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ON THE FOURIER EXPANSION OF GAN-GUREVICH LIFTS

ON THE EXCEPTIONAL GROUP OF TYPE G2

HENRY H. KIM AND TAKUYA YAMAUCHI

Abstract. By using the degenerate Whittaker functions, we study the Fourier expansion of the

Gan-Gurevich lifts which are Hecke eigen quaternionic cusp forms of weight k (k ≥ 2, even) on

the split exceptional group G2 over Q which come from elliptic newforms of weight 2k with-

out supercuspidal local components. In particular, our results give a partial answer to Gross’

conjecture.
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1. Introduction

Let A be the ring of adeles of Q. Let G be a connected reductive group over Q. It is interesting

and important to explicitly construct automorphic forms on G(A). The theory of Eisenstein series

due to Langlands gives an explicit construction from cusp forms on each of smaller reductive (Levi)

subgroups of G by induction. Therefore, the problem reduces to the construction of cusp forms.

Using theta lifting as in [14] is one way but we need to check the non-vanishing and determine

the image for the lifting. The trace formula would imply that cusp forms exist in abundance, but

an explicit construction is a highly non-trivial matter.

When the symmetric space of G is a Hermitian symmetric tube domain, Hecke eigen holo-

morphic cusp forms on G(A), whose each local representation is a constituent of the degenerate

principal series, are constructed from Hecke eigen holomorphic cusp forms on GL2(A) by several

authors (cf. [19], [20], [55], [22], [25], [26] and the references there for more history). Such forms

are so called the Ikeda type lift. They are examples of CAP forms. Since G has the Siegel

parabolic subgroup P =MN with unipotent abelian radical N , there is a good theory of Fourier

expansions along N which plays an important role in the above works. If the symmetric space of

G is Hermitian symmetric, but not a tube domain, establishing the theory of Fourier expansion

is considerably more difficult (cf. [35]).
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If G does not give rise to a Hermitian structure, for example, G = G2, we cannot have

holomorphic automorphic forms but several people developed the theory of modular forms, and

considered the Fourier expansions along a large unipotent subgroup after expanding along a

(“small”) abelian unipotent subgroups inside G (cf. [11], [38]).

In this paper, we study the Fourier expansion of the Gan-Gurevich lifts, which are Hecke eigen

quaternionic cusp forms on G2(A) which come from elliptic newforms without supercuspidal

local components. Even though G2(R) does not have holomorphic discrete series representation,

it has quaternionic discrete series representations which have a small Gelfand-Kirillov dimension.

Several authors have studied quaternionic modular forms in [11], [36], [39], [40], and [38].

To explain our main results, we need to set up the notations and we refer suitable sections

for details. Let G2 be the split exceptional group over Q which is of rank 2 and of dimension

14. Let P = MN be the Heisenberg parabolic subgroup where the Levi factor M is isomorphic

to GL2 and N is a five dimensional Heisenberg group with the one dimensional center ZN . Let

Q = LU be the maximal parabolic subgroup such that L ≃ GL2. Put W = N/ZN ≃ G4
a where

Ga is the 1-dimensional additive group scheme and identify W with a subscheme of N which will

be explicitly specified later.

For each even positive integer k ≥ 2 and C, let S2k(Γ0(C))new be the space of all elliptic new-

forms of weight 2k with respect to Γ0(C) ⊂ SL2(Z). We also define its subspace S2k(Γ0(C))new,ns

generated by all Hecke eigen newforms where the corresponding automorphic representation does

not have supercuspidal local components. For each Hecke eigen newform f ∈ S2k(Γ0(C))new,ns, if

we denote by π = πf = ⊗′
pπp = πf ⊗ π∞, the corresponding cuspidal automorphic representation

of GL2(A), then there exists a finite set S(πf ) of finite places of Q such that

(1) if p 6∈ S(πf ) ∪ {∞}, πp = π(µp, µ
−1
p ) for some unitary character µp : Q×

p −→ C×;

(2) if p ∈ S(πf ), πp = Stp ⊗ µp is a unique subrepresentation of π(µp| ∗ |
1
2 , µp| ∗ |−

1
2 ) for a

unitary character µp : Q×
p −→ C× satisfying µ2p = 1.

If C is square-free, then for each p|C, πp belongs to the second case (cf. [30, Proposition 2.8-(2)])

and S(πf ) is the set of all rational primes dividing C. Using these data, if p 6∈ S(πf ), we define an
irreducible admissible representation Πp of G2(Qp) to be Ind

G2(Qp)
P (Qp)

µp◦det (normalized induction).

If p ∈ S(πf ), we define Πp to be the unique maximal subrepresentation of Ind
G2(Qp)
P (Qp)

(|∗ | 12µp)(det).
Note that Πp is irreducible except for p ∈ S(πf ) and µp = 1 in which case it has two irreducible

constituents (see Theorem 6.1). Let Π∞ = Dk be the quaternionic discrete series of weight k and

Vk ≃ SymkC2 be its minimal K∞-type (see Section 3). Since Πp is of class one for all but finitely
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many p, we can consider an admissible representation Π(f) := ⊗′
pΠp of G2(A). Henceforth, we

assume the following:

(1.1) There is a non-trivial intertwining map Π(f) −→ A(G2(Q)\G2(A))

from Π(f) to the space of automorphic forms on G2(A). For φ ∈ Π(f), let Ff (∗;φ) be its image

under the above intertwining map. Since Dk is tempered, by [51], Ff is in fact a cusp form.

We call Ff (∗, φ) Gan-Gurevich lift on G2 from f . If φ∞ is chosen from the minimal K∞-type

Vk, then Ff (∗;φ) is a quaternionic cusp form in the sense of [11, Section 7] (see Section 4.1).

Further, if C is square-free, then we can choose such a φ ∈ Π(f) so that Ff (g;φ) is fixed by∏

p∤C

G2(Zp) ×
∏

p|C
ΓP (Zp) where ΓP (Zp) is the inverse image of P (Fp) under the reduction map

G2(Zp) −→ G2(Fp) (see Section 7 for details).

It is easy to see that if p /∈ S(πf ), Πp is the Langlands quotient of Ind
G2(Qp)
Q(Qp)

πp ⊗ |det |
1
2 . Now

Gan and Gurevich [10] constructed a CAP representation ΠG of G2 which is nearly equivalent

to a quotient of Ind
G2(A)
Q(A) πf ⊗ |det |

1
2 where L(12 , πf ) 6= 0. It is obtained as an exceptional

theta correspondence from PGSp6 in the dual pair G2 × PGSp6 →֒ E7. At unramified places

p /∈ S(πf ) ∪ {p|C}, it is Πp. However, at the bad places p ∈ S(πf ) ∪ {∞}, it has not been

proved that it is Πp. If C = 1, we will check that ΠG∞ = Dk in Appendix A by using Arthur’s

classification and Li’s result [29]. Therefore, if C = 1 and L(12 , πf ) 6= 0, Π(f) = ΠG and (1.1) is

true. Note that for each newform f of weight 2k (≥ 12) and of level 1, the condition L(12 , πf ) 6= 0

implies that k is even. It is a well-known conjecture that the converse is also true. Let S0 be the

set of primes such that πp = Stp. If S0 = ∅, then Π(f) is irreducible, and if we assume Arthur’s

multiplicity formula, refined by Gan and Gurevich (Conjecture 11.2), (1.1) is true.

For each w = (a1, a2, a3, a4) ∈ W (Q), let q(w) ∈ Q be the Freudenthal’s quartic form (see

(2.7)). By using Jacquet integrals, for each w ∈ W (Q) with q(w) 6= 0, we will define in Section

6, the functionals

w̃
µp
w ∈ HomN(Qp)(Πp,C(ψw,p)) for p <∞, W

(k− 1
2
)

w ∈ HomN(R)(Π∞,C(ψw,∞)),

where ψw = ⊗′
pψw,p for w ∈W (Q) is an additive character of N(Q)\N(A) defined in Section 4.2.

By the multiplicity-freeness of the degenerate Whittaker spaces studied in Section 6 and a

robust theory of Fourier expansion due to Pollack, we have the following Fourier expansion of

Ff (∗;φ).
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Theorem 1.1. Assume (1.1). For each distinguished vector φ = ⊗′
pφp ∈ Π(f), Ff (∗;φ) can be

expanded as

(1.2) Ff (g;φ) =
∑

s∈Q
F(s,0)(g;φ) +

∑

γ∈wβXβ(Q)

∑

s∈Q×

F(s,0)(γg;φ), g ∈ G2(A),

where

F(s,0)(g;φ) :=
∑

w=(a1,a2,a3,s)∈W (Q)≥0
q(w)<0

Cµfw (Ff )
( ∏

p<∞
w̃
µp
Ad(wα)w

(gp · φp)
)
W

(k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)w
(g∞ · φ∞)

for g = (gp)p ∈ G2(A) and some complex numbers {Cµfw (Ff )}. Here wβ (resp. wα) is the Weyl

element in Lss := [L,L] ≃ SL2 (resp. in M) and Xβ is the upper unipotent subgroup of Lss.

Furthermore, the coefficients {Cµfw (Ff )}w completely characterize Ff .

Remark 1.2. Assume k ≥ 6 is even and C = 1. For each rational prime p, choose φp ∈ Π
G2(Zp)
p

with φp(1) = 1 and let φ∞,I be the one given in Section 6.4 for a non-empty subset I of {v ∈
Z | − k ≤ v ≤ k}. Let φ = ⊗′

p<∞φp ⊗ φ∞,I . Then Ff (∗;φ) is a non-zero quaternionic Hecke

eigen cusp form of weight k and of level one. Furthermore, Ff (∗;φ) generates Π(f) by [37].

In a letter to (David) Pollack [16], Gross conjectured the existence of a Hecke eigen quaternionic

cusp form of level one which is a lift from S2k(SL2(Z)), with the standard L-function in Theorem

11.1. Gan-Gurevich’s result as mentioned gives an affirmative answer to his conjecture when

L(12 , πf ) 6= 0 which implies that k is even. When k is odd, Gross also conjectured, with a

substantial observation on Fourier coefficients, the non-existence of quaternionic cusp forms of

level one which are CAP forms with respect to (Q,πf , |det |
1
2 ) where f is a newform of weight

2k. There are some reasons to support his conjecture. For example, many terms of Ff (g;φ) are

vanishing when k is odd (see Proposition 8.7 ). Furthermore, it is consistent with the dimension

formula of Dalal [8, Table 1, p.28] and in fact, there do not exist quaternionic cusp forms of

weight 7 and of level 1.

It is known that F0(∗;φ) :=
∑

s∈Q
F(s,0)(∗;φ) completely determines Ff (see [11, Lemma 8.5])

and the coefficients {Cµfw (Ff )} characterize F0(∗;φ) by the multiplicity-freeness for the Whittaker

spaces. Thus, it is important to study the coefficients Cµfw (Ff ) which would reflect some arithmetic

nature of Π(f). In fact, Gross conjectured that the square of Cµfw (Ff ) satisfies a formula which

is an analogue of Kohnen-Zagier formula [28]. To explain it, we need a few notations. Let

W (Z) := {(a1, a2, a3, a3) ∈W (Q) | a1, a4 ∈ Z, a2, a3 ∈ 1
3Z}. For each w ∈W (Z), one can attach
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a cubic ring Aw over Z (see [11, Proposition 4.2]) and it is known that Ew := Aw⊗ZQ is an étale

Q-algebra if and only if q(w) 6= 0. The ring Aw is said to be maximal if it is maximal in Ew. Let

ρAw : GQ := Gal(Q/Q) −→ GL2(C) be the Artin representation such that ζAw(s) = ζ(s)L(s, ρAw)

(cf. [45, Section 3]). Let L(s, f ⊗ ρAw) be the unnormalized Rankin-Selberg L-function so that

s = k is the central point.

Conjecture 1.3. [Gross [16]] Let Qf be the Hecke field of f .

a) By rescaling, one can normalize Ff (∗;φ) so that Cµfw (Ff ) ∈ Qf for any w such that Aw is

maximal.

b) For such a w, it holds

L(k, f ⊗ ρAw)

〈f, f〉 =
Cµfw (Ff )

2

〈Ff , Ff 〉
· π2k

Γ(k)2|q(w)|k− 1
2

where 〈∗, ∗〉 stands for the Petersson inner product.

The main purpose of our paper is to understand Cµfw (Ff ). Let {ct}t∈Q<0 be the collection

of complex numbers defined in Section 9 which are closely related to the Fourier coefficients of

the modular form of weight k + 1
2 , which corresponds to f by the Shimura correspondence. Let

w = (a1, a2, a3, a4) ∈ W (Z) ∩W (Q)≥0 with q(w) < 0. Assume that Ew is isomorphic to Q3 or

the product of Q and a quadratic field (in fact, a real quadratic field by the condition w ≥ 0).

Then, we can write as w = Ad(m′−1)(t, 0, S, 0) for some m ∈M(Q) where m′ = Ad(wα)(m) and

t, S ∈ Q satisfying t < 0 and S > 0.

Theorem 1.4. Assume (1.1). For above w = Ad(m′−1)(t, 0, S3 , 0) ∈W (Q) with m′ = Ad(wα)(m)

, there exits a non-zero constant C(S) depending only on S and k such that

Cµfw (Ff ) = C(S)µf (det(m))−1µf (S)
−1ctS .

For w = (t, 0, 13 , 0) with the square-free integer t ∈ Z<−1 such that −t is the fundamental dis-

criminant of the quadratic field Q(
√−t), the above theorem shows that the square Cµfw (Ff )

2 =

C(1)2c2t can be written in terms of L(k, f ⊗ χQ(
√
−t)/Q) by using Kohnen-Zagier formula [28].

When, Ew ≃ Q3, w = Ad(m′−1)(−1, 0, 13 , 0) for somem ∈M(Q) and Cµfw′ (Ff ) = µf (det(m))−1C(1)c−1 6=
0 since c−1 is proportional to L(k, f) (see Section 9). Therefore, we have the following:

Corollary 1.5. For w ∈W (Q) such that Ew ≃ Q3, Cµfw (Ff ) 6= 0 if and only if L(k, f) 6= 0.
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The claims on Fourier coefficients will be checked by carefully studying the Fourier-Jacobi

expansions along L̃ss(A) ⋉ (U(A)/ZU (A)) with techniques in [22] and [26]. A key is to use

Whittaker functionals w̃
µp
w and W

(k− 1
2
)

w which do match with the representation theoretic study

of local Fourier-Jacobi expansions (cf. Proposition 8.7). The functional W
(k− 1

2
)

w is a substitution

of Pollack’s explicit spherical functions in [39, Theorem 3.4] and his functions are useful for

explicit computation at the archimedean place (cf. [43, Theorem 5.3 and Appendix A]). Though

we do not use his spherical functions directly, we will relate W
(k− 1

2
)

w with Pollack’s functions (see

Remark 6.14) to use his robust theory.

We should remark that Pollack [40] constructed quaternionic cusp forms of weight greater

than 16 and of level 1 and computed their Fourier coefficients explicitly. Later, he extended

his result to the even weight greater than or equal to 6 [42] and obtained a similar result as in

Theorem 1.4 for the Ramanujan delta function (see [42, Corollary 1.2.4]). Since the dimension of

the space of quaternionic modular forms with weight 6 and level 1 is one by Dalal’s formula [8],

Pollack’s weight 6 form is a unique generator corresponding to the Ramanujan delta function via

the Gan-Gurevich lift.

On the other hand, recently, Pollack [43, Section 9] studied the formal series as in (1.2) for

the quaternionic groups except for G2 and gave a sufficient criterion for the formal series to have

the automorphy. In his setting, the coefficients “{Cµfw (Ff )}” (in [43], it is denoted by aw) which

satisfy P and R symmetries, play an important role in checking the automorphy. It seems that

our strategy using the degenerate Whittaker functionals can be used to study {aw} in his setting

as well. However, the most difficult case when Ew is a field remains to be done and we may need

to figure out the Fourier-Jacobi expansion along P ss =M ss ⋉N to understand Cµfw (Ff ) for such

w’s.

On the other hand, if we assume Conjecture 1.3, we can study {Cµfw (Ff )} for w when Ew is a

field by using cubic base change to Ew of f and Ff . This will be studied in forthcoming paper.

We organize this paper as follows. In Section 2, we set up some notations for G2. Our

description is based on [39] but it is slightly modified. In Appendix C, we also give an explicit

description of G2 inside SO(3, 4) and its parabolic subgroups as well for the reproducibility.

In Sections 3 and 4, we review quaternionic modular forms in the sense of [11] and observe

their basic features about the Fourier expansions and the automorphy. Through Section 5 to

Section 8, we study the Fourier expansion of Ff (∗;φ) and the Fourier-Jacobi expansion along

L̃ss(A)⋉ (U(A)/ZU (A)) for the constant term of Ff (∗;φ) along ZU with a similar strategy in [22]
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and [26]. Section 5 is not directly related to the later sections but without it, it may be hard

to figure out what local analogues of the Fourier-Jacobi expansions should be like. In Section 7,

we prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 9, we recall the Fourier expansion of the half-integral modular

form attached to f by the Shimura correspondence. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is given in Section

10. In Section 11, we compute the degree 7 standard L-function attached to the Gan-Gurevich

lift, and obtain its Arthur parameter. We will study the archimedean component of the Gan-

Gurevich lift in Appendix A. Appendix B is given to understand the Fourier-Jacobi expansion

along P ss(A) of Eisenstein series associated to the degenerate principal series which are induced

from P . It may be helpful to understand what kind of automorphic forms on M(A) show up in

the expansion.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Wee-Teck Gan, Benedict H Gross, Hiroaki

Narita, Tamotsu Ikeda, Aaron Pollack, Shunsuke Yamana, and Satoshi Wakatsuki for helpful

discussions and their encouragement. We would like to thank G. Muić who helped us with the

degenerate principal series. We would also like to give a special thanks to Wee-Teck who briefly

explained a proof of Lemma 6.11 and also to Aaron Pollack for pointing out a mistake which

consequently yields an important observation stated in Proposition 4.5.

2. Preliminaries on the exceptional group G2

Let G2 be the split exceptional group over Q which has rank 2 and dimension 14. It can be

viewed as a smooth group scheme over Z. As mentioned, it is explicitly given inside SO(3, 4) in

Appendix C.

For any algebraic group (or group scheme) H, we denote by ZH the center of H. Let α, β be

the simple roots of G2 where α is the short root and β is the long root. The set of positive roots

of G2 is given by

Φ(G2)
+ = {α, β, α + β, 2α + β, 3α + β, 3α + 2β}

so that the set Φ(G2) := Φ(G2)
+ ∪ (−Φ(G2)

+) consists of all roots. For each γ ∈ Φ(G2), we

denote by wγ the Weyl element corresponding to γ and we fix its realization as an element in

G2(Z). As usual, we write wγ1···γk =

k∏

i=1

wγi for Weyl elements wγ1 , . . . , wγk .

Let B be the Borel subgroup with respect to Φ(G2)
+ and T be the Levi factor of B which

is the diagonal torus of G2. We view Φ(G2) as a subset of the (algebraic) character group

X∗(T ) := Homalg(T,GL1). Let Ga = SpecZ[u] be the 1-dimensional additive group scheme over
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Z. For each root γ, one can associate a homomorphism xγ : Ga →֒ G2 of group schemes over Z

such that

txγ(u)t
−1 = xγ(γ(t)), t ∈ T, u ∈ Ga

and we put Xα := Im(xα). We also define hγ : GL1 −→ G2 by

(2.1) hγ(t) = wγ(t)wγ(1)
−1, wγ(t) = xγ(t)x−γ(−t−1)xγ(t), t ∈ GL1

where wγ(1) = wγ in the Weyl group.

2.1. The Heisenberg parabolic subgroup. Let P = MN be the Heisenberg parabolic sub-

group associated to {α}. Explicitly,

N = {n = n(a1, a2, a3, a4, t) := xβ(a1)xα+β(a2)x2α+β(a3)x3α+β(a4)x3α+2β(t) | a1, . . . , a4, t ∈ Ga}.

Then, we see easily that

(2.2) n(a1, a2, a3, a4, t1)n(b1, b2, b3, b4, t2) = n(a1+b1, a2+b2, a3+b3, a4+b4, t1+t2−a4b1+3a3b2).

The unipotent group N is a Heisenberg group with the center ZN = {x3α+2β(t) | t ∈ Ga}. To
see it concretely, we need to modify the coordinates of N by

(2.3) n1(a1, a2, a3, a4, t) := n(a1, a2, a3, a4,
1

2
t− (

1

2
a1a4 −

3

2
a2a3)).

We write n1(a, t) = n1(a1, a2, a3, a4, t) for a = (a1, a2, a3, a4) ∈ G4
a. Then, we have

(2.4) n1(a, t1)n1(b, t2) = n1(a+ b, t1 + t2 + 〈a,b〉)

where 〈a,b〉 = a1b4 − 3a2b3 + 3a3b2 − a4b1 for a = (a1, a2, a3, a4) and b = (b1, b2, b3, b4) so that

〈∗, ∗〉 is a symplectic form on

W := XβXα+βX2α+βX3α+β ≃ N/ZN .

Notice that the above Heisenberg structure is defined over Z[12 ] because of the new coordinates.

For the Levi part, we have M ≃ GL2 and write m = m(

(
a b

c d

)
) for

(
a b

c d

)
∈ GL2. The above

identification can be characterized by the action of M on N so that the adjoint action of m is

given by

(2.5) Ad(m)(n1(a, z)) = mn1(a, z)m
−1 = n1(det(m)−1ρ3(m)a,det(m)z)

where ρ3(m)a is defined by the pullback of the action of GL2 on the RHS of the identification

(2.6) W ≃ Sym3St2, a = (a1, a2, a3, a4)←→ fa(u, v) = a1u
3 + 3a2u

2v + 3a3uv
2 + a4v

3
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with mfa(u, v) = f(du+ bv, cu+ av). Here Sym3St2 is the symmetric cube of the 2-dimensional

standard module St2. Note that det−1⊗ρ3 corresponds to the adjoint action of M on W and

it yields W ≃ det−1 St2 ⊗ Sym3St2 as a representation of M . The above action of M on W

is slightly different from the one in [39]. Furthermore, it is easy to check that 〈ρ3(m)w, x〉 =
〈w,det(m)3ρ3(m

−1)x〉 and 〈det(m)2ρ3(m
−1)w, x〉 = 〈w,Ad(m)x〉 which will be used later. In

situations where a Haar measure is considered, the modulus character of P is given by δP (mn) =

|det(m)|3.
One can view W as a vector scheme over Z and for any commutative algebra R, and a =

(a1, a2, a3, a4) ∈W (R), define

(2.7) q(a) = − 1

27
discx(fa(x, 1)) = −3a22a23 + 4a1a

3
3 + 4a32a4 − 6a1a2a3a4 + a21a

2
4.

It is easy to see that q(ρ3(m)a) = det(m)6q(a) for m ∈ M and a ∈ W . We remark that q(a) is

nothing but the GL2-invariant form, so called Freudenthal’s quartic form for fa(u, v) given in [6,

Section 2.4], up to scaling by positive rational numbers.

2.2. Another maximal parabolic subgroup. Let Q = LU be the maximal parabolic subgroup

associated to {β}. Explicitly,

U = {u = u(a1, a2, a3, a4, z) := xα(a1)xα+β(a2)x2α+β(a3)x3α+β(a4)x3α+2β(z) | a1, . . . , a4, z ∈ Ga}.

It has three step nilpotency:

U ⊃ U1 := [U,U ] = X2α+βX3α+βX3α+2β ⊃ U2 := [U1, U ] = ZU = X3α+βX3α+2β .

The quotient Ũ := U/ZU is a 3-dimensional Heisenberg group with the center U1/ZU = Z
Ũ
. We

identify Ũ (resp. Z
Ũ
) withXαXα+βX2α+β (resp. X2α+β) and put ũ(a1, a2, a3) := u(a1, a2, a3, 0, 0)

for simplicity. It is easy to see that

(2.8) ũ(a1, a2, a3)ũ(b1, b2, b3) ≡ ũ(a1 + b1, a2 + b2, a3 + b3 + 2a2b1) mod ZU .

As in the previous section, we modify the coordinates of Ũ by ũ1(a1, a2, a3) := ũ(a1, a2, a3+a1a2).

Then, we have

(2.9) ũ1(a1, a2, a3)ũ1(b1, b2, b3) ≡ ũ1(a1 + b1, a2 + b2, a3 + b3 + 〈(a1, a2), (b1, b2)〉) mod ZU

where 〈(a1, a2), (b1, b2)〉 = a2b1 − a1b2 so that 〈∗, ∗〉 is a symplectic form on XαXα+β . For the

Levi part, we fix L ≃ GL2 so that we have the modulus character δQ = |det |5 in situations where
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a Haar measure is considered. If we write ℓ = ℓ(A) for A =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ GL2, then it holds

(2.10) l(

(
a 0

0 d

)
) = m(

(
ad 0

0 a

)
), l(

(
1 b

0 1

)
) = n(0,−b, 0, 0, 0), m(

(
1 b

0 1

)
) = u(0,−b, 0, 0, 0).

The identification L ≃ GL2, ℓ = ℓ(A) ←→ A can also be characterized by the action on several

unipotent groups. For instance, we have

(2.11) ℓ−1ũ1(a1, a2, a3)ℓ ≡ ũ1(det(A)−1(aa1 + ca2),det(A)
−1(ba1 + da2),det(A)

−1a3) mod ZU

and the equality in U :

(2.12) ℓ−1z(x, y)ℓ = z(det(A)−2(x, y)A) for z(x, y) := u(0, 0, 0, x, y) ∈ ZU

where (x, y)A means the usual matrix multiplication.

3. Quaternionic discrete series representations

We refer [11, Section 6] for basic facts on quaternionic discrete series representations.

Let K∞ be the maximal compact subgroup of G2(R). Since G2(R)/K∞ does not give rise to a

Hermitian symmetric domain, G2(R) does not have a holomorphic discrete series representation.

However, it has a quaternionic discrete series representation Dk, parametrized by an integer

k ≥ 2, with infinitesimal character ρ + (k − 2)β0, where β0 = 3α + 2β is the highest root and

ρ = 5α + 3β is the half sum of positive roots. We have K∞ ≃ (SU(2)β × SU(2)α)/µ2 where the

first (resp. the second) factor corresponds to the long root β (resp. the short root α). Then, we

have

(3.1) Dk|K∞ =
⊕

n≥0

Vk,n, Vk,n := Sym2k+n(C2)⊠ Symn(W (C)).

Since W ≃ Sym3C2 as a representation SU(2)α, by [17, Theorem 1.3], we have

Symn(W (C)) ≃
n⊕

i=0

(Sym3n−2iC2)⊕(⌊ i
2
⌋−⌊ i−1

3
⌋)

⌊ 3n
2
⌋⊕

i=n+1

(Sym3n−2iC2)⊕(⌊ i
2
⌋−⌊ i−1

3
⌋−⌊ i−n−1

2
⌋−1),

where ⌊∗⌋ stands for the floor function so that ⌊−1
3⌋ = −1.

It is known that Dk is a submodule of a degenerate principal series representation ind
G2(R)
P (R) λk

(an unnormalized induction), where λk is the 1-dimensional representation of GL2(R) defined by
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λk = sgnk|det |k+1. We remark that we chose the identification of the Levi subgroup M of P

such that δP (m) = |det(m)|3 while δP (m) = |det(m)|−3 in the setting of [11, Section 6].

The minimal K∞-type of Dk is Vk := Vk,0 = Sym2k(C2). We denote by τk : K∞ −→ GLC(Vk)

the corresponding representation of K∞.

4. Modular forms on G2 and their Fourier expansions

In this section, we review the crucial results of [39] and [11, Section 7] for the Fourier (Fourier-

Jacobi) expansions of modular forms on G2(A) which generate the quaternionic discrete series

Dk as a representation of G2(R). Let (τk, Vk) be the minimal K∞-type of Dk and (τ∨k , V
∨
k ) the

dual of (τk, Vk).

4.1. Quaternionic Modular forms on G2. Let us first recall the definition of modular forms

on G2(A) due to Gan-Gross-Savin [11, Section 7].

Definition 4.1. A (quaternionic) modular form F on G2 of weight k is a V ∨
k -valued function on

G2(A) = G2(Af )×G2(R) such that

(1) F (γgκ∞) = τ∨k (κ∞)−1F (g), g ∈ G2(A) for any γ ∈ G2(Q) and any κ∞ ∈ K∞;

(2) F is right-invariant under some open compact subgroup of G2(Af );

(3) F is annihilated by an ideal of finite codimension in Z(g) where g stands for the complex-

ification of Lie(G2(R));

(4) for any gf ∈ G2(Af ), F (gf g∞) is of uniform moderate growth in g∞ ∈ G2(R);

(5) F generates Dk as an admissible representation of G2(R).

Furthermore, such an F is said to be a (quaternionic) cusp form if the constant term along the

unipotent radical of any proper Q-parabolic subgroup of G2 vanishes (cf. [4, Section 1.9]).

Note that the fifth condition implies the third condition because any quaternionic modular

forms are annihilated by the Schmidt operator ([39, Section 4]).

4.2. A robust theory of the Fourier expansion due to Pollack. Let ψ = ⊗′
pψp : Q\AQ −→

C× be the standard additive character (cf. [25, ψst in Section 4.2]). For each t ∈ Q, define ψt by

ψt(∗) = ψ(t∗). Let F : G2(A) −→ Vk be a quaternionic modular form of weight k. Since F is left

invariant under ZN (Q), we have the Fourier expansion along ZN :

F =
∑

t∈Q
Ft = F0 +

∑

t∈Q×

Ft, Ft(g) :=

∫

ZN (Q)\ZN (A)
F (zg)ψt(z)dz(4.1)
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where dz is induced from the Haar measure on ZN (A) with vol(ZN (Ẑ)) = 1.

The constant term F0 along ZN has nice properties and one of the most important facts is

that if F0 is zero, then so is F (see [11, Lemma 8.5]). Pollack further expanded F0 explicitly

along N/ZN by using harmonic analysis of quaternionic discrete series representations (see [39]

for G2 and [38] for more general setting). He called it a robust theory of the Fourier expansion.

To explain his results, we need more notations. Any additive character on N(Q)\N(A) is trivial

on ZN (A) and it can be written as ψw(n) := ψ(〈w, x〉), n = n(x, t) ∈ N(A) for some w ∈W (Q).

Thus, we have the Fourier expansion of F0 along N/ZN as

F0(g) =
∑

w∈W (Q)

Fw(g), Fw(g) =

∫

N(Q)\N(A)
F (ng)ψw(n)dn.(4.2)

Since G2 is a semi-simple split group over Q, by using the strong approximation theorem and

Iwasawa decomposition with respect to P at each place, F and F0 are determined by the values

on P (R) and W (R)M(R) respectively. Then, he deduced ([39, Theorem 3.4])

(4.3) F0(n(x)m) = F00(m) +
∑

w∈W (Q)
w≥0

aF (w)e
2π

√
−1〈w,x〉Ww(m)

for n(x) := n(x, 0) ∈W (R), m ∈M(R) where Ww(m) is a kind of Vk-valued spherical functions

described in terms of the modified Bessel functions. Note that we have e2π
√
−1〈w,x〉, but not

e−2π
√
−1〈w,x〉 because of the choice of the additive character at the archimedean place. It is easy

to see thatWw(γm) = sgn(det(γ))k|det(γ)|k+1Wdet(γ)2ρ3(γ−1)w(γm) for any γ ∈M(R) which will

be used in Remark 6.14.

The initial term F00(g) =

∫

N(Q)\N(A)
F (ng)dn is the constant term along N which is, by

definition, identically zero if F is a cusp form. The condition w ≥ 0 means that all roots of the

polynomial fw(z, 1) (recall (2.6)) are real. Furthermore, the polynomial fw(z, 1) with w ≥ 0 is

separable over R if and only if q(w) 6= 0.

If F is a cusp form, then he also deduced a finer expansion ([38, Corollary 1.2.3]):

(4.4) F0(n(x)m) =
∑

w∈W (Q)
w≥0, q(w)<0

aF (w)e
2π

√
−1〈w,x〉Ww(m).

Remark 4.2. In (4.4), q(w) is the negative of the discriminant of fw(z, 1) up to the scaling of

the positive rational number and the sign is different from the one in [11, p.116, (4.5)].
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4.3. Expansion along ZU . In this section, we study the Fourier expansion along ZU . Re-

call the coordinate z(x, y) = u(0, 0, 0, x, y) of ZU and the (right) action (2.12) of L on ZU .

Any additive character on ZU (Q)\ZU (A) can be written as ψ(s,t)(z(x, y)) := ψ(sx + ty) =

ψ((s, t)t(x, y)), z(x, y) ∈ ZU (A) for some (s, t) ∈ Q2. Then, we have

(4.5) F =
∑

(s,t)∈Q2

F(s,t), F(s,t)(g) =

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
F (zg)ψ(s,t)(z)dz.

We further observe each term as follows (cf [11, Proposition 8.2]).

Lemma 4.3. For any γ = ℓ(A) ∈ L(Q), A ∈ GL2(Q), it holds that

F(s,t)(γg) = Fdet(A)2(s,t)tA−1(g)

where (s, t)tA−1 is the usual matrix product.

Proof. By (2.12), we have γz(x, y)γ−1 = z(det(A)2(x, y)A−1). Then,

ψ(s,t)(γz(x, y)γ
−1) = ψ((s, t)t(det(A)2(x, y)A−1)) = ψdet(A)2(s,t)tA−1(z(x, y))

and it yields that for g ∈ G2(A),

F(s,t)(γg) =

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
F (zγg)ψ(s,t)(z)dz

=

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
F (γ−1zγg)ψ(s,t)(z)dz (the left invariance)

=

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
F (zg)ψ(s,t)(γzγ−1)dz

= Fdet(A)2(s,t)tA−1(g).

�

We have Lss ≃ SL2 under the identification in Section 2.2 so that xβ(b) = ℓ(

(
1 −b
0 1

)
) ∈

Xβ ⊂ Lss. By using Lemma 4.3, we have an expansion which fits into L(Q)-invariance.
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Proposition 4.4. Keep the notations in (4.5). Then, it holds

F (g) = F(0,0)(g) +
∑

γ∈Xβ(Q)\Lss(Q)

F(1,0)(γg)

= F(0,0)(g) +
∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

∑

s∈Q×

F(s,0)(γg)(4.6)

=
∑

s∈Q
F(s,0)(g) +

∑

b∈Q

∑

s∈Q×

F(s,0)(wβxβ(b)g), g ∈ G2(A).

Furthermore, in terms of the expansion (4.1), F0(g) =
∑

s∈Q
F(s,0)(g).

Proof. We naturally identify Q2 with ZU (Q). Since Lss(Q) acts transitively on Q2 \ {(0, 0)}
and the stabilizer of (1, 0) is Xβ(Q), by (4.5) and Lemma 4.3, F(1,0)(γg) exhausts the second

term of the first expression when γ runs over Xβ(Q)\Lss(Q). Similarly, the stabilizer of the set

{(s, 0) | s ∈ Q×} ⊂ ZU (Q) is clearly BLss(Q). Thus, F(s,0)(γg) exhausts the second term of the

second expression when s and γ run over Q× and Lss(Q) respectively. The claim follows. �

4.4. An observation on Ft for t 6= 0. Let P ss = M ssN where M ss = [M,M ] ≃ SL2 is the

derived group of M . For any automorphic form F on G2(A), we can regard Ft|P ss(A), t 6= 0,

as an element in the space C∞(P ss(Q)\P ss(A))ψt
with C∞-topology. Then, by [18, Proposition

1.3], Ft|P ss(A) belongs to a closed span generated by certain functions of the form

(4.7) fΦ(m)θΦ(nm), m ∈M ss(A), n ∈ N(A)

where fΦ is an automorphic form on M ss(Q)\M ss(A) and θΦ is the theta function attached

to a Schwartz function Φ on X2α+β(A)X3α+β(A). As observed in Appendix B, when F is a

quaternionic Eisenstein series, fΦ is a sum of Eisenstein series and some kinds of theta function.

On the other hand, recently, Narita [36] obtained a surprising result that for any quaternionic

cusp form F and Ft with t 6= 0, fΦ in (4.7) belongs to the continuous spectrum. So even if F

is a cusp form, fΦ may not be a cusp form. The situation is very complicated. As the following

result shows, Ft for t non-trivial, has rich information as much as F0 and F .

Proposition 4.5. Let F be an automorphic form on G2(A). The followings are equivalent:

(1) F = 0.

(2) F0 = 0.

(3) Ft = 0 for any t ∈ Q×.

(4) Ft = 0 for any fixed t ∈ Q×.
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Proof. A key is to use ZU = X3α+βX3α+2β ⊃ ZN = X3α+2β . The equivalence of (1) and (2)

follows from [11, Lemma 8.5]. The equivalence of (3) and (4) follows from the fact that M(Q)

acts transitively on Q× ⊂ ZN (Q).

Assume (3). Then, it is easy to see that F(0,t) = 0 for any t ∈ Q×. By using automorphy of

F , F(t,0)(g) = F(0,t)(wβg) = 0. This means that Fw(g) :=

∫

N(Q)\N(A)
F (ng)ψw(n)dn = 0 for any

w = (a1, a2, a3, t) ∈ W (Q) and t non-zero. If F0 6= 0, then there exists non-trivial w′ such that

Fw′ is non-zero. By using automorphy, there exists γ ∈M(Q) such that Fw′(g) = Fw′′(γg) such

that the last coordinate of w′′, say t′′, is non-zero. Thus, Fw′′ 6= 0 implies Ft′′ 6= 0 and we have a

contradiction. Therefore, F0 = 0. The implication from (2) to (3) is similarly proved. �

5. Fourier-Jacobi expansion of Eisenstein series on G2 along U/ZU

In this section, we compute the Fourier-Jacobi expansion of Eisenstein series on G2 along the

Heisenberg group Ũ = U/ZU . This section will help to define both local and global analogues of

the Fourier-Jacobi expansion which will be studied in Section 8.

We follow the computation in [25] but we refer [18, Section 1] for the Weil representations

because in our setting, the dimension of any Lagrangian subspace of Ũ/Z
Ũ
≃ XαXα+β is odd

(1-dimensional) while the one in [25] is even.

For any unitary character ω : Q×\A× −→ C× and s ∈ C, we denote by I(s, ω) the degenerate

principal series representation of G2(A) consisting of any smooth, G2(Ẑ) × K∞-finite function

f : G2(A) −→ C such that

(5.1) f(nmg) = δ
1
2
P (m)|det(m)|sω(det(m))f(g), n ∈ N(A), m ∈M(A), g ∈ G2(A)

where δ
1
2
P (m) = |det(m)| 32 . We identify Lss with SL2 by ℓ = ℓ(A) 7→ A (recall Section 2.2 if

necessary) and let B be the upper Borel subgroup of SL2. Let BLss be the upper Borel subgroup

of Lss which is identified with the above B. For any section f ∈ I(s, ω), we define the Eisenstein

series on G2(A) of type (s, ω) by

(5.2) E(g; f) :=
∑

γ∈P (Q)\G2(Q)

f(γg), g ∈ G2(A).

We write V = {v(x, y, z) := ũ1(x, y, z) | x, y, z ∈ Ga} ≡ XαXα+βX2α+β mod ZU for simplicity.

Let J̃(A) = S̃L2(A) ⋉ V (A) where S̃L2(A) is the metaplectic double cover of SL2(A). For each

non-trivial additive character

(5.3) ψS = ⊗′
pψS,p : U1 −→ U1/ZU

n(0,0,z,∗,∗)7→ψ(Sz)−→ C×, S ∈ Q×,
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we denote by ωψS
= ⊗′

p≤∞ωS,p the Weil representation of J̃(A) acting on the Schwartz space

S(Xα(A)). Explicitly, for each place p ≤ ∞ and Φ = ⊗′
p≤∞Φp ∈ S(Xα(A)), it is given by

ωS,p(v(x, y, z))Φp(t) = φp(t+ x)ΨS,p(z + ty +
1

2
xy), x, y, z, t ∈ Qp(5.4)

ωS,p((ℓ(

(
a 0

0 a−1

)
), ε))Φp(t) = ε

γp(S)

γp(aS)
|a|

1
2
pΦp(ta), t ∈ Qp, a ∈ Q×

p , ε = ±1,(5.5)

ωS,p((ℓ(

(
1 b

0 1

)
), ε))Φp(t) = εψS,p(−bt2)Φp(t), b, t ∈ Qp, ε = ±1,(5.6)

ωS,p(wβ)Φp(t) = εγp(FSΦp)(t), t ∈ Qp, ε = ±1,(5.7)

where γp : Q×
p −→ C1 := {z ∈ C | |z| = 1} is the Weil constant at p with respect to ψp(S∗) (cf.

[18, p.618]) and

(FSΦp)(t) =

∫

Xα(Qp)
Φp(x)ψS,p(tx)dx,

where dx means the Haar measure on Xα(Qp) which is self-dual with respect to the Fourier

transform FS . Here we intentionally put the sign −1 in front of bt2 in the third formula (5.6).

The sign yields anti-holomorphic modular forms on S̃L2(A). For each Φ ∈ S(Xα(A)), we define

the theta function

ΘψS
(v(x, y, z)h; Φ) :=

∑

ξ∈Xα(Q)

ωψS
(v(x, y, z)h)Φ(ξ), v(x, y, z) ∈ V (A), h ∈ SL2(A)

and put

(5.8) EψS ,Φ(h; f) :=

∫

V (Q)\V (A)
EψS

(vh; f)ΘψS
(vh; Φ)dv

where EψS
(g; f) :=

∫

U1(Q)\U1(A)
E(u1g; f)ψS(u1)du1 is the Fourier coefficient of E(g; f) for ψS .

Put EZU
(g; f) :=

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
E(zUg; f)dzU . Then, we can also write EψS

(g; f) as

(5.9) EψS
(g; f) =

∫

X2α+β(Q)\X2α+β(A)
EZU

(x2α+β(u)g; f)ψ(Su)du.

Let K =
( ∏

p<∞
SL2(Zp)

)
× SO(2)(R) be the standard maximal compact subgroup SL2(A)

and K̃ be its pull-back to S̃L2(A). It is well-known that the Weil representation ωψS
splits over
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SL2(Q). For a character ω : Q×\A× −→ C× and s ∈ C, we define the space ĨψS

1 (s, ω) consisting

of any K̃-finite function f̃ : S̃L2(A) −→ C such that

(5.10) f̃((ℓ, ε)g) = ε
γ(1)

γ(a)
δ

1
2
B(ℓ)|a|sω(a)f̃(g), ℓ =

(
a b

0 a−1

)
∈ B(A), ε = ±1, g ∈ S̃L2(A)

where γ =
∏
p γp : A× −→ C1 is the Weil constant with respect to ψS . For any section f̃ ∈

Ĩ
ψp

1 (s, ω), we define the Eisenstein series on S̃L2(A) of type (s, ω) by

E1(g; f̃) :=
∑

γ∈B(Q)\SL2(Q)

f̃(γg), g ∈ S̃L2(A).

Let us first expand EZU
(g; f) along the maximal parabolic Q and then compute the Fourier-

Jacobi coefficient EψS ,Φ(h; f) at ψS with S ∈ Q×.

Lemma 5.1. Keep the notations as above. For each section f , on any region in s ∈ C of which

E(g; f) converges absolutely, EZU
(g, f) = E(1)(g; f) +E(2)(g; f) + E(3)(g; f), where

E(1)(g; f) =
∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

f(γg);

E(2)(g; f) =
∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

∑

(u1,u2)∈Q2

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
f(wβαγxα(u1)x3α+β(u2)zUg)dzU

=
∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

∑

(u1,u2)∈Q2

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
f(wβαzUγxα(u1)x3α+β(u2)g)dzU ;

E(3)(g; f) =
∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

∑

(u1,u2)∈Q2

∫

ZU (A)
f(wβαβαxα(u1)x2α+β(u2)zUγg)dzU .

Proof. It is easy to see that {1, wβα, wβαβα} is a complete system of representatives of the double

coset P (Q)\G2(Q)/Q(Q) = P (Q)\G2(Q)/Lss(Q)U(Q). The claims follow from the equalities

P (Q)\Q(Q) = BLss(Q)\Lss(Q),

P (Q)\wβαQ(Q) = wβα(BLss(Q)\Lss(Q))Xα(Q)X3α+β(Q)

= wβαXα(Q)X3α+β(Q)(BLss(Q)\Lss(Q)),

and also

P (Q)\wβαβαQ(Q) = wβαβα(BLss(Q)\Lss(Q))Xα(Q)X2α+β(Q)ZU (Q)

= wβαβαXα(Q)X2α+β(Q)ZU (Q)(BLss(Q)\Lss(Q)).

�
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In what follows, for any smooth function f on G2(A), we define the (left) action of S̃L2(A) on

f |SL2(A)⋉V (A) via the natural projection S̃L2(A) −→ SL2(A).

Theorem 5.2. Keep the notations in Lemma 5.1. Put ι := wβαβαw
−1
β for simplicity. Then, it

holds that

(1)R(h; f,Φ) =

∫

Xα+β(A)

∫

X2α+β(A)

∫

ZU (A)
f(ιzUv(0, y, z)wβh)(ωψS

(h)Φ)(y)ψ(Sz)dzU dydz

=

∫

Xα+β(A)

∫

X2α+β(A)

∫

ZU (A)
f(ιwβzUv(y, 0, z)h)(ωψS

(h)Φ)(y)ψ(Sz)dzUdydz

is a section of ĨψS

1 (s, χSω);

(2) EψS ,Φ(∗; f) is the Eisenstein series on S̃L2(A) of type (s, χSω) defined by R(h; f,Φ).

Here χS(a) := 〈−S, a〉 ∈ {±1}, a ∈ A× where 〈∗, ∗〉 stands for the quadratic Hilbert symbol on

A× × A×.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 and (5.9), we have

(5.11) EψS ,Φ(h; f) =

3∑

i=1

∫

V (Q)\V (A)
E

(i)
ZU

(vh; f)ΘψS
(vh; Φ)dv.

We shall try to prove the vanishing of terms for i = 1, 2. Since ψS is non-trivial and ZU is stable

under the (conjugate) action of Lss, clearly, the first term is vanishing. For i = 2, by the unfolding

technique, the second term becomes

∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

∫

Xα+β(Q)X2α+β (Q)\V (A)

∫

X3α+2β(Q)\ZU (A)
f(wβαzUvγh)ΘψS

(vγh; Φ)dzUdv.

By a similar computation in [25, p.242, the proof of Theorem 7.1], it is equal to

∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

∫

Xα+β(Q)X2α+β(Q)\V (A)

∫

X3α+2β (Q)\ZU (A)
f(wβαzUvγh)

×
∑

u∈Q
FS(ωψS

(xα+β(u)vγh)Φ(0))dzUdv.

We now substitute v for xα+β(u)
−1v and use the fact that wβα commutes with xα+β(u)

−1 so that

xα+β(u)
−1 trivially comes out from inside f . Then, by the unfolding technique in the coordinate

of Xα+β, it becomes

∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

∫

X2α+β(Q)\V (A)

∫

X3α+2β(Q)\ZU (A)
f(wβαzUvγh)ωψS

(wβvγh)Φ(0))dzUdv.
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By substituting v for w−1
β vwβ , finally, it becomes

∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

R(2)(γh; f,Φ), where

R(2)(h; f,Φ) =

∫

X2α+β(Q)\V (A)

∫

X3α+2β(Q)\ZU (A)
f(wβαw

−1
β zUvwβh)ωψS

(vwβγh)Φ(0))dzUdv.

We shall prove R(2)(h; f,Φ) = 0. Put w = wβαw
−1
β . It is easy to see that wv(x, 0, 0) =

v(0, 0,−x)w and v(x, y, z) = v(x, 0, 0)v(0, y, z + xy). Furthermore, v(0, 0,−x) trivially comes

out inside f . Thus, we have

R(2)(h; f, φ) =
∫

X2α+β(Q)\V (A)

∫

X3α+2β (Q)\ZU (A)
f(wzUv(0, y, z + xy)wβh)ωψS

(wβh)Φ(x)ψ(Sz +
1

2
Sxy)dzUdv,

where v = v(x, y, z). By substituting z for z − xy, it becomes

(5.12)∫

X2α+β(Q)\V (A)

∫

X3α+2β (Q)\ZU (A)
f(wzUv(0, y, z)wβh)

(
ωψS

(wβh)Φ(x)ψ(
1

2
Sxy)

)
· ψ(Sz)dzUdv.

Now, observe

X2α+β(Q)\V (A) = Xα(A)Xα+β(A)(X2α+β(Q)\X2α+β(A)), v(0, y, z) = v(0, 0, z)v(0, y, 0),

and wv(0, 0, z)w−1 = m(

(
1 −z
0 1

)
). Therefore, by using the Fourier transform,

(5.12) =

∫

Xα+β(A)

∫

X3α+2β(Q)\ZU (A)
f(wzUv(0, y, 0)wβh)ωψS

(h)Φ(−y
2
)·
( ∫

X2α+β(Q)\X2α+β (A)
ψ(Sz)dz

)
dzUdy.

Since S 6= 0, clearly

∫

X2α+β(Q)\X2α+β(A)
ψ(Sz)dz = 0. Hence, we have R(2)(h; f,Φ) = 0 and it

yields the vanishing of the second term.

Finally, we handle the case of i = 3. We shall prove both claims simultaneously. As in the

previous case, we have

EψS ,Φ(h; f) =

∫

V (Q)\V (A)
E

(3)
ZU

(vh; f)ΘψS
(vh; Φ)dv =

∑

γ∈BLss (Q)\Lss(Q)

R(γh; f, φ),

whereR(h; f,Φ) is the one in the first claim. Here, we used ιv(x, y, z)ι−1 = m(

(
1 0

−z 1

)
)v(0, y, z).

We now check each action of

ℓb := (ℓ(

(
1 b

0 1

)
), ε), ℓa := (ℓ(

(
a 0

0 a−1

)
), ε) ∈ S̃L2(A).
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As in [25, Lemma 7.4-(1),(2)], we observe

ιzU (z1, z2)v(0, y, z)wβℓ(

(
1 b

0 1

)
) = m(

(
1 by

0 1

)
)X3α+β(b)ιzU (z1−bz2+b2y3, z2−2by3)v(0, y, z−by2)wβ

where we write zU = zU (z1, z2) and

ιzU (z1, z2)(0, y, z)wβℓ(

(
a 0

0 a−1

)
) = m(

(
a 0

0 1

)
)ιzU (

z1
a
, az2)v(0, ay, z)wβ .

By using these relations and (5.6), first we have

R(ℓbh; f,Φ) =

ε

∫

Xα+β(A)

∫

X2α+β(A)

∫

ZU (A)
f(ιzUv(0, y, z − by2)wβh)(ωψS

(h)Φ)(y)ψ(S(z − by2))dzUdydz.

By substituting z with z + by2, we see R(ℓbh; f,Φ) = εR(h; f,Φ).

Finally, as for ℓa, we have

R(ℓah; f,Φ) =

ε

∫

Xα+β(A)

∫

X2α+β(A)

∫

ZU (A)
f(m(

(
a 0

0 1

)
)ιzU (

z1
a
, az2)v(0, ay, z)wβh)(ωψS

(pah)Φ)(y)ψ(Sz)dzUdydz.

By using (5.1) and (5.5) and changing the variables as (z1, z2, y) 7→ (az1, z2/a, y/a), we have

R(ℓah; f,Φ) = εδP (a)
1
2 |a|sω(a)|a|−1 γ(−S)

γ(−Sa) |a|
1
2R(h; f,Φ)

= εδB(a)
1
2 |a|s γ(1)

γ(a)
ω(a)χS(a)R(h; f,Φ).

Here, we used the formula γ(−S)γ(a) = 〈−S, a〉γ(1)γ(−Sa) for the gamma constant. �

Remark 5.3. For non-archimedean place, the local representation theoretic analogue of Theorem

5.2 has been proved by G. Savin in [41, Theorem B.2.2].

6. Degenerate Whittaker functions

In this section, we consider a local representation theoretic analogue of F0 (see (4.2) or (4.4)).
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6.1. Degenerate principal series representations: The nonarchimedean case. Let p be

a rational prime. For a unitary character µp : Q×
p −→ C× and s ∈ C, let us consider the

degenerate principal series representation I(s, µp) := Ind
G2(Qp)
P (Qp)

(µp ◦ det)|det|s consisting of any

smooth G2(Zp)-finite functions φ : G2(Qp) −→ C such that

φ(nmg) = δ
1
2
P (m)µp(det(m))|det(m)|sφ(g), nm ∈ P (Qp) = N(Qp)M(Qp), g ∈ G2(Qp)

where δ
1
2
P (m) = |det(m)|

3
2
p . Here we write det(m) for det(A) when m = m(A), A ∈ GL2(Qp). In

terms of notations in [33], it is Iα(−s, µp). We denote by 1 the trivial character of Q×
p .

Theorem 6.1. [33, Theorem 3.1, p.472, Proposition 4.1, p.475, Proposition 4.3-(ii), p.476] Let

s ∈ R. It holds that

(1) I(0, µp) is irreducible:

(2) I(s, µp) reduces if and only if s = ±1
2 , µ

2
p = 1, or s = ±3

2 , µp = 1, or s = ±1
2 , µ

3
p = 1;

(3) When µ2p = 1, I(12 , µp) has a unique maximal subrepresentation A(| · |
1
2
p µp), and a unique

irreducible quotient Jβ(1, π(1, µp)), i.e.,

0 −→ A(| · |
1
2
p µp) −→ I(

1

2
, µp) −→ Jβ(1, π(1, µp)) −→ 0,

and in the notation of [33, Proposition 4.1-(ii), Proposition 4.3-(ii)],

A(| · |
1
2
p µp) =

{
V if µp = 1

Jβ(
1
2 , δ(µp)) if µp 6= 1,

where V satisfies

0 −→ π(1) −→ V −→ Jβ(
1

2
, δ(1)) −→ 0.

Proposition 6.2. Let Iβ(s, π) = Ind
G2(Qp)
Q(Qp)

π ⊗ |det |s, where π is a tempered representation of

GL2(Qp), and Jβ(s, π) be its Langlands quotient. Then I(0, µp) = Jβ(
1
2 , π(µp, µ

−1
p )).

Proof. Since µp ◦ det →֒ µp| |−
1
2 ⊗ µp| |

1
2 ,

I(0, µp) →֒ Ind
G2(Qp)
B(Qp)

µp| |−
1
2 ⊗ µp| |

1
2 ≃ IndG2(Qp)

B(Qp)
µ−1
p | |

1
2 ⊗ µ2p,

by w3α+β in the notation of [57]. Now

Iβ(
1

2
, π(µp, µ

−1
p )) = Ind

G2(Qp)
B(Qp)

µp| |
1
2 ⊗ µp| |−

1
2 ≃ IndG2(Qp)

B(Qp)
µ−1
p | |

1
2 ⊗ µ2p

in the notation of [57]. Since I(0, µp) is irreducible, our result follows. �
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Let ψ = ψp : Qp −→ C× be the standard non-trivial additive character. For each w ∈W (Qp),

we define ψw(n) = ψ(〈w, x〉) for n = n(x, t) ∈ N(Qp) and ψw is said to be generic if q(w) 6= 0.

For any smooth representation Π of G2(Qp), we put

Whψw
(Π) := HomN(Qp)(Π, ψw).

The following claim is similar to [26, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 6.3. Suppose ψw is generic. Then it holds that

(1) dimWhψw
(I(s, µp)) ≤ 1 for any unitary character µp of Qp above and s ∈ C;

(2) When µ2p = 1, if Whψw
(A(| · |

1
2
p µp)) 6= 0, the restriction map induces an isomorphism

Whψw
(I(

1

2
, µp))

∼−→Whψw
(A(| · |

1
2
p µp)).

In this case, we have dimWhψw
(I(s, µp)) = dimWhψw

(A(| · |
1
2
p µp)) = 1.

Proof. The first claim follows from [24, Theorem 3.2, p.1311].

For the second claim, let 0 −→ A(| · |
1
2
p µp) −→ I(12 , µp) −→ V ′ −→ 0 be the exact sequence

for some quotient V ′. (By [33, Proposition 4.1-ii),Proposition 4.3-(ii)], we can specify V ′ but it

is unnecessary for the argument below.) Then, by taking the Whittaker functor and using its

exactness, we have

0 −→Whψw
(V ′) −→Whψw

(I(
1

2
, µp)) −→Whψw

(A(| · |
1
2
p µp)) −→ 0

Then, the claim follows from this and the first claim with the assumption.

�

6.2. Jacquet integrals and Siegel series. For z ∈ C, we define a function εz on G2(Qp) by

εz(g) = |det(m)|zp, g = nmk ∈ G2(Qp) = N(Qp)M(Qp)G2(Zp).

For φ ∈ I(s, µp) and w ∈W (Qp) with q(w) 6= 0, we define the Jacquet integral by

w
µp,s,z
w (φ) :=

∫

N(Qp)
(φ · εz)(ιn)ψw(n)dn, ι = wβαβαw

−1
β ,

which is motivated by [23, (16), p.292]. It is absolutely convergent for Re(z) > 3
2 −Re(s) and one

can check that it is a polynomial in C[p±z] by using [24, Corollary 3.6.1]. Thus, we can substitute

z = 0 into w
µp,s,z
w (φ). Then, we define, for Re(s) > −1

2 ,

(6.1) w̃
µp,s
w (φ) := |q(w)|3/4p

L(s+ 1
2 , µp)L(s+

3
2 , µp)L(2s + 1, µp)L(3s +

3
2 , µp)

L(s+ 1
2 , µp,Ew)

w
µp,s,0
w (φ)
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where L(s, µp) = (1 − µp(p)p
−s)−s and L(s, µp,Ew) is the L-function of the base change of µp

to the cubic étale algebra Ew :=

{
Qp[x]/(fw(x, 1)) if degx(fw(x, 1)) = 3

Qp[x]/(fw(x, 1)) ×Qp if degx(fw(x, 1)) = 2
. As for the

factors in front of the Jacquet integral, we follow the normalization of Eisenstein series in [54,

p.226-237]. We also remark that in [23], the induced representation is unnormalized while ours is

normalized and the variable s there should be replaced with
s

3
+

1

2
, as in [54], to get our setting.

Then, finally, we write

(6.2) w̃
µp
w (φ) :=





w̃
µp,0
w (φ) (φ ∈ I(0, µp))

w̃
µp,

1
2

w (φ) (φ ∈ I(12 , µp) with µ2p = 1)
.

The following is an analogue of [26, Lemma 3.3, p.590].

Lemma 6.4. Keep the notations in (6.2). Assume q(w) 6= 0. Then, there exist constants

C1, C2 > 0 depending only on φ such that

|w̃µp
w (φ)| ≤ C1max{|q(w)|

3
4
p , |q(w)|−C2

p }.

Proof. We borrow an idea of the proof in [56, Lemma 3.3] and an argument in [21, p.53], but the

proof here is slightly different and applicable to many cases where the unipotent radical is not

abelian.

We need a bound on |wµp,0,0(φ)|. By [24, Corollary 3.6.1], w
µp,s,0
w (φ) is a polynomial in C[p±s].

Thus, w
µp,s,0
w (φ) is a holomorphic function of s ∈ C. Put z = p−s and we view w

µp,s,0
w (φ)

as a Laurent polynomial in C[z±1]. Fix a positive real number σ > 3
2 and define the annulus

Dσ := {z ∈ C | p−σ ≤ |z| ≤ pσ}. Applying the maximal modulus principle to w
µp,s,0
w (φ) on Dσ

as a function in z, we have

|wµp,0,0
w (φ)| ≤ max

Re(s)=±σ
{|wµp,s,0

w (φ)|}.

When Re(s) = σ, as in the proof in [56, Lemma 3.3], there exists a constant C1 > 0 depending

on φ (and σ) such that |wµp,s,0(φ)| ≤ C1.

Next, we consider the case when Re(s) = −σ. Let M(s) : I(s, µp) −→ I(−s, µ−1
p ), f 7→ [g 7→∫

N(Qp)
f(ιng)dn]. It is well-known that for each φ ∈ I(s, µp), M(s)(φ) extends meromorphically

on the whole space in s ∈ C. By Proposition 6.3-(1), there exists a meromorphic κw(s) on s ∈ C

such that

w
µ−1
p ,−s,0
w ◦M(s) = κw(s)w

µp,s,0
w .
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Let us evaluate κw(s). Let CW be a complete system of representatives of {w ∈W (Qp) | q(w) 6=
0}/M(Qp) where M(Qp) acts as the adjoint action. It is well-known that CW is finite ([23,

Section 2.4]) and the upper bound of its cardinality is independent of p. We can write w =

det(m)2ρ3(m
−1)w0 for some m ∈ M(Qp) and w0 ∈ CW so that 〈w,n〉 = 〈w0,Ad(m)n〉 and

q(w) = det(m)2q(w0). By transformation law, we have

w
µ−1
p ,−s,0
w0 ◦M(s)(m · f) = µ2p(det(m))|det(m)|2sp κw(s)w

µp,s,0
w0 (m · f), f ∈ I(s, µp).

Thus, we have

κw(s) = µ−2
p (det(m))|det(m)|−2s

p κw0(s) = µ−2
p (det(m))|q(w)|−sp (|q(w0)|spκw0(s))

and then,

w
µp,−s,0
w (φ) = κ−1

w (−s)wµ−1
p ,s,0
w ◦M(−s)(φ)

= |q(w)|−sp {µp(det(m)2)(|q(w0)|spκw0(−s)−1)w
µ−1
p ,s,0
w ◦M(−s)(φ)}.

Since µp is unitary, |µp(det(m)2)| = 1. The set consisting of all poles of κw0(−s)−1 for any

w0 ∈ CW , and the normalizing factor of w̃
µp,s
w (φ) and M(−s), is finite. Therefore, one can re-

choose σ > 3
2 if necessary, so that any s ∈ C with Re(s) = σ does not contribute to any such

poles. Thus, the claim follows from the previous argument. �

Lemma 6.5. For w ∈W (Qp) and Re(s) > −1
2 , it holds that

(1) the functional w̃
µp,s
w ∈ Whψw

(I(s, µp)) is non-zero and thus, dimWhψw
(I(s, µp)) = 1.

Further, the restriction of w̃1
w to A(| · |

1
2
p µp) is also non-zero if Whψw

(A(| · |
1
2
p µp)) 6= 0;

(2) for any m ∈M(Qp), n ∈ N(Qp) and φ ∈ I(s, µp),

w̃
µp,s
w (nm · φ) = ψw(n)µp(det(m))−1|det(m)|−sw̃µp,s

(det(m))2ρ3(m−1)w
(φ).

Proof. The first claim is proved by choosing a section φ suitably and Proposition 6.3-(1). It is

standard and thus omitted. For the second claim, the action of n is easy to handle. Therefore,

we only check the action of m. If we write m = m(

(
a b

c d

)
), then

(6.3) ιmι−1 = m((ad− bc)−1

(
a −b
−c d

)
).
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Thus, det ιmι−1 = det(m)−1 and it yields φ(ιnm) = µp(det(m))−1|det(m)|−s−3/2φ(ιmn′) where

n′ = m−1nm. By (2.5),

ψw(n) = ψ(〈w,n〉) = ψ(〈w,mn′m−1〉) = ψ(〈w,det(m)−1ρ3(m)n〉)

= ψ(〈det(m)2ρ3(m
−1)w,n′〉) = ψdet(m)2ρ3(m−1)w(n

′).

Further, dn = d(mn′m−1) = δP (m)dn′ by (2.5) again and

|q(det(m)2ρ3(m
−1)w)|3/4p = |det(m)|3/2p |q(w)|3/4p .

Summing up, we have

w̃
µp,s
w (m · φ) = µp(det(m))−1|det(m)|−s−3/2δP (m)|det(m)|−3/2

p w̃
µp,s
(det(m))2ρ3(m−1)w

(φ)

= µp(det(m))−1|det(m)|−sw̃µp,s
(det(m))2ρ3(m−1)w

(φ).

�

6.3. Degenerate principal series representations: The archimedean case. Recall the no-

tations in Section 3. We regard the quaternionic discrete series representation Dk as a submodule

of

Πk := ind
G2(R)
P (R) λk = Ind

G2(R)
P (R) sgnk|det |k− 1

2 , k ≥ 2,

where the latter is a normalized induced representation.

Let ψ = ψ∞ = exp(2π
√
−1∗) : R −→ C× be the standard non-trivial additive character. For

each w ∈ W (R), we define ψw(n) = ψ∞(〈w, x〉) for n = n(x, t) ∈ N(R) and ψw is said to be

generic if q(w) 6= 0. We say w ∈ W (R) is generic if q(w) 6= 0, or equivalently ψw is generic. The

following claim is due to Wallach [53, Theorem 13, p.301 and Theorem 16, p.302] (see also [11,

Proposition 6.1]) though the sign is opposite in q(w) because q(w) = −∆(ψw) in the notation

there.

Proposition 6.6. Suppose ψw is generic for w ∈W (R). Then, it holds that

(1) dimHomN(R)(Πk,C(ψw)) = 1 if q(w) 6= 0;

(2) dimHomN(R)(Dk,C(ψw)) =




0, if q(w) > 0

1, if q(w) < 0
.

Recall K∞ ≃ (SU(2)β × SU(2)α)/µ2 where we insert subscripts into SU(2)-factors to indicate

the roots.
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Proposition 6.7. As a representation of K∞, it holds that

Πk|K∞ ≃
⊕

m,n∈Z≥0
m:even

Tm,n, Tm,n := (SymmC2)⊕(m+1)
⊠ Sym2nC2.

Proof. We see that G2(R) = P (R)K∞ and P (R) ∩ K∞ = M(R) ∩ K∞ ≃ {12} × U(1)α/µ2 ⊂
(SU(2)β × SU(2)α)/µ2 where U(1)α is diagonally embedded into SU(2)α as u 7→ diag(u, u−1). It

follows from this that

Πk|K∞ ≃ IndK∞
P∩K∞

1 ≃
(
Ind

SU(2)β
{12} 1⊠ Ind

SU(2)α
U(1)α

1
)µ2

,

where the last one is the µ2-fixed part of the representation of SU(2)β × SU(2)α. By the Peter-

Weyl theorem, Ind
SU(2)β
{12} 1 ≃ ⊕m≥0(Sym

mC2)⊕(m+1). On the other hand, it is well-known that

Ind
SU(2)α
U(1)α

1 ≃ L2(SO(3)/SO(2)) ≃⊕n≥0 Sym
2nC2. To have the same µ2-action on both factors,

m has to be even. The claim follows. �

The following result is well-known in more general setting by [27, Chapter III]. Recall W (R)≥0

is the set of w ∈W (R) with w ≥ 0, i.e., all roots of the polynomial fw(z, 1) are real.

Proposition 6.8. Let µ : R× −→ C× be a unitary character, w ∈ W (R)≥0 and s ∈ C. Then,

for any φ ∈ Ind
G2(R)
P (R) µ(det)|det |s, the integral

(6.4) W (s)
w (g;φ) := |q(w)|− s

2
+ 3

4

∫

N(R)
φ(ιng)ψw(n)dn, g ∈ G2(R),

converges absolutely if Re(s) > 0.

Corollary 6.9. Let k ≥ 1 and w ∈ W (R)≥0. Then, for any φ ∈ Πk, W
(k− 1

2
)

w (g;φ), g ∈ G2(R)

converges absolutely and it holds that

(6.5) W
(k− 1

2
)

w (nmg;φ) = ψw(n)sgn(detm)kW
(k− 1

2
)

detm2ρ3(m−1)w
(g;φ).

Proof. Since k − 1
2 > 0, the convergence is clear. The latter claim is proved as in the proof of

Lemma 6.5-(2). �

Corollary 6.10. Let k ≥ 1. Assume w ∈W (R) is generic and q(w) < 0. Then, the functional

(6.6) Πk −→ C, φ 7→W
(k− 1

2
)

w (1;φ)

is a generator of HomN(R)(Πk,C(ψw)).
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Proof. Non-vanishing of the functional over Πk can be checked by a standard argument (cf. [52,

the proof of Proposition 7.1, line -7 in p.141]). Then, by invoking Proposition 6.6, we have the

claim. �

Lemma 6.11. Assume k ≥ 2. Then, Πk has possibly three irreducible components including Dk.

Furthermore, any irreducible component V except for Dk, it holds Hom(V,C(ψw)) = 0 for any

generic w ∈W (R) with q(w) < 0.

Proof. Let W (R)gen be the set of all w ∈W (R) such that q(w) 6= 0 or equivalently ψw is generic

by definition. Recall the adjoint action of M(R) on W (R) preserves W (R)gen. There are exactly

two orbits of W (R)gen such that a representative w satisfies q(w) > 0 or q(w) < 0 respectively.

The quaternionic discrete series representation Dk is supported in ψw for any w ∈W (R)gen with

q(w) < 0. On the other hand, by Proposition 6.6, there exists an irreducible constituent of Πk,

say D′
k, which is supported in ψw for any w ∈W (R)gen with q(w) > 0.

On the other hand, by [15, Lemma 2.3.4] and using the fact P (R)\G2(R)/P (R) = {1, wβ , wβαβ , ι}
[13, (1), p.260], we see that dimCEndG2(R)(Πk) ≤ 3. Since Dk 6≃ D′

k, dimCEndG2(R)(Πk) ≥ 2.

Therefore, EndG2(R)(Πk) is isomorphic to either of C2, C3, or
{(a b

0 c

)∣∣∣ a, b, c ∈ C
}
. The claim

follows from this. �

Proposition 6.12. Assume k ≥ 2. Assume w ∈ W (R) is generic and q(w) < 0. Then, the

restriction of the functional (6.6) to Dk is not identically zero. In particular, the functional gives

a generator of HomN(R)(Dk,C(ψw)). Further, for each non-zero φ ∈ Dk as above, W
(k− 1

2
)

w (g;φ)

is not identically zero.

Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 6.11 and Proposition 6.6. �

Remark 6.13. If k ≥ 2 is even, we can give another proof of the above proposition by using

a global method without using Lemma 6.11. Perhaps, it may be useful for another setting: Let

Ek be a quaternionic Eisenstein series of weight k considered in [11, Section 9]. Note that “2k”

in loc.cit. is “k” in our notation. By [9, Theorem 3.1] and [38, Corollary 1.2.3, p.1216], there

exists a generic w0 ∈ W (Q) with q(w0) < 0 such that the w0-th Fourier coefficient of Ek is

non-zero. Suppose the restriction of the functional (6.6) to Dk is identically zero. Then, as

observed in [11, p.130, line -6 to the bottom], all Fourier coefficients of Ek vanish. Thus, we

have a contradiction. The latter claim follows from the irreducibility of Dk and the equality

W
(k− 1

2
)

w (g;φ∞,I) =W
(k− 1

2
)

w (1; g · φ∞,I) for any g ∈ G2(R).
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6.4. Degenerate Whittaker functions: The archimedean case. Recall the minimal K∞-

type Vk ⊂ Dk from Section 3. Fix the basis {ev = xk+vyk−v}−k≤v≤k of Vk as in [39, p.391] and

we denote by {e∨v }−k≤v≤k its dual basis. Let 〈∗, ∗〉 : Vk × V ∨
k −→ C be the natural pairing. For

each −k ≤ v, v′ ≤ k, we define the section fv,v′ of Dk ⊂ Ind
G2(R)
P (R) sgnk|det |k− 1

2 by

(6.7) fv,v′(g) = sgn(det(m))k|det(m)|k+1〈τk(κ)ev , e∨v′〉, g = mnκ ∈M(R)N(R)K∞.

For each non-empty subset I of {v ∈ Z | − k ≤ v ≤ k}, put φ∞,I :=
∑

v∈I
fv,ve

∨
v ∈ Dk defined by

using fv,v. We define the V ∨
k -valued function

(6.8) W
(k− 1

2
)

w (g∞;φ∞,I) =
∑

v∈I
W

(k− 1
2
)

w (g∞; fv,v)e
∨
v , g∞ ∈ G2(R),

which plays a role in the Fourier expansion of modular forms on G2 and it is an analogue of

exponential functions (see [22, Section 3.3] and [31, Section 3.4, Theorem 3.4.1]).

Remark 6.14. Let k ≥ 2 be any integer. Let I = {v ∈ Z | − k ≤ v ≤ k} and w ∈W (R)≥0 with

q(w) < 0. Put W̃
(k− 1

2
)

w (g∞;φ∞,I) := |q(w)|
k+1
2 W

(k− 1
2
)

w (g∞;φ∞,I). Then, for g∞ = n∞m∞k∞ ∈
G2(R) = P (R)K∞, W̃

(k− 1
2
)

w (g∞;φ∞,I) and e2π
√
−1〈w,n∞〉τ∨k (k∞)Ww(m∞) appeared in (4.4) has

the same transformation law in the left P (R)-action. By Proposition 6.12, there exists a non-zero

constant c∞,w depending on w and k such that

W̃
(k− 1

2
)

w (g∞;φ∞,I) = c∞,we
2π

√
−1〈w,n∞〉τ∨k (k∞)Ww(m∞).

Since the set {w ∈ W (R)≥0 | q(w) < 0} has a single M(R)-orbit and both sides have the same

transformation law in M(R), c∞,w =: c∞ is, in fact, a uniform constant.

7. Fourier expansion of quaternionic modular forms: Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1. Let f be a new form in S2k(Γ0(C))new,ns and

Π(f) = ⊗′
p<∞Πp = Πf ⊗Dk be the admissible representation of G2(A) as in Section 1. Assume

(1.1). Then, we have an intertwining map

Π(f) →֒ Acusp(G2(Q)\G2(A)), φ 7→ Ff (∗;φ).

Let us consider the constant term Ff (g;φ)0 :=

∫

ZN (Q)\ZN (A)
Ff (zg;φ)dz along ZN .

Recall the finite set S(πf ) of rational primes in Section 1 such that

Πp =




I(0, µp) with a unitary character µp : Q×

p −→ C×, if p 6∈ S(πf ) ∪ {∞}

A(| · | 12µp) ⊂ I(12 , µp) with µ2p = 1, if p ∈ S(πf )
.
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(See the notation in Section 6.1.) Put

(7.1) µf = ⊗′
p 6∈S(πf )∪{∞}µp ⊗p∈S(πf ) (| ∗ |

1
2
p µp).

For w ∈ W (Q) and a distinguished vector φf = ⊗′
p<∞φp ∈ Πf such that φp is a G2(Zp)-fixed

vector with φp(1) = 1 for all but finitely many p, put

(7.2) w̃w(φf ) :=
∏

p<∞
w̃
µp
w (φp) =

∏

p 6∈S(Πf )∪{∞}
w̃
µp,0
w (φp)×

∏

p∈S(Πf )

w̃
µp,

1
2

w (φp).

By [23, Theorem 2.4-(4), p.292-293] or [54, Theorem 1.1], w̃
µp,0
w (φp) is trivial for all but finitely

many p 6∈ S(Πf ) ∪ {∞}. Thus, the above infinite product is well-defined.

For each w ∈ W (Q), we denote by x3α+β(w), the x3α+β-component of w according to the

decomposition W = XβXα+βX2α+βX3α+β . Put φ := φf ⊗ φ∞ where φ∞ := φ∞,I with I =

{v | − k ≤ v ≤ k} is defined in the previous section. Then, Ff (∗;φ) is a quaternionic modular

forms of weight k. Let Ff (g;φ)0 =

∫

ZN (Q)\ZN (A)
Ff (zg;φ)dz for g ∈ G2(A). By Remark 6.14 and

a robust theory of Pollack (4.4), we have

Ff (g;φ)0 =
∑

w∈W (Q)≥0
q(w)<0

Ff (g;φ)ψw
, Ff (g;φ)ψw

=

∫

N(Q)\N(A)
Ff (ng;φ)ψw(n)dn.

We have only to focus on w such that Ff (1; ∗)ψw
is not identically zero on Π(f). For any place

v, put φ(v) = ⊗′
p 6=vφp. Since the non-zero functional Πv ∋ φ′v 7→ Ff (1;φ

(v) ⊗ φ′v)ψw
belongs to

Whψw
(Πv), if Ff (g; ∗)ψw

6= 0, the assumption in Proposition 6.3-(2) is fulfilled for such a w. By

Proposition 6.3, Lemma 6.5-(1), Proposition 6.6, Remark 6.14, we have

Ff (g;φ)0 =
∑

w∈W (Q)≥0
q(w)<0

Cµfw (Ff )
( ∏

p<∞
w̃
µp
Ad(wα)w

(gp · φp)
)
W

(k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)w
(g∞ · φ∞), g = gfg∞ ∈ G2(A)

for some constants Cµfw (Ff ). Then, by Proposition 4.4, we can recover the expansion (1.2) for

above φ and the general case follows from the left action of G2(A) and irreducibility of Π(f).

This proves Theorem 1.1.

By M(Q)-left invariance of Ff (∗;φ)0 which follows from the automorphy of F and the trans-

formation law in Lemma 6.5-(2) and Corollary 6.9, we can easily check the following property:

(7.3)

Cµfw (Ff )µf (det(m
′)−1)sgn(det(m′))k = Cµf

det(m′)2ρ3(m′−1)w
(Ff ), m

′ := Ad(wα)m, m ∈M(Q).
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Finally, we explain how to choose a distinguished vector φ so that Ff (g;φ) is fixed by
∏

p∤C

G2(Zp)×
∏

p|C
ΓP (Zp). If C is square-free, then S(πf ) = {p|C} and µp is unramified for any rational prime

p (cf. [30, Proposition 2.8-(2)]). If p ∤ C, choose φp ∈ Π
G2(Zp)
p such that φp(1) = 1. Let rα(Πp)

be the Jacquet modules of Πp with respect to M which is explicitly given in [33, (4.20), p.477].

If p|C, then

rα(Πp) = µp(det)|det |
1
2 .

Since Π
ΓP (Zp)
p

∼−→ rα(Πp)
M(Zp) by [32, Theorem 2.1], we may choose φp ∈ Π

ΓP (Zp)
p corresponding

to a spherical non-zero vector of rα(Πp)
M(Zp).

8. Fourier-Jacobi expansions along L̃ss ⋉ U/ZU in adelic setting

Let us recall the notations in Section 5. In this section, we consider the Fourier-Jacobi expan-

sions along Ũ in adelic setting.

8.1. The non-archimedean case. Let p be a rational prime. Let I(s, µp) be the degenerate

principal series representation in Section 6.1. Note that µp is unitary in our setting. Let ˜SL2(Qp)

be the metaplectic double cover of Lss(Qp) = SL2(Qp). For a character δp : Q×
p −→ C× and

s ∈ C, let Ĩψp

1 (s, δp) be the degenerate principal series representation of ˜SL2(Qp) which is defined

similarly as in (5.10).

For each φ ∈ I(s, µp), Φ ∈ S(Xα(Qp)), S ∈ Q×
p , and h′ = (h, ε) ∈ ˜SL2(Qp), we define the

integral

β
ψp

S (h′;φ⊗Φ) :=
L(s+ 1

2 , µp)L(s+
3
2 , µp)L(2s + 1, µp)L(3s +

3
2 , µp)L(s +

1
2 , µpχS,p)

L(s+ 1
2 , µp,Ew)L(2s + 1, µ2p)

×
∫

Xα+β(Qp)

∫

X2α+β(Qp)

∫

ZU (Qp)
φ(ιwβzUv(y, 0, z)h)(ωS,p(v(y, 0, z)h′)Φ)(0)dzUdydz(8.1)

where χS,p(a) = 〈−S, a〉p, a ∈ Q×
p is defined by using the local quadratic Hilbert symbol 〈∗, ∗〉p

on Q×
p ×Q×

p . This is a local analogue of “R(h; f,Φ)” in Theorem 5.2 up to local L-factors.

Proposition 8.1. Keep the notations as above. Then, β
ψp

S (h′;φ⊗Φ) is absolutely convergent if

Re(s) > −2
3 and it yields a V (Qp)-invariant and ˜SL2(Qp)-equivariant C-bilinear map

β
ψp

S : I(s, µp)⊗C S(Xα(Qp)) −→ Ĩ
ψp

1 (s, µpχS,p).
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Namely, β
ψp

S (vh′;φ ⊗ ωS,p(γ)Φ) = Ĩ
ψp

1 (s, µpχS,p)(γ)β
ψp

S (h′;φ ⊗ Φ) for any γ ∈ ˜SL2(Qp) and

v ∈ V (Qp).

Proof. By a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 5.2 (or [25, p.243]), for h′ = (h, ε) ∈
˜SL2(Qp), we have

∫

Xα+β(Qp)

∫

X2α+β(Qp)

∫

ZU (Qp)
φ(ιwβzUv(y, 0, z)h)(ωS,p(v(y, 0, z)h′)Φ)(0)dzUdydz

=

∫

V (Qp)

∫

ZU (Qp)
φ(ιwβzUvh)(ωS,p(wβvh′)Φ)(0)dzUdv.(8.2)

The convergence follows from the smoothness of φ, and the L-factors are finite by the condition

on Re(s). The latter claim is similarly proved by the argument in the proof of Theorem 5.2. �

For each φ ∈ Ĩ
ψp

1 (s, δp) with a unitary character δp : Q×
p −→ C× and t ∈ Q×

p , we define a

normalized local Whittaker functional

(8.3) w
δp,s
t (φ) := |t|

1
2
p
L(2s + 1, δ2p)

L(s+ 1
2 , δp)

∫

Xβ(Qp)
φ((wβxβ , 1))ψp(txβ)dxβ

which can be extended holomorphically at s = 0. Put w
δp
t (φ) := w

δp,0
t (φ).

Lemma 8.2. For t ∈ Q×
p and a unitary character δp, it holds that

(1) HomXβ(Qp)(Ĩ
ψp

1 (0, δp), ψp(t∗)) is non-zero and it is generated by w
µp
t ;

(2) If δ2p = | · |, Ĩ
ψp

1 (0, δp) has a unique irreducible subrepresentation Ã
ψp

1 (δp) which is unitary.

Further, HomXβ(Qp)(Ã
ψp

1 (δp), ψp(t∗)) is non-zero if and only if δp 6= χt,p. In that case,

the restriction of w
δp
t to Ã

ψp

1 (δp) generates HomXβ(Qp)(Ã
ψp

1 (δp), ψp(t∗)).

Proof. The claims follow from [22, Proposition 5.1]. �

Lemma 8.3. For each φ ∈ I(s, µp) and S, t ∈ Q×
p , and Φ ∈ S(Xα(Qp)), the following equality

holds

w
µpχS,p,s
t (β

ψp

S (∗;φ⊗ Φ)) =
∣∣∣ 4
27
S3
∣∣∣
− 3

4

p
|t|−

1
4

p

∫

Xα(Qp)
Φ(x)w̃

µp

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)

(v(x, 0, 0) · φ)dx

for Re(s) > −2
3 .

Proof. Put A =
L(s+ 1

2
,µp)L(s+

3
2
,µp)L(2s+1,µp)L(3s+

3
2
,µp)L(s+

1
2
,µpχS,p)

L(s+ 1
2
,µp,Ew )L(2s+ 1

2
,µ2p)

and B =
L(2s+1,(µpχS,p)

2)

L(s+ 1
2
,µpχS,p)

=

L(2s+1,µ2p)

L(s+ 1
2
,µpχS,p)

for simplicity. First, we note that w−1
β V (Qp)wβ = V (Qp) and wβZU (Qp)w

−1
β =
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ZU (Qp). Then, by direct computation, we have

(AB)−1|t|−
1
2

p w
µpχS,p,s
t (β

ψp

S (h′;φ⊗ Φ))

= A−1

∫

Xβ(Qp)
(β
ψp

S ((wβxβ, 1);φ ⊗ Φ)ψp(−txβ)dxβ

(8.2)
=

∫

Xβ(Qp)

∫

V (Qp)

∫

ZU (Qp)
φ(ιwβzUvwβxβ)(ωS,p(wβvwβxβ)Φ)(0)ψp(−txβ)dzUdvdxβ

(noting w2
β is in the center of Lss and substituting w−1

β vwβ 7→ v, wβzUw
−1
β 7→ zU ,)

=

∫

Xβ(Qp)

∫

V (Qp)

∫

ZU (Qp)
φ(ιzUvxβ)(ωS,p(vxβ)Φ)(0)ψp(−txβ)dzUdvdxβ .

Since xβ ∈ Lss(Qp), xβV (Qp)x
−1
β = V (Qp). By (2.9), v = v(x, y, z) = v(0, y, z − xy)v(x, 0, 0).

After using these, further, we substitute xβvx
−1
β and z − xy with v and z respectively. Then, it

proceeds as

=

∫

Xβ(Qp)

∫

V (Qp)

∫

ZU (Qp)
φ(ιzUxβv)(ωS,p(xβv)Φ)(0)ψp(−txβ)dzUdvdxβ .

=

∫

Xβ(Qp)

∫

V (Qp)

∫

ZU (Qp)
φ(ιzUxβv(0, y, z)v(x, 0, 0))Φ(x)ψp(Sz)ψp(−txβ)dzUdv(x, y, z)dxβ .

Notice that zUxβv(0, y, z) = xβv(0, y, z)zU runs over all elements in N(Qp). We remark that

ψp(Sz)ψp(txβ) = ψp(〈(0,−
1

3
S, 0,−t), (xβ , 0, z, 0)〉) = ψAd(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)(n), n = n(xβ, ∗, z, ∗).

Therefore, the above integral becomes

=

∫

n∈N(Qp)

∫

x∈Xα(Qp)
φ(ιnv(x, 0, 0))Φ(x)ψAd(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)(n)dxdn.

The integral converges absolutely. Hence, we can change the order of the double integral and it

proceeds as

=

∫

x∈Xα(Qp)
Φ(x)

(∫

n∈N(Qp)
φ(ιnv(x, 0, 0))ψAd(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)(n)dn

)
dx

=

∫

x∈Xα(Qp)
Φ(x)

(
(AB)−1|q(Ad(wα)(t, 0,

1

3
S, 0))|−

3
4

p w̃
µp
Ad(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)

(v(x, 0, 0) · φ)
)
dx

= (AB)−1
∣∣∣ 4
33
tS3
∣∣∣
− 3

4

p

∫

x∈Xα(Qp)
Φ(x)w̃

µp
Ad(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)

(v(x, 0, 0) · φ)dx.

Cleaning up factors, we have the desired equality. �

Let Πp (resp. Ã
ψp

1 (s, µpχS,p)) be a unique irreducible submodule of I(s, µp) (resp. Ĩ
ψp

1 (s, µpχS,p)).
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Corollary 8.4. Keep the notations in Proposition 8.1. Then, β
ψp

S : Πp ⊗C S(Xα(Qp)) −→
Ã
ψp

1 (s, µpχS,p) is surjective.

Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 8.3 by choosing Φ and φ suitably. �

8.2. The archimedean case. For a unitary character µ : R× −→ C∞ and s ∈ C, put I(s, µ) :=

Ind
G2(R)
P (R) µ(det)|det |s (the normalized induction) by abusing the notation. Let Ĩψ1 (s, µ) be a

principal series representation of S̃L2(R), which is similarly defined as in (5.10).

Let ψ = ψ∞ and ψS := ψ(S∗) for S ∈ R. For each φ ∈ I(s, µ), Φ ∈ S(Xα(R)), S ∈ R×, and

h′ = (h, ε) ∈ S̃L2(R), we define the integral

βψS (h
′;φ⊗ Φ) :=

∫

Xα+β(R)

∫

X2α+β(R)

∫

ZU (R)
φ(ιwβzUv(y, 0, z)h)(ωS,∞(v(y, 0, z)h′)Φ)(0)dzUdydz.

This is also a local analogue of “R(h; f,Φ)” in Theorem 5.2.

Proposition 8.5. Keep the notations above. Then, βψS (h
′;φ ⊗ Φ) is absolutely convergent if

Re(s) > 0 and it yields a V (R)-invariant and S̃L2(R)-equivariant C-bilinear map

βψS : I(s, µ)⊗C S(Xα(R)) −→ Ĩψ1 (s, µχS,∞),

where χS,∞(a) = 〈−S, a〉∞, a ∈ R× is defined by using the local quadratic Hilbert symbol 〈∗, ∗〉∞
on R××R×. Namely, βψS (vh

′;φ⊗ωS,∞(γ)Φ) = Ĩψ1 (s, µχS,∞)(γ)βψS (h
′;φ⊗Φ) for any γ ∈ S̃L2(R)

and v ∈ V (R).

Proof. The claim is proved by a similar argument in the proof of Theorem 5.2 as in Proposition

8.1. �

For each section φ ∈ Ĩψ1 (s, µ) and t ∈ R×, define the Jacquet integral of φ as

(8.4) wµ,st (h′;φ) :=
∫

Xβ(R)
φ((wβxβh, ε))ψ∞(txβ)dxβ , h

′ = (h, ε) ∈ S̃L2(R).

Lemma 8.6. Keep the notations as in Proposition 8.5. For each φ ∈ I(s, µ) and S, t ∈ R×, and

Φ ∈ S(Xα(R)), the following equality holds

w
µχS,∞,s
t (h′, βψ∞

S (∗;φ ⊗ Φ)) =

∫

Xα(R)
ωS,∞(h′)Φ(x)W (s)

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)

(1; v(x, 0, 0)h′ · φ)dx

for Re(s) > 0.

Proof. Recall (6.4). Then, the claim is proved similarly as in the proof of Lemma 8.3. �
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We recall the basic facts from [49, Chapter III, Proposition 7] in our setting. Let ν = ±1
2 ,

S ∈ R× and put µ = 1 and s = k− 1
2 with an integer k ≥ 2 in the setting of Proposition 8.5. By

computing the Weil constant at the infinite place with respect to ψS , we see

γ∞(1)

γ∞(−1)χS,∞(−1) = −sgn(S)eπ
√

−1
2 = eπ

√
−1(−sgn(S)) 1

2 .

Thus, Ĩψ1 (k− 1
2 , χS,∞) = B(k− 1

2 , ν) for ν = −sgn(S)12 in the notation of [49, Chapter III, Section

1].

The following facts follow from [49, Chapter III, Proposition 7] with a standard argument for

principal series representations (cf. [46, Section 2.2]): When S > 0 (hence ν = −1
2), Ĩ

ψ
1 (k −

1
2 , χS,∞) = B(k − 1

2 ,−1
2 ) admits a unique irreducible subrepresentation π̃

−sgn(−1)k ,−
k− 1

2

such that

(1) (the case of (iii) in [49, Proposition 6, p.22]) when k is even, π̃−,−
k− 1

2

is a unique ψt-generic

irreducible component of Ĩψ1 (k− 1
2 , χS,∞) for t ∈ R<0 which has the highest weight −k− 1

2 ;

(2) (the case of (ii) in [49, Proposition 6, p.22]) when k is odd, π̃+,−
k− 1

2

is a unique ψt-generic

irreducible component of Ĩψ1 (k − 1
2 , χS,∞) for t ∈ R>0 which has the lowest weight k + 1

2 .

When S < 0 (hence ν = 1
2), Ĩ

ψ
1 (k − 1

2 , χS,∞) = B(k − 1
2 ,

1
2) admits a unique irreducible

subrepresentation π̃
sgn(−1)k ,+

k− 1
2

such that

(3) (the case of (ii) in [49, Proposition 6, p.22]) when k is even, π̃+,+
k− 1

2

is a unique ψt-generic

irreducible component of Ĩψ1 (k − 1
2 , χS,∞) for t ∈ R>0 which has the lowest weight k + 1

2 ;

(4) (the case of (iii) in [49, Proposition 6, p.22]) when k is odd, π̃−,+
k− 1

2

is a unique ψt-generic

irreducible component of Ĩψ1 (k− 1
2 , χS,∞) for t ∈ R<0 which has the highest weight −k− 1

2 .

As in [22, Section 5.1], for each t ∈ R× and ℓ ∈ 1
2Z, we define

W
(ℓ)

t,S̃L2
(h′) = |t| ℓ2 exp(t(h

√
−1))jℓ(h′,

√
−1)−1, h′ = (h, ε) ∈ S̃L2(R),

where jℓ is the automorphic factor defined in loc.cit.. Then, for a ∈ R>0, we have

(8.5) W
(ℓ)

t,S̃L2
(

(
a 0

0 a−1

)
h′) =W

(ℓ)

a2t,S̃L2
(h′), h′ = (h, ε).

We remark that both of the cases t > 0 and t < 0 may happen because quaternionic modular

forms are not holomorphic.

For w = (t, 0, 13S, 0) ∈ W (R), the condition q(Ad(wα)w) < 0 is equivalent to q(w) < 0 and in

this case, we have tS3 < 0. Then, it yields the parity condition sgn(S) = −sgn(t).
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For each j ∈ Z≥0, there exists ΦjS ∈ S(Xα(R)) such that

(8.6) ωS,∞(h′)ΦjS(x) = j 1
2
(h′,
√
−1)−1j 1

2
(h′,
√
−1)2jΦjS(

√
τx), h′ = (h, ε), τ = h

√
−1,

where the square root
√
τ is defined so that (

√
τ)2 = τ (cf. [47, Section 3.3.4]). It is well-known

that {ΦjS}j≥0 makes up an orthonormal basis of S(Xα(R)) (cf. [47, Section 2.1]).

Proposition 8.7. Let S, t ∈ R× with sgn(S) = −sgn(t) and k ≥ 2. Then, for each ΦjS with j ≥ 0

and the function (6.8 ), there exists a non-zero constant C0(S) independent of t such that

w
χS,∞,k− 1

2
t (h′, βψ∞

S (∗;W (k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)

(∗;φ∞,I)⊗ ΦjS))

=





C0(S)|t|
1
4
(1+2j) ×W k+ 1

2

t,S̃L2
(h′), if t < 0 (equivalently, S > 0), k is even, and −k + j ∈ I

0, otherwise

for h′ = (h, ε) ∈ S̃L2(R).

Proof. Assume S > 0 (equivalently, t < 0). Let T = SO(2)(R) ⊂ SU(2)β where the inclusion

is given by e
√
−1θ 7→

(
e
√
−1θ 0

0 e−
√
−1θ

)
. Let T̃ (⊂ S̃L2(R)) be the double covering of T . Since

T̃ ≃ T , the covering map T̃ −→ T is identified with T −→ T, z 7→ z2 under T̃ ≃ T . It is easy to

see that V ∨
k |T ≃

k⊕

v=−k
C(2v) where each element z of T acts on C(2v) ≃ C by z2v. Let T̃ act on

V ∨
k via the covering map T̃ −→ T . Then

(8.7) V ∨
k |T̃ ≃

k⊕

v=−k
C(v)

as a representation of T̃ .

By (8.6), ΦjS(x) is of weight
1
2 + j with respect to the action of T̃ . On the other hand, by the

formula in Lemma 8.6 and the definition of (6.8), the right hand side of (8.7) can be written as

a direct sum of the vectors of weights v − (12 + j), v ∈ I with respect to the action of T̃ and it

also belongs to the image of the Whittaker model of π̃
−sgn(−1)k ,−
k− 1

2

with respect to ψt. However,

k has to be even, since t < 0. As observed, π̃−,−
k− 1

2

has a vector of highest weight −k − 1
2 and the

equality v − (12 + j) = −k − 1
2 , v ∈ I, j ≥ 0 holds exactly when −k + j = v ∈ I. Other vectors

of weight v − (12 − j) with −k + j 6∈ I will be gone after taking the Jacquet integral (8.4).
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Put At = l(

(√−t−1
0

0
√−t

)
) = m(

(
1 0

0
√−t

)
). Using (2.5) and (6.3) for the expression

At = m(

(
1 0

0
√−t

)
), and (2.11) for the expression At = l(

(√−t−1
0

0
√−t

)
), it is easy to see

that

W
(k− 1

2
)

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)

(1; v(x, 0, 0)Ath
′ · φ) =W

(k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)(−1,0, 1
3
S,0)

(1; v(
x√−t , 0, 0)h

′ · φ).

Note that j 1
2
(Ath

′,
√
−1) = (−t) 1

4 j 1
2
(h′,
√
−1) and ωS,∞(Ath

′)ΦjS(x) = (−t)− 1
4
(1−2j)ωS,∞(h′)ΦjS(

x√
−t)

by (8.6). Then, we have

w
χS,∞,k− 1

2
t (Ath

′, βψ∞
S (∗;W (k− 1

2
)

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)
⊗ ΦjS))

= (−t)− 1
4
(1−2j)

∫

Xα(R)
ωS,∞(h′)ΦjS(

x√−t)W
(k− 1

2
)

Ad(wα)(−1,0, 1
3
S,0)

(1; v(
x√−t , 0, 0)h

′ · φ)dx

(substituting x with
√
−tx)

= (−t) 1
4
(1+2j)

∫

Xα(R)
ωS,∞(h′)ΦjS(x)W

(k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)(−1,0, 1
3
S,0)

(1; v(x, 0, 0)h′ · φ)dx.

Therefore, we have

(−t)− 1
4
(1+2j)w

χS,∞,k− 1
2

t (Ath
′, βψ∞

S (∗;W (k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)

(∗;φ∞,I)⊗ ΦjS))

= w
χS,∞,k− 1

2
−1 (h′, βψ∞

S (∗;W (k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)(−1,0, 1
3
S,0)

(∗;φ∞,I)⊗ ΦjS)).

The right hand side is independent of t. Applying [49, Lemma 12, p.24] to ψ−1 with a unique-

ness of a Whittaker model, there exists a constant C0(S) such that the RHS can be written as

C0(S)W
k+ 1

2

−1,S̃L2
(h′). By (8.5), W

k+ 1
2

−1,S̃L2
(A−1

t h′) =W
k+ 1

2

t,S̃L2
(h′). Summing up, we have

w
χS,∞,k− 1

2
t (h′, βψ∞

S (∗;W (k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)

(∗;φ∞,I)⊗ ΦjS)) = C0(S)(−t)
1
4
(1+2j)W

k+ 1
2

t,S̃L2
(h′)

as desired. The case S < 0 is easily handled. In fact, the vanishing follows from the parity

condition.

Finally, we check C0(S) 6= 0 when S > 0. It suffices to check βψ∞
S induces a surjective map

from Dk ⊗ S(Xα(R)) to π̃
−sgn(−1)k ,−
k− 1

2

. For any non-zero function F on Xα(R) = R which has

the moderate growth, one can choose Φ ∈ S(Xα(R)) to have a sufficiently small support so that∫

R
Φ(x)F (x)dx 6= 0. Applying this to Lemma 8.6, we see that βψ∞

S is non-zero and the claim

follows from the irreducibility of π̃
−sgn(−1)k ,−
k− 1

2

. �
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8.3. The global case. Let us keep the notations in Section 7. Let ψ = ⊗′
pψp be the standard

additive character and put ψS = ψ(S∗) for S ∈ Q×. Recall the global Weil representation

ωψS
= ⊗′

pωS,p = ωS,f ⊗ ωS,∞ defined in Section 5. For Φf ∈ S(Xα(Af )), S ∈ Q>0, and j ∈ Z≥0

define ΦjS ∈ S(Xα(A)) by

ΦjS(x) = Φf (xf )Φ
j
S,∞(x∞),

where ΦjS,∞ is defined with the property (8.6).

We recall the expansion (1.2) of Ff (∗;φ) for a distinguished vector φ = φf ⊗ φ∞,I . Let

F(0,0)(g;φ) :=

∫

ZU (Q)\ZU (A)
Ff (zg;φ)dz be the constant term along ZU . Then, we have

(8.8) F(0,0)(g;φ) =
∑

w∈W (Q)≥0
q(w)<0,x3α+β (w)=0

cww̃Ad(wα)w(gf · φf )W
(k− 1

2
)

Ad(wα)w
(g∞;φ∞,I), g = gfg∞ ∈ G2(A)

where we put cw := Cµfw (Ff ) for simplicity. As in (5.11), we can define

(8.9) F(0,0)(∗;φ)ψS ,Φ
j
S

(h′) =
∫

V (Q)\V (A)
F(0,0)(vh

′;φ)ΘψS
(vh′; ΦjS)dv, h

′ ∈ S̃L2(A).

Proposition 8.8. Keep the notations as above. In particular, S > 0. It holds that there exists

a non-zero constant C1(S) independent of t such that if −k + j 6∈ I, F(0,0)(∗;φ)ψS ,Φ
j
S

(h′) = 0.

Otherwise, for h′ = h′
f
h′∞ = (h′p)p ∈ S̃L2(A),

F(0,0)(∗;φ)ψS ,Φ
j
S

(h′) = C1(S)
∑

t∈Q<0

c(t,0,S
3
,0)|t|

j

2w
µfχS,f

t (βψf

S (∗h′f ;φf ⊗ Φf ))W
k+ 1

2

t,S̃L2
(h′∞),

where

w
µfχS,p

t (βψf

S (∗h′f ;φf ⊗ Φf )) :=
∏

p<∞
w
µpχS,p,sp
t (β

ψp

S (∗h′p;φ⊗ Φp))

and sp =





1
2 , if p ∈ S(πf )

0, otherwise
.

Further, F(0,0)(∗;φ)ψS ,Φ
j
S

is an automorphic form on S̃L2(A).

Proof. By definition, we have

F(0,0)(∗;φ)ψS ,ΦS
(h′)

=

∫

V (Q)\V (A)

(
∑

w∈W (Q)≥0
q(w)<0,x3α+β (w)=0

cww̃Ad(wα)w(vfh
′
f · φf )W

(k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)w
(v∞h

′
∞)

)
ΘψS

(vh′; ΦS)dv.
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Substituting v with v + v(0, 0, z∞), since v(0, 0, z∞) = n(0, 0, z∞, 0, 0) ∈ V (R) for any z∞ ∈ R, if

we put w = (w1, w2, w3, 0), the factor

ψAd(wα)w(n(0, 0, z∞, 0, 0))ψ(Sz∞) = ψ((3w3 − S)z∞)

comes out from the right hand side. Therefore, w3 =
1
3S. Thus, we can express the above integral

as

I1 :=

∫

V (Q)\V (A)

(
∑

w∈W (Q)≥0, q(w)<0

x2α+β (w)= 1
3S, x3α+β(w)=0

cwWAd(wα)w(vh
′)

)
ΘψS

(vh′; ΦS)dv,

where we put

WAd(wα)w(vh
′) := w̃Ad(wα)w(vfh

′
f · φf )W

(k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)w
(v∞h

′
∞)

for simplicity. We can write w = (∗, ∗, 13S, 0) ∈W (Q) as

w = Ad(v(λ, 0, 0))(t, 0,
1

3
S, 0),

for some λ, t ∈ Q with t 6= 0 and tS < 0 (hence, t < 0). Then,

w = (t+ Sλ2,
2

3
Sλ,

1

3
S, 0) =: w(t, λ, S).

Using this and v(x, y, z) = v(0, y, z − xy)v(x, 0, 0) = n(0, y, z − xy, 0, 0)v(x, 0, 0), we have

I1 =

∫

V (Q)\V (A)

(
∑

w=w(t,λ,S)
t,λ∈Q, t<0

ψ(S(z − xy))ψ(2Sλy)cwWAd(wα)w(v(x, 0, 0)h
′)

)

×
∑

ξ∈Xα(Q)

(ωψS
(h′)ΦS)(x+ ξ)ψ(S(z − xy))ψ(Sξy)dv

=

∫

V (Q)\V (A)

(
∑

t,λ∈Q, t<0

cw(t,0,S)WAd(wα)w(t,0,S)(v(x+ 2λ, 0, 0)h′)

)
ψ(2Sλy)

×
( ∑

ξ∈Xα(Q)

(ωψS
(h′)ΦS)(x+ ξ)

)
ψ(−Sξy)dv.

The integral ψ(S(2λ − ξ)y) over Xα+β(Q)\Xα+β(A) is zero unless 2λ = ξ. Therefore, the above

integral becomes

=

∫

Xα(Q)\Xα(A)

∑

ξ∈Xα(Q)

(
∑

t,ξ∈Q, t<0

cw(t,0,S)WAd(wα)w(t,0,S)(v(x+ξ, 0, 0)h
′)

)
(ωψS

(h′)ΦS)(x+ ξ)dx.
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Here we also used the fact that vol(X2α+β(Q)\X2α+β(A)) = 1. By the unfolding technique in ξ,

the above integral is

=

∫

Xα(A)

(
∑

t∈Q<0

cw(t,0,S)WAd(wα)w(t,0,S)(v(x, 0, 0)h
′)

)
(ωψS

(h′)ΦS)(x)dx

=
∑

t∈Q<0

cw(t,0,S)

(∫

Xα(Af )
w̃
µf
Ad(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)

(v(xf , 0, 0)h
′
f · φf )(ωS,f (hf )Φf )(xf )dxf

)

×
(∫

Xα(R)
W

(k− 1
2
)

Ad(wα)(t,0,
1
3
S,0)

(v(x∞, 0, 0)h
′
∞)(ωS,∞(h∞)ΦjS,∞)(x∞)dx∞

)
.

By Proposition 8.7, it vanishes unless −k + j ∈ I. In the remaining case, by Proposition 8.7

again, the above integral is

= C0(S)
∑

t∈Q<0

cw(t,0,S)|t|
1
4
(1+2j)W

k+ 1
2

t,S̃L2
(h′∞)

(∫

Xα(Af )
w̃
µf
Ad(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)

(v(xf , 0, 0)h
′
f
·φf )(ωS,f (hf )Φf )(xf )dxf

)
.

By Lemma 8.3,
∫

Xα(Af )
w̃
µf
Ad(wα)(t,0,

1
3
S,0)

(v(xf , 0, 0)h
′
f · φf )(ωS,f (hf )Φf )(xf )dxf

= |t|− 1
4

( 4

27
|S|3

)− 3
4
w
µfχS,f

t (βψf

S (∗;φf ⊗ Φf )).

Summing up, we have the desired claim with C1(S) = C0(S)
(

4
27 |S|3

)− 3
4
.

The later claim is proved similarly as in the proof of [26, Lemma 5.4-(2)]. �

9. Fourier expansion of Shimura correspondence

In this section, we refer [22, Section 1,5, and 8.2] for the treatment of adelic modular forms of

half-integral weight. We remark that, in [22], the authors used the additive character ψp(−∗) at
finite place p to get positive indices in the Fourier expansion while negative indices show up in

our setting as below.

Let f be the newform in Section 1. Recall the notation in Lemma 8.2 and put

A
ψp

1 (µp) =





Ĩ
ψp

1 (0, µp) with a unitary character µp : Q×
p −→ C×, if p 6∈ S(πf ) ∪ {∞}

Ã
ψp

1 (µp) with µ
2
p = | · |p, if p ∈ S(πf )

π̃
−sgn(−1)k ,−
k− 1

2

p =∞

.
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Then, ⊗′
pA

ψp

1 (µp) is a cuspidal automorphic representation of S̃L2(A) which corresponds to f by

the Shimura correspondence and for each distinguished vector φS̃L2
f

= ⊗′
pφ

S̃L2
p in ⊗′

p<∞A
ψp

1 (µp),

by using (8.3), we have embedding from ⊗′
p<∞A

ψp

1 (µp) into the space of automorphic forms on

S̃L2(A) by

(9.1) Ahf (h;φ
S̃L2
f

) :=
∑

t∈Q<0

ct

(∏

p

w
µp,sp
t (hp · φS̃L2

p )
)
W

k+ 1
2

t,S̃L2
(h′∞), h = (hp)p ∈ S̃L2(A)

for some ct ∈ C (t ∈ Q<0), where sp =





1
2 , if p ∈ S(πf )

0, otherwise
. We should remark that the above

automorphic form is anti-holomorphic. For any S ∈ Q>0, let χS = ⊗′
pχS,p : Q

×\A×
Q −→ C×, a 7→

〈−S, a〉 where 〈∗, ∗〉 is the quadratic Hilbert symbol on A××A×. Then, by using a double covering

of GL2(A) which contains S̃L2(A) as a normal subgroup as in the proof of [22, Lemma 5.6-(5)],

one can define

ShSf (h;φ
S̃L2
f

) := Shf (diag(1, S) · h · diag(1, S)−1;φS̃L2
f

)(9.2)

= µ−1
f

(S)Sk+
1
2

∑

t∈Q<0

cSt

(∏

p

w
µpχS,p,sp
t (hp · φS̃L2

p )
)
W

k+ 1
2

t,S̃L2
(h′∞),

for h = (hp)p ∈ S̃L2(A) and it generates the cuspidal representation

(9.3) ⊗′
pA

ψp

1 (µpχS) =
(
⊗′
p<∞ A

ψp

1 (µpχS)
)
⊗ π̃−sgn(−1)k ,−

k− 1
2

.

If we specify a distinguished section suitably, then we can recover the complex conjugation of

the classical Shimura correspondence

Shf (τ) =
∑

n∈Z>0
n ≡ 0 or 1 mod 4

c(n)qn, q = e2π
√
−1τ , τ ∈ H := {τ ∈ C | Im(τ) > 0}

and if n is 1 or the fundamental discriminant of a real quadratic field, then c(n) = c−n. In

particular, c(1) is proportional to L(k, f) by a non-zero constant ([50, Corollaire 2, p.379]).

10. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.4. Assume k ≥ 2 is even. Starting with a Hecke eigen

newform f ∈ Sk(Γ0(C))new,ns, we defined Π(f) = ⊗′
pΠp = Πf ⊗Π∞ in Section 1 and µf by (7.1)

from Πf in Section 7.
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For each distinguished vector φS̃L2
f
∈ ⊗′

p<∞A
ψp

1 (µpχS), by Corollary 8.4, there exists a distin-

guished vector φf ∈ Πf and the Schwartz function Φf on Xα(Af ) such that βψf

S (∗h′
f
;φf ⊗ Φf ) =

φS̃L2
f

. Applying I = {−k}, φf , and Φf to Proposition 8.8, we have

F(0,0)(∗;φ)ψS ,Φ
0
S
(h′) = C1(S)

∑

t∈Q<0

c(t,0,S
3
,0)w

µfχS,f

t (βψf

S (∗h′f ;φf ⊗ Φf ))W
k+ 1

2

t,S̃L2
(h′∞),

= C1(S)
∑

t∈Q<0

c(t,0,S
3
,0)w

µfχS,f

t (φS̃L2
f

)W
k+ 1

2

t,S̃L2
(h′∞),

h′ = h′
f
h′∞ ∈ S̃L2(A) and it generates the representation (9.3) by Corollary 8.4. Thus, there

exists a non-zero constant C2(S) depending on S such that

F(0,0)(∗;φ)ψS ,Φ0
S
(h′) = C2(S)Sh

S
f (h;φ

S̃L2
f

).

Comparing coefficients, we have c(t,0,S
3
,0) = C(S)µ−1

f
(S)cSt where C(S) = C1(S)

−1C2(S)S
k+ 1

2 .

This completes the proof.

11. Degree 7 standard L-function and the Arthur parameter for the

Gan-Gurevich lift

Let f be a cuspidal holomorphic eigenform of weight 2k ≥ 4 and trivial nebentypus with

respect to Γ0(C), and πf its associated automorphic representation. Let πf = ⊗′
pπp⊗π∞. Recall

the quaternionic cusp form F = Ff (∗;φ) defined in Section 1, the Gan-Gurevich lift of f on G2.

Let ΠF be the irreducible representation of G2(A) generated by F .

11.1. Degree 7 standard L-function.

Theorem 11.1. Let S = S(πf ) ∪ {p|C}. Then the degree 7 standard L-function of ΠF is

LS(s,ΠF ,St) = LS(s,Sym2πf )L
S(s +

1

2
, πf )L

S(s − 1

2
, πf ).

where LS(s,ΠF ,St) =
∏
p∤S L(s,Πp,St) is the partial L-function.

Proof. For p /∈ S, πp = π(µp, µ
−1
p ) with an unramified character µp . Let µp(p) = αp. Then

Πp = Ind
G2(Qp)
P (Qp)

µp ◦ det.
Recall the parametrization in [33]: Mα ≃ GL2 under the map determined by

t −→ diag((2α + β)(t), (α + β)(t)),
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and α corresponds to the standard positive root of GL2. The parametrization of the maximal

torus of G2 is

t : GL1 ×GL1 −→ T, (a, b) 7−→ t(a, b),

given by α(t(a, b)) = ab−1 and β(t(a, b)) = a−1b2. Now for µ1, µ2, quasi-characters of Q×
p , let

µ1 = | |s1µ′1 and µ2 = | |s2µ′2, where µ′1, µ
′
2 are unitary characters. We denote the induced

representation

IB(µ1 ⊗ µ2) = IndGB | |s1µ′1 ⊗ | |s2µ′2 = IndGB µ
′
1 ⊗ µ′2 ⊗ exp(λ,HB( )),

where λ = s1(2α + β) + s2(α + β). Now consider the degenerate principal series IndGPα
µp ◦

det (normalized induction). Let µp = | |−sp so that µp(p) = psp = αp. Since µp ◦ det →֒
IndGL2

B | |−sp− 1
2 ⊗ | |−sp+ 1

2 , by inducing in stages,

IndGPα
µp ◦ det →֒ IndGB | |−sp−

1
2 ⊗ | |−sp+ 1

2 ≃ IndGB exp(λ,HB( )),

where λ = (−sp − 1
2)(2α + β) + (−sp + 1

2)(α+ β).

Note that the weights of the degree 7 standard representation of LG2 are 0, ±β∨, ±(3α+β)∨,

±(3α+ 2β)∨ (short roots of LG2). Then

〈λ, β∨〉 = −sp +
1

2
, 〈λ, (3α + β)∨〉 = −sp −

1

2
, 〈λ, (3α + 2β)∨〉 = −2sp.

Hence

L(s,Πp,St)
−1

= (1− p−s)(1 − α2
pp

−s)(1− α−2
p p−s)(1 − αpp

1
2
−s)(1 − α−1

p p
1
2
−s)(1 − αpp−

1
2
−s)(1− α−1

p p−
1
2
−s).

Therefore,

L(s,Πp,St) = L(s,Sym2(πp))L(s +
1

2
, πp)L(s−

1

2
, πp).

This proves the result. �

Let Π̃ be the Langlands functorial lift of ΠF to GL7. Let Π̃ = ⊗′
pΠ̃p ⊗ Π̃∞. Then the above

theorem says that Π̃p is a quotient of

IndGL7
P2,3,2

πp|det |
1
2 ⊗ Sym2(πp)⊗ πp|det |−

1
2 ,

where P2,3,2 is the standard parabolic subgroup of GL7 with the Levi subgroup GL2×GL3×GL2.
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11.2. Arthur parameter for the Gan-Gurevich lift. We have the following Arthur param-

eter of ΠF [10, 34]: Let L be the Langlands group over Q, and let ρf : L −→ SL2(C) be the

two-dimensional irreducible representation of L corresponding to πf .

Let R7 be the standard representation of G2(C). Then R7 : G2(C) −→ GL7(C). Let SL2,γ(C)

be the SL2-subgroup of G2(C) corresponding to γ. Let ιγ : SL2(C) −→ SL2,γ(C) ⊂ G2(C). Since

β and 3α + 2β are orthogonal, SL2,β(C) and SL2,3α+2β(C) are mutual centralizers and we have

inclusion

ιβ,3α+2β : SL2,β(C)× SL2,3α+2β(C) −→ G2(C).

Now we have a map ρf : L −→ SL2,β(C), and ρs : SL2(C) −→ SL2,3α+2β(C) is the identity map.

Then we have a map

ρf ⊕ ρs : L × SL2(C) −→ SL2,β(C)× SL2,3α+2β(C).

Let ψGG = ιβ,3α+2β ◦ (ρf ⊕ ρs) : L × SL2(C) −→ G2(C). By [34], R7 ◦ ιβ : SL2(C) −→ GL7(C) is

diag(St∨, Ad, St). Hence ψGG is the Arthur parameter for ΠF .

To state the conjectural Arthur multiplicity formula, we assume that S0 = ∅, where S0 is the

subset of S(πf ) such that πp = Stp.

Let’s review the epsilon factors ǫ(12 ,Sym
3(πp), ψp). For p /∈ S(πf ) ∪ {∞}, πp = π(µp, µ

−1
p ) for

a unitary character µp. In this case, ǫ(12 , Sym
3(πp), ψp) = 1. When µp is ramified, use [48, p.14].

Let Π+
p = Jβ(

1
2 , πp).

Let Π∞ be the quaternionic discrete series representation of G2(R) with Harish-Chandra pa-

rameter (k − 2)(3α + 2β) + ρ. By [7], ǫ(12 , π∞, ψ∞) = (−1)k and ǫ(12 ,Sym
3(π∞), ψ∞) = −1.

If p ∈ S(πf ), πp = Stp ⊗ µp, where µp is a nontrivial quadratic character, Let Π+
p = Jβ(

1
2 , πp),

and Π−
p = Jβ(1, π(1, µp)). If µp is unramified, by [7], ǫ(12 ,Stp⊗µp, ψp) = −1, and ǫ(12 ,Sym3(Stp⊗

µp), ψp) = 1. If µp is ramified, use [44, p. 284, Case IV-a].

The following is a special case of [10, §13.4]:

Conjecture 11.2. Suppose S0 = ∅. Let S′ ⊂ S(πf ). Then

Π = Π∞ ⊗⊗p∈S′Π−
p ⊗⊗′

p/∈S′Π+
p ,

occurs in L2
disc(G2(Q)\G2(A)) with either multiplicity zero or one. It does so with multiplicity

one if and only if ǫ(12 ,Sym
3(πf )) = −(−1)#S

′
, i.e., #S′ is even.

If C = 1, since the Gan-Gurevich lift is a cuspidal representation and ǫ(12 ,Sym
3(πf )) = −1,

the above conjecture is true. If S′ = ∅, since S0 = ∅, Π = Π(f) and ǫ(12 ,Sym
3(πf )) = −1.
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Therefore, the above conjecture says that Π(f) is always a discrete automorphic representation.

Hence Conjecture 11.2 implies (1.1).

Remark 11.3. If S0 6= ∅, it is not clear what Π−
p should be for p ∈ S0. Let us give an example

of S0 = ∅. We have dim S4(Γ0(5))
new = 1. Let f = q − 4q2 + 2q3 + 8q4 − 5q5 − 8q6 + · · · be the

unique Hecke eigenform in the space. Then by [30], π5 = St5 ⊗ µ5, where µ5(5) = −1. Hence in

this case S0 = ∅. If we assume Conjecture 11.2, we obtain the Gan-Gurevich lift Ff of weight 2.

The cuspidal representation ΠF generated by Ff is given by ΠF = Π∞ ⊗⊗′
pΠp, where Π∞ is the

quaternionic discrete series, and Πp = Jβ(
1
2 , πp) for all p.

12. Appendix A: The archimedean component of the Gan-Gurevich lift

In this Appendix, we will prove that the archimedean component of the Gan-Gurevich lift

generates a quaternionic discrete series by using Arthur’s classification [1] and Li’s result [29].

We refer [2], [3] for using Arthur’s classification and we will not recall all notations.

Let k ≥ 6 be an even integer and f be a newform in S2k(SL2(Z)). Let πf be the cuspidal

automorphic representation of GL2(A) attached to f . Let us consider the global Arthur parameter

ψ = τ1[d1]⊞ τ2[d2], τ1 = Sym2πf , τ2 = πf , d1 = 1, d2 = 2

for the symplectic group Sp6 (of rank 3) which corresponds to the restriction to Sp6 of the

cuspidal automorphic representation Σ(σ, τ) on GSp6(A) with τ = πf constructed in [10, Sec-

tion 4.3]. And ΠG = ΘE7
G2

(Σ(σ, τ)) in their notations. In fact, since Σ(σ, τ) is cuspidal ([10,

Theorem 4.3]) and of level one, by Theorem 11.1 with [10, Proposition 5.1] and multiplic-

ity one for Acusp(Sp6(Q)\Sp6(A)), any irreducible component of Σ(σ, τ)|Sp6(A) belongs to the

global Arthur packet associated to the above ψ. Then, the component group of ψ is given by

Aψ = (Z/2Z)ατ1[d1] ⊕ (Z/2Z)ατ2[d2]. The Arthur character εψ : Aψ −→ {±1} is given by

εψ(ατi[di]) = ε(
1

2
, πf × Sym2πf ) = ε(

1

2
, πf )ε(

1

2
,Sym3πf ) = (−1)k(−1) = −1

for each i = 1, 2 since k is even. Here ε(12 , πf × Sym2πf ) stands for the Rankin-Selberg epsilon

factor. Let ψ∞ be the localization of ψ at the archimedean place. Then, we have

ψ∞ = ρ4k−2 ⊠ S1 ⊕ ρ2k−1 ⊠ S2 ⊕ 1

where Sd stands for the unique irreducible algebraic representation of SL2(C) of dimension d and

see [2, Section 2.5] for ρ∗. Let Πψ∞ be the corresponding local A-packet, given by the Adams-

Johnson packet. As explained in [2, Section 2.5], there is a bijection between Πψ∞ and the set
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P(1) × P(2) where P(d) = {(p, q) ∈ Z2
≥0 | p + q = d}. Thus, |Πψ∞ | = 6. Then, we can apply an

explicit formula ([3, p.49] or [2, Theorem 2.9]) to compute the character for each element of Πψ∞ .

Then, only w1 := {(0, 1), (2, 0)} and w2 = {(0, 1), (0, 2)} do match with the Arthur character εψ.

Let πwi
be the corresponding discrete series in Πψ∞ . Then, by using explicit description of πwi

given in [2, Section 2.5], the Harish-Chandra parameter HC(πwi
) of πwi

is given by

HC(πw1) = (k, k − 1,−(2k − 1)), HC(πw2) = (−(k − 1),−k,−(2k − 1)).

Then HC(πw1) corresponds to π
3,3
∞,1, which is an irreducible discrete representation of Sp6(R) in

[5, Section 6.3.1], where r = x = 2k − 1 and s = y = 1 in terms of the notations there. On the

other hand, πw2 is an anti-holomorphic discrete series of Sp6(R) and it never goes to G2(R) under

exceptional theta lifts (see [10, the bottom line of p.45]). Thus, we have Σ(σ, τ)∞ = πw1 = π3,3∞ ,

which is an irreducible representation of GSp6(R) in the notation of [5, Lemma 2.3]. Then, by [29,

Theorem 1.1] (see also [5, Proposition 6.7]), we conclude that ΠG∞ corresponds to the quaternionic

discrete series Dk in our notation.

13. Appendix B: The Fourier-Jacobi expansion of Eisenstein series along P

Recall the Heisenberg parabolic subgroup P = MN where the Heisenberg structure is given

by (2.4). Let P ss = M ss ⋉ N be the Jacobi group where M ss = [M,M ] ≃ SL2. Put X =

XβXα+β = {x = (x1, x2) := xβ(x2)xα+β(x1) ∈ N}, Y = X2α+βX3α+β = {y = (y1, y2) :=

x2α+β(y1)x3α+β(y2) ∈ N}, and Z = ZN = X3α+2β = {z = x3α+2β(
1
2 t) ∈ N, t ∈ Ga} so that

N = XY Z and X is a Lagrangian subgroup of XY . We write v = v(x, y, z) = xyz, x ∈ X, y ∈
Y, z ∈ Z for each element of V . Put σ(x, y) := 〈x, y〉 = x1y2 − 3x2y1 for x = (x1, x2) ∈ X and

y = (y1, y2) ∈ Y .

For each u ∈ Q×, let ψu = ψ(u∗) = ⊗′
pψu,p where ψ is the standard additive character on

ZN (A)
∼−→ A, x3α+2β(x) 7→ x. Let ωαψu

= ⊗′ωαu,p = ωαu,f ⊗ ωαu,∞ : P̃ ss(A) = M̃ ss(A) ⋉N(A) −→
AutC(S(X(A))) be the Weil representation associated to ψu(

1
2∗) acting on the Schwartz space

S(X(A)). Though M acts on N as det−1⊗ρ3, it is easy to see that this action splits over

P ss(A) and we have the action of P ss(A) on S(X(A)). Explicitly, for each place p ≤ ∞ and

Φ = ⊗′
p≤∞Φp = Φf ⊗ Φ∞ ∈ S(X(A)), it is given by

ωαu,p(v(x, y, z))Φp(t) = Φp(t+ x)ψu,p

(1
2
z + σ(t, y) +

1

2
σ(x, y)

)
, v(x, y, z) ∈ V (Qp), t ∈ X(Qp)
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ωαu,p((m(

(
a 0

0 a−1

)
))Φp(t1, t2) = |a|−2

p Φp

( t1
a3
,
t2
a

)
, (t1, t2) ∈ X(Qp), a ∈ Q×

p , χu,p(a) := 〈u, a〉p

ωαu,p(m(

(
1 b

0 1

)
))Φp(t1, t2) = ψu,p(

1

2
〈(t1, bt1+t2, 0, 0), (0, 0, b2t1+2bt2, b

3t1+3b2t2)〉)Φp(t1, t2+bt1)

= ψu,p(b
3t21 + 3b2t1t2 + 3bt22)Φp(t1, t2 + bt1), b ∈ Qp, (t1, t2) ∈ X(Qp),

ωαu,p(wα)Φp(t) = (FSΦp)(t), t ∈ X(Qp), (FuΦp)(t) =

∫

X(Qp)
Φp(x)ψu,p(σ(t, x))dx,

where dx means the Haar measure on X(Qp) which is self-dual with respect to the Fourier

transform FS . In the first formula, 1
2z but not z inside ψu,p shows up because of the new

coordinates “n1” in (2.3).

For each Φ ∈ S(X(A)), we define the theta function

Θα
ψu

(v(x, y, z)h; Φ) :=
∑

ξ∈X(Q)

ωαψu
(v(x, y, z)h)Φ(ξ), v(x, y, z) ∈ V (A), h ∈ M̃(A)

=
∑

ξ∈X(Q)

(ωαψu
(h)Φ)(x + ξ)ψ(uσ(ξ, y))ψ

(u
2
(z + σ(x, y))

)
.

Recall the Eisenstein series E(g; f) defined in (5.2) where f is a section of I(s, ω). Let u ∈ Q×.

For each Φ = Φf ⊗ Φ∞ ∈ S(X(A)), we define

(13.1) E(h; f)ψu,Φ :=

∫

N(Q)\N(A)
E(vh; f)Θα

ψu
(vh; Φ)dv, h ∈M ss(A).

For a character ω : Q×\A× −→ C×, we define the space Iα1 (s, ω) consisting of anyM
ss(Ẑ)×SO(2)-

finite function f :M ss(A) −→ C such that

(13.2) f(m(

(
a b

0 a−1

)
)g) = δ

1
2
BMss

(m(

(
a b

0 a−1

)
))|a|sω(a)f(g), a ∈ A×, b ∈ A, g ∈M ss(A).

The following theorem is an analogue of Theorem 5.2. Using the description of P (Q)\P (Q)wP (Q)

for each w ∈ P (Q)\G2(Q)/P (Q) = {1, wβ , wβαβ , ι} (cf. [23, Section 3]), it is similarly proved and

therefore, we omit the proof.

Theorem 13.1. Keep the notations as above. It holds E(h; f)ψu,Φ = E(h; f)
(1)
ψu,Φ

+E(h; f)
(2)
ψu,Φ

,

E(h; f)
(1)
ψu,Φ

:=
∑

γ∈BMss (Q)\Mss(Q)

R(γh; f,Φ), E(h; f)
(2)
ψu ,Φ

:=

∫

N(A)
f(ιvh)Θα

ψu
(vh; Φ)dv
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where

R(h; f,Φ) :=

∫

Y (A)Z(A)
f(wβαβw

−1
α v(0, y, z)wαh)ωαψu

(h)Φ(y)ψ(
u

2
z)dydz

is a section of I1α(3(s+
1
2), ω

3). Namely, E(h; f)
(1)
ψu,Φ

is an Eisenstein series defined by a section

R(∗; f,Φ) on M ss(A).

Since E(h; f)
(2)
ψu,Φ

=

∫

N(A)
f(ιv)Θα

ψu
(hv; Φ)dv, it is some kind of theta function onM ss(A), and

it has an interesting transformation law by symmetric cubic structure.

14. Appendix C: Explicit realization of G2 inside SO(3, 4)

Let us keep the notations in Section 2. We define the Lie algebra g2 of G2 as in [39, Section

2.2, p.382]. Let Xγ be a generator of Lie(Im(xγ)) for each γ ∈ Φ(G2). Let h be the Cartan

algebra of g2. In terms of Pollack’s notation, we have

h = 〈E11 − E22, E22 − E33〉,

Xα = v2, Xβ = E12, Xα+β = v1, X2α+β = δ3, X3α+β = E23, X3α+2β = E13,

X−α = −δ2, X−β = E21 =
tE12, X−(α+β) = −δ1, X−(2α+β) = −v3,

X−(3α+β) = E32 =
tE23, X−(3α+2β) = E31 =

tE13,

where the readers should be careful with the sign “−1” for some negative roots.

Let SO(3, 4) be the special orthogonal group associated to

S =




0 0 12

0 S0 0

12 0 0


 , S0 =




0 0 1

0 −2 0

1 0 0


 .

In [39], Pollack realized g2 inside Lie(SO(3, 4)). For each of Eii, δi, vi (1 ≤ i ≤ 3), a matrix

presentation is given as follows;

E11 =




1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0



, E22 =




0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0



, E33 =




0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1



,
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Xα = v2 =




0 0 0 0 0 0 0

−1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 −2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0




, Xβ = E12 =




0 0 0 0 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0




,

Xα+β = v1 =




0 0 0 2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0




, X2α+β = δ3 =




0 0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0




,

X3α+β = E23 =




0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 −1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0




, X3α+2β = E13 =




0 0 0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0




,

X−α = −δ2 =




0 −1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 −2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 −1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 1 0




, X−(α+β) = −δ1 =




0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 2 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0 0




,
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X−(2α+β) = −v3 =




0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

−1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 2 0 0 0




and X−∗ = tX∗ for ∗ ∈ {β, 3α + β, 3α + 2β}.
We define, for γ ∈ Φ(G2),

xγ(u) := exp(uXγ) :=
∑

n≥0

unXn
γ

n!
, u ∈ Ga.

Put, for t ∈ GL1,

fE11(t) = diag(t, 1, 1, 1, 1, t−1 , 1), fE22(t) = diag(1, 1, t−1, 1, t, 1, 1),

fE33(t) = diag(1, t−1, 1, 1, 1, 1, t), exp(log t(Eii − Ejj)) := fEii
(t)fEjj

(t)−1.

Let P =MN be the Heisenberg parabolic subgroup such that

n := LieN = 〈 Xβ = E12, Xα+β = v1, X2α+β = δ3, X3α+β = E23, X3α+2β = E13〉,

m := LieM = 〈E11 − E22, E22 −E33,Xα = v2,X−α = δ2〉.

Then, the root spaces give a structure of N in SO(3, 4) as

n(a1, a2, a3, a4, t) := exp(a1Xβ) exp(a2Xα+β) exp(a3X2α+β) exp(a4X3α+β) exp(tX3α+2β) =




1 0 −a3 2a2 −a1 a22 − a1a3 2a2a3 − a1a4 − t
0 1 −a4 2a3 −a2 −a2a3 + t a23 − a2a4
0 0 1 0 0 a1 a2

0 0 0 1 0 a2 a3

0 0 0 0 1 a3 a4

0 0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1




.

The Levi factor M is realized by the Zariski closure of the set consisting of

exp(log a(E22 − E33)) exp(log d(E11 − E22)) exp(bv2) exp(−cδ2) =
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


d −cd 0 0 0 0 0

−ab a(bc+ 1) 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 d
a −2cd

a
c2d
a 0 0

0 0 −b 2bc+ 1 −c(bc+ 1) 0 0

0 0 ab2

d −2ab(bc+1)
d

a(bc+1)2

d 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 bc+1
d

b
d

0 0 0 0 0 c
a

1
a




.

The birational transformation

(
a b

c d

)
7→
(

ad−bc
a

ac
ad−bc

− b
a a

)
yields another expression m′ :

GL2
∼−→M given by

m′(

(
a b

c d

)
) =




a b 0 0 0 0 0

c d 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 a2

ad−bc
2ab
ad−bc

b2

ad−bc 0 0

0 0 ac
ad−bc

bc+ad
ad−bc

bd
ad−bc 0 0

0 0 c2

ad−bc
2cd
ad−bc

d2

ad−bc 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 d
ad−bc − c

ad−bc
0 0 0 0 0 − b

ad−bc
a

ad−bc




.

Then, the coordinates of M in Section 2 is defined by

m(

(
a b

c d

)
) = m′(

(
d c

b a

)
) =




d c 0 0 0 0 0

b a 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 d2

ad−bc
2cd
ad−bc

c2

ad−bc 0 0

0 0 bd
ad−bc

ad+bc
ad−bc

ac
ad−bc 0 0

0 0 b2

ad−bc
2ab
ad−bc

a2

ad−bc 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 a
ad−bc − b

ad−bc
0 0 0 0 0 − c

ad−bc
d

ad−bc




.

Next we consider the Siegel parabolic subgroup Q = LU .

u := LieU = 〈 Xα = v2, Xα+β = v1, X2α+β = δ3, X3α+β = E23, X3α+2β = E13〉,

l := LieL = 〈E11 − E22, E22 − E33,Xβ = E12,X−β = E21 =
tE12〉.

Then, the root spaces give a structure of U in SO(3, 4) as

u(a1, a2, a3, a4, z) := exp(a1Xα) exp(a2Xα+β) exp(a3X2α+β) exp(a4X3α+β) exp(zX3α+2β) =
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


1 0 −a3 2a2 0 a22 2a2a3 − z
−a1 1 a1a3 − a4 −2(a1a2 − a3) −a2 −a1a22 − a2a3 + z −2a1a2a3 + a1z − a2a4 + a23

0 0 1 0 0 0 a2

0 0 −a1 1 0 a2 a3 − a1a2
0 0 a21 −2a1 1 a3 − 2a1a2 a21a2 − 2a1a3 + a4

0 0 0 0 0 1 a1

0 0 0 0 0 0 1




.

The Levi factor L is realized by the Zariski closure of the set consisting of

exp(log a(E22 − E33)) exp(log d(E11 − E22)) exp(bE12) exp(cE21) =




(1− bc)d) 0 0 0 −bd 0 0

0 a 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 d(1−bc)
a 0 0 bd

a 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 0

ac
d 0 0 0 a

d 0 0

0 0 − c
d 0 0 1

d 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1
a




.

The birational transformation

(
a b

c d

)
7→
(
ad− bc − bd

ad−bc
− c
d

ad−bc
d

)
yields another expression l :

GL2
∼−→ L given by

l(

(
a b

c d

)
) =




a 0 0 0 b 0 0

0 ad− bc 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 a
ad−bc 0 0 − b

ad−bc 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 0

c 0 0 0 d 0 0

0 0 − c
ad−bc 0 0 d

ad−bc 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1
ad−bc




.

Finally, the Weyl elements defined in Section 2 is explicitly given by

wα = m

(
0 −1
1 0

)
, wβ = ℓ

(
0 1

−1 0

)
.
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