mj)
)

∫

Matbj×aj(p
mj )

fj (grj (xj)) dxj . (36)

(2) Substitute (36) in Ij (fj) to and use (35) (with g0 = In) to get

Ij (fj) =
1

Vol
(

Matbj×aj (p
mj )
)

∫

Mata1×b1
(F )

· · ·

∫

Mataj×bj
(F )

∫

Matbj×aj (p
mj )

× ψ (tr (yjxj)) fj (r1 (y1) . . . rj (yj)) dxjdyj . . .dy1.

(37)

(3) The inner integral

1

Vol
(

Matbj×aj (p
mj )
)

∫

Matbj×aj(p
mj )

ψ (tr (yjxj)) dxj

is (up to scalar multiplication) the Fourier transform of the characteristic function of
Matbj×aj (p

mj ) (viewed as a function in the variable yj). It equals the characteristic
function of p−mj+1. Hence Ij (fj) is given by
∫

Mata1×b1
(F )

· · ·

∫

Mataj−1×bj−1
(F )

∫

Mataj×bj (p
−mj+1)

fj (r1 (y1) . . . rj (yj)) dyj . . .dyl.

Define

fj−1 (g) =

∫

Mataj×bj (p
−mj+1)

fj (grj (yj)) dyj.

Then Ij (fj) = Ij−1 (fj−1) and fj−1 is right smooth and satisfies (35) for 1 ≤ i ≤ j−1.
(4) Repeatedly run the algorithm steps to eventually get Il (f) = I0 (f0) = f0 (In), which

is the integral
∫

Mata1×b1(p−m1+1)
· · ·

∫

Matal×bl(p
−ml+1)

f (r1 (y1) . . . rl (yl)) dyl . . .dy1.

We end with a few useful remarks. The first one is that if the images of r∗1, . . . , r
∗
l commute,

then we may choose m1 = m2 = · · · = ml = m, where f is right invariant under In +
Matn (p

m).
The second remark is there exists a slight generalization of this algorithm, where instead

of using the fact that fj is right smooth, we use the fact that

fj (g) =

∫

Matbj×aj
(F )

f ′
j

(

gr∗j (xj)
)

ϕj (xj) dxj , (38)
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where f ′
j satisfies similar properties to fj and ϕj : Matbj×aj (F ) → C is a compactly supported

smooth function. In this generalization, (38) serves an alternative to (36), and after applying
steps 2 and 3, we get

Ij (fj) = Ij−1 (fj−1) ,

where

fj−1 (g) =

∫

Mataj×bj
(F )

f ′
j (grj (yj))Fψϕj (yj) dyj,

and where

Fψϕj (yj) =

∫

Matbj×aj
(F )

ϕj (xj)ψ (tr (xjyj)) dxj .

The advantage of this generalized version is that it allows one to apply the algorithm in the
context of archimedean fields and finite fields.

B.1. Reduction of integral domain for (k, c) ψ-functionals. In this subsection, we
explain the choice of ri and r∗i for the integral (17) from Section 3.3, introduced in [4,
Lemma 9].

Recall that

Y (R) =



























(

Ikc1
Y Ikc2

)

| Y =















0c2×c1 y12 y13 . . . y1k
0c2×c1 y23 . . . y2k

. . .
. . .

...
0c2×c1 yk−1,k

0c2×c1















| yij ∈ Matc2×c1 (R)



























.

Let

X (R) =



























(

Ikc1 X
Ikc2

)

| X =















0c1×c2
0c1×c2 x12
0c1×c2 x13 x23
...

...
...

. . .

0c1×c2 x1k x2k · · · xk−1,k















| xij ∈ Matc1×c2 (R)



























.

Let Yij (R) (respectively, Xij (R)) be the subgroup of Y (R) (respectively, X (R)) consisting
of elements such that yi′j′ = 0c2×c1 (respectively, xi′j′ = 0c1×c2) for (i′, j′) 6= (i, j). Let
r+i,j : Matc1×c2 (R) → Xij (R), r

−
i,j : Matc2×c1 (R) → Yij (R) be the obvious maps.

Let (i1, j1) , . . . , (i(k2)
, j(k2)

) be the sequence of pairs (k − 1, k), (k − 2, k − 1), . . . , (1, 2),

(k − 2, k), (k − 3, k − 1), . . . , (1, 3), . . . , (1, k).
Recall Proposition 3.3.

Proposition B.1. For any Φ ∈ ∆(T , c) ⊂ |det|−
c2
2 ∆(T , c1) × |det|

c1
2 ∆(T , c2), such that

Φ is right invariant under Ikc +Matkc (p
r+1) for r ≥ 0, we have

〈

Φ, ℓ∆(T ,c)

〉

=

∫

Y(̟−ro)

〈

Φ (yκ) , ℓ∆(T ,c1) ⊗ ℓ∆(T ,c2)

〉

dy.

The proof of this proposition follows from the root exchange algorithm by taking
r(k2)+1−m = r−im,jm and r∗

(k2)+1−m
= r+im,jm for every 1 ≤ m ≤

(

k
2

)

. We use the fact that the

images of r∗m lie in X (F ), which is a commutative group, and hence by the first remark in
the previous section, we can use the same domain for all variables. The hardest thing to
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check is that the relation (35) is satisfied. The identity follows the fact that ℓ∆(T ,c1) and
ℓ∆(T ,c2) are (k, c1) and (k, c2) ψ-Whittaker functionals, respectively, and from computing







(k2)
∏

t=s

r−it,jt (yit,jt)






r+is,js (xis,js)







(k2)
∏

t=s

r−it,jt (yit,jt)







−1

,

where one needs to change variables in the integral for some of the variables. See also a
demonstration at https://elad.zelingher.com/mathapps/gln/rootexchange.

B.2. Reduction of integration domain in the dual Ginzburg–Kaplan integral. We
explain another application of the root exchange algorithm, used in the proof of Theorem 4.6.

Lemma B.2. Suppose that W ∈ W
(

∆(T , c) , ψ(ck)

)

is invariant under right translations

of Ikc +Matkc (p). Then for any h ∈ GLc (F ),

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(F )

W



diag
(

I(k−1)c, h
)





Ic
I(k−2)c

Y Ic







 dY

=

∫

Matc×(k−2)c(o)

W



diag
(

I(k−1)c, h
)





Ic
I(k−2)c

Y Ic







 dY.

This lemma is proved using the root exchange algorithm where for 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the maps
ri : Matc (F ) → GLkc (F ) and r

∗
i : Matc (F ) → GLkc (F ) are given by

ri (y) =





Ic
I(k−2)c

yei Ic



 and r∗i (x) =





I(k−2)c − tei+1x
Ic

Ic



 .

Here ei = (0c, . . . , 0c, Ic, 0c, . . . , 0c) ∈ Matc×(k−2)c (F ) and Ic is located at the ith position.
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