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A UNIVERSAL EULER SYSTEM FOR GSp,

DAVID LOEFFLER AND SARAH LIVIA ZERBES

ABSTRACT. In our earlier work with Christopher Skinner we constructed Euler systems for
the 4-dimensional spin Galois representations corresponding to automorphic forms for GSp,. This
construction depended on various arbitrary choices of local test data. In this paper, we use multiplicity-
one results for smooth representations to determine how these Euler system classes depend on the choice
of test data, showing that all of these classes lie in a 1-dimensional space and are explicit multiples (given
by local zeta-integrals) of a “universal” class independent of the choice of test data.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. This paper is intended as a complement to our recent work with Christopher
Skinner, in which we constructed an Euler system for four-dimensional Galois representations arising
from cuspidal automorphic representations of GSp,. The construction of this Euler system depends on
certain choices of auxiliary local data (“test data”). In op.cit. we simply worked with an arbitrary fixed
choice of these data, but it is far from obvious a priori what the best choice should be.

In this note, we show that different choices of these data only affect the Euler system by a scaling
factor, and that these scaling factors are explicitly given by local zeta integrals. This work will be used
in forthcoming papers as an input for proving an explicit reciprocity law relating the Euler system classes
to special values of L-functions.

Note. The results of this paper have previously been circulated as a component part of the preprint
[LZ20] which also contained the proof of the reciprocity law. Since the results here use rather different
methods from the proof of the reciprocity law (and the combined paper [LZ20] had become excessively
long), we have factored out these representation-theoretic arguments into the present separate paper.
We hope these methods will also be of interest for other Euler system constructions beyond the scope of

GSpy.

1.2. Main results. We briefly recall the relevant constructions from [LSZ22]. Let r; > 5 > 0 be
integers, and choose ¢,r with 0 < ¢ < ro and 0 < r < r1 — 3. In this introduction we suppose q < 79,
which simplifies the statements slightly. In Definition 8.3.1 of [LSZ22], we defined a map

celerl . S(A?; Q) @ H(G(Af); Q) — Hélot (Ya, Da(—9))

where Y is the Shimura variety for GSp,, and D is a relative motive over Yg corresponding to an
algebraic representation of G of highest weight (r1,72). Here S(A#; Q) is the space of Q-valued Schwartz
functions on A}, and H(G(A¢); Q) the Hecke algebra.

We can obtain Galois cohomology classes by composing LE [97] with the p-adic étale realisation map,
for a choice of prime p. Let II be a cuspidal, non-CAP automorphic representation of GSp, /Q whose
Archimedean component is cohomological with respect to the algebraic representation of highest weight
(r1,72). By projecting to the IIY-isotypical component of étale cohomology, we obtain classes in the
Galois cohomology of Vii(—¢q), where Vy is the 4-dimensional p-adic Galois representation associated to
II. This step depends on a choice of homomorphism of Galois representations H3, (YG,67 Dq,)[IY] — Vi
(a “modular parametrisation”).

Our first main result shows that after restricting to a character eigenspace, this entire construction
factors through a one-dimensional quotient. Let us choose a pair of Dirichlet characters x = (x1,x2)
whose product is the central character xq of I, and let S(A#; x~!) denote the x~!-eigenspace for the

action of Z* x Z* on S(A% Q).

D.L. gratefully acknowledges the support of the European Research Council through the Horizon 2020 Excellent Science
programme (Consolidator Grant “ShimBSD: Shimura varieties and the BSD conjecture”, grant ID 101001051).
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Theorem A (Theorem [3.6.4). Assume II; is generic for all finite primes €. Then there is a class
Aty € HY(Q, Vii(—q))

with the following property: for all choices of ® € S(Af;x™1), all & € H(G(A¢); Q), and all choices of
modular parametrisation of Vi, the image of £ (@ @ €) in HY(Q, Vii(—q)) is a scalar multiple of
z([;l;[ﬁq’rl (x). Moreover, the scalar factor is given by an explicit product of local zeta-integrals.

This is an analogue of the result of [HSOI] in the setting of the Beilinson—Kato Euler system for GLy;
compare also [Loe21) §6.2] for an analogous, but less complete, result for Hilbert modular surfaces. The
proof of Theorem A relies on multiplicity-one results for smooth representations of GSp, over local fields
due to Moeglin-Waldspurger and Rosner—Weissauer.

Our second result shows that the genericity assumption is essential:

Theorem B (Theorem3.6.3)). Assume that the central character of 11 is a square in the group of Dirichlet
characters. Then, if there is a finite prime € such that I1, is non-generic, the projection of LEI7) (2®¢)
to the 11y -isotypic component is zero for all choices of ® and &.

(We expect Theorem B to hold without the assumption on the central character; but this would require
generalising some results in the Gan—Gross—Prasad theory of branching laws for smooth representations
from special orthogonal groups to GSpin groups, and this theory has not yet been fully developed.)

For the goal of studying Galois representations, the vanishing of the Euler system for non-generic IT is
no loss: for any 1I satisfying our hypotheses, there will be a unique globally generic representation Ilgen
in the same L-packet as II, and Iz, will have the same Galois representation as II, so we may construct
an Euler system for this Galois representation using Il instead. We prefer to view Theorem |E| as
showing that there is no redundant “extra choice” in constructing the FEuler system given by varying
the representation in its L-packet, just as Theorem [A] shows that there is no redundancy obtained by
varying the test data.

Remark 1.2.1. In the case of Yoshida lifts, Vi} is a direct sum of two 2-dimensional representations, with
one summand accounting for the largest and smallest Hodge—Tate weights, and the other summand the
two intermediate ones. In this setting, combining Theorem [Bl and Arthur’s multiplicity formula implies
that the construction of [LSZ22] can only give nontrivial classes in the summand corresponding to the
middle two Hodge—Tate weights, never in the other summand. This is consistent with the Beilinson—
Bloch—Kato conjecture: any cohomology class arising from geometry must lie in the Bloch—-Kato H;
subspace, and the Beilinson-Bloch-Kato conjecture predicts that the summand of V{i(—¢) with the
outermost Hodge—Tate weights has Hé =0. o

We also give a precise formulation, and make some preliminary steps towards the proof, of a third
and much more difficult theorem:

Theorem C (to be proved elsewhere; see Theorem for precise statement). Assume I is generic,
II and the x; are unramified at p, and 11 is Klingen-ordinary at p. Then, for suitable vectors ngr €
Fil* Dyr(Qp, V1), we have

<77dR7 IOg Z([:l;[r’lq’r] (X)> = (*) ' ‘CP,V(Hax; —-1- ro +4q, 7").

where (x) is an explicit factor, log denotes the Bloch-Kato logarithm, and L, (11, x; —, —) is the 2-
variable p-adic L-function constructed in Proposition 10.4 of [LPSZ21].

If we assume 71 > ro then £, ,(II, x; —, —) factors as the product of the 1-variable p-adic L-functions
of IT and II x x5 1. and we can recognise the right-hand side as the product of a critical L-value of II x X2 !
(depending on r) and a value of the p-adic L-function of IT outside its interpolation range (depending on
q)-

The proof of this theorem will be given in a revised version of [LZ20], which will be made available
alongside this note. In this paper we give only the “smooth-representation-theoretic” preliminaries, which
requires the evaluation of the local zeta integrals appearing in Theorem A for various explicit choices
of test data. This is used to show that Theorem C is equivalent to a more concrete, but considerably
messier, statement involving pushforwards of GLy x GLo Eisenstein classes, which is the form of the
statement which we shall actually prove in the accompanying paper.
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1.3. Notation and conventions.

1
e We define G = GSp, C GL4 as the similitude group of the symplectic matrix < b )
-1

Denote by Ps;, Pk and B the Siegel, Klingen and Borel parabolic subgroups of G, given by
:)7 PK1:< :::>7 B = Ps; N Px.

Write Mg; and Mk for the standard (block-diagonal) Levi subgroups of Ps; and Pykj, and T =
Msg; N Mk, for the diagonal maximal torus. We write Ng;, Nk; and N for the respective unipotent
radicals.

o Let H = {(h1,h2) € GLa X GL3 : det(hy) = det(h2)}, and let ¢ denote the embedding H — G

given by
a b a v oy b
c d)’\c d = d g ‘

e For M € Z>;, we shall identify a Dirichlet character x : (Z/M)* — C* with the unique
continuous character of A*/Q* that is unramified outside M and maps w, to x(¢) for ¢ { M,
where wy is any uniformizer at £. Note that the restriction of this adelic x to Z* C A* is the
composite of the projection Z* — (Z/M)* with the inverse of x.

e In a slight conflict with the previous notation, if j € Z, and yx is a Dirichlet character conductor
p™ for some m (valued in some p-adic field L), we write “j 4+ x” for the continuous character
Z; — L given by z — 27 - x(z mod p™).

2. MULTIPLICITY-ONE RESULTS FOR LOCAL PERIODS

In this section we give a careful statement of a purely local uniqueness result in smooth representation
theory (Theorem [2.3.2]), and a semi-local variant, which will be used in the following sections to study
our Euler system classes.

2.1. Local theory: L-packets. In this section we let F' be a finite extension of Q, for some prime /,
and | - | the norm on F', normalised such that |w| = %, where w is a uniformiser and ¢ is the order of the
residue field. We let 9 be a non-trivial additive character F' — C*, which we can regard as a character
of N(F) via

lzx *
( “{_*m)wuw)-

1

Recall that for an irreducible smooth G(F')-representation p, we have dim Homyg)(p,9) < 1, and we
say p is generic if equality holds, in which case there is a unique subspace W(p) C Indﬁ((?)) (1) isomorphic
to m (the Whittaker model of p).

The set of isomorphism classes of irreducible smooth G(F')-representations is partitioned into L-
packets, which can be defined as the fibres of the local Langlands correspondence of [GT11a]. Each
L-packet has size either 1 or 2. We say an L-packet is generic if it contains a generic representation (in
which case it contains precisely one such representation); all non-singleton L-packets are generic. (See
[GT11a, Main Theorem] for these statements.)

We note that if P is an L-packet containing a tempered (or essentially tempered) representation, then
all members of P are tempered (resp. essentially tempered), and moreover P is a generic packet. This
is not explicitly stated in [GTT1Ial, but follows from the explicit description of the correspondence for
non-supercuspidal representations given in [GT11b].

2.2. Local multiplicity one for irreducible representations. We will need the following important
theorem:

Theorem 2.2.1 (Prasad, Emory-Takeda). Let m be an irreducible G(F')-representation belonging to a
generic L-packet, and o1, o3 trreducible GLy(F')-representations. Then we have dim Hom g (py (7 ® (01 X
0’2), C) < 1.
Moreover, if P is a generic L-packet for G(F), and the o; are generic representations, there is at most
one ™ € P for which Hompgpy(m ® (01 XM o3),C) # 0.
3



Proof. We note that for any irreducible representations 7 of G(F') and o of H(F'), the space Hompg (g (7®
o, C) has dimension < 1, by the main theorem of [ET23]. If either of the representations o; is non-generic
(hence one-dimensional), then o1 X o4 remains irreducible when restricted to H, so the first assertion
follows in this case.

If both o; are generic, then (o1 M 02)|g(ry may be reducible, but it is always a direct sum of finitely
many distinct irreducibles. Theorem 5 of [Pra96] shows that in this case there is at most one = € P, and
at most one irreducible factor o of o1 Koo, for which the Hom-space is non-zero; and the aforementioned
theorem of Emory—Takeda shows that this unique non-zero Hom-space (if it exists) has dimension 1. So
the result also follows in this case. (]

2.3. Zeta integrals. We fix a pair of characters (1, x2) of F'**, with x1x2 equal to the central character
X~ of m. Let 7 be a generic irreducible smooth representation of G(F'), and W(r) its Whittaker model
with respect to .

Notation 2.3.1. The notation S(F?) denotes the space of C-valued Schwartz functions (locally constant
functions of compact support) on F?. We write So(F?) for the subspace of functions vanishing at (0,0).

Hence there is a natural right-translation action of GLy(F') x GL2(F), and in particular of H(F'), on
the space S(F? x F?) = S(F?) ® S(F?), preserving the subspaces Sp ® S, S ® Sp and Sy ® Sp.

In [LPSZ21] §8.2], we defined a local zeta-integral Z(w, @, s1, s2), for & = &; @ &3 € S(F?) @ S(F?)
and w € W(m); it is given by the meromorphic continuation of the integral

/ W (h) f® (h;x1, 51)W 2 (ha; X2, 52) dh
(ZuNu\H)(F)

where f®1(hy;x1,51) is a Godement-Siegel section (living in a principal-series GLy representation) and
W®2(hy; x2, s2) is a GLy Whittaker function (with respect to ~1). See op.cit. for exact definitions.
In Theorem 8.8 of op.cit. we showed (as a consequence of the computations of [RW17, RWIS]|) that

the fractional ideal of C[g™*1*52] generated by the values of the zeta-integral, as W and ® vary, is the
principal ideal generated by L(m X x2,s1 — sz + 3)L(m, s1 4+ s2 — ). Accordingly, the quotient

A Z(w, @
(231) Z(w’Q7 S1, 32) = hm — (waf, 5117 52) -
(E&2)=(sum2) L(m X Xy, & — &+ 5)L(m, & + & — 5)

is a well-defined and non-zero map W(r) x S(F?) x S(F?) — C, for every (s1,s2) € C?. This has the
following equivariance properties: for any h € H(F') we have

(2.3.2a) Z ((h)w, hd, 51, s5) = |det h| 172 Z(w, @, 51, 50);
and if a = ((%1 0 ) , (‘” 0 )), for a; € F*, then

Oaz

> Z(w7g351752)
2.3.2b Z(w,a-P®,s1,89) = .
(2:3.20) ( 2 2) = B (an) Jaa P xala)

Theorem 2.3.2. Let (s1,s2) € C? with both real parts < 0, and suppose that m is tempered and X1,
X2 are unitary. Then the space of linear functionals satisfying (2.3.2a]) and (2.3.2b)) is one-dimensional,
and Z is a basis of this space.

Proof. By [Loe24, Proposition 3.3(a)], any linear functional satisfying (2.3.2b)) must factor through a
map from S(F? x F?) to the principal-series representation

l76‘1 —1 Slfl lfsz —1 527l
o=Ind (|- |27%x7 |- 772 | RInd (|- ]27%x3 ] 17272 ),

of GLa(F) x GLo(F); and if (2.3.2a]) also holds, then this functional must define a non-zero element of
HOHIH(F) (7‘1’ & U7C) .

So it suffices to show that Homp(p) (7 ® o, C) has dimension < 1. The vast majority of cases can be

handled by one or other of the following two results:

e If ¢ is irreducible as a representation of GLy(F) x GLy(F'), then this is an instance of Theo-

rem 222771
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e If x, is a square in the group of characters of F'*, then we can reduce to the case when 7, o have
trivial central characters. In this case, m and o factor through SO(5, F') and SO(4, F') respectively,
and the representation o is of the type considered in [MW12] §1.3]B so the Proposition loc.cit.
shows that in this case we have dim Homgp) (7 ® 0,C) < 1 (whether or not o is reducible).

So it suffices to suppose that ¢ is reducible as an H-representation, and its central character is not a
square. The assumption Re(s;) < 0 implies that o has a unique generic irreducible constituent og, and
this appears as a subrepresentation; it is the image of So(F?) ® So(F?) in 0. So we can consider the
restriction map

HOHIH(F) (71' ® o, C) — HOII]H(F) (’/T ® op, C) .
The space Hom g gy (7 ® 09, C) has dimension < 1, by the aforementioned result of Emory-Takeda.

The restriction of the zeta-integral to Sp(F?) ® So(F?) is analysed in detail in [Loe24], building on
the works of Rosner—Weissauer cited above. These results show that Z vanishes on 7 ® g if and only if
§=351+852— % is a subregular pole for the two-parameter zeta-integral, in the sense of [Loe24] Definition
4.8] — equivalently, there exists a choice of Bessel model for which it is a subregular pole for the Bessel
zeta integral in the sense of [RW1S]. A case-by-case enumeration carried out in §5 of [RW1IS8] shows that
if 1+ 89 — % is not a subregular pole, then in fact Hom g p) (mr ® o/0p, C) =0, so the above restriction
map is bijective. So we need to show that if x, is not a square, then s; + s — % cannot be a subregular
pole.

Every generic irreducible representation of GSp,(F) is either supercuspidal, or one of the Sally—Tadic
types {la, ..., XlIa} (classified in [ST93]; see Appendix A of [RS07] for summary tables). There is
nothing to prove in the supercuspidal cases or for types VII, VIIla, IXa, since the L-factors for these
representations have no poles at all (and a subregular pole is a fortiori a pole). For types I and X, if 7 is
tempered, then all poles of its L-factor have imaginary part 0, while Re(s; + so — %) < —%, SO §1+ 82 — %
cannot be a pole. For types Ila, IVa, Va, VIa and Xla, the central character of 7 is always a square, so
these cases are covered using Moeglin—Waldspurger’s results. This leaves only type IIla; but it is shown
in [RW18] that L-factors for type IIla representations never have any subregular poles. [l

As a by-product of the proof we also obtain the following corollaries:

Corollary 2.3.3. If 7 is a tempered irreducible principal series representation, x; are unitary characters,
and (s1,s2) have real parts < 0, then any non-zero trilinear form on W(r) ® S(F?) ® S(F?) satisfying
(2.3.24) and (2.3.2b)) has non-zero restriction to W(r) @ So(F?) @ So(F?). O

Corollary 2.3.4. If x is a square, the x; are unitary, and 7 is a tempered but non-generic represen-
tation, then we have Homgpy (7 ® 0,C) = 0.

Proof. This follows from a careful study of the arguments of [MW12]: their argument actually shows
that Hom gy (7 ® 0, C) has the same dimension as the space of Whittaker functionals on 7, so this is
0 if 7 is not generic. O

(We expect Corollary to hold without the assumption on the central character, but we do not
know a reference where this is treated in full generality.)

2.4. Adelic results. Let A¢ denote the ring of finite adeéles of Q, and let II; be an irreducible admissible
smooth representation of G(Ar), with finite-order central character xy. We assume that the local factors
II, are tempered for all Z; and we take x1, x2 to be arbitrary Dirichlet characters whose product is y. We
let 1) be a continuous additive character of A trivial on Q, and we suppose IIf has a Whittaker model
with respect to .

We shall apply the results of the previous sections to the G(Qg)-representation Ily, for every ¢, taking
(s1,82) = (f%, f%’) for integers t; > 0. Tensoring together the corresponding local maps, we obtain a
bilinear form B B

Zs = [[ 2o - W(iLy) @ S(AF) x S(A}) - C,

v

satisfying the obvious semilocal analogues of Eqgs. (2.3.2a)) and (2.3.2b)). From the analysis above, this
must factor via an H(Af)-equivariant map

W) ® ¢ — C,

where ¥ is an admissible (but not generally finite-length) principal-series H (Af)-representation given
by the product of the local principal-series representations o above for each ¢. It follows readily from

INote that our = is the o of op.cit., and our o is their o’.
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Theorem that the space of such H(Af)-equivariant homomorphisms is 1-dimensional, and Zis a
basis vector.
Now let S(g)(Af x A7) denote the space of functions vanishing identically on the subspace (0,0) x Af

if t; = 0, and along A? x (0,0) if to = 0 (and along both subspaces if t; =t = 0). Let Z§0) denote the
image of this space in ¥¢. We make similar definitions locally, so that

li
e/ = @ mu/ml.
V4

;i ) 1 i i s i
(Note this quotient is very often zero; in fact, if neither of the ¢; is 0, or if neither of the x; is the trivial
character, then ZEO) = .)

Proposition 2.4.1. The restriction map

Homp(a,) (Il x ¥, C) — Homp(a,) (nf e c)

is a bijection. In particular the space Homp(a,) (Hf X EEO), C) s one-dimensional and spanned by the
image of Z.

Proof. We follow essentially the same argument as [HS01, Proposition 2.2], which is an analogous state-
ment for Kato’s Euler system. We know that there exist many primes ¢ such that the local restriction
map

Hompr(ap) (e x 3¢, C) — Homp(ay) (Hz x £ C)

1
2

the preceding proof, any unramified prime will suffice.) So, given any H-invariant 3 : II x Ego) — C, we

is a bijection: it suffices to take any prime for which L(m, s1 + s3 — 5) is not a subregular pole, and by

/
can restrict 3 to zéo) ® ® e >4, and this linear functional will extend uniquely to a linear functional
q

3 on X¢. One checks that 3 actually agrees with 3 on the whole of Ego). O

2.5. Fields of definition. In our global applications, II¢ will be the finite part of an automorphic
representation whose Archimedean component is determined by a pair of integers r; > ro > 0; and the
twist I} == Iy @ || - ||~"++72) will be definable over a number field E. There is a canonical bijection
between W(II;) and W(II}), so we can regard Z as a linear functional on W(II}) ® S(A2 x A%, C). We
shall take s; = —% for integers t; > 0.

Since II¢ is definable over F, the Whittaker model has a canonical E-structure: we have W(Il¢) =
W(Il¢)g ® C, where W(IIg) g C W(IIy) is the space of E-rational Whittaker functions as defined as in
ILPSZ21l, Definition 10.2].

Proposition 2.5.1. Ift; +to = r1 + ro mod 2, angf E contains the values of the x; and also an N-th
root of unity where N is the conductor of x2, then Z is the base-extension to C of a linear functional
W) g ® S(A? x A2 E) — E.
Proof. An elementary check, using the definition of the zeta-integral and the F-structure on the Whit-
taker model, shows that if w € W(II}) g and ® € S(A? x A E), then the values of the zeta-integral lie
in £EQ* and transform under Gal(EQ?"/E) via
Z(wv g)g = X2(0)2Z(wv Q)v

where Y is regarded as a character of Gal(Q?®"/Q) by composing with the mod N cyclotomic character.
(This is a mild generalisation of Proposition 8.11 of [LPSZ21].) Thus if E contains an N-th root of unity,
this action is trivial for all o € Gal(EQ®/E) and hence Z(w, ®) descends to E. O

Remark 2.5.2. We can dispense with the need to introduce N-th roots of unity if we renormalise Z by a
Gauss sum, but we are principally interested in the case xyo = 1 anyway, so we shall not do this here. ¢

3. EULER SYSTEMS FOR SIEGEL AUTOMORPHIC REPRESENTATIONS

Here we briefly recall the Galois cohomology classes constructed in [LSZ22], and use the multiplicity-
one results of the previous section to understand the dependence of these classes on the auxiliary data
we have chosen.



3.1. Automorphic representations. We recall some properties of automorphic representations for
GSp,, following [LSZ22, §10.1]. We fix a Dirichlet character .

Endoscopic classification. The automorphic representations contributing to the discrete spectrum
L2,..(G, x) have been classified by Arthur and Gee-Taibi: see [Art04] for an overview, Conjecture 2.5.6 of
[GT19] for a precise statement for arbitrary GSpin groups, and Theorem 7.4.1 for its proof in the case of
GSping = GSp,. They can be partitioned into global packets, one for each “Arthur parameter” 7, which
is a formal sum of y-self-dual cuspidal automorphic representations of GL; and GLs satisfying certian
conditions. We shall be interested in the case of semisimple parameters 7, which are given by either
a single y-selfdual cuspidal automorphic representation of GLs (“general type”), or a pair of distinct
cuspidal automorphic representations of GLo of central character x (“Yoshida type”).

The corresponding global packet ﬁT is a product of local packets f[n of G(Qy)-representations (and
these local packets are singletons for almost all v). In the general-type case, every element in the global
packet has multiplicity 1 in the discrete spectrum; in the Yoshida case, exactly half of the representations
in the global packet are automorphic, with multiplicity 1, and the remainder are not automorphic. In
either case, each local packet contains a unique generic representation, and the tensor product of these
locally-generic representations is automorphic and globally generic (a a priori stronger condition than
being everywhere locally generic).

Cohomological representations. Let r1 > ro > 0 be integers. This determines a pair of discrete-
series representations {IIZ I} of G(R) (forming an archimedean packet), with 12 holomorphic and
Y% generic, both having central character sign(rl_”); these are the “discrete series representations of
weight (ki1,k2)” in the sense of [LSZ22, §10.1] for (ki,k2) = (r1 + 3,72 + 3). We shall suppose that
x(—1) = (=1)"7"2 so that the central characters of these representations match the restriction of x to
R*.

Remark 3.1.1. The automorphic representations with Archimedean component ITZ are those gener-
ated by holomorphic Siegel cusp forms, possibly vector-valued, taking values in the representation
Sym("172) @ det "2+ of Uy(R). ©

We fix henceforth a semisimple Arthur parameter 7, of central character y, such that ﬁTOC is the
above Archimedean packet determined by (r1,73); and a member II of the global packet ﬁT which is
automorphic. We write T’ for the (non-unitary) twist I ® || - |[~("1*72). Then II’ is cohomological,
with coefficients in the representation V(ri,r9;71 4 72) of highest Weightﬂ diag(u, v, *,%) — u"v™. In
particular, I is C-algebraic in the sense of [BG14], so we may choose a number field E C C such that
IT{ is definable over E.

3.2. Shimura varieties.

Definition 3.2.1. For U C G(A¢) a sufficiently small level, and K a field of characteristic 0, let Yo (U) i
denote the base-extension to K of the canonical Q-model of the level U Shimura variety for G. We denote
by Yo k the pro-variety @U Yo(U)k.

Definition 3.2.2. For each algebraic representation V of G, let V denote the G(Ag)-equivariant relative
Chow motive over Yg q associated to V via Ancona’s functor, as in [LSZ22, §6.2].

Remark 3.2.3. Our conventions are such that the 4-dimensional defining representation V(1,0;1) of
G corresponds to the relative motive h'(A4), where A is the universal abelian surface over Yg q; and
the 1-dimensional symplectic multiplier representation V' (0,0;2) maps to Q(—1)[—1], where the square
brackets [—1] signify twisting the G(Ay)-action by the character || - ||~1. ©

Since V is a relative Chow motive, motivic cohomology of Y (U) with coefficients in V is defined: we
can choose m,n such that V is a direct factor of W®"(m), where W is the defining representation of
G. Then H. (Y5(U)q,V) is a direct summand of H**" (A", Q(m)), where A is the universal abelian
surface over Y (U)q. The equivariant structure implies that the cohomology has a Hecke action, so the
direct limit over all levels U is a G(Ag)-representation.

We use the same symbol V for the p-adic étale realisation of this motive, which is a locally constant
étale sheaf of Qp-vector spaces on Y (U)q, with a natural extension to the canonical integral model

Ya(U)zp ny if U is unramified outside N.

2This representation was denoted by V%? in [LSZ22], where (a,b) = (r2,71 — r2). We apologise to the reader for the
shift in notations.
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3.3. Automorphic Galois representations. Let E be a number field over which II} is definable, as
above, and L the completion of E at some prime above p. Taking V = V(ry,re;r1 + r2), the IIj-
isotypical part of Hgt, (Ye(U )67 V) ®q, L is isomorphic to the sum of dim (H? ) copies of an L-linear
Galois representation Vir (uniquely determined up to isomorphism). If II is of general type, then the
semisimplification of Vi; coincides with the 4-dimensional representation pr, associated to II as in
ILSZ22| §§10.1-10.2]. If II is of Yoshida type, Vi is a 2-dimensional direct summand of pry ;.

Remark 3.3.1. The representation pr, only depends on the Arthur parameter 7 (so we should perhaps
write it as pr,). Hence in the general-type case all members of the global packet ﬁT have the same
Galois representation (at least up to semisimplication, but it is expected that these representations are
always irreducible, and this is known for p large).

However, in the Yoshida-type case, the representation Vi1 depends on the choice of II within the
packet: for each possible Ily, exactly one of I @ 1L and IT; @ [TV appears in the automorphic spectrum,
and this determines which Galois representation we obtain as the II{-part of étale cohomology. In this
setting, the Arthur parameter 7 is given by 7y H 7, where f and g are holomorphic modular forms, of
weights m + 72 + 4 and 1 — 72 + 2 respectively, and we have p,, = ps, ® pgp(—1 —r2). Then Vi will
be pyp if oo = N and p, ,(—1 — 19) if T, = OY.

In particular, if we choose IT such that II,, is generic for all finite v, it follows from Arthur’s multiplicity
formula that I1,, must be IIYY, so the Galois representation we obtain is p, ,(—1 — 72). ©

It is convenient to fix a representative of this isomorphism class, as follows.

Definition 3.3.2. Let M(II;) denote an arbitrary (but fized) choice of E-model of II;. Then we define
VH = HOHIL[G(Af)] (ML, Hgt,c<YG,67 V)L) .

The representation Vi is then an L-linear representation of Gal(Q/Q), either 2-dimensional or 4-
dimensional, which is a distinguished representative of the isomorphism class of representations above.
With these definitions, we obtain a canonical isomorphism of G(A¢) x Gal(Q/Q)-representations

M) @ Vir — Hf, (Yo g V)L [T,
where the notation (. ..)[IIf] denotes the IT{-isotypic part.

Remark 3.3.3. Later we shall suppose II; is everywhere locally generic, and M(II}) is the E-linear
Whittaker model W(II{)g). In this case, one can give a slightly more down-to-earth definition of Vi
for generic IT using the newvector theory of [RS07] and [Okal9]. This allows us to choose a level
U(IT) such that W(IT{)V (D is one-dimensional and has a canonical basis vector w® normalised such that
wo(l) = 1. Moreover, since non-generic tempered representations of GSp,(Qy) are not paramodular, no
other representation in the global packet of IT has a U(II)-fixed vector. So evaluating at w identifies
Vit with the subspace of H, (Yo (U(IT))g, V)L on which the Hecke operators away from X act via the
system of eigenvalues assocated to II}, where ¥ is any finite set of primes containing all those where II
ramifies. o

There is a duality of G(A¢) x Gal(Q/Q)-representations
<<_a _> el : (Hg)t,c(YG,67V)) X (Hgt(YG767Vv(3)>) — L

given at level U by vol(U) - (—, —>YG(U)5: where (—, —>yG(U)6 is the Poincaré duality pairing on the
cohomology of Yg(U )6’ and “vol” denotes volume with respect to the unramified Haar measure on

G(A¢) (so G(Z) has volume 1).

Proposition 3.3.4. There is a canonical isomorphism between M(II{)r and the space

Homg,q/q) (Hg)t (YG@VV(?’)) e, Vﬁ) ’

i.e. the space of “modular parametrisations” of the Galois representation Vii, in the sense of [LSZ22]
§10.4]. We write {(m, —>>G for the modular parametrisation corresponding to m € M(II}) . O
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3.4. The Lemma—Eisenstein map. Let (¢, ) be integers with 0 < g < ry and 0 < r <7 — ro.
Notation 3.4.1. We let Sio)(Af x Af, Q) denote the space of Q-valued Schwartz functions on Af x AZ,

with GLa(Af) X GLa(A¢) acting by right-translation, satisfying the following vanishing property: ift; =0,
then ®((0,0) x —) vanishes identically; and if to = 0, then ®(— x (0,0)) vanishes identically.

In [LSZ22| §8.3], we defined a map, the Lemma—FEisenstein map
e S10) (Af x AF) @ H(G(Ar) = Hyoi(Ya.@, V" (3~ q))
satisfying a certain equivariance property, where H(—) denotes the Hecke algebra with Q-coefficients.
(Note that this map depends on a choice of Haar measures on G(A¢) and H(Ay); we take the unramified
Haar measures on both.) Denote by CS([;’T] the composite of this map with the étale realisation
Note 3.4.2. The étale cohomology of Y q (in the sense of the footnote) is related to Galois cohomology
of étale cohomology over Q via the Hochschild—Serre spectral sequence. Since no repesentation in the
L-packet of II{ can contribute to cohomology in degrees other than 3, the generalised eigenspace in

Hf (Ya,q, VY (3 — q)) for the spherical Hecke eigensystem corresponding to IIf¥ will be contained in the
homologically trivial classes (the kernel of the map to H%(Q, HZ, (Y, ))), which is the domain of

G,67 “ e
the étale Abel-Jacobi map into H*(Q, H3, (Y Qo))
Hence the natural projection map onto the II}'-eigenspace

eréV L H' (Q7 HSt(YG,Qv Vv(?’ - Q)) - H' (Qa Hg’t(YG7aa VY (3 - q))[H;\/D
lifts to a map

(3.4.1) AT (Y., (3 = @) = H' (Q HE (Vo g, VY (3 - a) ]

characterised as the unique Hecke-equivariant map agreeing with the II{Y-projection of the étale Abel-
Jacobi map on homologically trivial classes. We denote the composite AJ (M.q] oLEEﬁE’T] by

L€ 810) (A7 x A) @ H(G(AN) — H (Q L (Vo g, VY (3 - a)IIF]) -
(Cf. [LSZ22][§10.3].) o
3.5. Dual formulation. For our purposes, it is simpler to work with the bilinear form corresponding
to Egg’q’r] under Frobenius reciprocity as in [LSZ22, §3.9]. Any m € M gives a homomorphism

H3(...)[[V] — V¢, and hence a map
(m, LEGTT (=) ¢, + S0y (A} x AF) ® H(G(Ar)) — H'(Q, Vii(—q))-
Definition 3.5.1. Let
AT My x S(0)(AF x AR, L) = H'(Q, Vii(—¢)) @ || det ||~
be the unique L-bilinear, H(Ar)-equivariant map such that
(m, L@@ €)Y, = M€ w, @)
for all W € W(L}), @ € S()(A? x A?), and & € H(G(Ag)).
Unravelling the notation we have the following:

Proposition 3.5.2. Suppose that m € M(II{). Then for any open compact U C G(Ag) such that U
fizes w and V- =U N H(A¢) fizes &, we have

(M,q,7] — . [t1,ta] (pjglta L]
2 (m, @) = vol(V) <m>LU,* (Else@ )>YG(U)'

Here L[Lt,j*’tz] denotes pushforward along Y (V)q — Ya(U)q, and Eis'[;l’g] denotes the étale realisation of

the motivic Eisenstein class Eisl"'2] (c.f. [KLZ20, §4.1]). O

mot, P

3More precisely, since étale cohomology is not well-behaved over global fields (the absolute Galois group lacks good

finiteness properties), we regard ES&Z’T] as a map into the direct limit of étale cohomology of smooth Z[1/S]-models of

Shimura varieties Y5 (U)q, with both S and U varying, and S assumed to contain p and the primes of ramification of U.

lg:7]

ét

since any element of S(g) (A7 X A?) ® H(G(A¢)) is unramified at all but finitely many primes.
9

The terms in this direct limit are finite-dimensional over Qp, and LE is well-defined as a map into the direct limit,



3.6. The universal Euler system class. We shall now apply the local results of §2| to the Galois-
cohomology-valued bilinear form 271 (w, ®). We have already seen that this is H-equivariant if we let
H act by || det || 77 on the target.

Proposition 3.6.1. For aj,as € Q*, we have
) (w0, (4, ) D1 @ (% 4,) @2) = 07" - 03" - A9 (w, @y @ @)

Proof. This follows from the definition of the GLy Eisenstein symbol, which factors through the maximal
quotient of S(p)(Af) on which Q* acts via x — x7%; see §7.2 of [LSZ22] for a much more precise
statement. O

Let us now choose a pair of E-valued Dirichlet characters x = (x1, x2) with x1x2 = x. Let S(O)(A? X
A% x1) denote the (x7 ', x5 ')-eigenspace for the actio of Z* x Z* on S(0)(Af x A}, E), and similarly
without (0).

Corollary 3.6.2. If (—1)9"" is not equal to the common value (—1)"x1(—1) = (=1)"2x2(—1), then
2Mar] (), ®) wanishes for all ® € S(o)(A% X A%,Xfl), If these signs are equal, then for all ® € S(O)(A% X
AZ x7Y) and ay,az € A{, we have

Z[H,q,r] (w, (I)l X (I)Q)

*larll"txa(ar) - [lazl| =2 x2(az)

B a0 05102

Proof. We have Ay = Q* - Z* and the intersection of these subgroups is {£1}, so the result follows
from the previous proposition. O

Theorem 3.6.3. Suppose that x is a square in the group of Dirichlet characters. Then, if there exists
a finite prime € at which 11, is not locally generic, the bilinear form 271 s zero; equivalently, the

projection of ES([;’T] to the II{Y -isotypical component is the zero map.

Proof. This follows from Corollary Every @ is a finite linear combination of eigenvectors for
Z* x Z*, and the restriction of z™%"] to such an eigenspace is zero, by the corollary. O

So we may restrict henceforth to representations IT such that II; is everywhere locally generic, and
choose M(II}) to be the Whittaker model. For concreteness we take 1 to be the additive character of
A /Q of conductor 1 which restricts to  — e 2™ on R. Hence there is a Whittaker model W(II}) of II}
with respect to ©¥. We denote this space by W(II}), and W(II{) g the subspace of Whittaker functions
which are defined over E in the sense of [LPSZ21| Definition 10.2]. This gives a canonical model of II}
as an E-linear representation (and hence a canonical model of its Galois representation, as above).

Theorem 3.6.4. There exists a class

herl(x) € HY(Q, Vii(—q))

such that for all (w, ®) € W(I}) 1, x So)(AZ x AZ, x™ 1)1, we have

A7 (w, ®) = 2507 (x) - Z(w, D).

Proof. We have shown that the map ] (x) factors through the maximal quotient of W(II)L x
S(0)(Af x Af, x7 1)L on which H acts by || det ||~ and the centres of the two GLy’s act by the characters

bilinear form Z. Hence the result. O

bixg !, By the results of Section [2| this is one-dimensional and has a canonical basis dual to the

Note that if S is any finite set of primes containing p and the primes of ramification of IT and x, the

class zi2"] (x) is unramified outside S, i.e. it lies in the subspace H'(Z[1/S], Vii(—q)).

43ee remarks above on how we interpret Dirichlet characters as characters of ZX, which is the opposite of the naive
identification.
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4. EXPLICIT FORMULAE AT UNRAMIFIED PRIMES

We now evaluate the linear functionals Z (w, D, 51, 82) of explicitly, for some specific choices of
the test data. These results will be used as part of the proof of the explicit reciprocity law in [LZ20];*
but we present them here since the methods of proof match the remainder of this paper.

We shall let the local field ' be Q,, and we shall take for 7 the local factor II, of a globally generic
cuspidal automorphic representation which is unramified at p. For compatibility with our global results
we will be wanting to take Whittaker models relative to the restriction to Q, of the additive character
1 above (which satisfies ¥(1/p") = exp(2wi/p") for all n € Z), although our results are valid more
generally for any unramified additive character.

As above, 11 > ry are the weights of the algebraic representation for which II is cohomological, and
we write (a, 3,7,0) for the Hecke parameters of 7/ = 7 ® |- |~("#72). Our conventions are such that
ad = By = p"1tr213x(p), and the temperedness of 7 is equivalent to the condition that «, 3,7, § all have
complex absolute value p("1+72+3)/2

In this section x1, x2 will denote smooth characters of Q' such that xi1x2 = xr (the local factors
at p of our global characters above). As before, we take (¢,7) with 0 < ¢ < r9 and 0 < r < 71 — ro,
and consider the zeta integral at (s, s2) = (=%, —%2), where (t1,t2) = (r1 — ¢ — 7,72 — ¢ + r); the two
L-factors whose product is the GCD of values of the zeta-integral are therefore given by

-1
L(H781+82—%):|:(1—1ﬁ)(1-#)} 5
-1 1 o [ -t
LITx Xz o1 =24 3) = {(1 B P(T+r2+2>X2(P)) (1 B P("'“'Z“)m(p))}

4.1. Bases of eigenspaces at parahoric levels. Let w*P? be the spherical Whittaker function of .
normalised such that w*P?(1) = 1 (which is always possible). We are interested in describing Hecke
operators which will map w" to normalised generators of the eigenspaces at the various parahoric
levels, where “normalised” again means these Whittaker functions take the value 1 at the identity.

Notation 4.1.1 (Congruence subgroups). We write Si(p") for the depth r Siegel congruence subgroup
(the preimage in G(Zy) of Psi(Z/p")), and similarly K1(p™). We write Iw(p") (for “lIwahori”) to denote
the preimage of the mod p" Borel subgroup.

We are primarily interested in the parahoric subgroups Si(p), Kl(p) and Iw(p). Note that the Si(p)
and Kl(p)-invariants of 7 are each four-dimensional, and the Iw(p)-invariants 8-dimensional.

Notation 4.1.2 (Hecke operators). Write Uy s; for the operator pr1+72)/2[Si(p) diag(p, p, 1,1) Si(p)] on
751 and Us xa for p™ [Kl(p) diag(p?, p, p, 1) KI(p)] acting on 7KUP) | We define two operators Uy 1y and
Us 1w acting on the Iw(p)-invariants similiarly.

The normalising factors are chosen so that the eigenvalues of these operators are p-adically integral —
for Uy gi or Ui 1w these are {«, 8,7, 6}, and for Us k1 or Us 1 they are {pg—il, b

Lemma 4.1.3.

(1) The normalised generator of the Uy gi = av eigenspace of 75®) s given by

Si_ . B 7 B ] sph
o = (1 Ul,Si)<1 Ul,Si)<1 Ul,Si)w '

[0

(2) If a4+~ # 0, the normalised generator of the Uy k1 = W% eigenspace of TUP) is given by

1 1
o p— il 1o l_fi Ph
(1+2) pr2tiUs pr2tiUs ki pr2t1Us k1

3) The normalised generator of the (Ui 1w = a, Uz 1w = f‘—[il elgenspace in o) g given by
B ) P 2

Iw ary Si B Kl
wys=[(1—-——m— ) =(1-— ws.
o < PTzHUz,Iw) “ < Ul,Iw) of

In each case, it is obvious that the given vector lies in the relevant eigenspace, and the content of
the lemma is that it takes the value 1 at the identity. This follows by explicit computations from the
Casselman—Shalika formula giving the values of wgph on any diagonal element; an explicit form of this
formula in the GSp, case can be found as Equation 7.3 in [RS07].
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Proposition 4.1.4. If a4+ v # 0, then the image of wff under the trace map v — Z'yGG Z,)/Kip) V"V

is given by
o) =7 (1-35) (=) (- 55)

Proof. This follows from an extremely tedious explicit computation; rather than the Whittaker model,
one fixes an ordering of the Hecke parameters, giving a choice of model of 7 as an induction from the
Borel subgroup. The Klingen-invariants then have an explicit basis given by coset representatives for
B(Z,)\G(Z,)/Kl(p). A lengthy double-coset computation gives the matrix of Us k) in this basis; and
the trace map in this basis is explicit, so the result follows from a routine computation. O

Remark 4.1.5. A formula for Tr (wi%) is stated without proof in [GT05]. However, their formula differs

from ours, having terms of the shape (1 — %) rather than (1 — %) We believe the formula stated
above to be the correct one. o

4.2. Dual parahoric eigenvectors. To link up with the zeta-integral computations of [LPSZ21] we
also needed to consider eigenvectors for the “transpose” Hecke operator UiKl = p"t diag(1, p, p, p?) at
Klingen level. Given the above computations, it seems natural to consider the vector

1 By ay B
4.2.1 Kl/ = 1— 1 - —"1 1—- —= sph.
21 Yol T 2) ( prtiU; Kl) < prHiU; Kl) ( Pt g .

By dualizing the previous computation, we see that Tr (wK;i’) Tr ( aﬁ>

We briefly summarize how this relates to the computations of op.cit.. Let w =ry +ro + 3, and let A
be the unramified character of T(Q,) given by x1 X x2 % p in the notation of [RS07] §2.2, where p(p) =

p~ "%, x1(p) = v/a, x2(p) = B/a. Then IndBEQ ;(A) gives an explicit model of 7; and identifying the

Klingen Levi Mk with GLy x GL; as in [LPSZ21] §8.4], we can thefore write 7 = IndPKl (r ¥ ), where
6 = x1 and 7 is the unramified principal series pya X p of GLo (with normalised Satake parameters

{p—w/Qa’ p—w/Qﬁ}).
In op.cit. we considered the diagram of maps

IR

™ —— W(m)
(4.2.2) l

r— W(T)

Here the horizontal arrows are the canonical intertwining maps from the induced representations to their
Whittaker models, and the vertical arrow is given by restriction of functions in the induced representation
from G(Q,) to GL2(Q,) C Mki1(Q,) (note that this is only GL2(Q,)-equivariant up to a twist by a power
of | det|).

In op.cit. we considered a vector ¢; € m¥(P) characterized by the property of being supported on
B(Q,) - Kl(p) and taking the value p® at the identity. This maps to p3¢ € 7, where £ is the spherical

function of 7 satisfying {(1) = 1; and via the Casselman—Shalika formula, we have We(1) = (1 — p%)

Lemma 4.2.1. The image of ¢1 in W(m) is (1 — —)wff}g’

Proof. Since both vectors are UiKl—eigenvectors with the same eigenvalue, it suffices to check that they

both have the same trace down to spherical level. By construction ¢; has trace p3¢>sph where ¢gpn is
the normalised spherical function of ¢; and, by the Casselman—Shalika formula for GSp,, the image of

PPospn in W(r) is p3 (1 ) (1 — —) (1 — —) (1 — %) wespn- This agrees with the formula we have

computed above for Tr (wgé/ . O

Remark 4.2.2. Equivalently, w ﬁ is the unique basis of the U} K elgenspace in W(r )Kl(p) which maps
to the normalised spherical vector of W(7) via the maps of dlagram . o

4.3. Particular values of the zeta integral.
12



4.3.1. Spherical test data. We let ®%PP = ch(Z% X Zf,), and we let w*P" be the normalised spherical
Whittaker function as above. Then, as we have already noted, we have

Z(wh, @) = 1.

4.3.2. Siegel parahoric test data. We choose a Hecke parameter a and consider the vector w €
W()Si®P) of Lemma and we let ®% = ch ((pZ, x ZX)?). We shall compute Z(wS, @5 using
Bessel models.

As in Proposition 8.4 of [LPSZ21], renormalising Novodvorsky’s Whittaker integral by the factor
L(m ® x5 L 5)~! and evaluating at s = s; — 8o + % gives a canonical nonzero intertwining map from
the Whittaker model W(7) to the Bessel model B(w), with respect to a specific character of the Bessel
subgroup depending on the x; and s;; and this map sends the normalised spherical Whittaker function
to the normalised spherical Bessel function.

If B, € B(r) is the image of w € W(w), and ¢ € C, we define

Zw,e(h) ::/ By (( * ) h) |av|5+51+52_2 d*z,
Q[ 1

which is a meromorphic section of a 1-parameter family of principal series representations of H, dual
to the one containing the Godement—Siegel sections fg(_;x,81782) = P (—=;x1,51) ® f®2(—; x2, 82)
(cf. §8.1 of [LPSZ21]).

Proposition 4.3.1. We have

7 —1; 1 . 3 £
Z(w, ®,s1,82) = g%m <Zw,mf (s1+ 35,82+ §)> .
In particular, the limit on the right exists for all (w,®), and is non-zero for some (w,®).

Proof. This is a restatement of [LPSZ21] Proposition 8.4]. O

Proposition 4.3.2. We have

SooSi qsi 1 B ¥ ) 4 x2(p)p 2t
Z(wz , 05 = (p+1)2 (1 - p1+q> (1 - p1+q> (1 o pl+q> (1 - prz+2+TX2(p)> (1 - = a ) :

Proof. We use the Bessel-model description of Z (w,®, s1,82) given in Proposition Note that the
choice of Bessel model used depends on the value of 7, but is independent of g. The Schwartz function
@51 is chosen so that f®° is supported on the coset Br(Qp) - Iwg, where Iwy = Si(p) N H(Q,) is the
upper-triangular Iwahori subgroup of H, and its value at the identity is 1. The volume of this double

coset (for the unramified Haar measure) is ﬁ; so for any Si(p)-invariant (or just Iwp-invariant) w,
we have
~ _ 1
Z’w7(I>Sl = lim / 2w (B @h’S +§,S &) dh
( ) €50 L(7T,51+82—%—|—€) Bu\H ’5( )f ( 1 5152 2)
Zw0(1)

(p+1)2L(mw, 51 + 82 — %)

(Note that the denominator is finite, since 7 is tempered and R(s;) < 0.) Since w is by assumption
Si(p)-invariant, we have z, o(1) = F,(p~'7%), where F,,(X) is the rational function

n

p
_ n(ri+re+6)/2 n n
Fu(X)=Yp Bw(< p 11>>X.

nez
It is easy to see that for any Si(p)-invariant w we have
FU)(X) = Fw(O) + XFU‘w(X)a

so in particular Fy,si(X) is a constant multiple of 1/(1 — aX). We can determine the constant by
comparing with the spherical Whittaker vector w*P®: by Proposition 3.5.6(b) of [LSZ22], we have

(I—xapp" ' 77X) (1 = xa(p)p"'*7X)
(1-aX)(1-BX)1-7X)(1-6X)

and an explicit computation shows that we have

Fwsph (X) ==

13
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(1 _ X1(p)p’”1“’r> (1 _ X2(p)PT2+1+T>

Fsi(X) =
Substituting this into the formula Z(wS!, ®51) = ﬁL(HP,sl + 59— 3) ' Fusi (p7'79) gives the
result. (]

4.3.3. Klingen test data: the general formula. We now consider the case of test vectors of Klingen
parahoric level. This computation is largely worked out in [LPSZ21] §8.4, but without making explicit
the normalisation of the vector w € W(II) used, so we shall tease out this detail.

1
Notation 4.3.3. We let uxy denote any element of GSp,(Z,) whose first column is <6>
0

We shall assume that our Hecke parameters are ordered as («, 3,7, 0) with the common ratio v/« =
d/B not equa to —1, so that the vector w(}l%’ € W(m)X®) of [£.2.1)) is defined. As Proposition 5.6 of

[LPSZ21] we can extend this to a compatible collection of vectors wk! € W(m)KI®") for n > 1, all of
them eigenvectors for the operators Uy y, with eigenvalue a3/ pr2t1 and satisfying

1
wy ' = 3 > g-wkly Vn>1.
g€KI(pn)/ Ki(pn+1)

We define the following Euler factor:

E(m,m) = (1— P(Z) (1—%) (1— pm%) (1— pm%)

We write wSP! for the spherical Whittaker function of the GL representation 7, normalised so that
wPh(1) = 1; the values of this function along the maximal torus are given by

wf_ph ((pg (1J)) _ p—n(r1+rz+4)/2 (an + a”—lﬁ N IB") .

Proposition 4.3.4. Let 1, P, be Schwartz functions on Q%, with ®1 satisfying ®1(0,0) = 0, where &}
is the partial Fourier transform in the second variable only. Then for all m > 0 we have

Z(UKl . wffll”, (I)l X (1)2) =

-1
5(7‘(’,(])5(71’)()(2 ,T2+1+7‘)/ wSPh((wl))Wq)l(U1),_(“;q_r))W%((wl),_(T2_q+r))wdxm.
Q;

(I+p1)2(1—-p1) T 2 B

Remark 4.3.5. Here we are assuming that the integrand has no pole at the relevant value of (s, s2),
which can only happen if 7 = (r; — 75 4+ 1)/2 and £(7 x x5 ', 72 + 1 +7) vanishes. ©

Proof. This is a special case of Proposition 8.14 of [LPSZ21]. Since we are assuming 7 and the x; to be
unramified, the epsilon-factor term in op.cit. is 1; and the ratio of L-factors gives the two &£(m, —) terms.
Moreover, as shown above, our renormalisation of the Klingen test vectors is precisely the one which
scales the (non-normalised) GL, Whittaker function We of op.cit. to its normalised equivalent wPh. O

4.3.4. Particular cases. We define the following Schwartz functions on Q]%:
° fbécp =ch(Z, xZ}),
o &, =ch(Z, xZ)),
These will correspond to holomorphic Eisenstein series that are respectively p-depleted, or critical-slope
(hence the notation). We let ®» denote the preimage of ®, under the inverse Fourier transform (in the
second variable only); these are a little messy to write down explicitly.
Then we have the following formulae, assuming n > 0 and x unramified:
o W der ((pn 1) 75) = 11if n = 0, and zero otherwise.
o W Perit ((p" 1) ,8) =p ",
Accordingly, for m > 0 the integral of Proposition is given by

5 if ((I)ly (I)Q) = (q)dep; <I)Crit)y (q)critz (bdep) or ((I)depy <I)dep)§

-1
|:(1 —_ pl%q) (1 — pli""l)} s if (@1, @2) = ((I)crita (bcrit)'

1

5This will be automatically satisfied if II is Klingen-ordinary at p, since this ratio then has p-adic valuation r2 +2 > 0.
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Remark 4.3.6. The case of (Pgep, Paep) appears already in the computation of the interpolating property
of the p-adic L-function in [LPSZ21]. The case of (Pgep, Perit) Will appear in our formula for the syntomic
regulator; and the case of (®eyit, Perit) plays a somewhat different role — it is used in Section to
compare the étale class for II at prime-to-p level to an auxiliary étale class at Kl(p) level which is easier
to study. o

4.4. Twisted zeta integrals. To deal with certain “junk” terms that arise in the evaluation of the
p-adic regulator, we will need to consider a twisted form of the above integrals. We let x1,x2,p be
smooth characters of Q, with x1x2 = p?x, and consider the slightly more general integral

Z(w, ®; 51,52, X, p) = / w(h) f* (ha; x1, 51) 2 (ho; X2, s2)p(det h) dh.
(ZeNu\H)(Qp)

This is, of course, an instance of the GSp, zeta-integral of [LPSZ21], Definition 8.3] with 7 replaced by

T X p; but we want to focus on the case where 7 is unramified (as above) but p and the x; are not, so it

is helpful to also consider it as an instance of the GSp, x GL2 zeta-integral of op.cit. for m X o, where o

is taken to be the representation

o= =27 2p, |- [V x5 )

(subject to an appropriate definition of the Whittaker model of ¢ in the reducible case, as in the footnote
to Proposition 8.14 of op.cit.). The first interpretation shows that the fractional ideal generated by the
values of the renormalised zeta-integral

Z(...)

Z(...)= T — T
L(m x p,s1+ 82 — 5)L(7m X px5 ,51 — s2 + 35)

is the unit ideal of C[¢(**1, ¢*52]. The second interpretation shows that if ®}(0,0) = 0, then for m > 0
we have the special-value formula
— 1
Z(uk - why, @1 x © ; =
(it - w0, @1 B3, 81, 523 X ) L(T x 0 x0,81)L(TY x 0V,1—s1)e(T X 0,51)

3 x x
x W)’;@,_U/QXwi}*’((w1>>w¢1<<m;xl,sl>w%<<w1>;XQ,52>9<15|”dXz.

P

In this more general setting, the test functions we shall use are of the form
/dep,u,l/(x’y) = Ch(z;; X Z;) : ,U,(LI})I/(y), (I)lcritﬂ/(x’y) = Ch(ZP X Z;) ' V(y)?
(D)o Plaie = ch(pZy x Z))) - v(y).

for finite-order characters u, v, with X|Z,>f = p~lv (taking p to be trivial in the case of @/

erit.ys SO this

condition becomes simply X|Z; = v). Note that &/ (z,y) is the same function considered in [LPSZ21],

dep,p,v
Definition 7.5].
We have
p(—z)v(=1) ifz e Zy
0 otherwise

Whderwr (7 1) ;x,8) = {

and
lz|*v(-1) ifz € Z,
0 otherwise.

W@cm,u((r 1);X’ s) _ {

Thus, for test data Pdep, ;0 X Pdep,us,ve, dSSUMING (11 povs = 1 and p = vivo, the torus Whittaker
integral is simply the integral of the constant function 1 over Z;;, so it is 1. Similarly, for test data of the
form Pgep,u1,0n X Perit,, We again obtain that the integral is 1. In particular, the values for “dep x dep”
and “dep x crit” test data are equal.

On the other hand, the Whittaker function of (p)~*¢p®yit,, is zero at () unless @ € pZ,, so if we
consider test data of the form (p) '¢ - Perit vy, X Pdep us,ves then we are integrating the product of a
function supported on pZ, and another supported on Z,;. Hence the zeta integral is 0.

5. FORMULATING A RECIPROCITY LAW

We now formulate a precise relation between the canonical class 2] (x) and values of p-adic L-

functions. We continue with the same notation and assumptions on II as in the previous section.
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5.1. Hecke parameters at p. Assume II and the characters y; are unramified at p, and write w =
r1+1ro + 3.

Definition 5.1.1.
e We define the Hecke polynomial of I at p to be the degree 4 polynomial P,(X) such that

L<H;a §— %) = L(HP75 - T1+£2+3) = Pp(p_s)_l'

e The Hecke parameters of I at p are the complex numbers o, 3,7,8 such that

Py(X) = (1 -aX)(1 = BX)(1 = 7X)(1 = 6X),  ad=py=p" "= yn(p).

If E is any number field over which II; is definable, then the coefficients of P,(X) lie in Op; the
Hecke parameters are algebraic integers in F, and are well-defined up to the action of the Weyl group.
Extending F if necessary, we may assume that they lie in Op itself. All of the Hecke parameters have
complex absolute value p("1+72+3)/2 (see [Wei05, Theorem 1]).

Note 5.1.2. Our notations here for Hecke polynomials and Hecke parameters are consistent with the
notations of [LSZ22] (see Theorem 10.1.3 of op.cit. in particular). It is also consistent with §10 of
[LPSZ21], where the main theorems of that paper are given. Note, however, that the Hecke parameters
here are not the same as the (o, 8,7, ) in [LPSZ21] Proposition 3.2, which are the Hecke parameters of
a different twist of II,,. We apologise to readers of [LPSZ21] for shifting normalisations in the middle of
the paper. <

We shall fix an embedding £ — L C Qp, where L is a finite extension of Q,, and let v, be the
valuation on L such that v,(p) = 1. If we order (o, 8,7, 0) in such a way that v,(a) < ... < v,(d) (which
is always possible using the action of the Weyl group), then we have the valuation estimates

(5.1.1) vp(a) =0, vp(af) = ro+ 1.

Remark 5.1.3. These inequalities correspond to the fact that the Newton polygon of the p-adic Galois
representation associated to II lies on or above the Hodge polygon; see Proposition below. <

Definition 5.1.4. We say II is Siegel ordinary at p if v,(a) = 0; Klingen ordinary at p if v,(af) = ro+1;
and Borel ordinary if it is both Siegel and Klingen ordinary.

5.2. Exponential maps and regulators.

Convention. The representation Q,(1) of Gal(Q,/Qy) has Hodge-Tate weight 1, and crystalline Frobe-
nius ¢ acts on Deyis(Qp(1)) as multiplication by 1/p.

Recall the following result (which follows from Theorem 1 of [Urb05], together with the multiplicity-
one results of Arthur and Gee—Taibi cited above):

Proposition 5.2.1. The representation VH\GQP is crystalline. The eigenvalues of © on Deis(Vi1) are the
Hecke parameters {a, 8,v,8} of Section and its Hodge—Tate weights are {0, —ry — 1, —1r1 — 2, —1r1 —
To — 3} O

Lemma 5.2.2. For all 0 < g < 72, we have the following:

(a) The operators 1 — ¢ and 1 — pyp are bijective on Deyis(Vi(—q))-
(b) The Bloch-Kato H}, H} and Hg1 subspaces of H'(Q,, Vi (—q)) coincide.
(¢) The Bloch—Kato exponential map

Dgr (V11)

. 1 *(
Dy @ Vi)

ex

18 an isomorphism.

Proof. It is well known (see e.g. [BK90, §3]) that (a) implies (b) and (c). The assertion (a) amounts to
claiming that

{a, 8,7, 0} N{Lp,....p" " "} = 2.

However, all elements in the first set have Archimedean absolute value p("1+72+3)/2 and since 71 > o,
we have (1 + 72 +3)/2>ry + 1. O
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Since the localisation at p of the class zia?" is in H; (by [NNI6, Theorem BJ), it is also in H;.

Letting log denote the inverse of the Bloch-Kato exponential, we may define

Dar (V7
o (<) « Vi)
Fil quR(VH*)

Note that the target of this map is 3-dimensional (and independent of ¢ in this range).

= (Fil' Dar(Vir)) "

Assumption 5.2.3. We assume henceforth that 11 is Klingen-ordinary at p.

Lemma 5.2.4. IfII is Klingen-ordinary at p, then none of («, 8,7,9) has the form p™¢ withn € Z and
¢ a root of unity. (In other words, Assumption 11.1.1 of [LSZ22) is satisfied.)

Proof. Since all of the Hecke parameters are Weil numbers of weight w = r1 4+1r2+ 3, it follows that if one

of the parameters has this form, then w must be even and n = w/2. In particular, this parameter has

p-adic valuation w/2. However, if IT is Klingen-ordinary then «, 8 have valuations at most 7o +1 < wal,
w+1

and v, ¢ have valuations at least r; +2 > 5=, so none can have valuation w/2. [l

In this Klingen-ordinary setting there is a distinguished pair (¢, 8) of Hecke parameters of minimal
valuation, and hence a distinguished 2-dimensional subspace

(5.2.1) Deris (Vi) 9970, Q) = (1 - )1 - §)-

Note 5.2.5. From weak admissibility, we see that D (Vi) 2#)=0N Fil' must have dimension exactly 1,
and that it surjects onto the 1-dimensional graded piece Fil' / Fil™2 "2, ©

Definition 5.2.6. Let v be a basis of the 1-dimensional L-vector space Gr2tt Dar(Vir), and let var
denote its unique lifting to Deys(Vir)29=0nN Fil™2tt,

We can now formulate the key problem treated in this paper and its sequel:

Problem: Compute the quantity
5.2.2 Regl!bar] = <1/ ,1o (Z[H’q’r] )> eL.
( ) gu,can (X) dR, 108 | Zcan (X) Dar (Vi)

By definition, for any (w,®) with @ in the x~!-eigenspace, we have

(oo (127 2), = ) R
dR\VII

So it suffices to evaluate the quantity

02 (s (7)),

for a single (w, ®) with Z(w, ®) # 0.

5.3. Periods and p-adic L-functions. We shall relate the regulator RegLH’q”'] (x) to the p-adic L-

functions of [LPSZ21]; so let us briefly recall the construction of op.cit. (and slightly refine it by paying
closer attention to the periods involved).

P-adic periods. Recall that we have chosen a basis vector v of the 1-dimensional L-vector space
Fil* DdR(VH)

F2 2 Dan (Vi) This space is canonically the base-extension to L of an E-vector space, namely

Hompca) (W(Hl’v), H 2(Hf)E),

where H?(Ilf)p denotes the unique copy of Il inside a coherent H? of a toroidal compactification of
Ye g, as in [LPSZ21] §5.2].

Definition 5.3.1. Let 1™ be an E-basis of Hompgg(a,)) (W(Hg), HQ(Hf)E>, and let Q, (11, v, v218) € L*
be the scalar such that we have
v = Q, (I, v,v"8) . I8,

Remark 5.3.2. We could, of course, suppose v to be E-rational, so that we could take & = v and

Q, (I, v,v¥8) = 1; but it is convenient to allow more general v in order to allow variation in p-adic

families. <
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Archimedean periods. Theorem 5.2.3 of [Har90] gives an isomorphism between the (p, K )-cohomology
of the space of cusp forms on G(Q)\G(A) and a certain space of of harmonic differential forms, which
injects into the interior part of coherent cohomology of the toroidal compactification (Proposition 3.6 of
op.cit.). In our situation this gives a G(Ay)-equivariant injection

H2(p, Koo; ' @ V) — H?*(Ilf)c
for a suitable algebraic representation V,, depending on (r1,7r2). As in Proposition 4.5 of op.cit., the
(p, K )-cohomology can be computed rather more simply as
H?(p, Koo; ' ® V) =2 Homg_ (7, 1T')

where 7 is the minimal Koo-typeﬁ of I (whose highest weight is the same as that of V.Y @ A%(p™)).
See §2.2 of [HK92] for explicit formulae in the GSp, case. Since 7 appears in II._ with multiplicity one,
both Homg__ (7,11') and H?(Ilf)c are isomorphic to ITf, which is irreducible; so the above injection must
be a bijection, giving a canonical isomorphism

H*(Tlt)¢ = Homg__ (7, 11').

Remark 5.3.3. See Theorem 1.2 of [HK92] for a somewhat stronger statement under an additional
regularity hypothesis on the weight, showing that the subspaces H?(Il;), as Il varies over cuspidal
automorphic representations with a given discrete-series Archimedean component, span the whole of the
interior cohomology of the toroidal compactification. Without this additional regularity assumption,
there might be some non-tempered automorphic representations which also contribute to the coherent
cohomology; but (from Arthur’s classification) these cannot contribute to the IIi-eigenspace. o

We also have a canonical isomorphism IT" 2 W(IT'), the global Whittaker transform, mapping ¢ € II
to the Whittaker function given by

g Hlng)on (n) " Ldn
N(Q)\N(A)

where N is the unipotent radical of B. Composing this with the comparison isomorphism above, we
obtain an isomorphism

H?(Ilt)¢ — Homg_(r, W(IT')).

In [LPSZ21] §10.2], we define an element we € Hompg (7, W(II,)), mapping the standard basis

vectors of 7 to certain explicit Whittaker functions in W(Il,) constructed by Moriyama in [Mor04]
(normalised such that the associated zeta-integral is exactly equal to the Archimedean L-factor).

Proposition 5.3.4. There is a constant Q. (I1,v18) € C* such that the composite map

alg
W(lly) —— H*(Il)c — Homg_ (1,11') — Homg__ (7, W(IT'))
maps wg € W(IIg) to Qoo (I v*8) 71wy @ we .

Proof. Since all of these maps are G(Af)-equivariant bijections between representations isomorphic to
ITf, and II} is irreducible, it is clear that the composite is multiplication by a nonzero scalar. O

Remark 5.3.5. The quantities Q,(IL, v, v*8) and Q. (II, v*'8) each depend on the choice of v*&, but the
ratio
Q,(IL, v, v™8) ' @ QO (1,/"8) € L®p C

depends only on v; the dependency on v*# cancels out. <
The p-adic L-function.

Theorem 5.3.6. There exists a p-adic measure Ly, (11, x) € A(Z) % Z)) whose evaluation at (a1 +
p1, a2 + p2), for a; integers with 0 < ay,a2 < r1 — 12 and p; finite-order characters such that we have

(=1)MF2py(=1)pa(—1) = —x2(—1), satisfies
Ly, (I, x; a1 + p1,az + p2) B
Qp (I, v, v2le)

A(TT x pp ' 222 4 ay)A(TT X xg oy ' A2 + ap)
Qoo (T1, vale) ’

Ry(IT, p1, a1) Ry (T x x5 ', p2, a2) -

6This notion is most familiar for holomorphic discrete series, but can be extended to the non-holomorphic discrete series
representations considered here; see [Mor04] for further details.
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for some (and hence every) choice of V& as above.

Here A(II x p, s) denotes the completed L-function (including its Archimedean I'-factors). This was
proved in [LPSZ21] assuming ro > 1, and taking x = (x,id). See Proposition 10.3 of op.cit. for further
details, including the definition of the factors R, (II, p, a). The generalisation to arbitrary yx is immediate;
to extend the results to 75 = 0, we note that the only place that the assumption 7o > 1 is needed in
[ILPSZ21] is in order to show that the Klingen-ordinary cohomology is concentrated in a single degree. If
ro = 0 then this fails, but one still obtains a complex concentrated in degrees {0,1}, and since we only
care about the highest-degree cohomology this does not affect the proof of our main theorem.

(Note also that the interpolating property was only proved in op.cit. under the assumption that
a1 = ag, but by comparing interpolating properties at points with a; = ag, one sees easily that both
sides are unchanged if we swap the roles of (a1, p1, x1) and (az, p2, x2), so this condition can be removed.)

5.4. Statement of the regulator formula. We can now give a precise statement of the theorem we
shall prove:

Theorem 5.4.1 (to be proved). For any q,7 with 0 < q <12, 0 <7 <1y — 719, and (—1)27 01" =
x2(—1), the regulator of Eq. (5.2.2) is given by
2 g
Ep(IL, Q)EH(TT X x5 *, 7o + 14 7) b
where E,(II,n) = (1 - %) (1 - %) (1 — pﬂﬁ) (1 — ﬁ) (which is nonzero for all n € Z by

Lemma m}

Equivalently, for all test data (w, ®) with ® in the K_l—eigenspace, we have

(21— ) ]
. 14 H7 ; _1 —_ s . Z 7@ )
gP(Ha Q)gp(H, ro+ 1+ ’f‘) ‘Cp7 ( X ro 4+ q T) (w )

Regyed ) (x) =

v,can

(ILx;—1—r2+q,r),

(5.4.1) Regl e (w, @) =

v

Note 5.4.2.

(a) The factor £,(II, n) agrees (up to a sign) with R, (Il,id, —1—ry+n); that is, the Euler factors relating
L, to the regulator Regg?c’gr’l"] in the “geometric” range are formally the same as those relating it
to complex L-values in the “critical” range.

(b) If 4 — 72 > 0, or if Hypothesis 10.5 of [LPSZ21] holds, then £, , (II, j1, j2) factors as a product of a
function of j; and a function of j,. However, our proof of the theorem will not directly “see” this

finer decomposition. ©

5.5. Test data at p. We now choose specific test data at the prime p which will enable us to evaluate

both sides of (5.4.1)).
Definition 5.5.1.

As above, let ux) € G(Zyp) be any matriz whose first column is (1, 1,0,0)T.
Let K1(p) denote the Klingen parahoric subgroup (as in “Conventions” above).
Let U}, denote the operator p~"2 [Kl(p) diag(1, p, p, p*) Kl(p)] € QIG(Qy)// Kl(p)].

Let wyx1 € W(L)K®) denote the normalised U xa-eigenvector of eigenvalue pf;% defined in

(4.2.1)) above.
o Let Doy be the Schwartz function on Q2 defined in Section and @, 1) = Perit X Perit.-

We refer to the pair (uk - U’p,Klan,Kl) as Klingen test data.

We already evaluated Zp(um . wp,Kl,@val) in Section above; the result is

3
~ p EL, )M, ro + 1+ 7)
Zp(ux - wp k1, Ry, 1) = 3 ' :
P+ =1 (1-27) (1- 7

In particular, it is nonzero; so it suffices to prove that (5.4.1)) holds for test data (w,®) given by the
product of these Klingen test data at p, and some arbitrary test data (w?, ®¥) away from p. We shall
now make explicit the two sides of (5.4.1)) in this setting.
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5.5.1. FEtale side. The left-hand side of Eq. (5.4.1)) for data of this form can be written explicitly using
Proposition Let us choose an open compact UP such U? fixes w? and UP N H(Af) = V? fixes ®F.

Notation 5.5.2. Write Yo k1, for the G-Shimura variety of level UPKl(p), and Yy a,q for the H-
Shimura variety of level VP K, A, where

KP,A:{hGH(Zp):h:<(x :)(I :)) (mod p) forsomex}.

Write Xg k1, and X a,q for toroidal compactifications, where the rational polyhedral cone decomposi-
tions are chosen as in [LPSZ21, §2.2.4].

We have U}_qle,AuKl C Kl(p), so as in [LPSZ21] §4.1], uk; gives a finite morphism of Shimura varieties
(551) LA YH,A,Q — YG,KI,Q~

Hence there is a pushforward map L[E’:Q] on étale cohomology, and we obtain a class

(log o AJIA o 1 fﬂ) (Eisl ) € B (Yoxiq,, V) © L/Fil 0.
On the other hand, the element v of Definition [5.2.6| restricts to a homomorphism

WIS s Gor++ B (Vs V),

so we have a class 7 = v(w) in the target group, and a canonical lifting nqr = var(w) of 7 to
Fill T2 Hig (Yoxiz,V) = Fill T4 Hig (Yoxiq,,V) ® L. From the defining property of the regula-
tor map Reg,[jn’q’r], we have

[IL,q,r] _ . (Lq] o ,[t1:t2] gl otel
Reg), (w, @) = vol(V) <(10gOAJ OUA* )(Elset,‘b )’ndR>dR’YG,K1,Qp.

5.5.2. Coherent side. We now derive a corresponding formula for the right-hand side of . The
toroidal compactification of the Shimura variety X¢ k1 q (for a suitable choice of boundary data) has a
canonical Z,-model Xg ki1, and we let X k1 denote its p-adic completion, as a formal scheme over Z,,.

Given @7, the construction of [LPSZ21] §7.4 gives a 2-parameter p-adic family of Eisenstein series on
H, which we denote simply by £(®?). Then the p-adic interpolation theory of op.cit. allows us to make
sense of ta 4 (E(PP)) as a class in H! of the multiplicative locusﬂ X% k1 C Xgxi- This class takes values
in a sheaf of Ar(Z,)’ x Z,)-modules, and hence allows us to define a measure

(tax (E(DP)) 777>3€g‘m € AL(Z) X Z)).

This cup product depends on the choice of the prime-to-p level group UP, but this can be eliminated by
renormalising by vol V. Unwinding the definition of the p-adic L-function given in [LPSZ21], we reach
the following explicit formula:

Proposition 5.5.3. For (q,r) as above, the value of the measure
vol(V) 1.+ (E(@7)) )
X
. 3 >
at (=1 —ro+gq,r) is (Hl)”szp(wp,@p)ﬁpyy(H,X; —1—ro+gq,r). O
Summarising the above discussion, we have the following:
Proposition 5.5.4. The formula of (5.4.1) is equivalent to the following assertion:

For all prime-to-p levels UP, all ®P stable under UP N H, and all n € H?(IT;)V" K1) U} 1 = pz€1]7
we have
(IT,q] [t1,t2] - [t,te]
(5.5.2) <<logo AJ olax ) (Elsét_’@m)’ ndR>dR,Yc,K1,Qp

_9\q(_1\r2—q+1 ro — q)! )
_ ( (i)_(p;z) (1 _(pfiq;)' ) <LA,* (5(@ )|(_1—T2+q,'r)) ’n>3€m

G,Kl1
This is the formula we shall actually prove.

"This was denoted X 51}(1 in op.cit., but this notation is somewhat misleading since this space is only one component
of the p-rank > 1 locus at Klingen level, so we shall use the above notations here. See the sequel for further discussion.
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