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Abstract. In our earlier work with Christopher Skinner [LSZ22] we constructed Euler systems for
the 4-dimensional spin Galois representations corresponding to automorphic forms for GSp4. 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 [LSZ22] with Christopher
Skinner, in which we constructed an Euler system for four-dimensional Galois representations arising
from cuspidal automorphic representations of GSp4. 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
GSp4.

1.2. Main results. We briefly recall the relevant constructions from [LSZ22]. Let r1 ⩾ r2 ⩾ 0 be
integers, and choose q, r with 0 ⩽ q ⩽ r2 and 0 ⩽ r ⩽ r1 − r2. In this introduction we suppose q < r2,
which simplifies the statements slightly. In Definition 8.3.1 of [LSZ22], we defined a map

LE [q,r] : S(A4
f ;Q)⊗H(G(Af);Q)→ H4

mot (YG,DQ(−q)) ,

where YG is the Shimura variety for GSp4, and D is a relative motive over YG corresponding to an
algebraic representation of G of highest weight (r1, r2). Here S(A4

f ;Q) is the space of Q-valued Schwartz
functions on A4

f , and H(G(Af);Q) the Hecke algebra.

We can obtain Galois cohomology classes by composing LE [q,r] with the p-adic étale realisation map,
for a choice of prime p. Let Π be a cuspidal, non-CAP automorphic representation of GSp4 /Q whose
Archimedean component is cohomological with respect to the algebraic representation of highest weight
(r1, r2). By projecting to the Π∨

f -isotypical component of étale cohomology, we obtain classes in the
Galois cohomology of V ∗

Π(−q), where VΠ is the 4-dimensional p-adic Galois representation associated to
Π. This step depends on a choice of homomorphism of Galois representations H3

ét(YG,Q,DQp)[Π
∨
f ]→ V ∗

Π

(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 χ = (χ1, χ2)

whose product is the central character χΠ of Π, and let S(A4
f ;χ

−1) denote the χ−1-eigenspace for the

action of Ẑ× × Ẑ× on S(A4
f ;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 Πℓ is generic for all finite primes ℓ. Then there is a class

z[Π,q,r]
can (χ) ∈ H1 (Q, V ∗

Π(−q))

with the following property: for all choices of Φ ∈ S(A4
f ;χ

−1), all ξ ∈ H(G(Af);Q), and all choices of

modular parametrisation of V ∗
Π, the image of LE [q,r](Φ ⊗ ξ) in H1(Q, V ∗

Π(−q)) is a scalar multiple of

z
[Π,q,r]
can (χ). Moreover, the scalar factor is given by an explicit product of local zeta-integrals.

This is an analogue of the result of [HS01] in the setting of the Beilinson–Kato Euler system for GL2;
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 GSp4 over local fields
due to Mœglin–Waldspurger and Rösner–Weissauer.

Our second result shows that the genericity assumption is essential:

Theorem B (Theorem 3.6.3). Assume that the central character of Π is a square in the group of Dirichlet

characters. Then, if there is a finite prime ℓ such that Πℓ is non-generic, the projection of LE [q,r](Φ⊗ ξ)
to the Π∨

f -isotypic component is zero for all choices of Φ and ξ.

(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 Π is
no loss: for any Π satisfying our hypotheses, there will be a unique globally generic representation Πgen

in the same L-packet as Π, and Πgen will have the same Galois representation as Π, so we may construct
an Euler system for this Galois representation using Πgen instead. We prefer to view Theorem B as
showing that there is no redundant “extra choice” in constructing the Euler 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, V ∗
Π 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 B 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 H1

g

subspace, and the Beilinson–Bloch–Kato conjecture predicts that the summand of V ∗
Π(−q) with the

outermost Hodge–Tate weights has H1
g = 0. ⋄

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 5.4.1 for precise statement). Assume Π is generic,
Π and the χi are unramified at p, and Π is Klingen-ordinary at p. Then, for suitable vectors ηdR ∈
Fil1 DdR(Qp, VΠ), we have〈

ηdR, log z
[Π,q,r]
can (χ)

〉
= (⋆) · Lp,ν(Π, χ;−1− r2 + q, r).

where (⋆) is an explicit factor, log denotes the Bloch–Kato logarithm, and Lp,ν(Π, χ;−,−) is the 2-
variable p-adic L-function constructed in Proposition 10.4 of [LPSZ21].

If we assume r1 > r2 then Lp,ν(Π, χ;−,−) factors as the product of the 1-variable p-adic L-functions

of Π and Π×χ−1
2 ; and we can recognise the right-hand side as the product of a critical L-value of Π×χ−1

2

(depending on r) and a value of the p-adic L-function of Π 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 GL2×GL2 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.

• We define G = GSp4 ⊂ GL4 as the similitude group of the symplectic matrix

(
1

1
−1

−1

)
.

• Denote by PSi, PKl and B the Siegel, Klingen and Borel parabolic subgroups of G, given by

PSi =

(
⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆
⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆

⋆ ⋆
⋆ ⋆

)
, PKl =

(
⋆ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆
⋆ ⋆ ⋆
⋆ ⋆ ⋆

⋆

)
, B = PSi ∩ PKl.

Write MSi and MKl for the standard (block-diagonal) Levi subgroups of PSi and PKl, and T =
MSi∩MKl for the diagonal maximal torus. We write NSi, NKl and N for the respective unipotent
radicals.

• Let H = {(h1, h2) ∈ GL2×GL2 : det(h1) = det(h2)}, and let ι denote the embedding H ↪→ G
given by ((

a b
c d

)
,

(
a′ b′

c′ d′

))
7→
(

a b
a′ b′

c′ d′

c d

)
.

• For M ∈ Z⩾1, we shall identify a Dirichlet character χ : (Z/M)× → C× with the unique
continuous character of A×/Q× that is unramified outside M and maps ϖℓ to χ(ℓ) for ℓ ∤ M ,

where ϖℓ is any uniformizer at ℓ. Note that the restriction of this adelic χ to Ẑ× ⊂ A× is the

composite of the projection Ẑ× → (Z/M)× with the inverse of χ.
• In a slight conflict with the previous notation, if j ∈ Z, and χ is a Dirichlet character conductor
pm for some m (valued in some p-adic field L), we write “j + χ” for the continuous character
Z×

p → L given by x 7→ xj · χ(x mod pm).

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 Qℓ for some prime ℓ,
and | · | the norm on F , normalised such that |ϖ| = 1

q , where ϖ is a uniformiser and q is the order of the

residue field. We let ψ be a non-trivial additive character F → C×, which we can regard as a character
of N(F ) via ( 1 x ⋆ ⋆

1 y ⋆
1 −x

1

)
7→ ψ(x+ y).

Recall that for an irreducible smooth G(F )-representation ρ, we have dimHomN(F )(ρ, ψ) ⩽ 1, and we

say ρ is generic if equality holds, in which case there is a unique subspaceW(ρ) ⊂ Ind
G(F )
N(F )(ψ) isomorphic

to π (the Whittaker model of ρ).
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 [GT11a], 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 π be an irreducible G(F )-representation belonging to a
generic L-packet, and σ1, σ2 irreducible GL2(F )-representations. Then we have dimHomH(F )(π⊗ (σ1⊠
σ2),C) ⩽ 1.

Moreover, if P is a generic L-packet for G(F ), and the σi are generic representations, there is at most
one π ∈ P for which HomH(F )(π ⊗ (σ1 ⊠ σ2),C) ̸= 0.
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Proof. We note that for any irreducible representations π of G(F ) and σ ofH(F ), the space HomH(F )(π⊗
σ,C) has dimension ⩽ 1, by the main theorem of [ET23]. If either of the representations σi is non-generic
(hence one-dimensional), then σ1 ⊠ σ2 remains irreducible when restricted to H, so the first assertion
follows in this case.

If both σi are generic, then (σ1 ⊠ σ2)|H(F ) 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 π ∈ P , and
at most one irreducible factor σ of σ1⊠σ2, 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 (χ1, χ2) of F
×, with χ1χ2 equal to the central character

χπ of π. Let π be a generic irreducible smooth representation of G(F ), and W(π) its Whittaker model
with respect to ψ.

Notation 2.3.1. The notation S(F 2) denotes the space of C-valued Schwartz functions (locally constant
functions of compact support) on F 2. We write S0(F 2) for the subspace of functions vanishing at (0, 0).

Hence there is a natural right-translation action of GL2(F )×GL2(F ), and in particular of H(F ), on
the space S(F 2 × F 2) = S(F 2)⊗ S(F 2), preserving the subspaces S0 ⊗ S, S ⊗ S0 and S0 ⊗ S0.

In [LPSZ21, §8.2], we defined a local zeta-integral Z(w,Φ, s1, s2), for Φ = Φ1 ⊗ Φ2 ∈ S(F 2)⊗ S(F 2)
and w ∈ W(π); it is given by the meromorphic continuation of the integral∫

(ZHNH\H)(F )

W (h)fΦ1(h1;χ1, s1)W
Φ2(h2;χ2, s2) dh

where fΦ1(h1;χ1, s1) is a Godement–Siegel section (living in a principal-series GL2 representation) and
WΦ2(h2;χ2, s2) is a GL2 Whittaker function (with respect to ψ−1). See op.cit. for exact definitions.
In Theorem 8.8 of op.cit. we showed (as a consequence of the computations of [RW17, RW18]) that
the fractional ideal of C[q±s1±s2 ] generated by the values of the zeta-integral, as W and Φ vary, is the
principal ideal generated by L(π × χ2, s1 − s2 + 1

2 )L(π, s1 + s2 − 1
2 ). Accordingly, the quotient

(2.3.1) Z̃(w,Φ, s1, s2) := lim
(ξ1,ξ2)→(s1,s2)

Z(w,Φ, ξ1, ξ2)

L(π × χ−1
2 , ξ1 − ξ2 + 1

2 )L(π, ξ1 + ξ2 − 1
2 )

is a well-defined and non-zero map W(π) × S(F 2) × S(F 2) → C, for every (s1, s2) ∈ C2. This has the
following equivariance properties: for any h ∈ H(F ) we have

(2.3.2a) Z̃ (ι(h)w, hΦ, s1, s2) = |deth|−(s1+s2) Z̃(w,Φ, s1, s2);

and if a =
((

a1 0
0 a1

)
,
(
a2 0
0 a2

))
, for ai ∈ F×, then

(2.3.2b) Z̃(w, a · Φ, s1, s2) =
Z̃(w,Φ, s1, s2)

|a1|2s1χ1(a1) |a2|2s2χ2(a2)
.

Theorem 2.3.2. Let (s1, s2) ∈ C2 with both real parts ⩽ 0, and suppose that π is tempered and χ1,
χ2 are unitary. Then the space of linear functionals satisfying (2.3.2a) and (2.3.2b) is one-dimensional,

and Z̃ 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 2 × F 2) to the principal-series representation

σ := Ind

(
| · |

1
2−s1χ−1

1 , | · |s1−
1
2

)
⊠ Ind

(
| · |

1
2−s2χ−1

2 , | · |s2−
1
2

)
,

of GL2(F )×GL2(F ); and if (2.3.2a) also holds, then this functional must define a non-zero element of

HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ,C) .

So it suffices to show that HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ,C) has dimension ⩽ 1. The vast majority of cases can be
handled by one or other of the following two results:

• If σ is irreducible as a representation of GL2(F ) × GL2(F ), then this is an instance of Theo-
rem 2.2.1.
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• If χπ is a square in the group of characters of F×, then we can reduce to the case when π, σ have
trivial central characters. In this case, π and σ factor through SO(5, F ) and SO(4, F ) respectively,
and the representation σ is of the type considered in [MW12, §1.3]1; so the Proposition loc.cit.
shows that in this case we have dimHomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ,C) ⩽ 1 (whether or not σ is reducible).

So it suffices to suppose that σ is reducible as an H-representation, and its central character is not a
square. The assumption Re(si) ⩽ 0 implies that σ has a unique generic irreducible constituent σ0, and
this appears as a subrepresentation; it is the image of S0(F 2) ⊗ S0(F 2) in σ. So we can consider the
restriction map

HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ,C) −→ HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ0,C) .

The space HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ0,C) has dimension ⩽ 1, by the aforementioned result of Emory–Takeda.

The restriction of the zeta-integral to S0(F 2) ⊗ S0(F 2) is analysed in detail in [Loe24], building on

the works of Rösner–Weissauer cited above. These results show that Z̃ vanishes on π ⊗ σ0 if and only if
s = s1+ s2− 1

2 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 [RW18]. A case-by-case enumeration carried out in §5 of [RW18] shows that
if s1 + s2 − 1

2 is not a subregular pole, then in fact HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ/σ0,C) = 0, so the above restriction

map is bijective. So we need to show that if χπ is not a square, then s1 + s2 − 1
2 cannot be a subregular

pole.
Every generic irreducible representation of GSp4(F ) is either supercuspidal, or one of the Sally–Tadic

types {Ia, . . . , XIa} (classified in [ST93]; see Appendix A of [RS07] for summary tables). There is
nothing to prove in the supercuspidal cases or for types VII, VIIIa, 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 π is
tempered, then all poles of its L-factor have imaginary part 0, while Re(s1+s2− 1

2 ) ⩽ −
1
2 , so s1+s2−

1
2

cannot be a pole. For types IIa, IVa, Va, VIa and XIa, the central character of π is always a square, so
these cases are covered using Moeglin–Waldspurger’s results. This leaves only type IIIa; but it is shown
in [RW18] that L-factors for type IIIa representations never have any subregular poles. □

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

Corollary 2.3.3. If π is a tempered irreducible principal series representation, χi are unitary characters,
and (s1, s2) have real parts ⩽ 0, then any non-zero trilinear form on W(π) ⊗ S(F 2) ⊗ S(F 2) satisfying
(2.3.2a) and (2.3.2b) has non-zero restriction to W(π)⊗ S0(F 2)⊗ S0(F 2). □

Corollary 2.3.4. If χπ is a square, the χi are unitary, and π is a tempered but non-generic represen-
tation, then we have HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ,C) = 0.

Proof. This follows from a careful study of the arguments of [MW12]: their argument actually shows
that HomH(F ) (π ⊗ σ,C) has the same dimension as the space of Whittaker functionals on π, so this is
0 if π is not generic. □

(We expect Corollary 2.3.4 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 Af denote the ring of finite adèles of Q, and let Πf be an irreducible admissible
smooth representation of G(Af), with finite-order central character χ. We assume that the local factors
Πℓ are tempered for all ℓ; and we take χ1, χ2 to be arbitrary Dirichlet characters whose product is χ. We
let ψ be a continuous additive character of A trivial on Q, and we suppose Πf has a Whittaker model
with respect to ψ.

We shall apply the results of the previous sections to the G(Qℓ)-representation Πℓ, for every ℓ, taking
(s1, s2) = (− t1

2 ,−
t2
2 ) for integers ti ⩾ 0. Tensoring together the corresponding local maps, we obtain a

bilinear form
Z̃f =

∏
v

Z̃v :W(Πf)⊗ S(A2
f )× S(A2

f )→ C,

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

W(Πf)⊗ Σf → C,

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

1Note that our π is the σ of op.cit., and our σ is their σ′.
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Theorem 2.3.2 that the space of such H(Af)-equivariant homomorphisms is 1-dimensional, and Z̃ is a
basis vector.

Now let S(0)(A2
f ×A2

f ) denote the space of functions vanishing identically on the subspace (0, 0)×A2
f

if t1 = 0, and along A2
f × (0, 0) if t2 = 0 (and along both subspaces if t1 = t2 = 0). Let Σ

(0)
f denote the

image of this space in Σf . We make similar definitions locally, so that

Σf/Σ
(0)
f =

⊗′

ℓ

Σℓ/Σ
(0)
ℓ .

(Note this quotient is very often zero; in fact, if neither of the ti is 0, or if neither of the χi is the trivial

character, then Σ
(0)
f = Σf .)

Proposition 2.4.1. The restriction map

HomH(Af ) (Πf × Σf ,C) −→ HomH(Af )

(
Πf × Σ

(0)
f ,C

)
is a bijection. In particular the space HomH(Af )

(
Πf × Σ

(0)
f ,C

)
is one-dimensional and spanned by the

image of Z̃f .

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 ℓ such that the local restriction
map

HomH(Af ) (Πℓ × Σℓ,C)→ HomH(Af )

(
Πℓ × Σ

(0)
ℓ ,C

)
is a bijection: it suffices to take any prime for which L(πℓ, s1 + s2 − 1

2 ) is not a subregular pole, and by

the preceding proof, any unramified prime will suffice.) So, given any H-invariant z : Πf ×Σ
(0)
f → C, we

can restrict z to Σ
(0)
ℓ ⊗

⊗′

q ̸=ℓ
Σq, and this linear functional will extend uniquely to a linear functional

z̃ on Σf . One checks that z̃ actually agrees with z on the whole of Σ
(0)
f . □

2.5. Fields of definition. In our global applications, Πf will be the finite part of an automorphic
representation whose Archimedean component is determined by a pair of integers r1 ⩾ r2 ⩾ 0; and the
twist Π′

f := Πf ⊗ ∥ · ∥−(r1+r2) will be definable over a number field E. There is a canonical bijection

between W(Πf) and W(Π′
f), so we can regard Z̃ as a linear functional on W(Π′

f)⊗ S(A2
f ×A2

f ,C). We
shall take si = − ti

2 for integers ti ⩾ 0.
Since Πf is definable over E, the Whittaker model has a canonical E-structure: we have W(Πf) =

W(Πf)E ⊗E C, where W(Πf)E ⊂ W(Πf) is the space of E-rational Whittaker functions as defined as in
[LPSZ21, Definition 10.2].

Proposition 2.5.1. If t1 + t2 = r1 + r2 mod 2, and E contains the values of the χi and also an N -th

root of unity where N is the conductor of χ2, then Z̃ is the base-extension to C of a linear functional

W(Π′
f)E ⊗ S(A2

f ×A2
f , E)→ E.

Proof. An elementary check, using the definition of the zeta-integral and the E-structure on the Whit-
taker model, shows that if w ∈ W(Π′

f)E and Φ ∈ S(A2
f ×A2

f , E), then the values of the zeta-integral lie
in EQab and transform under Gal(EQab/E) via

Z̃(w,Φ)σ = χ2(σ)
2Z̃(w,Φ),

where χ2 is regarded as a character of Gal(Qab/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 σ ∈ Gal(EQab/E) and hence Z̃(w,Φ) descends to E. □

Remark 2.5.2. We can dispense with the need to introduce N -th roots of unity if we renormalise Z̃ by a
Gauss sum, but we are principally interested in the case χ2 = 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.
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3.1. Automorphic representations. We recall some properties of automorphic representations for
GSp4, following [LSZ22, §10.1]. We fix a Dirichlet character χ.

Endoscopic classification. The automorphic representations contributing to the discrete spectrum
L2
disc(G,χ) have been classified by Arthur and Gee–Täıbi: 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
GSpin5 = GSp4. They can be partitioned into global packets, one for each “Arthur parameter” τ , which
is a formal sum of χ-self-dual cuspidal automorphic representations of GL1 and GL2 satisfying certian
conditions. We shall be interested in the case of semisimple parameters τ , which are given by either
a single χ-selfdual cuspidal automorphic representation of GL4 (“general type”), or a pair of distinct
cuspidal automorphic representations of GL2 of central character χ (“Yoshida type”).

The corresponding global packet Π̃τ is a product of local packets Π̃τv of G(Qv)-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 ⩾ r2 ⩾ 0 be integers. This determines a pair of discrete-
series representations {ΠH

∞,Π
W
∞} of G(R) (forming an archimedean packet), with ΠH

∞ holomorphic and

ΠW
∞ generic, both having central character sign(r1−r2); these are the “discrete series representations of

weight (k1, k2)” in the sense of [LSZ22, §10.1] for (k1, k2) = (r1 + 3, r2 + 3). We shall suppose that
χ(−1) = (−1)r1−r2 , so that the central characters of these representations match the restriction of χ to
R×.

Remark 3.1.1. The automorphic representations with Archimedean component ΠH
∞ are those gener-

ated by holomorphic Siegel cusp forms, possibly vector-valued, taking values in the representation

Sym(r1−r2)⊗det(r2+3) of U2(R). ⋄

We fix henceforth a semisimple Arthur parameter τ , of central character χ, such that Π̃τ∞ is the

above Archimedean packet determined by (r1, r2); and a member Π of the global packet Π̃τ which is
automorphic. We write Π′ for the (non-unitary) twist Π ⊗ ∥ · ∥−(r1+r2). Then Π′ is cohomological,
with coefficients in the representation V (r1, r2; r1 + r2) of highest weight2 diag(u, v, ∗, ∗) 7→ ur1vr2 . In
particular, Π′ is C-algebraic in the sense of [BG14], so we may choose a number field E ⊂ C such that
Π′

f is definable over E.

3.2. Shimura varieties.

Definition 3.2.1. For U ⊂ G(Af) a sufficiently small level, and K a field of characteristic 0, let YG(U)K
denote the base-extension to K of the canonical Q-model of the level U Shimura variety for G. We denote
by YG,K the pro-variety lim←−U

YG(U)K .

Definition 3.2.2. For each algebraic representation V of G, let V denote the G(Af)-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 h1(A), 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(Af)-action by the character ∥ · ∥−1. ⋄

Since V is a relative Chow motive, motivic cohomology of YG(U) with coefficients in V is defined: we
can choose m,n such that V is a direct factor of W⊗n(m), where W is the defining representation of
G. Then Hi

mot(YG(U)Q,V) is a direct summand of Hi+n(An,Q(m)), where A is the universal abelian
surface over YG(U)Q. The equivariant structure implies that the cohomology has a Hecke action, so the
direct limit over all levels U is a G(Af)-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 YG(U)Q, with a natural extension to the canonical integral model
YG(U)Z[1/N ] if U is unramified outside N .

2This representation was denoted by V a,b in [LSZ22], where (a, b) = (r2, r1 − 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 Π′
f is definable, as

above, and L the completion of E at some prime above p. Taking V = V (r1, r2; r1 + r2), the Π′
f -

isotypical part of H3
ét,c(YG(U)Q,V) ⊗Qp

L is isomorphic to the sum of dim
(
ΠU

f

)
copies of an L-linear

Galois representation VΠ (uniquely determined up to isomorphism). If Π is of general type, then the
semisimplification of VΠ coincides with the 4-dimensional representation ρΠ,p associated to Π as in
[LSZ22, §§10.1-10.2]. If Π is of Yoshida type, VΠ is a 2-dimensional direct summand of ρΠ,p.

Remark 3.3.1. The representation ρΠ,p only depends on the Arthur parameter τ (so we should perhaps

write it as ρτ,p). Hence in the general-type case all members of the global packet Π̃τ 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 VΠ depends on the choice of Π within the
packet: for each possible Πf , exactly one of Πf⊗ΠH

∞ and Πf⊗ΠW
∞ appears in the automorphic spectrum,

and this determines which Galois representation we obtain as the Π′
f -part of étale cohomology. In this

setting, the Arthur parameter τ is given by πf ⊞ πg where f and g are holomorphic modular forms, of
weights r1 + r2 + 4 and r1 − r2 + 2 respectively, and we have ρτ,p = ρf,p ⊕ ρg,p(−1− r2). Then VΠ will
be ρf,p if Π∞ = ΠH

∞, and ρg,p(−1− r2) if Π∞ = ΠW
∞ .

In particular, if we choose Π such that Πv is generic for all finite v, it follows from Arthur’s multiplicity
formula that Π∞ must be ΠW

∞ , so the Galois representation we obtain is ρg,p(−1− r2). ⋄

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

Definition 3.3.2. LetM(Π′
f) denote an arbitrary (but fixed) choice of E-model of Π′

f . Then we define

VΠ := HomL[G(Af )]

(
ML, H

3
ét,c(YG,Q,V)L

)
.

The representation VΠ 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(Af)×Gal(Q/Q)-representations

M(Π′
f)L ⊗L VΠ

∼=−−→ H3
ét,c(YG,Q,V)L[Π

′
f ],

where the notation (. . . )[Π′
f ] denotes the Π′

f -isotypic part.

Remark 3.3.3. Later we shall suppose Πf is everywhere locally generic, and M(Π′
f) is the E-linear

Whittaker model W(Π′
f)E). In this case, one can give a slightly more down-to-earth definition of VΠ

for generic Π using the newvector theory of [RS07] and [Oka19]. This allows us to choose a level
U(Π) such that W(Π′

f)
U(Π) is one-dimensional and has a canonical basis vector w0 normalised such that

w0(1) = 1. Moreover, since non-generic tempered representations of GSp4(Qℓ) are not paramodular, no
other representation in the global packet of Π has a U(Π)-fixed vector. So evaluating at w0 identifies
VΠ with the subspace of H3

ét,c(YG(U(Π))Q,V)L on which the Hecke operators away from Σ act via the

system of eigenvalues assocated to Π′
f , where Σ is any finite set of primes containing all those where Π

ramifies. ⋄

There is a duality of G(Af)×Gal(Q/Q)-representations〈〈
−,−

〉〉
G
:
(
H3

ét,c(YG,Q,V)
)
×
(
H3

ét(YG,Q,V
∨(3))

)
−→ L

given at level U by vol(U) · ⟨−,−⟩YG(U)Q
, where ⟨−,−⟩YG(U)Q

is the Poincaré duality pairing on the

cohomology of YG(U)Q, and “vol” denotes volume with respect to the unramified Haar measure on

G(Af) (so G(Ẑ) has volume 1).

Proposition 3.3.4. There is a canonical isomorphism betweenM(Π′
f)L and the space

HomGal(Q/Q)

(
H3

ét

(
YG,Q,V

∨(3)
)
[Π′∨

f ], V ∗
Π

)
,

i.e. the space of “modular parametrisations” of the Galois representation V ∗
Π, in the sense of [LSZ22,

§10.4]. We write
〈〈
m,−

〉〉
G

for the modular parametrisation corresponding to m ∈M(Π′
f)L. □
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3.4. The Lemma–Eisenstein map. Let (q, r) be integers with 0 ⩽ q ⩽ r2 and 0 ⩽ r ⩽ r1 − r2.

Notation 3.4.1. We let S(0)(A2
f ×A2

f ,Q) denote the space of Q-valued Schwartz functions on A2
f ×A2

f ,
with GL2(Af)×GL2(Af) acting by right-translation, satisfying the following vanishing property: if t1 = 0,
then Φ((0, 0)×−) vanishes identically; and if t2 = 0, then Φ(−× (0, 0)) vanishes identically.

In [LSZ22, §8.3], we defined a map, the Lemma–Eisenstein map

LE [q,r] : S(0)(A2
f ×A2

f )⊗H(G(Af))→ H4
mot(YG,Q,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(Af) and H(Af); we take the unramified

Haar measures on both.) Denote by LE [q,r]ét the composite of this map with the étale realisation.3

Note 3.4.2. The étale cohomology of YG,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 Π′

f can contribute to cohomology in degrees other than 3, the generalised eigenspace in
H4

ét(YG,Q,V∨(3− q)) for the spherical Hecke eigensystem corresponding to Π′∨
f will be contained in the

homologically trivial classes (the kernel of the map to H0(Q, H4
ét(YG,Q, . . . ))), which is the domain of

the étale Abel–Jacobi map into H1(Q, H3
ét(YG,Q, . . . )).

Hence the natural projection map onto the Π′∨
f -eigenspace

prΠ′∨
f

: H1(Q, H3
ét(YG,Q,V

∨(3− q))→ H1
(
Q, H3

ét(YG,Q,V
∨(3− q))[Π′∨

f ]
)

lifts to a map

(3.4.1) AJ[Π,q] : H4
ét(YG,Q,V∨(3− q))→ H1

(
Q, H3

ét(YG,Q,V
∨(3− q))[Π′∨

f ]
)
,

characterised as the unique Hecke-equivariant map agreeing with the Π′∨
f -projection of the étale Abel–

Jacobi map on homologically trivial classes. We denote the composite AJ[Π,q] ◦LE [q,r]ét by

LE [Π,q,r]
ét : S(0)(A2

f ×A2
f )⊗H(G(Af)) −→ H1

(
Q, H3

ét(YG,Q,V
∨(3− q))[Π′∨

f ]
)
.

(Cf. [LSZ22][§10.3].) ⋄

3.5. Dual formulation. For our purposes, it is simpler to work with the bilinear form corresponding

to LE [Π,q,r]
ét under Frobenius reciprocity as in [LSZ22, §3.9]. Any m ∈ M gives a homomorphism

H3
ét(. . . )[Π

′∨
f ]→ V ∗

Π , and hence a map〈〈
m,LE [Π,q,r]

ét (−)
〉〉
G
: S(0)(A2

f ×A2
f )⊗H(G(Af))→ H1(Q, V ∗

Π(−q)).

Definition 3.5.1. Let

z[Π,q,r] :ML × S(0)(A2
f ×A2

f , L)→ H1(Q, V ∗
Π(−q))⊗ ∥ det ∥−q

be the unique L-bilinear, H(Af)-equivariant map such that〈〈
m,LE [Π,q,r]

ét (Φ⊗ ξ)
〉〉
G
= z[Π,q,r](ξ · w,Φ)

for all W ∈ W(Π′
f), Φ ∈ S(0)(A2

f ×A2
f ), and ξ ∈ H(G(Af)).

Unravelling the notation we have the following:

Proposition 3.5.2. Suppose that m ∈ M(Π′
f). Then for any open compact U ⊂ G(Af) such that U

fixes w and V = U ∩H(Af) fixes Φ, we have

z[Π,q,r](m,Φ) = vol(V ) ·
〈
m, ι

[t1,t2]
U,⋆

(
Eis

[t1,t2]
ét,Φ

)〉
YG(U)

.

Here ι
[t1,t2]
U,⋆ denotes pushforward along YH(V )Q → YG(U)Q, and Eis

[t1,t2]
ét,Φ denotes the étale realisation of

the motivic Eisenstein class Eis
[t1,t2]
mot,Φ (c.f. [KLZ20, §4.1]). □

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

finiteness properties), we regard LE [q,r]
ét as a map into the direct limit of étale cohomology of smooth Z[1/S]-models of

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

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

since any element of S(0)(A
2
f ×A2

f )⊗H(G(Af)) is unramified at all but finitely many primes.
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3.6. The universal Euler system class. We shall now apply the local results of §2 to the Galois-
cohomology-valued bilinear form z[Π,q,r](w,Φ). We have already seen that this is H-equivariant if we let
H act by ∥ det ∥−q on the target.

Proposition 3.6.1. For a1, a2 ∈ Q×, we have

z[Π,q,r]
(
w, ( a1

a1
) Φ1 ⊗ ( a2

a2
) Φ2

)
= a−t1

1 · a−t2
2 · z[Π,q,r] (w,Φ1 ⊗ Φ2) .

Proof. This follows from the definition of the GL2 Eisenstein symbol, which factors through the maximal
quotient of S(0)(A2

f ) on which Q× acts via x 7→ x−t; see §7.2 of [LSZ22] for a much more precise
statement. □

Let us now choose a pair of E-valued Dirichlet characters χ = (χ1, χ2) with χ1χ2 = χ. Let S(0)(A2
f ×

A2
f ;χ

−1) denote the (χ−1
1 , χ−1

2 )-eigenspace for the action4 of Ẑ×× Ẑ× on S(0)(A2
f ×A2

f , E), and similarly
without (0).

Corollary 3.6.2. If (−1)q+r is not equal to the common value (−1)r1χ1(−1) = (−1)r2χ2(−1), then
z[Π,q,r](w,Φ) vanishes for all Φ ∈ S(0)(A2

f ×A2
f , χ

−1). If these signs are equal, then for all Φ ∈ S(0)(A2
f ×

A2
f , χ

−1) and a1, a2 ∈ A×
f , we have

z[Π,q,r]
(
w, ( a1

a1
) Φ1 ⊗ ( a2

a2
) Φ2

)
=

z[Π,q,r] (w,Φ1 ⊗ Φ2)

∥a1∥−t1χ1(a1) · ∥a2∥−t2χ2(a2)
.

Proof. We have A×
f = Q× · Ẑ× and the intersection of these subgroups is {±1}, so the result follows

from the previous proposition. □

Theorem 3.6.3. Suppose that χ is a square in the group of Dirichlet characters. Then, if there exists
a finite prime ℓ at which Πℓ is not locally generic, the bilinear form z[Π,q,r] is zero; equivalently, the

projection of LE [q,r]ét to the Π′∨
f -isotypical component is the zero map.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 2.3.4. Every Φ is a finite linear combination of eigenvectors for

Ẑ× × Ẑ×, and the restriction of z[Π,q,r] to such an eigenspace is zero, by the corollary. □

So we may restrict henceforth to representations Π such that Πf is everywhere locally generic, and
choose M(Π′

f) to be the Whittaker model. For concreteness we take ψ to be the additive character of
A/Q of conductor 1 which restricts to x 7→ e−2πix on R. Hence there is a Whittaker modelW(Π′

f) of Π
′
f

with respect to ψ. We denote this space by W(Π′
f), and W(Π′

f)E the subspace of Whittaker functions
which are defined over E in the sense of [LPSZ21, Definition 10.2]. This gives a canonical model of Π′

f

as an E-linear representation (and hence a canonical model of its Galois representation, as above).

Theorem 3.6.4. There exists a class

z[Π,q,r]
can (χ) ∈ H1(Q, V ∗

Π(−q))

such that for all (w,Φ) ∈ W(Π′
f)L × S(0)(A2

f ×A2
f , χ

−1)L, we have

z[Π,q,r] (w,Φ) = z[Π,q,r]
can (χ) · Z̃(w,Φ).

Proof. We have shown that the map z
[Π,q,r]
can (χ) factors through the maximal quotient of W(Π′

f)L ×
S(0)(A2

f ×A2
f , χ

−1)L on which H acts by ∥ det ∥−q and the centres of the two GL2’s act by the characters

∥ · ∥tiχ−1
i . By the results of Section 2, this is one-dimensional and has a canonical basis dual to the

bilinear form Z̃. Hence the result. □

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

class z
[Π,q,r]
can (χ) is unramified outside S, i.e. it lies in the subspace H1(Z[1/S], V ∗

Π(−q)).

4See remarks above on how we interpret Dirichlet characters as characters of Ẑ×, which is the opposite of the näıve
identification.
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4. Explicit formulae at unramified primes

We now evaluate the linear functionals Z̃(w,Φ, s1, s2) of (2.3.1) 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 F be Qp, and we shall take for π the local factor Πp 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 Qp of the additive character
ψ above (which satisfies ψ(1/pn) = exp(2πi/pn) for all n ∈ Z), although our results are valid more
generally for any unramified additive character.

As above, r1 ⩾ r2 are the weights of the algebraic representation for which Π is cohomological, and
we write (α, β, γ, δ) for the Hecke parameters of π′ = π ⊗ | · |−(r1+r2). Our conventions are such that
αδ = βγ = pr1+r2+3χ(p), and the temperedness of π is equivalent to the condition that α, β, γ, δ all have
complex absolute value p(r1+r2+3)/2.

In this section χ1, χ2 will denote smooth characters of Q×
p such that χ1χ2 = χπ (the local factors

at p of our global characters above). As before, we take (q, r) with 0 ⩽ q ⩽ r2 and 0 ⩽ r ⩽ r1 − r2,
and consider the zeta integral at (s1, s2) = (− t1

2 ,−
t2
2 ), where (t1, t2) = (r1 − q − r, r2 − q + r); the two

L-factors whose product is the GCD of values of the zeta-integral are therefore given by

L(Π, s1 + s2 − 1
2 ) =

[(
1− α

pq+1

)
. . .
(
1− δ

pq+1

)]−1

,

L(Π× χ−1
2 , s1 − s2 + 1

2 ) =
[(

1− α
p(r+r2+2)χ2(p)

)
. . .
(
1− δ

p(r+r2+2)χ2(p)

)]−1

4.1. Bases of eigenspaces at parahoric levels. Let wsph be the spherical Whittaker function of π,
normalised such that wsph(1) = 1 (which is always possible). We are interested in describing Hecke
operators which will map wsph 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(pr) for the depth r Siegel congruence subgroup
(the preimage in G(Zp) of PSi(Z/p

r)), and similarly Kl(pr). We write Iw(pr) (for “Iwahori”) to denote
the preimage of the mod pr 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 π are each four-dimensional, and the Iw(p)-invariants 8-dimensional.

Notation 4.1.2 (Hecke operators). Write U1,Si for the operator p(r1+r2)/2[Si(p) diag(p, p, 1, 1) Si(p)] on

πSi(p), and U2,Kl for p
r1 [Kl(p) diag(p2, p, p, 1)Kl(p)] acting on πKl(p). We define two operators U1,Iw and

U2,Iw acting on the Iw(p)-invariants similiarly.

The normalising factors are chosen so that the eigenvalues of these operators are p-adically integral –
for U1,Si or U1,Iw these are {α, β, γ, δ}, and for U2,Kl or U2,Iw they are { αβ

pr2+1 , . . . }.

Lemma 4.1.3.

(1) The normalised generator of the U1,Si = α eigenspace of πSi(p) is given by

wSi
α =

(
1− β

U1,Si

)(
1− γ

U1,Si

)(
1− δ

U1,Si

)
wsph.

(2) If α+ γ ̸= 0, the normalised generator of the U2,Kl =
αβ

pr2+1 eigenspace of πKl(p) is given by

wKl
αβ =

1

(1 + γ
α )

(
1− βγ

pr2+1U2,Kl

)(
1− αγ

pr2+1U2,Kl

)(
1− βδ

pr2+1U2,Kl

)
wsph.

(3) The normalised generator of the (U1,Iw = α,U2,Iw = αβ
pr2+1 ) eigenspace in πIw(p) is given by

wIw
α,β =

(
1− αγ

pr2+1U2,Iw

)
wSi

α =

(
1− β

U1,Iw

)
wKl

αβ .

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 w0

sph on any diagonal element; an explicit form of this

formula in the GSp4 case can be found as Equation 7.3 in [RS07].
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Proposition 4.1.4. If α+ γ ̸= 0, then the image of wKl
αβ under the trace map v 7→

∑
γ∈G(Zp)/Kl(p) γ · v

is given by

Tr
(
wKl

αβ

)
= p3

(
1− γ

pβ

)(
1− δ

pα

)(
1− δ

pβ

)
wsph.

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 π as an induction from the
Borel subgroup. The Klingen-invariants then have an explicit basis given by coset representatives for
B(Zp)\G(Zp)/Kl(p). A lengthy double-coset computation gives the matrix of U2,Kl in this basis; and
the trace map in this basis is explicit, so the result follows from a routine computation. □

Remark 4.1.5. A formula for Tr
(
wKl

αβ

)
is stated without proof in [GT05]. However, their formula differs

from ours, having terms of the shape
(
1− γ

β

)
rather than

(
1− γ

pβ

)
. We believe the formula stated

above to be the correct one. ⋄

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 U ′

2,Kl = pr1 diag(1, p, p, p2) at
Klingen level. Given the above computations, it seems natural to consider the vector

(4.2.1) wKl ′
αβ :=

1

(1 + γ
α )

(
1− βγ

pr2+1U ′
2,Kl

)(
1− αγ

pr2+1U ′
2,Kl

)(
1− βδ

pr2+1U ′
2,Kl

)
wsph.

By dualizing the previous computation, we see that Tr
(
wKl,′

αβ

)
= Tr

(
wKl

αβ

)
.

We briefly summarize how this relates to the computations of op.cit.. Let w = r1 + r2 + 3, and let Λ
be the unramified character of T (Qp) given by χ1 × χ2 ⋊ ρ in the notation of [RS07] §2.2, where ρ(p) =
p−w/2α, χ1(p) = γ/α, χ2(p) = β/α. Then Ind

G(Qp)

B(Qp)
(Λ) gives an explicit model of π; and identifying the

Klingen Levi MKl with GL2×GL1 as in [LPSZ21, §8.4], we can thefore write π = IndGPKl
(τ ⊠ θ), where

θ = χ1 and τ is the unramified principal series ρχ2 × ρ of GL2 (with normalised Satake parameters
{p−w/2α, p−w/2β}).

In op.cit. we considered the diagram of maps

(4.2.2)

π W(π)

τ W(τ)

∼=

∼=

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(Qp) to GL2(Qp) ⊂MKl(Qp) (note that this is only GL2(Qp)-equivariant up to a twist by a power
of |det |).

In op.cit. we considered a vector ϕ1 ∈ πKl(p), characterized by the property of being supported on
B(Qp) · Kl(p) and taking the value p3 at the identity. This maps to p3ξ ∈ τ , where ξ is the spherical

function of τ satisfying ξ(1) = 1; and via the Casselman–Shalika formula, we have Wξ(1) =
(
1− β

pα

)
.

Lemma 4.2.1. The image of ϕ1 in W(π) is (1− β
pα )w

Kl ′
αβ .

Proof. Since both vectors are U ′
2,Kl-eigenvectors with the same eigenvalue, it suffices to check that they

both have the same trace down to spherical level. By construction ϕ1 has trace p3ϕsph where ϕsph is
the normalised spherical function of ϕ; and, by the Casselman–Shalika formula for GSp4, the image of

p3ϕsph in W(π) is p3
(
1− β

pα

)(
1− γ

pβ

)(
1− δ

pα

)(
1− δ

pβ

)
wsph. This agrees with the formula we have

computed above for Tr
(
wKl,′

αβ

)
. □

Remark 4.2.2. Equivalently, wKl,′
αβ is the unique basis of the U ′

2,Kl-eigenspace in W(π)Kl(p) which maps

to the normalised spherical vector of W(τ) via the maps of diagram (4.2.2). ⋄

4.3. Particular values of the zeta integral.
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4.3.1. Spherical test data. We let Φsph = ch(Z2
p × Z2

p), and we let wsph be the normalised spherical
Whittaker function as above. Then, as we have already noted, we have

Z̃(wsph,Φsph) = 1.

4.3.2. Siegel parahoric test data. We choose a Hecke parameter α and consider the vector wSi
α ∈

W(π)Si(p) of Lemma 4.1.3; and we let ΦSi = ch
(
(pZp × Z×

p )
2
)
. We shall compute Z̃(wSi

α ,Φ
Si) using

Bessel models.
As in Proposition 8.4 of [LPSZ21], renormalising Novodvorsky’s Whittaker integral by the factor

L(π ⊗ χ−1
2 , s)−1 and evaluating at s = s1 − s2 + 1

2 gives a canonical nonzero intertwining map from
the Whittaker model W(π) to the Bessel model B(π), with respect to a specific character of the Bessel
subgroup depending on the χi and si; and this map sends the normalised spherical Whittaker function
to the normalised spherical Bessel function.

If Bw ∈ B(π) is the image of w ∈ W(π), and ξ ∈ C, we define

zw,ξ(h) :=

∫
Q×

ℓ

Bw

((
x

x
1
1

)
h

)
|x|ξ+s1+s2−2 d×x,

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 fΦ(−;χ, s1, s2) = fΦ1(−;χ1, s1) ⊠ fΦ2(−;χ2, s2)
(cf. §8.1 of [LPSZ21]).

Proposition 4.3.1. We have

Z̃(w,Φ, s1, s2) = lim
ξ→0

1

L(π,ξ+s1+s2−
1
2 )

〈
zw,α, f

Φ(s1 +
ξ
2 , s2 +

ξ
2 )
〉
.

In particular, the limit on the right exists for all (w,Φ), and is non-zero for some (w,Φ).

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

Proposition 4.3.2. We have

Z̃(wSi
α ,Φ

Si) =
1

(p+ 1)2

(
1− β

p1+q

)(
1− γ

p1+q

)(
1− δ

p1+q

)(
1− δ

pr2+2+rχ2(p)

)(
1− χ2(p)p

r2+1+r

α

)
.

Proof. We use the Bessel-model description of Z̃(w,Φ, s1, s2) given in Proposition 4.3.1. Note that the
choice of Bessel model used depends on the value of r, but is independent of q. The Schwartz function

ΦSi is chosen so that fΦ
Si

is supported on the coset BH(Qp) · IwH , where IwH = Si(p) ∩H(Qp) 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 1

(p+1) ; so for any Si(p)-invariant (or just IwH -invariant) w,

we have

Z̃(w,ΦSi) = lim
ξ→0

1

L(π, s1 + s2 − 1
2 + ξ)

∫
BH\H

zw,ξ(h)f
Φ(h, s1 +

ξ
2 , s2 +

ξ
2 ) dh

=
zw,0(1)

(p+ 1)2L(π, s1 + s2 − 1
2 )
.

(Note that the denominator is finite, since π is tempered and ℜ(si) ⩽ 0.) Since w is by assumption
Si(p)-invariant, we have zw,0(1) = Fw(p

−1−q), where Fw(X) is the rational function

Fw(X) =
∑
n∈Z

pn(r1+r2+6)/2Bw

(( pn

pn

1
1

))
Xn.

It is easy to see that for any Si(p)-invariant w we have

Fw(X) = Fw(0) +XFU ·w(X),

so in particular FwSi
α
(X) is a constant multiple of 1/(1 − αX). We can determine the constant by

comparing with the spherical Whittaker vector wsph: by Proposition 3.5.6(b) of [LSZ22], we have

Fwsph(X) =

(
1− χ1(p)p

r1+1−rX
) (

1− χ2(p)p
r2+1+rX

)
(1− αX)(1− βX)(1− γX)(1− δX)

,

and an explicit computation shows that we have
13



FwSi
α
(X) =

(
1− χ1(p)p

r1+1−r

α

)(
1− χ2(p)p

r2+1+r

α

)
(1− αX)

.

Substituting this into the formula Z̃(wSi
α ,Φ

Si) = 1
(p+1)2L(Πp, s1 + s2 − 1

2 )
−1 · FwSi

α

(
p−1−q

)
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(Π) used, so we shall tease out this detail.

Notation 4.3.3. We let uKl denote any element of GSp4(Zp) whose first column is

(
1
1
0
0

)
.

We shall assume that our Hecke parameters are ordered as (α, β, γ, δ) with the common ratio γ/α =
δ/β not equal5 to −1, so that the vector wKl ′

αβ ∈ W(π)Kl(p) of (4.2.1) is defined. As Proposition 5.6 of

[LPSZ21] we can extend this to a compatible collection of vectors wKl ′
n ∈ W(π)Kl(pn) for n ⩾ 1, all of

them eigenvectors for the operators U ′
2,Kl with eigenvalue αβ/pr2+1, and satisfying

wKl,′
n =

1

p3

∑
g∈Kl(pn)/Kl(pn+1)

g · wKl ′
n+1 ∀n ⩾ 1.

We define the following Euler factor:

E(π,m) :=
(
1− pm

α

)(
1− pm

β

)(
1− γ

pm+1

)(
1− δ

pm+1

)
.

We write wsph
τ for the spherical Whittaker function of the GL2 representation τ , normalised so that

wsph
τ (1) = 1; the values of this function along the maximal torus are given by

wsph
τ

((
pn 0
0 1

))
= p−n(r1+r2+4)/2

(
αn + αn−1β + · · ·+ βn

)
.

Proposition 4.3.4. Let Φ1,Φ2 be Schwartz functions on Q2
p, with Φ1 satisfying Φ′

1(0, 0) = 0, where Φ′
1

is the partial Fourier transform in the second variable only. Then for all m≫ 0 we have

Z̃(uKl · wKl,′
m ,Φ1 × Φ2) =

E(π, q)E(π × χ−1
2 , r2 + 1 + r)

(1 + p−1)2(1− p−1)

∫
Q×

p

wsph
τ (( x 1 ))W

Φ1(( x 1 ) ,
−(r1−q−r)

2 )WΦ2(( x 1 ) ,
−(r2−q+r)

2 ) θ(x)|x| d×x.

Remark 4.3.5. Here we are assuming that the integrand has no pole at the relevant value of (s1, s2),
which can only happen if r = (r1 − r2 + 1)/2 and E(π × χ−1

2 , r2 + 1 + r) vanishes. ⋄

Proof. This is a special case of Proposition 8.14 of [LPSZ21]. Since we are assuming π and the χi to be
unramified, the epsilon-factor term in op.cit. is 1; and the ratio of L-factors gives the two E(π,−) terms.
Moreover, as shown above, our renormalisation of the Klingen test vectors is precisely the one which
scales the (non-normalised) GL2 Whittaker function Wξ of op.cit. to its normalised equivalent wsph

τ . □

4.3.4. Particular cases. We define the following Schwartz functions on Q2
p:

• Φ′
dep = ch(Z×

p × Z×
p ),

• Φ′
crit = ch(Zp × Z×

p ),

These will correspond to holomorphic Eisenstein series that are respectively p-depleted, or critical-slope
(hence the notation). We let Φ? denote the preimage of Φ′

? 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 χ unramified:

• WΦdep
((

pn

1

)
, s
)
= 1 if n = 0, and zero otherwise.

• WΦcrit
((

pn

1

)
, s
)
= p−ns,

Accordingly, for m≫ 0 the integral of Proposition 4.3.4 is given by
1, if (Φ1,Φ2) = (Φdep,Φcrit), (Φcrit,Φdep) or (Φdep,Φdep);[(

1− γ
p1+q

)(
1− δ

p1+q

)]−1

, if (Φ1,Φ2) = (Φcrit,Φcrit).

5This will be automatically satisfied if Π 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 (Φdep,Φdep) appears already in the computation of the interpolating property
of the p-adic L-function in [LPSZ21]. The case of (Φdep,Φcrit) will appear in our formula for the syntomic
regulator; and the case of (Φcrit,Φcrit) plays a somewhat different role – it is used in Section 5.5 to
compare the étale class for Π at prime-to-p level to an auxiliary étale class at Kl(p) level which is easier
to study. ⋄

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 χ1, χ2, ρ be
smooth characters of Q×

p with χ1χ2 = ρ2χ, and consider the slightly more general integral

Z(w,Φ; s1, s2, χ, ρ) :=

∫
(ZGNH\H)(Qp)

w(h)fΦ1(h1;χ1, s1)f
Φ2(h2;χ2, s2)ρ(deth) dh.

This is, of course, an instance of the GSp4 zeta-integral of [LPSZ21, Definition 8.3] with π replaced by
π× ρ; but we want to focus on the case where π is unramified (as above) but ρ and the χi are not, so it
is helpful to also consider it as an instance of the GSp4×GL2 zeta-integral of op.cit. for π× σ, where σ
is taken to be the representation

σ := I(| · |s2−1/2ρ, | · |1/2−s2ρχ−1
2 )

(subject to an appropriate definition of the Whittaker model of σ 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

Z̃(. . . ) =
Z(. . . )

L(π × ρ, s1 + s2 − 1
2 )L(π × ρχ

−1
2 , s1 − s2 + 1

2 )

is the unit ideal of C[ℓ±s1 , ℓ±s2 ]. The second interpretation shows that if Φ′
1(0, 0) = 0, then for m ≫ 0

we have the special-value formula

Z̃(uKl · wKl,′
m ,Φ1 × Φ2, s1, s2;χ, ρ) =

1

L(τ × σ × θ, s1)L(τ∨ × σ∨, 1− s1)ϵ(τ × σ, s1)

× p3

(p+1)2(p−1)

∫
Q×

p

wsph
τ (( x 1 ))W

Φ1(( x 1 ) ;χ1, s1)W
Φ2(( x 1 ) ;χ2, s2)

θ(x)ρ(x)
|x| d×x.

In this more general setting, the test functions we shall use are of the form

Φ′
dep,µ,ν(x, y) = ch(Z×

p × Z×
p ) · µ(x)ν(y), Φ′

crit,ν(x, y) = ch(Zp × Z×
p ) · ν(y),

⟨p⟩−1φ · Φ′
crit,ν = ch(pZp × Z×

p ) · ν(y).

for finite-order characters µ, ν, with χ|Z×
p

= µ−1ν (taking µ to be trivial in the case of Φ′
crit,ν , so this

condition becomes simply χ|Z×
p
= ν). Note that Φ′

dep,µ,ν(x, y) is the same function considered in [LPSZ21,

Definition 7.5].
We have

WΦdep,µ,ν (( x 1 ) ;χ, s) =

{
µ(−x)ν(−1) if x ∈ Z×

p

0 otherwise

and

WΦcrit,ν (( x 1 ) ;χ, s) =

{
|x|sν(−1) if x ∈ Zp

0 otherwise.

Thus, for test data Φdep,µ1,ν1
× Φdep,µ2,ν2

, assuming µ1ν1µ2ν2 = 1 and ρ = ν1ν2, the torus Whittaker
integral is simply the integral of the constant function 1 over Z×

p , so it is 1. Similarly, for test data of the
form Φdep,µ1,ν1

×Φcrit,ν2
we again obtain that the integral is 1. In particular, the values for “dep× dep”

and “dep× crit” test data are equal.
On the other hand, the Whittaker function of ⟨p⟩−1φΦcrit,ν is zero at ( x 0

0 1 ) unless x ∈ pZp, so if we
consider test data of the form ⟨p⟩−1φ · Φcrit,ν1

× Φdep,µ2,ν2
, then we are integrating the product of a

function supported on pZp and another supported on Z×
p . Hence the zeta integral is 0.

5. Formulating a reciprocity law

We now formulate a precise relation between the canonical class z
[Π,q,r]
can (χ) and values of p-adic L-

functions. We continue with the same notation and assumptions on Π as in the previous section.
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5.1. Hecke parameters at p. Assume Π and the characters χi are unramified at p, and write w :=
r1 + r2 + 3.

Definition 5.1.1.

• We define the Hecke polynomial of Π′ at p to be the degree 4 polynomial Pp(X) such that

L(Π′
p, s− 3

2 ) = L(Πp, s− r1+r2+3
2 ) = Pp(p

−s)−1.

• The Hecke parameters of Π′ at p are the complex numbers α, β, γ, δ such that

Pp(X) = (1− αX)(1− βX)(1− γX)(1− δX), αδ = βγ = p(r1+r2+3)χΠ(p).

If E is any number field over which Πf is definable, then the coefficients of Pp(X) lie in OE ; the
Hecke parameters are algebraic integers in Ē, and are well-defined up to the action of the Weyl group.
Extending E if necessary, we may assume that they lie in OE itself. All of the Hecke parameters have
complex absolute value p(r1+r2+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 (α, β, γ, δ) in [LPSZ21] Proposition 3.2, which are the Hecke parameters of
a different twist of Πp. We apologise to readers of [LPSZ21] for shifting normalisations in the middle of
the paper. ⋄

We shall fix an embedding E ↪→ L ⊂ Qp, where L is a finite extension of Qp, and let vp be the
valuation on L such that vp(p) = 1. If we order (α, β, γ, δ) in such a way that vp(α) ⩽ . . . ⩽ vp(δ) (which
is always possible using the action of the Weyl group), then we have the valuation estimates

(5.1.1) vp(α) ⩾ 0, vp(αβ) ⩾ r2 + 1.

Remark 5.1.3. These inequalities correspond to the fact that the Newton polygon of the p-adic Galois
representation associated to Π lies on or above the Hodge polygon; see Proposition 5.2.1 below. ⋄

Definition 5.1.4. We say Π is Siegel ordinary at p if vp(α) = 0; Klingen ordinary at p if vp(αβ) = r2+1;
and Borel ordinary if it is both Siegel and Klingen ordinary.

5.2. Exponential maps and regulators.

Convention. The representation Qp(1) of Gal(Qp/Qp) has Hodge–Tate weight 1, and crystalline Frobe-
nius φ acts on Dcris(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–Täıbi cited above):

Proposition 5.2.1. The representation VΠ|GQp
is crystalline. The eigenvalues of φ on Dcris(VΠ) are the

Hecke parameters {α, β, γ, δ} of Section 5.1, and its Hodge–Tate weights are {0,−r2 − 1,−r1 − 2,−r1 −
r2 − 3}. □

Lemma 5.2.2. For all 0 ⩽ q ⩽ r2, we have the following:

(a) The operators 1− φ and 1− pφ are bijective on Dcris(V
∗
Π(−q)).

(b) The Bloch–Kato H1
e , H

1
f and H1

g subspaces of H1(Qp, V
∗
Π(−q)) coincide.

(c) The Bloch–Kato exponential map

exp :
DdR(V

∗
Π)

Fil−q DdR(V ∗
Π)
→ H1

e (Qp, V
∗
Π(−q))

is 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

{α, β, γ, δ} ∩ {1, p, . . . , pr2+1} = ∅.

However, all elements in the first set have Archimedean absolute value p(r1+r2+3)/2, and since r1 ⩾ r2,
we have (r1 + r2 + 3)/2 > r2 + 1. □
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Since the localisation at p of the class z
[Π,q,r]
can is in H1

g (by [NN16, Theorem B]), it is also in H1
e .

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

log
(
z[Π,q,r]
can

)
∈ DdR(V

∗
Π)

Fil−q DdR(V ∗
Π)

=
(
Fil1 DdR(VΠ)

)∗
.

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

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

Lemma 5.2.4. If Π is Klingen-ordinary at p, then none of (α, β, γ, δ) has the form pnζ with n ∈ Z and
ζ 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+r2+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 Π is Klingen-ordinary then α, β have valuations at most r2+1 ⩽ w−1

2 ,

and γ, δ have valuations at least r1 + 2 ⩾ w+1
2 , so none can have valuation w/2. □

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

(5.2.1) Dcris(VΠ)
Q(φ)=0, Q(t) = (1− t

α )(1−
t
β ).

Note 5.2.5. From weak admissibility, we see that Dcris(VΠ)
Q(φ)=0 ∩Fil1 must have dimension exactly 1,

and that it surjects onto the 1-dimensional graded piece Fil1 /Filr2+2. ⋄

Definition 5.2.6. Let ν be a basis of the 1-dimensional L-vector space Grr2+1 DdR(VΠ), and let νdR
denote its unique lifting to Dcris(VΠ)

Q(φ)=0 ∩ Filr2+1.

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

Problem: Compute the quantity

(5.2.2) Reg[Π,q,r]
ν,can (χ) :=

〈
νdR, log

(
z[Π,q,r]
can (χ)

)〉
DdR(VΠ)

∈ L.

By definition, for any (w,Φ) with Φ in the χ−1-eigenspace, we have〈
νdR, log

(
z[Π,q,r](w,Φ)

)〉
DdR(VΠ)

= Z̃(w,Φ) · Reg[Π,q,r]
ν,can (χ).

So it suffices to evaluate the quantity

Reg[Π,q,r]
ν (w,Φ) :=

〈
νdR, log

(
z[Π,q,r](w,Φ)

)〉
DdR(VΠ)

for a single (w,Φ) with Z̃(w,Φ) ̸= 0.

5.3. Periods and p-adic L-functions. We shall relate the regulator Reg[Π,q,r]
ν (χ) 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 ν of the 1-dimensional L-vector space
Fil1 DdR(VΠ)

Filr2+2 DdR(VΠ)
. This space is canonically the base-extension to L of an E-vector space, namely

HomE[G(Af )]

(
W(Π′

f), H
2(Πf)E

)
,

where H2(Πf)E denotes the unique copy of Π′
f inside a coherent H2 of a toroidal compactification of

YG,E , as in [LPSZ21, §5.2].

Definition 5.3.1. Let νalg be an E-basis of HomE[G(Af )]

(
W(Π′

f), H
2(Πf)E

)
, and let Ωp(Π, ν, ν

alg) ∈ L×

be the scalar such that we have

ν = Ωp(Π, ν, ν
alg) · νalg.

Remark 5.3.2. We could, of course, suppose ν to be E-rational, so that we could take νalg = ν and
Ωp(Π, ν, ν

alg) = 1; but it is convenient to allow more general ν 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(Af)-equivariant injection

H2(p,K∞; Π′ ⊗ Vσ) ↪→ H2(Πf)C

for a suitable algebraic representation Vσ depending on (r1, r2). As in Proposition 4.5 of op.cit., the
(p,K∞)-cohomology can be computed rather more simply as

H2(p,K∞; Π′ ⊗ Vσ) ∼= HomK∞(τ,Π′)

where τ is the minimal K∞-type6 of Π′
∞ (whose highest weight is the same as that of V ∨

σ ⊗
∧2

(p−)).
See §2.2 of [HK92] for explicit formulae in the GSp4 case. Since τ appears in Π′

∞ with multiplicity one,
both HomK∞(τ,Π′) and H2(Πf)C are isomorphic to Π′

f , which is irreducible; so the above injection must
be a bijection, giving a canonical isomorphism

H2(Πf)C ∼= HomK∞(τ,Π′).

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 H2(Πf), as Π 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 Π′

f -eigenspace. ⋄

We also have a canonical isomorphism Π′ ∼=W(Π′), the global Whittaker transform, mapping ϕ ∈ Π
to the Whittaker function given by

g 7→
∫
N(Q)\N(A)

ϕ(ng)ψN (n)−1dn

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

H2(Πf)C
∼=−−→ HomK∞(τ,W(Π′)).

In [LPSZ21, §10.2], we define an element w∞ ∈ HomK∞(τ,W(Π′
∞)), mapping the standard basis

vectors of τ to certain explicit Whittaker functions in W(Π∞) 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 Ω∞(Π, νalg) ∈ C× such that the composite map

W(Πf)
νalg

−−−−→ H2(Πf)C −→ HomK∞(τ,Π′) −→ HomK∞(τ,W(Π′))

maps wf ∈ W(Πf) to Ω∞(Π, νalg)−1 · wf ⊗ w∞.

Proof. Since all of these maps are G(Af)-equivariant bijections between representations isomorphic to
Π′

f , and Π′
f is irreducible, it is clear that the composite is multiplication by a nonzero scalar. □

Remark 5.3.5. The quantities Ωp(Π, ν, ν
alg) and Ω∞(Π, νalg) each depend on the choice of νalg, but the

ratio
Ωp(Π, ν, ν

alg)−1 ⊗ Ω∞(Π, νalg) ∈ L⊗E C

depends only on ν; the dependency on νalg cancels out. ⋄

The p-adic L-function.

Theorem 5.3.6. There exists a p-adic measure Lp,ν(Π, χ) ∈ ΛL(Z
×
p × Z×

p ) whose evaluation at (a1 +
ρ1, a2 + ρ2), for ai integers with 0 ⩽ a1, a2 ⩽ r1 − r2 and ρi finite-order characters such that we have
(−1)a1+a2ρ1(−1)ρ2(−1) = −χ2(−1), satisfies

Lp,ν(Π, χ; a1 + ρ1, a2 + ρ2)

Ωp(Π, ν, νalg)
=

Rp(Π, ρ1, a1)Rp(Π× χ−1
2 , ρ2, a2) ·

Λ(Π× ρ−1
1 , 1−r1+r2

2 + a1)Λ(Π× χ−1
2 ρ−1

2 , 1−r1+r2
2 + a2)

Ω∞(Π, νalg)
,

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 νalg as above.

Here Λ(Π × ρ, s) denotes the completed L-function (including its Archimedean Γ-factors). This was
proved in [LPSZ21] assuming r2 ⩾ 1, and taking χ = (χ, id). See Proposition 10.3 of op.cit. for further
details, including the definition of the factors Rp(Π, ρ, a). The generalisation to arbitrary χ is immediate;
to extend the results to r2 = 0, we note that the only place that the assumption r2 ⩾ 1 is needed in
[LPSZ21] is in order to show that the Klingen-ordinary cohomology is concentrated in a single degree. If
r2 = 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 ⩾ a2, but by comparing interpolating properties at points with a1 = a2, one sees easily that both
sides are unchanged if we swap the roles of (a1, ρ1, χ1) and (a2, ρ2, χ2), 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, r with 0 ⩽ q ⩽ r2, 0 ⩽ r ⩽ r1 − r2, and (−1)r2−q+r =
χ2(−1), the regulator of Eq. (5.2.2) is given by

Reg[Π,q,r]
ν,can (χ) =

(−2)q(−1)r2−q+1(r2 − q)!
Ep(Π, q)Ep(Π× χ−1

2 , r2 + 1 + r)
· Lp,ν(Π, χ;−1− r2 + q, r),

where Ep(Π, n) :=
(
1− pn

α

)(
1− pn

β

)(
1− γ

pn+1

)(
1− δ

pn+1

)
(which is nonzero for all n ∈ Z by

Lemma 5.2.4).
Equivalently, for all test data (w,Φ) with Φ in the χ−1-eigenspace, we have

(5.4.1) Reg[Π,q,r]
ν (w,Φ) =

(−2)q(−1)r2−q+1(r2 − q)!
Ep(Π, q)Ep(Π, r2 + 1 + r)

· Lp,ν(Π, χ;−1− r2 + q, r) · Z̃(w,Φ).

Note 5.4.2.

(a) The factor Ep(Π, n) agrees (up to a sign) with Rp(Π, id,−1−r2+n); that is, the Euler factors relating
Lp,ν to the regulator Reg[Π,q,r]

ν,can in the “geometric” range are formally the same as those relating it
to complex L-values in the “critical” range.

(b) If r1 − r2 > 0, or if Hypothesis 10.5 of [LPSZ21] holds, then Lp,ν(Π, j1, j2) factors as a product of a
function of j1 and a function of j2. 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 uKl ∈ G(Zp) be any matrix whose first column is (1, 1, 0, 0)T .
• Let Kl(p) denote the Klingen parahoric subgroup (as in “Conventions” above).
• Let U ′

2,Kl denote the operator p−r2
[
Kl(p) diag(1, p, p, p2)Kl(p)

]
∈ Q[G(Qp)//Kl(p)].

• Let wp,Kl ∈ W(Π′
p)

Kl(p) denote the normalised U ′
2,Kl-eigenvector of eigenvalue αβ

pr2+1 defined in

(4.2.1) above.
• Let Φcrit be the Schwartz function on Q2

p defined in Section 4.3.4, and Φp,Kl = Φcrit × Φcrit.

We refer to the pair (uKl · wp,Kl,Φp,Kl) as Klingen test data.

We already evaluated Z̃p(uKl · wp,Kl,Φp,Kl) in Section 4.3.4 above; the result is

Z̃p(uKl · wp,Kl,Φp,Kl) =
p3

(p+ 1)2(p− 1)
· E(Π, q)E(Π, r2 + 1 + r)(

1− γ
p1+q

)(
1− δ

p1+q

) .
In particular, it is nonzero; so it suffices to prove that (5.4.1) holds for test data (w,Φ) given by the
product of these Klingen test data at p, and some arbitrary test data (wp,Φp) 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. Etale side. The left-hand side of Eq. (5.4.1) for data of this form can be written explicitly using
Proposition 3.5.2. Let us choose an open compact Up such Up fixes wp and Up ∩H(Ap

f ) = V p fixes Φp.

Notation 5.5.2. Write YG,Kl,Q for the G-Shimura variety of level Up Kl(p), and YH,∆,Q for the H-
Shimura variety of level V pKp,∆, where

Kp,∆ =

{
h ∈ H(Zp) : h =

((
x ⋆

⋆

)
,

(
x ⋆

⋆

))
(mod p) for some x

}
.

Write XG,Kl,Q and XH,∆,Q for toroidal compactifications, where the rational polyhedral cone decomposi-
tions are chosen as in [LPSZ21, §2.2.4].

We have u−1
KlKp,∆uKl ⊂ Kl(p), so as in [LPSZ21, §4.1], uKl gives a finite morphism of Shimura varieties

(5.5.1) ι∆ : YH,∆,Q → YG,Kl,Q.

Hence there is a pushforward map ι
[t1,t2]
∆,⋆ on étale cohomology, and we obtain a class(

log ◦AJ[Π,q] ◦ι[t1,t2]∆,⋆

)
(Eis

[t1,t2]
ét,Φ ) ∈ H3

dR(YG,Kl,Qp
,V∨)⊗ L/Fil−q .

On the other hand, the element ν of Definition 5.2.6 restricts to a homomorphism

W(Π′
f)

Kl(p)
L → Grr2+1H3

dR,c(YG,Kl,L,V),
so we have a class η = ν(w) in the target group, and a canonical lifting ηdR = νdR(w) of η to
Fil1+r2 H3

dR,c(YG,Kl,L,V) = Fil1+qH3
dR,c(YG,Kl,Qp ,V) ⊗ L. From the defining property of the regula-

tor map Reg[Π,q,r]
ν , we have

Reg[Π,q,r]
ν (w,Φ) = vol(V ) ·

〈(
log ◦AJ[Π,q] ◦ ι[t1,t2]∆,⋆

)
(Eis

[t1,t2]
ét,Φ ), ηdR

〉
dR,YG,Kl,Qp

.

5.5.2. Coherent side. We now derive a corresponding formula for the right-hand side of (5.4.1). The
toroidal compactification of the Shimura variety XG,Kl,Q (for a suitable choice of boundary data) has a
canonical Zp-model XG,Kl, and we let XG,Kl denote its p-adic completion, as a formal scheme over Zp.

Given Φp, the construction of [LPSZ21] §7.4 gives a 2-parameter p-adic family of Eisenstein series on
H, which we denote simply by E(Φp). Then the p-adic interpolation theory of op.cit. allows us to make
sense of ι∆,⋆ (E(Φp)) as a class in H1 of the multiplicative locus7 Xm

G,Kl ⊂ XG,Kl. This class takes values

in a sheaf of ΛL(Z
×
p × Z×

p )-modules, and hence allows us to define a measure

⟨ι∆,⋆ (E(Φp)) , η⟩Xm
G,Kl
∈ ΛL(Z

×
p × Z×

p ).

This cup product depends on the choice of the prime-to-p level group Up, but this can be eliminated by
renormalising by volV . 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 )
〈
ι∆,⋆ (E(Φp)) , η

〉
Xm

G,Kl

at (−1− r2 + q, r) is p3

(p+1)2(p−1) Z̃
p(wp,Φp)Lp,ν(Π, χ;−1− r2 + q, r). □

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 Φp stable under Up ∩H, and all η ∈ H2(Πf)
Up Kl(p)[U ′

2,Kl =
αβ

pr2+1 ],

we have

(5.5.2)
〈(

log ◦AJ[Π,q] ◦ ι[t1,t2]∆,⋆

)
(Eis

[t1,t2]
ét,ΦpΦKl

), ηdR

〉
dR,YG,Kl,Qp

=
(−2)q(−1)r2−q+1(r2 − q)!(

1− γ
p1+q

)(
1− δ

p1+q

) ·
〈
ι∆,⋆

(
E(Φp)|(−1−r2+q,r)

)
, η
〉
Xm

G,Kl

.

This is the formula we shall actually prove.

7This was denoted X⩾1
G,Kl 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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