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Critical values of L-functions of residual representations of GL4

Johannes Droschl

Abstract

In this paper we prove rationality results of critical values for L-functions attached to rep-
resentations in the residual spectrum of GL4(A). We use the Jacquet-Langlands correspon-
dence to describe their partial L-functions via cuspidal automorphic representations of the
group GL′

2
(A) over a quaternion algebra. Using ideas inspired by results of Grobner and

Raghuram we are then able to compute the critical values as a Shalika period up to a rational
multiple.

1 Introduction

Let D be a division algebra over a totally real number field F, which is non-split at every place
at infinity. Denote by ΣD the set of places where D splits and by A = AF the adeles. We let Mn,n

be the algebraic variety of n × n matrices over F and GLn be the general linear group over F.
Similarly, let M ′

n,n be the variety of n × n matrices with coefficients in D and let GL′n,D = GL′n
be the group of invertible matrices in M ′

n,n, where we see both varieties as algebraic groups
over F. In [15] the authors proved certain rationality results of critical values of the L-function
of cohomological cuspidal irreducible automorphic representations of GL2n(A), which admit a
Shalika model. The goal of this paper is to extend these results to non-cuspidal discrete series
representations of GL4 (A) by lifting them from cuspidal irreducible representations of GL′2 (A)
by use of the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence ∣JL∣, see [3].

To be more precise, let

S ∶=∆GL′n ⋊U ′(n,n) = {(h X

0 h
) ∶ h ∈ GL′n, X ∈M ′

n,n}
be the Shalika subgroup of GL′2n. As in the split case we say that an irreducible cuspidal
automorphic representation π′ of GL′2n (A) with central character ω admits a Shalika model
with respect to a character η, if ηn = ω and if the Shalika period

S
η
ψ
(φ) (g) ∶= ∫

Z′
2n
(A)S(F)/S(A)

φ (sg)ψ (Tr′(X))−1
η (det′(h))−1

ds ≠ 0

does not vanish for some φ ∈ π′ and g ∈ GL′2n (A). Here we write s = (h X

0 h
) and denote by Tr′

and det′ the trace and determinant maps of M ′
n,n.
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In the split case, i.e. D = F, it is well know that π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η if
and only if the twisted partial exterior square L-function LS (s,π′,∧2 ⊗ η−1) has a pole at s = 1.
In the non-split case there is currently no analogous theorem known, however, in the special
case n = 1 and D a quaternion division algebra the following was proved in [10].

Theorem 1 ([10, Theorem 1.3]). Assume D is a quaternion division algebra and π′ a cuspidal
irreducible automorphic representation of GL′2 (A). If ∣JL∣(π′) is cuspidal and irreducible, the
following assertions are equivalent.

1. π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η.

2. The twisted partial exterior square L-function LS (s,π′,∧2 ⊗ η−1) has a pole at s = 1 and
for all v ∈ ΣD, π′v is not isomorphic to a parabolically induced representation

Ind
GL2(Fv)
P(1,1)

(∣det′∣ 12 τ1 ⊗ ∣det′∣− 1

2 τ2) ,
where τ ′i are representations of GL′1 (A) with central character ηv.

If ∣JL∣(π′) is not cuspidal, ∣JL∣(π′) is a quotient of a representation ∣det∣ 12 τ × ∣det∣− 1

2 τ for some
cuspidal irreducible representation τ of GL2(A). Then the following assertions are equivalent.

1. π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η.

2. The central character ωτ of τ equals η.

3. The twisted partial exterior square L-function LS (s,π′,∧2 ⊗ η−1) has a pole at s = 2.

For the rest of the introduction assume D is a quaternion algebra, we fix

GL′2,∞ ∶= ∏
v∈V∞

GL′2(Fv), K ′∞ = ∏
v∈V∞

Sp (2)R≥0
and let π′ be an irreducible cuspidal cohomological automorphic representation of GL′2 (A) with
respect to a coefficient system E∨µ , i.e. E∨µ is a highest weight representation of GL′2,∞ such
that

dimCH
∗ (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞ ⊗E∨µ) ≠ 0.

Note that for a cuspidal π′ and σ ∈ Aut (C) one can define the σ-twist σπ′f of the finite part of π′f .
Following [14] we extended this to a σ-twist σπ′ of π′, which is a discrete series representation
of GL′2 (A). In [14] it was shown that if moreover ∣JL∣(π′) is cuspidal, σπ′ is again cuspidal. We
prove that the assumption of ∣JL∣(π′) being cuspidal is not necessary and extend their argument
using the Mœglin-Waldspurger classification to the case when ∣JL∣(π′) is residual. Using the
above criterion for admitting a Shalika model, we see that if π′ admits a Shalika model then so
does σπ′. Let Q (π′f) be the field fixed by the automorphisms fixing π′f . In [14] it was shown

that Q (π′f) is a number field and that Q (π′f) = Q (∣JL∣(π′)f). Following [17], [15] we define a

finite extension Q (π′, η) of Q (π′f) and a Q (π′, η)-structure on the Shalika model S
ηf
ψf
(π′f) of

π′f .

As in [15] we will make use of a numerical coincidence, which is together with Theorem 1,
Theorem 6.2.2 and Theorem 4.7.1 the reason why we must limit ourselves to the case D being
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quaternion and n = 1. Let q0 be the lowest degree in which the (g′,K ′∞)-cohomology of π′∞⊗E∨µ
does not vanish. Then q0 = dimQ F and

dimCH
q0 (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞ ⊗E∨µ) = 1.

Fixing a basis vector of this one-dimensional space, we define an isomorphism

Θπ∶Sηfψf (π′f)→Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞, π′ ⊗E∨µ) ,
where the right hand side inherts a Q (π′, η)-structure from its geometric realization as auto-
morphic cohomology. Thus we can normalize the above isomorphism by a factor ω (π′f), the so
called Shalika period, such that it respects the Q (π′, η)-structures of both sides. Analogously to
[15] we compute how ω (π′f) behaves under twisting with a Hecke character χ of GL1(A) lifted

to GL′2 (A) via the determinant map. Let G (χf) be the Gauss sum of χf . Then

σ
⎛
⎝

ω (πf ⊗ χf)
G (χf)4ω (πf)

⎞
⎠ =

ω (σπf ⊗ σχf)
G (σχf)4 ω (σπf)

for σ ∈ Aut (C).
The next ingredient is the Shalika zeta-integral of [9] extended to GL′2 (A),

ζ (s,φ) ∶= ∫
GL′

1
(A)

S
η
ψ
(φ)((g1 0

0 1
)) ∣det (g1) ∣s− 1

2 dg1

and its local analogs. As in [15] we fix a special vector ξ0
πf
∈ Sηf

ψf
(πf) such that

ζv (1

2
, ξ0
πf
) = L(1

2
, πv)

if v is a finite place at which ψ and π′ are unramified. By [9] the period integral over H ′1 =
GL′1 ×GL′1 of a cusp form is precisely the Shalika zeta integral. To show the invariance of this
period integral under the action of a Galois group, we first interpret it as an instance of Poincaré
duality of the top cohomology group of the space

S
H′

1

Kf
=H ′1 (F) /H ′1 (A) / (K ′∞ ∩H ′1∞) ι−1 (Kf) ,

where ι∶H ′1 ↪ GL′2 is the block-diagonal embedding and Kf a small enough open compact sub-

group of GL′2 (Af). To make the whole story work it is crucial that dimR S
H′

1

Kf
= q0, which only

works if we restrict ourselves to the case n = 1 and D being a quaternion algebra, the aforemen-
tioned numerical coincidence. Since we assume that ∣JL∣(π′) is residual, we then compute that
the critical values of L (s,π′) are all half-integers s = 1

2
+m, m ∈ Z. We must moreover assume

that for the weight µ there exists an integer p such that for all infinite places v of F the v-th
component µv = (µv,1, . . . , µv,4) of µ satisfies −µv,2 ≤ p ≤ −µv,3. In this case we call µ admissible
and we say 1

2
is compatible with µ if we can choose p = 0.
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Since we assume F to be totally real, we show as in [15] that a certain representation E(0,−w) of

H ′1 appears in the coefficient system E∨µ of π′∞ if 1
2

is compatible with µ, which in turn lets us

map the fixed special vector ξ0
πf

first to

Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sηψ (π) ⊗E∨µ)
and then interpret it as an element of

Hq0

c (SH′1Kf ,E∨µ) ,
which we than map to

Hq0

c (SH′1Kf ,E(0,−w))
using the map from above, where E∨µ and E(0,−w) are the sheaves on S

H′
1

Kf
associated to E∨µ and

E(0,−w). Finally, applying Poincaré duality to this last space, we show that the resulting number

is essentially the value of the L-function L(s,π′) at s = 1
2
. Now the final result of [15] for critical

values of the L-function follows analogously in our case, namely if s = 1
2
+m and µ is admissible,

there exist periods ω (π′f) and ω (π′∞,m) such that

σ
⎛⎜⎝

L ( 1
2
+m,π′f ⊗ χf)

ω (π′
f
)G (χf)4 ω (π′∞,m)

⎞⎟⎠ =
L ( 1

2
+m, σπ′f ⊗ σχf)

ω (σπ′
f
)G (σχf)4 ω (π′∞,m)

for all σ ∈ Aut (C/Q (π′, η)). Let Q (π′, η,χ) be the compositum of Q (π′, η) and Q (χ). This
implies that

L ( 1
2
+m,π′f ⊗ χf)

ω (π′
f
)G (χf)4 ω (π′∞,m) ∈ Q (π

′, η,χ)
and hence, proves the main result.

Theorem 2. Let π be a non-cuspidal discrete series representation of GL4 (A) written as
π ≅ MW(τ ∣det′∣ 12×τ ∣det′∣− 1

2 ) via the Mœglin-Waldspurger classification, where τ is a cuspidal
irreducible representation of GL2 (A). Assume moreover that there exists an irreducible cuspidal
cohomological representation π′ of GL′2 (A) with ∣JL∣(π′) = π which is cohomological with respect
to coefficient system E∨µ and µ is admissible. Let χ be a finite order Hecke-character of GL1 (A)
and s = 1

2
+m a critical value of L (s,π′). Then

L ( 1
2
+m,πf ⊗ χf)

ω (π′
f
)G (χf)4 ω (π′∞,m) ∈ Q (π

′, ωτ , χ) .

Acknowledgements: I would like to thank Harald Grobner for his many helpful comments
and patience. This work has been supported by the research project P32333 of the Austrian
Science Fund (FWF).
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Let F be a totally real number field of dimension dimQ F = r with ring of integers O and
let D be a central division algebra of dimension dimFD = d2 over F which is non-split at all
infinite places. To be more precise, let V = V∞ ∪ Vf be the set of nontrivial places of F, let V∞
be the infinite ones and let Vf be the finite ones. For each place v of F we denote by Fv the
corresponding completion of F and set Dv ∶= D⊗Fv. Then Dv ≅Mrv (Av) , where Av is a central
division algebra of dimension d2

v over Fv and dvrv = d. If Av = Fv we call v a split place of D.
We let ΣD be the set of non-split places of D and assume that V∞ ⊆ ΣD. Note this implies that
d is even and for v ∈ V∞ Dv = M d

2

(H), where H denotes the Hamilton quaternions. As usual,

denote by A ∶= AF the adeles and by Af ∶= AF,f the finite adeles. The cardinality of the residue
field of Fv is denoted by qv.

2.2 Let Mn,n be the variety whose F points are the n×nmatrices with entries in F and let M ′
n,n be

the variety whose F points are the n×nmatrices with entries in D. For A ∈M ′
n (F) define det′ (A)

as follows. Choose an isomorphism φ∶M ′
n (F) ⊗C→Mnd (C) and set det′ (A) ∶= det (φ (A⊗ 1)).

This map is independent of the chosen isomorphism and defined over F. Thus, we can extend
it to a map det′∶M ′

n,n → M1,1. Similarly we define a trace map Tr′ (A) ∶= Tr (φ (A⊗ 1)) and
extended it to a map Tr′∶M ′

n,n → M1,1. For v ∈ Vf we extended the valuation v of Fv to Av
by

v′ (x) ∶= 1

dv
v (NrmAv/Fv (x)) .

and define the ring of integers of Av as

O′v ∶= {x ∈ Av ∶ v′ (x) ≥ 0}.
Let D be the absolute different of F, i.e. D−1 ∶= {x ∈ F ∶ TrF/Q (xO) ⊆ Z}. Having fixed all of
these conventions, let us define the reductive F-group

GL′n ∶= {A ∈M ′
n,n ∶ det′ (A) ≠ 0}.

We also define

GL′n,∞ ∶= ∏
v∈V∞

GL′n (Fv) ≅ ∏
v∈V∞

GLnd
2

(H) , H ′n ∶= GL′n ×GL′n

and denote the center of GL′n by Z ′n ≅ GL1. Let us fix the maximal split torus of GLn respectively
GL′n given by diagonal matrices respectively their image in GL′n. For both groups, we fix
the Borel subgroup Bn respectively minimal parabolic subgroup B′n defined over F of upper
triangular matrices. For the rest of the text a parabolic subgroup of GLn respectively GL′n will
mean a standard parabolic subgroup defined over F containing Bn respectively B′n. Recall that
in both cases these parabolic subgroups are parameterized by ordered partitions of n. In other
words, to α = (α1, . . . , αk) a partition of n we associate the parabolic subgroup Pα respectively
P ′α of GLn respectively GL′n containing the upper triangular matrices and having as a Levi-
component Mα = GLα1

× . . . ×GLαk and unipotent component Uα respectively Levi-component
M ′
α = GL′α1

× . . . ×GL′αk and unipotent component U ′α.
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We will also fix a non-trivial additive character

ψ∶F/A → C∗

as follows. First define

ψQ ∶= ⎛⎝ψR ⊗ ⊗
p prime

ψp
⎞
⎠ ∶Q/AQ → C∗

by

ψR (t) ∶= e−2πit, ψp (t) ∶= e2πiλp(t), λ(∑
k∈Z

akp
k) = ∑

k<0
akp

k.

By composing ψQ with the trace map Tr∶AF → AQ, we obtain the desired character ψ∶F/A →
C∗. In later sections, we need ψ to be compatible with D in the following sense. If we write
D =∏v∈Vf prvv , where pv is the prime ideal of O corresponding to v, then the conductor of ψv is
precisely p−rvv . Thus, the finite places where ψ ramifies correspond precisely to the prime ideals
p not dividing D.

2.3 For v ∈ V∞, let Z ′n,v be the center of GL′n (Fv) and let K ′v be the product of the maximal
compact subgroup of GL′n (Fv) and connected component of Z ′n,v, i.e.

K ′v ∶= Sp(nd
2
)R>0, K ′∞ ∶= ∏

v∈V∞
K ′v.

Similarly, we fix for v ∈ V∞
Kv ∶= SO(n)R>0, K∞ ∶= ∏

v∈V∞
Kv.

Moreover, we fix also compact subgroups Kv of GL′n (Fv) for v ∈ Vf as follows. Note that
GL′n (Fv) consists of invertible ndv × ndv matrices with entries in Av. We then let Kv be those
matrices in GL′n (Fv) = GLndv(Av) which have entries in O′v. Denote for v ∈ V∞ by g′v the Lie
algebra of GL′n (Fv) and by g′∞, the Lie algebra of GL′n,∞.

To ensure that the periods we will consider in later sections are well defined, we will also have
to fix a Haar measure on H ′n (Fv) for all v ∈ Vf . We do this by setting the volumes of the two
copies of Kv in H ′n (Fv) with respect to the measures to 1. Taking the product of those measures
over all v ∈ Vf , we obtain a Haar measure dfg1 × dfg2 on H ′n (Af). This in turn determines the
volume

c ∶= vol (Z ′2n (F) /Z ′2n (A) /Rr>0) = 2r ⋅ vol
⎛⎜⎝

r³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ
F∗/A∗f × . . . × F∗/A∗f⎞⎟⎠ .

Now for v ∈ V∞ let dvg1 and dvg2 be the Haar measures on the two copies of GL′n (Fv) such
that Sp(nd

2
) ⊆ GLnd

2

(H) has volume 1. Set

d∞g1 ∶= c ∏
v∈V∞

dvg1, d∞g2 ∶= ∏
v∈V∞

dvg2,

which then gives a Haar measure dg1 × dg2 on H ′n (A) where dgi ∶= dfgi d∞gi, i = 1,2.
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2.4 Let us now fix our notations regarding automorphic representation and automorphic forms.
We call an irreducible (g′∞,K ′∞,GL′n(A))-subquotient π′ of the space of automorphic forms
A (GL′n (F) /GL′n (A)) on GL′n (A) an (irreducible) automorphic representation of GL′n (A). We
call π′ cuspidal if it is generated by a cusp form φ, i.e. an automorphic form φ such that

∫
U(F)/U(A)

φ (ng)dn = 0,

for all for all g ∈ GL′n(A) and all non-trivial parabolic subgroups P of GL′n with Levi-decomposition
P =MU .

Let
ω∶Z ′n (F) /Z ′n (A)→ C

be a continous, unitary character. We let L2 (GL′n (F) /GL′n (A) , ω) be the Hilbert-space with
respect to the L2-norm of the space of all measureable functions

f ∶GL′n (F) /GL′n (A)→ C

such that f (zg) = ω (z) f (g) for z ∈ Z ′n (A) , g ∈ GL′n (A) and f is square-integrable as a function
on Z ′n (A)GL′n (F) /GL′n (A). This is a representation of GL′n (A) via the right regular action.
If π̃ is an irreducible subrepresentation of L2 (GL′n (F) /GL′n (A) , ω), we will denote by π̃∞ the
smooth vectors in π̃, cf. [13, Chapter 11]. Moreover, the subspace of smooth, K ′∞-finite vectors
in π̃ carries the structure of a (g′∞,K ′∞,GL′n (A))-module. The automorphic representations
which can be obtained in this way will be called discrete series representations and every cuspi-
dal representation is a discrete series representation. If it is clear from context, we will implicitly
use the representation π′ if we talk about (g′∞,K ′∞,GL′n (A))-modules and the corresponding
representation π̃ if we talk about GL′n(A)-representations. From now on we mean by a repre-
sentation π′v of GLn (Fv) or GL′n (Fv) a representation which is smooth and admissible.

Coming with those two ways of looking at a discrete series representation π′, we have two ways
of writing it as a restricted tensor product, cf. [13, Chapter 14]. We again denote by π̃ the
corresponding subrepresentation of L2 (GL′n (F) /GL′n (A) , ω). Then the smooth vectors π̃∞

admit a decomposition

π̃∞ ≅⊗pr
v∈V∞

π̃∞v ⊗in

′
⊗
v∈Vf

π̃∞v ,

where ⊗pr denotes taking the completed projective tensor product, ⊗in denotes the inductive
tensor product and π̃∞v are GL′n(Fv)-representations. For v ∈ V∞, taking K ′v-finite vectors
gives a (g′v,K ′v)-module π′v. This gives us a second decomposition π′ ≅ ⊗′v∈V π′v, which now
is a restricted tensor product of (g′∞,K ′∞)- respectively GL′n(Fv)-modules. Throughout the
paper we will therefore mean (π̃v)∞ if we treat π′v as a GL′n (Fv)-representation. We denote by
Sπ′ ⊆ Vf the finite set of places where π′ ramifies. The central character of π′ will be denoted
by ω = ωπ′.
2.5 We denote by δP ′α the modulus character of P ′α and for v ∈ V and (ρ,W ) , ρ = ρ1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ ρk
an irreducible representation of M ′

α (Fv) we set

ind
GL′n(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) (ρ) ∶=

7



= {f ∈ C∞ (G,W ) ∶ f (mng) = ρ (m)f (g) ,m ∈M ′
α (Fv) , n ∈ U ′α (Fv) , g ∈ GL′n (Fv)}, (1)

on which GL′n (Fv) acts by right translation. We call this space the parabolically induced

representation of ρ. If v ∈ V∞ we equip ind
GL′n(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) with the subspace topology induced from the

Fréchet space C∞(GL′n(Fv),W ). The space

Ind
GL′n(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) (ρ) = ρ1 × . . . × ρk ∶= ind

GL′n(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) (ρ⊗ δ

1

2

P ′α
)

is called the normalized parabolically induced representation.

If (ρ,W ) is a discrete series representation of M ′
α(A) with corresponding M ′

α(A)-representation

(ρ̃, W̃ ) and µ a character of P ′α(A) we define Ind
GL′n(A)
P ′α(A) (ρ⊗ µ) to be the space of smooth func-

tions f ∶GL′n(A)→ W̃∞ satisfying the normalized global analogon of the equivariance condition
(1). The so obtained space admits a natural topology with which the GL′n(A)-action by right
translations is continuous. It admits a decomposition

Ind
GL′n(A)
P ′α(A) (ρ⊗ µ) ≅⊗pr

v∈V∞
Ind

GL′n(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) ((ρ̃v ⊗ µv)∞)⊗in

′
⊗
v∈Vf

Ind
GL′n(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) (ρv ⊗ µv) .

Similarly, we define for GLn parabolic and normalized parabolic induction.

2.6 We will now quickly recall the basic notions of the Jacquet-Langlands correspondence. For
a complete discussion see [2], [3]. Let v ∈ V be a place and recall that to each irreducible unitary
representation of πv of GLdn (Fv) respectively π′v of GL′n (Fv) we can associate a trace character
χπv respectively χπ′v . Moreover, for g ∈ GLdn (Fv) and g′ ∈ GL′n (Fv) semisimple, we write g↔ g′

if they have the same characteristic polynomial. Following [8] we call πv dv-compatible if there
exists a unitary irreducible representation π′v of GL′n (Fv) such that

χπv (g) = ǫ (πv)χπ′v (g) if g↔ g′,

where ǫ (πv) ∈ {−1,1}.
Let U ′cp (GLdn (Fv)) be the set of unitary dv-compatible irreducible representations of GLdn (Fv)
and let U ′ (GL′n (Fv)) be the set of unitary irreducible representations of GL′n (Fv). Moreover,
let Ucp (GLdn (Fv)) respectively U (GL′n (Fv)) be the set of representations of the form π⊗ ∣det∣s
respectively π′⊗ ∣det′∣s for π ∈ U ′cp (GLdn (Fv)) respectively π′ ∈ U ′ (GL′n (Fv)). Then there exists
a map called the local Jacquet-Langlands correspondence

∣LJ∣v ∶Ucp (GLdn (Fv))→ U (GL′n (Fv))
with the following properties, see [8]:

1. If πv = π̃v⊗ ∣det′∣s with π̃v a unitary dv-compatible irreducible representations of GLdn (Fv),
∣LJ∣v(πv) = ∣LJ∣v(π̃v)⊗ ∣det′∣s.

2. If v is a split place of D, ∣LJ∣v is the identity.
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3. ∣LJ∣v restricted to square integrable representations is a bijection onto the square integrable
representations of GL′n (Fv).

4. ∣LJ∣v commutes with parabolic induction.

2.7 Similarly, there is a global correspondence going from the unitary discrete series represen-
tations of GL′n (A) into the set of unitary discrete series representations of GLnd (A) which is
denoted by ∣JL∣ and called the global Jacquet-Langlands correspondence. It satisfies the follow-
ing properties:

1. ∣LJ∣v((∣JL∣(π′))v) ≅ π′v for all v ∈ V .

2. ∣JL∣ is injective.

3. If ∣JL∣(π′) is cuspidal, then π′ is cuspidal.

Crucially, if π′ is cuspidal ∣JL∣(π′) does not have to be cuspidal.

2.8 We also recall the following well-known description of discrete series representations called
the Mœglin-Waldspurger classification.

Theorem 2.8.1 ([2],[20]). Let k, l ∈ Z≥1, n = lk and τ ′ be a cuspidal unitary automorphic
representation of GL′l (A). Then the parabolically induced GL′n(A)-representation

τ ′∣det′∣k−1

2 × . . . × τ ′∣det′∣ 1−k2

has a unique irreducible quotient, denoted by MW (τ ′, k). It is a discrete series representation
of GL′n (A) and moreover for every discrete series representation π′ of GL′n (A), there exists l, k
and τ ′ as above such that π′ ≅ MW (τ ′, k). The analogous statement for GLn instead of GL′n
holds also true.

3 Cohomological automorphic representation

3.1 Let T∞ be the maximal split torus of GLn,∞ consisting of diagonal matrices and X (T∞) its
characters. The choice of the Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices fixes a set of simple
roots. Let X+ (T∞) be the set of dominant algebraic characters of T∞, which parameterize
the algebraic finite-dimensional representations of GLn,∞ via the highest weight correspondence.
For a weight µ = (µv)v∈V∞ ∈ X+ (T∞) we write for each place v ∈ V∞ µv = (µv,1, . . . , µv,n) in
the coordinates obtained coming from our fixed maximal diagonal torus, where µv,1 ≥ . . . ≥ µv,n.
The representation corresponding to a highest weight µ will be denoted by Eµ =⊗v∈V∞ Eµv . We
call Eµ essentially self-dual if it is essentially self-dual at every place i.e. Eµv ≅ E∨µv ⊗ ∣det′∣wv
for some wv and self dual if all wv = 0. Since F is totally real, Eµv is essentially self-dual if and
only if

µv,l + µv,n−l+1 = wv
for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Similarly, we define the above notations for GL′n,∞ by passing to the split
form GLdn,∞. The representation Eµ is called regular if µ lies in the interior of the dominant
Weyl chamber of GL′n,∞, i.e. if for all v ∈ V∞ µv,1 > . . . > µv,dn.
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3.2 Let us now fix our notations regarding relative Lie algebra cohomology and cohomological
automorphic representation. For each irreducible (g′∞,K ′∞)-module

π′∞ ≅ ⊗
v∈V∞

π′v

we denote by Hq (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞) the (g′∞,K ′∞)-cohomology of degree q of π′∞. By the Künneth
formula

Hq (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞) ≅ ⊕
∑v∈V∞ qv=q

⊗
v∈V∞

Hqv (g′v,K ′v , π′v)

A (g′,K ′∞)-module π′∞ is called cohomological if there exists a highest weight representation
Eµ such that Hq (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞ ⊗Eµ) is nonzero for some q. We call an automorphic represen-
tation π′ ≅ π′∞ ⊗ π′f of GLn (A) or GL′n (A) cohomological if its archimedian component π′∞ is
cohomological. The analogous definition can be made for GLn.

3.3 Next, we recall the classification of the cohomological irreducible unitary dual of GLn (H)
due to [27] and explicitly described in [14]. Let g′ be the Lie algebra of GLn (H) and let k′ be
the Lie algebra of Sp (n), which determines a Cartan involution θ′ (X) = −X̄T of g′. Moreover,
let h′ be a maximal compact, θ′-stable Cartan-algebra h′ = a′ ⊕ t′, with

t′ =
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
⎛⎜⎝
ix1 0

⋱

0 ixn

⎞⎟⎠ ∶ xj ∈ R
⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭

and a′ =
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
⎛⎜⎝
y1 0
⋱

0 yn

⎞⎟⎠ ∶ yj ∈ R
⎫⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎭
.

Furthermore, let Eλ be a highest weight representation of GLn (H), where λ is a highest weight
with respect to the subalgebra h′C. To each partition n = ∑ri=0 ni written as

n = [n0, . . . , nr]
with n0 ≥ 0 and ni > 0 we can associate a θ′-stable, parabolic subalgebra q′n of g′C whose Levi-
decomposition we will denote as q′n = l′n + u

′
n, cf. [14, Section 4] for more details. We further

assume that λ∣a′ = 0 and that λ can be extended to an admissible character of l′n ⊇ h′C.

Theorem 3.3.1 ([14, Theorem 4.9]). Let Eλ be a self-dual highest weight representation of
GLn (H).

1. To each ordered partition n = [n0, . . . , nr] of n with n0 ≥ 0, ni > 0 one can assign an
irreducible unitary representation An (λ) of GLn (H).

2. All such representations are cohomological with respect to Eλ and every cohomological
representation is of this form.

3. The Poincaré polynomial of H∗ (g′,Sp (n)R≥0,Eλ ⊗An (λ)) is

P (n,X) = XdimC(g−C∩u′n)

1 +X

r

∏
i=1

ni

∏
j=1
(1 +X2j−1) n0

∏
j=1
(1 +X4j−3) .

Here g−C is the −1-eigenspace of θ′ acting on g′C.
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For later use, we compute the following.

Lemma 3.3.2. Let n = [n0, n1, . . . , nr] be a partition of n. Then

dimC(g−C ∩ u′n) =
r

∑
i=1
(ni

2
) + 2 ∑

0≤i<j≤r
ninj.

Proof. We first recall the definition of u′n, cf. [14, §4.2]. Let

x = diag(0, . . . ,0´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
n0

,1, . . . ,1´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
n1

, . . . , r . . . , r´¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
nr

) ∈ it′

and let ∆(g′C, t′C) respectively ∆(g−C, t′C) be the set of roots coming from t′C. We have the explicit
description

∆(g−C, t′C) = {±ei ± ej,1 ≤ i < j ≤ n},
where ej(H) = ixj for H = diag(ix1 + y1, . . . , ixn + yn)) ∈ h′. Moreover,

u′n = ⊕
α∈∆(g′

C
,t′
C
)

α(x)>0

(g′C)α

and therefore
u′n ∩ g

−
C = ⊕

α∈∆(g−
C
,t′
C
)

α(x)>0

(g′C)α.

Hence
dimC(g−C ∩ u′n) =#{α ∈∆(g−C, t′C), α(x) > 0},

which is easily seen to be equal to the above explicit formula.

Our next step is to showing that if τ is a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′n(A) and
k ∈ N, then τ is cohomological if MW(τ, k) is. The author would like to thank Harald Grobner
for pointing out the argument presented here. Before we start, we need to recall the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.3.3 ([24, Theorem 1.8]). Let G be a connected, semisimple real Lie group with
finite center and Lie algebra g. Fix a maximal connected subgroup K of G with Lie algebra k

and moreover, let π be an irreducible unitary smooth representation of G with central character
χπ. Finally, let U be a finite-dimensional (g,K)-module admitting an infinitesimal character
χU = χπ∨ . Then

H∗(g, k, π ⊗U) ≠ 0.

We denote for a real Lie group G by ZG its center and by Z0
G the connected component of the

latter.
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Lemma 3.3.4. Let G be a connected reductive group over F, v ∈ V∞ and G ∶= G(Fv). Let π be an
irreducible unitary representation of G and Eλ a finite dimensional highest weight representation
of G over C such that Z0

G, acts trivially on Eλ ⊗ π and χEλ = χπ∨ . Then

H∗(g, (ZG ⋅K)0, π ⊗Eλ) ≠ 0.

Proof. Note that Eλ always admits a central character. Recall that

H∗(g, (ZG ⋅K)0, π ⊗Eλ) =H∗(g, zG ⊕ k, π ⊗Eλ),
where zG is the Lie algebra of ZG and we use that K has finite center. Since zG acts trivially on
π ⊗Eλ, the Künneth formula gives a decomposition

H∗(g, zG ⊕ k, π ⊗Eλ) ≅ ⊗
a+b=∗

Ha(zG, zG,C)⊗Hb(g/zG, k, π ⊗Eλ) =H∗(g/zG, k, π ⊗Eλ).
The latter does not vanish by Theorem 3.3.3, since both π and Eλ admit the right central
characters and the image of g/zG under the exponential map generates the connected, semisimple
real Lie group G/ZG .

Let G be either GLn or GL′n, v ∈ V∞, G = G(Fv) and K = Kv or K ′v . Moreover, let P be
a standard parabolic subgroup of G and set P = P (Fv) = L ⋊ U . Write L = M × A0, where
A0 = Z0

L. Next, let (π,V ) be an irreducible, unitary representation of L. Denote now by bC
the complexified Cartan subalgebra of the Lie algebra of M coming from our fixed choice of
Cartan subalgebra of L, i.e. the diagonal matrices if G = GLn or h′ if G = GL′n. Let a∨P,C be

the complexified dual of the Lie-algebra of A0 and fix µ ∈ a∨P,C. We let pC be the complexified
Lie algebra of P and let ρ be the half-sum of all positive roots of pC with respect to our fixed
Cartan subalgebra. Denote by ∆M the simple roots of M , W the Weyl-group of G and

WP = {w ∈W ∶ w−1(α) > 0 for all α ∈∆M}.
We write

IndGP (π,µ) = {f ∶G→ V smooth ∶ f(maug) = aρ+µπ(m)f(g), a ∈ A0, m ∈M, u ∈ U, g ∈ G}
and use the standard parametrization of infinitesimal characters, i.e. for a highest weight repre-
sentation Eλ, χλ+ρ = χEλ.

Proposition 3.3.5. If τ is a non-zero (g, (ZG ⋅K)0)-module, which appears as a quotient of
IndGP (π,µ) and is cohomolocigal with respect to some highest weight representation E∨λ , then π is
cohomological as a (l, (ZL ⋅(L∩K)0)-module with respect to E∨

w(λ+ρ)−ρ, where w is some element

of WP .

Proof. We notice that without loss of generality A0 acts trivially on π. Moreover, if χπ denotes
the infinitesimal character of π, IndGP (π,µ) and hence also τ have infinitesimal character χπ+µ.
On the other hand, τ is by assumption cohomological with respect to E∨λ and hence it has to
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have infinitesimal character χλ+ρ by [5, Theorem I.5.3]. Therefore the infinitesimal character of
π∣M is equal to

χλ+ρ−µ∣bC
and hence π∣M has non-vanishing cohomology with respect to E∨

w(λ+ρ)−ρ∣bC
by Lemma 3.3.4.

Now for any Konstant-representative w ∈WP

χλ+ρ−µ∣bC
= χw(λ+ρ)∣bC .

Note now that w(λ + ρ) − ρ∣bC is a dominant weight, see [5, III.3.2], and hence the last character
is equal to

χE∨
w(λ+ρ)−ρ∣bC

.

We can choose now w as in [5, III. Theorem 3.3] such that Z0
L = A0 acts trivially on

π ⊗E∨w(λ+ρ)−ρ.

Hence π is by Lemma 3.3.4 cohomological with respect to E∨
w(λ+ρ)−ρ.

Corollary 3.3.5.1. Let τ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GLn(A) or GL′n(A) and
k ∈ N. Then τ is cohomological if MW(τ, k) is cohomological.

Proof. Since MW(τ, k)∞v is the quotient of

(τ∞∣det′∣k−1

2 × . . . × τ∞∣det′∣ 1−k2 )v
for all v ∈ V∞, the claim follows from Proposition 3.3.5, because

K ′v = Sp(nd
2
)R>0 = (Sp(nd

2
)R)0, Kv = SO(n)R>0 = (O(n)R)0.

Lemma 3.3.6. Assume π′ is a cuspidal irreducible cohomological representation of GL′2n (A)
such that ∣JL∣(π′) is not a cuspidal representation of GL2dn (A). Let 2dn = kl and let τ be a
unitary cuspidal irreducible representation of GLl (A) such that ∣JL∣(π′) =MW (τ, k).
Then l is even and τv is cohomological with respect to some highest weight representation Eλv ,
λv = (λv,1, . . . , λv, l

2

). For each v ∈ V∞, π′v is of the form π′v = And (λ′v) for

nd = [0,
l
2³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ

k, . . . , k]
and λ

v, l
2

= λ′v,nd. In particular, the lowest respectively highest degree in which the cohomology
group

Hq (g′v,Sp (nd)R≥0, π′v ⊗Eλ′v)
does not vanish is

q = nd (nd − 1) − nd
2
(k − 1) respectively q = nd (nd − 1) + nd

2
(k + 1) − 1.
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Proof. Fix an infinite place v ∈ V∞. By [14, Theorem 5.2] MW (τ, k) is cohomological and thus
by Corollary 3.3.5.1 so is τ . By [2, Theorem 18.2], k∣d and hence, l has to be even. Since
the archimedean component of a cohomological cuspidal irreducible unitary representation of
GLl (A) must be tempered we may write

τv = A[0,2,...,2] (λv)
and let

π′v = And (λ′v)
for suitable nd and λv, λ

′
v, with nd = [n0, n1, . . . , nl′], see [14, Section 5.5]. Furthermore, τv is

fully induced from representations of GL2(R). To proceed with the proof, we are quickly going
to recap the construction of And (λ′v) in the proof of [14, Theorem 5.2]. Let

ρglm(H) = (2m − 1

2
, . . . ,−

2m − 1

2
)

respectively

ρglm(C) = ((m − 1

2
, . . . ,−

m − 1

2
) ,(m − 1

2
, . . . ,−

m − 1

2
))

the smallest algebraically integral element in the interior of the dominant Weyl chamber of
GLm (H) respectively GLm (C). Define now

µ ∶= (ρgln0
(H), ρgln1

(C), . . . , ρgln
l′
(C))

and let P ′ be a certain complex parabolic subgroup of GLdn (H), which we will specify in a
moment, and having Levi-factor ∏ndi=1 GL1(H). For any integer s > 0 and u ∈ C we set

D (u, s) ∶=D (s)⊗ ∣det∣−u2 ,
where D (s) is the unique irreducible discrete series representation of SL±2 (R) of lowest O (2)-
type s + 1. We also set

F (u, s) ∶= F (s)⊗ ∣det′∣−u2 ,
where F (s) is the unique irreducible representation of SL1 (H) of dimension s. Moreover, recall
the Levi decomposition q′nd = l′nd + u′nd and let ρ (nd) = (ρ (nd)1 , . . . , ρ (nd)nd) be the half-sum

of all roots appearing in u′nd. Let ki = λ′i + ρ (nd)i. We set

σ = nd−n0

⊗
i=1

F (0, ki) .
Then P ′ can be chosen such that (P ′, σ,µ) is a Langlands-datum and And (λ′v) is the unique irre-

ducible quotient of the induced representation Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
P ′

(σ,µ). Since τv ∣det′∣k+1

2
−j is essentially

tempered for every v ∈ V∞ and j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and τv is cohomological,

τv ∣det′∣k+1

2
−j≅ Ind

GLl(Fv)
Pj

(σj)
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by [14, Section 5.5], where

σj =
l
2

⊗
i=1
D (2j − k − 1, ki,j)

for certain ki,j ∈ Z>0 and Pj is the standard parabolic subgroup of upper triangular matrices

with block size

l
2³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ(2, . . . ,2). Recall furthermore

And (λ′v) = π′v = ∣LJ∣v((∣JL∣(π′))
v
) = ∣LJ∣v(MW (τv, k)) .

By [14, Theorem 5.2] and its proof the last term is equal to the Langlands quotient of

Ind
GLnd(H)
P

⎛⎜⎝
k

⊗
j=1

l
2

⊗
i=1
F (0, ki,j) , µ′⎞⎟⎠ ,

where now P is the standard parabolic subgroup of type

nd³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ(1, . . . ,1) of GLnd(H) and

µ′ =
⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

l
2³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ

k − 1

2
, . . . ,

k − 1

2
, . . . ,

l
2³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ

−
k − 1

2
, . . . ,−

k − 1

2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠
.

Comparing µ and µ′ and using the uniqueness of the Langlands quotient implies then that n0 = 0
and n1 = . . . = nl′ = k. Moreover, by we have λ

v, l
2

+ 1 = k l
2
,k
= knd = λ′v,nd + 1

From Lemma 3.3.2 we obtain that

dimC (g−C ∩ u′nd) = 2(nd
2
) − l

2
(k
2
) = nd (nd − 1) − nd

2
(k − 1) .

Therefore, by Theorem 3.3.1 the lowest degree of non-vanishing cohomology is nd (nd − 1) −
nd
2
(k − 1) and the highest degree of non-vanishing cohomology is

dimC (g−C ∩ u′nd) − 1 +

l
2

∑
j=1

k

∑
i=1
(2i − 1) = nd (nd − 1) + nd

2
(k + 1) − 1.

Remark. To extend the ideas of [15] to the case GL′2n (A) we need the following numerical
coincidence. Namely, it will be necessary that either the lowest or highest degree in which the
cohomology group

H∗ (g′v,K ′v , πv ⊗E∨λv)
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does not vanish is

q0 = (nd)2 − (nd) − 1 = dimR (H ′nd
2

(R) /(Sp(nd
2
) × Sp(nd

2
) ×R>0)) .

By Lemma 3.3.6 the only possible value for n is therefore n = 1, d = 2 and the partition 2n of
2n = 2 has to be 2n = [0,2].
3.4 Next we will recall the action of Aut(C) on representations. Let π′f be a representation

of GL′n (Af) on some complex vector space W and σ ∈ Aut (C). We define the σ-twist σπ′f
as follows, cf. [28]. Let W ′ be a complex vector space which allows a σ-linear isomorphism
t∶W ′ →W . We then set

σπ′f ∶= t−1
○ π′f ○ t.

An explicit example of such a space W ′ is the space

W ′ =W ⊗C σC,

where σC is C as a field but C acts on σC via σ−1. Then W ′ is a C vector space via the right
action of C on C and the map t∶W →W ⊗C σC is given by w ↦ w ⊗ 1. Similarly, we define the
σ-twist σπ′v of a local representation π′v with v ∈ Vf . For a highest weight representation Eµ of
GL′n,∞, we define (σEµ)v ∶= (Eµ)σ−1○v ,

where v is seen as an embedding F↪ C and hence, σ−1 ○ v defines an infinite place of F. For π′f
as above let

S(π′f) ∶= {σ ∈ Aut (C) ∶ σπ′f ≅ π′f}
and let

Q (π′f) ∶= {z ∈ C ∶ σ (z) = z, for allσ ∈S(π′f)}
be the rationality field of π′f . Analogously we define for a highest weight representation Eµ and a
local representation π′v the fields Q (Eµ) and Q (π′v). Moreover, if α = (α1, . . . , αk) is a partition
of n and ρ = ρ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ρk an irreducible representation of M ′

α (Fv), v ∈ Vf ,

σind
GLn(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) (ρ) = ind

GLn(Fv)
P ′α(Fv) (σρ) , σ ∈ Aut (C)

and therefore

σ (ρ1 × . . . × ρk) = (σρ1 × . . . ×
σρk) ǫdn−1

σ , ǫσ ∶= ∣det′∣ 12
σ (∣det′∣ 12 ) (2)

and similarly for the split case GLn.

Finally, we say that the representation π′f , π
′
v or Eµ with underlying vector space W is defined

over some field E ⊆ C if there exists an E-vector space WE ⊆ W , stable under the group action
of GL′n(Af), GL′n(Fv) respectively ∏v∈V∞ GL′n(F), such that the natural map WE ⊗E C → W

is an isomorphism. In this case we say W admits an E-structure. Let Eµ be a highest weight
representation and let L be a minimal field extension of F such that D splits over L. Then Eµ
is defined over L, see [14, Lemma 7.1] and we set

Q (µ) ∶= L ⋅Q (Eµ) .
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Lemma 3.4.1 ([7, Proposition 3.2]). Let v ∈ Vf and π′v an irreducible representation of GL′n(Fv).
Then π′v admits an Q(π′v)-structure.

Note that in the reference the lemma is only proven in the case GLn. However, the proof carries
over analogously, since the Langlands classification via multisegments used in it is also valid for
GL′n.

Theorem 3.4.2 ([14, Theorem 8.1, Proposition 8.2, Theorem 8.6] ). Let π′ be a cuspidal ir-
reducible representation of GL′n (A) and let µ be a highest weight such that π′ is cohomological
with respect to Eµ. Then π′f is defined over the number field

Q (π′) ∶= Q (µ)Q (π′f) .
Moreover, let S ⊆ V be a finite set containing all places where π′f ramifies. Then Q (π′f) is the
compositum of the number fields Q (π′v) , v ∈ Vf − S.

We also have the following theorem by the same authors.

Theorem 3.4.3 ([14, Proposition 7.21] ). Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of
GL′n (A) and let µ be a highest weight such that π′ is cohomological with respect to Eµ. Then for
all σ ∈ Aut (C) the representation σπ′f is the finite part of a discrete series representation σπ′ of
GL′n (A) which is cohomological with respect to σEµ. Moreover, if Eµ is regular, σπ is cuspidal.

Definition. We say the Aut (C)-orbit of an cuspidal irreducible representation π′ of either
GL′n (A) or GLn (A) is cuspidal cohomological if σπ′ is cuspidal and cohomological for all σ ∈
Aut (C).
We will now show that the regularity condition on Eµ is not needed.

Proposition 3.4.4. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible cohomological representation of GL′n (A).
Then σπ′ is cuspidal for all σ ∈ Aut (C). Moreover,

σ ∣JL∣(π′) = ∣JL∣(σπ′)
for all σ ∈ Aut (C).
Proof. If π ∶= ∣JL∣(π′) is cuspidal, the two claims are proven in [14, Theorem 7.30]. More precisely,
they are proven under the assumption that π is so-called regular algebraic, which by [7, Lemma
3.14] is equivalent to π being cohomological. Since ∣JL∣ sends cohomological representations to
cohomological representations, this shows the first claims.

If π is not cuspidal, it is still is a discrete series and we can write π =MW (ρ, k) for some k ≥ 1 by
Theorem 2.8.1. Let σ ∈ Aut (C). We will proceed by showing that σπ′ is cuspidal by induction
on the F-rank of GL′n. If n = 1, we already know that σπ′ is cuspidal. For n > 1, let τ, ρ, s and t

be such that
MW (τ, s) = σπ′, MW (ρ′, t) = ∣JL∣(τ)

and hence, by [3, Theorem 18.2]

∣JL∣(σπ′) =MW (ρ′, st) .
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Note that

σMW (ρ, k)V −ΣD
=σ ∣JL∣(π′)

V −ΣD

(2.6.(2))= σ (π′V −ΣD
) (2.7)=

= (σπ′)
V −ΣD

=(2.6.(2))= ∣JL∣(σπ′)
V −ΣD

=MW (ρ′, st)
V −ΣD

.

(3)

We will need the following intermediate lemma.

Lemma 3.4.5. We have
σMW (ρ, k) =MW (σρχσ, k)

for some quadratic character χσ with σ−1

χσ = χ−1
σ−1 .

Proof. Let T be the finite set of places where

∣det′∣k−1

2 ρ × . . . × ∣det′∣ 1−k2 ρ

ramifies and let S′ = ΣD ∪ T . By (2)

σ (∣det∣k−1

2 ρ × . . . × ∣det∣ 1−k2 ρ)
V −S′

= (σ (∣det∣k−1

2 ρ) ǫdn−1
σ × . . . × σ (∣det∣ 1−k2 ρ) ǫdn−1

σ )
V −S′

,

with

ǫσ ∶= ∣det∣ 12
σ (∣det∣ 12 ) .

If j ∈ Z is odd, σ (∣det∣ j−1

2 ) = ∣det∣ j−1

2 and if j ∈ Z is even σ (∣det∣ j−1

2 ) = ∣det∣ j−1

2 ǫ−1
σ at the finite

places. This implies that

σ (∣det∣k−1

2 ρ × . . . × det∣ 1−k2 ρ)
V −S′

= (∣det∣k−1

2 ρχσ × . . . × ∣det∣ 1−k2 ρχσ)
V −S′

,

where χσ is ǫσ if both k and dn are odd and the trivial character otherwise. It is also clear
that σ−1

χσ = χ−1
σ−1 . By [18, Lemma 1] MW (σρǫσ, k)v has to be the unique constituent of

(det∣k−1

2 ρχσ × . . . × ∣det∣ 1−k2 ρχσ)
v

with a GL′n (Ov)-fixed vector for almost all places v. Thus,
σMW (ρ, k) and MW (σρχσ, k) have to agree at almost all places and the claim follows then
from Strong Multiplicity One, cf. [2, §4.4].

Hence, it follows from (3) that st = k and σρχσ = ρ′ by Strong Multiplicity One. Assume now
that s > 1. By Corollary 3.3.5.1, we know that τ is cohomological and since s > 1 the induction
hypothesis implies that σ

−1

τ is cuspidal. We thus can consider the discrete series representation

MW (σ−1

τ, t). Finally,

∣JL∣(σ−1

τ)
V −ΣD

=σ−1 ∣JL∣(τ)V −ΣD
= σ−1

MW (σρχσ, t)V −ΣD

(3.4.5)=
=MW (ρσ−1

χσχσ−1 , t)
V −ΣD

=MW (ρ, t)V −ΣD
.
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Therefore,

∣JL∣(MW (σ−1

τ, s))
V −ΣD

=MW (ρ, k)V −ΣD
= ∣JL∣(π′)

V −ΣD

,

which implies MW (σ−1

τ, s) = π′ by Strong Multiplicity One and the injectivity of ∣JL∣, a contra-

diction by Theorem 2.8.1. Thus, s = 1 and hence, σπ′ is cuspidal. Moreover,

σ ∣JL∣(π′)
V −ΣD

= σMW (ρ, k)V −ΣD
=MW (σρǫσ, k)V −ΣD

= ∣JL∣(σπ)V −ΣD

and the second claim follows again from Strong Multiplicity One.

4 Shalika models

4.1 Let U ′(n,n) and S be the following two subgroups of GL′2n. We define

U ′(n,n) ∶= {(1n X

0 1n
) ∶X ∈M ′

n,n}
and the Shalika subgroup

S ∶=∆GL′n ⋊U
′
(n,n) = {(h X

0 h
) ∶ h ∈ GL′n,X ∈M ′

n} .
Let ψ be the additive character fixed in Section 2.2. We extend this character to S (A) by
setting

ψ (s) ∶= ψ (Tr′ (X)) , η (s) ∶= η (det′ (h)) ,
for s = (h X

0 h
) . Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n (A) and we assume

there exists a Hecke character η of GL1 (A) such that for all a ∈ GL1(A)

η ○ det′

n³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ
⎛⎜⎝
a

⋱

a

⎞⎟⎠ = ω
2n³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ

⎛⎜⎝
a

⋱

a

⎞⎟⎠ .

Let Sη be the set of places where η ramifies. For φ ∈ π′ a cusp form and g ∈ GL′2n (A) we define
the Shalika period integral by

S
η
ψ
(φ) (g) ∶= ∫

Z′
2n
(A)S(F)/S(A)

φ (sg)ψ (s)−1
η (s)−1 ds.

Note that this is well defined since

Z ′2n (A)∆GL′n (F) /∆GL′n (A)
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has finite measure and U ′(n,n) (F) /U ′(n,n) (A) is compact. If there exists a φ such that Sη
ψ
(φ)

does not vanish for some g ∈ GL′2n (A), this gives a nonzero intertwining operator of GL′2n (A)-
representations

S
η
ψ
∶π′ → Ind

GL′
2n(A)

S(A) (η ⊗ ψ) ,
where the second space is the vector-space consisting of smooth functions

Ind
GL′

2n(A)
S(A) (η ⊗ ψ) ∶= {f ∈ C∞ (GL′2n (A)) , f (sg) = η (s)ψ (s)f (g) for all s ∈ S (A)}

and GL′2n (A) acts by right-translation. In this case we say that π′ admits a Shalika model with
respect to η. For v ∈ V we define local Shalika models of π′ ≅⊗′v∈V π′v as follows. Set

Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ψv) ∶= {f ∈ C∞ (GL′2n (Fv)) , f (sg) = ηv (s)ψv (s) f (g) for all s ∈ S (Fv)}.

If v is a finite place in V , we say π′v admits a local Shalika model if there exists a non-zero
intertwiner

π′v → Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ψv)

of GL′2n (Fv)-representations. For v ∈ V∞ a priori, π′v is by our conventions not an honest
GL′2n (Fv)-representation and therefore we have to consider (π′v)∞, the sub-space of smooth

vectors in π′v. Then Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ψv) and (π′v)∞ are both Fréchet spaces and admit a

natural, smooth GL′2n (Fv)-action. We say π′v admits a local Shalika model with respect to ηv
if there exists a non-zero, continuous intertwining operator of GL′2n (Fv)-representations

(π′v)∞ → Ind
GL′n(Fv)
S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ψv) .

If π′ admits a global Shalika model with respect to η, then so does π′v with respect to ηv for
all v ∈ V . Note that the reverse direction, i.e. the existence of a local Shalika model for each
π′v, v ∈ V implying the existence of a Shalika model for π′, is not true in general, see [10, Theorem
1.4].

4.2 Before we come to the precise criteria, when a cuspidal representation admits a Shalika
model, we need to fix our notations regarding standard L-functions, cf. [12, Theorem 3.3,
Theorem 13.8]. Recall that one can associate to each local representation π′v of GL′n(Fv), v ∈ V
its standard local L-factor L(s,π′v). For v ∈ Vf it is of the form

L(s,π′v) = 1

P0(s,π′v) , P0(s,π′v) ∈ C[qs+n−1

2
v ]

and P0(0, π′v) = 1, where we denoted by qv the cardinality of the residue field of Fv. If π′v unram-
ified, P0(s,π′v) is determined by its Satake-parameters. For π′ an automorphic representation
of GL′n(A), we then define

L(s,π′) ∶=∏
v∈V

L(s,π′v),
which is well-defined for Re(s) >> 0 and admits an analytic continuation to an entire function.
For S a finite subset of V , we write LS(s,π′) ∶= ∏v∉S L(s,π′v) respectively for its analytic
continuation. In particular, we set L(s,π′f) ∶= LV∞(s,π′).
4.3 In the case of GLn we have the following characterization of Shalika models.
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Theorem 4.3.1 ([16, Theorem 1]). Let π be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL2n (A).
Then the following assertions are equivalent.

1. There exists φ ∈ π and g ∈ GL2n (A) such that Sη
ψ
(φ) (g) ≠ 0.

2. Let S ⊂ V be a finite subset of places containing V∞ and the finite places where π and η

ramify. Then the twisted partial exterior square L-function LS (s,π,∧2 ⊗ η−1) has a pole
at s = 1.

If D does not split over F there is no longer such a nice criterion. In the case n = 2 and D a
quaternion algebra we have the following criterion by [10], which is a consequence of the global
theta correspondence.

Theorem 4.3.2 ([10, Theorem 1.3]). Assume D is a quaternion algebra, π′ a cuspidal irreducible
representation of GL′2 (A) and η the Hecke character we fixed above. Let S ⊂ V be a finite subset
of places containing V∞ and the finite places where π and η ramify. If ∣JL∣(π′) is cuspidal the
following assertions are equivalent.

1. π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η.

2. The twisted partial exterior square L-function LS (s,π′,∧2 ⊗ η−1) has a pole at s = 1 and

for all v ∈ ΣD the representation π′v is not of the form Ind
GL2(Fv)
P(1,1)

(∣−∣ 12 τ1 ⊗ ∣−∣− 1

2 τ2) , where

τ1 and τ2 are representations of GL′1 (Fv) with central character ηv.

If ∣JL∣(π′) is not cuspidal it is of the form MW (τ,2) for some cuspidal irreducible representation
τ of GL2 (A). Then the following assertions are equivalent.

1. π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η.

2. The central character ωτ of τ equals η.

3. The twisted partial exterior square L-function LS (s,π′,∧2 ⊗ η−1) has a pole at s = 2.

Thus, the situation is much more delicate in the case where ∣JL∣(π′) is cuspidal because of
the second, local condition. On the other hand, if ∣JL∣(π′) is not cuspidal we have a priori
η2 = ωπ = ω2

τ , hence, η and ωτ only differ by a quadratic character at most.

4.4 The connection between L-functions and Shalika models can first be seen from the next two
theorems, which are extensions of [9, Proposition 2.3, Proposition 3.1, Proposition 3.3].

Theorem 4.4.1. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n (A). Assume π′ admits
a Shalika model with respect to η and let φ ∈ π′ be a cusp form. Consider the integrals

Ψ (s,φ) ∶= ∫
Z′

2n(A)H′n(F)/H′n(A)
φ((h1 0

0 h2
)) ∣det′ (h1)

det′ (h2) ∣
s− 1

2

η (h2)−1 dh1 dh2,

ζ (s,φ) ∶= ∫
GL′n(A)

S
η
ψ
(φ)((g1 0

0 1
)) ∣det′ (g1) ∣s− 1

2dg1.

Then Ψ (s,φ) converges absolutely for all s and ζ (s,φ) converges absolutely if Re(s) >> 0. More-
over, if ζ (s,φ) converges absolutely, Ψ (s,φ) = ζ (s,φ).
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In [9] this statement was proven for D = F, and we will show in Section 7 that their proof extends
with some small adjustments to the case of D being a division algebra. Let ξφ ∈ Sηψ (π′) and

choose an isomorphism Sη
ψ
(π′) ≅Ð→ ⊗v∈V S

ηv
ψv
(π′v). Assume the image of ξφ can be written as a

pure tensor
ξφ ↦ ⊗

v∈V
ξφ,v ∈⊗

v∈V
S
ηv
ψv
(π′v) .

We can now consider the local version of the above integral

ζv (s, ξφ,v) ∶= ∫
GL′n(Fv)

ξφ,v ((g1 0
0 1

)) ∣det′v (g1) ∣s− 1

2 dvg1,

where ξφ,v ∈ Sηψv (π′v). The local Shalika integrals are then connected to the local L-factors by
the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4.2. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n (A) and assume π′

admits a Shalika model with respect to η. Then for each place v ∈ V and ξv ∈ Sηvψv (π′v) there

exists an entire function P (s, ξv), with P (s, ξv) ∈ C[qs− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ] if v ∈ Vf , such that

ζv (s, ξv) = P (s, ξv)L (s,πv)
and hence, ζv (s, ξv) can be analytically continued to C. Moreover, for each place v there exists
a vector ξv such that P (s, ξv) = 1. If v is a place where neither π′ nor ψ ramify this vector can
be taken as the spherical vector ξπ′v normalized by ξπ′v (id) = 1.

In the case F = D this the existence of such a holomorphic P was proven in [9] and in [19,

Corollary 5.2] it was shown that P is actually a polynomial in C[qs− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ]. Theorem 4.4.1 and
Theorem 4.4.2 imply for ξφ,f ≅⊗′v∈Vf ξφ,f and Re(s) >> 0

ζf (s, ξφ,f) ∶= ∫
GL′n(Af )

ξφ,f ((g1 0
0 1

)) ∣det′ (g1) ∣s− 1

2 dfg1 = ∏
v∈Vf

P (s, ξφ,v)L (s,πv) .

4.5 Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n (A) and assume π′ admits a Shalika
model with respect to η. It is natural to ask whether σπ′ admits a Shalika model with respect
to ση assuming that σπ′ is cuspidal. In the split case it was proven in the appendix of [15] that
if π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η, then σπ′ admits one with respect to ση.

Definition. We say the Aut (C)-orbit of π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η if σπ′ is
cuspidal and admits a Shalika model with respect to ση for all σ ∈ Aut (C).
In the case of n = 1 and D a quaternion algebra Theorem 4.3.2 allows us to prove the follow-
ing.

Lemma 4.5.1. Let D be a quaternion algebra and π′ a cuspidal irreducible cohomological rep-
resentation of GL′2 (A). If π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η then σπ′ admits one with
respect to ση.
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Proof. Note first that by Proposition 3.4.4 σπ′ is cuspidal. Assume first that ∣JL∣(π′) is not
cuspidal, i.e. ∣JL∣(π′) = MW (τ,2) for some cuspidal irreducible representation of GL2 (A).
From Corollary 3.3.5.1, Proposition 3.4.4 and Lemma 3.4.5 it follows that

∣JL∣(σπ′) = σ ∣JL∣(π′) =MW (στ,2) .
Since the central character ωτ of τ equals by assumption η, the central character of στ equals
ση. Thus we are done by Theorem 4.3.2.

Next assume ∣JL∣(π′) is cuspidal and hence, ∣JL∣(π′) admits a Shalika model with respect to η
by Theorem 4.3.1 and Theorem 4.3.2. Thus, σ ∣JL∣(π′) = ∣JL∣(σπ′) admits also a Shalika model
with respect to ση by [15, Theorem 3.6.2] and hence,

LS (s, σπ,∧2
⊗
ση−1)

has a pole at s = 1. Moreover, if v is a non-split place of D and σπv were of the form σπv ≅
Ind

GL2(Fv)
P(1,1)

(∣−∣ 12 τ1 ⊗ ∣−∣− 1

2 τ2) , where τi are representations of GL′1 (Fv) with central character ση.

This would lead to the contradiction, since by (2)

πv = σ−1

Ind
GL2(Fv)
P(1,1)

(∣−∣ 12 τ1 ⊗ ∣−∣− 1

2 τ2) = Ind
GL2(Fv)
P(1,1)

(∣−∣ 12 (σ−1

τ1)⊗ ∣−∣− 1

2 (σ−1

τ2)) .

Remark. We have currently no proof in the general case n > 2 and unfortunately the methods
of [10] do not generalize well beyond the quaternion case. Hence, we can only conjecture the
following.

Conjecture 4.5.1. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible cohomological representation of GL′n (A)
such that ∣JL∣(π′) is residual. If π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η, then so does the
Aut (C)-orbit of π′.

4.6 In [15] the authors define an action of Aut (C) on a given Shalika model and we will generalize
this now to our setting. Let ψf be the finite part of the additive character ψ, which takes values
in µ∞ ⊆ C∗, the subgroup of all roots of unity of Q∗. We will associate to an element σ ∈ Aut (C)
an element tσ ∈ A∗ such that for all x ∈ A

σ (ψ (x)) = ψ (tσx) .
More explicitly, we construct tσ by first restricting σ to Q (µ∞) and sending it to ∏pZ∗p via the
global symbol map of Artin reciprocity

Aut (Q (µ∞) /Q) ≅Ð→ Ẑ∗ = ∏
p prime

Z∗p,

then embed the so obtained element into A via the diagonal embedding Zp ↪∏v∣pOv. Next we

define the action of σ ∈ Aut (C) on the finite part S
ηf
ψf
(π′f) by sending ξf to

gf ↦ σξf (gf) ∶= σ (ξf (t−1
σ gf)) , gf ∈ GL′2n (Af) ,
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where

tσ = diag
⎛⎜⎝

n³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ
tσ, . . . , tσ ,

n³¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹·¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹µ
1, . . . ,1

⎞⎟⎠ .
This gives a σ-linear intertwining operator

σ∗∶ Ind
GL′

2n(Af )
S(Af )

(ηf ⊗ ψf)→ Ind
GL′

2n(Af )
S(Af )

(σηf ⊗ψf) , ξf ↦ σξf . (4)

Completely analogously we define a σ-linear intertwining operator

σ∗∶ Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ ψv)→ Ind

GL′
2n(Fv)

S(Fv) (σηv ⊗ ψv)
for every finite place v, where we use tσ,v and tσ,v instead of tσ and tσ.

4.7 The next two lemmas are the generalizations of [15, Lemma 3.8.1, Lemma 3.9]. Let π′ be
a cuspidal irreducible cohomological representation of GL′2n (A) which admits a Shalika model
with respect to η. Let v ∈ Vf be a finite place. In order to proceed we need the local uniqueness of
the Shalika model, i.e. for every irreducible representation π′v of GL′2n (Fv) the claim that

dimC HomGL′
2n(Fv) (π′v, Ind

GL′
2n(Fv)

S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ ψv)) ≤ 1.

By Frobenius reciprocity every such map corresponds uniquely to a Shalika functional

λ ∈ HomS(Fv) (π′v, ηv ⊗ψv) ,
i.e. a map

λ∶π′v → C

such that λ (π′v(s)φ) = ηv (s)ψv (s)λ (φ) for s ∈ S (Fv) and φ ∈ π′v and vice versa.

Definition. We say that the Aut (C)-orbit of π′ has a unique local Shalika model if σπ′v has a
unique Shalika model for all v ∈ Vf and σ ∈ Aut (C).
In the split case or when D is a quaternion algebra the following was proven in [21].

Theorem 4.7.1 ([21, Theorem 3.4]). Let D be a field or a quaternion algebra. Then

dimC HomGL′
2n(Fv) (π′v, Ind

GL′
2n(Fv)

S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ ψv)) ≤ 1.

This is yet another reason why we will have to restrict ourselves to the case D being quaternion
in the end. Combining Proposition 3.4.4, Lemma 4.5.1, and Theorem 4.7.1 we have proved the
following.

Theorem 4.7.2. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible cohomological representation of GL′2 (A) which
admits a Shalika model with respect to η and assume that D is a quaternion algebra. Then the
Aut (C)-orbit of π′ is cuspidal cohomological, admits a Shalika model with respect to η and has
a unique local Shalika model.
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4.8 For the rest of the paper let us collect the following decorations of a cuspidal irreducible
representation π′ of GL′2n (A):

1. π′ is cuspidal irreducible cohomological representation of GL′2n (A).
2. The Aut (C)-orbit of π′ is cuspidal cohomological and admits a Shalika model with respect

to η.

3. The Aut (C)-orbit of π′ has a local unique Shalika model.

Moreover, we also fix a splitting σπ′ ≅ σπ′∞ ⊗
σπ′f ,

σπ′f
≅Ð→ ⊗′v∈Vf σπ′v and a Shalika model of

σπv

S
σηv
ψv
∶
σπ′v → Ind

GL′2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (σηv ⊗ ψv)

for all σ ∈ Aut (C) , v ∈ Vf .

Lemma 4.8.1. For π′ as in 4.8, v ∈ Vf and the action of (4) we have

σ∗ (Sηv
ψv
(π′v)) = Sσηvψv

(σπ′v)
for all σ ∈ Aut (C). For any finite extension K of Q (π′v, ηv) we have a K-structure

S
ηv
ψv
(π′v)K ∶= Sηvψv (π′v)Aut(C/K)

on Sηv
ψv
(π′v).

Proof. For the first assertion, note that the representation σπ′v has on the on hand the unique
Shalika model S

σηv
ψv
(σπ′v) with respect to σηv, but on the other hand, the σ-linear map

π′v
≅Ð→ Sηv

ψv
(π′v) σ∗↪ Ind

GL′
2n(Fv)

S(Fv) (σηv ⊗ ψv)
gives rise to a linear map

σπ′v ↪ Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (σηv ⊗ ψv) .

Therefore, the assumed local uniqueness of the Shalika model implies that up to a scalar those
two maps have to agree and hence, their image is identical.

For the second assertion, we follow the line of reasoning of [17, Theorem 3.1]. We fix the following
Shalika functional

φv ↦ λ (φv) ∶= Sηvψv (φv) (1) .
First we show that there exists a Q (π′v)-rational structure π′

v,Q(π′v) of π′v such that λ(π′
v,Q(π′v)) ⊆

Q. Let π̃′v be a Q (π′v)-rational structure of π′v, see Lemma 3.4.1. Therefore, π̃′v ⊗Q(π′v) Q is a

Q-rational structure of π′v. Since both ηv and ψv take values in Q
∗
,

(π̃′v ⊗Q(π′v) Q)⊗ (η−1
v ⊗ ψ

−1
v )S(Fv) ⊗Q C = (π′v ⊗ η−1

v ⊗ψ
−1
v )S(Fv) ,
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where the subscripts indicate that we take the S (Fv)-invariant vectors. Frobenius reciprocity
ensures that the right-hand side is one dimensional, hence, so is the left-hand side. Thus,

(π̃′v ⊗Q(π′v) Q)⊗ (η−1
v ⊗ ψ

−1
v )S(Fv)

is non-zero and we can apply Frobenius reciprocity again to obtain a Shalika functional λ′ on
π′v which by the local uniqueness differs by some constant c from λ, i.e. λ′ = cλ. Setting

π′v,Q(π′v) ∶= cπ̃′v
we obtain the desired rational structure. We define an action of Aut (C) on the space of ηv-
Shalika functionals of π′v by setting

σλ (u) = σ (λ (β−1
σ (π′v(t−1

σ,v)u))) ,
where βσ ∶π

′
v → π′v is defined by

βσ (zu) = σ (z)u, u ∈ π′v,Q(π′v), z ∈ C.
It is easy to see that for σ fixing Q (π′v, ηv), σλ is again a ηv-Shalika functional of π′v.

Since λ ≠ 0, we can fix a vector u0 ∈ π′v,Q(π′v) such that λ (u0) ≠ 0. Then there exists an open

subgroup Γ ⊆ Aut (C/Q (π′v, ηv)), in the usual profinite topology on Aut (C/Q (π′v, ηv)), such
that

tσu0 = u0, σ (λ (u0)) = λ (v0)
for all σ ∈ Γ, since λ takes values in Q. By the uniqueness of the local Shalika model we have
constants cσ such that σλ = cσλ for all σ ∈ Aut (C/Q (π′v, ηv)). Then one easily computes

cσλ (u0) = σλ (u0) = σ (λ (β−1
σ (π′v(t−1

σ−1,v)u0))) = λ (u0)
and therefore cσ = 1, which shows that Γ fixes λ. Recall the action of Aut (C) on Sηv

ψv
(π′v) given

by σξ (u) = σ (ξ (π′v(t−1
σ−1,v
)u)). Using the embedding of

S
ηv
ψv
∶π′v ↪ Ind

GL′
2n(Fv)

S(Fv) (ηv ⊗ ψv) ,
we can pull this action back to π′v and denote it by u↦ σ (u). It is clear from how λ was defined
that for u ∈ π′v, g ∈ GL′2n (Fv) and σ ∈ Aut (C)

λ (π′v(g)σ (u)) = σ (λ (π′v (tσ−1,vg)u)) .
Thus, for σ ∈ Γ, u ∈ π′

v,Q(π′v) and g ∈ GL′2n (Fv) we deduce

λ (π′v(g) (σ (u))) = λ (π′v(g)u) .
But the irreducibly of π′v now implies that σ (u) − u = 0, since otherwise π′v would be spanned
by GL′2n (Fv) ⋅ (σ (u) − u) and therefore we arrive at the contradiction λ = 0. Hence, σ (u) = u
for all u ∈ π′

v,Q(π′v) and σ ∈ Γ. This implies that π′
v,Q(π′v) is contained in π

′Aut(C/Q)
v and therefore

π
′Aut(C/Q)
v = π′v,Q(π′v) ⊗Q(π′v,ηv) Q.
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But now every vector in π′
v,Q(π′v) ⊗Q is fixed by an open subgroup of Aut (Q/Q (π′v, ηv)) and

therefore by [25, Proposition 11.1.6]

π
′Aut(Q/Q(π′v,ηv))
v = π′Aut(C/Q)

v

Aut(Q/Q(π′v,ηv))

is a Q (π′v, ηv)-rational structure of π
′Aut(C/Q)
v and hence, of π′v. We set

S
ηv
ψv
(π′v)Q(π′v,ηv) ∶= (Sηvψv (π′v))

Aut(Q/Q(π′v,ηv))
,

which is the image of π
′Aut(Q/Q(π′v,ηv))
v under the map

S
ηv
ψv
∶π′v

≅Ð→ Sηv
ψv
(π′v) .

Since this map respects the actions of Aut (C) and π
′Aut(Q/Q(π′v,ηv))
v is defined over Q (π′v, ηv), so

is Sηv
ψv
(π′v)Q(π′v,ηv). Moreover, it follows that the canonical map

S
ηv
ψv
(π′v)Q(π′v,ηv) ⊗Q(π′v,ηv) C→ Sηvψv (π′v)

is an isomorphism and hence, the claim is proven.

We introduce the following notation. Let v ∈ Vf , σ ∈ Aut(C) and f ∈ C(qs− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ). We denote by
fσ the rational function obtained by applying σ to all coefficients of f for some σ ∈ Aut (C), which
is the same as applying σ to the coefficients of f considered as a Laurent-series. Moreover,

σ (f (1

2
)) = fσ (1

2
) .

Lemma 4.8.2. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible automorphic representation of GL′2n (A) with
local representations πv of GL′2n (Fv) for v ∈ V . Then for every finite place v

Lσ (s,π′v) = L (s, σπ′v) ,
and hence, if L(s,π′v) has no pole at s = 1

2
, L ( 1

2
, π′v) ∈ Q (π′v).

Proof. For the first claim, note that by [2, Theorem 6.18], we have an explicit description of the
local L-factors and that for π′v a representation of GL′m(Fv), L(s + md−1

2
, π′v) ∈ C(qsv, qsv). We

denote then for f ∈ C(qsv, qsv) by σf the coefficient-wise application of σ. Note that for m even
we thus have that σL(s + md−1

2
, π′v) = Lσ(s + md

2
, π′v). One can then carry over the proof of [7,

Lemma 4.6] muta mutandis from the case GLm to GL′m to obtain that

σL(s + md − 1

2
, π′v) = L(s + md − 1

2
, σπ′v) .

Thus, for m = 2n,
Lσ(s + nd,π′v) = L (s + nd, σπ′v)
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and since qndv ∈ Q, the first claim follows. For the second claim, it is enough to observe that in
this case

σ (L(1

2
, π′v)) = Lσ (1

2
, π′v) = L(1

2
, σπ′v) = L(1

2
, π′v)

for any σ ∈ Aut(C/Q(π′v)).
Lemma 4.8.3. For π′ as in 4.8 and v ∈ Vf there exists a vector ξ0

π′,v ∈ Sηvψv (π′v)Q(π′,η) such that

ζv (s, ξ0
π′,v) = L (s,π′v)

if v ∉ Sπ′
f
,ψ and

P σ(s, ξ0
π′,v) = P (s, σξ0

π′,v)
for all σ ∈ Aut (C/Q(π′, ηv)) if v ∈ Sπ′

f
,ψ.

Proof. We again follow the proof of [17, Theorem 3.1]. For v ∉ Sπ′
f
,ψ we choose ξ0

π′,v to be the

normalized spherical vector of Theorem 4.4.2. Note that ξ0
π′,v ∈ Sηvψv (π′v)Q(π′,ηv), since for v ∉

Sπ′
f
,ψ the normalization ξ0

π′,v (1) = 1 implies that σξ0
π′,v (1) = 1 and hence, because σ∗(Sηv

ψv
(π′v)) =

S
ηv
ψv
(π′v), σξ0

π′,v = ξ0
π′v

. Thus, P (s, ξ0
π′
f
,v
) = 1 for all v ∉ Sπ′

f
,ψ and therefore ζv (s, ξ0

π′,v) = L (s,π′v).
For v ∈ Sπ′

f
,ψ, pick any non-zero ξ0

π′,v ∈ Sηvψv (π′v)Q(π′,η) and recall that P (s, ξ0
π′,v) ∈ C[qs− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ],
see Theorem 4.4.2, and the L-function L (s,π′v) does not vanish at s = 1

2
, as it is the reciprocal

of a polynomial. Since

ζv (s, ξ0
π′,v)

L (s,π′v) = P (s, ξ
0
π′,v) , 1

L (s,π′v) ∈ C[q
s− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ],
we have

ζv (s, ξ0
π′,v) ∈ C(qs− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ) .
From the definition of ζv (s, ξ0

π′,v) it follows that the k-th coefficient of q
s− 1

2
v in ζv (s, ξ0

π′,v) is

ck (ξ0
π′,v) ∶= ∫ GL′n(Fv),

∣det′(g1)∣=q−k
ξ0
π′,v ((g1 0

0 1
)) dvg1,

which vanishes for k << 0 and is a finite sum, see the proof of Theorem 4.4.2. Hence, by a change
of variables,

ck (σξ0
π′,v) = σ (ck (ξ0

π′,v))
for all σ ∈ Aut (C/Q (ηv)). It follows that for all s ∈ C, σ ∈ Aut (C/Q (ηv)) ζσv (s, ξ0

π′,v) =
ζv (s, σξ0

π′,v) by analytic continuation. Lemma 4.8.2 shows then that

P σ (s, ξ0
π′,v)Lσ (s,π′v) = ζσv (s, ξ0

π′,v) = ζv (s, σξ0
π′,v) =
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= P (s, σξ0
π′,v)L (s, σπ′v) = P (s, σξ0

π′,v)Lσ (s,π′v)
for all σ ∈ Aut (C/Q(π′, ηv)) and hence,

P σ(s, ξ0
π′,v) = P (s, σξ0

π′,v).

We let ξπ′
f
,0 ∈ Sηfψf (π′f) be the image of⊗v∈Vf ξ

0
π′,v under the fixed isomorphisms of Section 4.8.

5 Periods

5.1 In this section we will closely follow the strategy of [15]. Throughout the rest of the section
let π′ be an automorphic representation of GL′2n (A) as in 4.8. Let µ be the highest weight such
that π′ is cohomological with respect to E∨µ and assume that ∣JL∣(π′) =MW (τ, k) for some k > 1
and τ a cuspidal irreducible representation of GLl(A) with lk = 2nd. Note that we also fixed a
splitting isomorphism

π′
≅Ð→ π′∞ ⊗ π

′
f

≅Ð→ ⊗
v∈V∞

π′v ⊗ π
′
f .

and ∣JL∣(σπ′) = σMW (τ, k) =MW (στ, k) by Lemma 3.4.5 and Proposition 3.4.4. We also have
that (σπ′)∞ ≅Ð→ ⊗

v∈V∞
π′σ−1○v.

Indeed, by Theorem 3.4.3 σπ′ is cohomological with respect to σE∨µ and therefore Theorem 3.3.1
and Lemma 3.3.6 show that for v ∈ V∞ σπ′v ≅ An′(λv), where λv is determined by µσ−1○v and n′

is determined by k and l. For σ ∈ Aut (C) we thus can fix a splitting isomorphism

(σπ′)∞ ⊗ σπ′f
≅Ð→ ⊗
v∈V∞

π′σ−1○v ⊗
σπ′f .

Let us give an example that satisfies all of those properties.

Example. Let for a moment F = Q. Then in [14, § 6.11] the following representation was
constructed. Set π∞ to the Langlands quotient of F (1, s + 2) × F (−1, s + 2) for s a positive
integer. This representation is cohomological with the coefficient system given by the weight
vector ( s

2
, s

2
,− s

2
,− s

2
). Moreover, π∞ can be extended to a cuspidal irreducible automorphic

representation of GL′2 (A) with D a quaternion algebra and is regular algebraic if k is even.

5.2 Let Kf be a compact open subgroup of GL′2n (Af) and denote the block diagonal embedding
by ι∶H ′n ↪ GL′2n. We set

S
GL′

2n

Kf
∶= GL′2n (F) /GL′2n (A) /K ′∞Kf

and
S
H′n
Kf
∶=H ′n (F) /H ′n (A) / (K ′∞ ∩H ′n,∞) ι−1 (Kf) .

Let r = dimQ F and note that if we consider S
H′n
Kf

as an orbifold, its real dimension is

dimR S
H′n
Kf
= r ((nd)2 − nd − 1) .
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Lemma 5.2.1. The embedding ι induces a proper map

ι∶S
H′n
Kf
→ S

GL′
2n

Kf
.

Proof. It follows from [1, Lemma 2.7] that

H ′n (F) /H ′n (A) /ι−1 (Kf)→ S
GL′

2n

Kf

is proper. But this map factors as

H ′n (F) /H ′n (A) /ι−1 (Kf)→ S
H′n
Kf
→ S

GL′
2n

Kf
.

Since the first map is surjective and the composition is proper, the second map is proper.

5.3 Next let E∨µ be a highest weight representation of GL′2n,∞ and consider the locally constant

sheaf E∨µ on S
GL′

2n

Kf
, whose espace étalé is

GL′2n(A)/K ′∞Kf ×GL′
2n(F) E

∨
µ ,

We consider its cohomology groups of compact support H∗c (SGL′
2n

Kf
,E∨µ) and define analogously

H∗c (SH′nKf ,E∨µ) . Both carry a natural structure of a module of the Hecke algebra

H
GL′

2n

Kf
= C∞c (Kf /GL′2n (Af) /Kf)

respectively

H
H′n
Kf
= C∞c (ι−1(Kf)/H ′n (Af) /ι−1(Kf)) ,

where the product is as usual given by convolution. Now since ι is proper, it defines a map
between compactly supported cohomology groups

ι∗∶H∗c (SGL′
2n

Kf
,E∨µ )→H∗c (SH′nKf ,E∨µ ).

Recall that for each σ ∈ Aut(C) there exists a σ-linear isomorphism

σ∶E∨µ → σE∨µ

of GL′2n(F)-representations. Thus, there exist natural σ-linear isomorphisms of Hecke algebra-
modules

σ∗GL′
2n
∶H∗c (SGL′

2n

Kf
,E∨µ)→ H∗c (SGL′

2n

Kf
, σE∨µ)

and
σ∗H′n ∶H

∗
c (SH′nKf ,E∨µ)→H∗c (SH′nKf , σE∨µ) ,

as well as a morphism
σι∗∶H∗c (SGL′

2n

Kf
, σE∨µ)→ H∗c (SH′nKf , σE∨µ) .
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Then the following diagram commutes.

H∗c (SGL′
2n

Kf
, σE∨µ) H∗c (SH′nKf ,E∨µ)

H∗c (SGL′
2n

Kf
, σE∨µ) H∗c (SH′nKf , σE∨µ)

ι∗

σ∗
GL′

2n
σ∗
H′n

σι∗

(5)

Lemma 5.3.1 ([14, Lemma 7.3]). The HGL′
2n

Kf
-module H∗c (SGL′

2n

Kf
,E∨µ) and the HH

′
n

Kf
-module

H∗c (SH′nKf ,E∨µ) are defined over Q (µ) by taking Aut(C/Q(µ))-invariant vectors under the action
given by above σ∗

GL′
2n

respectively σ∗H′n .

If Kf ⊆K ′f consider the canonical map S
GL′

2n

Kf
→ S

GL′
2n

K ′
f

. This allows us to define the space

SGL′
2n ∶= lim

←Ð
Kf

S
GL′

2n

Kf

as a projective limit. Note that E∨µ naturally extends to SGL′
2n and hence, the cohomology

H∗c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) is a GL′2n(Af)-module.

Proposition 5.3.2 ([14, Proposition 7.16, Theorem 7.23]). There exists an inclusion of the
space

Hq
cusp (GL′2n,E

∨
µ) ∶= ⊕

π′ cuspidal

Hq (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞ ⊗E∨µ)⊗ π′f
into H∗c (SGL′

2n ,E∨µ) respecting the GL′2n (Af)-action. We denote by H∗c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f) the

image of
Hq (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞ ⊗E∨µ)⊗ π′f

under this inclusion.

If Kf fixes π′f , we obtain an inclusion H∗c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f)↪H∗c (SGL′

2n

Kf
,E∨µ) and we denote its

image again by H∗c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f). Moreover, the map σ∗

GL′
2n

respects the decomposition, i.e.
if π′ and σπ′ are both cuspidal then

σ∗GL′
2n
(H∗c (SGL′

2n ,E∨µ) (π′f)) =H∗c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (σπ′f)

for σ ∈ Aut (C) and thus if the Aut(C)-orbit of π′ is cuspidal, H∗c (SGL′2n
Kf

,E∨µ) (π′f) is defined
over Q (π′).
5.4 Let q0 be the lowest degree in which the cohomology

Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞ ⊗E∨µ)
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does not vanish. Thus, by Theorem 3.3.1

C ≅Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sη∞ψ∞ (π′∞)⊗E∨µ) = (
q0

⋀ (g′∞, /k′∞)∗ ⊗ Sη∞ψ∞ (π′∞)⊗E∨µ)
K ′∞

.

We fix once and for all a generator of

Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sη∞ψ∞ (π′∞)⊗E∨µ)
as follows. First fix an Künneth-isomorphism

K∶H∗ (g′∞,K ′∞,Sη∞ψ∞ (π′∞)⊗E∨µ) ≅Ð→ ⊗
v∈V∞

H∗ (g′v,K ′v ,Sηvψv (π′v)⊗E∨µv) ,
which is determined by the already fixed isomorphism

S
η∞
ψ∞
(π′∞) ≅ ⊗

v∈V∞
S
ηv
ψv
(π′v) ,

and let q0,v be the lowest degree in which the cohomology

Hq0,v (g′v,K ′v,Sηvψv (π′v)⊗E∨µv) = (
q0,v

⋀ (g′v/k′v)∗ ⊗Sηvψv (π′v)⊗E∨µv)
K ′v

does not vanish and similarly we fix Künneth-isomorphisms Kσ for all σ ∈ Aut(C). For v ∈ V∞
we then choose a generator of this space of the form

[π′v] ∶= ∑
i=(i1,...,iq0,v

)

dimE∨µv

∑
α=1

X∗i ⊗ ξv,α,i ⊗ e
∨
α, (6)

where

1. Pick a L-basis {Yi} of h′v/(h′v ∩ k′v).
2. Extend {Yi} to a L-basis {Xi} of g′v/k′v, set {X∗i } to the corresponding dual basis of(g′v/k′v)∗ and X∗i ∶= ⋀i∈iX∗i .

3. A Q (µ)-basis e∨α of E∨µv .

4. For each α and i a vector ξv,α,i ∈ Sηvψv (π′v).
We then set [π′∞] ∶= K−1 (⊗v∈V∞[π′v]) . We further assume that the Xi’s are a extension of a basis
of h′∞/ (h′∞ ∩ k′∞), where h′∞ is the Lie algebra at infinity of H ′n (A). Finally for σ ∈ Aut (C) we
set

σ ([π′∞]) ∶= [(σπ′)∞] ∶= K−1
σ (⊗

v∈V∞
[π′σ−1○v]) .

Let Kf be an open compact subgroup of GL′2n (Af) which fixes π′. A choice of such a generator

[π′∞] fixes an isomorphism of H
GL′

2n

Kf
-module

Θπ′ ∶ S
ηf
ψf
(π′f) ≅Ð→Hq0

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f)
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defined by

S
ηf
ψf
(π′) ≅Ð→ Sηf

ψf
(π′)⊗Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sη∞ψ∞ (π′∞)⊗E∨µ) ≅Ð→

≅Ð→Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sηψ (π′)⊗E∨µ) ≅Ð→Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞, π′ ⊗E∨µ) ≅Ð→Hq0

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f) ,

where the first isomorphism is the one induced by [π∞] and the third isomorphism is the one

induced by the inverse of π′
≅Ð→ Sη

ψ
(π′).

Theorem 5.4.1. For each σ ∈ Aut (C/L) there exists a complex number

ω (σπ′f) = ω (σπ′f , [σπ′∞]) ∈ C∗
such that

Θσπ′,0 ∶= ω (σπ′f)−1
Θσπ′

is Aut (C) invariant, i.e.

S
ηf
ψf
(π′f) H

q0

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f)

S
σηf
ψf
(σπ′f) H

q0

c (SGL′
2n , σE∨µ) (σπ′f)

Θπ′,0

σ∗ σ∗
GL′

2n

Θσπ′,0

commutes. Hence, Θπ′,0 maps the Q (π′, η)-structure of Sηf
ψf
(π′) to the Q (π′, η)-structure of

H
q0

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f) and ω (π′f) is well defined up to multiplication by an element of Q (π′, η).

Proof. Since

Θπ′ ∶ S
ηf
ψf
(π′f) ≅Ð→Hq0

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f)

is a morphism of irreducible GL′2n (Af)-modules it follows from Schur’s Lemma that there exists

a complex number ω (π′f) such that Θπ′,0 = ω (πf)−1
Θπ′ maps one Q (π′, η)-structure onto the

other, since rational structures are unique up to homothethies, see [28, Proposition 3.1]. Consider

now the vector ξ0
π′
f

from Lemma 4.8.3 which generates S
σηf
ψf
(π′f) as a GL′2n (Af)-module. After

rescaling ω (σπ′f) by an element of Q (π′, η) we have the equality

σ∗GL′
2n
(Θπ′,0 (ξ0

π′
f
)) = Θσπ′,0 (ξ0

σπ′
f
) ,

since both sides of the equation lie in the same Q(π′, η)-structure. Thus we proved the assertion.

5.5 As in [15] we discuss now how the above introduced periods behave under twisting with
an algebraic character χ = (χ̃ ○ det′) ⋅ ∣det′∣b, where χ̃ is a Hecke character of GL1(A) of finite
order and b ∈ Z. In particular, for v ∈ V∞ the character χ̃(det′)v is the trivial one. For the rest
of this section fix such a character χ. The following is an easy consequence of the respective
definitions.
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Lemma 5.5.1. The representation π′ ⊗ χ is cohomological with respect to (Eµ+b)∨ = E∨µ ⊗
⊗v∈S∞ ∣det′v ∣−b. If π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η then π⊗χ admits one with respect
to χ2η and hence, ω (π′f ⊗ χf) is well defined up to a multiple of Q (π′, χ, η)∗.
We fix a splitting isomorphism

χ
≅Ð→ χ∞ ⊗ χf

≅Ð→ ⊗
v∈V∞
∣det′v ∣b⊗χf ,

which extends to a splitting isomorphism

π′ ⊗ χ
≅Ð→ π′∞ ⊗ χ∞ ⊗ π

′
f ⊗ χf

≅Ð→ ⊗
v∈V∞

π′v ⊗ ∣det′v ∣b⊗π′f ⊗ χf .
Having already fixed the generator [π′v] we set

[π′v ⊗ χv] ∶= ∑
i=(i1,....,iq0,v

)

dimE∨µv

∑
α=1

X∗i ⊗ ∣det′v∣−bξv,α,i ⊗ e∨α

and

[π′∞ ⊗ χ∞] ∶= K−1
χ (⊗

v∈V∞
[π′v ⊗ χv]) ,

where Kχ is defined as the map

Kχ∶H
q0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sχ2

∞η∞
ψ∞

(π′∞ ⊗ χ∞)⊗ (Eµ+b)∨)→
→ ⊗

v∈V∞
Hq0(g′∞,K ′∞,Sχ2

vηv
ψv
(π′v ⊗ χv)⊗ (Eµv+b)∨),

corresponding to the splitting isomorphism

π′∞ ⊗ χ∞
≅Ð→ ⊗
v∈V∞

π′v ⊗ ∣det′v ∣−b.
Note that for [π′v] as in (6) we have then

[π′v ⊗ χv] ∶= ∑
i=(i1,....,iq0,v

)

dimE∨µv

∑
α=1

X∗i ⊗ ξv,α,i∣det′v ∣b⊗e∨α.

5.6 We quickly recall the definition of the Gauss sum of χf , see [29, VII, §7]. For v ∈ Vf let cv
be the conductor of χv and choose c ∈ GL1 (Af) such that for all v ∈ Vf

ordv(cv) = −ordv(c) − ordv(D).
Set

G (χv, ψv , cv) ∶= ∫
O∗v

χv (uv)−1
ψ (c−1

v uv) dv,
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where dv is a Haar measure on O∗v normalized such that O∗v has volume 1. Then G (χv, ψv , cv) is
nonzero for all finite places and 1 at the places where χ and ψ is unramified, see [11, Equation
1.22]. Hence, the global Gauss sum

G (χf , c) ∶= ∏
v∈Vf
G (χv, ψv , cv)

is well-defined. From now on we fix one such c and write G (χf) ∶= G (χf , c). If χ = (χ̃ ○ det′) ⋅
∣det′∣b is a character of GL′2n as above, we set

G (χf) ∶= G (χ̃f ∣ ⋅ ∣bf) .
The periods we defined in Theorem 5.4.1 behave under twisting with such a character as fol-
lows.

Theorem 5.6.1. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n (A) as in Section 5.1.
Let χ = (χ̃ ○ det′) ⋅ ∣det′∣b with χ̃ a Hecke character of GL1(A) of finite order and b ∈ Z. For each
σ ∈ Aut (C/Q(µ)) we have

σ
⎛⎜⎝

ω (π′f ⊗ χf)
G (χf)ndω (π′f)

⎞⎟⎠ =
ω (σπ′f ⊗ σχf)
G (σχf)nd ω (σπ′f)

.

In order to prove this we need three lemmata about the following maps. The first map is

Sχ∶ S
η
ψ
(π′)→ Sηχ2

ψ
(π′ ⊗ χ)

ξ z→ (g ↦ χ (det′ (g)) ξ (g)) ,
which splits under our fixed splitting isomorphisms into the two maps

Sχf ∶ S
ηf
ψf
(π′f)→ Sηfχ2

f

ψf
(π′f ⊗ χf)

ξf z→ (gf ↦ χf (det′ (gf)) ξf (gf))
and

Sχ∞ ∶ S
η∞
ψ∞
(π′∞)→ Sη∞χ2

∞
ψ∞

(π′∞ ⊗ χf)
ξ∞ z→ (g∞ ↦ χ∞ (det′ (g∞)) ξ∞ (g∞)) .

Moreover, we define

Aχ∶π
′ → π′ ⊗ χ

φz→ (g ↦ χ (det′ (g))φ (g)) ,
where we consider φ ∈ π′ as a cusp form.
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Lemma 5.6.2. With Sχf as above,

σ∗ ○ Sχf = σ ((χf (tσ))−nd)Sσχf ○ σ∗ = ⎛⎝
σ (G (χf))
G (σχf)

⎞
⎠
−nd

Sσχf ○ σ
∗.

Let 1E∨µ be the identity map on E∨µ and let (Aχ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ be the induced map on cohomology

(Aχ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ ∶Hq0

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ ) (π′f)→Hq0

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ) (π′f ⊗ χf) .

Lemma 5.6.3. With Aχ as above,

(Aχ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ ○Θπ′ = Θπ′⊗χ ○ Sχf .

Lemma 5.6.4. For any σ ∈ Aut (C/Q(µ)) we have

σ∗GL′
2n
○ (Aχ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ = (Aσχ ⊗ 1σE∨µ)∗ ○ σ∗GL′

2n

We will first show how Theorem 5.6.1 follows from the above lemmata.

Proof of Theorem 5.6.1. We compute

(Aσχ ⊗ 1σE∨µ)∗ ○ σ∗GL′
2n
○Θπ

in two different ways. On the one hand

(Aσχ ⊗ 1σE∨µ)∗ ○ σ∗GL′
2n
○Θπ′

(5.4.1)= ⎛⎜⎝
σ (ω (π′f))
ω (σπ′

f
)
⎞⎟⎠(Aσχ ⊗ 1σE∨µ)∗ ○Θσπ′ ○ σ

∗ (5.6.3)=

= ⎛⎜⎝
σ (ω (π′f))
ω (σπ′

f
)
⎞⎟⎠Θσπ′⊗σχ ○ Sσχf ○ σ

∗.

But on the other hand, we see

(Aσχ ⊗ 1σE∨µ)∗ ○ σ∗GL′
2n
○Θπ′

(5.6.4)= σ∗GL′
2n
○ (Aχ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ ○Θπ′

(5.6.3)= σ∗GL′
2n
○Θπ′⊗χ ○ Sχf

(5.4.1)=

= ⎛⎜⎝
σ (ω (π′f ⊗ χf))
ω (σπ′

f
⊗ σχf)

⎞⎟⎠Θσπ′⊗σχ ○ σ∗ ○ Sχf
(5.6.2)=

= ⎛⎜⎝
σ (ω (π′f ⊗ χf))
ω (σπ′

f
⊗ σχf)

⎞⎟⎠
⎛
⎝
σ (G (χf))
G (σχf)

⎞
⎠
−nd

Θσπ′⊗σχ ○ Sσχf ○ σ
∗.

Hence, the desired equality follows.

36



Proof of Lemma 5.6.2. The first equality follows by inserting the definition of σ∗ and noticing
that the determinant of det′(tσ) = tndσ . The second equality follows from [6, Theorem 2.4.3],
which states

σ (G (χf)) = σ (χf (tσ))G (σχf) .

Proof of Lemma 5.6.3. We proceed as in the proof of [23, Proposition 2.3.7]. It is enough to
show that the following three diagrams commute. The first one is

S
ηf
ψf
(π′f) S

ηf
ψf
(π′f)⊗Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sη∞ψ∞ (π′∞)⊗E∨µ)

S
ηfχ

2

f

ψf
(π′f) S

ηfχ
2

f

ψf
(π′f ⊗ χf)⊗Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sη∞χ2

∞
ψ∞

(π′∞ ⊗ χ∞)⊗ ((Eµ+b)∨))

Here the map on the right is
Sχf ⊗ (Sχ∞ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ ,

where (Sχ∞ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ is the map on cohomology induced by the isomorphism

Sχ∞ ⊗ 1E∨µ ∶ S
η∞
ψ∞
(π′∞)⊗E∨µ → Sη∞χ2

∞

ψ∞
(π′∞ ⊗ χ∞)⊗ (Eµ+b)∨ .

From this, it follows that by our choice of generators, [π∞] is mapped to [π∞⊗χ∞], and hence,
this diagram commutes. The second diagram is

Sηf

ψf
(π′f) ⊗Hq0 (g′∞, K′

∞,Sη∞
ψ∞
(π′∞) ⊗E∨µ) Hq0 (g′∞, K′

∞,Sη
ψ
(π′) ⊗E∨µ)

Sηfχ
2

f

ψf
(π′f ⊗ χf) ⊗Hq0 (g′∞, K′

∞,Sη∞χ2

∞

ψ∞
(π′∞ ⊗ χ∞) ⊗E∨µ) Hq0 (g′∞, K′

∞,Sηχ2

ψ
(π′ ⊗ χ) ⊗ (Eµ+b)∨)

It is induced from the following commutative diagram, and hence, commutative itself.

S
ηf

πf
(πf)⊗ Sη∞

π∞
(π∞)⊗E∨µ Sη

π (π)⊗E∨µ

S
ηf χ2

f

πf
(πf ⊗ χf)⊗ Sη∞χ2

∞

π∞ (π∞ ⊗ χ∞)⊗E∨µ Sηχ2

π (π ⊗ χ)⊗ (Eµ+b)∨
Here the left respectively right map going from top to bottom is

Sχf ⊗ Sχ∞ ⊗ 1E∨µ respectively Sχ ⊗ 1E∨µ .

And the third diagram is

Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sηψ (π′)⊗E∨µ) H
q0

c (SGL′
2n

Kf
,E∨µ) (π′f)

Hq0 (g′∞,K ′∞,Sηχ2

ψ
(π′ ⊗ χ)⊗ (Eµ+b)∨) H

q0

c (SGL′
2n

Kf
,E∨µ+b) (π′f ⊗ χf) ,
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where the left respectively right map going from top to bottom is

(Sχ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ respectively (Aχ ⊗ 1E∨µ)∗ ,
which therefore clearly commutes. Thus, all three diagrams commute, and the lemma is proven.

Proof of Lemma 5.6.4. We will proceed as in the proof [23, Proposition 2.3.6]. Recall that the
cuspidal cohomology H∗c (SGL′

2n ,E∨µ )(π′f) embeds injectively into the cohomology

Hq
c (SGL′

2n

Kf
,E∨µ)

for a suitable small open compact subgroup Kf . If moreover Kf fixes χ, we can extend the map
Aχ to

Aχ,Kχ ∶H
q
c (SGL′

2n

Kχ
,E∨µ)→Hq

c (SGL′
2n

Kχ
,E∨µ+b) ,

coming from the map E∨µ → E∨µ+b given simply by twisting with χ∞. After passing to the
projective limit, we thus obtain a map

A′χ∶H
q
c (SGL′

2n ,E∨µ)→Hq
c (SGL′

2n ,E∨µ+b) .
Recall for σ ∈ Aut(C/Q(µ)) the σ-linear morphism

σ∗GL′
2n
∶Hq

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨µ)→Hq

c (SGL′
2n ,E∨σµ)

which is induced by the σ-linear morphism lσ ∶E
∨
µ → σE∨µ which permutes the places according to

σ. We now identify Hq
c (SGL′

2n ,E∨µ) with the de Rahm cohomology H
q
dR
(SGL′

2n ,E∨µ). The maps
Aχ and σ∗

GL′
2n

have then analogous incarnations Aχ,dR and σ∗
GL′

2n,dR
for the de Rahm cohomology.

It therefore suffices to prove that Aχ,dR is σ∗
GL′

2n,dR
invariant. Now for ω ∈ H∗dR (SGL′

2n ,E∨µ)
represented by a section one has

σ∗GL′
2n,dR

(Aχ,dR(ω))(g) = lσ ○Aχ,dR(σ∗GL′
2n,dR

(ω))(g), g ∈ SGL′
2n .

By fixing again a small enough compact open subgroup Kf as above, we get the explicit descrip-
tion

lσ ○Aχ,Kf ,dR(ω)(g) = σ(χ(g)) ⋅ lσ ○ ω(g) = Aσ(χ),dR,Kf (σ∗GL′
2n,dR

(ω))(g), g ∈ S
GL′

2n

Kf
.

Passing again to the inductive limit, we therefore obtain that

σ∗GL′
2n,dR

(Aχ,dR(ω)) = Aσ(χ),dR(ω).
Finally,

σ(χ) = σχ (7)

since both σ (χ̃ ○Nrd) and χ̃ ○Nrd are trivial at infinity by Theorem 3.3.1 and

∣det′∣b= σ ∣det′∣b= σ(∣det′∣b)
for all σ ∈ Aut(C).
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6 Critical values of of L-functions and their cohomological in-

terpretation

Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible cohomological representation of GL′2n (A) as in Section 5.1 and
consider the standard global L-function L(s,π′) of π′. Recall that a critical point of L (s,π′) is
in our case a point s0 ∈ 1

2
+ Z such that both L (s,π′∞) and L (1 − s,π′∨∞) are holomorphic at s0.

Write for v ∈ V∞
µv = (µv,1, . . . ., µv,2nd) .

We further assume that ∣JL∣(π′) is residual, i.e. ∣JL∣(π′) = MW (τ, k) for some cuspidal irre-
ducible representation τ of GLl with lk = 2nd, k > 1. Recall that l is even by Lemma 3.3.6. To
calculate the critical values of the L-function it suffices to consider the meromorphic contribu-
tion of the local L-factors from the infinite places. Let µ′ be the highest weight such that τ
is cohomological with respect to E∨µ′ . Therefore, the L-factor of L (s,π′∞) is by Lemma 3.3.6,
[14, Theorem 5.2] and [3, Theorem 19.1.(b)] up to a non-vanishing holomorphic function of the
form

∏
v∈V∞

k

∏
i=1

l
2

∏
j=1

Γ(s + µ′v,j + l2 − j +
k

2
− i + 1)

and the one of L (1 − s,π′∨∞) is of the form

∏
v∈V∞

k

∏
i=1

l
2

∏
j=1

Γ(−s − µ′
v, l

2
−j+1
+
l

2
− j +

k

2
− i + 2) .

Recall that the poles of the Gamma function lie precisely on the non-positive integers and it is
non-vanishing everywhere else. We say s = 1

2
is compatible with µ if for all v ∈ V∞

−µ′
v, l

2

≤ 0 ≤ −µ′
v, l

2
+1

and we say µ is admissible if there exists p ∈ Z such that

−µ′
v, l

2

≤ p ≤ −µ′
v, l

2
+1

for all v ∈ V∞. If k is even, all half integers are critical values

Crit (π′) ∶= {s = 1

2
+m ∶m ∈ Z}.

If k is odd, a critical value s0 = 1
2
+m of L (s,π′) has to satisfy

−µ′v,j −
l

2
+ j + i −

k + 1

2
≤m ≤ −µ′v,l−j+1 +

l

2
− j − i +

k + 1

2

for all v ∈ V∞, j ∈ {1, . . . , l
2
} and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Since µ′v,1 ≥ . . . ≥ µ′v,l, the critical values of π′ are

in this case

Crit (π′) ∶= {s = 1

2
+m ∶ −µ′

v, l
2

+
k − 1

2
≤m ≤ −µ′

v, l
2
+1
+

1 − k

2
, m ∈ Z, v ∈ V∞}.
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Note that if k is odd and there exists a critical value, µ is admissible and that by Lemma 3.3.6,
µ′
v, l

2

= µv,nd and µ′
v, l

2

= µv,nd+1.

6.1 Following [15] we define a map T ∗.

Proposition 6.1.1 ([15, Proposition 6.3.1]). Let π′ be an irreducible representation as in 5.1
and assume moreover that n = 1. Assume 1

2
is a critical value of L(s,π′) and compatible with

µ. Denote by wv the weight such that Eµv ≅ E∨µv ⊗ det′wv for each v ∈ S∞. Let E(0,−wv) be the
representation 1⊗ det−wv of H ′ (C) = GL2 (C) ×GL2 (C). Then

dimC HomH′(C) (E∨µv ,E(0,−wv)) = 1

for all v ∈ S∞.

We then let E0,−w ∶= ⊗v∈V∞ E(0,−wv) and write E(0,−w) for the corresponding locally constant

sheaf of S
H′n
Kf

. Since 1
2

is assumed to be compatible with µ and since Q (µ) contains the splitting

field of D, [17, Lemma 4.8] shows that there exists a map T =⊗v∈S∞ T○v in above space which is
defined over Q(µ) and we fix a choice of such a map. Lifting this map to cohomology we obtain
a morphism

T
∗
∶H∗c (SH′nKf ,E∨µ)→ H∗c (SH′nKf ,E(0,−w)) .

For σ ∈ Aut (C) we define the twist of T as

σ
T = ⊗

v∈S∞
Tσ−1○v

and denote the corresponding morphism on the cohomology by σT ∗. Since T is defined over
Q(µ), we therefore obtain for all σ ∈ Aut(C/Q(µ)) that σT ∗ = T ∗. We then have the following
commutative diagram for all σ ∈ Aut(C/Q(µ)).

H∗c (SH′nKf ,E∨µ) H∗c (SH′nKf ,E(0,−w))

H∗c (SH′nKf , σE∨µ) H∗c (SH′nKf , σE(0,−w))
σ∗
H′n

T ∗

σ∗
H′n

σT ∗

(8)

The next step consists of translating the computation of a critical value of L(s,π′) into an
instance of Poincaré duality. But in order to apply Poincaré duality, the highest or lowest

degree in which H∗ (g′∞,K ′∞, π′ ⊗E∨µ) vanishes has to equal the dimension dimR S
H′n
Kf

, which

implies n = 1, d = 2 and k = 2. Indeed, Lemma 3.3.6 implies that

r ((nd)2 − nd − 1) = r ((nd)2 − nd − nd
2
(k − 1)) or

r ((nd)2 − nd − 1) = r ((nd)2 − nd + nd
2
(k − 1) + 1)

and only the first equation can be satisfied, which leads to the above restriction.
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6.2 We therefore let π′ be a representation as in 5.1 and assume moreover that D is quaternion
and n = 1 and µ is admissible. By Theorem 4.7.2 the respective conditions on the Aut(C)-orbit

on π′ hold unconditionally in this case and we set q0 ∶= r, which is the real dimension of S
H′

1

Kf

and the lowest degree in which H∗(g′∞,K ′∞, π′ ⊗E∨µ) does not vanish.

If π′ is as above and 1
2

is a critical value of L(s,π′) which is compatible with µ, we choose Kf

small enough so that ι−1 (Kf) can be written as a product Kf,1×Kf,2, ηf is trivial on det′ (Kf,2)
and Kf fixes π′f . Let C be the set of connected components of S

H′
1

Kf
. Using [4, Theorem 5.1] we

see that C is finite and each C ∈ C is a quotient of

H ′1,∞/ (K ′∞ ∩H ′1,∞)
by a discrete subgroup of H ′1 (F). Recall that the Yi’s from in Section 5.4 give a basis of
h′∞/ (h′∞ ∩ k′∞). Thus, they give an orientation on H ′1,∞/ (K ′∞ ∩H ′1,∞), since h′∞/ (h′∞ ∩ k′∞) is

parallelizable and therefore on each C ∈ C we can now consider 1 × η−1 as a global section of
E(0,−w) and denote the corresponding cohomology class as

[η] ∈Hq0

c (SH′1Kf ,E(0,−w)) .
Poincaré duality on each connected component of S

H′
1

Kf
gives rise to a surjective map

Hq0

c (SH′1Kf ,E(0,−w))→ C

defined by

θ ↦ ∫
S
H′

1

Kf

θ ∧ [η] ∶= ∑
C∈C
∫
C
θ ∧ [η]

Lemma 6.2.1. This map commutes with twisting by an automorphism σ ∈ Aut(C), i.e.

σ
⎛
⎝∫S

H′
1

Kf

θ ∧ [η]⎞⎠ = ∫S
H′

1

Kf

σ∗H′
1

(θ) ∧ [ση].

Proof. Indeed,

σ
⎛
⎝∫S

H′
1

Kf

θ ∧ [η]⎞⎠ = ∫S
H′

1

Kf

σ∗H′
1

(θ ∧ [η]) = ∫
S
H′

1

Kf

σ∗H′
1

(θ) ∧ σ∗H′
1

([η]).
Finally, by (7) we have that σ∗

H′
1

([η]) = [ση].
The goal now is to compute the composition of maps

H
q0

c (SGL′
2

Kf
,E∨µ) H

q0

c (SH′1Kf ,E∨µ) H
q
c (SH′1Kf ,E(0,−w))

S
ηf
ψf
(π′f) C,

ι∗ T ∗

∫
S
H′

1

Kf

Θπ′,0
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i.e.
ξφf ↦ ∫

S
H′

1

Kf

T
∗ι∗Θπ,0 (ξφf ) ∧ [η]

and relate this expression to the critical values of the L-function. To proceed we need the
following non-vanishing result. Recall for v ∈ V∞

[π′v] = ∑
i=(i1,....,iq0,v

)

dimE∨µv

∑
α=1

X∗i ⊗ ξv,α,i ⊗ e
∨
α.

For each i write
ι∗ (Xi) = s (i)Y ∗1 ∧ . . . ∧ Y ∗q0

,

where s (i) is some complex number. If 1
2
∈ Crit(π′) is compatible with µ, we know that T exists

and ζv(s, ⋅ ) = P (s, ⋅ )L(s,π′v) for v ∈ V∞ by Theorem 4.4.2. Since 1
2

is critical, we know that
ζv(1

2
, ⋅ ) is well defined for all vectors in the Shalika model. We thus can set

c(π′v) ∶=∑
i

dimEµv

∑
α=1

s (i)T (e∨α) ζv (1

2
, ξv,α,i)

and c (π′∞) ∶=∏v∈V∞ c (π′v).
For s = 1

2
+m ∈ Crit (π′), the assumption on µ being admissible gives an integer p such that

π′ ⊗ ∣det′∣p has critical value 1
2

and 1
2

is compatible with µ − p. We fix a smallest such p, which
exists, since −µv,2 ≤ p for all v ∈ V∞, and set

π′ (m) = π′ ⊗ ∣det∣p (9)

and
c(π′∞,m) ∶= c(π′ (m)∞) .

Theorem 6.2.2 ([26, Theorem A.3]). For π′ as in 6.2 and s = 1
2
+m ∈ Crit (π′), the expression

c (π′∞,m) does not vanish.

Proof. We will assume without loss of generality that s = 1
2

is critical. Since c (π′∞) =∏v∈V∞ c (π′v)
we fix a place v ∈ V∞. We set H ∶= GL1 (H)×GL1 (H) and G ∶= GL2 (H) with maximal compact
subgroup K ′H respectively K ′. Since 1

2
is critical, it follows from Theorem 4.4.1 that the local

zeta integral at v gives a functional

ζv (1

2
, ⋅ ) ∈ HomH (π′v, χ) ,

where χ = 1GL1(H) ⊗ det′wv . It is nonzero, since ζv(s, ⋅ ) = P (s, ⋅ )L(s,π′v) and there exists
by Theorem 4.4.2 ξπ′,v such that P (s, ξπ′,v) = 1. Since the L-factors at infinity are products
of Gamma-functions and non-vanishing holomorphic functions, ζv(s, ξπ′,v) also never vanishes.
Thus ζv(s, ⋅ ) never vanishes and hence ζv(1

2
, ⋅ ) is non-zero. Let j2 be the inclusion

j2∶h
′/k′H ↪ g′/k′
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and consider now the map

Hom (g′/k′, π′v ⊗E∨µv)→ Hom (h′/k′H , χ⊗E(0,−wv))
f z→ (ζv (1

2
, ⋅ )⊗ Tv) ○ f ○ j2

By [26, Theorem A.3] the induced map

c∶H1 (g′∞,K ′, π′v ⊗E∨µv)→H1 (h′,K ′H , χ⊗E(0,−wv))
does not vanish on the one dimensional space H1 (g′∞,K ′, π′v ⊗E∨µv). Since it is generated by[π′v] we conclude that c (π′v) ≠ 0.

We set
c (π∞,m)−1

∶= ω (π∞,m) .
Remark. The proof of [26, Theorem A.3] relies crucially on the numerical coincidence, i.e. that
either the lowest or highest nonvanishing degree of the (g′∞,K ′∞)-cohomology

Hq (g′∞,K ′∞, π′∞ ⊗E∨µ)
is dimR S

H′
1

Kf
.

Theorem 6.2.3. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2 (A) as in 6.2. Assume
s = 1

2
∈ Crit (π′) is compatible with µ and let ξ0

π′
f

be the vector of Lemma 4.8.3. Then

∫
S
H′

1

Kf

T
∗ι∗Θπ′,0 (ξ0

π′
f
) ∧ [η] =

L (1
2
, π′f)∏v∈Sπ′

f
,ψ
P (1

2
, ξ0
π′,v)

ω (π′
f
)ω (π′∞)vol (ι−1 (Kf))

for every small enough open compact subgroup Kf of GL′2 (Af).
Proof. The proof of this theorem can be carried out in the same way as the proof of [15, Theorem
6.7.1]. We only include it for completeness. Recall from Section 2.3 that

c = vol (F∗/A∗/Rr>0) .
We choose Kf such that it fixes ξ0

π′
f
.

Plugging ξ0
π′
f

in the definition of the terms of the integral and using the Kf -invariance of ξ0
π′
f

we

obtain the following identity.

∫
S
H′

1

Kf

T
∗ι∗Θπ′,0 (ξ0

π′
f
) ∧ [η] =

= vol (ι−1 (Kf))−1
c−1ω (π′f)−1∑

i,α

s (i)T (eα)∫
H′

1
(F)/H′

1
(A)/Rd+

η φ0
i,α∣H′

1
(A) dh,
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where

φ0
i,α ∶= (Sηψ)−1 (⊗

v∈V∞
ξv,i,α ⊗ ξ

0
π′
f
) .

We compute now the latter integral over H ′1 (F) /H ′1 (A) /Rd+ for fixed i and α. Again plugging
in the definitions yields

∫
H′

1
(F)/H′

1
(A)/Rd+

[η] φ0
i,α∣H′

1
(A) dh =

= ∫
Z′(A)H′

1
(F)/H′

1
(A)∫Z′(F)/Z′(A)/Rd+ (φ

0
i,α ((h1 0

0 h2
) z) η−1 (det′ (h2z))dz) dh1 dh2.

We can now pull the z = diag (a, a)-contribution out of φ0
i,α and η−1 (det′), which yields a factor

of ω (z)η (det′(a))−1 = 1 and hence, the integral simplifies to

c∫
Z′(A)H′

1
(F)/H′

1
(A)

φ0
i,α ((h1 0

0 h2
) z)η−1 (det′(h2)) dh1 dh2.

Recall the equality of Theorem 4.4.1 and the properties of the special vector ξ0
π′
f

∫
Z′(A)H′

1
(F)/H′

1
(A)

φ0
i,α ((h1 0

0 h2
) z) ∣det′(h1)

det′(h2)∣
s− 1

2

η−1 (det′(h2)) dh1 dh2 =
= ζ∞ (s, ξ0

∞,i,α) ζf (s, ξ0
π′
f
) = ζ∞ (s, ξ0

∞,i,α)L(s,π′f) ∏
v∈Sπ′

f
,ψ

P (1

2
, ξ0
π′,v)

for Re(s) >> 0. But the integral converges absolutely for all s hence, we obtain the equality for
all s. Recall that L(s,π) is an entire function and hence, L (1

2
, π′f) ∈ C since s = 1

2
is critical.

Therefore,

∫
Z′(A)H′

1
(F)/H′

1
(A)

φ0
i,α ((h1 0

0 h2
) z)η−1 (det′(h2)) dh1 dh2 =

= ζ∞ (1

2
, ξ0
∞,i,α)L(12 , π′f) ∏v∈Sπ′

f
,ψ

P (1

2
, ξ0
π′,v) .

Plugging this in the above sum over i and α, we obtain the desired identity.

We are now ready to prove our analog of [15, Theorem 7.1.2].

Theorem 6.2.4. Let D be a quaternion algebra and let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible cohomological
representation of GL′2 (A) which admits a Shalika model with respect to η. Let µ be the highest
weight such that π′ is cohomological with respect to E∨µ and assume µ is admissible. We further
assume that ∣JL∣(π′) is residual, i.e. ∣JL∣(π′) = MW (τ,2) for τ a cuspidal irreducible cohomo-
logical representation of GL2 (A). Let moreover χ = χ̃ ○ det′, where χ̃ is a Hecke-character of
GL1(A) of finite order. Then, for 1

2
+m a critical value of π′,

L (1
2
+m,π′f ⊗ χf)

ω (π′
f
)G (χf)4 ω (π′∞,m) ∈ Q (π

′, χ, η) .
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Proof. Again the proof can be adapted from [15] to the situation at hand. To show the claim it
is enough to show that the ratio stays invariant under all σ ∈ Aut(C/Q(π′, χ, η)). First assume
that m = 0, 1

2
is compatible with µ and χ = 1. We are going to compute

σ
⎛
⎝∫S

H′
1

Kf

T
∗ι∗Θπ′,0 (ξ0

π′
f
) ∧ [η]⎞⎠ (10)

for some σ ∈ Aut(C/Q(π′, χ, η)) in two different ways, where Kf is a sufficiently small open com-
pact subgroup of GL′2n(Af). On the one hand, (10) equals by Theorem 6.2.3 and Lemma 4.8.3
to

σ
⎛⎜⎝
L (1

2
, π′f)∏v∈Sπ′

f
,ψ
P (1

2
, ξ0
π′,v)

ω (π′
f
)ω (π′∞)vol (ι−1 (Kf))

⎞⎟⎠ =

= σ⎛⎜⎝
L (1

2
, π′f)

ω (π′
f
)ω (π′∞)

⎞⎟⎠ ⋅
∏v∈Sπ′

f
,ψ
P (1

2
, ξ0
π′,v)

vol (ι−1 (Kf)) ,

where we used that vol(ι−1(Kf)) ∈ Q∗. On the other hand , by pulling σ into the integral (10),
we compute

σ
⎛
⎝∫S

H′
1

Kf

T
∗ι∗Θπ′,0 (ξ0

π′
f
) ∧ [η]⎞⎠

(6.2.1)= ∫
S
H′

1

Kf

σ∗H′
1

(T ∗ι∗Θπ′,0 (ξ0
π′
f
)) ∧ [ση] (8)=

= ∫
S
H′

1

Kf

σ
T
∗σ∗H′

1

(ι∗Θπ′,0 (ξ0
π′
f
)) ∧ [ση] (5)= ∫

S
H′

1

Kf

σ
T
∗ι∗σ∗

S
GL′

2

Kf

(Θπ′,0 (ξ0
π′
f
)) ∧ [ση] (5.4.1)=

= ∫
S
H′

1

Kf

σ
T
∗ι∗Θσπ′,0 (ξ0

σπ′
f
) ∧ [ση].

By Theorem 4.7.2 σπ′ admits a Shalika model with respect to ση and is cohomological and
therefore the last integral equals by Theorem 6.2.3

L ( 1
2
, σπ′f)

ω (σπ′
f
)ω (σπ′∞) ⋅

∏v∈Sπ′
f
,ψ
P (1

2
, ξ0
π′,v)

vol (ι−1 (Kf))) ,

which proves the assertion.

If 1
2
+m is an arbitrary critical value and χ = 1, consider π′ (m) = π′ ⊗ ∣det′∣p, where p is as in

(9) and hence, 1
2

is compatible with µ − p. Recall also that G (∣det′∣nf ) = 1, thus Theorem 5.6.1

proves the claim. Finally, to obtain the result for 1
2
+m is an arbitrary critical value and χ ≠ 1,

we apply Theorem 5.6.1 again and note that π′∞ = π′∞ ⊗ χ∞, since χ is of finite order.

Recall that since ∣JL∣(π′) =MW(τ,2), the partial L-functions of π′ and MW (τ,2) coincide. We
therefore obtain a new result on critical values for residual representations of GL4. Note that
for any place v ∈ Vf , L (1

2
+m,π′v ⊗ χv) ∈ Q (π′, χ) by Lemma 4.8.2 and by Theorem 4.3.2 π′

admits a Shalika model with respect to ωτ . The following is therefore an easy consequence of
Theorem 6.2.4.
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Theorem 6.2.5. Let π = MW (τ,2) be a discrete series representation of GL4 (A) such that
there exists a cuspidal irreducible representation π′ of GL′2 (A) with ∣JL∣(π′) = π, which is co-
homological with respect to the coefficient system E∨µ and µ admissible. Let χ be a finite order
Hecke-character of GL1 (A) and let s = 1

2
+m be a critical value of π′. Then

L ( 1
2
+m,πf ⊗ χf)

ω (π′
f
)G (χf)4 ω (π′∞,m) ∈ Q (π

′, ωτ , χ) .

7 Proof of Theorem 4.4.1 and Theorem 4.4.2

We will now show how to adapt the proof given in [9] to the situation at hand. Almost all of
the arguments remain unchanged and we only include them for completness. Throughout this
section π′ will be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n(A) which admits a Shalika model
with respect to η and φ ∈ π will be a cusp form.

7.1 If H is an algebraic subgroup of GL′2n containing Z ′2n we denote by

H0 (A) = {h ∈H (A) ∶ ∣det′ (h) ∣= 1}.
Given a Haar-measure dh on H(A), there exists a Haar measure dz on Z ′2n(F)/Z ′2n(A) such
that for all s ∈ C and f a smooth function on H(A)
∫
Z2n(A)H(F)/H(A)

f(h)∣det′(h)∣s dh = ∫
Z′

2n
(F)/Z′

2n
(A)
∣det′(z)∣s∫

H(F)/H0(A)
f(hz)dhdz, (11)

assuming the first integral converges. Indeed, this follows from the fact that H0(A)/H(A)
can be identified with Z

′0
2n(A)/Z ′2n(A) × Z ′02n(A)/Z ′2n(A) and that the integral of ∣det′∣s over

Z
′0
2n(A)/Z ′2n(A) is the same as the integral of ∣det′∣s over Z ′2n(F)/Z2n(A). We will denote by 1n

the n-dimensional identity matrix. Let q, p ∈ Z+ be such that p + q = 2n, let U ′(q,p) ⊆ P ′(q,p) be

the corresponding unipotent subgroup of GL′2n and let A be the group of diagonal matrices of
GL2n embedded into GL′2n. We identify U ′(q,p) from time to time with the linear space of p × q

matrices M ′
q,p. To each β ∈M ′

q,p(F) we associate the character θβ of U ′(q,p) (A)
u = (1p v

0 1q
) ↦ ψ (Tr′ (vβ)) .

Moreover, let H = GL′p ×GL′q be the Levi-component of P(q,p). Then for

γ = (γ1 0
0 γ2

) ∈H (F)
it is straightforward to see that

θβ (γ−1uγ) = θγ−1

2
βγ1
(u) .
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The additive group M ′
q,p (A) is isomorphic to Mdq,dp (A). It is well known that the additive char-

acters of the latter group are parametrized by the space of linear functionals HomF (Mdq,dp (F) ,F)
by identifying X ∈ HomF (Mdq,dp (F) ,F) with the additive character

v ↦ ψ(X(v))).
Identifying Mdq,dp (F) with M ′

q,p (F) again, we obtain that all characters of U ′(q,p) (A) are of the

form θβ and θβ = θβ′ if and only if β′. This allows us to consider for a cuspform φ ∈ π′ its Fourier
expansion

φ (g) = ∑
M ′
q,p(F)

φβ (g) ,
where

φβ (g) ∶= ∫
U ′
(q,p)

(F)/U ′
(q,p)

(A)
φ (gu) θβ (u)du.

It is again easy to see that
φβ (γg) = φγ−1

2
βγ1
(g)

and φ0 = 0, since φ is cuspidal.

Lemma 7.1.1.

∫
H(F)/H0(A)

∑
β∈M ′

q,p(F)
∣φβ (h) ∣dh <∞

Proof. It suffices to show that the integral is finite over a standard Siegel set of H0, i.e. let
H2n be the Cartan subgroup of GL′2n consisting of the diagonal matrices with entries in a fixed
maximal subfield E ⊆ D, let Ω be a compact subset of GL′2n (A), let C be a positive constant
and let S (C) be the connected component of 12n of the diagonal matrices

a = diag (a1, . . . , ap, ap+1, . . . , a2n)
with a ∈ H2n satisfying ∣ ai

ai+1
∣ ≥ C for i ≠ p,2n and ∏pi=1 ai = ∏2n

i=p+1 ai = 1, see [22, Theorem 4.8].

Hence, we have to show that there exists a constant D such that

∑
β∈M ′

q,p

∣φβ (aω) ∣<D
for all a ∈ S (C) and ω ∈ Ω. We consider the function u ↦ φ (uaω) , u ∈ U ′(q,p)(A) as a smooth,
periodic function in u for fixed a and ω. Then its Fourier series is also smooth and converges
absolutely. To prove that this convergence is uniform, i.e. independent of a and ω, it suffices
to show like in the proof of [9, Lemma 2.1] that firstly, there exists a compact open subgroup
Uf ⊆ U ′(q,p)(Af) such that

φ (uu′aω) = φ (uaω)
for all u′ ∈ Uf and secondly, there exists a constant D′ independent of a and ω such that for any
X of the enveloping universal algebra of u(q,p),∞, the Lie algebra of ∏v∈V∞ U(q,p)(Fv),

∣λ (X)φ (uaω) ∣<D′.
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Here we denote by λ the left action of U∞ and ρ its right action. The existence of Uf as
above follows immediately from the smoothness of φ, since Ω is compact and S(C) normalizes
U ′(q,p)(Af).
To prove the second claim, we fix v ∈ V∞, a root α of H2n in U ′(q,p) and a root vector Xα of α in
the Lie algebra of u(q,p),∞. Recall that since H2n is a Cartan subgroup, such root vectors span
u(q,p),∞. Then

λ (−Xα)φ (uaω) = α (av)−1
ρ (ad(ω−1)Xα)φ (uaω) .

Now ad(ω−1)Xα is a linear combination of basis elements of g′v, whose coefficients are bounded,
because Ω is compact. Since a ∈ S (C), α (av)−1 is bounded by a constant multiple of ∣ap∣−M ∣a2n∣M
for some M ≥ 0.

Therefore, λ (−Xα)φ (uaω) is bounded above by

∑
j

∣ap∣−Mj ∣a2n∣Mj ∣φj (uaω) ∣,
for φj ∈ π. The following lemma will be useful in this and the following proof.

Lemma 7.1.2 ([9, Lemma 2.2]). Let φ be a cusp form of a reductive group G, which is invariant
under the split component of the center of G. Let R be a maximal proper parabolic subgroup of
G, let δR be the module of the group R (A) and let Ω be a compact subset of G (A). Then for
every M ≥ 0 there exists a constant D such that

δR (r)M ∣φ (rω) ∣≤D
for all r ∈ R (A) and ω ∈ Ω.

Since ua is contained in P ′(q−1,p+1)(A) and P ′(q+1,p−1) with respective modules

δP ′
(p−1,q+1)

(ua) = ∣ap∣−2nd, δP ′
(p+1,q−1)

(ua) = ∣ap+1∣2nd,
we deduce that ∣ap∣−Mj ∣a2n∣Mj ∣φj (uaω) ∣ is bounded above. This finishes the proof.

7.2 The next step is to observe that even though we are dealing with matrices over a division
algebra, Gauss elimination still holds true in M ′

q,p (F). Therefore, the H(F) = GL′p (F)×GL′q (F)-
orbits on M ′

q,p (F) under the action γ ⋅ β = γ−1
2 βγ1 are precisely given by the possible ranks of

the matrices. To be more precise, we say a matrix β has rank r if it is in the orbit of

βr ∶= (1r 0
0 0

) .
The stabilizer H1r (F) of the matrix βr is the subgroup of matrices of the form

(g1 0
0 g2

) with g1 = (a1 b1

0 d1
) , g2 = (a2 0

c1 d1
) , (12)
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where d1 is a square matrix of dimension r, a1 is a square matrix of dimension q − r and a2 is a
square matrix of dimension p − r. Now we can write

φ (g) = min(q,p)
∑
r=1

∑
γ∈H1r (F)/H(F)

φβr (γg) .

Next comes the proof of the generalization of [9, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 7.2.1. Let q > p. Then for any cusp form φ ∈ π′,
∫
G′q(F)/G′0q (A)

φ((g1 0
0 1p

)) dg1 = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 7.1.1 we can exchange the integral and sum in the Fourier series of φ, i.e.

∫
G′q(F)/G′0q (A)

φ((g1 0
0 1p

)) dg1 = ∫
G′q(F)/G′0q (A)

p

∑
r=1

∑
γ∈H1r (F)/H(F)

φβr (γ (g1 0
0 1p

)) dg1 =

= q

∑
r=1

∑
γ∈H1r (F)/H(F)

∫
G′q(F)/G′0q (A)

φβr (γ (g1 0
0 1p

)) dg1.

This equals by (12)
q

∑
r=1
∑
γ2

∫
P(q−r,r)(F)/G0

q
′(A)

φβr ((g1 0
0 γ2

)) dg1,

where γ2 is a matrix of G′q (F) modulo matrices of the form (a2 0
c1 1r

). Taking the integral first

over
U ′(q−r,r) (F) /U ′(q−r,r) (A)

and then over
P(q−r,r) (F)U ′(q−r,r) (A) /R (A)

shows that the claim follows if

∫
U ′
(q−r,r)

(F)/U ′
(q−r,r)

(A)
φβr (vg) dv (13)

vanishes for all g ∈ GL′2n(A). To see this, observe first that the character θβr can be extended
to U ′(q,p)(A)U ′(q−r,r)(A), trivially on U ′(q−r,r), since U ′(q−r,r) normalizes U ′(q,p). Thus, the integral

(13) can be written as

∫
U ′
(q,p)

U ′
(q−r,r)

(F)/U ′
(q,p)

U ′
(q−r,r)

(A)
φ (u′g) θβr (u′)du′.

This integral however factors through an integral over U ′(p−r,p−r)(F)/U ′(p−r,q−r)(A), on which θβr
is trivial. Since φ is cuspidal, the assertion follows.
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7.3 We now come to the proof Theorem 4.4.1. Before we begin the proof, let us remark the
following.

Remark. If π′ admits a Shalika model with respect to η, π′v admits a Shalika model with
respect to ηv , i.e. a continous intertwining map

(π′v)∞ → Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (ψv ⊗ ηv)

if v ∈ V∞ and a morphism of GL′2n(Fv)-representations

π′v → Ind
GL′

2n(Fv)
S(Fv) (ψv ⊗ ηv)

if v ∈ Vf .

In both cases Frobenius reciprocity gives us a continuous morphism

λv ∈ HomS(Fv) ((π′v)∞ , ψv ⊗ ηv) respectively λv ∈ HomS(Fv) (π′v, ψv ⊗ ηv) .
If v ∈ V∞ the so obtained map is a priori just an intertwiner of group actions, but not necessarily
continuous. However, the space of smooth vectors satisfies the Heine-Borel property, i.e. a
subset of (π′v)∞ is compact if and only if it is bounded on bounded sets and closed. Since a
linear map of Fréchet spaces is continuous if and only if it is bounded, the claim follows. If
v ∈ Vf we obtain λv without any extra steps.

For a cuspform φ = ⊗v∈V φv ∈ π′ we have that ∣φ (g) ∣≤ β (φ), where β is a semi-norm on

(π′∞)∞⊗πKff for any open compact subgroup Kf , since cusp forms are of rapid decay. Letting λ
be the Shalika functional associated via Frobenius reciprocity to our Shalika model, we obtain
that g ↦ λ (π′ (g)φ) is bounded. Thus, if restrict λ to smooth vectors obtain so the local Shalika
functionals λv, v ∈ V , we also have that gv ↦ λv (π′v (gv)φv) is bounded for all v ∈ V .

Theorem 7.3.1. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n (A). Assume π′ admits
a Shalika model with respect to η and let φ ∈ π′ be a cusp form. Consider the integrals

Ψ (s,φ) ∶= ∫
Z′

2n
(A)H′n(F)/H′n(A)

φ((h1 0
0 h2

)) ∣det′ (h1)
det′ (h2) ∣

s− 1

2

η (h2)−1 dh1 dh2,

ζ (s,φ) ∶= ∫
GL′n(A)

S
η
ψ
(φ)((g1 0

0 1
)) ∣det′ (g1) ∣s− 1

2 dg1.

Then Ψ (s,φ) converges absolutely for all s and ζ (s,φ) converges absolutely if Re(s) >> 0. More-
over, if ζ (s,φ) converges absolutely, Ψ (s,φ) = ζ (s,φ).
Proof. We apply Lemma 7.1.2 to the case R′ = P ′(n,n) ⊆ GL′2n to see that

φ((h1 0
0 h2

)) ∣det′ (h1)
det′ (h2) ∣

M
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is bounded above for any M , hence, Ψ(s,φ) converges absolutely. Indeed, recall that

Z ′n(A)GL′n(F)/GL′n(A)
has finite volume and hence

Z ′2n(A)H ′n(F)/H ′n(A) = (1n ×Z ′n(A))Ω,
where Ω has finite volume. Since above M can be chosen arbitrarily small, the claim follows.
For a suitable measure dz on Z ′2n (F) /Z ′2n (A) we have by (11)

Ψ (s,φ) = ∫
Z′

2n
(F)/Z′

2n
(A)
∣det′ (z) ∣s− 1

2

∫
GL′n(F)/GL

′0
n (A)

∫
GL′n(F)/GL

′0
n (A)

φ((h1z 0
0 h2

))η (h2) dh1 dh2 dz.

Inserting the Fourier series we see that the contribution of the matrices with rank r < n is 0 by
Proposition 7.2.1 and hence,

∫
GL′n(F)/GL

′0
n (A)

∫
GL′n(F)/GL

′0
n (A)

φ((h1z 0
0 h2

))η (h2) dh1 dh2 =

= ∫
GL′n(F)/GL

′0
n (A)×GL′n(F)/GL

′0
n (A)

∑
γ1∈GL′n(F)

φβn ((γ1h1z 0
0 h2

))η (h2) dh1 dh2. (14)

Contracting the sum and the integral and performing a change of variables, it follows that (14)
is equal to

∫
GL

′0
n (A)

S
η
ψ
(φ)((gz 0

0 1n
))η (g) dg.

Thus,

Ψ (s,φ) = ∫
Z′

2n
(F)/Z′

2n
(A)
∣det′ (z) ∣s− 1

2∫
GL
′0
n (A)

S
η
ψ
(φ)((gx 0

0 1n
))η(g)dg dz = ζ(s,φ), (15)

where the last equation is valid only once we show that ζ (s,φ) converges absolutely for Re(s) >>
0. To show the convergence we use the Dixmier-Malliavin theorem.

Theorem 7.3.2 (Dixmier-Malliavin theorem). Suppose G to be a Lie group and π a continuous
representation of G on a Fréchet space V . Then every smooth vector v ∈ V∞ can be represented
as a finite sum

v =∑
k

π (fk) vk,
with vk ∈ V , fk a smooth, compactly supported function on G and

π (f)w ∶= ∫
G
f (x)π (x)w dx

for some fixed Haar measure on G.
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Remark. Note that if G is a reductive group over F and (π′f , Vf) is a smooth representation of
G(Af), we can write v = π(f)v ∶= ∫G(Af ) f (x)π (x) v dx for some smooth, i.e. locally constant,

function f as every vector in Vf is fixed by some open compact subgroup.

We consider the action of GL′2n(A) on Sη
ψ
(π′). The cusp form φ is a smooth vector in π′, where

we consider π′ as a proper GL′2n(A)-subrepresentation of the corresponding L2-space. Applied
to our case this yields that Sη

ψ
(φ) (g) can be written as a finite sum

∑
k
∫
U ′
(n,n)

(A)
ξk (g (1n u

0 1n
))φk (u) du,

where the φk are compactly supported, smooth functions on U ′(n,n) (A) and ξk ∈ Sηψ (π). More-
over, all ξk satisfy the equivariance property under η and ψ and are therefore bounded by the
remark of Section 7.3. Applying this, we deduce

S
η
ψ
((g1 0

0 1n
)) =∑

k

ξk ((g1 0
0 1n

)) φ̂k (g1) ,
where φ̂k is the Fourier transform of φk. Recalling the definition of ζ(s,φ), we obtain

ζ(s,φ) = ∫
GL′n(A)

∑
k

ξk ((g1 0
0 1n

)) φ̂k (g1) ∣det′ (g1) ∣s− 1

2 dg1

Since the ξk are bounded, ζ(s,φ) is thus bounded by a multiple of

∑
k
∫

GL′n(A)
φ̂k (g1) ∣det g1∣s− 1

2 dg1,

which converges absolutely for s with real part sufficiently large by [12, Theorem 13.8] and thus
ζ(s,φ) converges for Re(s) >> 0.

7.4 We now come to the proof of Theorem 4.4.2.

Theorem 7.4.1. Let π′ be a cuspidal irreducible representation of GL′2n (A) and assume π′

admits a Shalika model with respect to η. Then for each place v ∈ V and ξv ∈ Sηvψv (π′v) there

exists an entire function P (s, ξv), with P (s, ξv) ∈ C[qs− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ] if v ∈ Vf , such that

ζv (s, ξv) = P (s, ξv)L (s,π′v)
and hence, ζv (s, ξv) can be analytically continued to C. Moreover, for each place v there exists
a vector ξv such that P (s, ξv) = 1. If v is a place where neither π′ nor ψ ramify this vector can
be taken as the spherical vector ξπ′v normalized by ξπ′v (id) = 1.

We follow closely the proofs of [9, Proposition 3.1, Proposition 3.2]. We denote by S (Ms,t)
respectively S (M ′

s,t) the space of Schwartz-functions on Ms,t (Fv) respectively M ′
s,t (Fv).

Proof. The first step is to prove the following lemma
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Lemma 7.4.2. There exists, depending on ξv, a positive Schwartz-function Θ ∈ S (Mn,n), such
that

∣ξv (((g1 0
0 1

) g))∣ ≤ Θ (b−1g1a)
for the Iwasawa decomposition

g = u(a 0
0 b
)k, u ∈ U ′(n,n) (Fv) , (a 0

0 b
) ∈H ′n (Fv) , k ∈K ′v .

Proof. We first assume that we are in the archimedean case. Using the Dixmier-Malliavin
theorem, it is enough to prove the claim in the case ξv being of the form

∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
ξv,1 (gh)Ψ (h) dvh,

where Ψ is smooth function of GL′2n (Fv) with compact support. Write g as

h = (1n u1

0 1n
)(a1 0

0 b1
)k1, g = (1n u2

0 1n
)(a2 0

0 b2
)k2.

We compute

ξv (((g1 0
0 1n

)g)) = ψ (Tr′ (g1u2))∫
GL′n(Fv)×GL′n(Fv)×K ′v

ξv,1 ((g1a2a1 0
0 b2b1

)k1)
Ξ (b−1

2 g1a2;k, k2, a1, b1) ∣det′v (a1b
−1
1 ) ∣−nd dva1 dvb1 dvk1,

where Ξ (v;k1, k2, a1, b2) is the Fourier transform of

u1 ↦ Ψ(k−1
2 (1n u1

0 1n
)(a1 0

0 b1
)k2)

This function and its derivatives have compact support, which is independent of the parameters
k2, a1, b1, k1. Thus, the respective Fourier transform are contained in a bounded set in the space
of Schwartz-functions on U ′(n,n) (Fv). Hence, there exists a positive Schwartz-function Θ1 and a
function Θ2 with compact support such that

∣Ξ (v;k1, k2, a1, b1) ∣≤ Θ1 (v)Θ2 (a1, b1) .
This is enough to show the majorization, since ξv,1 is bounded by the remark of Section 7.3.

In the case where Fv is non-archimedean we do not need the Dixmier-Malliavin lemma, since we
automatically can write ξv in integral form by the remark after Theorem 7.3.2.

In the next step we let v ∈ V be a place and consider integrals of the form

Z (ξv,Ψ, s) ∶= ∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
ξv (g)Ψ (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s− 2nd−1

2 dvg

for ξv ∈ Sηvψv (π′v) and Ψ ∈ S (M ′
2n,2n). Since ξv is bounded, this integral converges for Re(s) >> 0,

see for example the proof of [12, Theorem, 3.3].
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Lemma 7.4.3. The function
Z (ξv,Ψ, s)
L (s,π′v)

is meromorphic and if v ∈ Vf
Z (ξv,Ψ, s)
L (s,π′v) ∈ C[q

s− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ].
Moreover, there exists ξv,j ∈ Sηvψv (π′v), Ψj ∈ S (M ′

2n,2n) such that we can write the local L-factor
as a finite sum of the form

L (s,π′v) =∑
j

Z (ξv,j,Ψj , s) .

Proof. We first assume that Fv is non-archimedean. Let I(π′v) be the C vector-space spanned
by the integrals of the form

Z (f,Ψ, s) ∶= ∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
Ψ (g) f (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s− 2nd−1

2 dvg,

where f is a smooth matrix coefficient of π′v and Ψ ∈ S (M ′
2n,2n). To be more precise, the

integrals converge for Re(s) >> 0 and admit a meromorphic continuation. By [12, Theorem 3.3]

I(π′v) is a C[qs− 1

2
v , q

1

2
−s

v ]-ideal in C(qs− 1

2
v ) generated by L(s,π′v).

We will now show that the C-vector space spanned by the Z(ξv,Ψ, s) is I(π′v), which consequently
will show the claims of the lemma. To do so we introduce the space U consisting of smooth
matrix coefficients of the form

g ↦ ∫
K ′v

ξv (k−1g) e (x) dvk, g ∈ GL′2n(Fv), ξv ∈ Sηvψv (π′v) ,
where e is an idempotent under the usual convolution product on the functions supported on
K ′v.

Given ξv and Ψ, we define

g ↦ f (g) ∶= ∫
K ′v

ξv (x−1g) e (k) dvk, g ∈ GL′2n(Fv),
which is a smooth matrix coefficient of π′v and hence, for such f

Z (ξv,Ψ, s) = ∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
f (g)Ψ (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s− 2nd−1

2 dvg ∈ U .

On the other hand, for every f ∈ U and Schwartz-function Ψ there exists ξv ∈ Sηvψv (π′v) ,Ψ′ ∈
S (M ′

2n,2n) such that Z (f,Ψ, s) = Z (ξv,Ψ′, s). Indeed,

Z(f,Ψ, s) = ∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
∫
K ′v

ξv (k−1g) e (k)Ψ (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s− 2nd−1

2 dvk dvg =
= ∫

GL′
2n(Fv)

ξv (g)∫
K ′v

(e (k)Ψ (kg)∣det′v (g) ∣s− 2nd−1

2 dvk dvg = Z(ξv,Ψ′, s),
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where Ψ′(g) ∶= ∫K ′v e (k)Ψ (kg) dvk. This shows that the space spanned by the Z(ξv,Ψ, s) is

the space spanned by U . It therefore suffices to show that the span of U is I(π′v). But since
U is closed under right translations under GL′2n(Fv) and π′v is irreducible, any smooth matrix
coefficient f of π′v can be written as a finite sum

f (g) =∑
i

fi (gig)
for some suitable gi ∈ GL′2n(Fv) and fi ∈ U . Therefore, the final claim follows because then

Z(f,Ψ, s) = ∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
∑
i

fi (gig)Ψ (g) ∣det g∣s− 2nd−1

2 dvg =

= ∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
∑
i

fi (ggi)Ψ (g−1
i ggi) ∣det g∣s− 2nd−1

2 dvg,

where the last expression is of the desired form. In the case where Fv is archimedean, we argue
as above, replacing the action of GL′2n (Fv) by the action of the Lie algebra and K ′v and using
the Dixmier-Malliavin lemma.

We return now to the proof of Theorem 7.4.1 and assume from now on that v is archimedean,
since the non-archimedean case can be dealt with analogously. We start with the second assertion.
We will only prove the archimedean case, since the non-archimedean case follows analogously.
Let SL′2n ∶= {g ∈ GL′2n ∶ det′v (g) = 1} and K0 ∶= SL′2n(Fv)∩K ′v. Using the Iwasawa decomposition
we can write

Z (ξv,Ψ, s) = ∫
H′n(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)×K0

ξv ((a x

0 b
)k)Ψ((a x

0 b
)k)

∣det′v (a) ∣s− 1

2 ∣det′v (b) ∣s−nd−1

2 dvadvbdvxdvk.

We introduce the function

Ξ (u, t,w;k) ∶= ∫
H′n(Fv)

Ψ((x y

0 w
)k) (Tr′ (yt) −Tr′ (xu)) dvxdvy. (16)

If we put issues of convergence aside for a moment, the Fourier inversion formula and a change
of variables imply that

Z (ξv, f, s) = ∫
SL′

2n(Fv)×GL′n(Fv)
ξv ((a 0

0 1n
)x) ∣det′v (a) ∣s− 1

2 dµΨ (x) dva, (17)

where we define the measure µΨ on SL′2n (Fv) by

∫
SL′

2n(Fv)
Ψ (x) dµΨ (x) ∶=

= ∫
GL′n(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)×K ′v

f ((b−1 0
0 1n

)(1n u

0 1n
)(1n 0

0 b
)k)

55



Ξ (u, b, b−1;k) ∣det′v (b) ∣nd dvbdvudvk.

Let us now argue how to put the issues of convergence to rest in the integral of (17). Following
[9] we consider the unimodular subgroup Q of GL′2n consisting of matrices of the form

Q = {(b−1 u

0 b
) ∶ b ∈ GL′n, u ∈M ′

n,n} .
Thus, dµΨ = µΨ (q, k) dvq dvk, where µΨ is a smooth function on Q(Fv) ×K ′v and it and its
derivatives are rapidly decreasing, i.e.

∣∣q∣∣N ∣µΨ(q, k)∣
is bounded for all natural numbers N , where ∣∣q∣∣ denotes the usual height of q. Recall the
majorization α of the beginning of the proof and the remark before Theorem 7.3.1 and that we
obtained from Lemma 7.4.2 that

∫
SL′

2n(Fv)×GL′n(Fv)
∣ξv ((a 0

0 1n
)x) ∣det′v (a) ∣s− 1

2 ∣ dµΨ (x) dva ≤

≤ ∫
GL′n(Fv)×Q(Fv)

Θ(b−1ab−1)∣det′v(a)∣Re(s)− 1

2 ∣µΨ(q, k)∣dvq dvk dva

for a suitable Schwartz-function Θ. After changing a ↦ bab, we can bound this integral for
Re(s) >> 0 by a multiple of

∫
Q(Fv)

∣det′v(b)∣2Re(s)−1∣µΨ(q, k)∣dvq dvk dva,

which converges since µΨ is rapidly decreasing. Thus, we justified the rewriting of the integral
(17) and showed that the operator

∫
Q×K ′v

π′v (qk)µϕ (q, k) dvq dvk (18)

preserves the local Shalika model, since a priori the operator does not preserve smoothness.

By collecting the results so far, we can prove the following. By Lemma 7.4.3 we find ξv,j ∈
S
ηv
ψv
(π′v), Ψj ∈ S (M ′

2n,2n) such that

L (s,π′v) (7.4.3)= ∑
j
∫

GL′
2n(Fv)

ξv,j (g)Ψj (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s−nd− 1

2 dvg
(17)=

=∑
j
∫

GL′n(Fv)
ξ′v,j ((g1 0

0 1n
)) ∣det′v (g) ∣s− 1

2 dvg1,

where
ξ′v,j (g) = ∫

SL′
2n(Fv)

ξv,j (gx)µΨj (x) dvx.
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Since we showed that (18) preserves Sηv
ψv
(π′v), we have ξ′v,j ∈ Sηvψv(π′v) and therefore we proved

the second claim of Theorem 7.4.1.

Next, we show the first claim of Theorem 7.4.1. We apply the Dixmier-Malliavin lemma to
Q ×K ′v and write

ξv (g) =∑
j
∫

GL′n(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)×K ′v
ξv,j (g (b−1 0

0 1n
)(1n u

0 1n
)(1n 0

0 b
)k)

Γj (u, b, k) ∣det′v (b) ∣nd dvb dvu dvk,

where Γj are smooth functions with compact support on GL′n (Fv)×U ′(n,n) (Fv)×K ′v. Let Λj be

the projection of the support of Γj to U ′(n,n) (Fv) and let Ψ ∈ S (M ′
n,n) be such that Ψ (b−1) = 1

for b ∈ ⋃j Λj , where we identify U ′(n,n) with M ′
n,n. Define

Γ′j ((a x

0 b
) ;k) ∶= ∫

U ′
(n,n)

(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)
Γj (u, b, k)Ψ (v)ψ (Tr (xu − yv)) dvudvv.

Then ζv (s, ξv) can be written as

ζv (s, ξv) =
=∑

j
∫
H′n(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)×K ′v

ξv,j ((a x

0 b
)k)Γ′j ((a x

0 b
) ;k)

∣det′v (a) ∣s+nd− 1

2 ∣∣det′v (b) ∣s+nd− 1

2 dvadvbdvxdvk.

(19)

Let
Ω1 ∶= {(a, b) ∈M ′

n,2n ∶ (a, b) ∶ D2n → Dn surjective}.
The group GL′n(Fv) acts from the left and the group K ′v from the right on Ω1(Fv). The resulting
action of GL′n(Fv) ×K ′v is transitive. The stabilizer of (0,1n) is the group (k−1

2 , k), where

k = (k1 0
0 k2

) ∈K ′v ∩ P ′(n,n)(Fv)
for some k1. Let

Ω ∶= {(a b

c d
) ∈M ′

2n,2n ∶ (c, d) ∈ Ω1} .
Let S (Ω) be the space of smooth functions ϕ∶Ω(Fv)→ C such that

1. ∣a∣2n∣b∣2nϕ(g), g = (a b

c d
) is bounded for all n ∈ ZZ,

2. The projection of the support of φ to Ω1(Fv) is compact,

3. If D is a differential operator which commutes with additive changes in (a, b) then Dϕ ∈
S (Ω).
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Analogously we define the space

Ω0 ∶= {(a b

0 d
) ∈M ′

2n,2n ∶ det′v (d) ≠ 0}
and S (Ω0 ×K

′
v). The natural map

r∶Ω0(Fv) ×K ′v → Ω(Fv), (p, k) ↦ pk

is surjective, proper, and a submersion and the inverse image of pk is

r−1(pk) = {(pk′−1, k′k) ∶ k′ ∈K ′v ∩P ′(n,n) (Fv)}.
Lemma 7.4.4. Let ϕ ∈S (Ω0 ×K

′). Then

ϕ∗ (pk) = ∫
K ′v∩P(n,n)(Fv)

ϕ(pk′−1, k′k) dvk
′

belongs to S (Ω).
We postpone the proof of this lemma to see how it finishes the proof of the first claim of
Theorem 7.4.1. Recall

ζ (s,π′v) (19)= ∑
j
∫
H′n(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)×K ′v

ξv,j ((a x

0 b
)k)

Γ′j ((a x

0 b
) ;k) ∣det′v (a) ∣s+nd− 1

2 ∣∣det′v (b) ∣s+nd− 1

2 dvadvbdvxdvk.

Observe that changing Γ′j by

(p, k)↦ Γ′j (pk′−1, k′k)
for some fixed k′ ∈K ′v ∩P ′(n,n) (Fv) does not change the integral. Thus,

∫
H′n(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)×K ′v

ξv,j ((a x

0 b
)k)

Γ′j ((a x

0 b
) ;k) ∣det′v (a) ∣s− 1

2 ∣∣det′v (b) ∣s+nd− 1

2 dvadvbdvxdvk =
= ∫

Ω0(Fv)×K ′v
ξv,j(r(p, k))∣det′v (p) ∣s−nd− 1

2∫
K ′v∩P ′(n,n)(Fv)

Γ′j(pk′−1;k′k)dk′ dpdk,

where we extend ξv,j trivially to Ω(Fv) and dp is a right P ′(n,n)(Fv)-invariant measure on Ω0(Fv).
Thus,

ζv (s,π′v) =∑
j
∫

Ω(Fv)
ξv,j (g)Γ′j∗ (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s−nd− 1

2 dvg =
=∑

j
∫

GL′
2n(Fv)

ξv,j (g)Γ′j∗ (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s−nd− 1

2 dvg,

for a suitable GL′2n(Fv)-invariant measure on Ω(Fv). Extending Γ′j∗ to a Schwartz-function of

M ′
2n (Fv) proves the first claim of Theorem 7.4.1 by Lemma 7.4.3.
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Proof of Lemma 7.4.4. It is easy to check that ϕ∗ is well defined and that the first two properties
are satisfied, so it remains to check the third. Let D be a differential operator of order 1 on
Ω, which is independent of (a, b). Since r is submersive, there exists a pullback differential
operator D∗ on Ω0(Fv) × K ′v such that (D∗φ)∗ = Dφ∗, hence, it is enough to show that D∗

leaves S (Ω0 ×K
′) invariant. Assume that D is an operator in (a, b), hence, without loss of

generality it acts on a function ϕ′ by

d

dt
ϕ′ ((a + tX b + tX

c d
))∣

t=0

at a matrix X. Then we can choose D∗ such that it acts on a function ϕ by

d

dt
ϕ((x + tXk−1 y + tY k−1

0 m
) ;k)∣

t=0
,

which is a differential operator in the variables x, y, whose coefficients depend only on k. There-
fore, the obtained function stays in S (Ω0 ×K

′
v).

The second possibility is that D is a differential operator on Ω1. Since any such operator is the
linear combination of operators defined by invariant vector fields on GL′n(Fv) and K ′v. First
assume that D acts on ϕ′ by

d

dt
ϕ′ ( a b

exp (tX) c exp (tX)d)∣
t=0

where X is an element of the Lie algebra of GL′n(Fv). Then we can choose again D∗ such that
it acts on ϕ by

d

dt
ϕ((x y

0 exp (tX)m) ;k)∣
t=0
,

which clearly leaves S (Ω0 ×K
′) invariant.

Finally, for an element Y ∈ k′v, the value of D on ϕ′ is the difference, of the two operators D1

and D2 applied to ϕ′, given by

d

dt
ϕ′ ((a b

c d
) exp (tY ))∣

t=0

and
d

dt
ϕ′ (a exp (tY ) b exp (tY )

c d
)∣
t=0
.

We can then choose D∗1 to act as

d

dt
φ (p, k exp (tY ))∣t=0 ,

which preserves S (Ω0 ×K
′). By the first case we considered, D2∗ does so too, since it is a

differential operator in (a, b) with polynomial coefficients.

59



The last step in the proof of Theorem 7.4.1 concerns the special case of π′v and ψv being un-
ramified. Thus, assume π′v is unramified and let ξv,0 be the corresponding vector in the Shalika
model, i.e. the one fixed by GL2dvn (O′v). Then, using [12, Lemma 6.10], we know that

L (s,π′v) = ∫
GL2dvn(O′v)

f (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s−nd− 1

2 dvg,

where f is a spherical function attached to π′v, i.e. the matrix coefficient of π′v is of the form
g ↦ v∨0 (π′v(g)v0), where v0 and v∨0 are non-zero vectors of π′v and π′∨v fixed by by the maximal
open compact subgroup GL2dvn (O′v). Let Ψv be the characteristic function of GL2dvn (O′v).
Then following the proof of Lemma 7.4.3 shows that

L (s,π′v) = ∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
ξv,0 (g)Ψv (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s−nd− 1

2 dvg

Recall, that ζ (s, ξv,0) can by (17) also be written as

ζv (s, ξv,0) = ∫
H′n(Fv)×U ′(n,n)(Fv)×K ′v

ξv,0 ((a 0
0 1n

)(b−1 0
0 1n

)(1n u

0 1n
)(1n 0

0 b
)k)

Ξ (u, b, b−1;k) ∣det′v (a) ∣s− 1

2 ∣det′v (b) ∣nd dvadvbdvudvk, (20)

where we plugged in the definition of µΨv and Ξ is defined by (16). It is easy to see that Ξ
vanishes unless u, b and b−1 have entries in O′v, since the conductor of ψv is Ov. Therefore, (20)
equals to

∫
GL′

2n(Fv)
ξv,0 (g)Ψv (g) ∣det′v (g) ∣s−nd− 1

2 dvg,

which proves the claim.
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