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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 GL,, (F,) and Speh
representations of GL,, (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, ¢) ¥-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 [3].

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 L? ([GL,]) corresponding to the automorphic quotient [GL,]
decomposes as the direct sum of Speh representations. This was later proved by Moeeglin
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 L? ([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], [1] 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 ¢, and denote by v: 0 — F the quotient map. Choose a
uniformizer w € p. Let ¢): FF — C* be a non-trivial character. Given positive integers k and
c, let N (c*) be the unipotent radical of the standard parabolic subgroup Psy of GLy. (F7)

ck

corresponding to the composition (ck) We define a character w( ): N(ck) — C* by the

ck
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formula
I, X; = * *
Ic X2 k *

k—1
D(er) ek =¢<thXj>-
Ic Xk—l =1
I,

Then a fundamental result of [1] is that for any Speh representation A (7, ¢) (where T is a
generic representation of GLj (F)) there exists a unique (up to scalar multiplication) (k, c)
1-Whittaker functional, that is, a non-zero element

gA(T,c) € HomN(Ck) <A (T, C) 7¢(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 7 of GLy, (IF), we may construct an irreducible
level zero supercuspidal representation 7 of GLy (F'). This construction is not unique and
depends on a choice of a central character wy for 7. The Speh representation A (7,c)
of GLg. (F) is the irreducible subrepresentation of minimal dimension of the parabolically
induced representation 7°¢ = 7o- - -o7. It occurs with multiplicity one in 7°¢. On the hand, the
Speh representation A (7, ¢) of GLy. (F) is defined as the image of the standard intertwining

OperatOI' ng}ii;)vzc) : T(Zly...,zc) — T(ch"-yzl) at the point (le cey ZC) — (%’ %’ ey —%)’
where for a choice of complex numbers (zy, ..., z.) € C°, the representation 7 (*1+%) is the

(normalized) parabolically induced representation

TEre) = |det|[* T x -+ x [det|™ T = Ind =" (|det| T @ - - @ [det

Ze T)

For any element v, € 7, we define a natural lift Lv, € T corresponding to v,. We then
extend this notion to define for an element v, € 7% a lift Lv,0. € T, and then using the
Iwasawa decomposition, we define for an element froe € 7°¢ a lift LZ1r%e) foo € T (#10m2e)
Our first result establishes a relation between A (7, ¢) and A (7T, ¢) by showing that a certain
diagram is commutative (Corollary 2.8).

Theorem 1.1. The following diagram commutes:

T°¢ P A(T,c)
N N [y
T(CEl’“.’_c;l) w(e) T(_%’“.’C;l)

Hence, for any fare) € A(T,c), we have that Lfare € A(T,c). Here,

Pla(re: T°— A(T,0)

c—1 c—1
5T Ty

s a certain non-zero scalar multiple of Mlg,(lc)

1s the projection operator and MZZOC)
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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 (7, ¢) and St (7, ¢) (Remark 2.9).

Our next results establish a relation between (k, ¢) 1-Whittaker functions of A (7, ¢) and
of A(T,c). Suppose that ¢: F* — C* has conductor p, and regard 1) also as a non-
trivial character ¢p: F — C*. Let {., be a (k,1) 1-Whittaker functional of 7. We may
use ¢, to construct a (k,1) ¢»-Whittaker functional ¢, for 7 as in [36, Proposition 3.7].
Following the recursive process in [, Section 3.2], we use ¢, and {7, to construct (k,c)
Y-Whittaker functionals ;) and a7 for A(7,c) and A (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 fa(re) € A(T,¢) and define for g € GLy, (F),
W (g9) = (A (7,¢) (9) fame laee)
and for g € GLy. (F),
LW (g) = <A (Tv C) (g) ‘CfA(T,c)u gA(’T,c)> .
(1) For any ky € GLg. (0), we have the relation
LW (ko) =W (v (ko)) -

(2) Suppose that g = diag (t,I(k_l)C) where t = diag (@™,..., @), and iy,...,i. € Z.
Then we have LW (g) = 0 if min (i1, ...,i.) < 0. If ¢ < k, we have that LW (g) =0

unless iy =i =--- =1, =0.

(8) Suppose that k = ¢ and that g = diag (t, [(c—l)c) where t is as above and
min (i1, ...,%.) > 0. Then LW (g) = 0 unless iy = iy = -+ =i, = m > 0, in which
case

LW (g) = wr (w)m q—(m+1)(0—1)(;) <fA(T,c) I\diag(lc,GL(kfl)c(F))7 SO> ’

where So: T @ A(1,¢ — 1) — C is a certain functional given in Theorem 5.6.

We also have similar results for elements of the form diag (I(k—l)m t), where ¢ 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) 1»-Whittaker functions of Speh representations at elements of the form
diag (t, 1 (k_l)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 [0, 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 II and T of GL, and GLy, respectively, where T is
assumed to be generic, but nothing is assumed on II. 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 ey-factor [37] (Theo-
rem 4.10). This identity is [8, Theorem 4.24], and it is crucial for proving the results of [,
Section 5], which link special values of Bessel-Speh functions to exotic matrix Kloosterman
sums.

Theorem 1.3. Let m and 7 be irreducible cuspidal representations of GL. (F) and GLy (FF)
respectively, and let I1 and T be irreducible level zero supercuspidal representations of GL,. (F')
and GLy, (F) constructed from m and T, respectively. Then
(1) If # 2 7V then
YK (5,11 x T, ) = vK (7 x 1,9) .
(2) If m = 7V then

(8) In all cases we have
WGK (7T X T7¢) =& (7T X Taw)‘

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 7 directly,
but instead use the (k, ¢) ¥-Whittaker model of the Speh representation A (7, ¢) associated
to it. Hence it is crucial to first establish a relation between the representations A (7, ¢) and
A (T, c) and between their corresponding (k, ¢) 1¥-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 # = 7. Then for any v € 77, vV € 7 and W €
w (A (1,¢) ,@D(Cc)) as above, we have

(Z* (W, m x 1)v,0") =K (1 x 7,¢) (Z (W, 7 x T)v,0"))

: <U ® vY ® fA(T,c) rdiag(IC7GL(k71)c(F))v S> )
where S: 7V @7 QTR A (1, — 1) = C is a certain functional defined in Section 4.2.2.

3

[V

c

+q 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 x GLy, 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].
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1.1. Notation. Suppose that R is a ring. Given a composition (ni,...,n,) of a positive
integer n, let
I, * *
I,
N(nh,,,,nr) (R) =
*
I,

and let
Piuy,onpy (R) = {diag (b1, ..., k) | hj € GLy, (R)} X Niuy,.npy (R) -

The group P, ....n,) (R) is the standard parabolic subgroup of GL, (R) corresponding to the
composition (ni,...,n,), and N, ) (R) is the unipotent radical of P, .. ) (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 7y, ..., 7. of GL,, (F), ..., GL,, (F),
respectively, we denote their parabolic induction by 7 o---o7,.. This is the representation of
GL, (IF) acting by right translations on the space of all functions f: GL, (F) > n®---®7,,
satisfying the condition that for any g € GL, (F), and any p € P, ., (F) of the form
p = diag (hy, ..., hy) u, where u € Ny, ) (F) and hy € GL,, (F), ..., h, € GL,, (F),

f(pg):Tl(h1>®®Tr(hr>f(g)

By [l 1, Theorem 2.4], for every irreducible representation o of GL,, (IF), there exist a com-
position (nq,...,n,) of n and irreducible cuspidal representations 7, ..., 7, of GL,, (F),
..., GL,,, (), respectively, such that o is a subrepresentation of the parabolically induced
representation 7 o --- o 7,.. The equivalence classes of the representations 7y, ..., 7, are
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uniquely determined, up to permutation. We define the cuspidal support of o 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 Ty, ..., T, of GL,, (F), ..., GL,, (F), respectively, we denote their (normalized)
parabolic induction by 77 X -+ x 7,.. This is the representation of GL, (F') acting by right
translations on the space of all right-smooth functions ®: GL,, (F) — 71 ® --- ® 7T, sat-
isfying the condition that for any g € GL, (F), and any p € Py, n,(F) of the form
p = diag (h1, ..., h.) u, where u € N, . n,) (F), and hy € GL,,, (F), ..., h, € GL,, (F),

1

D (pg) = 5153( (diag (h1, ..., 7)) Ti(h) ® --- @ T, (hy) @ (g),

NY,eeey ny)
where 0 Pons o 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 h; € GL,, (F) and hy € GL,, (F),

513(”1,”2) (dlag (hl, hg)) = |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 ¢ elements. We recall the definition of an important class of irreducible represen-
tations of GLy. (F) called Speh representations. These are also known in the literature as
“generalized trivial representations”. Our discussion is based on [33, Section 4].

Let 7 be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLj (). Denote A (7,1) = 7. When
¢ > 1, the parabolic induction 7°¢ = 7o --- o 7, a representation of GLg, (F), is not irre-
ducible. The equivalence classes of irreducible subrepresentations of 7°¢ are in bijection with
the (equivalence classes of) irreducible representations of the symmetric group on ¢ elements
S, which in turn are in bijection with partitions of ¢. There are two irreducible subrepre-
sentations of 7°¢ that appear with multiplicity one. These are the Steinberg representation
St (7, ¢), which corresponds to the partition (¢) and the Speh representation A (7, ¢), which
corresponds to the partition (1¢). The Steinberg representation St (7, c¢) is the irreducible
subrepresentation of 7°¢ with maximal dimension, while the Speh representation A (7, c¢) is
the irreducible subrepresentation of 7°¢ with minimal dimension (to show this, use the fact
that the dimension of the irreducible subrepresentation of 7° corresponding to the partition
A | ¢ is a scalar multiple of the unipotent representation of GL.. (Fy) corresponding to A (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 ¢ = ¢; + ¢y, then the Speh representation A (7, ¢) is a subrepresentation
of the parabolic induction A (7,¢1) o A (7, ¢3).

We remark that in [7], the Speh representation A (7,¢) was defined for any irreducible
generic representation 7. 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 pra(,q: 7 — A (T, 0):

1 0
prA(T,c) = Pc (qk) Z hun

weS,
where
PX)=(1+X)(1+X+X?) ... (1+X+-- -+ X

is the Poincare polynomial and %Y is given by the Howe isomorphism. We explain the last
point now. For any permutation w € &., we may realize it as a kc X kc block matrix, with
blocks of size k, in the following way. First represent w as ¢ X ¢ matrix, and then replace
each zero entry in the matrix with the matrix Oy, and each 1 entry in the matrix with [j.
Now let h,,: 7°¢ — 7°¢ be the operator corresponding to the characteristic function of the
double coset Pyeyw Py by Mackey theory, that is, for f € 7°¢ and x € GLy,. (F),

(haf)@)= > fge) = 2. f ().
9€(PreywPike))/ Piwe) u€N(ke)/ (N(eyMwNgeyw™?)

where for w € &, and g € GLy, (F), we denote f* (g) = wf (g), where &, acts on 7% by
permuting the components of pure tensors. We then normalize h,, as Howe [18, Page 12],
by setting

h?U _ q_ k(k;l)g(w)wT (_1)£(w) hw,
where w, is the central character of 7 and ¢ (w) is the length of the permutation w.
Forevery 1 <i<c—1,let s; = (i,i+ 1) € &, be a simple transposition. Then we have
the following Hecke algebra relations [18, Theorem 5.1
(1) For every 1 <4,j <cwith [i — j| > 1, we have hJ o hJ. = h) o hj,.
(2) For every 0 <i < c¢—2, wehave h), oh?  oh) =h) ohd ohl .
(3) hY ohd = ¢"idseec + (¢" — 1)hY.
By [17, Lemma 3.1], we may decompose pr .. in the following way:

1

Proposition 2.1.

PIA(re) = P, (qk) (1_[) Sj_i + q(J—Z)Tl “idgoe |,
1§igj§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 prg(, . : 7°¢ — St (7,¢) is

given by
1 i\ A(w)
PIgt(r,c) = P (g Z (=)™ hoe

weS,
Consider the automorphism of End (7°¢) that sends h? to (—qk)é(w) (h?u,l)_l for every w €

S.. By [29, Lemma 2.5, this automorphism sends P, (qk) PIA(re) tO qk(g)Pc (q_k) PISg(r.c)s
and therefore sends pry(, . t0 prey(; - Applying this automorphism to both sides of Propo-
sition 2.1 and using the relation

) = R (4 1) i



8 ELAD ZELINGHER

we get

(_1)(5) ¢ -1
PIst(r,c) = . (¢") H <h8ji + m .1dToc> )
1§(Z'Zg])§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
v: 0 — F be the quotient map. Let @ € p be a uniformizer.

Let T be an irreducible supercuspidal representation of GLj (F'). Given an integer ¢ > 1,
one may construct an irreducible representation of GLg,. (F'), called the Speh representation
and denoted A (7, ¢). In this section, we explain the relation between Speh representations
of GLg. (F) and of GLy. (IF) using level zero supercuspidal representations.

2.2.1. Speh representations over local fields. We first recall the definition of the Speh rep-
resentation A (7,¢). These were introduced by Jacquet in [19, Section 2.2]. We follow
[1, Section 2.2]. Given zi,...,z. € C, we consider the (normalized) parabolically induced
representation

TEr2) = I (|det]* T -+ @ [det|* T) . (1)

A section ®(1%) for the family T (*1+%) is an assignment Q x GLy, (F) — T ®¢, denoted
by (21,...,2e g) > ®CG1%) (¢ such that for any (zy,...,z.) in an open set ) the assign-
ment g > ®G1%) (¢) is an element of T(*1+%) . A section ®1-%) is called a flat section
if Q = C° and if for any kg € GLy. (0), the assignment (21, ..., z.) > ®Z1%) (kg) does not
depend on 2y, ..., z.. A section &%) is called a holomorphic section if it can be written
as a (finite) C [¢™1, ..., ¢**]-linear combination of flat sections. A section ®1-%) is called
a meromorphic section if it can be written as a (finite) C (¢~*', ..., ¢~ *)-linear combination
of flat sections.

Given a flat section ®(*1++%) and g € GLy. (F), we consider the integral

M0 (g) = ey [ 06 (ugeyug) du, e
(k©)

where w(;c is the longest Weyl element in &, and wey € GLy. (F') is the matrix representing
w(ie), where we replaced every zero entry by 0, and every 1 entry by I. Here, w(<) acts on
T®¢ by permuting components of pure tensors.

It is well-known that the integral (2) converges absolutely for (21, ..., z.) in a cone and has
a meromorphic continuation to C¢ [34, Theorem IV.1.1], by which we mean that it results
in a (finite) C (¢~*, ..., ¢ *)-linear combination of elements in 7. We keep denoting the
meromorphic continuation of (2) by the same symbol. Then in its domain of definition,

M&llg)”’“) defines an intertwining operator
T(zl,...,zc) N T(ch“vzl)'

It is also well-known that ijgc) +*) i3 holomorphic at the point

( ) c—1 c—3 c—1
Zlyeny 2e) = , N .
1 ) 9 9 9

c—1 c¢—3 cfl)

. . , (50550,
The Speh representation A (7, c) is defined as the image of My 2, * :




SPEH REPRESENTATIONS FOR LEVEL ZERO REPRESENTATIONS 9

It turns out that if ¢ = ¢; + ¢, then A (T, ¢) is a subrepresentation of the parabolically
induced representation |det|_72 A(T,c1) % |det|71 A (T, ).

c

Remark 2.3. Similarly, it is also well-known that Méfﬁc) w2 i holomorphic at the point

( )_ c—1 ¢—3 c—1
Zlyee+9Rc) — 9 y 9 goeoy 9 .

The Steinberg representation St (7, c) is defined as the image of My

T2 2 7Y ;
(1€)

c—1 c—3 c 1)

We remark that the definition of the Speh representation A (7, ¢) given above makes sense
for any essentially unitary irreducible representation 7. We also remark that in [1] and [24]
a generalized Speh representation A (7, ¢) was defined for any irreducible generic represen-
tation 7. However, for our purposes we only need to consider supercuspidal representations.

2.2.2. Lewvel zero representations. Let T be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLy (F).
Let x: F’* — C* be a character, such that x [,x= w, ov [,x. Consider the following
representation of F'* - GLy (0):

(x @ 7) (zko) = x (2) T (v (ko)) ,
for any z € F* and ko € GLg (0). Then the compactly induced representation

. GLy(F
T = 1ndFX’féL)k(o) (x®7)

is an irreducible supercuspidal representation of GLy (F') [32, Theorem 6.2]. We say that T
is an irreducible level zero supercuspidal representation of GLy (F') constructed from T with
central character x. Henceforth we will always write wy instead of x.

Given an element v, € 7, we have an element Lv, € T given by the function supported
on F* - GL (0), satisfying

(Lvr) (zko) = wr (2) T (v (ko)) v,

for any z € F* and kg € GLy (0).

Given vectors v, 1, ..., v, € T, we define

£(UT,1®"'®UT,C) =£UT,1®"'®£UT7CET@"'@T.

We extend the definition of Lv,ee for every v.ec € 7% using linearity.
Let f € 7°¢. We define a flat section

L (7150%c) (f) c T(zly-”vzc)
as follows. First notice that the assignment GLy.(0) — T®¢ given by ko — Lf (v (ko))
Gch(o)
P(kC)ﬂGch(O)

Gch (F) = P(kc) . GLkC (0) s

defines an element of Ind (7%¢). Hence, by the Iwasawa decomposition

we may lift this element uniquely to a flat section £Z1+%) (f) € T(Z1%) that satisfies

LE2) (£) (ko) = L (f (v (ko))
for any kg € GLy. (0).
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2.2.3. Simple reflection intertwining operators. Let ®(1-2) ¢ T(1m2) he a flat section.
For 1 <i<c—1,1let s; =(i,i+ 1) € &, be a transposition. For an element g € GLoy (F)
denote

d; (9) = diag (](i—l)ka g, [(c—i—l)k) .
Consider the following intertwining operator

(Ms(fl,---7zc)@(zl,---,Zc)) (9) = Si/ P21r7c) (di ((I ]k) (Ik ‘;()) g) dX. (3)
Maty, (F) k k

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

Ms(?l,...,zc) . T(zl,...,zc) N 7'si(zl,...,zc)7

where s; acts on (z1, ..., z.) by swapping the i-th and the i + 1-th components.

Recall the following decompositions of the long Weyl element in &, [17, Equation (2.3)
and below]:

(81) (8281) c. (Sc_lsc_g N Sl) = (8182 c. Sc—l) N (8182) S1.

Using either of these decompositions, we may decompose M&illc)z) as a composition of
operators M;, corresponding to the decomposition we choose, where the complex parameters
are inferred.

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

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

Lemma 2.4. For any f € 7°° we have

M('zl?"'?'zC)ﬁ(zly"'y'zC) _ —(g)ﬁsi(zl,...,zc) h 1 qk - 1
i (f)—q (Sif)+wT(_)W

Lo ().

Here, the integral defining Ms(fl""’zc) converges absolutely for Rez; > Rez;r1 and the equality
1s understood elsewhere as an equality of its meromorphic continuation.

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

Proof. Throughout the proof, we will use the notation 7; (h;) ® 7,41 (hiy1), where h;, hi 1 €
GLg (F) to mean the linear map
idf_@(i_l) Q7T (hy) @ T (hiy1) ® id, ®k—iml). @, 8e

and similarly for the notation 7; (h;) ® Tiy1 (hiy1), where hy, hiq € GLy (F).
By the Iwasawa decomposition GLy. (F) = Pe) - GLyc (0), it suffices to prove the equality
for elements in GLg, (0). Furthermore, since for any kg € GLg. (0) we have

E(zl,...,zc) (Toc (I/ (1{30)) f) _ T(z1,...,zc) (]fo) £(Z1""’Zc) (f) ’

it suffices to prove the equality at Ij.. Let ®(1-+%) = £E1-%) (£) Consider the maximum
norm on Maty, (F), defined by ||(zi;)|| = max|z;|, ;. We split the integral in (3) into two
parts: The first integral is

(A L)) I

X<t
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and the second integral is

g () 2))) o ”

[X]>1

Regarding the first integral, since ||X|| < 1, the matrices appearing in the argument of
®(=1%) ]l lie in GLy. (0), and therefore by definition we get the value

(a0 ) D))

X<t

Since the integrand is invariant under Mat,. (p) translations, we get by the isomorphism
v: Maty (0) / Maty (p) = Maty (F) that (4) contributes

o 2 (el ) (- 1) e

Regarding the second part, since GLy (F') is open dense in Maty (F'), we may integrate
over GLg (F). We replace the additive Haar measure with the multiplicative Haar measure
by using the relation dX = |det X|* d* X, where we normalize correctly, so that 1+ Maty, (p)

has volume q_(g). Then (5) becomes

I I, X
) (21,--r2¢) ) k k k 1x
SZALk(F)q> : (dl ((Ik ) ( [k))) det X" d* X. (6)

X>1

For X € GL; (F) let X = ki xaxks x be a Cartan decomposition, where k; = ky x, ko =

ko x € GLy (0) and ax = diag (@™, ..., @™), where my > --- > my. Let 0 < r < k be such
that the diagonal entries of a¥ = diag (@™,...,@™) all have m; > 0 and such that the
diagonal entries of ay = diag (w™+',...,w™*) all have m; < 0. Then we have the following

decomposition, where the first two matrices on the second line lie in Py and the last two
matrices on that line lie in GLg. (0):

()" 5)

_ (&' ~(ax)" I Lir k!
ky I, I, ax ko)

Hence, we get

o (a((, 9) (B 0)
= detax | T (’fz‘ 1 (Ir —(a)_()_l)) T (kl <Ir a)_()) (7)

Iy kit
XL | (fovod) I n < /{;2)
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We will first evaluate (7) at (I, ..., I). This amounts to evaluating a function £ (v &)
for some v, € 7% at the point

(L I
(Ika"'7[k7k21< _(a;()_l)ukh( a;{)vlku"'vlk)-

Since L (vrec) is only supported on [[_, (F* - GLy (F)), we must have that <IT a;() is a

scalar matrix. Therefore, if || X|| > 1 then we must have r = 0 and ayx = w7}, for some
j > 1, and we may assume ky = Ij.. Then the integral (6) evaluated at (I, ..., ;) becomes

Lg(0)

Sizqkj(zi“_zi)/c; 7 (v (k1)™") @ 71 (v (k1)) f (Tke) ¥ Fr

1

= _.s (— -1 : X
- qkzi—zit1) — 1 5i /GrLk(o) TZ( v (k1) ) ® Tit1 (v (k1)) | (Lke) 7 kn,

where the convergence is for Re (z; — z;41) > 0.
We are left to deal with the inner integral

N /GH () ) @7 v ) £ (k) 4k

Since the argument is invariant under 1 4+ Maty (p), this evaluates to

q_(g)wT (—1) S; Z Ti (h_l) X Ti+1 (h') f (Ikc) .

heGLy (F)

By Corollary A.2, we have the following equality of operators 7®¢ — 7%¢,

s> m(h) ©7 (h) = ¢B (g~ 1) -ide.
heGLy, (F)

Thus, the integral (5) evaluated at (I, ..., I;) contributes

k
" —1
Wr (_1) qk(zi—zHl) — 1f (Lcc) )

To finish, we claim that the function defined by (6) is supported on [Tj_, (F* - GLg (0)).
It is clear that if (hq,...,h.) is in the support of the function defined by (7), then for any
J # 1,1+ 1 we must have h; € F* - GLy (0). By replacing f with a suitable right translation
of it, we may assume henceforth, without loss of generality, that h; = Ij for every j # i,i+1.

Suppose that h; or h;yq are not in F* - GL (0). We want to show that (6) vanishes at
(hi,...,h.). Since the center acts by the central character, we may assume that h; and h;q

have Cartan decomposition with diagonal part (I” b1> and <b2 Ly ), respectively, where

. / . "
0 < ry,re < k and b; = diag (wmﬁ“,...,w%) and by, = diag wmg,...,wmrzﬂ), such

that min (ry,72) < kand 0 >m, ;> --->mj and mj, > --- > my,, > 0. If (hy,..., ~e)
is in the support of (7) for some X, then we must have that

]T‘ / T /
hzk’Q_l ( . ( _)—1) = tlkl and hi+1k‘1 (I a_) = t2k’2 (8)

ax X
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for some t1,t, € F* and ki, k}, € GLj (0). Writing
b = Kty <L”

and comparing the Cartan decomposition of both sides of (9), we see that t1,ts € 0%, so
without loss of generality t; = t; = 1. In addition, (9) implies that the diagonal parts of the
Cartan decomposition of h; and h;;; must be related, and that they determine ay. More

precisely,
Ir _ ]7“1 b2 _ [ Wak-—) (a)_()_l W(1k-r)
(o) = () e () = P

which implies that 1 < ry =1, = r < k and m; = m; = —m] for every r < j < k, and
hence ay = b;. Denote b = b;. As we just explained above, the value b is determined by the
Cartan decomposition of h;. By (7) and (10), the evaluation of (6) at (hy,...,h.) is given

by
o 5 Vol (GLk (0) (“+ b) GLy (o))

X

I
) ko and hisy = Kyt ( ( _)—1) ki 9)

ax

|det b .
at=diag(w™1,...,0™") Vol (GLk (0)>
mi1>mg>-->my >0
I
Ik—r ]{31_1 (11)

X L] (fovod) I ot L

GLg(0) J GLg/(0) r [ 2

k—r

<Ik7”'7lk7hik2_1 <[7“ _b—l) 7hi+1k1 <IT’ b) 7[k7"'7[k) dxkldxk2-

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

I, Yb!
Ny = {( I ) | Y € Matrx(k_r) (0)} C Iy + Maty (p)

yields an inner integral

I
~1
/ clovedy ||, 7 <k1 k)
YEMatrx(kfr')(o) r a I 2 (12)
k—r
1 (1, I, I, Y
<[k7”'7lk7hik21 < _b—l) 7hi+1k1 < b) < [k— ) 7Ik7"’7lk) dy.
Since (IT I:i T) € GLy (0), we see that the argument of the last expression is in the support

of £ (v,ec) for some vyec € 7€ if and only if k; and ks are such that

(1L I
hiks ! ( _b—l) s itk ( b) € GLy (o),
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and in this case (12) evaluates to a scalar multiple of

(ot ))) o ()

I, Y Iy, ' kit
PR a e | O [T

T
Y €Mat,.y (x—r)(F)

But for 1 <r <k — 1 we have that

L Y
2 ()T( I'H):O

Y eMat,. (k—r) F

because 7 is cuspidal. Therefore, we proved that the evaluation of (6) is zero if h; or h;yq
are not in F*GLy (0).
O

Remark 2.6. For future purposes, it will be useful to evaluate the following more general
intertwining operator. Let 7i,...,7. be irreducible level zero supercuspidal representations
of GLy (F') constructed from irreducible cuspidal representations 1,...,7. of GLj (F), re-
spectively. Let
e GLye e

T = Indgle ™ (det | T @ @ det | 7o)

We can define the notion of lifts and also define intertwining operators
hs;: TWo-+-0T,— T4 0-+-0T;410T;0-+-0T,.

Consider the intertwining operator

2150y 2 (2150-52¢) $i(21,00052¢)
MSZ T7—17 ’7—6 722(7—1777’6)

defined by the same formula as (3). Then, similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.4, we can show
that for any f € 71 0--- 0o 7. we have

(1) If 7; is not isomorphic to 7,41, then

Mz L) () = ) L) (b ).

(2) If Ti = Ti+1, then
M2 Ll () —gm () L) (1 f)

) !
wr (@) wry, (@) gz — 1

(- Lo ()

where for 1 < j <, wr; is the central character of 7;.

By applying Lemma 2.4 repeatedly to the decomposition
M(lc):(M81)O(M82OMS1)O"'O(M O"'OMS1)a

Sc—1

or to the decomposition
M(lc) = (Msl o Msc 1) "0 (Msl © MS2) © (M81> )

where the complex parameters are inferred, we get the following theorem.



SPEH REPRESENTATIONS FOR LEVEL ZERO REPRESENTATIONS 15

Theorem 2.7. For any f € 7°¢, we have

k
(21yee52¢) P (214000s2e) £ . 5 (2cyay21) 0 q — 1 K .
Mw(110> L= f=w( 1)(2) £ 1 H <h5ji T gFi—z) — 1 ldToc> ak
(i)
1<i<j<c
where the product is ordered by the lexicographic ordering, taken either right to left or left to
right.

Applying Theorem 2.7 to

( )= c—1c¢c—-3 c—1
Rly vy Rc) = 2 ) 2 st 2 )

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

Corollary 2.8. The following diagram commutes

PTA(7,c)

T°¢ A(T,C)
et |t
T(cgl’m’_cgl) w(ye) 7_(_c517 7cgl)7

and hence we have a commutative diagram

PTA(7,c)

T A (T, c)
PTS  V
T( c;l’ — CEl) w(ye) A (T’ C)
c c—1 _c—1
uhere M, = P () wr (<176 aali 75,

c—1 c—1

From now and on, we denote for a function f € A (7, ¢) its lift by Lf = £t )f €
A(T,c).

Remark 2.9. Applying the theorem at the point

( )= c—1 ¢—3 c—3 c—1
ZlyevesRe) = 9 ) 9 I 92 ’ 92 ;

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:

PIst(r,c)

To°¢ St (7, ¢)
[{(7651 ,,,,, c21>l . ‘/ﬁ(czl ..... 7‘:51)
7 2) ST ),
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3. (k,c¢) WHITTAKER MODELS OF SPEH REPRESENTATIONS

This section is devoted to explaining the notion of (k,c¢) -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.

1. (k, c¢) ¥»-Whittaker models of Speh representations over finite fields. We define
a character @D(Ck): N(Ck) (F) — C* by the formula

I, X; * =« *

Ic X2 * * E_1
Vo) S :¢<;tr){j>. (14)

If ¥ is a finite-dimensional representation of GLy. (F), we say that 0 # v € ¥ is a (k,¢)
- Whittaker vector if for any u € N(ck) (F), we have X(u)v = ¢<ck> (u)v. An element

0#/ € HomN(ck)(F) (E, w(dﬂ)) is called a (k, ¢) - Whittaker functional. The representation

Y. admits a (k, ¢) ¥-Whittaker vector if and only if it admits a (k, ¢) 1-Whittaker functional.
When ¢ = 1 we omit the (k, ¢) from the notation and simply say that v is a »-Whittaker
vector and that ¢ is a ¢¥-Whittaker functional. We also denote Uy = N, (1) and ¢ = @D(Ck).

A representation ¥ of GLy (F) is called generic if it admits a -Whittaker vector, and is
called of Whittaker type if it admits a unique (up to scalar multiplication) -Whittaker
vector. These definitions do not depend on the choice of the non-trivial character . It
is well-known that irreducible cuspidal representation of GLj (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 ¥ is an irreducible generic representation of

GLg (F), then there exists a unique subspace of IndSL(’]“F) (v) that is isomorphic to . We
denote this subspace by W (X, ) and call it the - Whittaker model of ¥.

In his master’s thesis [7, Theorem 6.4], Carmon showed that if 7 is an irreducible cuspidal
representation of GLy (), then for any ¢ the Speh representation A (7,¢) admits a unique
(up to scalar multiplication) (k, ¢) ¥-Whittaker vector, and hence also a unique (up to scalar
multiplication) (k,c) ¢-Whittaker functional'. These results are analogous to the results of

[1], which we will discuss in the next section. It follows from Frobenius reciprocity that there

exists a unique subspace of Ind$ ~ k)((ITF)) (w(ck)) that is isomorphic to A (7, ¢). We denote this
subspace by W (A (1,¢) ,¢( )) and call it the (k,c) ¢-Whittaker model of A (T, c).

This space can be realized explicitly as follows. Choose an inner product (") Alr
A (7,c) that is invariant under the action of GLy. (IF). Let 0 # va(re) e A(r, ) b ea

(k, c) ¥-Whittaker vector. Then

W (3010 0) = {0 (8.0 @)t vamane)

k

Vniro) € A (T, }
A(r,c) Alre) ( )

'His 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) ¥-Whittaker model of A (7,¢) is given by choosing a
function corresponding to a (k, ¢) 1-Whittaker vector, normalized at the identity to have the
value 1. This is the Bessel-Speh function corresponding to A (T, c) with respect to ¢, defined
as the following matrix coefficient:

(A (7€) (9) VA () ky 2 VAT 0 oty ) Alre)
BSA(T,C),dJ (g) = | ’
(m(mw(ck) , UA(TvCW(cH) Alre)

where g € GLy. (F). It follows from the uniqueness property of the (k,c) @b(ck)—Whittaker

vector of A (7, ¢) that this function is the unique function W € W (A (1,¢), @D(Ck)) satisfying
W (Ig.) =1 and W (gu) = ¢(ck) (w) W (g) for any g € GLy. (F) and any u € N(ck) (F).

By [7, Proposition 6.21], for any (k, c) ¥-Whittaker vector va(rc)p, . € A(7,¢) and any
h € GL, (F), we have that A (7, c) (diag® (h)) va(r.e)e
the central character of 7 and

diag® (h) = diag (h, ..., h) € GLy. (F).

(<F)

= w; (det h) va(r,) , where w, is

(k) (k)

This result is analogous to [, Lemma 12]. It follows that for any W € W (A (1,¢) ,w(ck)>,
any g € GLg. (F) and any h € GL. (F),
W (diag® (h) g) = w, (det h) W (g) ,
and that
BS A(r.0).0 (gdiagk (h)) = w (det h) BSA(r.e)0 (9) -

In particular it follows that the function BSa(r ), is invariant under conjugation by elements
of diag" (GL, (F)).

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

As before, when ¢ = 1, we omit the (k, ¢) from the notation and write ¢ = ¢(1k), U (F) =
Let T be an irreducible supercuspidal representation of GLy (F'). It is well-known that T

is generic, that is, there exists a non-zero - Whittaker functional’ for T, i.e., an element 0 #

(1, € Homy, 7y (T,4). Moreover, it is well-known that such element is unique, up to scalar
multiplication. By Frobenius reciprocity, there exists a unique subspace of Indglf(’}(f) (1) that
is isomorphic to 7. This is the - Whittaker model of T, which we denote by W (T, ).

In [1] it was shown that the Speh representation A (7, ¢) is a representation of type (k, ¢).

In particular, this means that
dim HOHIN(ck)(F) (A (T, C) s ¢(ck)> =1.

We call a non-zero element in HomN(ck)(F) (A (T,c), w(dﬂ)) a (k,c) -Whittaker functional’.

2The notion of a (k, ¢) ¥-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 IndG( ’“) F) <¢(ck>>

that is isomorphic to A (7, ¢). We denote this subspace by W (A (T,c) ,¢(ck)>, and call it

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

Proposition 3.1. For any W € W(A (T, c),w(ck)>, any h € GL.(F) and any g €
GLg. (F),

W (diag" (h) g) = wr (det k) - W (g),
where wr is the central character of T and where

diag” (h) = diag (h, ..., h) € GLy. (F).

3.3. (k,c) y-Whittaker models of Speh representations of level zero representa-
tions. Let 7 and T be as in Section 2.2. Let ¢p: I — C* be an additive character with
conductor p, i.e., ¢ is trivial on p but not on 0. We also realize i as a character of F = o/p.
Let {;,: 7 — C be a ¢-Whittaker functional. A ¢-Whittaker functional ¢7,: T — C is
given by

(. brg) = / (f () o) ™ () ds,
(0)\Ux (F)

where the Haar measures are normalized such that Uy (0) has volume 1. See [30, Proposition
3.7].

This allows us to lift Whittaker functions W E W (r,¢) to L(W) € W(T,) as follows.
Any W € W (r,v¢) can be written as W (g) = W, (9) = (7 (9) v, lry), where g € GLj (F)
and v, € 7. We define for g € GLy (F),

LW)(g) =LWy)(g9) = (T (9) £(v-), br:) -
We have the following formula for £ (W) ([36, Proposition 3.9]).

Proposition 3.2. For any W € W (1,v), the function L(W) € W (T ,v) is supported on
* Ui (F') - GLg (0) and satisfies

L (W) (zuko) = wr (2) ¢ () W (v (ko)) ,
for any z € F*, w € Uy, and ky € GLj (0).

Using the Whittaker functional ¢, we may construct a (k, ¢) ©-Whittaker functional for
A (T,c). This is a recursive process which is explained in [1, Section 2.4]. We recall this
process now.

Let ¢ = ¢; + ¢ where 0 < ¢1,¢0 < ¢ and suppose that we have already constructed
(k,c1) and (k, cp) ¢-Whittaker functionals €a(7 ¢,y and la(r e, for A(T,c) and A (T, cp),
respectively.

Let us realize A (T, ¢) as a subrepresentation of the parabolic induction |det| A(T,c1)x
|det\ A(T,ca).

Let k € G, be the permutation

1+a+bcl OSCI,SCl—l,
l+a+cik+bes o <a<c+c—1,

m(1+a+bc):{
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where 0 < a<c—1and 0 <b <k —1. Also denote by s the column permutation matrix

corresponding to k, that is

I, 0
0 0 I, O
0 0 0 0 I, O
/-f:(te,.;u) ten(kc))— 0 I, ' ) (15)
0 0 0 I,
o o0 -~ 0 0 0 I,

where for every 1 < j < ke, 'e; is the jth standard column vector. Suppose that R is either

a ring or a fractional ideal of a ring. Let
(

3

0 Y12 w13 Y1k
I 0 o3 Yok
Y(R) =4[y R . | yij € Mate,xe, (R) (16)
Y i,
0 Yr—1k
\ O Vs
By [4, Lemma 9] the functional {a¢r): A(T,c¢) — C defined by the formula
(@, la(T.e) = /( )<‘I> (k) OA(T 1) @ La(T er)) Ay (17)
V(F

is a non-zero (k, c) ¥-Whittaker functional of A (7, ¢).

By realizing A (7, ¢) as a subrepresentation of the parabolic induction A (7,¢1) 0o A (7, ¢32),
we form the exact same process over a finite field to obtain a non-zero (k,c) v-Whittaker
functional la¢-cy: A (7,¢1) 0 A(T,¢2) = C, given by the recursive formula

1
<(I)7 gA(T7C)> N |V (IF)| Z <(I) (yr) a(re) ® £A(T702)> :
yeY(F)

For our applications, we will need to reduce the domain of integration in the formula for
Ua(7.¢)- This is achieved by the method of root exchange (see Appendix B).

Proposition 3.3. For any ® € A(T,¢) C |det|_c72 A(T,c1) x |det|%1 A (T, cz), such that ®
is right invariant under I, + Maty, (p"™1) for r > 0, we have

(D, la(T,0)) = | (D (yr), Ca(Ter) @ LA(T e0)) dy-

Y(w~To
For any f € A(7,c¢), let Wy: GLj. (F) — C be the function
Wf (g) = <A (7-? C) (g) f> EA(T,C)> .
Similarly, for any ® € A (T, ¢), let Wg: GLy. (F) — C be the function
W<I> (g) = <A (Ta C) (g) (I>> EA(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 ko € GLyg. (0) and any f € A (7, ¢),

Wep) (ko) = Wy (v (ko)) -

Proof. The proof is by induction on c. If ¢ = 1 then the statement follows from Propo-
sition 3.2. Otherwise, let ¢ = ¢; + ¢ where ¢1,c3 < ¢. Then by induction we have that
for j = 1,2 and f; € A(7,¢;) the equality Wy, (Ikcj) = Wy, (Ikcj) holds, which implies
that <fj,€A(T,Cj)> = <£fj,€A(T7cj)>. By Proposition 3.3, we may reduce the domain of in-
tegration in (17) to Y (o). Since we normalized ) (o) to have volume 1, it follows that
<£ fs €A(T7C)> = < fs €A(m)>. Finally, the proposition holds for general kg € GLy. (0) because
A(T . c) (ko) Lf = L(A(T,¢) (v (ko)) f)- O

As before, for W = W; e W (A (1,¢) ,¢(ck)>, where f € A(7,c), denote LW = W,y €

4% (A (T,¢) ,¢(Ck)>. We will need knowledge of the behavior of LW at elements of the form

diag (h, I(k—l)c) and of the form diag (I(k—l)c> h), where h € GL. (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,...,t.) where ty,... t. € F*.

(1) If LW (diag (t, Lk-1)c)) # 0, then |t1],...,|t.| < 1. Moreover, if k > c, then |t;| =
o=t = 1.

(2) If LW (diag (L(5-1)c;t)) # 0, then |t1],...,|tc| = 1. Moreover, if k > c then |t;]| =
o=t = 1.

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

of its diagonal except for its (4,7 + ¢) entry, which is chosen to be ¢; 'y, where y € 0* is an
element such that ¥ (y) # 1. Then since LW is right invariant under 1 + Maty, (p), we have

LW (diag (, Ij_1)) u) = LW (diag (t, I_1).)) -

On the other hand, we get from conjugation and the left (N (cb): (0 (ck)> -equivariance property
that
LW (diag (t, I(k—l)c) u) = (y) LW (diag (t, I(k—l)c)) .

Thus we get that LW vanishes on diag (t, I(k_l)c).
Suppose that £ > c¢. Assume first that ¢ is dominant, i.e., that |t;| < |to] < -+ < |t.].
Consider the functional

W (A(7,0), ¢ ) = €
defined by the formula
6 (W) = LW (diag (¢, Lp-1)c)) -
Suppose that |¢;| < 1 and [t;41] = 1. If u € N ge—i) (0), we get by conjugation and the left
(N (Ck),w(ck))—equivariance property and the fact that 1 is trivial on p that

LW (diag (t, Ip_1y) u) = LW (diag (¢, Ip_1.)) -
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In particular, this implies that the functional ¢, is invariant under right translations of
N pe—s) (F). Tt follows that

gt - HomN(i,kcfi)(F) (A (T, C) s 1) .

The last Hom-space is zero because otherwise there would be an irreducible cuspidal repre-
sentation of GLu (F) for ¢ <i < ¢ < k in the cuspidal support of A (7, ¢).

In the general case, let w € GL,. (F) be a permutation matrix such that wtw™" is dominant.
Then by Proposition 3.1, we have

LW (diag (t, I(k_l)c)) = w- ! (det w) LW’ (diag (wtw_l, ](k—l)c)) ,

where W' € W (A (1,¢) ’¢(ck)) is given by W’ = A (7, ¢) (diag" (w)) W. From the previous

case we get |t1| = -+ = |t.| = 1. O

We will also need formulas for the special case k = ¢. In this case, the special values can
be expressed in terms of functionals on the space A (7, c), realized as a subrepresentation of
the parabolic induction 70 A (7,¢ — 1) (or of A (7,¢ — 1) o7). In the notation of Section 3.3
and (17), we take ¢; =1 and ¢y = ¢ — 1 (respectively, c; = c— 1 and ¢y = 1).

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that {a(rc) is constructed with respect to ;. and {a(r.c—1), and that
Ua(T e) @5 constructed with respect to lr .y and (acrc—1). Then for any t = diag (t1,...,t.) =
diag (™, ..., @") with max(i;)i_; > 1 and any ® = Lf for f € A(1,¢) C 7o A(T,c—1),
we have that We (diag (t, Ic(c_l))) 18 zero unless 11 = - - =1, =m > 1, in which case

Wa (diag (1, Loe—)) = wr (@)" ¢ DG (f (L), So)
where Sy is the functional on T @ A(1,¢ — 1), given by

1
<UT ® fA(T,c—1)7 SO> = Z Z <7' ( _g_l) Ur, 677¢>
(F)

g€GLc_1(F) y€V1,c—1

X <A (7—7 ¢ — 1) ((g I(c—1)2> y’il,c—l) fA(T,C—l)? gA(T,C—1)> )

where Yy .1 1s the group in (16) forc; =1 and co =c—1 and k = ¢ — 1, and where Ky .
is the element from (15) corresponding to same parameters.

We have the following similar result for elements of the form diag (I (k—1)es t).

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that {a(rc) is constructed with respect to {a(r -1y and Ly, and that
Ua(T ) @5 constructed with respect to et c—1) and {1 . Then for any t = diag (t1,...,t.) =
diag (™, ..., @") with min(i;)5_, < =1 and any ® = Lf for f € A(7,c), we have that
We (diag (Ic(c_l), t)) 18 zero unless 11 = - -+ = 1. = —m < —1, in which case

Wa (diag (e, 1)) = wr (@) " g~ CDE) (1 (12), 55
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where S§ is the functional on A (1,c —1) @ 7, given by

<.fA(T,c—1) & Ur, S§>

L1y
= Z Z <A(T,c— 1) (( (e=1) —g‘l) yfic_m) fA(T,c_1),€A(T,c_1)>
)

9€GLc_1(F) yeVe_1,1(F

X <T (g 1) UTv£T,1ZJ> )

where V.11 1is the group in (16) forc; =c—1 and co =1 and k = ¢ — 1, and where Kq_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 € A(7,c) and let t = diag (¢i,...,t.) = diag (=™, ..., @),
where i1, ...,7. > 0 and max (71, ...,4.) > 0. As explained in the proof of Proposition 3.5,
we may assume that i1 > --- > 4. > 0 and therefore :; > 0. Set ® = Lf and &, =
A (1, c) (diag (¢, L(c—1)c)) ®. We are interested in computing (@, la(7,)). We will realize
A (T,c) as a subspace of the parabolic induction |de’c|_ch T x |det|% A(T,c—1) and will
use the recursive formula (17) with ¢; =1 and ¢ = ¢ — 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 GLy, (0) C GLj (F') and Maty, (o) C Maty, (£') have volume 1, for any
k.

Notice that &, is invariant under right translations of

dlag (t, [c(c—l)) (102 + Matc2 (p)) dlag (t, [c(c—l))_1 )

and in particular is invariant under right translations of I.2+t; Mat. (p). By Proposition 3.3,
we have that

<<I>t,€A(T,c)> = /y( L) <‘I>t (y~) Ay ® gA(Tvc—1)> dy.
t; o

We have that &; (yx) = ® (y/{diag (t, [(0_1)0)) and that
y’idiag (t, ](c—l)c) = dlag (tllm [c(c—l)) y/"iv

where 3/ is a matrix of the form

1
t .
r 1 de—1
Yy = tl—l}/l t/ )
—1
tl Y/ ](0—1)2

where ' = diag (s, ..., t.), Y1 € Mat,._; (0) and

(18)

0 yo3 you ... Yoc
0 wyaa ... Y3e
Y/ — . ‘ . ,
0 Ye—1,c
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where y;; € Mat(._1)x1 (0). We have

(671)20

(1, i) = 0|~ |, WT(tl)/ le/ ol
Matc—1(0) Mat(.—1)x1(0)\ 2

X (@ (Y'K) by @ LAT 1)) -

(19)

We will investigate the integrand of (19):

(O (Y'R) b @ LAT 1)) - (20)
The following lemma allows us to reduce the integration domain of Y;.

Lemma 3.8. Let y' be as in (18). Suppose that the expression (20) is non-zero. Then there
exists k1 € GL._1(0) such that Y1 =t" - k.

We postpone the proof of this lemma to later.

It follows that we may write Y; = t'k; and replace the integration over Y; with an inte-
gration over k; € GL_1 (0) in (19) with dY; = |det#/|“" d*k;, where we also multiply by
% in order to correct the volume. We write the following decomposition of 3’, where
the first matrix lies in P c(c—1)) and the other two matrices lie in GL.2 (o).

1 1 1
P I SR Iy —k !
Y 't I, ki til.y
YR Ly Y’ Tie1ye oy

Hence, we have

e —14
Iy |—(c=1) / 2 . — tl t
O (y'r) = |t; DV dett!| " idr@A(T,e—1) <t;1Y’kfl [(0—1)2)
1
21
B Iy di 1 _kl_l I -
]C_l 1ag s ]{71 ) (0—1)2 K
Y’ Loy

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

/ / (<3) (O (V'K) by ® laTe—1)) dY'd*Y;
GLc—1(0) / Mat(._1)x1(0)\ 2

equals the integral

/ / ol <CI) (y'/{) ,ETﬂ/} &® EA(T,c—1)> dY'd*Y;.
GLc-1(0) tl'Mat(c—l)xl(U)( 2 )
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It follows that we may assume Y’ = #;Y], where Y| € Mat(c_1)x1 (0)(651) with dY’ =
|t1|(c_1)(c;1) dY/. Let us denote

1 1
Iy —k?
Ic—l kl
Ykt Iy ey

]{70 = K€ GLCQ (0) .

Notice that (20) is the same as

c—1

> /. o
<1dT ®A(T,c—1) ( ' I, 1)2) ® (ko) s b1y ® Q(T,c_l)> - (22)

‘tl_ €1 Qet ¢

By Proposition 3.5 part 1, we have that (22) is zero unless |t;| = |¢;| for every j. Hence, we
must have ¢/ =¢,1,_;.
Since Y{ € Mat,_;y2,(._;) (0), using the identity

diag <1, <I Ic_l) 71(0—1)2) -k = diag (I, K1,0-1) ,
c—1

the integral (19) becomes

GLC— F c— c—=1)(%,
Lt 0 ) 5 [ i R
‘Mat(c_l) (F)‘ GL¢—1(0) Mat(,_1yx1(0)\ 2

1 ky
X <T ( _kl_1> ® A (T7 CcC — 1) ((}/’1/ ](6_1)2> Hl,c—l) q) (—[02) 767-’1!; ® gA(T,C—1)> .

Since & = L f, the last integral becomes the finite sum

wr () [t €D E) 1 1 ) ) >

[Mat,— ()| \Mat(c_nu (F)\( >/ geGL._1(F)

YeMat(c—1)x 1(F)(051)

1 g
X <T ( _g—l) ® A (T7 c— 1) ((Y [(0_1)2) Hl,c—l) f (102) 7&',1!} X gA(T,C—1)> )

as required. O
We move to prove Lemma 3.8.

Proof. We start with finding a decomposition of the matrix y’. Let (¢ )_1 Y, = kjaks, be
a Cartan decomposition, that is, ki, ks € GL._q(0) and a = diag (@™, ..., w™!) with
my > Mg > -+ > Me_q1. We write

1

T —1 4 tl_llc—l . -1
Yy = dlag (1, ]{72 ,t kl, ](0—1)2> tl_la Ic—l dlag (17 k27 kl 7](0_1)2) 9 (23)

tl—lyu I(c—1)2
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where Y = Y'k;'. Hence,

@ (y) =T (diag (1,k5")) @ A (T, ¢ 1) (diag (¢h1, Ly ) )
1
M e : _
x B P diag (1, k2. k7', Loy
tl_lyﬂ [(0—1)2

(24)

Assume first that (tl_la)_l € Mat(._1 (0), that is, |t;| < ¢7™ for all j. Then we have that
the first matrix on the second line of (24) can be decomposed as

1 1 1
_a'_l tl_llc—l ]c—l Ic—l
tl_la [c—l [c—l tla_l
tl_lyl/ ](0_1)2 —~Y"a" ! I(C_l)z ](0—1)2

The first matrix in (25) lies in P c—1)¢). By our assumption, the third matrix in (25) lies

in GL.2 (0). A root exchange algorithm (see Appendix B) shows that if —Y”a~! is not in
c—1 1

Mat(c—1)2xc—1 (0), then for any for any ® € A (T,c) C |det|” = T x |det|2 A(T,c— 1) that

is right invariant under I, + Maty. (p), the following expression is zero

1 1
—kyta™t t7Vky! I. 4
<(I)/ 2 tl_llt’/ila I, AT @ UAT =1 ) -
tI_IY” I(C_l)z —Y"q7! I(C_l)z

This is proved by writing for 2 <1 < ¢ — 1,

! = 1 "(gr¥ (z)) dx
¥9) = ol Mty (7)) /Mawm@(gl( ) dz,

where for € Mat._; (F), r (z) = diag (Ic,f(i_n(c_n, (Ic_l II ) a[(c—i—l)(c—l)) and by
c—1

using the fact that (a7 .—1) is a (c,c — 1) 1-Whittaker functional. We start with i = c —1
and end with 4 = 2 in this process (notice that the last (¢ — 1) rows of —Y”a~! are zero).
Hence it follows that (24) amounts to an expression of the form

7 (! S A(T,c—1) (11 Iha Looe, by @ €
_k2—1a—1 , C tl—ly// I(c—l)2 Vr®c, LT 4 A(T,e—1) />

where v.ee € 7%° By Proposition 3.2, we have that this expression is zero unless
(1 k:_la_l) € F*-U.-GLg (0), which by the Iwasawa decomposition implies that a = 1,1,
— Ry

which implies that Y} = t'k1 ks, as required.

We now move to the general -case. Let ot = diag(@™,...,@™) and
a- = diag(w™+',...,w™ 1) where the m;’s in a* satisfy ¢7" < |[t1], while the
my’s in a” satisfy ¢ > [t;]. Write Y = (Y! Y), where Y € Mat, ,y2,, (0) and
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Y € Mat(,_1y2,(.,_1) (0). We may decompose the first matrix on the second line of (24) as

1
t,
- (a_>_1 g P
I,
tl_la_
— _\—1 —
Y =Y (a") Y Iy
1
L, (27)
Ic—r—l
x titat I,
Ic—r—l
[(0_1)2
Ic—r—l
Xdlag —[7‘+17 —[r ; ](0_1)2

[c—r—l tl (a_)_l

Denote the matrix on the first row of (27) by ¢’ . Notice that the two other matrices in (27)
lie in GL. (0). Hence, to determine whether (20) vanishes, it suffices to check whether the
similar expression, in which we replace y'x with diag (1, kyt 'k, ](0_1)2) y’_, vanishes. We
proceed by decomposing y_. Let Y' = Kjagky, where &} € GL(._,)2 (0), k3 € GL, (0), and

ah = o
0 O((c—1)2—r)><r ’

with o' = dlag (wmll, c.. ,wm}), where oo > m’l > 0> m; > 0. As before, we write y/_ as
1
t',
_\—1 .
B —\a ty Lere
dlag <17 (ké) ' 7[20—7“—27 t1_1]€1> . ( ) I 1 1
tl_la_

-1

ay  —(k)"Y” (t0a”) ()Yt

x diag (1, Ky, Ioey o, (k:’l)_l) .
(28)

As before, let o/, = diag (wmll, . ,wm/r’) and o’ = diag (wmlr’ﬂ, . wm'r>, where all the

ms in d, satisfy ¢"™ < |ty|, while all the ms in a’_ satisfy q~™ > |t1|. Notice that if r > 1
then »' > 1. This is because the rank of Y is at most ¢ — 2, which implies that m} = co.
Write
Z
kv = (2
Z3
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where Z) € Mat,/y (c—p—1) (F)), Z2 € Mat(_p)x(c—r—1) (F') and Z3 € Mat (.12 (ero1) (F).
We may write the second matrix in (28) in the following form:

1
t
— (a’_)_l ty
—(a)™! tl_llc—r—l
I,
tta”
—Zl (tl_la_)_l Z1 tllr’
—Zy (t7 ") Z a’
’ ( 1_1 _)—1 ? a (29)
—Zg (tl a ) Z3 tl](c—l)Q—r
1
I
Ir—r’
X [20—7’—2
ttal, I.
[r—r’ tl (al_)_l
[(c—l)z—r
Notice that the matrix appearing on the second row of (29) lies in GL.2 (0). Let
—(a™)™! tl_llc—r—l
I,
1 -1 tl_la_ — b/c—l—r X k/
—Zy (t7ta™) Zy  tl B Wyory) O
—Zs (tl_la_)_l Zo a
A1
—Zs (t7'a") Z3 bl qy2,
be an Iwasawa decomposition, where b,_,_, € GLc_1—, (F) and b, ;) € GLe(c—1) (F) are

upper triangular matrices, X € Mat(c—1_p)xe(e—1) (F), and kj € GLe2_,_1 (0). We have that

(e=1)? 1 . ,
®(y'r) = |detby] 2 |detbe_1|” 2 T (b1) @ A(T,c—1) (diag (¢, Ie—1y2) be—1) © (ko) ,

where

b = diag (1, k3") - diag (1, (8) ™", Loy ) - ding (1,67 0, = () 7" 80, ).
be_1 = diag (t’kl, I(C_l)z> - diag (1,17 'K)) - W),

and ky € GL. (0). Since kg € GLg (0), @ (ko) = L (UT®A(T7C_1)), for some v;ga(re—1) €
T ® A (7,¢—1). By Proposition 3.2, in order for <<I> (V') b7y ® €A(T,c)> not to vanish, we
must have by € F* - U, - GL. (0), which by the Iwasawa decomposition implies that
diag (1,71, = () 7" dl,, ) € GLe (o),
/

where d._,_, is the diagonal part of b, _; .. Since |t;| < 1, we must have ' = 0, which
implies that » = 0. Therefore, a = a~ and we are in the first case. U
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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 7 be an irreducible cuspidal® representation of GL;, (IF). For any positive integer ¢ and
any h € GL,. (F), let

T(j—1)c
Koo () = BSsieane (, 17°).

Notice that the notation /C; ,;, (k) does not include the parameters k and c. These parameters
should be inferred from 7 and h, respectively. By the discussion at the end of Section 3.1, it
follows that the assignment GL. (F) — C given by h — K, 4 (h) is a class function of GL. (IF),
that is, it is invariant under GL. (F)-conjugation. Let 7 be an irreducible representation of
GL. (F), and consider the operator

Grxrd)=q * Z ’C,w (h) .

heGL¢(F

Since h +— K,;u(h) is a class function, we have that G (m x 7,1) is an element
of Homgr, ) (7, 7). Since 7 is irreducible, by Schur’s lemma there exists a scalar
S (7 x 7,1)) € C such that G (7 x 7,¢) = K (7 x 7,%) - id,;. We call T¢K (7 x 7,9)) the
Ginzburg—Kaplan gamma factor associated to m and T, with respect to 1. We denote

Y (% 7,) = we (1) T (r x 1, 9)

where w, is the central character of .

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 K., 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 m and 7 be as above. Define for any W &
w (A (1,¢) ,w(ck)> the following zeta operators on the space 7:

Z(W,mxrt W m(h
= e, 2, (a0
and
i}  (k—2)c2 1 Le
W xt)=q¢ 2 ——— Z Z w I(j—2)c
|GL, ()] h X
hEGLc(]F) XeMath(k72)C(F)

3In [8], the authors define this notion for any irreducible generic 7, but for our purposes, we only need to
consider cuspidal 7.
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These are the operators mzk_g (W, x 1) and mz,’;_z (W, x ) 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 [, Theorem 4.14 and Corollary 4.21], the following functional equation was established.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that 7V does not appear in the cuspidal support of =. Then for any
Wew (A (1,¢) ,’l/)(ck)) , we have the equality of operators

Z*(W,m x 1) =T (x x7,) - Z(W, 7 x 7).

Moreover, in this case
}FGK (m x T,@b)} =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 IT and 7 be irreducible representations of GL. (F') and GLj, (F), respectively. Assume
that 7 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
(I, 7). 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

(k—2

Je+1
2 d*h.

Z(s,v,vV,VV:¢O:=L/n ( )MV(djag(hﬁleiﬁ))(II(h)v,vV)|dethP_
GL.(F

Here, s € C,v eI, vY € IIY and W € W (A (T,c) ’w(ck)> (as explained before, the Speh

representation A (7, ¢) is defined for 7 generic and not necessarily supercuspidal [1, 2],
but we will not need this). The integral Z (s, v,v", W;) converges absolutely for Res > 0,
and in this domain it converges to an element of C (¢~*). We keep denoting this element
of C(q~®) by Z (s,v,vY,W;1). It can be shown that for some data (v,v", W), the integral
Z (s,v,vY, W;4) is the constant function 1.
Kaplan’s dual zeta integral is given by the formula
2 (st Win)= [ f (T (1) 0, 0%) - [det A7
GLc(F) v Matey (k—2)c(F)
1. I
x W | diag (Ip—1ye, 1) L2 ( <“W><M&n
X 1. Le

This integral converges absolutely for Res < 0 and in this domain it converges to an element

of C(¢~*). We keep denoting this element by Z* (s, v,vY, W;1). Similarly to before, it can

be shown that for some data, the integral Z* (s, v,vY, W;1)) is the constant function 1.
These zeta integrals satisfy a functional equation.

Theorem 4.2. There exists an element YK (s, 11 x T,4) € C(q~*), such that for every
Wew (A (T,c) ,¢(ck)>, v eIl and vV € 11V, the following functional equation holds:

7 (Sa Ua'UVa W7 ’QD) = Wr (_1)k_1 ,}/GK (Sa 1T x Ta ,lvb) Z (Sa Ua'UVa W7 ,lvb) '
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We call the gamma factor arising from this functional equation the Ginzburg—Kaplan ~-
factor.

Although not stated in [0, Appendix A], it follows from a globalization argument
that for supercuspidal representations Il and 7, the Ginzburg—Kaplan gamma factor
ySK (5,11 x T, 1)) agrees with the Jacquet—Piatetski-Shapiro—Shalika gamma factor [20]. The
reason is because by [0, Theorem A.2], the Ginzburg—Kaplan y-factor is multiplicative* 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 7 and T be as in Section 2.2. Let 7
be an irreducible cuspidal representation of GL. (F), and let IT be an irreducible level zero
supercuspidal representation constructed from 7 with central character wy. 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 7 and 7V. Let IT' be the irreducible level zero supercuspidal representation constructed
from 7 with central character wﬁl. We have that IIV is isomorphic to IT'. Henceforth we
will identify IT with the representation IT'.

Lemma 4.3. Letv € m and vV € 7.

(1) Suppose that h € GL, (F) is such that
(IT (h) Lv, Lv) # 0.

Then h € F* - GL, (0).
(2) For any h € GL. (0),

(IL(h) Lv, Lv”) = (7 (v (h)) v,v").
Proof. Given f € IT and fY € II' = 11V, the pairing (f, f¥) is given by

<f7fv>:/ (f(x), fY (x))d" .
FXGLe(0)\GLe(F)

Suppose that v € m and v € 7. Then we have that
(T1 (h) Lv, Loy = / (Lv (zh), Lo (z)) d*x,
F*GL¢(0)\GLc(F)

Since Lv" is supported on F*GL, (0), in order for the integrand not to vanish, we must have
x € F*GL,. (0). Since Lv is also supported on F*GL. (0), this implies if (IT (k) Lv, Lv") # 0
then h € F*GL. (0). This proves the first part. The second part is immediate. O

Next, we prove a lemma regarding partial evaluation of Kaplan’s zeta integrals.
Lemma 4.4. Suppose that 7 is not isomorphic to TV.

(1) If |t| < 1, then

/ LW (diag (th, Ip—v.)) (IL(k) Lo, £0¥) d*h = 0.
GLc(0)

Tt is only shown to be multiplicative in the first argument, but when ¢ = 1 the integral coincides with the
Rankin—Selberg integral of [20] for GL; x 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
/ LW (diag (Ii_rye, th)) {T1 () Lo, £0*) d*h = 0.
GLc(0)
Proof. Let t € F* and suppose that [t| < 1. Define a map Z;: W (A (1,¢),¢) xwx 7Y — C
by
2o (Wov,0") = / LV (diag (th, 1)) (IL(h) Lo, £o*) d*h
GLc(0)
Let n € N(c,(k—l)c) (0), then
diag (th, Ij,_1).) ndiag (th, Ii_1ye) " = Ire (modp) . (30)
Therefore, since the left hand side of (30) lies in N (cr)> We have that
LW (diag (th, I(k—l)c) n) =LW (diag (th, ](k—l)c)) )
This implies that for any n € N, (s-1)) (F) and any h € GL. (F), we have
Zy (A (T, )(ndlag(h Ik ne)) W, (R)v,0") = Zy (W,v,0").

If Z, is not identically zero, it follows that A (7, ¢) embeds into the space 7" o for some irre-
ducible representation X of GL(;_1. (IF). Since the cuspidal support of A (7,c) is {,...,7},
we have that Z; is identically zero unless k = ¢ and 7Y = 7. This proves part 1. Part 2 is
proved similarly. O

Consider the following functionals S: 7V @ 7@ 7 @ A(1,c—1) - Cand S*: 7V @ 7 ®
A(r,ce—1)®@1 — C.

<U7—V R v, U;_ ® fA(T,c—l)v S>

= (v;v,0l) - 1 1 1
=l ) L ] 2 2 W”T( —g—l)

geGchl(]F) yeyl,cfl(F)

g
X WfA(T,C*l) (( ](0_1)2) yf{’l,c—l) .

<'U7'V X v @ .fA(T,c—l) ® U;—a S*>

= (v,v,vl) - ! ! g
=) G B B B 2 )W”f( )

GGLC 1 )yeyc 1, I(F

Lio_1)2
X WfA(r,c—l) (( = _g—l) y’%—l,l) .

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 GL. (F') so
that 0* and GL, (0) have volume 1, respectively.

and

Theorem 4.5. Letv e w, vV € 7 and W € W (A (1,¢) ’w(ck)>'

(1) Suppose that m 2 7V. Then we have
Z (s, Lv, LvY , LW ) = (Z(W, 7 x T)v,v").
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(2) Suppose that m1 = 7V (and therefore k = ¢). Then for any v € 7V, v¥ € T and
W =Wy for f € A(1,¢) CToA(r,c—1) we have

Z (s, Lv, LvY, LW ;) = (Z (W, 7 x T)v,v")

2 wn(@)wr (@) g )
+a 1 —wn (w)wy (w) g

Proof. By Lemma 4.3 we have that

Z (s, Lv, LvY, LW ;) :/ / LW (diag (th, Ijx—1)c)) (IL (th) Lv, LvY)
F* JGLo(0)

<U®Uv®f(102>75>'

(k—2

Je+1
e X pat,

By Proposition 3.5, we have that if the integrand does not vanish for ¢ € F'*| then |t| < 1.
Thus

(k—2)c+1
2

Z (S, Lo, ﬁUV’ LW: ¢) _ ZWH (w)J q—jcs+jc
- (31)
% / / LW (diag (@’th, I(-1).)) (IL(th) Lo, Lv¥) d*hd™¢.

0% J GLe(0)

By changing variable, we omit the integration over ¢, and are reduced to a series of integrals
as in Lemma 4.4 part 1. Notice that for 7 = 0, we have from Proposition 3.4 and from the
second part of Lemma 4.3 that

/ LV (ding (1 T_y)) (IL(R) Lo, £o¥) %R = (Z (W7 x 1) v,0") .
GLc(0)

Suppose that @ 2 7V. By Lemma 4.4 part 1, the summand of (31) vanishes for j > 1.
Hence the result follows.

Suppose that 7 = 7¥. In this case, we get from Theorem 3.6 applied to the function
A (T, c) (diag (V (h) ,I(k_l)c)) f and from the second part of Lemma 4.3, that for j > 1,

/ LW (diag (7B, Tg_y)) {1 () Lo, £o") d*h
GLc(o0)
—GH) (1) (5) (32)

_4q (w)’ ' o
— |GLC(F)‘T hEGZLC(F) (7 (h) @idage1)f (1), So) (v, 7 (A1) vV).

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

|GLC_1|gL)|C |<31}F1>’|C_1 BN 00 (¢ = 1) - 0Oy () (09 0% 0 1 (1), 5)

Substituting this expression in (31) and using the identity

(&

q(z) (qc — 1) B q_(g)
¢ VG |aL, (F)]  [Vie1 (F)] |GLe—1 (F)|
yields the desired result. l
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We move to state our result regarding the dual zeta integral. Normalize the Haar measures
on F* and on GL, (F') as described before Theorem 4.5. Additionally, normalize the Haar

_1
measure on Mat., x_2). (F) so that Mat,y_2) (p) has volume ‘Matcx(k_mc (IF)‘ 2. This
normalization makes the Fourier transform of Mat.y x—2)c (F') self-dual.
Theorem 4.6. Letv e, vV € ¥ and W € W (A (1,¢) ’w(ck)>'
(1) Suppose that m 2 7V. Then
7* (s, Lv, LvY, LW ;4p) = (Z* (W, x T) v,v").

(2) Suppose that m = 7V (and therefore k = ¢). Then for any v € 7V, vV € T and
W =Wy for f € A(1,¢) CToA(T,c— 1) we have

7" (s, Lv, LvY, LW 4)) = (Z* (W, 7 x T)v,v")

+q° G wy' (@) wr' (@) g~

—?(c—2) L1 Le X
X q 5 Z VR ,U\/ ® f ([ (c— )c) Ic 75* ]
(F) ‘ -2

XeMatoy (c—2)c(F (c—2)c

Proof. By Lemma 4.3, we have that Z* (s, Lv, LvY, LW ;1)) is given by

(k—2)c
/ / / (L (th) Lo, Lo - {1+ 972)
GLc(0) J F* JMaty (—2)c(F)

I,

x LW dlag (I(k—l)c> th) [(k—2)c <[ [(k_l)c) dXdXthh
X 1. ¢

Applying Lemma B.2 to the function ¢ ~— LW (g(lc I(’“*”C)), we have that
Z* (s, Lv, LvY, LW ;1)) is given by

(k—2)c
/ / / I1(th) Lo, £oY) - 110715
GL (0 Fx Matcx(k 2)c

I,

x LW | diag (Ix_1)e th) T2 <[ ]<k—1>c) dXd*td* h.
X I ¢

C

By Proposition 3.5 applied to the function g — LW (g (Ic I““*“)), we have that the
domain of integration of ¢ is |[t| > 1. Hence Z* (s, Lv, LoV, LW ;1)) is given by

(k— 2)c+1
E wi ( —j jCS 142l / / / I1(th) Lo, LvY )
GLC Matcx(k 2)‘:

L (3)

x LW | diag (Ljk—1)e, @ 7th) L) (1 [<’f—1>0) dXd*td*h.
X L)\

We may omit the integration over ¢ by changing variables.

C
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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

/ / (IL(h) Lo, L")
GLc(0) J Matey (5—2)c(0)
I.

x LW (IUH)C h) L(k-2)c (1 I“H)C) dXd*h
X 1)\

evaluates to (Z* (W, 7w X 7)v,v") (recall that the Haar measure is normalized such that
c2(k—2)

Mat ey (s—2)c (p) has volume ¢~ 2 ).
If 7 2 7Y, then by applying Lemma 4.4 part 2 to the (k, ¢) ¢¥-Whittaker function

I,

Ti—1)e
q— LW g I(k—2)c (I (k=1) ) dX>
Matcx(k72)c(°) X ]C ¢

we get that the summand of (33) vanishes for j > 0, and hence the result the follows.
If 7 = 7V, then the proof proceeds similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.5 part 2.
O

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 7 2 7". Then

JOK (5, T x T, ) = 495 (7 x 7,0)
Theorem 4.8. Suppose that m = 7" (and therefore k = c). Then

A9 (7 x 7,0) =~y (1) B,
Proof. Take W = BSa(r,¢),»- We have that for any h € GL. (0) and any j > 1,

LW (diag (wjh, [(0—1)0)) =0.
Indeed, for any X € Mat. (0) if ux = diag (( L i) ,](c_g)c) then we have
A(T, ¢) (ux) LW = L(A(T,¢) (v (ux)) W) = 1 (tr X) LW.
Substituting diag (@’h, [(c—1)c) yields
LW (diag (wjh, I(C_l)c) uX) = (tr X) LW (diag (wjh, ](c—l)c)) i
On the other hand, the equality
diag (wjh, ](0_1)0) Ux = Ugipx - diag (wjh, 1(0_1)0)

yields that
LW (diag (wjh, [(c—l)c) uX) =LW (diag (wjh, I(c—l)c)) .
Therefore, by choosing X such that ¢ (tr X') # 0, we get that LW (diag (wj h, [(0_1)0)) must

be zero. A similar argument shows that LW (diag (h, I(C_l)c)) = 0 for h € GL, (0) such that
h # 1. (see [3, Proposition 2.2]).
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Let v,y € 7 and v,v 1 € 7Y be a -Whittaker vector and a ¢~ '-Whittaker vector,
respectively, normalized such that (v, v;v 4-1) = 1. Substituting W = BSa(r,c)0, v = Vv 4
and vV = v, we get that

1
7 (s, Lv, LvY, LW ;) = ——c.
|GL. (F)|
Therefore, we have that
Y (5, T X T, ) = we (1)1 [GLe (F)| Z* (s, Lo, Lo, LW; 1))
X

I(c72)c

I,
Since W is invariant under right translations by matrices of the form ( Ie ), where
X € Matey(c—2)c (0), we get from Theorem 4.6 part 2 that

Z* (s, Lv, LvY, LW ;) = (Z* (W, m x T) v,v")

. . -1 -1 —c(1-s)
+q(c—1)(2) -q_; - wy (@wr (@)g v ® f Te—1)e 5
1-— wﬁl (w) w}l (@) q=c=9) I,

where f € A(1,¢) C A(r,¢— 1)o7 is chosen so that
BSa(repw (9) = (A(7,¢) (9) f.laie)

for any ¢ € GL. (F). On the other hand, since v¢¥ (s,1I x T, %) equals the Jacquet—
Piatetski-Shapiro—Shalika gamma factor defined in [20], we have by [35, Remark after Corol-
lary 4.3] that®

—CS

ge(s=3) 1 —wn (@) wr (@) q

GK _ _1)¢ ! .
Y (57 X T, ¢) = Wr ( 1) on (w) wr (w) 1— wﬁl (w) w7—_1 (w> q—c(l—s)’

which can also be written as

c 1—qg€

GK =l .5 g

X T, 0) = wy (1) g5 (1 + :
7 (s 2 (=1)""q ( 1— wﬁl (w) wT_l (w) q—c(l—s))

One can show that
YK (7 5 7, ) = i (—1)° [GLe (B)| (Z° (W, 7 x 7) 0, 0"),

see also [8, Section 4.3.3]. Hence, we get by comparing the constant coefficient of the Taylor
expansion of YK (s, I x T, %) (in the variable g=*1=*)) that

YK (T x 1) = we (1) g2 (m14+1—¢7) = —w, (=) g2,

and by comparing any other non-zero coefficient that

c c2 c c
GL (F)| ¢ g% <v R0’ ® f <[ [(c_l)c) ,5*> =q°—q 7,

which implies that
c 1
q(c_l)(g) v ® U\/ ® f I(c—l)c 75* — : )
1. dim 7

SA factor of ¢~ % 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 wr (—l)c_1 is missing in the definition of the gamma factor
in [35].

O
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As another corollary, we obtain the modified functional equation for the case m = 7V.

Corollary 4.9. Suppose that m = 71¥ (and therefore, k = «¢) and denote

T = wn(@w)wr (w)g. Then for any v € 7V, v¥ € 7 and W € W (A(7,¢),Ue),
such that W = W; for f € A(1,c), the following modified functional equation holds:

c

(1= T)(Z(W,mx7)0,0") + 0" E (0@ 0" @ froare) (12), 5) T
= (q%T - q_%) (Z* (W, x T)v,v")

. I 1. X
+ q_c.(Q) Z <U ® vY X fA(T,c—l)or ([ (c—l)c) [c ’ S*> :
) ‘ )

X€Matey (c—2yc(F I(c—2 c
Therefore, we have the following simple modified functional equation:
(2" (W, x ) v,0Y) =D (1 x 7,9) (Z (W7 x 7) v,07))

2

+q 7 - <v R0 @ froa(re1) (1), S> .
(Recall that T9K (1 x 7,4) = —q~2 in this case).
Here, froa(re—1) (respectively, fa(re—1)or) is the element representing f in 7o A(7,c— 1)
(respectively, in A (1,c —1)o7), given by froa(re—1) (9) (¢') = f (diag (Ic, ') g) (respectively,
by fA(T,c—l)OT (g) (g/) = f (dlag (9/7 Ic)) g) fOT gl € GL(C—I)C (F) and g e GL02 (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 [3, Section 5]. See [37] for
the definition of gy (7 x T,).

Theorem 4.10. Let m and 7 be irreducible cuspidal representations of GL. (F) and GLy, (F),
respectively. Then

Y (X T ) = o (T X T, 9).

Proof. When 7 is isomorphic to 7V, by the proof of [38, Theorem 2.18] we have that

o (T X 7,0) = —w, (—1) g5,
Hence the result follows in this case from Theorem 4.8. When 7 is not isomorphic to 7V,
we have that the Jacquet—Piatetski-Shapiro—Shalika gamma factor [20] equals the Jacquet—
Piatetski-Shapiro—Shalika epsilon factor € (s, IT x T, ) [20], and by the proof of [37, Theorem
4.4], this equals €q (7 X 7,%). 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. O

APPENDIX A. A VARIANT OF SCHUR’S LEMMA
Throughout the text, the following variant of Schur’s lemma is used.
Proposition A.1. Let 7 and 7 be irreducible representations of a finite group G. Then
1 0 TET
_ZT(g)(X)ﬂ-(g_l): 1 )
G| - ——SW T =T
9€ dim 7
where sw: T QT — T ® T 1§ the swap linear map, acting on pure tensors by

sw(vev) =1 ®u,
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where v,v" € T.

Proof. Denote
1
T=g2 o).

geG

Then for any hq, hs € G,
To(r(h)@m(hy)) = (7(hy) @7 (h1))oT =swo (7 (h)) @7 (hy))oswoT.

Therefore, we have that sw o T € Homgyg (T @ 7,7 ® 7). If 7 2 7, then by Schur’s lemma
the latter Hom-space is zero. If 7 = m, we have that swo T = c¢-id,g.,, where ¢ € C is a
scalar, which is equivalent to T = ¢ - sw. To find the scalar, we take the trace, and using
Schur’s orthogonality relations, we get that

1
c-trsw=tr(T) = @ZtrT(g)trT (g_l) —1
geqG

The result now follows because tr sw = dim 7. O

Using the well-known fact that every irreducible cuspidal representation of GLj (F) is of
dimension [GLj_; (F) : Ux—1 (F)], we obtain the following result.

Corollary A.2. If T is an irreducible cuspidal representation of GLy, (IF) then

k

1 -1 _q(2)'(qk_1)
L@ 2 "Werl) = e mr

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 ¢: F' — C* has conductor p. Let G = GL,, (F') for some n. The
root exchange algorithm concerns integrals of the form

[l (f) = AAatalel (F) .. /Matalel(F) f (7“1 (yl) ... (yl)) dyl e dyl, (34)

where f: G — C is a right smooth function and for every 1 <1 </,
ri: (Matg,xp, (F),+) = (G,-)
is a continuous injective homomorphism of groups. We make the additional assumption that
ri (Matg,xp, (p7)) C I + Matg,xp, (p7)

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 7} : Maty, «,, (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 </,
any go € G, y; € Mat,, «p, (F'), and any x; € Maty, xq, (F),

/ . / £ @)« () 7 (@) g0) s - g
Matal x by () Matai,lxbi,1 (F)

=y (tr(yixi))/ --/Mt (F)f(m (1) -7 (%) o) dyi—1 - . . dys.

Matal Xby (F)

(35)

The algorithm goes as follows. Let f; = f.

(1) Suppose that f; is defined so that [; (f) = I; (f;). Suppose that f; is right smooth
and satisfies the condition (35) for 1 <14 < j. Suppose that f; is right invariant under
I, + Mat,, (p™) for m; > 1. Then

1
19 = G o oy P ) (36)

(2) Substitute (36) in I; (f;) to and use (35) (with gy = I,,) to get

L(f;) = ! / / /
7T Vol (Matbjxaj (ij)) Matq, xb, (F) Mata ; xp; (F) J/ Maty, xa; (P ) (37)

x4 (tr (y;a;)) fi (re (o) -7 (y;)) daydy; - dys
(3) The inner integral
! d
N oy Vi)

is (up to scalar multiplication) the Fourier transform of the characteristic function of
Maty, xq; (p™7) (viewed as a function in the variable y;). It equals the characteristic
function of p~™i*1. Hence I; (f;) is given by

/ - / )y () dys
Matg, xb, (F) Mata; ;xb;_ (F) /Mataxs; (pfmj+ )
Define

fi-1(9) = /M —— i (grj (y;)) dy;.
ata; xp; (P 7

Then I; (f;) = I;—1 (f;—1) and f;_; is right smooth and satisfies (35) for 1 <i < j—1.
(4) Repeatedly run the algorithm steps to eventually get I; (f) = Iy (fo) = fo (I,), which
is the integral

/ / f(ri(yr)...m(y))dy; - .. dys.
Mata, xby (P7m1+1) Matalxbl(p*mﬁl)

We end with a few useful remarks. The first one is that if the images of 77, ..., 7/ commute,
then we may choose m; = my = -+ = my = m, where f is right invariant under I, +
Mat,, (p™).

The second remark is there exists a slight generalization of this algorithm, where instead
of using the fact that f; is right smooth, we use the fact that

£ (g) = / 11 (97 () 5 () s, (38)
Maty; xa; (F)
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where f; satisfies similar properties to f; and ;: Maty, xq; (F') — Cis a compactly supported
smooth function. In this generalization, (38) serves an alternative to (36), and after applying
steps 2 and 3, we get

I (fj) = L1 (fi-1),

where
fi-1(g) = / i (gri (y;) Fuspi (y5) dy;,
Mataijj (F)
and where
Fopj (y5) = / ©j (x5) ¥ (tr (z;y,)) dx;.
Matbj xa; (F)

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¢) ¢-functionals. In this subsection, we
explain the choice of r; and r} for the integral (17) from Section 3.3, introduced in [,
Lemma 9.

Recall that

;

002><01 Y12 Y13 ce Y1k
7 002 xe1 Y23 - Yok
v =1 (B Y1v- o | e Mate (B)
kco 0 Y
caXcel k—1,k
\ OCQ><01 )
Let
( O )
Cc1 XC2
I X Ocl X c2 Z12
X (R) - < " I ) | X = Ocixer 13 23 | Tij € Mate, xc, (R) ;-
C2 . . . .
\ Ocixes Tk T2k -t Th-1k )

Let V;; (R) (respectively, &;; (R)) be the subgroup of YV (R) (respectively, X (R)) consisting
of elements such that y;yj = Og,xe, (vespectively, zyj = Ogxe,) for (7,5") # (4,7). Let
7t Mate, e, (R) = Xij (R), 75 Mate,xe, (R) = V5 (R) be the obvious maps.

Let (i1,71),---, (2@),](;)) be the sequence of pairs (k—1,k), (k—2,k—1), ..., (1,2),
(k—2k), (k=3,k—=1),...,(1,3), ..., (1, k).

Recall Proposition 3.3.

Proposition B.1. For any ® € A(T,c¢) C \det|_%2 A(T,c1) x \det|%1 A (T, ca), such that
® is right invariant under Iy. + Maty, (p™™1) for r > 0, we have

(@, la(T.0)) = /y( | (P (YK)  La(T.cr) @ LA(T ep)) dY-
w "o
The proof of this proposition follows from the root exchange algorithm by taking
and r’(‘k) for every 1 < m < (g) We use the fact that the
2
images of 7% 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

= 7. .
1—m tm,Jm

T(g)-ﬁ-l—m = T;nyjm
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check is that the relation (35) is satisfied. The identity follows the fact that {a(r,) and
CA(T ) are (K, c1) and (K, c2) ¥-Whittaker functionals, respectively, and from computing

(5) (5)
IIT;m(yMﬁ) i (@i, Ilrim(yMﬁ) )

t=s t=s

-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 <A (T,c) ’¢(ck)) is invariant under right translations
of Ire + Maty. (p). Then for any h € GL. (F),

I,
/ %74 dlag ([(k—l)ca h) [(k—2)c dY
Matcx(k72)c(F) Y —[c
I,
:/ W dlag ([(k—l)ca h) [(k—2)c dyY.
Matcx(k72)c(o) Y —[c

This lemma is proved using the root exchange algorithm where for 1 < ¢ < r, the maps
ri: Mat. (F') = GLg. (F') and r;: Mat, (F') = GLg. (F') are given by

Ic I(k—2)c - t€i+1$
ri(y) = L(h-2)c and 1 (z) = I
ye; Ic Ic

Here e; = (Oc, . ..,0¢, 1¢,0c, ..., 0c) € Mateyk—2)c (F') and I. is located at the ith position.
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