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EISENSTEIN COHOMOLOGY AND CRITICAL VALUES OF CERTAIN
L-FUNCTIONS: THE CASE G,

FARID HOSSEINIJAFARI

ABSTRACT. We establish results on the rationality of ratios of successive critical values of Langlands-
Shahidi L-functions, as they appear in the constant terms of the Eisenstein series associated with
the exceptional group of type G2 over a totally imaginary number field. Furthermore, we prove the
rationality of the critical values for each L-function in the products, such as the symmetric cube
L-functions. Our method generalizes the Harder-Raghuram method [17] to cases where multiple
L-functions appear in the constant term and involve an exceptional group. Finally, our results on
the automorphic version of Deligne’s conjecture align with its motivic counterpart, as demonstrated

in the recent work of Deligne and Raghuram [9].

0. INTRODUCTION

This paper aims to establish a connection between the cohomology of arithmetic groups and the
special values of Langlands-Shahidi L-functions, extending the Harder-Raghuram method ([17, 16,
15, 14, 32, 35, 33]) to cases involving multiple L-functions appearing in constant terms of Eisenstein
series. Specifically, we focus on the exceptional group G2, which played a key role in developing the
Langlands-Shahidi method [28, 42, 40, 41]. Consequently, we prove rationality results for the ratios
of successive critical values of Langlands-Shahidi L-functions associated with G5 over a totally
imaginary field.

Harder outlined an ambitious program to establish a bilateral relation between the cohomology of
arithmetic groups and the special values of Langlands’ automorphic L-functions [16], building on his
pioneering work on G Ly [14]. In his collaboration with Raghuram [17], they explored one direction
of this relationship by proving the rationality of the ratio of successive critical points of Rankin-
Selberg L-functions, providing a cohomological interpretation of some aspects of the Langlands-
Shahidi method through the study of the Eisenstein cohomology of the ambient group G Ly over
a totally real number field. They proposed that their method could be extended to establish
rationality results for Langlands-Shahidi L-functions attached to any reductive group. However,
it was not clear how their method could be adapted to cases involving multiple L-functions or to
the case of exceptional groups. We complete the program for the exceptional group of type Ga, by
studying the Eisenstein cohomology of these groups and providing a cohomological interpretation of
the Langlands-Shahidi method in the case of G5, where multiple L-functions appear in the constant
term of Eisenstein series attached to G>. We now proceed to state the main results of this paper.

Let F' be a totally imaginary number field that contains a CM-subfield. Denote the rings of
adeles of F' by Ap, and for simplicity when F' = Q denote it by A. Let F be a “sufficiently” large
finite Galois extension of Q that contains a copy of F', and fix an embedding ¢+ : £ — C.
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Let Resp/p(GL2) be a rational group defined by the Weil restriction of scalars of a split group of
type GLz/F. Let ‘o = ‘0yx"0s be a cohomological cuspidal representation of Resp/q(GL2/F)(A) =
GLy(Ap), formed as explained in 4.3. Denote the central character of ‘o by w.,, and the adjoint
cube representation of GLy by Ad>(‘c) [42].

Following Deligne [8, Prop-Def 2.3], define the critical points of the (completed) Langlands-
Shahidi L-functions as the (half-)integers at which the infinite part of the L-function and its coun-
terpart on the other side of the functional equation are both finite. The main theorems of this
paper are as follows:

Theorem 1 (Theorem 11.1). Assume that ‘o is non-monomial. For any two successive critical
points m and m + 1 of both L-functions L(s, Ad®(‘0)) and L(2s,w.s), we have:
(1) The vanishing of L(m + 1, Ad*(*c))L(2m + 1,w.o) is independent of the choice of the em-
bedding of E in C.
(2) Suppose L(m +1,Ad?(‘c)) #0; then
|5/2 L(m, Ad®(*0))L(2m, w.s)
Lim+1,Ad3(*c))L(2m + 1,w.y)
where dpq is the absolute discriminant of F.

(3) For any v € Gal(Q/Q):

L(m, Ad*(*0))L(2m,w.y) ~
L(m+1,Ad3(*0))L(2m + 1,w:,) ) -

0F/0 cu(E)cQ,

y (|5F/@|5/2

L(m Adg(’YOLJ))L(2m Wryor )

L A 5/2 ) ) o

6(77 W)€(77 w )’ F/Q| L(m i 1,Ad3(7°L0'))L(2m+ 1,&)7%0-)7
where e(v,b w) and e(y," w") are signs as defined in Definition 10.1.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 11.2). Suppose m and m + 1 are the critical points of the L-functions
L(s, ‘o), L(2s,w.y), and L(3s, ‘o0 ® w.,). Then, we have the following:
(1) The vanishing of L(m+1, ‘o) L(2m+1,w.;)L(3m+1, ‘o ®w:,) is independent of the choice
of embedding from E in C.
(2) Suppose L(m+1, ‘o) +0; then:
12 L(m, ‘o)L(2m,w.s)L(3m, ‘o ® wy)
Lim+1, to)L(2m+ 1,ws)L(3m+1, ‘o @ wiy)

(3) For any v € Gal(Q/Q):

|5F/Q cu(E) cQ.

w(|5p/@|5/2 L(m, '0) L(2m,w.0)L(3m, ‘o 8w.,) )

L(m+1,t0)L(2m+1,w.)L(3m+1, ‘o @ wy)
L(m, 7o) L(2m, wveis ) L(3m, 70 ® wrery)
L(m+1, 7°0)L(2m + 1,wyey ) L(3m + 1, 7°00 ® Wroiy)’

e(y, w)e(y, w') gyl
where €(v," w) and e(y," w") are signs as defined in Definition 10.1.

We need to interpret the L-functions above as Langlands-Shahidi L-functions associated with
an ambient group. The rank-one Eisenstein cohomology of this ambient group then provides the
source of rationality for the ratios of the critical values of these L-functions. The Harder-Raghuram
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method has been successfully applied to various cases ([17, 34, 32, 1, 27]), with a unifying feature of
these works being their focus on classical groups that involve a single L-function contributing to the
constant term of the Eisenstein series. In this paper, we establish the first instance of the Harder-
Raghuram method in which the ambient group is an exceptional group where multiple L-functions
appear in the constant term of the Eisenstein series. A key step in the Harder-Raghuram method
is to provide a cohomological interpretation of aspects of the Langlands-Shahidi method. The case
G4 plays a key role in Shahidi’s early work [38, 41, 42, 43] in developing the Langlands-Shahidi
method. We expect our work to play a similar role, paving the way for studying the rationality of
Langlands-Shahidi L-functions in numerous cases, where we deal with multiple L-functions and/or

exceptional groups.

Outline of the paper. Let G = Resp/g(Ga/F), and S be a (adelic) locally symmetric space
with level structure Ky attached to G as defined in Section 1.3. The open compact subgroup Ky is
assumed to be small enough and neat. Let E be a sufficiently large Galois extension of Q containing
a copy of F. Let M be a sheaf attached to an irreducible representation of Gx E as usual, then one
can define the sheaf cohomology group H '(S’G, M) which is a Hecke module. Let §G =S¢ UaSs
be the Borel-Serre compactification, then the cohomology of the compactified space and the space
itself “coincide” due to the homotopy equivalency of two spaces. We have the following long exact

sequence:
(0.0_1) N HC.(SG,M,\) i) H'(SG,M)\) i H'(@SG,MA) — e,

Following [16] and [36], appealing to Kostant’s theorem [26] one can describe the boundary co-
homology in terms of algebraic (unnormalized) parabolic induction of the cohomology groups of
the Levi factor M of conjugacy classes of parabolic subgroups P with sheaves originating from an
irreducible representation of M x E with highest weight p obtained by twisted action of Kostant
representative as described in Section 2.2 and 2.3. We can compatibly define the arithmetic co-
homology of the Levi factors and derive the same long exact sequence as above. The image of i°,
denoted by H!'(SM ,M,), is known as inner cohomology. It admits an isotypical decomposition
for “sufficiently large” E, [17, Section 2.3.5]. In Section 4, we define the strongly inner cohomology
group H!'!(SM,MN) c H!'(SM,MH). After a base change using ¢ : E — C, the strongly inner co-
homology precisely captures the cuspidal cohomology group. In Section 4.3, for a Hecke summand
oy e Hy(SM, M u) ®g, C, we explicitly define an infinitesimal representation ‘oo in terms of the
highest weight ‘. such that ‘o = ‘0 ® ‘04 is a cuspidal cohomological representation.

In Section 3, we review the Langlands-Shahidi method to obtain the ratio of the product of
automorphic L-functions appearing in the constant term of the Eisenstein series. To prove the
rationality of the ratios of these L-functions, we develop a cohomological framework that aligns
with the cohomological Langlands-Shahidi method ([16, Section 9.2.1], [17, Figure 6.18]). The
general concept of these constructions is depicted in Figure 1.

In Figure 1, the outer diagram illustrates the Langlands-Shahidi method for a standard maximal
parabolic subgroup P = MU, where ¢ is the contragredient and Ind denotes the normalized para-
bolic induction evaluated at the point of evaluation k, see Definition 3.1. At the point of evaluation,
the normalized and algebraic parabolic inductions coincide and we can relate the cohomological and
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the automorphic frameworks (the dashed lines). Moreover, the map M is the standard intertwining
map, Fisp is the Eisenstein summation, and Fp is the constant term along P, see Equation 10.2.3
and its following remark.

The inner diagram illustrates the cohomological counterpart of the Langlands-Shahidi machinery.
We use the notations introduced in Section 9.4, here

I (0 Y =" o ") (' (8™, Mo n(01))',
where the subscript b indicates that we are considering the bottom-degree situation. The term w
denotes a specific Kostant representation, as described earlier, ensuring that the cohomology of the
Levi factor is non-trivially contributes to boundary cohomology at bottom-degree ¢,. The Kostant
representative w,; is determined by one of the key steps in this paper, the combinatorial lemma
(Lemma 6.2 and 6.1).

C=(GQ\G(A)

H(S%, M) -
C=(PQ\G(A)) H(0p ST, Mu,, 1)s H® (989, M) K H®(0pS%, Moy, (=217 C(PQN\G(A))
(ff we D I
I Jf Wel ))“’Lz
_x ‘.
T M=T:;®g,.C T G(A
Ind® E >(s o) | 5=k bl frz(l[’,gzi(s,"&)\ﬁ:,‘.

FiGurE 1. Cohomological Langlands-Shahidi method via Eisenstein cohomology

The Hecke summand oy can be naturally decomposed into its local components, allowing the
induced module to be expressed as a tensor product of these components. In the cohomological
setting, the intertwining operator Ty; is represented as a tensor product of local intertwining maps,
each of which is E-linear, justifies the notation used in the Figure 1. At the point of evaluation
and after a base change via ¢ : F — C, we prove that the local intertwining operators coincide
with their automorphic counterparts, contributing non-trivially to L-values in a manner consistent
with the automorphic setting. The proof for non-archimedean places is presented in Section 7,
following the approach outlined in [35] for the general case. The archimedean case is addressed
in Section 8 and is more intricate. The proof begins by showing that, at the transcendental level,
the induced modules evaluated at k are irreducible and the intertwining maps are isomorphisms
(Propositions 8.1 and 8.1). Using cocycle decomposition in the automorphic setting and Delorme’s
lemma in the cohomological setting, the calculation is reduced to rank-one operators. Referring to
the computations in [32, Section 4.1] for GLa, we demonstrate that the local intertwining operators
at archimedean places contribute non-trivially to the ratios of archimedean local L-factors in our
case, as established in Propositions 8.3 and 8.4.
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The next step is to state and prove a version of the Manin-Drinfeld principle [17, Theorem 5.12]
for our case. As outlined in Theorem 9.5, this principle asserts that the direct sum

(0-0-2) Iég(o'f)wd ® Il;g(af(_2k))w’cla

splits off as an isotypical Hecke summand within the Hecke module H q”(@ﬁG, M\)Es. The dimen-
sions of the individual summands are each k, resulting in a total dimension of 2k for the direct
sum.

We first establish a multiplicity-one result specific to our case to prove Theorem 9.5. In par-
ticular, we show that the algebraically induced representations discussed earlier are not equivalent
almost everywhere to any representations induced from other parabolic subgroups. Furthermore,
we demonstrate that “Indggﬁf ;(af) is not equivalent almost everywhere to any other parabolically
induced representation along other conjugacy classes of parabolic subgroups. The proof is an ex-
tension of the approach in [30, Propositions 2.3.1 and 2.3.3] for G2 over a totally real number field
to the case of a totally imaginary number field.

The final component is our main theorem on the rank-one Eisenstein cohomology for the group
G, presented as Theorem 10.1. This theorem establishes that the image of Eisenstein cohomology
forms a k-dimensional E-subspace within the isotypic component described in 0.0.2, which has
a total dimension of 2k. The rationality results are then obtained by following the approach
outlined in [17]. In our construction, “the Eisenstein cohomology is analogous to a line within a
two-dimensional plane, where the slope corresponds to the ratio of the products L-values” discussed
earlier.

In Section 5, we explicitly calculate the critical integer for the L-factors and determine the set
of critical integers for the product of L-factors. We show that the set of critical values forms an
interval of half-integers. To apply the rationality results outlined for the evaluation point to all
the critical points, we use Tate twists and track the combinatorial conditions that determine w,;.
This imposes a bound on the possible Tate twists that covers all the points in the critical set of
the product of L-functions—*“no more and no less!”—as stated and proved in the combinatorial
lemma (see Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2). Thus, we can extend our main rationality results to all critical
points of the products of L-functions by studying the rationality results for the evaluation point
alone.

Furthermore, we observe that for a given representation, the critical set of the product of L-
functions covers all critical integers of one and only one of the L-functions involved. By imposing
a specific combinatorial condition on the representation ‘o, we can extend our main rationality
results to any of the L-functions that appear in the product at all critical points, assuming that the
rationality results for the other L functions involved are known. This combinatorial condition is de-
tailed in Section 6.3. As an application, we can derive similar rationality results for L(s, Sym?(‘0)),
where Sym? denotes the symmetric cube transfer for GLy. This is achieved by leveraging our re-
sults for L(s,Ad*(‘c)) and twisting the representation by the central character. Rationality results
for Sym?® have previously been established in special cases by [11, 22, 13, 21] and in the general
case by Raghuram [31], who used functoriality to derive these results by fstudying the Eisenstein
cohomology of GL,, x GL,_1. Although our approach is closely aligned with that of [31], our results
are obtained independently of functoriality.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. The base field. Let F' be a number field of degree dp = [F : Q]. The set of archimedean
places of F', denoted by S., corresponds to the embeddings of F' into C, up to the action of
Aut(C/R). Fix the notation for the pair of complex conjugate embeddings 7,7, € Homg(F,C)
associated with the complex place v. In this paper, we are interested in totally imaginary number
fields. In this case dr = no = 2r where r is the number of complex places.

A totally imaginary number field F' contains a unique maximal totally real subfield Fy, it is
known that Fj has at most one totally imaginary quadratic extension within F' [48]. A totally
imaginary quadratic extension of a totally real number field is called a CM-field. Following [32],

define two cases:
2.1. CM - case : In this case, there is an intermediate CM-field extension F} of Fj inside F'.
2.2. TR - case : In this case, there is no CM-subfield of F' containing Fy. We will denote F; = Fy
for future reference.

For a number field F', the ring of adeles of F' is denoted by Ap. If F' = Q, denote the rings of adeles
of Q with A = Ay x A, where Ay is the ring of finite adeles.

1.2. The groups. Let Go/F be a split exceptional group of type Ga defined over a totally imagi-
nary number field F. The group Gy is both adjoint and simply connected [49]. Fix a split Cartan
subgroup Ty in Gy. Let By = ToUy be a fixed Borel subgroup of Gy containing Ty. Let A = {«, 8}
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denote the set of simple roots, where « is the short root and S is the long root of Ty. Let & and
®* be the sets of all roots and positive roots of G, respectively, corresponding to the chosen Borel

subgroup. Then:
" ={a, B, a+ 8, 3a+28, 2a+ 3, 3a+ 3}.

Y =3a+20

8 a+f  |vs=20+0 3a+p

FIGURE 2. Root Lattice of G2, Dominant chamber is shaded

The fundamental weights are v5; = 2« + 8 and 7; = 3o + 2. The half sum of positive roots is

1
(1.2.1) p(;=§ Z v =ba+38 ="y +7s-
vyed+
The Weyl group of Gg denoted by Wy, is isomorphic to the dihedral group Dg with 12 elements.
The Weyl group acts naturally on the root lattice of Gg. It is generated by the simple reflections
Wq = Sq and wg = sg about the line perpendicular to o and 3, respectively. The reflection sq for

any 0 € ® is defined as:
s9(9) =09 - (0,0V)0, VU ed.

For simplicity, denote wg,wg, by wg,s, for any positive roots 6; and 2. Then:

W = {17 Wq,y, W, Wapy Was WaBar WRaBs; WaBafs WhaBar WaBaBas WhaBafs U)G},

where wg = WaBaBas = WaaBasa is the longest element of W sending all the positive roots to the
negative ones, and more precisely it sends any 6 € ®* to —. As w? = w?} =1, the inverse of each
Weyl element is simply the element with a subscript in the inverse order. Let I(w) be the length
of an element w € W, then on has:

l(w)=#{0ed" |w(h)ed },

this is equivalent to the number of elements in the subscript. We have 0 < I(w) < 6, where elements
with odd length represent the reflection of the single positive root, and elements with even length

are the rotations of angles which are multiples of /3.
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The character group of T denoted by X*(7j), and the co-character group denoted by X, (7p)
of Ty, can be described explicitly as:

(1.2.2) X*(To) ~ZRa+B)®Z(a+ ), X.(Tp)~Z(R2a+pB) &Z(a+p)".
Moreover, To(F) can be identified with F* x F* as:
to: To(F) ~ F* x F*,
te ((2a+B) (1), (+ B)(1))-

More explicitly, for z € F'* we have:
a(ty'(a,b)) = ab™, B(t51(a,b)) = a b2,
a'(z) =ty (z,27"), BY(z) = t51(1, 2).

Furthermore, under the map ¢y a character x of To(F') can be represented by x1 ® x2 where x; and
X2 are characters of F'™.

The group Gy has three proper standard parabolic F-subgroups: the minimal standard parabolic
F-subgroup By, and two maximal standard parabolic F-subgroups, P o and P g, corresponding to
the roots a and 3, respectively. For § € A, the Levi decomposition P g = My Uy ¢ holds, where Uy g
is the unipotent radical, and M g is the Levi factor containing Ty and 6 as its simple root. We define
an equivalence relation between parabolic F-subgroups of Gg, where two parabolic F-subgroups
are equivalent if their Levi factors are conjugated by an element in Go(F). The equivalence class
of a parabolic F-subgroup P is called an associate class and is denoted by [Py]. All standard
parabolic subgroups of G are self-associate. Moreover, for € A, the unipotent subgroup Up g is
generated by the root spaces corresponding to the five roots in ®* \ {#}, making Uy ¢ a subgroup
of dimension 5.

For any 9 € ®*, let Xy : F - Go(F') be the corresponding one-dimensional space and then by the
application of Jacobson-Morozov theorem there is a map ¢y : SLa(F') — Go(F') where for z € F*:

@9((; f)):xﬁm), m((; ?)):m(x), w((g x‘fl)):mac).

For 0 € A, the Levi factor defined to be the centralizer of 4" (F™), where v is the fundamental root
perpendicular to 6, in Go(F). The group generated by Xg(F*), X _g(F*), and v"(F*) in Go(F)
is the Levi factor My g ~ GLo(F') [42]. We can extend the map ¢g : SLa(F') - My g(F') to the map

¢o: GLa(F) > Moy g(F), by defining:
z 0 v
o))

Then, the restriction of this map to the diagonal matrices will provide us with a parametrization
of the maximal torus ¢g|psxp+ : F* x F* — Ty(F'). Denote this map as ty. Let us outline this
parametrization for both short and long simple roots.

The map t, : F* x F* ~ Ty(F) defined as above, is adjusted to the short root « as the simple
root of My, and for t € To(F) is given by:

ta(diag((20r+ B) (1), (ac+ 5)(2))) = ¢.
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It gives us the parametrization of the maximal torus inside of the My, as
a(ta(a,b)) =ab™, B(ta(a,b)) =a"'v*.

Another parametrization tg: F* x F'* - Ty(F') adjusted to the long root 3 as the simple root of
My g and for t € Ty(F') is given by:

(1.2.3) tg(diag((a+ B)(1), ()(1))) = 1.
Again, it gives us the parametrization of the maximal torus inside of the My g as
o(ts(a,b)) =0, B(ts(a.b)) = ab™.
Go(F)
Py o(F) Py s(F)
By(F)
GLy(F) =  Moa(F) Myg(F) = GLo(F)
F*x F* - To(F) o F*x F*
\ lto
F*xF*

FIGURE 3. Parametrizations of the maximal torus Ty(F)

Remark. The maps t5' and t, defined above are identical. They underscore the distinction that
to describes the maximal torus embedded in the Borel subgroup while ¢, characterizes the torus
embedded in the Levi factor My o (F') through its parametrization in terms of GLy(F'). The diagram
in Figure 3 helps to have a better understanding of these embeddings.

The seven-dimensional representation of Gg attached to the short fundamental weight v, = 2a+
is recognized as the smallest representation of Gg, wherein every representation of Go can be found
within its tensor algebra[10]. This representation is called the standard representation of Gg and is
denoted by R7. We will follow [30] to describe a matrix representation of the Levi factors under the
standard representation Ry;. Let V7 be the representation space of R7. The set of weight vectors of
V7 corresponding to weights of Ry is {v,(%), V_(a+B)s V=-as V05 Vas Va+ps vy, }, it forms an ordered
basis of the space of 7 x 7 matrices representing Ga.

Translating the weights of the standard representation by w,, determine the decomposition of
the representation of My ,. Considering the representative of the maximal torus introduced earlier

we have:
(1.2.4) Ry oty = diag(pa, Ad?, p2) € SO(7,0C),

the representations ps and py are the standard representation of GLo(C) and its contragredient,
respectively. Also Ad? is the adjoint square representation of GLy(C). Similarly, translations of
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weights by wg we have:

(1.2.5) R7o tg = diag(det_l,ﬁz, 1, pa, det) € SO(?, (C)

1.3. Locally symmetric spaces. Let G = Res F/Q(GO) be the rational group of type G2 obtained
by Weil restriction. Since Gy is a split group over a number field F', the group G is a quasi-split
group [2], with B = ResF/Q(Bo) being the Borel subgroup of G. Similarly, we can define the
restriction of scalars of all the subgroups of G corresponding to those in Gy and denote them by
the same notation without the subscript 0.

The adelic points of the group denoted by G(A) = Go(Ar), where its group at infinity G(R) is
a direct product of complex groups of type Go over archimedean places. Fix a maximal compact
subgroup of G(R) in a regular way:

Koo = H G3,
veS.

where G$ is the compact form of a group of type Gz, [18, Chapter X.6]. Note that K is a
connected group.

Let

5= 5%, = G(Q\G(A)/ Ko K.

be a locally symmetric space attached to G and an open compact subgroup Ky in G(Af). We may
assume Ky to be neat, see [12, Lemma 15.2.5], ensuring that S is a smooth manifold. When K ¥
is clear from the context, we will omit it from the notation as above to simplify expressions.

The space S¢ is not compact as the Q-rank of G is greater than one [5]. Let 5% 5 5C be the
Borel-Serre compactification of S¢, constructed by adding a boundary stratified as G (Q)-conjugacy
classes of parabolic subgroups P over the field of rational numbers, denoted by S = updpSE [3].
Since we assumed K to be neat, §G is a compact finite-volume manifold with corners.

For a parabolic subgroup P = MU, we can define the locally symmetric spaces attached to its
Levi quotient, mp: P - M,

SM = M(Q)\M (A)/ Koo K1,

where Koo a1 = mp(P N Ko) ¢ Mp(R) is a maximal compact subgroup, and Ky ¢ Mp(Ay) is
compact-open subset defined in [16] which is neat as it inherit the neatness from the K through the
quotient map [37]. In maximal parabolic cases, since the Levi factor My g is isomorphic to GLy/F,
we can analyze the locally symmetric space of My more explicitly using the one for GLs. Consider
the standard subgroups of GLy/F, the Borel subgroup By 2 consisting of upper triangular matrices,
the maximal torus Tj o represented by the diagonal matrices subgroup, the center of GL2/F denoted
by Zp 2, and the maximal Q-split subgroup of Zp 2 denoted by Sp2. The corresponding subgroups
in the restriction of scalars of the Levi factor are denoted as follows:

My > Bog=T5.Uz 9> Z29> 5.

The group at infinity is:
My(R) = [T GL2(C),

veS,
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with the center Zsg ~ [Tyes, R*.J2 x [1yes, C*.J2 where I = diag(1,1), and the maximal torus
S.0(R) sits diagonally in Z3 g(R). The maximal compact subgroup of My(R) is:

C2,9,oo = H U(Q)

vES,
Moreover, define:
KQ,G,OO = 02,9,00-52,9(]R)
and KQO’(%OO = (2,0,00-592,0(R)° is its connected component. The maximal compact subgroup K3 g
is connected.

To study the cohomology group discussed in this text, we need the dimensions of the spaces
introduced above. We will list them here for future reference. The dimension of the group G(R)
is:

dimg(G(R)) = rdimr(G2(C)) = 28r = 14dp.
For 6 € A, the dimension of the unipotent subgroup is:
dimR(Ug(R)) = dF.dimR(Uo’g(R)) = 5dF.
Moreover, we have:
dimg (G(R)) = 28r,
dimp (K« ) = 14r,
dimg (S¢) = dimp (G) - dimg (Ko ) = 14r,
dimp (85Y) = 14r - 1.
For 6 € A, we can calculate the dimensions associated with the Levi factor My, as it is isomorphic
to the group Respg(GL2/F):
dimp (SM0) = 4r - 1.

1.4. Characters of the torus and its parametrizations. Let E/Q denote a ‘large enough’
Galois extension containing a copy of F', as outlined in [32]. Let ¢: E' - C be an embedding, define

the map ¢, : Hom(F, E) - Hom(F,C) by t4(7) = tor =: 7%, and denote the complex conjugate ¢.(7)
by 7°.
Now we can define the algebraic character module,

X*(T x E) :=Hom(T xq E,Gy,).

There is a natural action of Gal(E/Q) on X*(7T' x E)). Moreover, since T'= Resp/q(To) and T is
split over F', we have
X" (TxE)= GB X*(To xp, E) = @ X*(Tp).
T:F—>FE TF—E
Any A e Xg(T'x E) = X*(T'x E)®Q, can be decomposed to A = (A7) .p_. g where A" is a rational
character of Ty. Moreover, the action of n € Gal(E/Q) on X can be seen as "A = ("A\).p_pg =
()\"_IOT)T;FQE. Then by (1.2.2) and the fact that Tp is split over F', for any 7: F' - E we have:

(1.4.1) N =m"y+n"vs=a"(2a+B)+b (a+ ) = (a”,b")o.
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F1GURE 4. Embedding of Fields in Totally Imaginary Case

The second equality comes from the parametrization tg: Ty - F* x F'*. The relation between the
two different representatives above can be described as

(1.4.2) m'=b", n"=ad -0,
(1.4.3) a"=m"+n", b =m".
For any 7: F - FE, the weight A" is called an integral weight if
a,b'eZ <<= m',n" €Z.

The weight A = (A7) ,.p_g is an integral weight if A7 is an integral weight for all 7: F - E.

For any 7: F - FE, an integral weight A" is called a dominant integral weight if
7>
m’ 20, <~ a 20" 20.
n’ > 0;
The weight A € X* (T x E) is a dominant integral weight if A7 is a dominant integral weight for all
the embeddings 7: F' - E. We will denote the set of all dominant integral weights by X* (T x E).
As we mentioned, the description of the weight of the torus depends on the different parametriza-

tions of Ty, in Figure 3. For the case t,, we have the same description as above and we will use the
notation (a”,b")q = (a”,b")o. But for the parametrization t5 the weights \” presents as

(1.4.4) N=m"y+n"ys=c(a+p)+d"a=(c,d)s.

The relation between the different parametrizations above can be described as follows:

(1.4.5) m'=c —-d, n"=2d"-c,

(1.4.6) c=2m"+n", d"=m"+n".

Therefore, A € X*(T x E) if and only if for all 7: F' - E, it holds that ¢” and d” are integers and

2d™ > ¢™ >d” > 0. When the parametrization of T is evident from the context, we will simply use
the notation (a”,b") to represent a weight of Tp.
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2. COHOMOLOGY OF THE ARITHMETIC GROUPS IN G9

2.1. Cohomology of arithmetic groups as a sheaf cohomology. For a dominant integral
weight A € X* (T x E), define an absolute irreducible finite-dimensional representation (py, M) of
the group G xg £ with the highest weight A. Keep in mind that M carries the information about
E, as X is defined over E. To highlight the dependence on the field F, we may denote it as M\, E.
Here M) = @, M- where M-/FE is an irreducible finite-dimensional representation of Gy x, F
with the highest weight A\™. There is an action of Gal(E/Q) on the highest weight module M
induced by its action on the highest weight. Now define the rationality field

E()\) = E{'yeGal(E/Q) : ’y)\=)\} c E,

where following [17], it is generated by the values of A on T(Q) suggesting the existence of the
canonical rational field of definition Q(\). Moreover, for any o € Gal(E/Q) there is a natural
linear map &, : My - M) = Mo which is an isomorphism.

The group G(Q) = Go(F') acts diagonally on the module M. Naturally, we can define a sheaf
of E-vector spaces on S associated with the G(Q)-module M, as described in [12, Section 15.3].
For simplicity, we will also denote this sheaf by M, as the context makes it clear when it refers to
the representation, for example, when it appears in relative Lie algebra cohomology. Furthermore,
since Ky is neat, the sheaf M is locally constant and forms a local system.

We can extend the sheaf M to a sheaf on §G, denoted by the same notation. The homotopy
equivalence between S and §G implies that the canonical restriction map is an isomorphism
between the sheaf cohomology groups H*® (EG, M,) and H*(SY, M,). To the manifold with corner

§G with the boundary S we can naturally assign the long exact sequence:
(2.1.1) o HI(SY M) S B9, M) S B (059, My) - -,

where, in the middle term, we replaced ?G with S¢ following the discussion above. The coho-
mology with compact support and the cohomology of the boundary denoted by H;} (SG, M) and
H*(0S%, M), respectively. Let ’HIG(f =C*(G(Ay)|Ky) be the Hecke module with the measure
normalized in the natural way. Therefore, the cohomology groups in the fundamental exact se-
quence (2.1.1) are Hecke modules [17, Section 2.3.2].

Following [17, Section 2.3.3], let E’ be a larger Galois extension of Q containing F and ¢ : E - E’
be an injection. It induces an isomorphism on character groups X (7' x E) to X* (T x E) mapping
A to ‘P A. Moreover, any embedding 7: F' - E is in one-to-one correspondence with ¢ty o7 : F — E’,
encompassing all embeddings from F' to E’. So, we have the unique form for any “\ € X*(7T x E/)
which may described as:

A=A )= (A" gy, TI=U0OT
Again, we can define the highest module M., , , with the highest weight “‘\ and attach the sheaf
M., g as before. The identification between the character groups after the base change described
above will induce a Hecke equivariant isomorphism between the sheaves M., pr ~ M) ®g,, E'.
Finally, we can form the isomorphism between the corresponding cohomology groups after the base

change:
LI : H.(SGvMLIA,E') = H.(SGvM)\ ®F,, E,)'
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We can show that any cohomology group in the fundamental exact sequence (2.1.1) behaves well
under the field extension as described above.

Remark. Following [17], we refer to the transcendental level when we consider the embedding
t: EZ - C and extend the base field to C. We refer to the arithmetic level when the base field is a
finite Galois extension F/Q, as mentioned earlier in this section.

We are interested in studying the image of the maps i* and t* in (2.1.1). The image of the map
i® is called the inner cohomology and denoted by:

H? (S, M) i=image(HS (SE, My) 5 H* (S, M,)).
And the image of the map t* is called the Eisenstein cohomology and denoted by:
i,y (059, M) = image(H* (5%, My) 5 H*(95%, M,)).

We can define the cohomology group of the Levi factors as a Hecke module in the same way. In our
case, Levi factors are isomorphic with Weil restriction of scalars of a group G L3 over a number field
F where the structure of the cohomology of arithmetic groups assigned to G L9 are well-understood
by [14, 32].

2.2. Cohomology of boundary components. There is a finite union of boundaries over the
G(Q) conjugacy classes of proper parabolic subgroups as follows:

95" = Japs©,
P
where the boundary component for each P is
9pSY = P(Q\G(A) /KK .
Therefore, we can define the cohomology of a boundary component as
. <G .
H*(0pS ,M)) =H*(P(Q\G(A)/ KoK, M)).

For ¢ running over the representatives in the of finite space P(Af)\G(Ay)/Ky, let us define
Kpp(€) =U(Af) nEK €7 then we have the fibration:

P M

SKp.(€) ™ Ky (e

Consider the quotient space I'y\U(R), where I'yy ¢ U(Z) is a subgroup of finite index, depending on
Ky y(€) as indicated in [16]. Following the work of Schwermer [36], for a regular weight A, due to
the Fs-degeneracy of the Leray-Serre spectral sequence corresponding to this fibration, we obtain:

H?(0p S, M) = @ HY U (SK, (69> H (Tu\U (R), My)).
By a theorem of van-Est [46], if u is the Lie algebra of U then:
H(Cp\U(R), My) > H* (u, My).

The unipotent Lie algebra cohomology H®(u, M) is an M (R)-module; so we can attach a sheaf
to it denotes by a same notation as before, and we have

H (05 M2) = @ HTI(SE, o (4 M)
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The direct limit of the boundary cohomology attached to P and M, over open compact sub-
groups K form the cohomology groups denoted by H'(@pﬁG, My) and H*(dSM, M), where the
underline indicates that it represents the direct limit of the locally symmetric spaces with the same
notation. We can rewrite the equation above as

H*(0pS%, M) = @ H (M, H(u, My)) v,
13

Let “Ind denote the algebraic (or un-normalized) induction in an ordinary group theoretic way.

By Mackey theory and following [17, Prop 4.3.]:

G(Ay)

. G a
(2.2.1) H*(9pS°, My) = “Indp 1)

H* (S H (1, My)).

Note that in our case G(R), P(R), and K} are all connected, so mo(G(R)) is trivial. There-
fore, the study of the cohomology of the boundary components reduces to the study of a smaller
cohomology group corresponding to the Levi factor. In the next section, we will review the work of
Kostant [26] which gives us an explicit description of the local system H?(u, M) in terms of the
highest weight representations of the Levi factor.

2.3. Kostant theorem. Let 7: F - E be as described in 2.1. Define ®7, ()7 and A7 to be the
set of roots, positive roots, and simple roots assigned to the image of the group over F' under the
embedding 7. Accordingly, we can define W{j to be the group generated by reflections of the roots
in AT and define the Weyl group of G to be W = [[,.pg W{. Similarly, we can define the Weyl
group Wy, of the Levi quotient M generated by its simple reflections assigned to the simple roots
Ajps. The Kostant representatives in the Weyl group W corresponding to the parabolic subgroup
P is the canonical minimal system of representatives of the quotient Wj/\W, defined as:

(2.3.1) WP ={w=(w")eW |w (W)},
P ._ T T -1 _7 T
(2.3.2) (W)™ = {w” e Wg | (w”)™"a” >0, Vo™ e Ay},

Let pe X*(Ty x E) be a dominant integral weight of the Levi quotient M. Following [17], by
abuse of notation, we write M,, for an irreducible representation of the Levi quotient M with the
highest weight p. It will be clear from the context when My is an irreducible representation of G
or M. Moreover, for any dominant weight A € X* (T x E) and w € W, we can define the twisted
action of w on the weight A by

(2.3.3) WA = (wT()\T + pg) - PG)T:F—>E € X+(TM X E),

where pg be the half-sum of the positive roots of G as defined in (1.2.1). The weights w.\ defined
above are all dominant integral weights of the Levi quotient M. This dominant weight induces the
irreducible finite-dimensional representation M,,  of highest weight w.\. Kostant’s theorem [26]
gives the following decomposition:

(2.3.4) H (uM))~ @ My

weWP

For a given dominant integral weight \ for G and Kostant representatives w ranging in W7, all
the w.\ are distinct weights for M. The module M, y is a irreducible representation of M with
highest weight w.\. Therefore, the decomposition of H?(u, M) into M (E)-modules as shown in
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((2.3.4)) is multiplicity-free. Moreover, for a given degree ¢, only the Kostant representatives w
with length [(w) = ¢ will contribute to the decomposition of H?(u, E') in (2.3.4).
Now, combining Kostant’s theorem with (2.2.1) yields the following result

G(Ay)

P(Ay) (Hq—l(w) (§M7 Mw./\))'

HY(9pS® , My) = @ “Ind

weW P

(2.3.5)

For simplicity in the rest of this section, we will fix an embedding 7 : F - F and omit the 7
from our notations. To determine the set of Kostant representatives for each standard parabolic
subgroup, we need to find the action of w™' on the simple roots a and 3 for all w € W. These

calculations are summarized in the following table:

TABLE 1. Action of the Inverse Weyl Group on the Simple Roots

I(w) w wla w™lp
0 1 Q I3
1 wg a+f -5
2 Waq Vs -(3a+ )
3 Wgag Vs N
4 WhaBa a+f -
5  Wgasas « -(3a+ 1)
1 Wey -« 3a+ [
2 wag  —(a+ ) Vi
3 WaBa s ol
4 WaBas —Ys 3a+ [
5  Wapaga —(a+p) B
6 wa ] -

Since Ap =@, Ay, = {a}, and Ay, = {B}, using Equation (2.3.1), we get:
whB=w,
W = {1,ws, Wga, Wgas, Wapa: Weapas )
whs = {1, wa, WaB, WaBa, WaBas WaBaba -

2.4. Inner cohomology. The image of i*, in the long exact sequence (2.1.1), is called inner
cohomology and denoted by:

HP (5%, M) = image(H2 (S, My) 5> H* (59, My)).
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Following [17, Section 2.3.5], as we assumed FE is large enough, the inner cohomology is a semisimple
module under the Hecke algebra and there is an isotypical decomposition,
(2.4.1) HI(SC M= @ HI(SO M) (),

ﬂ'fECOh!(G,Kf,)\)
where Cohi(G, Ky, \) is a finite set of the isomorphism types of Hecke-module that occur in the
inner cohomology. We also form the inner spectrum of G with coefficient A as the union over all
the compact open subgroups K as:

COI’L!(G, )\) = UKfCOh!(G,Kf, )\).

The field embedding ¢ : £ - E’, induces a map of the cohomology groups that preserves the
inner cohomology groups:
1* HY(SY M) — HY (SC, Moy ),
it maps an isotypic component of H!'(SG,M,\) attached to mf € Cohi(G, Kf,\) onto the ‘-
isotypic component of H,'(SG, M.y gr) where ‘my € Coh) (G, Ky, X). We can split off the 7 p-isotypic
component of the inner cohomology for the large enough field extension E, then following [17],
define the rationality field of 7 as:

E(my) = E{eGal(B|G) =y}

We can now focus on studying the cohomology of the Levi factor, isomorphic to GLs, which is
well understood from [14], [16] and [32]. Following a base change to C, the inner cohomology is
encapsulated by the cohomology of the discrete spectrum. Let S be a finite set of places as usual, by
the strong multiplicity one theorem for the discrete spectrum of G'L,, [19, 29], the oy € Cohi(GLa, 1)
is determined by its restriction to the central subalgebra HES of HE. Moreover, it implies that
the field E(oy) is the subfield of E generated by the values of o, for pe S.

2.5. Cohomology at transcendental level. Fix :: E — C, it induces a bijection X" (T'x, p E) —»
X*(T %, g C) by mapping p to ‘u. For any dominant weight p € X* (T x, p E), there exists an
absolutely irreducible representation M, g of M x, p E' with the highest weight ;. We can then
extend this irreducible representation to an irreducible representation M., ¢ := M., ®C of M x, pC
with the highest weight ‘1. Moreover, we have the local system of C-vector spaces M., ¢ following
the discussion in 2.1.

Remark. We can define the dual form MLVWC = Homg(M.,,c,C) and the complex conjugate
M.y c = Me,c = Me, ®, g C, as discussed in 2.1, where ¢ € Aut(C/R) is the complex conju-
gate. Both of these modules form rational representations with the highest weights [16, Section
8.1.1]. Denote the longest Weyl element of Wy as wo, the highest weight of M/, ¢ is —wo ().
On the other hand, the highest weight of M., ¢ := M, ¢ by definition is “u. The module M., c
is conjugate-auto dual if ‘4 = —wo(p). In the case where the rational group is split, the com-
plex conjugate action is trivial. Thus, being conjugate-auto dual for a split group implies that

= ~wo(p)-

Following our earlier discussion about arithmetic level, the sheaf M., ¢ attached to the finite-
dimensional representation (p., c, M., c) of the group M(R) on the complex vector space M., c
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forms a local system. Let Q4(SM , M., c) be the space of M., c-valued differential forms on the
space SM of degree ¢ > 0. The cohomology group H*(SM, M. u,c) of the manifold SM with
coefficients in the local system M., ¢ is the de-Rham cohomology of the complex Q*(SM, M. 1,C)s
[4].

On the other hand, we can define the relative Lie algebra cohomology for the group of real points
M(R) with respect to its maximal compact subgroup K. We can identify the cohomology groups:

(2.5.1) H*(SY, Moyue) = H* (8, Koo; C (M(Q)\M (A) /K y) x Mup ).

The quotient M (Q)S(R)*\M (A)/K; has a finite volume [5]. Let weo be the restriction of the
central character of M,, to S(R)°. Define the space of functions C* (M (Q)\M (A)/Kf,ws)) as the
set of all smooth functions ¢ : M (A) — C such that:

3(7-9-kp.000) = o (ac0)D(9), Vg € M(A),y € M(Q), kg € K, a00 € S(R)".

Moreover, we can define the space of square-integrable and smooth cuspidal functions. Following
[16, Theorem 8.1.1], define the cuspidal cohomology of the symmetric space:

(252) H;usp(SMv M‘M,C) = H.(ga vacg;isp(M(Q)\M(A)/Kf’ w;ol) ® MN)
Furthermore, by [16, 8.27]:
H?,p (M, Moy c) € HY (SY, Meue) € Hipy (SM, Mupc) € H* (S, Moy ).

Now we can define Cohcysp(M, 1) ¢ Cohi(M, ), as the set of all Hecke summands in the isotypical
decomposition of inner cohomology (2.4.1) contributing to cuspidal cohomology at the transcenden-
tal level. The decomposition of cusp forms to the automorphic cuspidal representation o = 0o, x o,
will give us:

(253) H;usp(SMvML,u,(C) = @ m(U)H.(gvauaoo ®Mu)®0fu
a'fECOhcusp(M,,u,,Kf)

where m(o) is the multiplicity of o. In our case, multiplicity is one as the Levi factor is isomorphic
to GLs.

3. LANGLANDS-SHAHIDI METHOD: CASE Gy

In this section, we will review the Langlands-Shahidi method and the automorphic L-functions
appearing in the constant term of the Eisenstein series associated with the cuspidal representations

of the maximal parabolic subgroups of the group G.

3.1. The case Pg. Let us consider the maximal parabolic subgroup Pz as in Fig 5. Therefore,
Mpg ~ G Lo and the root space of Lie Algebra of the unipotent radical Ug, are generated by the root
spaces corresponding to the roots:

a, a+ (3, 3a+28, 2a+ (3, 3a+ .
Let X*(Mpg) = Hom(Mpg,Q), and let Ag be the maximal split torus in the center of Mz. By

considering the restriction map from Mg to Ag, we can define the real Lie algebra of Ag which is
a vector space:
ag = Hom(X " (Mg),R),
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and its dual is given by:
az=X"(Mg)®R, ajc=X"(Mg)eC.
The half sum of the positive roots for Mp is:
5 5 .
pg =ba+ 5B = s € X7 (Mp),
The modulus character of Pg, is trivial on Ug, and on Mg is given by:
dg(m) = |det(Ady, (m))| = [2p5(m)| = |det(m)]” € aj.

Note that ag := « is the single simple root of G2 in U, and (, ) is a Weyl group invariant inner
product on a;}. We have:

(pg,3) 5
(ppr ) = 2222000 22,
P M ag,ag) 2
The fundamental weight corresponding to the simple root ag will be:
N L2
V8= G = (pga8) P = 2P = s
Definition 3.1. The half-integer k, defined as
k=kg:=~{pg,ap) = -3,

is called the point of evaluation for the case Pg.

The connected complex reductive group “G°® = G(C) is the Langlands dual of G, and LPg,
LMB = GLy(C), and Lu5 be the Lie algebra of the LUB. The dual group LM@» acts on Luﬁ by the
adjoint action r. For each positive root A\ where X)v € ug, we have m =2, i.e. 1< (ag,A\) <m=2.
Also,

‘/1 = <XaV7XOcV+ﬂV7X'ylV7 Xav+ﬁv>a
Vo = <X,st>.
The adjoint action 7 leaves Vj stable. Let us define 7|y, =: 7; and denote the contragredient
representation of r; by 7;. Let pa be the standard representation of GLy(C), 1-dimensional rep-

resentation A%py is the exterior square representation of G'Lo(C) given by central character w and
the 4-dimensional representation Ad®(pz) := Sym?(p2) ® (A%p2)~! [42]. Then we have the following

decomposition:
(3.1.1) r=r1 @1y = Sym>(p2) ® (A%p2) "t @ A%py.
B
C=@

m=2; 7= Ad?’(pg), o = A2po

FIGURE 5. Simple Factors Pg of G
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Let (o, V,) be an irreducible admissible representation of Mg. Then Hg: Mg — ag is the Harish-
Chandra homomorphism, and Ind is normalized parabolic induction. Identify s € C with v, := sag =
§7s € a}BB’(C. Define the induced representation

Is(s,0) = Igﬁ(s,a) = Indgﬁ(a %),

where Ind is a normalized parabolic induction. The representation space V(s,o) = V(svs,0)
consisting of all locally constant functions f : G — V,, such that

f(mng) = o(m)exp({vs + pg, Hs(m))) f(9), VgeG, meMs, neUg,
= o(m)3r, (m)2 "5 f(9).
Moreover, in terms of algebraically parabolically induced representation, which means un-normalized,
we have
(3.1.2) I5(s,0) = “Ind(c ® | [***/?).

Therefore, at the point of evaluation, we have:
(3.1.3) I3(=5/2,0) =“Ind(0).

Let K = Koo X [[ycoo G(Oy) c G(A) be a maximal compact subgroup of G(A). Let G, = G(Fy)
and Pg,, Mg, Ug, be the corresponding group of F),-rational points. There is a natural embedding
X*(Mg)r - X*(Mg)F, and, consequently, an embedding:

ap,, = Hom(X™*(Mp)F,,R) - ap, := Hom(X " (Mp)r,R).

Let 0 = ®],0 be a cuspidal representation of Mg(A) with central character w,. For any K-finite
function ¢ in the space o, we extend ¢ to the unique function ¢ on G(A) [41] and set:

D,(g) = ¢(g) exp({vs + pg, Hz(9))), geG(A).

For each s € C, the representation of G(A) by right shifts on the space of @ is equivalent to

I5(s,0). The Eisenstein series is defined by
E(s,0,9,P5)= Y. ®(19),
YePg (F)\G(F)

which converges for Re(s) > 0 and extends to a meromorphic function of s € C with only finite
number of simple poles in the half-plane Re(s) > 0.

As w, ({#}) = {B} and w,,(«) <0, set wg := w,, and then the associate parabolic subgroup of
Pg will be

’LU()PB = w%Mgw;Sl = P/j,

which implies that Pj is self-associate. We can form the constant term of Eisenstein series along
Pyg, as follow:

Eo(s,,9, Ps) := f E(s,¢,ng, Ps)dn.
P Jus@ws) 0
To describe the constant term, let us define the standard intertwining operator :

Tst,b(saay U)O)f(g) = f

- f(wo_lng)dn, geG(A), fels(s,o).
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which intertwines I(s,o) and Ig(-s,wo(c)) away from the poles. The action of w,, on o is given
by wo(o)(m) = o(v; m~s) for m € Mg. This operator is a meromorphic function of s € C. The
constant term corresponds to w,, = WagaBa is the only non-trivial term [28]. Therefore, for any
felg(s,0), we have:
EO(Sa fag7 Pﬁ) = Z (TSt,L(3707 w)f)(g)
weWB

We can decompose Ig(s,0) = ®,15(s,0,), and we can define the local standard intertwining

operator assigned to Pg as:

Tuu()fu(9) = [ £.Gi ng)dn, g€ Gu, fu e Iy(5,0),
B,v

where for v ¢ S, the vector f, is spherical; i.e. it is the unique K,-fixed function normalized by
fv(ey) = 1, where e, is the identity in G(k,). The intertwining operator Ts maps Ig(s,0,) to
Ig(-s,wp0y), where fv is a spherical vector in the image of the local intertwining operator.

The partial and global L-functions attached to o and r; are L3(s, 0, 1) = [lyes L(s,04,7;) and
L(s,o,15) = 1, L(s,04,7;), respectively. Here, L(s,0,,7;) is the Langlands’ local L-function at-
tached to o, and r;. Let f = ®,f, € ®,13(s,0), where f, is a spherical vector for v ¢ S. Then, we
have:

TSLL(SvU’ w'Ys)f = ®A(S,O'U,w75)fv ® ® fv . TS(‘S?U’ w’Ys)a
veS v¢S

where 7%(s,0,wp) is the ratio of the certain partial L-functions:

LS(Sa g, Ads(pQ))LS(287Ga /\2/02)
LS(1+s,0,Ad3(p2))L5(1 +25,0,A2p3)

TS(S7 g, UJO) =

Let LMg be the L-group of Mg as a group over Fj, having the natural homomorphism ¢, :
LM, - FM, we can define the representation Tjw =150 Ly Of LM,. The L-functions appearing in
the constant Eisenstein series, are [42]:

L(s,00,A*p2) = L(s,ws,) (Hecke L-function),
L(s,00 ® wy,, Ad®(p2)) = L(s,0,, Sym>(p2)) (Symmetric cube L-function).

If w, is non-trivial, L(s, o) is entire while if w, is trivial then L(s.w,) is holomorphic and may
have simple poles at s =0 and s = 1 [45]. By [23], the L-function L(s,c, Ad3(p2)) is entire unless
the representation o is monomial. If ¢ is monomial, the L-function attached to the adjoint cube
will break into multiple of smaller L-functions, and it may have simple poles at s =0 and s =1.

As Pg is self-associate, the Eisenstein series Ey(s, o, Pg) is holomorphic in Re(s) > 0 unless o is
self-dual, i.e. wo(o) ~ o [29]. For self-dual representations o, our Eisenstein series has poles with
Re(s) > 0 determined by determining the poles for the constant term. Now using the information
about the poles of the certain L-functions summarized in the previous section, the Eisenstein series
only has a pole in the following cases:

1
(1) At s = 2 when the central character is trivial and the adjoint cubic L-function does not

vanish at s = —.

2
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(2) At s =1, when o is a monomial representation and the adjoint cubic L-function has a pole

at s=1.

3.2. The case P,. By removing the long root, one can form the parabolic subgroup assigned to
the short root, we have a as a simple root of M,, as depicted in Fig 6. The main idea in this
section builds on the previous one, so we only include the key data needed to clarify the notation
for future use. The Lie Algebra u, of the unipotent radical U, is generated by the root spaces

corresponding to the roots:
B, a+ 3, 3a+283, 2a+ 3, 3a+ .

In this case X*(M,) = Hom(M,,Q), and the half sum of positive roots for M, is:

9 3 .
Pa = §a+3ﬁ = 575 e X*(M,).

The modulus character of P, is given by:
5a(m) = det( Ady, (m))| = 200 (m)| = ldet(m)[* € a2

We can see a, = [ is the single simple root in U, and ( , ) is a Weyl group invariant inner
product on a},. We have:
(Pa, ) _ §
(O, 0) 2

The fundamental weight corresponding to the simple root o will be:

<Pavaa> =2

1 2
Yo = Ga = (Pas Q) Pa = 5 Pa = V-

3
The point of evaluation is

3
(3.2.1) ko == —(pa, a) = -5

We have m =3, i.e. 1< (@q,\) <m=3. Also,
V1 = (Xﬂv,Xav+Bv>,

(X’ylv>7
‘/:?, = (Xry;/ B XaV+3BV )

=
Il

Then we have the following decomposition:

(3.2.2) F=T1@®To @13 = pa® Apy @ pa ® A2po.

(07

| ==

) _ _ 2 _ 2
m=3; 11=p2, r2=Ap2, r3=p2® AP

FiGURE 6. Simple Factors P, of G2
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Let (o,V,) be an irreducible admissible representation of M, and identify s € C with vy := saq =
s € a}}mc. Define the induced representation:

(3.2.3) Io(5,0) = I§ (s,0) = Ind%, (o ®||°) = “Ind(c ® | |"**/?).
Then, at the point of evaluation, we have:
(3.2.4) I,(s,0) =%Ind(0).

In the same way as the previous section, we can define the Eisenstein series, where W, = {1,w,, =
WaaBas ) and parabolic subgroup P, is self-associate. Using the obvious analogue for notation from
the previous section, we have:
Tst,st g, ww)f = ® A(87 UU;'Yl)fv ® ® .]Ev X TS(Sa g, w’Yz)y
vesS veS
_ LS(8707p2)LS(2570a /\2:02)LS(35>0-7 P2®/\2[)2)
CLS(1+s,0,p2)LS(1+2s,0,A2p3) LS (1 + 35,0, p2 ® A2p3)’

TS(S,O', W)

where 7% (s, 0, w,,) is the ratio of the certain partial L-functions:
L%(s, 0, ri) =[] L(s,00,7jv)-
vgS

Moreover, the L-functions involved in this case are:

L(s,04,p2) = L(s,04) (The standard L-function for GL»),
L(s,00,A2p2) = L(s,ws, ) (The Hecke L-function)
L(s,04,p2 ® /\2p2) =L(s,0, ® wy,) (Twisted standard L-function for GLs).

For a self-dual representation o, the Eisenstein series may have a pole with Re(s) > 0, only at s = %,

when the central character is trivial and the standard L-function does not vanish at s = %

4. STRONG PURITY AND THE STRONGLY INNER COHOMOLOGY

To provide a cohomological interpretation of the Langlands-Shahidi method, we need to identify
the arithmetic cohomological counterpart of the cuspidal representation and generate Eisenstein
cohomological classes using the representation-theoretic approach of the Langlands-Shahidi method.

4.1. Strong purity condition. Let ‘o = ‘0f x ‘04 be a cuspidal representation of GL2(A) with
‘o € Coheysp(GLa, ). We are interested in the representations o that contribute non-trivially
to the cuspidal cohomology as defined in (2.5.2), or simply when of € Coheusp(GLo, ). This
condition will force our representation to be essentially unitary [31], and by Wigner’s lemma it
has to be essentially conjugate self-dual [31]. Therefore, we call the cuspidal representation that
contributes to the cuspidal cohomology, the cuspidal cohomological representation. A weight u =

+

(W) ppc € X g, (To x C) is called pure if it satisfies the purity condition:
(4.1.1) a’+ 0" =w(p)=ad"+0" Vn:F - C,

where w(u) is an integer, referred to as the purity weight of p. We will denote the set of all
pure weights by X (7 x C). By [7, Thm 4.9], pure weights are the only ones supporting cuspidal

cohomological representations.
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For v € Aut(C), let "u = (;ﬂfl"")n;pq(c. By [7, Lem 3.19], the weight 7u supports cuspidal
cohomology for GLs if 1 € X (T x C). Therefore, it should satisfy the purity condition with the
purity weight w(7u). Following [32, Section 2.3.1], a weight p as above satisfies the strong purity
condition if there is an integer w such that w = w(7u) for all 4 € Aut(C). The weight p satisfying
the strong purity is called strongly pure weight with purity weight w. Denote the set of all strongly
pure weights by X (7' x C). It is clear from the definition that strongly pure weights support
cuspidal cohomology of GG Lo, therefore:

X5o(T x C) c XJ(T x C).

The notion of cuspidal cohomology is not available at the arithmetic level. However, as the strong
purity condition is algebraic, it allows us to replicate the same definition at the arithmetic level.
Following Section 1.4, let E be the large enough finite Galois extension of Q. Any embedding
L: E - C gives a bijection X*(T'x E) - X*(T xC) that maps p = (¢ )rpop to ‘u= (u‘71°T)T;F_,(C.
Definition 4.1. The weight 1 € Xglg
weight w, if for any embedding v : E — C it maps to a strongly pure weight with purity weight w in

(T x E) is a strongly pure weight over E with the purity

transcendental level.

We now need to generalize the purity condition to the strong purity condition to capture the
combinatorics of strongly pure weights. The strong purity condition depends on the choice of
embeddings 7: F' > F and ¢ : E — C. Following [32, Proposition 2.4], the strong purity condition
can be defined in three equivalent ways. A weight = (1")r.r-p € X5, (T x E) where p” = (a”,b7),
is strongly pure if it satisfies one of the following equivalent conditions:

(i) For an embedding ¢: E — C, there exists an integer w such that:

“1..-1 -1 -1 =
aL O’y OT] + bL O’y On — W

for all v € Gal(Q/Q) and all n: F - C.
(ii) There exists an integer w such that for any embedding ¢ : E' - C:

aflo'yflo'r] + bflofyfloﬁ - w

for all v € Gal(Q/Q) and all n: F - C.
(iii) For an embedding ¢ : E' — C, there exists an integer w such that:

-1 =
at M4 pt M- w

for all v € Gal(Q/Q) and all n: F - C.
The set of all strongly pure weights over E is denoted by X,(T" x E'). We will have the following

inclusions for character groups over E:

Xo(TxE)c Xy (TxE)c X (TxE)c X" (TxE).

+
alg
Remark. These inclusions are generally strict. For some examples, we refer the reader to [33].
When F' is a CM field, then a pure weight is strongly pure [32]. This is not the case for general

totally imaginary fields.
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Assume we have Fy c F} c F as defined in Section 1, for the T'R-case and C'M-case. By [32,
Prop. 2.6.], for p1 € Xy (Resp(T) x E) then there exists 11 € Xgy(Resp, jo(T) x E) such that p is
a base change of y; from Fj to F,ie V7:F - E,if 1y = 7|p, then uj = p™.

4.2. Strongly inner cohomology. The strongly pure weights are the one that contributes to the
cuspidal cohomology groups at the transcendental level. We want to show that the strongly pure
weights over E, capture the cuspidal cohomology group at the arithmetic level. For group GL,
over a totally imaginary field it follows from [32, Section 2.4]. Following the previous section, we
have:

Definition 4.2. For the level structure K¢ of GLo[F, the subset of inner spectrum of p € Xgo(TxE)
for the level structure Ky is defined as:

Cohn(GLa, ) = {of € Conf(GL2,p) |31: E > C st. ‘o5 € Cohcusp(GL2," 1)}
It is called the strongly inner spectrum of G Lg with p-coefficients and level structure K.

The cuspidal cohomology at the transcendental level admits a rational structure by [7, Thm 4.9].
Thus, the definition of the strongly inner spectrum of G Ls with p-coefficients is independent of the
choice of the embedding ¢. Following [32], we can define the arithmetic counterpart of the cuspidal
cohomology as:

(4.2.1) Hy(S“" My)= @ H (S, My)(oy),

opeCohy(GLa,u)
it is called the strongly inner cohomology and it captures the cuspidal cohomology at the arithmetic
level:

H!.!(SGL27M)\) ®Cx Hc.usp(SGL2ﬂM>\)'

For v : E - C, we can form a cuspidal automorphic representation ‘o = ‘of x ‘0 of GL2(AF)
with (‘o)f = ‘o, where oy is a strongly inner Hecke summand of p € X, (7 x E). Now, we need
to find the representation at infinity ‘o, to be able to make a correspondence between strongly
inner Hecke summand o in arithmetic level and a cuspidal cohomological representation ‘o in

transcendental level.

4.3. Cohomological representations of GLy(C). We fix ¢ : E — C and omit ¢ from the notation
for the rest of the section. Let p e Xj,(T xg C) be a strongly pure weight. For any archimedean
place v, fix the embeddings {n,,7,} of F' to C, as in Section 1. Define the cuspidal parameters of
nat v:

(4.3.1) a’ = —wop™ + pary,  BY= " - pars,

where wy is the longest element of W as defined for each maximal parabolic subgroup. Denoting
a’ = (af,ay) and B = (57, 55), then the purity condition implies af + 3] = -w. The normalized
parabolic induction:

Ty = I, ™) = Indgf(zé?(zaquzﬂ? ® 2°27%2),

defines a representation of GL2(C). Now we can form

J,u = ®veSwJuva
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which is a representation of [],GLy(F,). The following proposition explicitly determines the
archimedean constituents of a cuspidal cohomological representation attached to a strongly inner

Hecke summand.

Proposition 4.1. Let e X),(T xg C) and J, as above. Then:

(i) J, is an irreducible essentially tempered representation admitting a Whittaker model.
(ii) H.(9[27K2,oo;ﬂm ® Mu,(C) +0.
(iii) Let ¥ be an irreducible essentially tempered representation of GLa(R). If H*(gly, K2 c0; ¥ ®
M, c) #0 then ¥ =~ J,.
(iv) If 0 € Cohcysp(G, 1), then oo = .

These archimedean constituents for the C'M-case and T R-case are explicitly defined in [32].

4.4. The Tate twist. Let € Xj,(T2 x E') be a strongly pure weight with purity weight w, where
T is the maximal torus of GLg := Resp/g(GL2) . For any integer m € Z, one can define j + mds
where 02 is the determinant character of GLg and p = (u")y.r~g = (a”,0")r-E by:

p+mdg = (a +m, b+ m)p.roE.

Furthermore, we have:

a’+m,b"+meZ, Integrality
a”+m >b"+m, Dominance
a’+m+b0"+m=b"+m+a"+m=w+2m, Strong Purity

so p+mdz € Xy (Tox E) is a strongly pure weight with purity weight w+2m. By [17, Section 5.2.4.],
we have the isomorphism M, g ® Q[d2] - M,.15,,0, and the cup product with the fundamental
class ey € H 0(8GL2 Q[6,]) gives us the following isomorphism:

Tﬂ.“ate(m) : H!.!(SGszMM) ; H!.!(SGL27M,U+m52)7

which maps any o¢ € Cohy(G,p) to op(-m):=cp ||,

5. CRITICAL POINTS OF THE PRODUCTS OF L-FUNCTIONS

In this section, we will compute the critical values of the L-functions attached to the maximal
parabolic subgroup Pg. Since the calculations for both maximal parabolic subgroups follow the
same procedure verbatim, we will omit the cumbersome calculations for the case of P,, and only
report the results at the end of this section.

5.1. The case Ps. Let GL2 = Resp/g(GLz2) be the Levi factor of Pg. Fix an embedding ¢ : £ — C,

which we omit from the notation throughout this section. Let € X,(T xC). Write = (") .-,

where p" = (a”,b") € Z? satisfies a” > b7 and a” + b7 = w, where w is the purity weight. Let

of € Cohy(GL2, ). By proposition 4.1, we can define 0o = J,, s0 that 0 = 0 x 04 is a cuspidal

automorphic representation, cohomological with respect to the module M, of highest weight p.
The adjoint symmetric transfer of x is denoted by Ad*(p) = (Ad*(u"))y:roc, We have:

Ad3(p) = (2a" - b7, a", 6", 20" — ") € Z2,
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b1 <a" = 20" -a""<b"<a <2a" -1,
20" b7+ 20" — " = w, al + " = w,
b+ a" = w, 20" —a +2a" - b = w.

Theorem 5.1. Let e Xjo(T xC) . If op € Cohy(GL2, u) and Ad*(o) be a cuspidal automorphic
representation of Respg(GLa), then:

Ad3 (o) € Cohy(GLy, Ad® ().

Proof. The proof following [31] for the symmetric power transfers. Consider the archimedean place
v € Se and fix the pair of complex embeddings (7,77) of F into the field of complex numbers. We
may assume that n is the embedding that identifies the completion F;,, with C. Now, define the
cuspidal parameters of Ad®(;) at v as follows:

a’ = —woAdB(,u") L (a11]7 s ,OZZ)
=(-20"+a" + §,—b77 + 1,—@" - 1,—2@" +b" - §),
2 2 2 2
B = = Ad*(u7) = pa = (B, A7)
3 1 1 3
=(20"-a"- = -w, V" - = -w,ad"+ = -w,2a" - b+ = —w),
2 2 2 2

where p4 is half the sum of positive roots for GL4. For any 1 < <4, we have
3
o, Bl e §+Z, o + B = —w.

Then, one can form the representation J 443(,0) of GL4(C) using normalized parabolic induction:
Jaas vy = Indgf(‘tc(()c)(zo‘qffﬁf ®---®2%701),
where By is a subgroup of upper-triangular matrices of GL4. Consequently, we can define a repre-
sentation of GL4(R) =1, GL4(F,):
Jad ) = & Jag(uw)-

V€S0

On the other hand, it is easy to see that the Ad® transfer of o, = J . gives the same representation
at infinity as it will have the same Langlands parameters. Therefore, Ad(o,) has the highest
weight Ad®(pu,). O

Remark. By [24], the representation Ad>(c) is cuspidal unless o is either monomial or tetrahedral.
The tetrahedral case doesn’t support cohomological representation by [13]. Therefore, for the

remainder of this section, we can safely assume that ¢ is non-monomial.

By Local-Langlands correspondence for archimedean case [25], the associated local L-factors of
L(s, Ad3(0)) is:
w467 - 2a" — w — 3|

LOO(S,AdS(O'))N I;[ F(5—5+ 5 )

w207 - w - 1]
A oA

T(s-
(-3 2
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2a" — 1
=Y w)
2 2
4a" - 20" -
F(s—— |4a w+3|)
2 2

where ~ means up to nonzero constants and exponential functions. Moreover, let Ad*(c)" be the
dual of Ad3(o), we have:

— n_
Le(l-5,Ad(0) ) » T] D15+ % o 2202w 23,

V€S oo 2
20" — 1
PO
2 2
2a" — 1
T(1oss ¥, Rowelly
2 2
4a" - 20" - 3
T(1-s+ Y e w3y
2 2

Following [17, Section 7.1], we define quantities:

ol + 8w
a S N A
1 () 9 5

01(p) = min {]40" - 2a" —w - 3|, 20" - w - 1],
n:F—-C
[2a" - w + 1[,]|4a" — 20" — w + 3}.

that are both invariant under different embeddings. We call a;(p) and ¢; (1) the abelian width and
cuspidal with of Ad>(p), respectively. We may omit p from the notation for simplicity. The set of
critical points of L(s, Ad®(o)) is denoted by Crit(Ad®(r)). Using the fact that the gamma factor
I'(s) has no poles for Re(s) >0, we have:

Crit(Ad (1) = (s0€ S+ 2|1+~ L <59 <o+ 1,

which form a set of contiguous half integers centered around % + a1 and of length /1. We want the
point of evaluation, —g, and 1 - g to be in Crit(Ad®). This condition satisfies if and only if:

2 2
or equivalently:

-3-l <w<=T+/.

Note that inequalities above are valid only if ¢1 > 2.
The central character of o is wy, € Cohy(Resp (G L1),det(n)) with the highest weight det(u) =
(det(p))p:F—c. We have:

det(p™) =a"+b" € Z,
det(p") + det(u') = 2w.

So det(u) € Xjo(T1 x C), where T} is the torus Resp/p(GL1), is a strongly pure weight with the
purity weight 2w. Likewise, one can define cuspidal parameters of det(u) at v € Seo:

a’ = _det(#n)>
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BY = det(u) = det(u) - 2w.
It is easy to see that:

a’,8°e€Z, o'+p%=-2w,
the associated local L-factor of L(s,wy) will be:

Leo(s,wo)~ [] T(s—w+]|a" +b" - wl),

V€Soo

Lo(1-s,wl)~ J] T(1-s+w+|a"+b"—wl|).

V€S0
We define the following quantities that are invariant under different embeddings:

ol + g1

az(p) = - =W,

14 = mi T+ 0" - wl}.
2(n) = min {la wl}
Then sg € Z is a critical points of L(s,w, ) if and only if
1+ag -0y <sp<ag+bs.

Note that we are interested in studying the critical points of L(2s,w,) not L(s,w,). Again, we
need 2(-2) =-5and 1+ 2(—% = -4 to be critical points of L(s,w,) which are satisfied if and only
if

-4 —lo(p) <ag(p) <=6+ La(p).
or equivalently:
-4 -0y <w<—6+ /0.
These inequalities are valid only if ¢2 > 1.

The set of critical points of the product of the L-functions L(s, Ad*(c))L(2s,w,) is the inter-
section of critical set for L-functions involved and denoted by Crit(u, Pg):

3 l
Crit(#,P,B)={So€§+Z|1+a1—51380£a1+51,

1+ag—¥¢ ag + ¢
2—ty G2t

9 %027,

).

The evaluation point —g is a critical point of the products L(s, Ad*(c))L(2s,ws) and L(1 +
5, Ad*(0))L(1 + 2s,w,) if and only if
=3-li(p) W< =T+l (p),
—4-Llo(p) W< =6+La(p),
b(p) 22, lo(p) 21
We can divide these into two cases, based on a comparison between ¢; () and f2(p):

(I) li(p) <lo(p) = —4—La2(p) < -3-Ll1(p) W< =T+ L1(p) < -6+ L2(p),
(1) L1(p) > bo(p) = -3 —b1(p) < ~4—Lo(p) SW < 6+ Lo(p) < =T+ L1 (p).
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For any n: F' - C as a" > b", we have:
4" -2a" -3 -w <2 -1-w<ad"+b"-w<2ad"+1-w<4a"-2b"+3 -w.

The fact that embeddings can impose different orderings for ¢; and ¢ adds complexity to writing
the general case. To avoid this, we will focus on the case where F' is an imaginary quadratic number
field, as this can naturally generalize to the totally imaginary field case. In this scenario, the only
embeddings are {n,77}. For simplicity, we denote u" = (a,b). With this setup, we can analyze the
different cases based on the position of 0 in the chain of inequalities above, as illustrated in Figure
T

4a—-2b+1—-w 2b—1—w a+b—w 2a+1—w 4a—-2b+1—w
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

FIGURE 7. Cases for the Place of Zero, Pg.

(1) 0<4b-2a-3-w. In this, case we have
l1=4b-2a-3-w<a+b-—w=/s.
So it is the case (I).

20 —4b+w <w < -10+4b-2a - w;

4b-2a-3-w>2.

We can rewrite it as:

a > b;

a < 2b;

a<2b—-w-5;
5

a<2b- 57

Using the fact that a > b and varying the value for w, we will have:
b<a<2b, w < —5;
b<a<2b-w-5, w2>-5.

(2) 4b-2a-3-w<0<3b-a-2-w In this case we have
l1=2a-4b+3+w<a+b-—w=1/s.

So it is the case (I).

4b-2a-6-w<w<2a-4b-4+w;
20 -4b+3-w > 2.
like the previous part, we have:

20-3-w<a<3b-2-w, w<-b;

2b+2<a<3b-2-w, W > —D.
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(3) 3b-a-2-w<0<2b-1-w In this case we have
€1=2b—1—W<a+b—W=€Q.
So it is the case (I).

~20-2+W<wW<2b-8-w; ~1<hbMEW L W< B
=i
2-1-w>2. d+w<h< BN w5

(4) 2b-1-w<0< #—w. In this case, we have:
l1=-2b+1l+w<a+b-—w=1/s.
So it is the case (I).

2b-4-w<w<-2b-6+Ww; Latdw

~2b+1+w>2. loatiw ¢

(5) %M—WSOSaﬁ-b—W. In this case, we have:
l1=-2b+1+w>a+b-w=/s.
So it is the case (II).
4-a-b+w<w<-6+a+b-w;
a+b-w>1.

Then,

IN
|

l-a+2w
—4-a<b< AR w

[SANNA

2w—a+6£b£%, W > -
(6) a+b-w<0< 3a+—2b+1—w. In this case, we have:
l=2a+1-w>—-(a+b)+w=/ls.
So it is the case (II).
a+b-4-w<w<-a-b-6+w;
-a-b+w2>1.
Then,
2w—-3a-1<b<2w—-a+4, w<-5;
2w -3a-1<b<-a -6, w > —5.
(7) %—w3032a+1—w. In this case, we have:
l=2a+1-w<—(a+b)+w=/ls.

So we are back to the case (I) again.

“2a-4+w<w<2a-6-w; ~2<qa< 2wl w < —5;
fr—
20+1-w>2. w+3§a§%, w > 5.
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(8) 2a+1-w<0<3a-b+2-w. In this case, we have:
l1=-2a-1+w<—(a+b)+w=/lo.

So it is the case (I).

20-2-w<w<-2a-8+w; EIW cqg<wl, w<B
f—
20-1+w2>2. b2tw ¢ g < 4, w > 5.

(9) 3a—-b+2-w<0<4a-2b+3-w. In this case, we have:
l1=4a-2b+3-w<—(a+b)+w=1/.

So it is the case (I).

2b—4a-6+w<w<da-2b-4—-w;
da-2b+3-w > 2.
Then,
3a+2-w<b<2a+3, w < -5
3a+2-w<b<2a-2-w, w>-b.
(10) 4a-2b+3 - w < 0. In this case, we have:
l1=-4a+2b-3+w<—(a+b)+w=/lo.

So it is the case (I).

da-2b-w<w<—4a+20-10 +w; 2a-w<b<a, w<-bh;
o
—4a+2b-3+w2>2. 2a+5<b<a, w25.

FIGURE 8. Critical Regions for the case Py at different w.

We call each region above a critical region. The critical regions are disjoint and they share at
most one boundary with another critical region. Figure 8 depicts the critical regions for different
w € {-7,3}. Let us call the intersection point of boundaries of each critical region, the vertex of
the region, and denote the vertex of the region ? € {(1), (2), ..., (10)} by vz = (bo, ao)-
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e Critical regions (2) and (3) share a boundary, the vertices are as follows:

(-1,-5-w), w < -b;

V() = U(3) =
@7 (4+w,10+2w), w>-5.

e Critical regions (4) and (5) share a boundary, we have:

(2+w,-5-w), w<-5; (g+w,—§—w), w < -5;
V(g) = ) U(5) =
@ (-3,10+2w), w>-5. © (-2, +2w,-3), w>-5.

Even though critical regions share a boundary they have different vertices.

e Critical regions (6) and (7) share a boundary, we have:

ooy - (2w + L2 -5, w < —5; o - (2w +5,-2), w < —5;
(—w—%,w+g), w > 5. (-w-10,w+3), w2>-5.

Therefore, the vertices are not aligned.
e Critical regions (8) and (9) share a boundary, we have:

C2w+5,w+1), w<-5;

v = =
©7TO T Cwo10,-4),  w>-5.

Remark. The analysis above shows that we can explicitly categorize different cases by considering
whether w < -5 or w > —5. These two conditions have a deeper significance, which we elaborate
on later in Section 7.1, as they determine whether the representation lies on the right side of the

unitary axis or not.
Proposition 5.2. Assuming the notations above, there are two cases:
(1) If ¢4 < Ly or equivalently % <w< %, then :
Crit(L(s, Ad*(‘0))L(2s,wis)) = Crit(L(2s,w.s)) c Crit(L(s, Ad*(‘0))).
(2) Otherwise:
Crit(L(s, Ad*(‘0))L(2s,wiy)) = Crit(L(s, Ad®(‘0))) c Crit(L(2s,w:y)).

Remark. When I is a TR-case, the product of Langlands-Shahidi L-functions at hand has no
critical points. Assume F' is in T'R-case. Base-change of a strongly pure weight over a totally real

field Fi, as ny|r, = 7,|m, we have:
¥ =wpB’ = a™ =b" and b = a'.
For the Hecke L-functions, it means:

lo(p) < |a™ + 0™ = (@ + b)) =0 = lo(u) = 0.
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5.2. The case P,. We summarize the results for the case P, without providing detailed explana-
tions, as the key arguments are identical to those for the case Ps. Let GL2 = Resp)g(GLz2) be the
Levi factor of P,, and we use the obvious analog of notations from the previous section. We aim
to identify the critical points of the automorphic L-functions attached to o, w,, and o ® w,-.

Let o¢ € Cohy(GLg, ). For 00 = J,, the automorphic representation o = o ® 0o is cuspidal.
By Local-Langlands correspondence, [25]:

|2b77—w—1|)

Leo(s,0)~ [] F(s—z+ 5

V€S0 2
24" ~w + 1
r(s- Y, 2wl
2 2

Moreover, let ¢¥ be the dual of o, we have:
20" —w -1
Lo(1-s,0")~ [] I‘(l—s+z+|—w|)
V€S0 2 2
|2a" — w + 1|

A%
JT(1-s+—+ .
(1-s 5 5 )

Following the previous section, define:

al + 871w
_ 1 i _
a(p) =-——F—"+=5,

l1(p) = min {|2b" —w - 1|,]2a" — w + 1]}.
n:F—-C

By abuse of notation, we use the same notation as in the previous section. However, since the
choice of parabolic will be clear, there will be no ambiguity. The set of critical points of L(s,o) is
denoted by Crit(p). We have:

Critn) = {s0.€ >+ 21+ an () - Y < <oy + LDy,

which forms a set of contiguous half integers centered around % +a1(p) and of length £1(p). As we
computed in 3, the point of evaluation is mg = —%. We want —% and 1 - % be in Crit(u), which is

satisfied if and only if

LA

< . fl(ﬂ),
2 2 2

5

< =

a1(p) < -5
or equivalently:

-1-01 <w<-5+/4.

The inequality above is valid only if ¢1(u) > 2.

The calculations and notations for the critical points of L(2s,w,) are exactly the same as the
one in the case Pg, the only difference is the final inequality for the cuspidal weight, as it depends
on the point of evaluation. Therefore:

—2-la<w <-4+,

the inequality above is valid only if £5(u) > 1.
For 0 ® w,, the highest weight is p + det(u) = (2a7 + b7, a" + 2b"),.pc, and:

2a" +b",a" +2b" € Z,
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2a" + 0" > a" + ",
2a" + 0" + 2" + @ = 3w = a" + 207 + b7 + 24"
So, 0 ® w, € Cohy(GLa, ps ® A?(11)) with the purity weight 3w. The cuspidal parameters are:
a’ = (-a-2b"+ %,—2a”—b77— %),B” = (a + 20" - % - 3w,2a" +b" + % -3w).
We can form the L-factor:

3
Leo(s,00ws)~ [] F(S—TW+|a"+2b’7—3w—1|)

V€S0
T(s- %W 20" + b7 — 3w + 1)),
Moreover, let (o0 ® w,)" be the dual of o, we have:

Loo(s, (U®wa)v) ~ H F(1—8+ 37“] + |a"+2b77—3w— 1|)

V€Soo
.r(1-s+37w+|2a"+bﬂ-3w+1|).

Define the following quantities that are invariant under different embeddings:

Y] n
B ai+ﬁi _3w
GS(M)_ 2 = 9 ;

l3(p) = rgin(cﬂa” +2b" - 3w - 1/,]2a" + b" - 3w + 1|}.
’r): —>
The set of critical points of L(s,0 ® w,) satisfy :
L+as(p) —Lla(p) < so < az(p) +€3(p).

We want —3% and 1 - 3% be critical points for this L-function, we have this property if and only if

7 11
-3 —l3(p) <az(p) < ) +43(1),

or equivalently:

the inequality above is valid only if £5(u) > 2.
The evaluation point —% is a critical point of L(s,c)L(2s,ws)L(3s,0®ws) and L(1+s,0)L(1+
2s,ws)L(1 + 38,0 ® wy) if and only if

—1-41(p) <w<=5+0(n),
-2 —lo(p) <w <-4+ lo(p),

_Z_M< E+M
3 3 3 37

141 (:u) > 2, EQ(N) 21, E3(M) > 2.
Which is non-empty if all of the inequalities are non-trivial. We can break this in three cases,
comparing £1(j), l2(p), and £3(p):

(I) £1(p) <min{lo(p),l3(p)} = -1 -01(p) <w<=5+01(u),
(D) Lo(p) < min{ly(p), b3(1)} == -2-La(p) <w <-4+ L6o(p),

w< -
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(I1) £3(p) < min{f1(p), bo(p)} =—> -l

Following over calculation for Pg, we can calculate the critical regions for F,.

IA

w < —

w=3

F1cURE 9. Critical Regions for the case P, at different w.

Remark. The analogue of the condition discussed in Remark 5.1, is w < —=3 and w > -3 in this case.

Moreover, the critical set in T R-case is trivial.

6. THE COMBINATORIAL LEMMA: THE CASE G9

In this section, we state and prove the combinatorial lemmas, Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2. These
lemmas generalize the combinatorial lemma introduced by Harder and Raghuram [17, Lemma 7.14]
to the case of Gs.

6.1. The case Pg. In this section, we form a combinatorial assumption on weight p = (a”,07),.rc
of the Levi factor GL2 ~ Mjp to find a relation between critical points assigned to weight as previous
section and boundary cohomology of the ambient group.

Definition 6.1. A Kostant representative w = (w") € W8 is called balanced if for any embedding
n:F - C, we have:

W(w") + l(w") = dim(Up, | F).
Remark. In the case Pg, being balanced means that the Kostant representative (w”,w”) men-
tioned in part (3) of the combinatorial lemma is one of the Kostant representatives (w’ Befa 1),
(1n, wgcﬁaﬂa)’ (wgﬁaﬁ,wg), (wg,wgﬁaﬁ), (mevaﬁ)v or (wgﬁ,wgﬁa). It assures that the degree

of the cohomology in hand stays in an interval where the inner cohomology groups are non-vanishing.

Lemma 6.1 (Combinatorial Lemma for Pg). Using the notation introduced in the previous section,
the following statements are equivalent:
(1) The evaluation point s = —g is a critical point for both L(s, Ad®(c))L(2s,ws) and L(1 +
5, Ad® (o)) L(1 +25,w,).
(2) The abelian width is bounded in terms of the cuspidal widths as follows:
T—l1(p) <w<3+0(p),
6 - la(p) <w <4+ Lo(p),

O(p) 22, La(p)21.
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(3) There exists a balanced Kostant representative w = (w") € W8 such that w™'.u is a domi-

nant weight of G.

We have already proven (1) <= (2) in Section 5.1. To address part (3), we need to interpret
p=(a",b"),.r-c as a weight of Mg~ GL2 within G, using the parametrization tg of GL2 defined
in Section 1, adjusted for Pg. For the rest of this section, fix an embedding 7 and the notations
o= ((L, b) = (anabn)a p= :uﬁ> (a*ab*) = (aﬁ7 aﬁ)a w’ =w, and w' = w*.

Using tg : Mg ~ GL2 for a strongly pure weight (u, ") of GL2, we have:

p=a(a+B)+b(a) =(2b-a)ys + (a—b)n,
pw=(w-b)(a+B8)+(w-a)(a)=(w+b-2a)ys + (a—b)y.
We can check the integrality and dominance of the same weight as a weight of G.
Integrality :
a,byweZ < (2b-a),(a-b),(W+b-2a) €Z,
which means, (u, ") is an integral weight of GLg ~ Mp if and only if it corresponds to an integral

weight of G.
Dominance :

o (p,p*) is a dominant weight of GLg ~ M3y if
b<a.
e (u, ") corresponds to a dominant weight of G if
b < a < 20b;
b* <a* <2b.
Hence, (i, ") is a dominant weight of My if it corresponds to a dominant weight of G.

TABLE 2. The Twisted Action of Kostant Representatives in W15

(w) weWbs wt.(a,b) (w*) L (w-bw-a)

0 1 (a,b) (Ww-b,w-a)

1 W (a,a-b-1) (w=ba-b-1)

2 Wag (a-b-2,a+1) (a-b-2,w-0b+1)

3 Wapa (a-b-2,-b-4) (a-b-2a-w-4)

S

Wapap (-b-5,a-b-1) (a-w-5,a-b-1)

t

WaBaBa (_b_5,—a—5) (a—w—5,b—w—5)

The twisted action of Kostant representatives on weights p = a(a + ) + ba, written in the form
(a,b) = a(a+B) +ba, is summarized in Table 2. According to part (3) of the combinatorial lemma,
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there exists a balanced Kostant representative w such that its twisted action on the strongly inner

weight g produces a dominant weight of GG. The first step is to classify all strongly inner weights

that satisfy condition (3) for each balanced Kostant representative.

(1) (1, wapapa):

b<a<20b;

b<a<2b-w-5.

We can split it into cases by varying w:

b<a<2b,

b<a<2b-w-5,

(II) (wa,Wapas):

-1<b<a-b-2;

4+w<b<a-b+3+w.

(I11) (wa,3> wocﬁa):

—-4-a<b<-3;

2w —-a+6<b<2+w.

(IV) (waBaswap):

-2<a<-b-6;

w+3<a<2w-b+4.

(V) (wapap: wa):

a+b+4<b<2a+3;

a+b-w-1<b<2a-w-2.

(VD) (wapaga,1):

2a+5<b<a;

2a-w<b<a.

w < —5;

w > 5.

-1<b<a-b+3+w, w<-5;

I

4d+w<b<a-b-2, w2-5.

“4-a<b<2+w, WwW<-b;
>

2w-a+6<b< -3, w>-5.

—2<a<2w-b+4, w<-5b;
—

w+3<a<-b-6, w>-5

—

a+b-w-1<b<2a+3, w<-5;
a+b+4<b<2a-w-2, w>-5.

2a-w<b<a, w<-b;

—

2a+5<b<a, w2>-b.

We refer to the regions described above as twisted action regions, as illustrated in Figure 10.

By comparing the outer boundaries and the vertex of each twisted action region, it is evident that

each critical region intersects with only one twisted action region, and each twisted action region

contains at most two critical regions.

The critical region (5) and (6) are not fully covered with a twisted action region. We claim that

this small region does not contain any lattice point of Z2. First, we have:

2+w,-6-w),
(-3,2w +9),

w < -5,

U(II1I1) =
(D) w > —5.
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F1cUre 11. Critical Region in Red and Twisted Action Region in Green

For w < -5, translate vertices by adding the vector (-2 — w,6 + w). As the translation vector
has integer arguments, If the triangle formed by v(4), v(5), and v(;rr) contains a lattice point, its
translation by this vector will be a lattice point inside of the translated triangle. The translated

vertices are:
UEHI) =(2+w,-6-w)+(-2-w,6+w)=(0,0),
v24) =(2+w,-5-w)+(-2-w,6+w) =(0,1),
13

(s) =C+w,-B-w)+(-2-w,6+w)=(3,-2).

We can also transform this triangle when w > -5, by the vector (3,-2w —9) which transforms the
triangle formed by v(4y, v(5), and v(;rr) to the same triangle as the last part. The transformed
triangle clearly doesn’t have any lattice points. It would finish the proof of the claim for the critical
region (5) when w < -5, as the transformed vertices are independent of a,b, and w.

We can repeat this process to show that the uncovered part of the critical region (7) does not
contain any lattice point, but it is clear due to the symmetry of the regions. It will complete the
proof of combinatorial lemma over imaginary quadratic number fields.

Remark. The proof of the combinatorial lemma for a general totally imaginary field case is reduced
to working with pairs of complex embeddings corresponding to each archimedean place. So our
proof implies the combinatorial lemma in the general case.
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Vi

Ve

F1GURE 12. Uncovered Region Doesn’t Contain Any Lattice Points

6.2. The case P,. In this section, we state the combinatorial assumption for the weight u =
(a",0")p.r-c of the Levi factor GLg ~ M,.

Lemma 6.2 (Combinatorial Lemma). Using the notation introduced in the previous section, the

following statements are equivalent:

(1) The evaluation point s = —% s a critical point for both

L(s,0)L(2s,ws)L(3s,0 @ wy),
L(1+s,0)L(1+2s,wys)L(1+3s,0®wy).

(2) The abelian width is bounded in terms of the cuspidal widths as follows:

“1-01(pn) <w<-5+01(p),
“2—la(p) sw <-4+ 0lo(p),
T l3(p) cwe d 2100)

-+ =

3 3 3 37
O(p) 22, l(p) 21, l3(p) 22

(3) There exists a balanced Kostant representative w = (w") € W such that w™.u is a domi-

nant weight of G.

Remark. We defined a balanced Kostant representative w = (w") € W= in previous section, where

it satisfies I[(w") + I(w") = dim(Up, /F) = 10. Therefore, the Kostant representative in part (3) of
; ; ; n 7 Ul n n N ol

the combinatorial lemma is one of the (wj,5,5,1") . (1", w5,5,5) + (Wi,5,,wg) 5 (W5 WE,5,)

n Ul n Ul
(wﬁaﬁ’wﬁa) , Or (wgavwgag)‘

Following the previous section, assume F' is a quadratic imaginary field. Let (i, u*) be a strongly

pure weight of . : M, ~ GLo, we have:

p=a(20+B)+b(a+p) = (b-a)vs + (),
pt=(w-b)(a+p)+(w-a)(a)=(b-a)ys +(W-a)y.
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TABLE 3. The Twisted Action of Kostant Representatives in TW'e

l(w) weWhea wt.(a,b) (w) ' (w-bw-a)

0 1 (a,b) (w-b,w-a)

1 wg (a+b+1,-b-2) (2w-b-a+1,-w+b-1)

2 Waq (a-b-1,b-1) (a-b-1,w=-b-1)

3 WBaB (a,b-a-2) (Ww=bb—a-2)

4 Waga (-b-a-5,a+1) (a+b-2w-5,w-b+1)

5 Wgagag  (-b—3,-a-3) (a-w-3,b—-w-3)
Integrality :

a,byjweZ <= (b-a),(w—-a)e€Z,

Dominance :

e (u, ") is a dominant weight of M, if

b<a.

e (u, ") corresponds to a dominant weight of G if
0<b<a.

Table 6.2 presents the twisted action of the Kostant representatives for the weights pu = a(2a +
B) +b(a+ ), expressed in the form (a,b) := a(2a+ ) + b(a + ). Using the same technique in the

previous section for the case of Pg, we can show that the critical regions and twisted action regions
for P cover the same integral lattice points in the weight plane.

F1GURE 13. Twisted Action Regions of P, at different w.
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FI1GURE 15. Uncovered Region contains no lattice points

6.3. The Tate twist revisited. In Section 4.4, we introduced the notion of the Tate twist. Now
we want to study the effect of Tate twists on the arguments in this section. Consider the notations
introduced in the previous section. For m € Z, the Tate twist of yu € X,(T% x E') with purity weight
w is g —mdy € Xjo(T2 x E) with purity weight w —2m. Now we can calculate the abelian width

and the cuspidal width of the twisted weight following the previous section:

a1(p—md2) = a1 (p) - m,
bi(p—mdz) = br(p),
az(p—mdz) = az(p) - m,
o(p—mbz) = lr(p).

The bounds obtained in the second part of the combinatorial lemma will restrict the possibility of
the Tate twist. For example, in the case of a maximal parabolic subgroup Pg, we can consider the
following cases:

Case /1 < f5. This condition is independent of the Tate twist as the cuspidal width is invariant
under the Tate twist. In this case, the combinatorial lemma satisfies all the successive critical
points of the adjoint symmetric cubic L-function. Then the bounds implied by the combinatorial

lemma will control the possible Tate twists:

1—————al(ﬂ)ﬁ—mﬁ—l—g'i'gl(T‘u)_al(:u)a



EISENSTEIN COHOMOLOGY AND CRITICAL VALUES OF CERTAIN L-FUNCTIONS: THE CASE G» 43

which means by Tate twist we can transverse over all successive pairs of critical points of the adjoint
symmetric cubic L-function.

Case {1 > f5. Again, this condition is independent of the Tate twist as the cuspidal width is
invariant under the Tate twist. In this case, the combinatorial lemma satisfies all the successive
critical points of the Hecke L-function of the central character of the representation of GLo with
the highest weight © —mds. In the same way, the possible Tate twists will satisfy:

5 5
1- 25 —lo(p) —ag(p) <-m<-1- 25 +Lo(p) —az(p),
which makes it possible to run over all successive pairs of critical points of the Hecke L-function.

Remark. We now arrive at a key principle central to the Harder-Raghuram approach: it is sufficient
to establish the rationality result only at the point of evaluation. From there, we can deduce the
rationality results for the ratios of L-values of the “product” of L-functions at all successive critical

values within the critical set of the product. No more, and no less!

Remark. By the discussion above, starting with a representation whose highest weight satisfies one
of the stated conditions, we can prove the rationality results for all critical values of one L-function,

provided we know the rationality for the others.

7. NON-ARCHIMEDEAN CONSIDERATIONS

This section examines the non-archimedean aspects of the cohomological interpretation of the
Langlands-Shahidi method, as developed in [35], based on [47], under specific hypotheses, addressing
the p-adic cases in full generality. We will review these hypotheses and verify their validity in our
particular case.

7.1. Being on the right of the unitary axis. Fix a non-archimedean place v of F. For the
remainder of this section, all arguments will be restricted to the local field F,,. To simplify notation,
we will omit v from the expressions.

Let o be a smooth irreducible admissible representation of M, where P is one of the maximal
parabolic subgroups of G. As M ~ GLo, o is generic; also assume o is essentially tempered,
i.e. tempered mod the center. There exists e € R and a smooth irreducible unitary tempered
representation o* such that

o~o'®nc.

The admissible representation 7;(c) = 7j o ¢, : Wp x SL2(C) — LGLd]. is also essentially

tempered. Therefore, there is an exponent f; € R which is a function of the r; and e, that satisfies

7j(o) 27(0)" ® |det|fj.

Definition 7.1. A smooth irreducible admissible representation o of M that is essentially tempered
with the exponents e € R is on the right side of the unitary axis with respect to the ambient group
G, if

k+ f1>0.

where k is the point of evaluation, as defined in Definition 3.1.
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By [35, Lemma 2.4.2], we have fj = j- f1. Consequently, if o lies to the right of the unitary axis,
all transfers of o that appear in the constant term introduced in Section 3 also lie to the right of
the unitary axis. Moreover, let o be on the right of the unitary axis concerning ambient group G,
then local L-values

L(jk, 0, ;) = L(jk, 75(0)) = L(jk + fj, 75(0)"),
L(jk+1, 0, ;) = L(jk + f; + 1, 75(0)"),
are finite for each 1< j <m [35, Corollary 2.4.4.].

7.2. Local critical L-values. In this section, we establish the validity of Hypothesis in [35, Hy-
pothesis 4.2.1], which resolves the parity constraint introduced in loc. cit. for our case. Fix an
embedding ¢ : £ — C, and define

vy (a) = diag([af . |al'’?), 0 e F".
For each 1 < j < m, there exists h; € & + Z such that fj(xffﬂ) = | |". For each 1< j < m, there

exists h; € % + Z such that 7j (ng/ 2) =|-[". Let ¢ be an irreducible admissible, half-integrally

unitary, essentially tempered representation of My. The condition “half-integrally unitary” means

w/2

there exists an integer w such that ‘c ® n"/“ is unitary. Therefore, we have:

L(S, o, fj) :L(S—hj, J®X§9/2, fj).

This twist provides us with algebraic data. For an L-value to be critical in the sense of Deligne [8],
the evaluation point must be an integer. In our context, this implies that h; must be a half-integer.
A parabolic subgroup P is said to be critical for G if the evaluation point k = —(pp,ap) satisfies
the condition:

jkehj+Z, Y1<j<m.

Moreover, a parabolic subgroup P is called integral if it satisfies:
PPyl A, € X7 (Ap.

Proposition 7.1. Both standard mazimal parabolic subgroups of G satisfy the critical and inte-
grality conditions described above.

Proof. For Pg, recall that pg = g'ys. Considering the parametrization tg : F* x F* — Tg. Let
tg(a,a) € Ap, we have:

5/2,,5/2

pa(tg(a,a)) =a =a®, s integral.

The point of evaluation, k = —%, is half-integral and m = 2. To show that Pj is criticality for G, it
is enough to show that h; is half-integral. As 71 =73, we have:

71 (diag(lal'?,[a]'/?)) = diag((la]'")?(jal'/*) ™, lal'"2,lal /2, (|a]'/*) 7" (la] /)?)

_ dmg(\a\l/2, |a|1/2’ |CL’1/2, ‘a‘1/2)7

Case j = 2 is obvious as 2k € Z.



EISENSTEIN COHOMOLOGY AND CRITICAL VALUES OF CERTAIN L-FUNCTIONS: THE CASE G» 45

For P,, consider the parametrization to: F* x F* - T,. Let t(a,a) € Ap, we have:

pa(t(a,a)) = a*?a®? = a3, s integral.

3
29
standard representation of G Ly so hy = 1/2. Moreover, for 73 the twist of standard representation

In this case the point of evaluation, k = —5, is half integral and m = 3. The representation 7 is the

by the central character, we have hz = %
O

7.3. Arithmetic of local intertwining operators: non-archimedean case. Fix ¥ € A and
t: B — C. As the Levi is isomorphic to G'Lg, it follows from the discussion in [35, Section 3.3.1.] that
if a smooth, absolutely irreducible representation ‘o of My is half-integrally, essentially tempered,
and lies to the right of the unitary axis, then these conditions hold for ‘' for any embedding
11 EF-C.

Define the normalized intertwining operator corresponding to Ty (s,0) as:

Tnorm(sa U) = 7"(8, g, wO)_lTst(57 J)
where 7(s,0,wp) is the normalization factor introduced in Section 3.
Proposition 7.2. Let E be large enough, and o be as above. then there exists an E-linear G-
equivariant map:
To.p *Indf(0) >"IndZ (5 ® | ),
such that for any embedding 1 : E — C, we have:
Tnorm,E ®E,L C= Tnm‘m,m

where Tyorm, ., 15 the normalized intertwining operator at the point of evaluation.

Proof. First, the normalized intertwining operator for the unitary representations o, ® | - |w/ 2 is
holomorphic and non-vanishing for Re(s) > 0, as established in [23, Proposition 3.1]. In our case,
this implies that o, lies to the right of the unitary axis. Having verified all the hypotheses in [35],
we can therefore invoke the proof for the general case provided in loc. cit., Theorems 3.3.7 and

4.3.1. O

8. INTERTWINING OPERATORS AT ARCHIMEDEAN PLACES

In Section 7, we studied the arithmetic of the intertwining operator at non-archimedean places.
In this section, we will study the arithmetic of the intertwining operators and their contribution to
the ratio of the local factors at archimedean places.

8.1. Induced representations at the point of evaluation. Let y € Xjy(Resp/g(T2) x C) be a
strongly pure weight with purity weight w. Fix an archimedean place v € S, let ¢, be an irreducible
essentially tempered representation of Mg ~ G'Ly(C) with highest weight ©” = ((a,b), (a”,b")).
From the calculation of the cuspidal parameter in Section 5, we obtain:

F1(00) = (Tags(uey ® |det[2) ® | det |2 =7 () @ [det | (),

72(00) = (Jaer) ® [ det[M) ® [det | ™ = 72(0)" @ | det |2,
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where 7;(0,)" is a unitary tempered irreducible representation of GLg,, for j € {1,2}, d = 4 and
ds = 1. Therefore, the weight ¥ lies to the right of the unitary axis with respect to the ambient
group G, if
~3-ai(p’) 20
-5—az(p’) =0
Moreover, we have a decomposition o, = o, ® |.|7%, where o, is a unitary cuspidal irreducible

representation. Let wg := wy, =t wp,, the standard intertwining operator is:
To : I5,(s,00) =I5, (=5, wo(0)0).

where, wg(o,) = 0y ® w;i = g, as shown in [42]. Therefore, the highest weight of 5, will be
wo(p¥) = p¥ —det(u¥) = ((=b,-a), (-b*,-a*)). Evaluating at point of evaluation k = —g,

5)
Igﬁ(—i,av) =*Ind§, (o),
5 -
19,(2.6) = ndf, (5,(5)).
where (5) is the Tate twist. Moreover, we have :

Tls—s *Ind, (o) > IndE, (5,(5)),

Tl “Ind$, (5,(5)) >“IndB, (o).

Following Shahidi [43], let 1 p, be a nontrivial additive character of F,,. We can form a generic
character 1, : U - C, then o, is a 1,-generic representation of Mg. Let Ay, (s,0,) be the standard
Whittaker functional on I3(s, o), which is well defined since the cuspidal representations of G'L
are globally and hence locally generic everywhere. It is well known that Ay (s,o,) extends to an
entire function that is non-zero everywhere. By multiplicity one for the Whittaker model there is
a complex number, called local coefficient denoted by Cy, (s, 04, wo), which satisfies the functional

equation:
Cp, (8,00, 00) (Ay(=5,wo(0w)) 0 Tt (s,00)) = Ay(s,00).
The local coefficient in this case, by [42], is:
L(1-5,6,,Ad®)L(1 - 2s,ws,)
L(s,00, Ad3)L(25,wy,)

Having the main results in mind, assume kg and kg + 1 are critical. Now, we have:

CzZJU(S:vawO) ~

Proposition 8.1. With the setting introduced in this section, the intertwining operator Ts|,_ 5 1is
2

an isomorphism between the two irreducible induced representations Iﬁ(—%,ay) and Ig(g,@,).

Proof. First, we prove that Ig (—g, av) and Ig (g, &U) are irreducible. If T (—g, av) were reducible,

then by Casselman-Shahidi’s criterion [6, Proposition 5.3] at s = —g, we would have

L(1-5,60,Ad®) " L(1-25,ws,)"" =0,

which is a contradiction. The L-functions above do not have poles or zeros at s = —g, as we assume

that s = —% is critical for these L-functions.
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Next, we show that the intertwining operator Ty at s = —g, between irreducible induced repre-
sentations, is finite and non-zero. If Tst‘s__ s were zero, then the following product would have a
T2

() rear)ifr-o( )

which contradicts the assumption that —% is a critical point of these L-functions as Ay, (—g, O'v) is

pole:

non-zero. If Ty o3 Were a pole, then the following product would also have a pole:
T2

L (—§,av,Ad3) L (2 (—§) ,w(,v) ,
2 2

which again contradicts the assumption that —% is a critical point of these L-functions. Here,
Ay (—%, O'v) must be non-zero. ]

The case P, can be easily proved using the same method. We will simply state the corresponding
theorem:

Proposition 8.2. Let have assumptions as the previous assumption for the case P,. Then, the
intertwining operator Tg|,__s is an isomorphism between the two irreducible induced representations
2

I.(-3,0,) =*Ind§ (o) and I (3,60) =*Tnd (54(3)).

8.2. Arithmetic of the archimedean intertwining operators. Fix an archimedean place v
of F. Since F is totally imaginary, we have F, ~ C. Following Section 1, we can define X*(7T) =
Z(2a+ B) ® Z(a + B) and identify T(C) with C* x C* via the representative:

to : T—C"x (C*,
(8.2.1) £ ((20+ B) (1), (a+ B)(2)).

Furthermore, we introduced the reparametrizations t, and tg of T'(C) within the Levi factors
M, and Mg, respectively. Recall that ¢, =ty as noted in Remark 1.2. The relationship between
these parametrizations can be described as follows:

-1 t71
C*®C* % T(C) »Ms 2 GLy(C) « C* & C*,
t3' oty'(a,b) = (b,ab™),
tootsg(a,b) = (ab,a).

Let x and 1 be characters of T'(C). There exist characters x1, x2, ¥1, and 92 of C* such that:

to(X) = x1 ® X2, to(¥) = Y2 @ Y1t
(8.2.2) t3' (x) = x1X2 ® X1, t5' (1) =1 ® 1.
We will represent the characters of C* x C* originating from the reparametrization tg as 1), and the

one originating from tg = t, as x.
Let p = ((a,b),(a*,b*)) be a strongly pure weight of Mg ~ GL2(C). Following Section 4.3,

(8.2.3) oy =Jpu = Indgffé()c)(zalzﬁl ® 2227%),
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where «; and 3; are the cuspidal parameters of u where:

1 1
Oél:—b+§, 042:—01—57
1 1

gt _ 2 =-b"+—.
B1=-a 5 B2 5

Let t3(¢)) = 11 ® Y2 denote a character of T' c Mg:
P =2%2% i=1,2.
By (8.2.2) and the transitivity of the normalized induction, we have:
d ) (0 (-2)) = 23 (3(-2)) = a2 (a3 @ w13,
52 (50(2)) = S Ty (3)) = a2 (01 (3) @ 0193,
Therefore, Ty; is also an intertwining operator between principal series representations, denoted by
Ay(wp).

Tst ~
Indg;ggg;@(—g)) N Indgggg(av(g))
(8.2.4)
- Ay (wp) - -
nd ) (v2(-3) © vz : » Indgels) (6 (5) @ vavs")

To simplify the notations, let x = x1 ® x2 be a character of C* x C* ~T" we will use the following
convention:

G2(C
I(x1 8 x2) = Ind2) (1 © x2)

Ga(C GLsy(C
= Indpsg(cg IndBQ(Q(C() )(X1X2 ® X1)

G (C GLo(C
= Indng(cg IndBQ(Q(C() )(Xl ® X2)-

Moreover, the action of the simple reflections in the Weyl group on the characters of the group

are as follows:

wa(to(x)) = wal(Xx1 ® X2) = X2 ® X1, wg(to(x)) =we(x1 ® X2) = X1X2 ® X2
Wa(ta(¥)) = wa (1 ® 12) = 1 ® P12b3 ", wg(tp(v)) = wa (i1 ®a) = by ® 1.

Consider the minimal factorization wp = wowgw,wgw, into simple reflections. We have the
following ordered set characterizes the roots in ug:

{’Y >0,wpy < 0} = {av wa(ﬁ)’ wa,@’(a)’ wa,@a(ﬂ)a waﬁaﬁ(a)}
={a, 3a+p, 2a+ 8, 3a+208, a+ 5}.

For each simple root v one can define the homomorphism ¢ : SLa(C) — G2(C) such that:

¢((1) ?)=ew(u>, ¢w(g u(—)l):hv(“% %(_01 ;)w
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Let U(wp) = U nwpUwp', where U is the opposite unipotent radical. Elements of U(w) can be
expressed as [150,upy<0 €y (Uy) for u, € C. Using the ordered set above we have:

U(wp) = U_(asp)-U-(30+28)-U-(2a+5)-U-(30+8) - U-(a)

We can decompose the intertwining operator A,(wp) to rank one operators [43]:

Awr )f(9) = [ F(wp'ng)dn

(wp)
= Av(wavwﬁaﬁaX) o Av(w67waﬂaX) o Av(wa’wﬂaX) ° Av(wﬂawaX) o Ay(wa,x)f(9)
= Av(wouXI) o Av(wﬁ7X2) © Av(womX?)) o Av(wﬂ7X4) o Av(wa7X5)f(g)'

The measure du at each step will be a Lebesgue measure, and dn is the product of these five
Lebesgue measures. Each operator in the decomposition above is an intertwining operator on
GLy(C) extended to an intertwining operator of G3(C). For short root v, we can extend the map
¢~ defined as above to ¢ : GL2(C) ~ My(C) < G2(C). On the other hand for long root v, the
map ¢~ can be extended to ¢, : GLy(C) ~ Mg(C) — G2(C). Considering the simple reflection we
have to study the following cases separately:

(825) Av(womX) = Indgigg; Av(woqu ® X2)7
Go(C
(826) Av(w,BvX) = Indpz(((c)) Av(wﬁa X1X2 ® Xl)

With abuse of notation, we also use A, for the intertwining operators for GLs. It is worth noting
that 8.2.5 is an intertwining operator for GLo(C) ~ M, while 8.2.6 is an intertwining operator for
GLy(C) ~ Mg, that’s why the character for 8.2.6 is changed. Moreover, for simple root o € A (or
B) we can form the maximal compact subgroup of the Levi as K, = M,(C) n Ko ~ SU(2) ( or
K =Mg(C)nKs ~ SU(2)). In each case for 9 € A, the maximal compact torus of K is isomorphic
to that of Ky. Furthermore, we have Ky = B(C) n Ko, and by the Iwasawa decomposition,

G2(C) = B(C)K&. For any character y ~ x1 ® x2 of B(C), we can identify the principal series
GIL2(C)
B(C)

for the simple root v € A the restriction Indggo (X)‘ K, is a representation of the Ky-module of

G2(C)
d5e)

representation Ind (x) as a Ke-module with the induced representation Ind%" (x). Again,

the representation In (X)| GLo where it reduces the calculation to the case GL2 intertwining

operators.

In the previous section, we showed that I((’(/JQ(—%) ® P103t)) and I((wl_l(%) ® P1byt)) are
irreducible. By [44], each standard module appearing in the intermediate states is also irreducible.
Following [32], by evaluating the values of intertwining operators at the lowest K,-types (or Kpg-
types), we can interpret them as a scaling by a factor. Let us denote [ ndgffé()c) (x1®x2) by x1 X Xx2-
For the case wy:

G2(C Av(wa) Ga(C
Indjjet (x1 © x2) » Indi2 ) (x2 ® x1)
2.
520 g2 g2
Ay (wea)

X1 X X2 7 X2 X X1
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We can compute this scaling factor up to a non-zero rational, same as [32, Proposition 4.16.],

Leo(0, x1X5"
(8.2.8) (—Xlle)
Loo(]-aX1X2 )

For the case wg, we have:

G (C Av(wﬁ) G (C -
IndBiél))(Xl ® X2) ’ IndB?(c))(XlX? ®xz')
(8.2.9)
Indgggg Indgégg
Av(wﬂ) \
VA > X1 X X1X2

Again, by appealing [32], the scaling factor up to a non-zero rational is equal to:

LOO(()’XQ)
L0°(17X2) ‘

The following diagram demonstrates these intermediate intertwining operators in each step. The

(8.2.10)

order of the operators follows the decomposition above, and to simplify the notation we dropped the
character part in the notation and let A, (waq, xi) = Av(wq) fori=1,3,5, and A,(wg, x;) = As(wg)
for j =2,4.

By irreducibility results from the previous section, the fact that Ty is an isomorphism, we can
interpret Ty the scaling by a factor which can be computed using diagrams above:

Loo (0,973 (=2)) Loo(0,%2(-2)) Loo(0,¥1%2(2(~2))) Leo (0,1 (-2)) Leo (0, 9315 (-5))
Loo(1,97192(=2)) Loo(1,92(=2)) Loo(1,4192(2(=2))) Loo (1, 41(=3)) Leo (1,935 (-2))

We can simplify it as:

Lo (0, Ad® (¢1(=3) x ¥2(-3))) Lo (09 (- 3)p(-3)
Loo(1,Ad*(41(=3) x 92(-3))) Lm(1,ww1(_%)xw2(_%)).

(8.2.11)

or equivalently:

Loo(—5,Ad* (1 % 12))  Loo(2(=3), @y ysy)
Loo(1= 3, Ad* (41 x 92)) Loo(1+2(=3), wyyain)

We can carry the same argument for the case P,. In this case, we need to consider the minimal

(8.2.12)

factorization wp = wgwawgwawg. The following diagram demonstrates the intermediate intertwining

operators in each step for this case. In the same way as in the case Pg, we can form:

Loo(0,92(=3)) Loo(0,9195(3(-3)))

Loo(1,92(=3)) Loo (1,4143(3(-3)))
Loo(0,9192(2(=3))) Leo (0,9792(3(=3))) Lo (0,41(~3))
Loo(1,91%2(2(=3))) Loo(1,9312(3(=3))) Leo(1,902(-3))

Simplifying it will give us our desired ratio of L-functions:

Loo(=3,%1 x ¥2)  Loo(=23, Wy uy)  Loo(=33, (1h1 x 1h2) ® Wiy wysy)
LOO(l - %711)1 x ¢2) LDO(l - 2%?w¢1x¢2) Loo(l - 3%7 (wl X ¢2) ®W1ZJ1><¢’2)

(8.2.13)

(8.2.14)
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I5(-3,0) = 523 (0u(-1)) 1(2(-5) @vr3")

Ay (wa)

~

I(13" ® ¥2(-3))

Ay (wg)

11 (-3) 843 (2)
Tt Ay (wa)

1005 ) @i (-3))
Ay (wg)
I < (3)

Ay (wa)

~

15(3,5,) = nd 325 (64(3)) I($74(3) @ Yrst)

FIGURE 16. archimedean Standard Intertwining Operator, case Pg.

8.3. Cohomological intertwining operators. Let P = Ps. Fix p € Xg(Respg(T2) x E) satis-
fying the conditions of the combinatorial lemma, then there is a balanced Kostant representative
we € W8 such that X := wc_ll.u is an integral dominant weight of G. Fix +: E - C and a place
v € Se, by the Kiinneth theorem, we can simplify our analysis of the relative cohomology group
by concentrating on the local case at the chosen place v. Consequently, we will omit ¢ and the
subscript v from our notation and follow the notation introduced in the previous section.

Let oy € Cohy(Respig(GLz2), 1), by Delorme’s lemma, for example [4, Theorem I11.3.3.], at the
bottom degree ¢ := 1+ 5 =6, we have:
(8.3.1) H%(g2(C), Kooi"Ind 25 (1) ® My) = H' (m(C), K233, © M,,).
We can once again apply Delorme’s lemma for m ~ gly, KM ~ SU(2), p = ((a,b), (a*,b*)) and
Ju= IndGLQ((C)(z_bJrl/QE_a*_l/2 ® z~@71/2z7Y"=1/2) " Building upon the calculations presented in [32,

B>(C)
Section 4.1.] for GLgy, we can express Equation 8.3.1, as follows:

(8.3.2)  H(glL(C),SU(1); 2717 @ My_y o) ® HO(gl(C), SU(1); 271777 @ Myy10).
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where M, .+ is the algebraic representation z + 2%Z%" of GL1(C). For simplicity, denote:
H{y gy = H(gL(C), SU(1); 27727 © My );

J = Indg?g):) Jn)-

Since the relative lie algebra cohomology group H®(g2(C), Koo; J ® M) is one-dimensional, we

can fix a basis [J] so we have:
H®(g2(C), Koo; T ® M) = C[T].
We can present the basis as an element of the complex,
Hompg_ (A%(g2/8), T ® My) ~ Homg (1, A%(g2/t)" ® T ® My,).
Let X = X/ A---A X[ be a basis of A%(g./€)*, {ma}a be the basis of My and ¢; € J.

(8.3.3) [T]=> X} ® ¢i.a ® Ma.

[Ne
On the other hand, we can fix a basis [w(%x*)]o for H ?x =) which is a rational class corresponding
to the cohomology of the trivial representation of C*. Now, we can conclude our argument by

forming the following isomorphism:
v1: Ho(g2(C), Koo; T ® M) = H?b—l,a*) ® H?aﬂ,b*)
(8.3.4) [Tlo = [Wi-1,04)]0 ® [W(as1,6) o

where [0 = 7 ([wp-1,44)]0 ® [W(as1,6+)]0) is a scale of [J] with highest weight vector fo with
the lowest K-type that takes rational values. In the same way, we can define a rational class in the
relative lie group cohomology in the co-domain of the standard intertwining operator in cohomology
groups. Let i = wp(p) = ((=b,—a), (=b*,—a*)) which is a strongly pure weight. Moreover, [ satisfies

!

the combinatorial lemma condition. There exists a balanced Kostant representative w ,, by Lemma

cl’

6.1, where \ = w;l.,&. Also, denote:

J = Indgig) (ju)

Now applying Delorme’s method and calculations as above, we have the following isomorphism:
Ywp * H6(g2’ Koo j ® MA) = H?7a71,7b*) ® H?—bJrl,fa*)
(8.3.5) [j]o g [W(—a—l,—b*)] ® [w(—b+1,—a*)]

where we can present the basis element on the left hand-side as:
[j] = ZX; ® Tst(¢i,o¢) ® Mgy,
[NeY
again with the same calculations in [32, Section 4.1.], we can locate the fj := ¢; o, for some i and «
which is the highest weight vector of the lowest K-type J, and up to a non-zero Q* the highest
weight vector fy = Ty (fy) of the lowest K-type J which showed up in the calculations of the
intertwining operators in previous section.
In the previous section, we calculated the cocycle decomposition of the standard intertwining

operator. We will define 7, where w € W, to be the irreducible principal series representation of
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the intermediate steps shown in Figure 8.2. Furthermore, we can induce the intertwining opera-
tors A,(«) and A,(B) between the cohomology groups which are basically the induction of GLo
intertwining operators. Again, we can use Delorme’s lemma to form isomorphisms between the
one-dimensional cohomology groups, as follows:

’YUJ . qu(927K007k7w ® M)\) = H?ﬂf,w*) ® H?y7y*)7

where x and y are integers calculated by restriction to GLg case. For any w € WP, we can fix
a rational basis in right hand-side which is simply [w(; ;+)] ® [w(yy+)] and define a basis element
[Jwlo = ’y;l([w(z@*)] ® [w(yy*)]) for H?(g2, Koo, Juw ® M)). Now using the calculations from the

previous section, we will have:

Proposition 8.3. For v € S and a strongly pure weight p satisfying the conditions of the com-
binatorial lemma, the archimedean intertwining operator T induces a linear isomorphism between
the one-dimensional cohomology spaces H%(ga(C), Koo: T ® My) and H®(go, Koo; J ® My) such
that:

Loo (=5, A (%1 x92))  Loo(2(=3), Wy sz 7]
Lw(l_%vAd3(¢1X¢2)) Lw(1+2(_g)7w¢1x¢2) o

Following the same line of proof, we can deduce the following results for the case P,:

Ty ([T]o) ~o~

Proposition 8.4. For v € S, and a strongly pure weight p satisfying the conditions of the com-
binatorial lemma, the archimedean intertwining operator Ts induces a linear isomorphism between
the one-dimensional cohomology spaces H®(g2(C), Koo; J ® My) and HS(go, Keo; J ® M) such
that:

Loo(=3,01 x¥2)  Loo(=23,wpixps)  Loo(=33, (101 X 1h2) ® Wiy xs) 7]
Loo (1= 3,1 x 1) Loo(1 - 23wy ) Loo (1= 33, (11 X 12) @ W)

9. COHOMOLOGY OF INDUCED REPRESENTATIONS AND MANIN-DRINFELD PRINCIPLE

TE([To) ~o~

9.1. The Kostant representatives revisited. Let P = P3. Fix the following elements of the

Weyl group:
WG = WaBaBaf = WaaBabas longest element of W,
Wo = Wp = WaBabas longest element of W7
wpr = wg, longest element of Wy.

Now we can form two self-bijections of W15:
w»w':zwow:WPQWP,
we w” = wpywwg : WE > wE.
It is straightforward to verify that these maps are bijections and that they coincide :
w' = wywwg = wywew = wow = w'.

where second equation follows from the fact that w¢g is in the center of W. For w” € ng the
length {(w'™) =5 - I(w™), which implies :

H(w™) +1(w'™) = dim(Up, ,)-
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Moreover, :
WwT) +1(w'T) =5-1(w") +5-1(w")
=10 - (I(w™) + I(w"))
=dim(Up, ,)-
Hence, if w is balanced, then w’ is also balanced. So, we have:
Lemma 9.1. We have the following:
(1) The map w+ w" = w' := wow gives a bijection W - Wrs.

(2) For each embeddings 7: F' - E, we have l[(w) +1(w'T) = dim(Ug; ).
(3) w is balanced if and only if w' is balanced.

Let p1 € X3y (Respjq(12)x E) satisfying the conditions of the combinatorial lemma, and w,; € whs
be as defined in previous section, with A := wc’ll.u is a dominant weight of G. Then:

w' A= (wow).(w™t.p)

= (wow).(w™ (p + p) = p)

= (wow)(w ™ (p+p)) - p

= wo.W

= [i — 5do.
Moreover, \Y = —wgA = X as wg acts as multiplication by —1. Consequently,

My = Myv = My,
and we have:
w' A =w' X =fi-56.

Note that, for any w € W%, we have w’ # w as they have different lengths. Also, (w')’ = w which

gave us:
(W) A =w.\ = p.

Remark. The proof above only uses the fact that the Levi factor of Pg is isomorphic to G'Ls, and
the dimension of the unipotent subgroup is 5. All of these properties are also satisfied in case P,.
Therefore, we can deduce the same results for P, by changing the notation accordingly.

9.2. Induced representations in the boundary cohomology. In this section, we will capture
the appearance of various induced modules in boundary cohomology in the bottom and top degrees
in Propositions 9.2 and 9.3.
Let P := Pg and follow the notation of Section 6. Denote the bottom degree and top degree of
the H*(SM,J\ ® M) by b5 and t3, respectively. We have the following data:
b =2(2-1)/2=1,
t5=(2*-1)-1=2,

b§=rbg=r,
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5 = dimgp(SM) - b} = 3r-1.
Using the decomposition of the cohomology of parabolic stratum 9pS® in Section 2.2:

GAD) (i) (§M 9 (up, My y)),

(9.2.1) HY(0pSY My) = P “Ind ")

weW P
and considering the summand indexed by the balanced Kostant representative wy € W obtained

from combinatorial lemma:

“Indﬁgi; ;(Hq-l(wCl)(sM, H(up, My, ) ¢ HI(0pSE, M),
First, let us review some facts about w:

= Wey-A,
H(wer) = %dim(UP) = br,
or e Cohy(M, ).

By [32, Proposition 2.5.], non-vanishing of this summand is equivalent to:

bh < q-l(wy) <td — b+ %dim(Up) <qgs<tlh+ %dim(Up)

— qp=6r<qg<8r-1=:¢.

Proposition 9.2. Consider the notation from the previous section. Then,

(1) The module aIndG(Af)(Jf) appears in H®(9pSE, M,).

P(Ay)
wr AG(AF), - .
(2) IndPEA;;(Uf(S)) appears in H®(0pSE, My).

The contragredients of these modules appear in cohomology in the top-degree:

3. aIndG(Af)(af) :“IndG(Af)(&f(S)) appears in H(9pSY, M,).

P(Ay) P(Af)
ar. G ~ wr. 1G(A .
4. Indpgiz;( #(5)g = IndPEA;;(af) appears in H(dpSY, M,) .
G(Af)

Proof. We can locate “IndP(Af)(af) in the decomposition of H%(9pS®, My) by considering the
balanced Kostant representative coming from the combinatorial lemma. The induced representation

is assigned to oy with the highest weight u = wy.A appears as:

at,. 1G(Af r
G0 (1 (M H up, M, 1)) € HP (9559, M),

For part(2), the induced representation of (5) with highest weight i — 552 = w/;.\ give us:

G(Ay)

IndP(Af)

(H'(SM, H(up, My, 1)) € H®(9pSY, M,).

To go from bottom-degree to top-degree, we need to look at the contravariants of these modules.
Then, w;; and (w];)" = wy will take care of the cases (3) and (4), respectively. O

We can translate Proposition 9.2 to the case P,, where we get the same numerology with the

same line of proof.

Proposition 9.3. Consider the notation from the previous section and P = P,. We have for

cohomology bottom degree-degree:
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(1) The module “IndG(Af)(Uf) appears in H®(0pSE, M,).

P(Ay)
(2) “Indggi;;(ff(?))) appears in H®(0pSY, M,).

The contragredients of these modules appear in cohomology in the top-degree:

3. “IndG(Af)(af) :“IndG(Af)(&f(B)) appears in H(9pSY, My,).

P(Ay) P(Ay)
ar. G ~ wr. 1G(A .
4. Indpgiz;( (3 = IndPEA’;;(af) appears in H(dpSY, M,) .

9.3. Cohomology of induced representations. Let o € Cohi (Mg, ;1) with strongly pure weight
4 such that there is wg; € WP obtained from combinatorial lemma. We can define the dominant
weight A = wc’ll.,u. As we stated in Section 7, for any unramified finite place v there is a nontrivial

intertwining operator
a G(Fy) a G(Fy) [~
Tot. IndPﬁ(Fv)(Ufﬂ’) - IndPﬁ(Fv)(Uf,v(f)))7
s e at G (A) a1y, 1G(Af)
which implies “Ind Ps(h; Ind Ps(A;
to show that this is the only nontrivial intertwining operator involving these two representations.

)(O'f) and )(Ef(5)) are equivalent almost everywhere. We want
The following proposition is the generalization of the proof presented in [30, Proposition 2.3.1.]
from group G over a totally real number field to the case of a totally imaginary number field.

Proposition 9.4. Let 0,5 and og s be a unitary, tempered, cuspidal automorphic representations

of Mo(Ayf) and Mg(Ays). Also, let n be a quasi-character of T(Q)\T'(A), and let sq,sg € C.
o . ‘ G(Ay) G(Ay) G(Af)
Consider irreducible sub-quotients o, 1, and Ilg ofIB(AJ’:) (n), IPa(gf)(sa,aa) and IPB(gf)(sma,g),

respectively. Then, none of Ily, I, and Iz are equivalent almost everywhere to each other.

Proof. We may assume Re(s,) and Re(sg) are non-negative, which is not restrictive as we can
consider the inverse intertwining map instead. Let II be an automorphic representation of Ga(A)
and Re(s) > 0. Also, let R7 be the standard representation of G, and x be a finite order character
of A*. Let v ¢ S and ¢, € Go(C) be the Satake parameter of II,, we can define the local L-factor
at v:

Ly(s, Ry(I0) x x) = det(1 = xo(po)gy° Rr(9,)) 7",
and the global L-function

L5(s, R7(I) x x) = %LU(S,RAH) xx).

For large enough S,
L5(s, R7(I1y) x x) =L (s + S, 00 ® X)L (5 = S0, 50 ® X)
(9.3.1) L5 (s + 50, waX) L5 (s = 50, w3 X)L (5, %),
where w, is the central character of o,. Moreover,
(9.3.2) L5(s, R7(T1g) x x) = L% (s + 55,08 ® X)L° (s - 83,65 ® X)L (5, Ad*(03) x X).

In (9.3.1), the possible poles come from the Hecke L-functions on the right hand side. First, if
x = 1, then L%(s, x) has a pole at s = 1. Also, if x = wa, L7 (s = s4,w3'x) has a pole at s =1 + s,.
Finally, the other L-functions are holomorphic for Re(s) > 1, and all of the L-functions in (9.3.1)



EISENSTEIN COHOMOLOGY AND CRITICAL VALUES OF CERTAIN L-FUNCTIONS: THE CASE G» 57

are non-zero for Re(s) > 1. Therefore, L°(s, R7(I1y) x x) has a simple pole at 1+ s, if s, # 0 and
has a double pole at s =1 otherwise.

In (9.3.2), since op is cuspidal and unitary, by Gelbart-Jacquet L5 (s, Ad*(03) x x) has at most
a simple pole at s = 1. Moreover, the other two L-functions on the right hand side of (9.3.2) are
both holomorphic for Re(s) > 0 and are non-zero for s = 1. Therefore, L% (s, R7(Ilg) x ) at most
has a simple pole at s =1.

The discrepancy between the poles of L9 (s, R7(I1,) x x) and L (s, R7(IIg) x x) implies that TI,
and IIg are not equivalent almost everywhere.

To deal with representations induced from Borel subgroup, consider the degree 14 L-function
L%(s,I1x 0, R7® pa), where o is a representation of GLa(A ) and ps is the standard representation
of GLy. We can form

LS(S,HB xog, R7® p2) =LS(8 +83,08 X Jg).LS(S - Sg,a\é X 05)
(9.3.3) L5(s,03, Ad®*)L® (s, 0p).

First, LS(S - 53,03 x 6) has a pole at s =1+ sg and all the other L-functions are non-vanishing
at s=1+sg. If 53 =0, Ls(s,a[g,Ad3) can have a simple pole at s = 1 if o3 is monomial but it is
still non-vanishing at s = 1 [23]. Therefore, L°(s, IIg x 0g, R7 ® p2) at least has one simple pole at
s=1+sg.

However, L° (s,IIp x 03, Ry ® p2) is just the product of seven L-functions of various character
twists of o3 which are all entire as o is cuspidal. This concludes that IIy and 11z are not equivalent
almost everywhere.

In the same way, by considering L° (8,114 x 04, R7 ® p2) we can show that Iy is not equivalent

almost everywhere to II,. ([l

Let oy and a} be tempered unitary representations of Mg(Ay), and s,s" > 0. For any irreducible

. G(Ay) G(Ay) " s
sub-quotients IT and II" of IPB(Af)(S7U) and IPE(Af)(s’,J’). By [30, Proposition 2.3.3.], if II is

equivalent to II" almost everywhere then s = s’ and oy =~ O‘}. Using the same reasoning, we can

derive similar results for M, as well.

9.4. Manin-Drinfeld principle. Let P = P3, and S be a finite set of places as usual. let HES =
®p¢S’HG, same as [17, Section 2.3.5.]. Assume aIndggiﬁ

dimension k, denoted by:

(o) has nonzero K s-fixed vectors with

G(Ay)

F
p(Af)(Hbz (§M7chl./\(0f))Kf'

IE(Uf)wcl ::a Ind

Similarly,

G(A b .
DO CHE (8™, Moy (7(5)) .

We can define this K-fixed spaces for contragredient modules in top-degree:

I (67(5))ur, ="Tnd

G(Ay)

Iig(af)w;l =4 IndP(Af)

(H'% (SM, My A(07)) 7,

and,

IE((G7(5)) e =" Tnd 5y ) (H' (SM, Mo 0(57(5))) .

Now, we proceed to state and prove a strong form of the Manin-Drinfield principle for our case:
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Theorem 9.5 (Mannin-Drinfeld Principle for the case Pg). Using the notation introduced above.

(1) The HES-modules I} (0 )w, Il;q(ff(5))wrl, I,{S(af)w/l, and I7((6(5)))w,, are all finite
dimensional E-vector spaces of the same dimension which is denoted by k.
(2) The direct sum

(0 wg @ I (67(5))ur,
18 a 2k-dimensional E-vector space that is isotypic in HQb(aﬁG,M,\)Kf. There is also a

HES -equivariant projection:
Ro, : H®(9SY, My) = I (0 )wy @ Iy (57(5) ),
(3) The sum
1267 (5))ur, ® I (0w,
is a 2k-dimensional E-vector space that is isotypic in H‘“((‘)ﬁG,MA)Kf. There is also a

HES -equivariant projection:
R HY(9SC, My) ~ I5(0f)wy © 17 (57(5))ur,
Proof. To prove the first part, for any place v we need to show:
dim(“Ind$ (00)%") = dim(“Ind§? (5,(5)) ).

Using Iwahori decomposition, K, n P, = (K, n Mp,).(K nUp,). Moreover, o, and &,(5) are
representations of Mp, which we algebraically induced to P,. Also o, ~ &,(5) and we have:

KUOMP,'U

(9-4.1) dim (V0P = dim (Vi ™) = dim (V570"

o) )T dim(V;* /0.

&v(5)

v

Now by using Frobenius reciprocity and Mackey Theory, for 7 is either o, or 7,(5) we have:

(9.4.2) Home(Ind$ (1),°IndGr (7)) = @ Homy,np1p,.(1,77),
2€Py\Gy /Ky
The notation Ind%ﬂ (1) stands for the compact induction of the trivial representation of K, to G,.

By conjugating the right hand side by z, we will have :

HOT)’LG(IDd?{Z(l),a Indg: (T)) = @ HOmwKUxflﬂPv(]-?T)
2ePy\Gov /Ky

-1
_ @ V:r:cKUm OPU'
2eP,\Gy/Ky
By Iwasawa decomposition G, = P,.G,(0O,), for any representative x € P,\G,/K, from G(O,)

we will have:
(9.4.3) dim(“Ind Y (1)%) = [P\Gy/Ky| dim (V).

Part one of the theorem implies that I} (o), ® I} (07(5))uy, is a 2k-dimensional E-vector
space. Also, by Proposition 9.2 and 9.4 we can see that I (0)w, ® IbS(UNf(S))wgl is isotypic in
H®(858%, My)¥Xs, which implies part (2). The third part can be shown similarly to the second
part using Proposition 9.2. ]
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Remark. Again, all of the results above can be easily translated to the case P,. The statement
of the Manin-Drinfeld principle for the case P,, is the same as the case P changing the group
notation to the one coming from P, and changing the Tate twist from 5 to 3.

10. EISENSTEIN COHOMOLOGY REVISITED

10.1. Poincare duality. Following [17, Section 6.1.], we have the following Poincare duality pair-

ing for sheaf cohomology on S¢:
H* (8% My) x H™*(SY, My p) > E.

The dimension of the boundary is dimg(9S%) =d -1 = g + ¢;. We can form the Poincare duality

for the boundary as well:
H*(8S%, My) x H7*(98%, Myv ) > E.
Using the fundamental exact sequence 2.1.1, we have the following maps:
H* (59, My) 5 H (959, M),
A998, My) S HI* (59, M),
Therefore, for any ¢ € H*(S%, Myv g) and ¢ € Hd_l_'(ﬁng,M,\vE):

(c7(£),<) = (£,07(<)).
For any t*(¢) € Hp, (0SY My ) and any t*() € HS.17°(0S% M, k), using Poincare duality
pairing we have:
(" (), r"(c)) = (£, () = (£,0) = 0.
By the non-degeneracy of the Poincare pairing ¢ € Ker(2*) = Im(t*) and ¢ € H}, (S, My g),
we have:
HY, (089, My p) = Hiy (089 My p)*
So under the Poincare duality pairing, the Eisenstein cohomology is a maximal isotropic subspace
of the boundary cohomology.

10.2. Rank-one Eisensten cohomology. Now we can project the bottom or top-degree coho-
mology of the limit of the symmetric space into an isotypic component that corresponds to them:

qu(SG,M,\) H’lf(SG,M,\)
Hq”(apSG,./\/l)\) ) Hqt(apSG,M)\)
1 |7
(05w ® 1 (57(5))ur, I3 (07 (5))ur, ® I (0 )

Fix the following notation:
(10.2.1) 3(op) =R, (HE (959, My ),
(10.2.2) 3op)" =R, (HE (059 My g)).
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Therefore, we can state the main results on rank-one Eisenstein cohomology in our case:

Theorem 10.1. Let have the notation as Theorem 9.5, then:
(1) 3%(oy) is an E-subspace of Ij (o), ® I,;g(cff(5))w;l of dimension k.
(2) 3*(oy)Y is an E-subspace of ItS(cff(E)))wrl ®I7(0f)w, of dimension k.

To prove this theorem, we first need to establish the cohomological interpretation of Langlands’
constant theorem in our case. This will allow us to construct the cohomology classes in J° (o¢) and
3t ( oy V.

Fix an embedding ¢ : ' — C, and once again with the abuse of notation let ¢ := ‘o be a cuspidal
automorphic representation of M (A) := Mg(A) and o be its finite part. In the previous subsection,
we showed that at the evaluation point I§(s,o) equals to the algebraic induction aIndJGDEg(U)
where its finite part appears in the boundary cohomology. We can repeat the same argument for
1§(-5,5(5)) and “Indggﬁi
By Langlands constant term theorem, we know that to find the poles of the Eisenstein series

(#(5)) at evaluation point.

we should calculate its constant term along P. Then forming the constant term along P for any

6 €C=(G(Q)\G(A)):
(10.2.3) Fo(@)9)= [,

Up(Q)\Up(A)

where underline indicates an element of an adelic group, provides us with a map

Fp:C®(G(Q)\G(A)) - C=(P(Q)\G(A)).

¢(ug)du,

Remark. Note that the global measure du on U(A) = Up,(Ar) that appeared in the integral form
of the intertwining operator and the constant term, is a product over the coordinates of Up, of
the additive measure dz on Ap where dz = [], dx, is a product of local additive measures dx, on
F,. As we mentioned for the intertwining case, for finite place v the measure dz, is normalized by
vol(O,) = 1. For archimedean place v, the natural choice for dz, is nothing but 2|dx;dzs| where dz;
is the ordinary Lebesgue measure on R, but we want to normalize it by vol(Up, (F)\Up,(Ar)) = 1.
Then

volay (Up, (F)\Up, (Ar)) = volgg (F\AF)*™R0) = volyy (F\AR)® = |60,
where 0r/q is the absolute discriminant of F. Moreover, |0 F/Q|1/ 2 ¢ R*/Q* is independent of the

enumeration and the choice of basis. We will define the global measure and by the abuse of notation,

we set the measure du as:
|5F/Q‘75/2d2~

Theorem 10.2 (Langlands’ Constatnt Term). For f € I§(s,0), we have:
Fp(Eisp(s, [)) = f+Tu(s)/f.

For v ¢ S, the vector f, = f0 is the normalized spherical vector, then by [43] and remark above,

we have a cohomological constant term formula in the case P = Py as:

L5(s, Ad®(0)) L5 (25, wy) 7
LS(l N SjAd?)(o-))LS(l n 25’(4)0.) %Tst,v(s)(fv) ®1§gf3

(10.24)  Fpo Eisp(s, f) = [0pq ™"



EISENSTEIN COHOMOLOGY AND CRITICAL VALUES OF CERTAIN L-FUNCTIONS: THE CASE G» 61

We need to study the holomorphy of the Eisenstein series at the point of the evaluation. Fix
v E - C. Let pe Xgy(T2 x E) with the purity weight w and oy € Cohy(M, ). The weight p is
said to be on the right side of the unitary axis if w < =5, which implies that:

5 20 —3-a(p’) 20,
——

-w 20 -5—az(p’) =20.
Moreover, ‘o =* o, ® | ["%/? for a unitary cuspidal representation ‘c*. Then
) )
LS(—? Ad*(0)) L% (=5, w,) = LS(—5 — a1 (p), Ad* (")) L7 (=5 - ag (), wou )

Now if y is on the right of the unitary axis, we have:

5
27
since 1 -2 —ay(p) >1 and 1-5-az(p) > 1, [23].

L5(1-2, Ad* (o)) L5(1 = 5,wy) = LO(1 - g = ar (1), A (0")) LS (1 = 5 — as (1), wan ) £ 0,

Proposition 10.3. Let the conditions in the combinatorial lemma hold, and suppose p is on the
right side of the unitary axis. Then Fisp(s, f) is holomorphic at s = —%.

Proof. The Eisenstein series may have a possible pole at s = % In this case, L (1,wyu) is a pole
only when the central character is trivial. But this means that ¢5(x) = 0 which is not possible as
the combinatorial lemma forces ¢5(11) to be greater than or equal to 1. ([l

Proof of Theorem 10.1. The proof for the top degree follows the same path as that of the bottom
degree, so we only prove part 1. First, assume that the highest weight u is on the right side of the
unitary axis. Fix ¢: F - C, it is enough to prove:

dime(3°(‘of)) = k.

We showed that there is ‘0., where ‘o =*

0f x' 00 is a cuspidal automorphic representation of
GLy(A). Now by tensoring the induced modules appearing in part 2 of the Manin-Drinfeld theorem
and their relation to relative lie algebra cohomology, we can form the cohomological counterpart of
the intertwining operators by applying the functor H?(g(R), K e, — ® M.)) as:

s Tet(5/2,'0)° g, -
L (op)wg —— 1 (Laf)wéz'

The arithmetic counterpart of this intertwining operator is called Eisenstein intertwining operator
denoted by Tg;s where:

TEis ®L,E C= Tst,L-

Applying Langlands constant term, we can form the map ]:Il’;. and also the Eisenstein series Eisll’g
attached to this cohomological groups at the bottom degree. The Manin-Drinfeld theorem implies
that the image of fj‘; o Eisl} contains in the 3b(baf). So we can rewrite it as:

~ L 5 L L
3(top) 2 {(&,¢ tTotu(=5, '0)) s € e I (0 wa s
or equivalently:

305 2 {6+ Toin(-2, 0)) 5 €€ (0D
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As we showed the intertwining operators at the point of evaluation are non-vanishing in all the
places, and the Manin-Drinfeld theorem we will have:

dimp(3°(ar)) = dime (3 (‘op)) > dime (I (‘04 )wy, ) = k.

If we find ourselves on the left side of the unitary axis, we can examine its contragredient counterpart
located on the right side of the unitary axis. Applying the same argument yields equivalent results.
Now, applying the same argument as in [17, 6.2.2.2] through the Poincaré pairing, we conclude the
proof by demonstrating that:
dimg(3°(of)) <k.
O

10.3. Galois equivariancy. In this section we generalize the Galois equivariancy results in [32,
Section 5.3.2.5.]. We prove for P = Pg and the case P, following the same line of proof. The field
Fis C M-type, therefore strongly pure weights in Xgo(Resp/g(T2) x E) are the base change of the
strongly pure weights of Xgo(Resp, /o(12) x E) [32, Cor.3.14.]. Fix an embedding +: E - C. Let
v € Gal(Q/Q); it induces a map over the cohomology of unipotent subgroups:

Vet Hi(up, My c)(‘w) = HY(up, Mrory ) ("'w),

where ¢ is the length of the Weyl group’s element [(‘w) = I("*w). As we showed earlier, by
Kostant results H?(up, MLA,(C)(LUJ) ~ Muyxc. Now applying Schur’s lemma, we can understand
the action of the Galois element on the cohomology of the unipotent subgroup by studying its
action on the highest weight vector for the irreducible representation M., .y c. Fix an ordering for
the embeddings of F' into E:
Hom(F,E) ={m,72,...,Td}

Moreover, fix an ordering for the positive roots of A(up,) as in Section 8.2, where ¢1 = a, ¢2 = 3a+03,
¢3 =2a+0, ¢4 = 3a+23, and ¢5 = a+3. For each ¢ € A(up,), fix a generator ey of X4. Furthermore,
define the set of generator {e}} for uj to be dual of {e,}. For any Kostant representative wo, we
have @ = {¢ >0 : wole <0} = {¢}°,..., ¢} where I = I(wy') = (wp). Now define:

0

€<*1>w0 = 6;111’0 ARRERA e;l“’” e \(up,), g0 = l(wo).
We can define the basis element eg by mapping Xy - X, ; = X4 ®p, E sending eg to e, ®1. Ordering
for the embeddings will give us the ordering w = {w™, ..., w™} and consequently the following basis:

q
o= b Aneh e Nup),  q=l(w).
Similarly for base change to C, fixing ¢: F — C:
q
e:%/,w = e:i)wum'l ARRRNA e"i)wwrd € /\(u;’)7 q = l(w)

Back to the irreducible representation M- g with highest weight A7. Fix a weight vector s(A") €

My~ g, then s(A) = s(A™) ® ---® s(A7®) is the highest weight vector for M. Now we can find the
highest weight vector for HY(up, M.y ¢)(‘w) as:

h(Aw, i) =eg, ®s('w’)).

Following [32], we define:
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Definition 10.1. Fiz t: E — C. Let v € Gal(Q/Q) then

eé”ymw = EL,'UJ (f)/)eé)bw ’

for a signature €, ,,(7y) € {+1}.

Fix v € Gal(Q/Q) and assume F is a totally imaginary field in the CM-case. The Galois
action on the induced modules in boundary cohomology and the Eisenstein operator between these
modules intertwine up to a sign as defined above 10.1. More specifically, we have:

- T is(0)® ,L@ ~ ~
IE(U)wCz ®p,Q 2 - ” Ii)g(af(5))wcl ®p,Q

1®y 1®~

Tris (U)®E,"/OL@

I3 (0)wy ®F 0 Q > 15 (67 (5))uwy ®F70 Q

The action of the Galois element on the induced module above as a Hecke-submodule of the bound-
ary cohomology will act on their coefficient system M, AQ 38 well. As we discussed at the beginning
of this section, Galois action introduces a signature as defined in 10.1. Therefore, each vertical map
in the diagram above introduces a signature and we have:

(1031) (1 ® 'Y) © (TEzs(U) ®F, @) = €Lwy (’7)-6L,w’cl-TEis(U) ®F ~ou @
11. THE MAIN THEOREM ON THE CRITICAL VALUES OF CERTAIN L-FUNCTIONS

Now, we can state our main theorems in greater detail, elucidating the relationship between the
L-functions attached to GLg as Langlands-Shahidi L-functions associated with Ga:

Theorem 11.1. Assume that F' contains a C M -subfield. Assume E is a large enough finite Galois
extension of Q containing a copy of F. Let G = Respig(G2/F), and Pg = MgUgs be the maximal
standard parabolic subgroup of G where € Mg. Let p€ X50(T x E) and oy € Cohy(Mg, ). For an
embedding 1 : E — C, suppose ‘o is non-monomial and m, m + 1 € Crit(L(s, Ad*(‘c))L(2s,w.y))
where m € % +Z. Then we have:

(1) If for some v, L(m +1,Ad*(*c))L(2m + 1,w.;) = 0 then in fact L(m + 1, Ad*(*c)) = 0.

1
2

L(m+1, Ad*("0)) = L(%,Ad?’(La“)) ~0

Therefore, m+1—ay1(p) =5, and

holds for every embedding ¢.

(2) Suppose L(m +1,Ad?(‘c)) #0; then

‘5/2 L(maAdg(LU))L(2m7WLU)
L(m+1,Ad*(*0))L(2m +1,w.,)

107/ cu(E)cQ.

(3) For any v € Gal(Q/Q):

L(m, Ad®(*0))L(2m, w.s) ~
L(m+1,Ad3(*0))L(2m + 1,we,) ) )

gl (|5F/@|5/2

L(m, Ad®(7°c)) L(2m, wneus)
L(m+1,Ad3(7°t0))L(2m + 1, wrerg)’

e(v, w)e(y, w')op gl
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where w' € WT is the balanced Kostant representative from Combinatorial lemma, and
e(v,b w) and e(y,b w") are the signs introduced in the previous section.

Proof. As we discussed in Remark 6.3, it is enough to prove the theorem only at the point of

evaluation m = —g. Moreover, we can assume that ‘u is on the right of the unitary axis which

means w < -5, as we can always use the functional equation for our L-functions [43] to be in the
right side of the unitary axis. Then:

1- > 1.

Do | Ot

w
2

Therefore, as L(s, Ad*(‘c™)) only vanishes at s = %:

5 W

5 L _ LU
L(1- §,Ad3( 0)) =L(1-3 - E,Ad?’( ™)) 0.

Given v € Gal(Q/Q), the action of 4 preserves the property of being on the right of the unitary
axis. It is the consequence of strong purity that w is invariant under the Galois action. Therefore,
we proved the part (1) of the theorem.

To prove part (2), as u is on the right side of the unitary axis. Let 3°(cf) be as defined in (10.2.1),
which is a k-dimensional E-subspace of the 2k-dimensional E-vector space I (o), ® I} (& f(5))w/l
by Theorem 10.1. There is a E-linear intertwining operator Tris : 15 (0f )w,, — Iég(&f(5))w;l defined
by the proof of 10.1 such that:

3(op) = {(&,€ + Tris(€) | € € I (0w }-

Now going to the transcendental level by ¢ : E — C, we get the map Tg;s ® C. Now, we want
to decompose this intertwining operator to the local factors. For non-archimedean places v ¢ S,
let Ty, = Tst, g ®E, C be the arithmetic intertwining operator as in 7.2. Appealing to Langlands
generalization of Gindikin-Karpelevich’s formula [28], define the local intertwining operator at the
evaluation point as:

T - & L(-3, Ad*(0,)) L(-23,ws,)

)_1Tst LU
vgS L(l_gvAdg(Uv))L(1_2gava) v

By transferring T, ., to arithmetic level T g ., we can define the arithmetic counterpart of the
local intertwining operator at v ¢ S which is defined over E, and denote it by Tj,. g we have:

(11.0.1) TS = @ Ty = L(-5,Ad*(0))L(-25,w0)
s L= 5 AB(0) L(1 - 25, w0)

(T’loc,E ®E,L (C)

Theorem 7.2 covers non-archimedean places in S as well. We can formally normalize these inter-
twining operators by multiplying them with the ratio of the L-factors obtained via the Langlands-
Shahidi method, as defined by Shahidi in [39]. Following the notation of [17], we have:

L(=3,Ad’(0,))L(-23, ws,)
Tnorm,L: ® ( 2 2

5 3 5 )_1TSt,L,’U'
veS\See L(1 =5, Ad3(0y))L(1 - 23, w5,)
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Form the arithmetic counterpart of this normalized intertwining operator in the same way as the
non-ramified case, denoted by Tp,orm, i, such that for v e S\Se:
L(-3, Ad*(0))L(-23,wo)
L(1-3,Ad3(0))L(1 - 22, w,)

For s € S, appealing to the Proposition 8.3, we have the arithmetic counterpart of the in-

(11.0.2) Tnorm’b = ®Ues\5w (Tnorm,E,v ®F,. C)

tertwining operators at archimedean places with normalizing factor match with the L-factors at
infinity. Summarizing our argument above plus 10.2.4, we can express the intertwining operator
Tgis(o) ®g, C as follow:

- L (s, Ad*(0))L® (25, ws)
11.0.3 Tris C=6, ’ TR
(11.0.3) 2is(7) 8 C = 0p0 751+ 5. AdP (o)) L5 (1 + 25.007)

Since the local intertwining operators 11.0.3 are defined over F, we deduce that

5502 LS(s,Ad3(a))LS(2s,w0) ¢ L(E)
FIQLS(1+s,Ad3(0))L5(1 + 25, w,) '

This concludes the proof of part (2).

(Tnorm,E ® ﬂoc,E) ®E,L C.

To prove part (3), by applying 10.3.1 to the 11.0.3 we will get the reciprocity results in part (3)
for the ratio of L-factors. O

Finally, we can state the main theorem for the case P, as well.

Theorem 11.2. Let M, be the Levi factor of the maximal standard parabolic subgroup P,. Consider
a strongly pure weight p € X§o(T x E) and let o5 € Cohy(Mq, ). For an embedding v : E - C,
suppose m,m + 1 € Crit(L(s, ‘o) L(2s,w.x)L(3s, ‘o ® w,)) where m € % + 7.
(1) If for some ¢, the product L(m +1, ‘o)L(2m + 1,w.; ) L(3m + 1, ‘0 ® w.y) = 0, then in fact
L(m+1,'0)=0. Thenm+1-ai(p) = % and

1
L(m+1, LO’)ZL(§, ‘o) =0, Vi: E—C.

(2) Suppose L(m+1, ‘o) +0; then:
12 L(m, *o)L(2m,w.;)L(3m, ‘o ® w.y)

Lim+1,to)L(2m+1,ws)L(3m+1, ‘o @ wiy)

(3) For any v € Gal(Q/Q):

S0l L(m, *o)L(2m,w.;)L(3m, ‘o ® w.y)

T\ Lim+1,to)L(2m+1,ws)L(3m+1, ‘o @ wiy)

L(m, 7o) L(2m,wves ) L(3m, 70 ® wrery)
L(m+1, 7o) L(2m + 1,wverp ) L(3m + 1, 740 @ wrery )

|5F/Q ceu(E)cQ.

e(y,  w)e(, w)|d g/l
where w' € WF is the balanced Kostant representative obtained by Combinatorial lemma,
and (7, ‘w) and e(vy, “w") are the signs introduced in the previous section.

Proof. We need to make sure that the denominator does not vanish in the critical half-integer m. By
[20], we know that the Jaquet-Langlands L-functions are non-vanishing for Re(s) > 1. Therefore,
by the functional equation, zeros only occur in the interval (0,1). Thus, the L-function

3
L(3s, ‘o @wiy) = L(3s - TW, Loy @ Wigu),
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only vanishes possibly for
3w w w 1
0<3s—— <1 << —<s<—+-—.
2 2 2 3
Since the interval above does not contain any half-integers, this L-function does not contribute to

the vanishing of the denominator at critical points. The L-function

L(s, ‘o) = L(s- %, ‘ou),

has a possible zero at the half-integer s = WT” We now follow the proof of Theorem 11.1. It is
sufficient to consider the point of evaluation m = —%, and assume that ‘u is on the right of unitary
axis; i.e. w < —3. Therefore,
3
1-2-%5q,
2 2
where the L-function in hand is non-vanishing. The rest of the proof will follow the same steps as
the proof of Theorem 11.1. O
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