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ON THE Sp,,,-DISTINGUISHED AUTOMORPHIC SPECTRUM OF U,,

KEWEN WANG, YU XIN

ABSTRACT. Given a reductive group G and a reductive subgroup H, both defined over a number field
F, we introduce the notion of the H-distinguished automorphic spectrum of G and analyze it for
the pair (Uap, Spg,,). We derived a formula for period integrals of pseudo-Eisenstein series of Uay, in
analogy with the main result of Lapid and Offen in their work analyzing the pair (Spy,,, SPay X SPay, )-
We give an upper bound of the distinguished spectrum with the formula. A non-trivial lower bound
of the discrete distinguished spectrum is expected from the formula, given the previous work.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a reductive group over a number field F', and let H be a closed subgroup of G defined over
F. Let A be a ring of adeles of F. In the theory of automorphic forms one is often interested in the
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period integral

/ o(h)dh
H(F)\H(A)

and in automorphic representations of G(A) on which such an integral is not identically zero. Such
automorphic representations are called H -distinguished.

The H-distinguished cuspidal spectrum is well defined as the linear functional of the period integral
is always defined on a cuspidal representation (cf. [1]). However, it is not always the case for general
automorphic representations. Lapid and Offen proposed a candidate for this concept and studied it
in the case when (G, H) = (Spy,,, SPa,, X SPy,,)- The technical heart of their work is a formula of the
period integral of pseudo-Eisenstein series based on the study of the double cosets P\G/H, where P
is a parabolic subgroup of G. Much of the work here can date further back to Jacquet, Lapid and
Rogawski in [3] and [4].

In this paper, we followed the work [5] of Lapid and Offen, spiritually and technically, and studied
the H-distinction for the pair (G, H) = (Ua,,Sp,y,,). We derived the formula for period integrals of
pseudo-Eisenstein series of Usy,. With the formula, we gave an upper bound of the H-distinguished
spectrum in terms of the coarse decomposition

L*(G) = P L (1G))

by excluding some cuspidal data. Moreover, for the remaining cuspidal data X we will control the
affine spaces & which potentially contribute to the H-distinguished spectrum L% _ ., ([G]) under the
finer decomposition

L3([G]) = D L2 (C])e
S

according to intersections of singular hyperplanes.

A natural extension of this work is to understand the discrete distinguished spectrum. As that in
[5], we expect to have a non-trivial discrete H-distinguished subrepresentation. However, we have not
accomplished this goal.
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2. NOTATIONS

2.1. General Setup. Let F' be a number field and A = Ay its ring of adeles. We tend to use the
bold font letter as an algebraic variety and the corresponding common font letter as its rational point.
If X is an algebraic variety over F, we write X = X(F) for its F-points. Let E be a field extension of
F, we will write the ring of adeles for the number field £ as Ag and the base change of the variety X
to I as Xg.

For an algebraic group Q defined over F we denote X*(Q) the lattice of F-rational characters of
Q. Let aj, = X*(Q) ®z R and let ag = Homg(ag), R) be its dual vector space with the natural pairing
() = {)@- We endow ag and af, with Euclidean norms || - ||. Note that since they are finite
dimensional vector spaces any of two norms on either of them are equivalent. We denote by ac the
complexification of a real vector space a.



2.2. Reductive Groups. Let G be a reductive group over F. We fix a minimal parabolic subgroup
Py of G defined over F, a maximal F-split torus T of G contained in Py, and a maximal compact
subgroup K of G(A) where G(A) = Po(A)K.

Let P be (any) parabolic subgroup of G. Fix a Levi decomposition P = M x U. Fix a maximal
split torus Ty. It is a fact that X*(P) = X*(M) and both of them are a sublattice of X*(T) of full
rank. Consequently, we have a}, = ap . We tend to use a}; to unify the notations.

Let P be a semi-standard parabolic subgroup of G. There is a unique Levi decomposition P =
M x U where M contains the fixed maximal split torus T. Starting from now, unless mentioned, a
parabolic subgroup in this paper is semi-standard and the Levi decomposition is the unique such one.
If Q = L XV contains P (hence Q also semi-standard), such Levi subgroup L of Q contains M. There
is a canonical projection a3, — a} induced by Ths < T, and a canonical inclusion a}, < a} induced
by the restriction maps induced by Ty — M and Ty, — M. Define (af;)* as the kernel of the above
projection, we have the split exact sequence:

(1) 0— (ak)* = a3, —a; — 0.

In particular, all the above spaces can be viewed as subspaces of ag.

Taking dual vector spaces for the above split exact sequence, we get one for the Lie algebras.
Similarly, all the involved vector spaces are subspaces of ay.

We define the map Hy : T(A) — ag as the one such that

ebetto) — (o)

for all y € X*(T) and t € T(A). We extend the map Hy to G(A) by the Levi decomposition and
the Iwasawa decomposition. Let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup, we define Hp = Hj; as the
composition of the projection ag — ay; and Hyp.

Let pp € a}; be the unique one such that

for all p € P(A).

We also fix a Siegel domain G¢ for G\G(A) and let &}, = & N G(A)L.

Let T be the split part of the identity component of the center of G. We embed Tg(R) in T (A)
by the diagonal embedding R < F,, and the usual embedding F,,, < A and denote Ag the image of
the identity component T (R)® in Tg(A). We have

Heg : Ag — ag

and we denote v — €” the inverse map of Hg. For convenience we denote the adelic quotient of G as

[G] = AcG\G(A).
More generally, if H is a closed subgroup of G defined over F, then we denote

A8 = AgnH(A)
and

H]c = AZH\H(A) C [G].
2.3. Height Function. For n € N let GL,, be the general linear group of rank n. For a matrix
g =1(9i;) € GL,(A) let
lgll = llgller, = ngﬁgnﬂgi,ﬂm (g™ Dijlo}s

where the product ranges over all places v of F.
Fixing a faithful F-rational representation p : G — GL,,, we defined

lgll = llgllp = Il Gr..(a)-

We list some standard facts about the height function || - ||. The proofs can be found in [8]. We use
the notation A < B to mean that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that A < ¢B, where the constant
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c is independent of the underlying parameters. If we want to emphasize the dependence of ¢ on other
parameters, say, 7', we will write A < B. In particular, we have

(2) 1 < ||g]| for all g € G(A),

(3) lg192]l < llgalllgz] for all g € G(A),

(4) [Ho(g)]l <1 +log|lg]| for all g € G(A),

(5) log |lg]| < 1+ [|Ho(g)|| for all g € &g,

(6) lgll < [[vgl for all g € ¢ and v € G,
(7) there exists N such that||a||||g]| < ||ag||Nfor all g € G(A)',a € Ag.

Moreover, if  is a compact subset of G(A), then we have

(8) sup  [[Ho(gz) — Ho(g)[| = sup [[Ho(kz)| < oo,
2€Q,9€G(A) r€QkEK

where K is a maximal compact subgroup of G(A).

2.4. Root System. Given a reductive group G, we fix a minimal parabolic subgroup Py and T be
the maximal split torus of the center of Py. We let ¥ = R(T, G) be the root system of G with respect
to T and Ag = Ag be the basis of simple roots with respect to Py. Both ¥ and Ay are viewed as
a subset of af. (Recall that there is a bijection between the collection of subsets of Ay and standard
parabolic subgroups of G.) We called P a standard (resp. semistandard) parabolic subgroup of G if
P D Py (resp. P O T). Each semistandard parabolic subgroup admits a unique Levi decomposition
P =M x U, where M D T. We call M the Levi subgroup of G (or the Levi part of P), and U
the unipotent radical of P. If a Levi subgroup M contains T, then we call M a semistandard Levi
subgroups, and if a Levi subgroup comes from a Levi decomposition of a standard parabolic subgroup
P, then we call M a standard Levi subgroup. In this paper, we assume that all parabolic subgroups
and Levi subgroups are standard unless otherwise specified. For any standard parabolic subgroup
P =M x U we have (cf. [4], Lemma 6.1.1)

9) [lm|| < [[mul| for all m € M(A),u € U(A).

Given a semistandard parabolic subgroup with Levi decomposition P = M x U, we have a}, = a},.
If Q O P is another larger semistandard parabolic subgroup, we have a unique Levi decomposition
Q =L x V where L O M. Thus, a;, is a subspace of ap;. Further, there is a canonical decomposition
of aps = az, @ ak;. We can apply the same setting to the dual spaces.

We follow the similar notation from [8, §1.1.6]. Given a Levi subgroup M of G, we define ¥ =
R(T, M) to be the subset of 3. Let Ty be the maximal split torus in the center of M, and denote the
set of roots of G relative to Ty by Xy = R(Tar, G). Let Xp be the subset of positive roots of Xy,
with respect to P. For o € ¥/, we say a > 0 if @« € ¥p and o < 0 if @ ¢ X p. By the isomorphism
of Hom(Tp,G) @ R = a3, we can identify R(Ty, G) with a subset of a}; and thus we have the
restriction map: R(T,G) — R(Tu, G)U{0}. We denote Ay to be the set of non-trivial image of Ay
under this restriction map. This is a generating set of aj,.

2.5. Weyl Group. Let W = WY = Ng(T)/Cq(T) be the Weyl group of G with respect to T. When
G is split and T is a split maximal torus, C(T) = T. We assume the fixed Euclidean structure on ag
is W invariant, i.e.

[lwz| = ||z||, Yw € W and z € ay.

By definition, elements of W are Cg(T')-cosets in Ng(T'). Hence w = nCqg(T') for some n € Ng(T)
and we denote w € n in this case. We define the following notations:

e for a Levi subgroup M let
uWar = {w € W | L(w) < L(wiwws) Ywy, wy € WM},
e for two Levi subgroups M and M’ we write

W(M,M') = {we W | l(w) < l(lwu) Yu € WM wMw™" = M'}.
4



W(M) = U W (M, M")
M’ standard Levi of G

We have the following properties:

(1) if w e W(M,M’), then w=t € W(M’', M);

(2) if wy € W(Ml,Mz) and wy € W(Mg,Mg), then wow, € W(Ml,Mg);

(3) W(M, M) is a subgroup of W, which we can identify with Ng(M)/M.
For any Levi subgroups M C L we denote by w; the unique element of maximal length in W (M) N

WE. When M = My, we denote wf := wiy, .

Lemma 1. (Bruhat decomposition) Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G and M its Levi subgroup. The
inclusion of p Wiy — W induces a bijection between py Wiy = WM\W/WM.

Let a € ¥ be a root and we denote s, be its simple reflection. We remark that the Weyl group
of G is generated by s, : @ € A. Let o € Ay, by the construction in [8, 1.1.7], we denote s, be
the elementary symmetry of o. Although simple reflection and elementary symmetry share the same
symbol, it will be clear from the context. Additionally, we will clarify in the paper which type of s,
we are referring to.

2.6. Some Function Spaces. Let (V,] - ||) be a Euclidean space and R > 0. We denote
CrRV)={f:V = C| fv) < e Bl*l for all v € V}.

Let V* be its dual vector space and V¥ = V* ®g C. Let r > 0 and let V&, = {A € V¢ | [Re A|| <7}
We denote
pPr(V*)={¢:V¢, = C| Sup [PV +[ANY < o0, N =1,2,...}.
eve,

Further we denote
P (VW) =P (V") @c W.
when W be a finite dimensional C-vector space.
Lemma 2. Let f:V — C. The following conditions are equivalent.
(1) For all r < R and a differential operator D on V with constant coefficients, Df € C.(V).

(2) For all 7 < R the function f(v)e"™V I 4s o Schwartz function on V.
(3) The Fourier transform

foy = [ s
\%4
of f admits holomorphic continuation to {\ € V& : |Re\|| < R} and belongs to () P"(V*).

r<R
Proof. See [5], Lemma 2.1. O
Fix a parabolic subgroup P = M x U of G. For any f € Cgr(a}!) we define
(10) 0} (g)= >, e 0D f(H (7g)),9 € G(A).
yEPoNM\M

Given the convergence of the series, it is immediate that
(1) 67" is defined on AgU(A)M\G(A);
(2) 95}/[ is right K-invariant;
(3) 0} (ag) = elrrHo(®) for all a € Apr and g € G(A).

Lemma 3. There exists Ry > 0, for all R > Ry, the sum defining 9}‘/[ in (10) is absolutely convergent

for any f € Cr(a}!). Moreover, for any N > 0 there exists Ry and N, for all R > Ry and f € Cgr(ad’)
we have )
sup (07" (mg)[[lm|™ <.z [lgI™, 9 € G(A).
meéi,
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Proof. We will prove the second part directly and the first part will follow. The proof is essentially
given in [5, Lemma 2.2] but we write it in richer details.
First, we reduce the assertion to the case when g = p € P(A). Suppose for given N, R, N’ f and C
we have
sup |03 (mp)[[lm||™ < C|jp||"", for all p € P(A).

51
meS;,

Let g € G(A) and write g = pk. We have

sup [0 (mg)[|m|™ = sup (0% (mpk)|[lm™
meéy, meéy,
= sup |0} (mp)[|m™
meéi,
<ClplI™.

By assumption and (3), the above is bounded by
Cllgh™ ¥ < CCrlgl¥ [ < s sup ] gl

Note that both C; and supycx ||k[|V" are independent of g.
Second, we reduce the assertion to the case when p = mg € M(A). Suppose for given N, R, N', f
and C' we have
sup |9§c\/[(mmo)|||m||N < Cllmo||N', for all mg € G(A).

meéi,

Let p € P(A) and write p = mou’. We have:

sup (03" (mp)[|m[ = sup |0} (mamou’)||m]|
meéy, meéy,

= sup [0} (mmy)|||m|™
mGG&

<Cjmo||N'

<CC|lp|| ™’

where the third line is our assumption and the last one follows from (9).
Third, we reduce the assertion to the case when m’ € M(A)!. Suppose for given N, R, f and C we
have
sup |9}w(mm/)|||m||N < C|m/ ||V, for all m’ € M(A).
meéy,
Let mg = am’ where a € Ay, we have
M N M N
sup |07 (mmo)|[[m|™ = sup [0F" (amm’)|[|m]]
medy, medy,
= sup e HNOH (mm)|[[m |
mesy,

gCe”Pf’”||a||”P°” |/ ||V
Since ||a|| has a lower bound, we raise the powers from N to N; and the above is controlled by
Cllal[|m’||** < CCylam/||™*™

for some Cq and Ns.
Then we reduce the assertion to the case for the neutral element e. Suppose that for given N, R, f
and C' we have
sup [0 (m)[[|m|™ < C.
meéi,
6



For any m’ € M(A)', and any m € &}, there exists v € M (k) and m; € &}, such that mm’ = ym;.
Moreover, By (3) and (6), there exists C; such that:

lmll < Cyllmallm]]
We also observe that 63" (mm’) = 6} (m,). Hence for any m € &}, and m’ € M(A)":

105" (mm )| ml[™ <CY10F" () [[lma |V || ¥

< sup CY |0 (ma)|[fma ||V |||
mleG}w

SOneme/HN-

Hence

sup |03 (mm/)|[|m||N < C|jm'||V.
meSy,

Lastly, we claim that for all N > 0, there exists R > 0, for all f € Cr(ad!), there exists C > 0, for
all m € &}, we have

o7 (m)[[lm||Y < C.

We will make use of the following fact: #{y € Py N M\M : ||[H}M (ym)|| < X} < C(eX + ||m|)N* for
all X >0 and m € G},. First note that (5) and (7) imply that there exists C; and Cy, such that

(11) ml| < C1eC2IH ™I for all m € SL,, v € M(k).

Hence we have

0F m)lIm ¥ < Y e FOmI (Y ()| [fml| TN [ VY
yEPoNM\M

< Z ellpoll=R+C2) [ Ho (ym)l 1y | N
YEPNM\M

+oo
<y 3 e (lpoll—R+Ca) | Ho(vm)||
X=0 {y| X< HP (vym) IS X +1}

Let R be such that R > ||po|| + N’ 4+ C3 we have the above

Too X+l ,
< ( 4 1)N elllpoll=R)X
2]
By expanding (% +1)N " via binomial theorem, we get an upper bound independent of m, where we
notice that ||m|| admits a lower bound. O

Lemma 4. For any N > 0 there exists R > 0 such that
sup > [6(v9)lllglN < o0
9685 yep\G

and, in particular,

sup Y |6(vg)| < o,

9€GA) yep\a
for any function ¢ on AcU(AYM\G(A) satisfying
(12) sup 5p(a)" % |p(amk)||m||LeBIHE @I < 0o, ¢ =1,2,3,....

me6i,,acApy k€K
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Proof. We show for N large, which is enough. Let f(v) = e %Il for v € a§. The condition (12)
together with (4) implies

6(9)| <o, PP HPO) F(HE (9)), g € GuK.

It follows that
6(9)] <or Y el 0D £(HE (vg)), g € G(A).

vEPoNM\M
Therefore,
ST lotvg)l <or Y. €00 £(HE (1g)), g € G(A).
~yeP\G YEP)\G
The lemma now follows from Lemma 3 with M = G. O

Let A7Y(G) be the space of continuous functions ¢ on U(A)M\G(A) where

(1) ¢ is of moderate growth, i.e. there exists ¢, € R such that for all ¢ € G(A), we have

lo(g)] < cllgll";
(2) @(ag) = elrrHo(a)) for all a € Apr, g € G(A).

Let A7(G) be the subspace of AL?(G) consisting of ¢ such that for all N > 0

Yo lemk)l[[m] Y < cc.

medy, keK

For p € ALY(G) and X € aj; ¢ let

ealg) = eMr@Dlp(g) g € G(A).

For any R > 0 let Cr(U(A)M\G(A)) be the space of continuous functions ¢ on AgU(A)M\G(A)
satisfying (12) such that ¢(-g) is a cuspidal function on M\M(A) for all ¢ € G(A). For R > 0 and
¢ € Cr(U(A)M\G(A)) we define

0s(9) = > o(v9).

yEP\G

By Lemma 4, the series converges for large enough R. For any A € a}, ¢ with [[Re)[| < R we write

S| (g) = e~ M HP(9) / e~ (ht0r 2 (9) 400V da.
Ac\Am
We have ¢[\] € AB(G).
Let C% (U(A)M\G(A) be the subspace of smooth functions in Cr(U(A)M\G(A). For ¢ € CF(UA)M\G(A),

we have

o= [ | o ohn

for any A € (a§;)* with [|Ao|| < R. Moreover, it easily follows from Lemma 2.1 and its proof that for
any R < R and N > 0 we have

(13) sup [N (mk)| ([l + INY < oo.

meGl, ke K, e(a§))s:[[Re||[ <R’

Thus, we may think of ¢ € C°(U(A)M\G(A)) as a holomorphic map on {\ € (a§)) : [[ReA|| < R}
with values in A%(G) satisfying (13).
8



2.7. Unitary Groups and Symplectic Groups. Let F' be a number field and E/F be a quadratic
extension. Let Us, be the quasi-split unitary group over F' with respect to E/F of rank n and we fix
the embedding

Uy = {g € ReSE/FGL2n | thng = Jn}u

(0w,
i )
and wy, = (0;n+1—;) € GLy, is the permutation matrix with ones on every entry of the anti-diagonal
and zeros elsewhere. Let Spa, be the fixed points under the Galois action, i.e.

szn = {h S U2n|h = B}
= {g € GL2y | thng = Jn}

where

Let * : GL, — GL, be the automorphism given by ¢ — ¢* = w, ‘¢ 'w,. The embedding
1 : Resg/pGLy — U2y, g — diag(g, g*) identifies Resg,/r GLy with the Siegel Levi subgroup of Uzp.

We take B,, as the upper triangular Borel of Usgy, this subgroup admits a Levi decomposition
B, =T, x N,, where T,, is the diagonal maximal split torus, i.e.

a;t)|ai €GVi=1,2,...,n}.

T = {diag(as,...,an,a, ...,
and N, is the subgroup of upper unitriangular matrices in B,,. The standard parabolic subgroups of

G are classified by its root system R(T,G). For every tuple v = (nq,ng,...,ng;r) where k,r > 0,

k
ni,...,ng >0, and Y n; +r =n, we associate the standard parabolic subgroup P = P, = M, x U,
i=1
k
where M, = [] Resg/pGLy,; X Uz,. The isomorphism is given by the map
i=1

k
v: [ Resg/pGLn, x Uzr — M,
=1
(917 e agkvh) = diag(gla cee 7gk7h’agra cee 792)

2.8. The Symmetric Space. Let G be a connected reductive group and 6 an involution on G. We
associate the symmetric space

X =X(G,0) ={g€ G:g0(g) = e}
with the G-action by #-twisted conjugation
(g,2) —g-z=g20(9)"", g€G,zecX.

We follow the set up in [5], except for that we denote 2n, instead of n, as the index of our unitary
groups and symplectic groups.
Fix n € N. Let G = U,,. Let
X={9eGlgg=e}
with the G-action by 6-twisted conjugation

(g,2) »g-z=gzg ', geGreX

For every z € X and Q subgroup of G, denote Q, = Stabq(z), an algebraic group defined over F.

Example 5. (1) Let G = GLay, and 0(g) = J,tg~1J, . In this case, Ge = Span and X = {g €
G:gJ, = J,'g}. It is well known that X =G - e.
(2) Let G = Resg/rGLy and 0(g) = g. In this case, G = GL,(E) and G. = GL,(F). By Hilbert
theorem 90, we have X = G - e.

In this paper, we consider the symmetric space X = X(Uap, ) where 0(g) = g. In particular, we
denote H = G, = Sp,,,.
We refer a lemma from [6, §3.2, Lemma 4].



Lemma 6. [6, §3.2 Lemma 4] For X = X (Uxg,,0), where 0(g) = g, we have
X = Ugn - €.
Hence X 2 G/H.

We take Py to be the Borel subgroup B = Bs,,. We take the maximal split torus T in B as the
diagonal one as above. The Lie algebra a} is naturally identified with R?*" and the identification is
an isomorphism of R-vector space isomorphism. Note that a} = a}, and we also denote them as ag
according to our general notions related to reductive groups.

Let v = (n1,...,ng;r) with Zle ni + 1 =n. For M = M, the space a}; = R¥ is embedded in
ar = R" as elements of the form

ni Nk r

—_—— —_——
Ot Ao N A0, . 0).

Under the identification af. = R"™ we have ¥ = {£e; +e; : 1 <i < j < n}, where {e; | 1 <i < 2n}
is the standard basis of R?". Also, Ag = {a1,..., 2, }, where a; = e; — e; when i # 2n are the short
simple roots, and as, = 2es, is the long simple root.

3. ORBIT ANALYSIS

3.1. Involutions on the Weyl Group. Let W be a Weyl group of a group G with basis A of simple
roots. We denote the set of involutions in W by W[2] = {w € W : w? = e}.

Definition 7. An involution w € W2] is called minimal if there exists a Levi subgroup M of G such
that w = w}!, the longest element of Wy, and wa = —a for all o € A}

Example 8. The minimal involution in Sy, which is the Weyl group of GLy, with the standard basis
A = {e; — €11}, are the products of disjoint simple reflections. That is, w is minimal in S, if and
only if w = s;, ---s;, where each pair s;, and s;, are disjoint transpositions of the form s; = (i,i+ 1)
forl1<u#v<k.

Let 23,, be the signed permutation group in n variable. We realize it as
W=929, =5, X =,

where E,, is the group of subsets of {1,...,n} with symmetric difference as multiplication. The action
of S, on E,, is given by

T-c=T1e¢r Y, TES, ¢c€E,.

It is a classical result from Lie algebra that the Weyl group W = W(G,T) = (Sa,,- - -, Sa,,) Of Uy is
isomorphic to the signed permutation group 20,,, under the identification

(1) 7(ei) = en, |
2) c(es) = {ei’ it

—e;, 1 EC
We observe that
W, [2] ={rc:7€S,,7(c) =c}.
With the understanding of the structure of semidirect product, we can further prove that the set of
minimal involutions in 27, is

(14) {T¢kn : 0 <k <n, 7is a minimal involution of Sk, ¢k, ={k+1,--- ,n}}.

Here S) embedded into S, via fixing ¢y, point-wisely.
Let w = 7¢ € 20,,. Define the following subsets of {1,...,n}:

o co(w)={icc| (i) =i}
o c(w)={i¢c|7(i) =i}
o caw) = {i[ 7(0) £ 1)
o co(w)y={i|li<7()}

10



Note that ¢.(w) and ¢« (w) depend only on 7.

Example 9. Let w = 7¢g ,, be a minimal involution in W,,. Then, ¢t (w) = ¢k . Also, according to 8
and 14, we have a partition

{1 kp=c(u || {ii+1}

i€cc(w)

T = HSZ'

i€cc (w)

and

where s; is defined in Example 8.
3.2. P-Orbits. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G, and let x € X. We define the map

1p: P\NX - W[2]N W
via the Bruhat decomposition (1). To be more precise, [z]p C PxP and by the Bruhat decomposition,
there exist a unique element w € » Wy such that PxP = PwP and we let ¢p([z]p) = w. For any
r € X, 2% = e and also P is stable under the Galois conjugation, we deduce PxP = Pz~ 'P. If
w € yWays is the element such that PoP = PwP, then z—! € Pw™!'P and thus Pz~ 'P = Pw™!P.

So, PwP = PxzP = Pz~ 'P = Pw ' P. By the uniqueness of Bruhat decomposition, we have w = w™!
and ¢p is well-defined.

Lemma 10. There is a bijection between the set of B-orbits in X and the set of T-orbits in Ng(T)
via the map [x]p — Ng(T) N [x]B.

We refer to [5, Lemma 3.2] for the proof of this lemma.

3.3. M-admissible Orbits. Let P = M x U, and denote pr,, : P — M the projection to the Levi
part of P. Given two parabolic subgroup Q; = L; x V;, i = 1,2, pry (Q1 N Qz) is a parabolic
subgroup of L;. For w € p;Wys we define P(w) = pry, (P NwPw™!) = M NwPw™!. Note that P(w)
is a standard parabolic subgroup of M with Levi decomposition

P(w) = (MNuwMw™ ) x (MNwUw™?).

We denote M(w) := M N wMw~! and U(w) := M N wUw~!. By Bruhat decomposition, given
any g € G, there exist a unique w € Wy, such that w and g are in the same double P coset, i.e.
PwP = PgP. Let p € P be such that g € pwP. Then we have

PngPg ! = p(P N wa_l)p_l,

and thus
pry (PN gPg™") = pry, (p)P(w) pry(p) "

Definition 11. The following statements are equivalent:
(1) pry (P NgPg ) = M,
(2) PNgPg U =P,
(3) P(w) =M,
(4) Mn wa =M,
(5) MNwUw™ ! =1,

(6) wM C N(;(M)

If one of these conditions is satisfied, we say g € G is M -admissible.
We observe that the M-admissibility of the element g € G depends solely on the double coset

PgP. The fact PgP = PgP = PwP indicates that the condition pr,,(P NgPg~!) = M also satisfies
M-admissibility, and g, g lie in the same orbit.

Lemma 12. [5, Lemma 3.6] Let x € X and w = 1p(z). wM(w) N[z]p is non-empty.
11



Proof. Since 1p(x) € W/[2], so w? = 1. Let w’ € W be the element of minimal length in the image
of [z]p N Ng(T') under the quotient map Ng(T) — W (domain is non-empty by 10). Noticed that
(w')? =1 and PwP = Pw'P. We claim that there exists a reduced expression w' = w;w"ww,, with
wit, wa € WM both left M (w)-reduced and w” € WM ),

We claimed that any element in the preimage of w’ will contain in wM (w). (See [5, Lemma 3.6]). O

Lemma 13. [5, Lemma 3.7] Let w € p Wiy, € wM(w) N X and let R(x) be the unipotent radical of
P.. Then U(w) is normal subgroup of pry;(Ps) and U(w) C pr,,(R(x)).

Proof. From the proof of Lemma 12, w? = 1. Since * € wM (w), 2Pz~ = wPw~! and thus P, C
PNazPz~! = PNnwPw!. Therefore, pry,(P,) C P(w). By the Levi decomposition, we know U(w)
is a normal subgroup of P(w) and thus it is a normal subgroup of pr,;(Py).

Let Z = U(w)(UNwPw™1!) then by the Levi decomposition, PNaPxr~! = M(w)x Z. We claim that
P, = M(w), X Z,. It is enough to show P, C M(w),;XZ,. If p € P, then p = mn, m € M(w), n € Z.
But since p = 2pr~! = zmzr 'zAz~! = mn, by Levi decomposition, m = zmz ! and n = zaz~!. It
follows that m € M(w), and n € Z,. So, R(z) = Z,.

We now show U(w) € pry;(R(x)). Let u € U(w), and let v = zaZ. Recalled that z € X implies
z7! = Z. We have v € UNwPw™! C Z. Consider the commutator z = [v~!,u~!]. Since u € M
and v € U, we have u~lou € U, (P = M x U, semidirect product and M act on U by conjugation.)
and thus z = v~ lu~lou € U. Furthermore, since z = =1 u™! = za ' 2u " 2vuzu, and 27! =
v tzalr~luzuz, we have 27! = 22Z. So, z € U’ := UnNnwUw~'. Consider the involution on U’:
0'(g) = wgx. Since U’ is a unipotent group, we have trivial first cohomology group H'({¢'),U’) = 1[2,
Lemma 0.6]. Since z satisfies the cocycle condition z6'(z) = 1, z should also be a coboundary, that
is, there exist v’ € U’ such that z = /¢’ (v/)~1 = W = [v~1,u~!]. By expanding the defining
equation for v, we have uvy’ = zuvu/z~ ', and this implies vvu’ € Z,. But since vu’ € U, we have
pry;(uvu’) = u and the claim follows. O

Let x € X. Recall that pr),(PNzPz~!) is a parabolic subgroup of M. Define U(z) be the unipotent
radical of pr,, (P NzPx~1) and R(z) be the unipotent radical of P,,.

Lemma 14. [5, Lemma 3.8] Let x € X.

(1) The kernel of pry; : P, — M is contained in R(x).

(2) U(x) is a normal subgroup of pry;(P,) and U(x) C pry,;(R,).

(3) Let x be a character of P.(A)'\P,(A). Then for every function f : UA)M\P(A) — C
satisfying

/ flup)du =0, for allp € P(A),
U(@)\U(2)(4)

we have

/ F(p)x(p)dp = 0.
P \P,(A)

Proof. For part 1, we consider the map pr;,; : P, — M. The kernel of this map is P, "U C U. Thus,
the kernel of this map is a unipotent normal subgroup of P, and thus it is contained in R,.

Let w € pWys be such that PxP = PwP. By 12, there exists y € [z]p N M (w)w and let p € P be
such that x = pyp—'. We have

pr(Pz) = pros(p) pras (Py)prys (p) ! and
R(z) =pR(y)p~"

Moreover, PNzPZ ! = p(PNyPy1)p~! implies pr,,(PNzPT 1) = pry,(p) pry, (PNyPy 1) pry, (p71),
and thus part (2) follows from 13.
Part (3) will follow the same argument in [5, Lemma 3.8]. O

Lemma 15. Let x € Ng(M)NX. We have P, = M, x U,.
12



Proof. Consider the Levi decomposition PNzPx~! = Mx2zUx~!, which is invariant under conjugation
by x. That is, (P NazPz™!), = M, x (UnN2Uxz"!),. Further, P, = (P NzPz7!), and U, =
(UNaUz™1),. Then the lemma follows. O

We have the following lemma from [5, Lemma 3.10].

Lemma 16. There exist a bijection between M -admissible P-orbits in X and M -orbits in Ng(M)NX
by the map [z]p — [z]p N Na(M).

Remark 17. There is a bijection between 1py : Ng(M)/M — W(M,M) — W. Without lost of
generality, we will use the same symbol when we precompose this map with the quotient map, that is
in i Nag(M) = Neg(M)/M — W (M, M).

3.4. Minimal Involutions. Let M = {L(,, ... n,:m)} be a standard Levi subgroup of G. Consider

[M] = {L(na(l),»»»,ng(k);m) SIS Sk}

This is the set of standard Levi subgroups of G which are conjugate to M. For M’ € [M], let
W(M,M')={weW:wMw =M and w is of minimal length in wW™}. Let W(M) = Unrrepn WM, M').
Notice that if w € W (M) and w’ € W(wMw™!), then w'w € W (M).

There is a natural set bijection between W (M) and the signed permutation group 20. We first
identify the set Ay of simple roots with respect to M to the set Ay of simple roots associate to 2y.
This identifies the set of elementary symmetries in W (M) (defined in [8, §1.1.7]) and the set of simple
reflections in 2. We can define the map 7y : W(M) — 20, inductively by

]M(wlw) = ]wﬁlw*l(w/)]M(w)a w e W(M)a ’LU/ € W(wail)
This map is well defined and injective since in W (M) (resp. W), w is uniquely identified by {a €
R(Tyv, G) : a > 0,wa < 0} (resp. {a € R(Tp, Usg) : v > 0, war < 0}).

Definition 18. An element w € W(M, M) is called M-minimal if w = wk, for some standard Levi
subgroup L O M and wa = —a for a € AL,

A remark is that if w € W(M, M) is M-minimal, then 7y (w) is minimal in 20, the Weyl group of
Usg,.
Let w € W(M, M) be M-minimal, and let ja(w) = 7¢5. We define the following two subsets of
(1,1}
S = (m(w)), R = c<(gp(w)).

Lemma 19. With the above notation, wMNX 1is not empty if and only if n; is even for all (+1 < i < k
and in this case wM N X is a unique M -orbit.

Proof. Assume that x € wM N X. We can choose

ty = t(t1, ..., trys;t) Ew
where
ni(j) i(j) €S
ti=<( 0 Ini(j)> i) eRr"
I"i(j) 0
for j=1,...,r+ s (note that i(j) € RUS for all j) and

I (ORI O
et ““)‘{imw i) € B

Ing-l—l
t= L1

“ing+1
13



Then, by definition, x € t, M N X. Let = tyt(g1,-- ., gk; h) with g; € GL,,,(F) and h € G,,. The

condition = € X is equivalent to

9ig; = Inl 1eS

gigiJrl = Inl 1€ R

9igi =—1,, (+1<i<k

hh = Iop,.
In particular, for £+ 1 <14 < k the condition is that g;w,, is an alternating matrix and therefore n; is
even. For d; € GL,,(F),i=1,...,kand d’ € G,,, let d = 1(dy,...,dg;d’) € M. Then

ded ™ =tui(g), ..., g h)

where
g; = digid; * i€s
g =dig1gid; ' ghyy = digiadiy =g i€R
gi =djgid;! (+1<i<k
W o=dhd "

It follows from Example 5 and Lemma 6 that ¢,M N X is a unique M-orbit.
On the other hand, assuming that n; is even whenever ¢ 4+ 1 < ¢ < k, with the above choice of t,,
we have

(15) Ty = twb(InlJ,_mJ,_nZ, €041y Enk;Igm) S ’U}M N X

where €y,, = <_é” IO) O

Let M be a Levi subgroup of G and = € Ng(M)NX. The group 1y (Ng(M)/M) = W (M, M) acts
on a},. In particular, since  and Z correspond to the same element in Ng(M)/M and also 2z = 1,
x acts as an involution on a}, and decomposes into a direct sum of eigenspaces with eigenvalues 1
and —1. We will denote (aj,)} for the eigenspace for +1 and (a},), for —1. Denote L = L(z) be
the intersection of all semistandard Levi subgroups containing M and z. We have (a},)7 = a} and
(a3s)y = (af)".

Remark 20. [5, Remark 3.17] If w = wy(z), then L(z) and o}, = (a,)t @ (a%,), depend only in
w. Furthermore, L(x) is a standard Levi subgroup if and only if w is an M-minimal involution and
L(z)
[V

Lemma 21. For every x € Ng(M) N X the restriction of Hp to My (A) defines a surjective homo-
morphism
Hy: M (A) — (an)f

x

Moreover, the restriction of Hy to A%’ defines an isomorphism

Proof. Since ze’z~! = ™ for any v € ayy, the second part is true. To show the first part, we need to

show Hp (M, (A)) C (apr)}. This is true since Hy(xma—1) = 2Hyr(m) for any m € M(A). O
Definition 22. Let z € Ng(M)NX. We say x is M -minimal if L(x) is standard Levi subgroup of G.
Lemma 23. Let v € Ng(M)NX be M-minimal. We have

k
M, = [[ GLn, x || Resg/pGLn, x || Resg/rSpa, x Spam.
€S i€ER i=l4+1
L(z) = L= [ [ Resg/rGLn, x || Resg/pGLan, X Uz(ny,; - tnytm)-

€S i€ER
14



Further, if L(x) is contained in the Siegel parabolic subgroup, then
L, = [[ GLy, x ][ GLan,.
€S i€R
Proof. Applying Lemma 19 and choose z = z,, (see (15)), we can see that M, consists of elements of
the form #(g1,--- , gk; h), where

gi € GLy, fori e S;

(gi 0 > = (gi O) for g; € Resg/rGLp, for ¢ € R;
0 git1 0 g i

gi € Resg pSpn, forie {l+1, -k}

h e szm.

It is easy to see that L(z) = [[;cg Resg/pGLn; X [[;c Resg/rGLan; X Uz, 1+ fnp+m)- When
L(z) is contained in the Siegel parabolic subgroup, i.e. | = k and m = 0, L, consists of elements of
the form 2(g1,--- , gi), where

gi € GLy, fori € S;
i = (% g) where g; € Resg/pGLa2n; and «, 3 € Resg/pMaty, xn; for i € R.

I,, il
I,, —il,,
[I;c g GLa2n, to L, will be given by (g1,--- ,g1) + z(nflgml, e ,nflglnl). O

Definition 24. Let M be a Levi subgroup of G and x € Ng(M)NX. We say x is M -cuspidal if L(x)
s contained in the Siegel parabolic subgroup of G.

Let n; = I, for i € S and 7, = < > for ¢ € R, the isomorphism from HieS GL,, x

3.5. Graph. Let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup of G, and let o € Ap. Let s, be the
elementary symmetry associated to a. We define a directed graph with labeled edge & as follows. The
vertices of & are pairs (M, z) where M is a Levi subgroup of G and € Ng(M) N X. The edges are

(M, z) 2% (M’',2') that satisfy the following conditions:

)
)
) za # +a,
)

n_t Na
Note that if (M,z) 2% (M’',2), then (M',z') —*= (M,z). We denote (M,z) N\, (M’,z') if

-1
Na Mo

(M, z) 22 (M, 2") and za < 0. Also, either (M,z) \, (M',2") or (M’,z') \, (M, x).
For a finite sequence of edges

N N N
(My,21) —= (Mo, 20) —= -+ — (My41, Tht1)

. n .
we write (M7, x1) ~ (Mg41, Tx+1) where n = ng, -+ - . For a finite sequence of edges

’ﬂal naz ’ﬂak

(My, 1) N (M2, 22) N -0 N\ (Meg1, Trgr)

n
we write (M1, 1) | (Mg41,T41) where n = ng, - .

Na

Lemma 25. Given two vertices (M,x) and (M',z") and edge (M,x) \ (M’,2") for some a € Ap.
Let Q = L x V be a parabolic subgroup of G such that A?, = {a}. Let P’ = M' x U’ be a parabolic
subgroup of G such that A?,, = {—sq4(a)}. Then we have the following.
(1) Ve =n,U,n;t, and further n,U,n;t CU’,.
15



(2) We have the following short exact sequence of subgroups:

1 —— naUyng? U, X LnU — 1

(3) For f:V\U'(A) = C, we have

/ f(u) du = / f(u) du = / f(u) du
"aUz(A)nEI\U;,(A) V(A)\U'(A) (LNU’)(A)

whenever the integral is defined.

(4) naPynit C P!, and the semi-invariant measure on naPL(A)n;\P., (A) is given by the
integration over n, Uy (A)ng"\U., (A).

(5) We have the following equations.

Sp,(m) = (6p/,6pip) (Ramnyt), for all m € M (A),
(6728p,)(m) = (5p 577 ) (namn ), for all m € M, (A).
In particular,
NapPz = Pa’-
Proof. The lemma is proved in [4, Lemma 4.3.1]. O

We have the following corollary.
Corollary 26. Given (M,z) /A (M', '), we have
(5;%5pt)(m) = (6P//5;,%)(namn;1), for all m € My (A).

In particular,
NapPxz = Pa’-

Moreover, by Corollary 26 and [4, Lemma 3.2.1 and Proposition 3.3.1], we have the following.
Corollary 27. Let M be a Levi subgroup of G and x € Ng(M) N X. Then there exists n € G such
that M' = nMn~! is standard Levi subgroup, ' = nan=' is M'-minimal, and (M,z) | (M',2"). Let
P’ be the standard parabolic subgroup, with M’ as its Levi part. Then, we have

1 _1
(6526p,)(m) = (0pr,0p7 ) (namny), for all m € My (A).

In particular,
NapPx = Pa’-

4. PERIOD INTEGRAL

4.1. Vanishing Pairs. In this section let G be a reductive group and H a reductive subgroup defined

over F. Recall the notation
H]e = AZH\H(A) C [G].

Definition 28. A pair (G,H) of groups is a vanishing pair if

/ (h)dh = 0
H\H(A)!

for every smooth cuspidal function of uniform moderate growth ¢ on [G].
We have the following vanishing pairs.

Theorem 29. The following are vanishing pairs

(1) (Usn.Sp,,) (see [7]);
(2) (GLay.Sps,) (see [9]).
16



Corollary 30. Let (G,H) = (Uay, Sp,,,), and let M be a Levi subgroup of G. Then for any x €
Ne(M)N X, (M, M,) is a vanishing pair unless x is M -cuspidal.

Proof. The result follows from the orbit analysis in the pervious chapter. The central block of the pair
is conjugate to (Uay,, Sp,y,,)- Hence the corresponding period integral admits a zero factor. O

4.2. The Intertwining Period.

4.2.1. Definition. Let P = M x U be a parabolic subgroup of G, and let z € Ng(M) N X. For
¢ € Ap?(G) and A € p; + (aj; ), , we define, whenever convergent,

J(%%)\) :/M (p)\(hnw)dhu
A Uz (A) M \Go (A)

where 7, € G is such that n- e = z. Note that the integral formally makes sense and does not depend
on the choice of . Moreover, we have

J(p,z, ) =/ / 5;m1(m)go,\(mh77)dmdh
Py (A\Go (A) J [Ma]nm

_ / o\ Ha () / 521 (m)e P ot () sy dmdh,
P, (A\Ga(A) M.

x

by noticing that Ha(mhn) = Hy(m) + Har(hn) and A — p, € (a},c)s -

4.2.2. Convergence of the Intertwining Period. Let ¥p, = {a € X p | xza < 0}. For v > 0, we define
D:(v) =pz +{N€ (al); : (N, @) >y, Va € Tp,}.
When x is M-minimal, recall that w = +(z) € W(M, M) is M-minimal and L = L(z) = L(w) is a
standard Levi subgroup. Furthermore, we have:
(ahr.0)z = (af)e = {(N)i € CF| \j = =\ for i € R and \; = 0 otherwise},

where R = ¢« (Jp(w)) is defined in Section 3.4.
We have the following result (cf. [4],[5]).

Na

Lemma 31. Let (M, z) and (M',z") be vertices in the graph & such that (M, x) \, (M’,z") be vertices
for some a € Ap and ny, € sa M. Then

D2(7) = 55" Dar (1) N (o + {N € (ahy)z : (N ) > 7).

Let M be a Levi subgroup of G contained in the Siegel parabolic subgroup. We have the following
theorem on the convergence of the intertwining period.

Theorem 32. There exists v > 0, for all x € Ng(M) N X and ¢ € AW(G) the integral defining
J(p,z,\) is absolutely convergent for Re A € D,(y). Moreover, for any compact subset D of ©,(7)
there exists N,C >0, for all A € D +i(a};),

/. ealhm)ldh < C sup [ip(m)m|Y.
AMz U (M) M \Ga (A) mesl,
keEK

Indeed, Theorem 32 is implied by the following proposition. We will prove the implication in this
section and prove the proposition in the following sections.

Proposition 33. There exist R and v, for all x € Ng(M) N X, the integral
1050 = | (O¥) (hn)dh
AMe U, ()M \GL(A)

is absolutely uniformly convergent on D +i(a},), for any compact D in D, (y).
17



In order to see this, we first introduce the following lemmas.

Lemma 34. For all R > 0, there exists N > 0, s.t.
|m| =N <« Hy(mk), me6ikekK,
where f = e Bl € Cr(ad?).
Proof. By the right K-invariance
O3 (mk) =01 (m) = 3~ el (g ().
yEPoNM\M
Note that the series is positive. By taking only the term when v = e in the series
0} (mk) > elroHotm) ¢ (HM (m)).

0M (k) > e llpol=RIHam)I 5, o(~llpoll=R)(1+1og [ml)

Gy(mk) > ||lm| =N
for N = ||po|| + R. O
Lemma 35. For any R > 0 and ¢ € AF(G), there exists N, for all g € G(A)

plg) < sup [p(mk)l[[m[|¥10F (9)],

meSy,
keEK

where f = e Bl

Proof. Write g = uamk where u € U(A),a € Apy,m € M(A)',k € K by Iwazawa decomposition.
Note that if a function ¢ on U(A)M\G(A) satisfies ¢(ag) = e'Pr-Hole)) p(g), we have

(16) plg) = elrm ol p(mk),
Apply (16) to ¢,
|o(g)] = et Hol |o(mk)).
Let N be as in Lemma 34,

lp(g)] < er T o (mk)|[Jm]| V|6 (mk)].
Apply (16) to 9}”. The right hand side of the above formula equals to |<p(mk)|||m||N|9}W(g)| By
the M-invariance, this is bounded by the supremum when m runs over the Siegel domain &},. Hence

le(g)l < sup [p(mk)[[m] Y16} ().

meM (A)L
kEK

For any A € a};, we also have

lea(g)l < sup [ (mk)|[[ml|V[(0F")r(9)]-

me&y,
kEK

Now we can explain the reduction to the proposition. Let M and x be as above, and ¢ € A}d(G).
Let v and R be as in Proposition 33, then for all A € D, () + i(a},);:

Iw(hn)ldh<</ sup [ (mk)[[m||¥|(0F)x(hn)|dh

/Aﬁz U, (A)M,\G,(A) AMe UL (A)M\G (A) mke€6k}w

< / [(O3) ()|,
AM2 U, (A) M \Go(A)

where the last integral is convergent.
18



4.3. Proof of the Convergence of the Intertwining Period.

4.3.1. Lemmas. In this sections, we introduce some lemmas related to the proof of the convergence of
the intertwining integral.
Recall the function

0 (9)= Y 09D f(HM (vg)),9 € G(A)
yePNM\M

defined in Section 2.6. We have the following property of the function.
Lemma 36. There exists R > 0, such that the function 9}‘»4 is convergent and bounded on M(A)!.

Proof. Note that ||g|| has a lower bound when g runs over the whole group G(A), according to (2).
Hence

sup |0} (m)| < C sup |3 (m)|[m].

meéy, mesy,
By Lemma 3, the above is bounded by
cN =c.

where N’ is some integer coming from the lemma. (Il
Lemma 37. Let f be such that 95‘/[ convergent. We have the following inequality:

sup |0(mg)| < PP W) for any g € G(A).

meél,

Proof. Recall from Section 2.6 that 9}” has the following properties:
(i) 0} (ag) = elrr-Ho(@)9Y (g) for any a € Anr, g € G(A);
(ii) 9}” is right- K invariant.
Let g = uamik where u € U(A), a € Ay, mi € M(A)! and k € K. Then
0(mg) = O(muamik) = 0(au'mmak) = P77 D g(mm,),
where ' is such that 'm = mu. Note that Hyo(g) = Ho(a). By the previous lemma, we have

10(myg)| < elrr-Ho(@)

— e(pP7H0(9)>,
for all m € M(A)! and g € G(A). The lemma is shown by having m run over &1,. 0

In the rest of this section we let G = Resg,r GL2, and M = Resg,r GL, x Resg,r GL,. We
let the maximal compact group K of G(A) be the standard one. The map Hj, is defined as that in

Section 2.2. We further let
(I, i,
"=\1, -il,

0o I,
T=1n-€e= I, 0)

We consider the pair (L, M,) and have the following lemma.

and

Lemma 38. There exists to, for all compact subset K1 in (to,00),

/ = Hn W) gp < 1, for all | € Ly (A).
M, (A)\L(A)
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Proof. Apply the conjugation of 1 to the variable in the integral:

/ 46—, Har () g — / A= Har (i) g
M. (A)\L: (4) M. (4)\Lq (4)

_ / A=) Har (nD) gy
N~ Mg (A)n\n~ Lz (A)n

The convergence follows from Lemma 27 in [3]. O

4.3.2. The Minimal Case. As we mentioned, it suffices to show Theorem 32 by proving Proposition 33.
In the rest of this section, we will prove Proposition 33 for the case when z is M-minimal. It suffices
to show that for f =e ~RJ\| and A real. The function (HM)A is positive in this case. We will first show
for the case when z is M-minimal and then reduce all the cases to this case.

Let  be M-minimal and Q = L x V be the standard parabolic subgroup containing L = L(x). We
write the intertwining period J(@}W, x,\) as

/ / 65i (q)e(NHP(qhﬁ»
Qo (A)\G:(A) JPL(A\Qx(A)

X / (5_1(m)e<””’HP(m)>6‘§\/‘[(mqh77)dm dq dh.
M)

x

Since Q. is a parabolic subgroup of G, we have Q.(A)\G,(A) is compact. Let Ky be a compact
subset of G;(A) such that Q,(A)Ky = G, (A). It suffices to show that there exist R > 0 and v > 0,
for all compact D C ©,(v) and compact Ky C G,(A), for all A with ReA € D and h € K, and for

f=e B,
/ 5c_2 (q)e (X Hp(ghn))
= (A)\Qq (A)
X / 6;; (m)e<pw’HP(m)>6‘?4(mqhn)dm dq <p,K, 1.
M) '

According to the isomorphism M, (A)\L,(A) = P,(A)\Q.(A) induced by the inclusion, we take
representatives in L, (A) in the above integral. Hence we can transform the above integral as:

(17) / e Apa Hp (1)
M, (A)\L (4)

(18) x 0! (1)etpwHr (hm) / Sp (m)elP=He oM (mihmy)dm dI.

(M) ar
In order that the above outer integral makes sense, the integrand must be left M, (A)-invariant. More-
over, we note that the integrand of the outer integral in both rows (17) and (18) are left M, (A)-
invariant. Moreover, the integrand of the outer integral in the second row (18) admits a M, (A)-invarint
upper bound. We see this by showing the following lemma.

Lemma 39. There exists R > 0, for any compact subset Ko C G(A) and any h € Ky:

x

/ 551 (m)eP=He () M (1 ) dim < g, el Hu ),
[Mg]nr

Proof. According to Lemma 23, the pair (M, M,) is a product of pairs of the following types:
(l) (ResE/FGLn, GLn),
(11) (ResE/FGLn X ResE/F GLn, ResE/F GLn)
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In particular, we have A}l = Ap;. and hence [M, ]y is of finite volume. Note that [M,]y is isomorphic
to M,\M,(A)!. Consequently, we have the upper bound of the inner integral:

/ 5;1(m)e<pw’HP(m)>9§cw(mlhn)dm :/ Gy(mlhn)dm
My \Mo(A)! " M \ M (A)!

< sup 9}‘4 (mlhn).

me6i,
Further apply Lemma 37 to 9}” :

sup gy(ml}m) < elop Ha (thn)) <K, elpp Har (D)

meéi,

With the lemma, it is immediate that the integrand in (18) is bounded by

56—&1 (l)e<PP+szHM(l)>

which is M, (A)-invariant.

Since h runs over a compact set, the integrand e{}—r=-HrUhn) i (17) is bounded by a constant
multiple of e*—P=Hr() Tt is only left to show that there exists v > 0, for any compact D C D, (7),
for any A € p; + (ay, ), where Rel € D:

x

(19) / 5_1(l)e<PP+Pa:1HM(l)>e<)‘7P27HZ\/I(l)>dl <p 1.
M, (A)\Lz (4)

Recall the index sets S and R in Section 3.4 and note that (M, (A), L, (A)) is a product, running over
the index ¢, of pairs of the following two types under the usual setting:

(1) When i € R,
M, . (A) = {(g 2) |a €GL, (AE)}
and

Ll@(A) = {(% g) S GLQm (AE) | a,ﬁ S Matmx”i (AE)} s

(2) When i € S,
M, . (A) =L, ,(A) = GL,, (A).
The integral (19) decomposes into a product of integrals over the factors and hence it suffices to show

the inequality for each of the factors (M, 4, L; ;). As the second type is trivial, it suffices to show for
each i € R of the following inequality:

(20) 51 (li)e(pp+pz7HM(li)>e(/\—pm,HM(lmdli <p 1,

x

/sz(A)\Lzm(A)
where we abused [; and (0,...,0,1;,0,...,0) in the above .

Note that the map I — 7~ 1l gives an isomorphism from L; ,(A) to GLa,, (A), where n = (§ _Zf[) .
Hence
0q. (i) = |det(l;)|7 = ety
for some p; € a};. Indeed p; = (0,...,0,04,0;,0,...,0) € aps. Since

5o, (D)elertpeHu®) = c(uitprtpeHu (D)

is M, (A)-invariant, we have that pry, . a, , (i + pp + ps) lies in aﬁ/}i. By Lemma 38, the inequality
(20) holds when (A, a)) > ;. Let v = max;er(vi). The convergence holds with R and v for the
M-minimal case.
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4.3.3. The General Case. In order to prove for the general case when x is not supposed to be M-
minimal, it suffices to prove the following lemma.

n

Lemma 40. Suppose that (M,z) and (M',x') are vertices in & and (M, x) \a‘ (M, 2") for some
a € Ap. Assume that Proposition 33 holds for (M',2'). Then it also holds for (M,z). Moreover,
there exists ¥ > 0 and R > 0 such that for ReX € D,(v) and f € Cr(a}!) we have

J(OF 2, ) = J(M (50, MO} 2", 50 ).

Since every vertex (M, x) reduces to a minimal pair (M’,2’) in finite steps by Theorem 27, the
minimal case and the above lemma imply the general case.
To show the lemma, assume for Proposition 33 holds for (M’,z’) with R’ > 0 and ' > 0. Let

(M, z) be a vertex such that (M, z) \a, (M, 2).
We first show that there exists R,~, for any f = e  BVIHII® ¢ Cr(ad?), for any A € D.(v),

J(M (34, )\)6‘}” , &', 84 A) is convergent. We recall the following formula, which can be derived via local
computation.

Lemma 41 (Gindikin-Karpelevic Formula). Let f = e ?V 12 where 9M is convergent. For any

a € Ap, and v large enough so that Re(\ + p, 8Y) large enough for all B € EB 5o S0 that M(sq, \) is
defined, we have

M(sa, N0} = 03",
where f' is the function on ad!’ such that f'(sap) = csa ()\ + ) f(p), and
H 8Y)
DI vt
where (5.(s) is the completed Dedekind zeta functwn of F.

Note that By Lemma 2, for any Ry < R there exists 7o, such that f’' € Cg, (ag/'[,) for all A € ©, (7).
Let R be such that R > R’, by the above argument, for R’ < R, we can let v = maxz(y0,7’) so that
f' € Cry(ad?) for all Re) € @ (7). Under the choice of R and ~,

T(M (50, VO 2" 5o ) = J(OF 2, 500

is convergent, since f' € CR/(agd/) and Res, A € D,/ (7).
We now prove that
J(M(sa, N0}, 2/ sa)) = J(0F 3, ).

Let Q = L x V be the parabolic subgroup of G containing P such that Ag = {a}. Let ' = nyn and
note that U’ N s,Us,! = V. We have

J(M(SQ,A)H}W,:C’,SQ)\):/ / / a(ng tumhn)dudpr, (m) " dmdh.

ol (A)\U'(A)
Since the triple integral is convergent and the integrand is nonnegative, it is absolutely convergent. By
a change of variable u — mum™! and reorder the integrals, we have

/ / / (07" (ng "muhn))opr, (namng ")~ dmdudh.
P (MG, (A) SV (AU’ (A) J[M7 ] ’

By Lemma 25 (3) and (4), the above integral equals

/ / / (07 (ng 'muhn)opr (namng ')~ dmdudh
P’ (AN\G ./ (A) JnaUang (AU, (8) J M/, ] 00 ’

:/< P na ) (A\G,r (4) /[M’] (07 )x(ng "'mha')p,, (namng ')~ dmdudh.
na P’ ,ng 2 e

By the changes of variables h — nohn,! and m — n,mn !, this is exactly J(G}w, x, \).
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To obtain the proof for all f € Cr(ad?), we simply note that every f € Cr(ad!) is bounded by a
constant multiple of e~ FVIFIZ,

4.4. Period Integrals of Pseudo-Eisenstein Series. Let P = M x U be a standard parabolic
subgroup of G.

Theorem 42. There exists R > 0 such that the period integral

/ 04 (h)dh
()

converges absolutely for any ¢ € Cr(U(A)M\G(A)) and vanishes when M is not contained in the Siegel
parabolic subgroup. Moreover, there exists v > 0 and R > 0 such that for any ¢ € C(U(A)M\G(A))
and any collection {A;} where Ay € Dy(7y) with ||Az]| < R and where x runs over the finite set of
M -cuspidal orbits in No(M) N X/M:

/9¢ Ydh = Z/ O[N], z, N)dA.
[H )\Jrz(uM)m

Proof. The convergence of the period integral of the pseudo-Eisenstein series

/ 0, (h)dh
()

for large enough R follows from Lemma (4) directly.
For any = € Ng(M) N X and ¢ we define

L(6) = / o(he)dh.
P:\G:(A)

Note that the convergence of the integral is a result given in [1]. By unfolding the integral and
reinpreting the orbits where the sum runs over, we have

1) [ teman= > L)
[H] €NG(M)NX/M
Indeed, unfolding the integral, we have

Ly 3 dtman= 3= [ o

A yep\G yeP\g Y H\H (&)

Z /H\H d(ndh)d

neP\G/H §cHNn~ 1Pn\H

= / ¢(nh)dh
neP\G/H HNn=1Py\H(A)
- > [ s
zeP\X 7 P \Ga(A)
where 7, € G is such that = = i~ !. Further, note that
(22) Lo - [ [ otohma)on, (o) dpa.
Pr(A\Gz(A) J Pe\Px(A)

by Lemma 3.3 (3) and the cuspidality condition on ¢, I,(¢) = 0 unless = is M-admissible. By Lemma
16, the sum runs over Ng(M) N X/M.
For any = € Ng(M) N X which is not M-cuspidal, we have
I.(¢) = 0.
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Indeed, by Lemma 15 and the U(A)-invariance of ¢, the inner integral in (22) transforms to

/ o(phne)op. (p)~dp
P:\P.(A)

= / / d(umhn,)dp, (wm) ™ tdudm
A, () JuAU )

= [ omhnr o),
Mz \M;(A)

where we normalize the measure of U,\U,(A) to be 1. Note that ¢(-g) is cuspidal on M\M(A) and
the character ép, is trivial on M, (A)!. By Corollary 30

[ otmhn)se, () dm
Mz \M. (A)

- / / (mahng)dmép, ()~ da
AMz z\Mz(A)l
=0
for all z € Ng(M) N X which is not M-cuspidal. In particular,

/ 04(h)dh =0
[H]

when M is not contained in the Siegel parabolic subgroup. Assume therefore that M is contained in
the Siegel parabolic subgroup and x is M-cuspidal. By Lemma 15 and Lemma 21, we have

L(¢) = ¢(ahn,)op, (a)dadh

/A%Z U (A)M\Ga (8) J AY=

N / / (e hpg)e PP dydh.
AVFUR (M) M\Go(8) J (an)F

Now assume further that ¢ smooth, i.e. ¢ € CF(U(A)M\G(A)). The inner integral of the above
is a Fourier transform F* on (aps)F, which is also (F7)~! o F, where F is the Fourier transform on

x

ap and F~ is the Fourier transform on a),.Hence

o 1) — /M / SN (hn,)dAdh
AN Ua (A) MG (4) S X bi(ay, )

for any A\, € px + (a3, ), such that [|A| < R.

By Theorem 32, the double integral converges for Re),, € D,(7) and suitable R and . By Changing
the order of the integrals in (23) we obtain the theorem. O

5. THE SPECTRUM

5.1. The H-distinguish Spectrum. We will define a subspace of L*([G]), denoted L% ;.. ([G]),
which measures the part of the spectrum which is distinguished with respect to H. First, let L%, . ([G])
be the subspace of L?([G]) consisting of ¢ such that the integral f[H]G |f * p(h)|dh converges for any
f € C.(G(A))(where the latter denotes the space of continuous, compactly supported functions on
G(A)). Note that, except for trivial cases, [H]g is of measure zero in [G]-hence the need for convo-
lution. The space L?([G])H-conv contains the space of rapidly decreasing functions on [G] (cf. [[1],
Proposition 1]). (If HN G4 is semisimple, then L?(|G])g_cony contains in fact the space of bounded

measurable functions on [G].) In particular, L%, .. ([G]) is dense in L?*([G]). Let
L3 -conv([G])° = {0 € Lifconv([G]) | /[H] (f x@)(h)dh = 0 for all f € Cc(G(A))}.
G

We can define the “strong” H-distinguished spectrum L%I_dist([G])St to be the orthogonal complement
in L?([G]) of L*(|G])$

H-conv*
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More generally, for any subspace C of L?([G])g-conv define
Cy = ¢€C|/ h)|dh = 0 for all f € C.(G(A)}.

Note that if, for any ¢ € C, ¢ is continuous and the integral f[H ¢(hg)|dh converges for all
g € G(A), then
Chu={peC|¢g(hg)=0forall g € G(A)}.
To define LQ([G]) H—dist we will take C to be the space of pseudo-Eisenstein series. To make this more
precise we recall some standard facts and terminology from [8].

5.2. Coarse Decomposition. Let Ilousp(Ac\G(A)) be the set of equivalent classes of irreducible
cuspidal representation of G(A) with trivial central character on A¢. A cuspidal datum of G is a pair
(M, m), where M is a Levi subgroup of G and 7 € Icusp (A \M(A)). We say two cuspidal data (M, ),
(M’,7") are equivalent if there exist v € G such that yM~y~! = M’ and y7 = 7/. And we denote
(M,7) ~ (M',7") if v(M,7) = (M’,7'). By Bruhat decomposition, if such ~ exist, we can suppose
that v is an element of the Weyl group W, and we define

W({(M,r), (M, 7") ={weW:wM,r)= (M, x")}.

For any cuspidal data (M, ) let qubp ~([M]) be the m-isotypic component of the cuspidal spectrum
L2, ([M]), and let

Liusp(U(A)M\G(A))

cusp,m
={¢ : U(A)M\G(A) — C measurable |
dp2([M]) for all g € G(A),/ lo(9)|?dg < oo}
AnUA)M\G(A)

For any finite set of K-types §, the space L2, (U(A)M\G(A))¥ (the direct sum of K-isotypic
components pertaining to §) is finite-dimensional and consists of smooth functions.

Let X € € and § be a finite set of K-types. Given R > 1 and (M, 7) € X, recall the function space
PRS- defined in [8, I11]:

(M,m)
Phy = PR((aSh); Liuspﬂ( (A)M\G(A))%) 2= PE((af})*) ® Ly - (U(A)M\G(4))5).

We denote the value of ¢ € P (M ﬂ) at A by ¢[A]. This notation is consistent with the one in section 2.6
where we view ¢ as a functlon in the space C (U(A)M\G(A)). Recalled the pseudo-Eisenstein series

0y (see [8, I1.1.10]) is defined for all ¢ € Pg’f - Let

RF ._ R,§
Pt = D Pl
(M,m)ex
We can extend 64 to the map:
0% . PY — L((G])

Z Ci¢i — Z 619¢1
i=1 i=1
Let Px 3([G]) be the image of 6%, and let L%([G])z be the closure of Px z in L2([G]). Let
PBx([G]) == Uzci sinite Bx,5([G]), and let L%([G]) be the closure of PBx in L?([G]). By [8, Theorem
11.2.1], L%([G]) is independent of choice of R for R > 0.
We have the coarse decomposition of L?([G]) ([8, 11.2.4])

(24) 13(c)) = Pri(c

Xee
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In particular, the space of all pseudo-Eisenstein series

) = P R=(G)
Xee
is dense in L?([G]).
As commented at the end of section 5.1, we define L%, ;... ([G]) to be the orthogonal complement of
PBx([G])% in L2([G]). we also define

Lﬁisc,H—dist([G]) LH dlbt([G]) N Lﬁlsc([G])

5.3. Finer Decomposition. We will follow [5, 6.3], which summarizes [8, Chapter V]. Fix X € & and
$ as in section 5.2. We define a root hyperplane in (a%i[)* as an affine hyperplane given by equation
(A, ") = ¢ for some coroot o correspond to root @ € Ap and ¢ € R. Consider certain finite set
S% consists of tuples (M, 7, &) where (M,7) € X and & is an affine subspace of (a§;)* which is an
intersection of root hyperplanes. (As remarked in [5], Sg is merely locally finite. However, we can

replace it by the finite set Sing®® in [8, V.3.13].) We define

U s§

ek
3§ finite

Sx consists of triples (M, n, &) where (M, 7) € X and & is singular hyperplane for the intertwining
operator corresponding to (M, 7).

We consider the set of equivalence classes of Sg and Sx under the equivalence relation (M, 7, &) ~
(M', 7', &) if there exist w € W((M, ), (M’,n") such that w& = &’. We denote the set of equivalence
classes of S§ and Sx by [ST] and [Sx] respectively. With the above notation, we can state the finer
decomposition ([8, V.3.13 Corollary, V.3.14 Corollary])

L3([G)s = P Li(Gles
ee[sy]
and further

- @ e

CE[Sx

Gl)e =Y L3([G])es
5

The space L2 ([G])¢ defined in [8, V] as a integral of certain residual of Eisenstein series. For our
purpose in this paper, we will use an alternative description.

For €, €' € [Sx], we denote € = € if for (M,m, &) € €, we can choose (M', 7', &’) € ¢ such that
(M,7) = (M',7") and & 2 &’. This condition is well-defined since if (M, 7) = (M',7') and & D &,
then w(M, ) = w(M’', ') and wS D wS' for any w € W. We write € > € if € = ¢’ but € £ .

Fixing m > 1, we define

PR’f" = 1{¢ = (¢p(u.n) € PS¢ for any € = [(M,7,8)] € [Sk],

where

¢’ % €, ¢(m,r) together with its derivatives of order 1 to m vanishes on &'}.

Similarly, we define P;f f The space P;f is contained in the corresponding space Pg Tg; defined in [8,

V.3.3], (T’ will be determined by R.) and the partial order = is replaced by a totally order refinement.
In fact, if we replace Pg TS/ by P; f in [8, V.3], then all the statements and proofs remain valid. (And

the induction is based on the codimension of &.)
We have

(25) L3(Gl)es = {00 0 € PITY N {0y 6 € P}
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and
=R
(26) D IA(Glers = {65 0 € PLT
e
Let (G, H) is a pair of groups which Theorem 42 is applicable. Assume for any Levi subgroup
M there exist a finite collection of affine hyperplane of (a%)*, Qlﬁ with the following constrain. For

each element & € Qlﬁ\q/[, there exist an element A\g € & and holomorphic functions Jg(p, —), where
¢ € A%(@), such that in a neighborhood of Re A = A\g in the ambient space S¢, the integrals

(27) /[H] o= S [ dael. Nay

Seall
are absolutely convergent for any ¢ € Cr(U(A)M\G(A)). Here, S¢ is the complexification of the

subspace parallel to &.
Given X € € and (M, 7) € X, define

= S : Je(p, —) does not vanish identically for some
Al = {S e A : Js(p,—) d ish identically f
p € APN(G) N Lo - (U(A)M\G(A))},
and
A = {(M,7,8): (M,7) € X,6 € Afjy }-
Assume that ng is a union of equivalence classes of Sx. (Enlarge Sy if necessary, but in our case,
A4 C [Sx].) Let [A%] be the set of equivalent classes of AZY.
We separate [Sx] into a disjoint union of two subsets:
[Sx]% = {€ € [Sx] : € ¥ € for any & € [AL]},
[Sx]H-dist := {€ € [Sx] : ¢ = € for some ¢’ € [AF]}.
Note that if € € [Sx]$;, then f[H}G 04(h)dh will vanish for any ¢ € I:’;CS

We have the following corollary from (25).

Corollary 43. For any X € €, we have
@D Li(GDe <TG
CeSx]Yy
Thus,

L3 aia([G)) € @D  ILi(G)e.

X€eC,Ce[Sx]H-dist
5.4. The Main Result. Let
B :={(X,0): X €& Cc[%]}
Recall the finer decomposition in Section 5.3
LG) = P Li(Ge.
(x,€)eB
Define the following subsets of B:
Q={(%,¢) € B :dim¢< = 0};
Br.dist = {(X,€) € B : € [Sx]m-dist };
Qp-dist = QN Br-dist;
B={(X,0)eB:Xecc};
O =0nN%B;
where € is the set of cuspidal data (M, ), where M is contained in the Siegel Levi subgroup. By

theorem 42, we have By _qgist C B and Qp qist C Q.
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Denote

(a) =@, 13(6)
and
L*([G]aise = Lisc([G]) N L2([G]).
Since B gy_qgist < %, by Corollary 43, we have
(28) Lias(G) S € Li(G]) C L*(G)).
(X,€)EDB H_dist
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