arXiv:2501.16338v1 [math.RT] 13 Jan 2025

A CONVERSE THEOREM FOR QUASI-SPLIT EVEN SPECIAL
ORTHOGONAL GROUPS OVER FINITE FIELDS

ALEXANDER HAZELTINE

ABSTRACT. We prove a converse theorem for the case of quasi-split non-split
even special orthogonal groups over finite fields. There are two main difficulties
which arise from the outer automorphism and non-split part of the torus. The
outer automorphism is handled similarly to the split case, while new ideas are
developed to overcome the non-split part of the torus.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a connected reductive group, F' be a local or finite field, and G :=
G(F'). Converse theorems aim to classify certain representations of G in terms
of their invariants. Omne such invariant is the ~-factor. These invariants are
arithmetic in nature and are a vital part of the Langlands program.

For the moment, let F' be a non-Archimedean local field of characteristic
0, m be an irreducible generic representation of GIL;(F), 7 be an irreducible
generic representation of GL, (F'), and ¢ be an additive non-trivial character of
F. Jacquet, Piatetskii-Shapiro, and Shalika defined the local twisted Rankin-
Selberg ~-factors, denoted 7(s,m x 7,7%) where s € C, using Rankin—Selberg
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convolutions [14] (equivalently, these can be defined by the Langlands—Shahidi
method [29, 30]). Jacquet conjectured the following local converse theorem for

GL/(F).

Conjecture 1.1. Let m and 7o be irreducible generic representations of GLy(F)
with the same central character. If

7(5777-1 X T, w) - 7(5777-2 X T, w)a

as functions of the complex variable s, for all irreducible generic representations
T of GL,(F) with 1 <n < [é], then m = .

Conjecture 1.1 was proved independently by Chai ([5]) and Jacquet and Liu
([13]) using different analytic methods.

For general quasi-split reductive groups over non-Archimedean local fields of
characteristic 0, Jiang gave a general conjecture for local converse theorems for
generic representations in [16, Conjecture 3.7] and many cases have since been
established. A non-exhaustive list of results includes SOq;1 ([17, 19]), Spy; ([19,
33]), U(l,1) ([26, 33]), Usgyq ([34]), split SOg; ([12]), and Spy, ([8]). For quasi-split
non-split SOy, the local converse theorem has also been established by the author
([10]) by generalizing the results in this paper to the local case. The arguments
presented here in the finite fields case serve as a guide to the local case. However,
we remark that there are significant differences between the finite and local cases
(see [10, §1] for a discussion of these difficulties).

The case for split and quasi-split SOy was also proved in [9] using the theta
correspondence (similarly to [8] but using more refined arguments). We remark
that there are significant differences in the approaches of [10, 12| and [9]. In
particular, similar to the case studied in this paper, the work of [10, 12] utilizes
the properties of partial Bessel functions to compute the zeta integrals directly.
Also, by applying Langlands functoriality and Conjecture 1.1, several of the above
cases would be implied by the works of Arthur and Mok ([2, 25]). However, it is
desirable to have direct proofs which reflect the intrinsic properties of the groups
as is carried out in [10, 12, 19, 33, 34].

Over finite fields of odd characteristic, the converse theorem for generic cuspi-
dal representations has an analogous form to the local case. Hereinafter, we let F'
be a finite field of odd characteristic. For GL;(F'), Nien established the converse
theorem for generic cuspidal representations ([27]) by using normalized Bessel
functions and the twisted gamma factors defined by Roditty ([28]). In [22], Liu
and Zhang defined the twisted gamma factors for generic cuspidal representations
of Spy(F), SOg11(F), Ug/(F'), and Ugyq(F') and proved the corresponding con-
verse theorems. Liu and Zhang also established the converse theorem for Go(F')
([23]). Building upon the ideas of [22], Liu and the author proved the converse
theorem for split SO (F) in [11].

The remaining case for classical groups over finite fields is that of quasi-split
non-split SOy (F'). Hereinafter, by “quasi-split,” we mean quasi-split non-split
as the analogous results for split case are contained in [12]. There are two key
difficulties in the quasi-split case. The first is the existence of the outer automor-
phism. The second is presented by the maximal torus being non-split. In this
paper, we develop new ideas in order to overcome these obstacles and prove the
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converse theorem. That is, we define the twisted gamma factors v(m x 7,1) (see
Proposition 3.3) for an irreducible generic cuspidal representation m of SOy (F')
and an irreducible generic representation 7 of GL,(F"), and prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (The Converse Theorem for quasi-split SOo;, Theorem 8.2). Let
m and ' be irreducible cuspidal V-generic representations of the quasi-split group
SOy (F') with the same central character. If

V(X 7,9) = (" x 7, 9),

for all irreducible generic representations T of GL,(F) with n < I, then m = 7’
or ™ = 7'¢, where ¢ is the outer automorphism.

Theorem 1.2 and Corollaries 6.4 and 7.4 imply that twisted gamma factors
are unable to distinguish irreducible generic cuspidal representations m and 7¢ of
SOq(F"), which is a unique phenomenon for SOy, among all the classical groups.
This was also viewed in the split case in [11]. Over non-Archimedean fields, this
is consistent with Arthur’s work on the local Langlands correspondence and the
local Langlands functoriality, and the work of Jiang and Soudry on local descent
for even special orthogonal groups (see [2] and [18]). It remains an open problem
to find a set of invariants which can distinguish between 7 and 7. For split
SO, over a p-adic field, this is done in [32] using twisted exterior square local
v-factors, but remains open in higher rank (see the discussion at the end of [32,
§1] or [24, Proposition 7.3]).

Now, we introduce the key ideas needed to prove Theorem 1.2. Recall that
there are two major difficulties in our case, the outer automorphism, which we
will denote by ¢ (see §2 for a definition), and the quasi-split torus. The outer
automorphism is handled in a similar manner to the split case considered in [11].
Namely, instead of considering solely the normalized Bessel function B, of 7
(see §4), we also involve the normalized Bessel function Bye, of 7¢ (specifically,
we do this when we twist by GL;(F')) to establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 8.1). Let m and 7' be irreducible cuspidal 1-generic
representations of the quasi-split group SOy (F') with the same central character.
If

V(X T, ) = (7" x 7,9),
for all irreducible generic representations T of GL, (F) with 1 < n <, then we
have that

(Bry + Brey)(9) = (Br g + Brew)(9)
for any g € SOy (F).

While the result is similar to the split case, the proofs have two main differ-
ences. The first one is that in the split case, the outer conjugation acts non-
trivially on some of the simple roots and Weyl elements, while for the non-split
case, the outer conjugation acts trivially on all the simple roots and Weyl ele-
ments. Consequently, the outer conjugation only nontrivially affects the torus
and its effect is to partition the Bruhat cells corresponding to certain Weyl ele-
ments into two parts: those elements which are fixed by the outer conjugation
and those which do not. More specifically, we see that the twists up to GL;_1(F")
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determines the elements which are fixed by the outer conjugation (Theorem 6.2)
while the twists by GL;(F') determines the elements which are not fixed by the
outer conjugation (Theorem 7.3).

The second main difference is presented by the non-split part of the maximal
torus. Indeed, in the split case, normalized Bessel functions B, , are nonzero
on the part of the torus which is precisely the center ([11, Lemma 4.3]). The
proof of this relies on the fact that, for split groups, the center is precisely the
intersection of all of the kernels of the simple roots. This fact is not true for
quasi-split groups. In the quasi-split case, we still have that normalized Bessel
functions B, are nonzero on the part of the torus which is precisely the center
(Lemma 4.3); however, the proof requires a more careful analysis of the effect
of conjugating certain unipotent elements by elements of the torus. This careful
analysis must also be carried out in other arguments where properties of the
Bessel functions are examined in conjunction with elements of root subgroups.
Note that, unlike split groups, the root subgroups of quasi-split groups are not
necessarily 1-dimensional or even commutative in general.

Here is the structure of this paper. In §2, the relevant groups, representations,
and notions are introduced. In §3, we establish multiplicity one results (Propo-
sitions 3.1 and 3.2) and define the zeta integrals and ~-factors. In §4, the Bessel
functions are defined and relevant properties are collected. In §5, §6, and §7 we
study the GL,, twists, 1 < n <[, and determine the relation between the GL,
twists and the Bessel functions (Theorems 5.4, 6.2, 7.3). In §8, we prove Theorem
1.3 and the converse theorem (Theorem 1.2).

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Professors Baiying Liu,
Dihua Jiang,and Freydoon Shahidi for their interest and constant support. The
author would also like to thank Professor Qing Zhang for helpful communications
and comments.

2. THE GROUPS AND REPRESENTATIONS

Let n,l € N and ¢ = p” for some odd prime number p. Let F, be the finite
field of ¢ elements and fix a nontrivial additive character 1) on [F,.

Let GL, to be the group n x n of matrices with entries in I, and non-zero
determinant. Let I,, be the identity element,

00 --- 01

00 --- 10
Jn: 5

0 1 00

1 0 0 0

and, for p € F,

N -1, —p W -1 21
We set SOgy41 = {9 € GLay11 |det(g) = 1,79 o119 = Jons1} and SOy (Jy,) =
{9 € GLy | det(g) = 1,%gJo, .9 = Ju,}. We often simply write this as SOg. SOy
is split if p € (F,)? and is quasi-split, but not split, otherwise (in this case SOy
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splits over the quadratic extension IF,(/p)). Hereinafter, we fix SOy to be the
quasi-split (non-split) group SOqy(Jy,,) for a fixed p & (F,)%. Let Ugy, and Uso,,
be the subgroups of upper triangular matrices in GL, and SOy, respectively.
Fix Bso,, = T50,Uso, to be the standard Borel subgroup of SOy where Tgo,,
consists of all elements of the form

. a b _ _
t = dl&g(tl,. ot (b ap> 7tl—11" - 1)7

where t1,...,ti_1 € F) and a,b € F, with a> — 0*p = 1. Note that Tyo,, is a
maximal torus in SOy;.

Set

c=diag(l;_1,1,—1,1,_1).

Note that ¢ ¢ SOq; however, ¢SOyc™! = ¢SOgc = SOy. Given a representation
7 of SOg;, we define a new representation 7¢ of SOgy by 7¢(g) = m(cgc).

We now discuss the embeddings needed to define the zeta integrals later. These
are the analogues for finite fields of the local cases defined by Kaplan in [20, 21].
If n <[ we embed SO, into SOy via

A B C A 1 B C
lL) g K| = diag(]l—n—lvM_l D E K M7 [l—n—l)
@ L P Q

where A and ) are n X n matrices and

. 0 2
M = diag(1,, (1 O) )

This embeds SOs,, 1 into the standard Levi subgroup GL;_,,_1 X SOg,42 of SOy;.
Set v = £. If | = n, we embed SOy into SOg4; via

A B
(A B)»—)M_l 1 M

¢ D c D
where A, B, C, and D are [ x [ matrices and
01 0
M =diag(li1, [ 3 0 3 |, D)
L —i
2 2

Note that the embedding takes the torus T5o,, to a torus in SOg;, but not the
standard torus. Indeed, the embedding takes ¢ (as above) to

t(l4a) b %(1 —a)
diag(s, b a —b ,S%)
11-a) —b i(1+a)

where s = diag(ty,ta, ..., t_1).

Next, we define when a representation is be generic. Recall that Ugr,,, and Uso,,
are the subgroups of upper triangular matrices in GL,, and SOy, respectively and
that we fixed an additive nontrivial character ¢ of F,. We abuse notation and
define a generic character, which we will also call ¢, on Ugy, and Usp,,. For
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w= (i) € Uar,, we set t(u) = v (S0} wigen ) - For u = (uiy)?_, € Usoy,

we set
1-2 1
= iit1 T 5 :
Y(u) =19 (;U i+ 2”1 1,l+1>
We say an irreducible representation 7w of SOy is 1)-generic if

Homy,, (m,1) # 0.

Similarly, we say an irreducible representation 7 of GL,, is ¥-generic if

Homy,,, (7,1) # 0.

A nonzero intertwining operator in these spaces is called a Whittaker functional
and it is well known that Whittaker functionals are unique up to scalars (by
uniqueness of Whittaker models). Fix I' € Homyy,,,, (m,%) to be a nonzero
Whittaker functional. For v € m, let W,(g) = I'(m(g)v) for any g € SOy and set
W(m, ) = {W, | v € m}. The space W(m, ) is called the ¢-Whittaker model of

7. By Frobenius reciprocity, Homyyg,, (7, 1) = Homgo,, (T, Indggé; l (¥)). Thus, 7

can be realized as a subrepresentation of Ind(sfs)é; l (v) via the map m — W(m, 1)
given by v — W,. Moreover, by uniqueness of Whittaker models, this subrepre-
sentation occurs with multiplicity one inside Indfj(s)f); l (). We also note that the
analogous results hold for ¢-generic representations 7 of GL,,.

Let @, = L,V, be the standard Siegel parabolic subgroup of SO, with
Levi subgroup L, = GL,. For a € GL,, we let [,,(a) = diag(a, 1,a*) € L, where
a* = Jy,ta='J,. Let 7 be an irreducible 1)~ '-generic representation of GL,, and set
I(1) = Ind%?f”“r An element ¢ € I(7) is a function & : SOg,41 — 7 satisfying

&l (a)ug) = 7(a)é(g),Va € GL,,u € V,,, g € SOg,41.

Let A, € Homy,,, (7, ¥~1) be a fixed nonzero homomorphism. For ¢ € I(7), let
fe : SOgp41 X GL,, = C be the function given by

fe(g, a) = A ((a)S(9))-

Let I(7,1 1) be the space of functions generated by f¢, & € I(7). Note that for
feI(r,v1), we have

f(ga ua’) = ,lvb_l(u)f(ga a’)>Vg € So2n+1>u € UGLna a € GLn

We will also let 7* be the contragradient representation of GL, defined by
7(a) = 7(a*).

3. MULTIPLICITY ONE THEOREMS AND THE GAMMA FACTOR

The goal of this section is to show that Bessel models for even quasi-split
special orthogonal groups over finite fields are unique. The analogous results in
the split case are [11, Propositions 3.1 and 3.2]. The quasi-split case follows from
similar arguments. We illustrate the proofs here for convenience. Our primary
reference for the setup is [21]. Note that the notation of this section matches
with the notation in the setup of [7] with H = N'=" x SOy, and v = 1, in the
case [ > n and H = Ny x SOy and v = 1), in the case [ = n (in both cases 1),
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is extended to be trivial on the special orthogonal group). Moreover, in the case
Il =n, Ny and v are both trivial.

3.1. The case | = n. Assume [ = n. In this case, the unipotent piece Ny is
trivial and H is SOy embedded inside of SOy, as in the previous section.

Proposition 3.1. Let Q = LV be a parabolic subgroup of SOg41 and o be an
irreducible representation of L. Let w be an irreducible cuspidal representation of
SOq and 7 = Ind%omﬂa. Then

dimHomgo,, (7, 7) < 1.

Proof. Note that Proposition 5.1 of [6] holds in our case. Indeed, we can follow
their proof closely, except instead of using the multiplicity one result of [1], we
use an analogous result for special orthogonal groups from [31]. Thus, the claim
holds when o is cuspidal.

Now suppose that o is not cuspidal. Then there exists a parabolic subgroup

Q' = L'V’ of L and cuspidal representation o’ of L’ such that o C Indé,a’ . By

transitivity of parabolic induction, 7 C Indi%ﬁ}a’ ® 1y and hence the claim

follows from the case where o is cuspidal. O

3.2. The case | > n. Assume [ > n. We define the subgroup N'=" C SOy;. Let
P, 1= M;_, 1N;,_,_1 be the standard parabolic subgroup of SOg, with Levi
subgroup, M;_,,_1, isomorphic to GL;_,,—1 x SOg,12. We embed Ugy, , , inside

of GL;_,_1 which is realized inside the Levi subgroup M;_,_;. Define N/ =
UGLl,nlel—n—l- That iS,

Uy U1 V2

1— /
N = [2n+2 Uy c SOQl | uy € UGLL,n,l

k

u

1

For v = (v;;)#._, € N'™", we define a character 1, of N'=" by

ij=1
[—n—1 1
Py (v) =9 ( ; Vi1 + §Ul—n—1,l+1) .

Note this character is trivial when n = [ — 1. Let H = SOq, 11 N'™™ where
SOg,,11 is realized via the embedding into SOg,,2 (as in §2) inside M, ,,_; and
extend v, trivially across SOg, 1 so that 1., is now a character of H.

Proposition 3.2. Let P = MN be a parabolic subgroup of SOs,i1 and o be
an irreducible representation of the Levi subgroup M. Let w be an irreducible
cuspidal representation of SOq and T = Ind§302"“a. Then,

dimHompy (7,7 ® ¢,) < 1.

Proof. The proof is the similar to that of Proposition 3.1, except instead of
using the special orthogonal analogue of [6, Proposition 5.1], we use the special
orthogonal analogue of [6, Proposition 5.3]. O
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3.3. The Integrals. Now, let © be an irreducible -generic cuspidal represen-
tation of SOy and 7 be an irreducible ¢)~!-generic representation of GL,,. Let
W e W(r,¢) and f € I(7,¢"). Next, we define “integrals” ¥ (W, f) analogous
to the local integrals of [21]. Over local fields, the corresponding objects are
actually integrals; however, over finite fields, these integrals are just sums. Nev-
ertheless, we refer to them as integrals or zeta integrals. Note that [21] defines
integrals for any n and [; however, we only need the case of n <[ for the converse
theorem and so we do not consider the case n > [.
First, suppose that [ = n. Then we define

VW)= > W9 f(wug, L)
9€Us0,, \SO2
where

I
wy = 1 € SOg41.
YL

The integral satisfies the property W(g- W, g - f) = W(W, f) for any g € SOy.
Next, suppose that n < [. Then we define

(W, f) = > (Z W(rw’v“gw’")—l)) flg, 1)

9€Us04,,,1\SO2n4+1 \reRbL™
where
I,
Y/
'LUl "= I € SOy
Iy
I,
and
L,
r I n
R = I € SOy
I n
T I,

The integral satisfies the property W((gn) - W,g - f) = 7' (n)¥(W, f) for any
g € SOg,41 and n € N, Note that in the case n < [, our integral differs from
[21] slightly. The difference is a right translation of the Whittaker functional by
(wh™)~L. This is not a significant theoretical issue since right translation preserves
W(m,1); however, it simplifies the calculations of the integrals later.

Next, we define an intertwining operator M (7,v~1) : I(7,¢~Y) — I(7*,41)
by

M(r, o) f(hoa) =Y flwyuh, dya”)

ueVy



where w,, = (—=1)" , d, = diag(—1,1,—1,...,(=1)") € GL,, and V,,
I,
is the unipotent radical of the standard parabolic subgroup @,, = L, V,, of SO, 11
where L, = GL,,, and a* = J,'a"'J,,.
We now define the y-factor in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let m be an irreducible v)-generic cuspidal representation of
SOy and T be a Y~ -generic representation of GL,. Let W € W(m,¢) and f €
I(,97Y). Then there exists a constant y(m x 7,9) € C, called the y-factor, such
that

Y(m x T ) U(W, f) = U(W, M(7,97")f).
Proof. This is immediate from Propositions 3.1 and 3.2. U

4. BESSEL FUNCTIONS

In this section, we introduce and study various properties of the Bessel func-
tions. Many of these ideas have local analogues that can be found in [3]. However,
over local fields, the situation is more complicated as one has to work with partial
Bessel functions as opposed to Bessel functions.

Let 7m(Uso,,, %) be the subspace of 7 generated by

{m(u)v — Y(u)v|u € Uso,, v €T}
and let g, = 7/7(Uso,, ) be the twisted Jacquet module. Since 7 is an
irreducible ¢-generic representation, we have dimmyy, = 1. Let v € m such
that v ¢ 7(Uso,,, ) and set

1

B |U5021‘

Y () (u)o.

uelUso,,

Vo

By the Jacquet-Langlands lemma (see [4, Lemma 2.33]), vy # 0. Recall that we
fixed I' € Homyy,,, (m,4). We have I'(vg) # 0 and by construction it follows that
m(u)vg = Y (u)vy for any u € Usp,,. Any such vector is called a Whittaker vector

of . For g € SOy, set
(7 (g)vo)
B = — .
B, is called the normalized Bessel function for 7 (normalized such that the
value at the identity is 1) and it is immediate that B, € W(m, ).

Proposition 4.1. We have B, ;(1y) = 1 and By, (ui1gus) = Y(uiug)Bry(g) for
any g € SOqg and any uy,us € Uso,,.

Proof. This is immediate from the definitions. O

We fix the split part, denoted Sso,,, of the torus Tgp,, to be the subset consist-
ing of elements of the form t = diag(ty, ..., 1, lo, 5,7, ..., ;). Let W(SOq) be
the Weyl group of SOy and let A(SOg;) be the set of simple roots with respect
to Sso,. We can choose the simple roots to be given by a;(t) = t;t:} for i =
1,...,01—=2and a;_1(t) = t;_1. In the case of non-split groups, the root subgroups
are not guaranteed to be isomorphic to [F, and so we define elements of Usp,, that
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we need here. Let 2 € Fy. Fori =1,...,1—2 we define xo, (2) = (us;)7,—; € Uso,,
where Uj 5 = ]_, for any ] = ]., ey 2[, U341 = x,uzl_i72l_(i_1) = —x, and Ui 5 = 0
for any other pair (7, j). We also define
I .
1 0 o 257
Xey . (2) = 010 O
it 001 pla
000 1
Ly

It is checked directly that x,(z) € U,, where U, denotes the root subgroup of «,
for any a € A(SOy).

We say that a Weyl element w € W(SOs;) supports Bessel functions if for any
a € A(SOy), wa is either negative or simple. We let B(SOs;) denote the set of
Weyl elements which support Bessel functions. Recall Bso,, = T50,,Uso,, is a
fixed Borel subgroup of SOy;.

Lemma 4.2. Let 7 be an irreducible 1p-generic representation of SOq with Bessel
function By . Then, for any w € W(SOgy) \ B(SOy), we have By 4(g) = 0, for
any g € BSOQleSOQL‘

Proof. Since Bso,, = Ts0,Uso, = Uso,Ts0, as a set,
Bm/,(g) = Bﬁ,ilz(tlulU)t2u2) = Bw,d,(u/lt/lwhug)

for some uy,uj,uy € Uso,, and ty,t),ta € Tso,,. By Proposition 4.1, we find
By (uitiwtous) = (ujug) By (thiwty) and hence it is enough to show that
Bw,w(tIU)t2> = 0 for any ti,to € TSOzl‘ Since W(SOgl) = NSOzz(TSOzz)/TSOw
wty = thw for some t, € Tgo,,. Hence, B, (tiwts) = By y(tithw) and so it is
enough to show that By ,(tw) = 0 for any ¢ € Txo,,.

Now, since w ¢ B(SOy), there exists a € A(SOy;) such that wa is positive but
not simple. Let # € F,. Then twx,(z) = v'tw for some v’ in the root subgroup
Uwpa- Now, 1(x,(z)) is a nonzero constant multiple of ¢ (z) and this constant
is independent of z. Since wa is positive but not simple, 1(u') = 1(0) = 1. By
Proposition 4.1, there exists a nonzero constant ¢ € C such that cy(z)B; ,(tw) =
B (tw) for any x € F,. Since v is nontrivial, we must have B, ,(tw) =0. O

The statement of the following lemma is similar to the split case (see [11,
Lemma 4.3]); however, the proof requires more effort here. In the split case, the
proof relied on the fact that the intersection of the kernels of the simple roots is
precisely the center. This is true in general for split groups, but is not guaranteed
for quasi-split groups. To overcome this obstacle, we examine the action of the
non-split torus on x,(z).

Lemma 4.3. If B, (t) # 0 for some t € Tso,,, then t is in the center of SOq.

Proof. Let t € Tso,, such that B, ,(t) # 0 and let 6 € A(SOg) \ {a_1}. For
x € Fy, let x5(x) be in the root subgroup of . Then txs(x) = x5(d(¢)z)t. Hence,
by Proposition 4.1,

W (x5(2)) By (t) = $(X5(6(£)2)) By (1)
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Thus, ¥(xs(x)) = ¥(x5(d(t)z)) for any = € F,. Since 1 is nontrivial and x is
arbitrary, we must have §(t) = 1 for all § € A(SOq) \ {cy_1}. Write

) a b _ _
t = diag(ty,...,t_1, (b C'LO) Y

where a® — 0?p = 1. Since §(t) = 1 for all 6 € A(SOy) \ {a;_1}, we must have
tl :"':tl—l-
Next, we examine the root subgroup for § = «;_;. We verify directly that

V(x5(2))Brp(t) = Bry(1x5(1)) = Bry (txs5(2)t ') = By y ()0 (1x5(x)t )
= (x5(at;—17)) By ().

Similar to the previous case, we deduce that a = tl__ll. On the other hand, we
verify directly

V(x5(2))Brp(t) = Bry(x5(2)t) = Bry (" x5(2)t) = By ()0 (1 x5(2)t)
= P(xs(at; 7)) Bry ().

Hence a = t;_;. Since a = t;_1 = tl__ll, we have t| =ty =---=t,_; =a==+1 and
b = 0 which proves the lemma. O

4.1. Conjugate Bessel Function. We introduce the Bessel function for =¢
here. We have cUso,,c = Uso,,. Hence we define another character of Uso,,
by ¥.(u) := 9 (cuc). That is,

-2
1
Ve(u) =1 (; W41 — §Ul—1,l+1> )

for any u = (u”)%:1 € Uso,,. Fix t := diag(f;_1, —1,—1,1,_1) € Tso,,. It is

checked directly that 1, (t~'ut) = 1 (u). Recall that we fixed a nonzero Whittaker
functional I' € Homyy, (m,1). Then I' € Homyy,, (m¢,7,) and

['(7¢(g)vo)

chvwc(g) = F('U())

= By(cge)

defines the normalized Bessel function for 7¢ in Ind(sfs)é; lwc. On the other hand,
7¢ is also 1-generic, since 1. (" ut) = ¢ (u) for any u € Uso,,. Let

Brey(9) := Brey, (' gt) = By y(ct gte).
The notation is justified by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. B, is the normalized Bessel function for m¢ in Ind(sfs)é;l@b.

Proof. The proof is similar to [11, Proposition 4.4]. O

4.2. Partition of the Bessel Support. The maximal standard parabolic sub-
groups of SOg are P, = M,N, for n < [ — 1 where M, is the standard Levi
subgroup that is isomorphic to GL,, X SOg(_y). Let wi,,, be the long Weyl ele-
ment of SOy and wy,, be the long Weyl element in M,,. Define w,, = wl_O}ngMn.
The analogues of these elements played an essential role in the arguments for



12 ALEXANDER HAZELTINE

the other classical groups [11, 22] and they continue to do so in our case. To be
explicit, we have

Ji1
_ I,
Wiong = -1 0\ Wy = w
long 0 1 y WMy, long,2(l—n) 7 )
Ji1 !
where wiong 2(—n) is the long Weyl element of SOy(;_,). Hence,
I,
Il—n—l
o -1 0\"
" 0 1

[l—n—l

Recall that the definition of the intertwining operator M (7,1 ') involved the
Weyl element w,, of SOs,,1. The image of w, under the embedding of SO,
into SOy and conjugated by w!™ is 1@,. That is, w'"w, (w"")~! = w,.

Let ¢ be in the split part of the torus and write

t =diag(ty, ..., ti1, Loyt Y, 1),

So Wy ttw, = diag(tyt, ..ty bty st Joy 6y oottt - ta). Thus,
we have
Wpoy; = iy for 1 <i<n—1,
Wnr (t) = 17,44,
TI)nOéZ:OéZfOrn+1§Z§l—1
Let 0, = {a € A(SOy)|wa € ®*(SOy)}. The assignment w +— 6, gives
a bijection from B(SOy) to the power set of A(SOg), which we denote by
P(A(SOy)). Then, forn <1 —1, 05 = A(SOqy) \ {an}-

For n <1 —1, let B,,(SOg) be the set of w € B(SOy) such that there exists
w' € W(GL,) such that w = t,,(w’)w,. We let Bo(SOy;) be the identity. Also, let
P, = {‘9 - A(SOQ{) ‘ Wy € Bn(SOQl)}

Proposition 4.5.
P, ={0 C A(SOx) [{ans1,. -, ai-1} €O C A(SOg) \ {an}}.

Proof. This is implicitly proved in [22, §5, 7]. Indeed, we do not need to refer to
the matrices explicitly. If w = t,,(w’)w,, for some w' € W (GL,), then t,(w)a; =
a; for i > n+ 1. Also, t,(w') acts on the first n coordinates of @, 'tw, by
permuting the ¢; s for i < n. Hence wa,(t) = t;'t,1; for some i < n and is
hence negative. Thus,

P, C€{0 C A(SOx) [{ans1,- -y au-1} © 0 C A(SO) \ {a}}.
The reverse inclusion is straightforward to check. U

Corollary 4.6. The sets B, (SOq) forn <1 —1 form a partition of the Bessel
support B(SOq).
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Proof. Again, this is implicit in [22, §5, 7]. The map w — 6, gives an bijection
from B(SOq) to P(A(SOg)). By Proposition 4.5, the sets P, such that n <[—1
form a partition of P(A(SOg)). From the bijection w ~ 6,,, we have that the
sets B, (SOg) for n <1 — 1 form a partition of the Bessel support B(SOy). O

The following proposition is used later to show that the zeta integrals are
nonzero.

Proposition 4.7. If w € W(GL;_1) and w # I,_4, then t;_1(w) ¢ B(SOy). In
particular, if a € GL;_y and a is not upper triangular, then By 4 (t;—1(a)) = 0.

Proof. We use the partition of the Bessel support in Corollary 4.6. First, suppose
that t,_1(w) = t,(w")w, for some n with 1 < n < 1—1 and v’ € W(GL,).
Then, w, € W(GL;_1). However, this is not the case for any n. Thus we have
tl_l(w) ¢ B(SOQl)

For the second part of the claim, suppose a € GL;_; is not upper triangu-
lar, Then, by the Bruhat decomposition of GIL;_;, there exists w € W(GL;_4)
such that w # I;_; and a = wtwuy where t € Tgr, , and uy,us € Uqr,_,-

We obtain By y(ti-1(a)) = Bry(ti—1(H)ti1(w)) ¥ (tim1(u1)) 1 (ti-1(u2)). However,
ti—1(w) ¢ B(SOq) and hence By y(t—1(t)ti—1(w)) = 0 by Lemma 4.2. O

The next proposition concerns the support of the Bessel functions on Bruhat
cells associated to w € B,,(SOg). The argument is similar to that of Lemma 4.3.

Proposition 4.8. Let t € Tso,, and w € B, (SOy) for n < [ — 1. Suppose that
By (tw) # 0. If we write

. a bp —1 -1
t:dlag(tl’...’tl_l’ (b a) 7tl_1’...’t1 )
where a®> — b*p = 1, then we must have a =t;_y = -+ =t,.1 = =1 and b = 0.

Proof. By definition, there exists w’ € W(GL,) such that w = ¢,(w")w,. We
verify directly that wo; = o fori =n+1,...,0 — 1. Let 6 € {auq1,..., 2}
For x € F,, let x5(x) be in the root subgroup of 6. Then twx;(z) = x5(0(t)x)tw.
Hence, by Proposition 4.1,

U (x5(2)) By (tw) = ¥(x5(6(8)2)) Br g (tw).
Thus, ¥(xs(x)) = ¥(xs(d(t)x)) for any = € F,. Since 1 is nontrivial and x is
arbitrary, we must have ¢, = --- =t;,_o.
Next, we examine the root subgroup for 6 = «a;_;. We verify directly that

U(x5(2))Bry(tw) = By (twxs(z)) = By y(txs(2)t ™ tw) = By (tw)i(txs(z)t ™)
= (xs(ati—17)) By y (tw).

Similar to the previous case, we deduce that a = t;';. On the other hand, we
verify directly

V(X5(2)) Br oy (tw) = By (x5(x)tw) = Bmw(twt_lx(g(x)t) = Bw,w(tw)w(t‘lx(;(x)t)
= Y (xs(at; ) By (tw).

Hence a = t;_4. Since a = t;_1 = tl__ll, thi1 ==t 1=a==xland b= 0
which proves the lemma. O
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5. TwisTs BY GL,, FOrR n <[ — 2

We begin by collecting some results which will be used in determining the
GL,-twists. The first result is a mild strengthening of [27, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 5.1 ([11, Lemma 5.1]). Let H be function on GL,, such that H(ug) =
W(u)H (g) for any u € Ugy,, and g € GL,,. Let X be a subset of GL,, and suppose

that
> H(x)W,(x) =0

for any v € T and with T running through all 1 ~'—generic irreducible represen-
tations of GL,,. Then, H(z) =0 for any x € X.

Now we start the calculations of the zeta integrals for twists up to GL;_s. Let
7 be an irreducible 1)~ !-generic representation of GL,, v € T be a fixed vector,
and define &, € I(7) by supp(&,) = @, and

Eolln(a)u) = 1(a)v,Ya € GL,,u € V,,

where @), = L,V, is the standard Siegel parabolic of SO,,1. We define the
function f, = fe, € I(r,¢"). That is, f,(g,a) = A (7(a)&,(g)) where we have
A, € Homy,, (1,471, a € GL,, and g € SOs,,1. We also fix the Whittaker
function W, (a) = A-(7(a)v).

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that n < | — 2 and B, is the normalized Bessel
function of w, an irreducible cuspidal -generic representation of SOq. Then
U(Bry, fv) = Wy(1,). Moreover, we may choose v € T such that V(By y, fu) # 0.

Proof. By definition,

U(Br,yp, fo) = Z ( Z Bﬂ7w(rwl’n9(wl7n>_l>> folg: 1)

9€US04,, 11 \SO2n41 \reRbL™

The support of f,(g, I,) is contained in V,,L,,. Since V,, C Ugo,,,,, we have

V(Bry, f) = ) (Z Bw,¢(7”wl’”ln(a)(wl’”)_1)> W, (a).

GGUGL,L \GLn reRLn

Now, the embedding of SOy, 1 into SOy takes ,,(a) to g, (a) = diag(l;_n_1,a, I, a*, I;_,_1).
Thus, w'"q,(a)(w"™)~* = diag(a, Iyi_o,, a*). Let

I,
X ]l—n—l
Ty = I2
Il—n—l
A
Then,
a
ra lin—
Tzwl’”qn(a) (wl n)—l — ]2
]l—,n—l
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By Proposition 4.7, By, (r.w""g,(a)(w"™)~') = 0 unless a is upper triangular
and =z = 0. Hence,

7”/17fv_ Z wa ()

aGTGLn
Finally, by Lemma 4.3, V(B .y, fo) = Wy(1,). Finally, if we choose v to be a
Whittaker vector for 7, then W, (1,,) # 0. O

Let f, = M(t, ") f, and Wi(a) = A-(7(dna*)v). The following lemma lists
several properties of f, that will be used in computing the zeta integrals.

Lemma 5.3 ([11, Lemma 6.2]). For any n <[, we have the following:

(1) If fo(g, In) # 0, then g € QuunQn = QnuwnVy,
(2) If x € V,,, then fy(w,z, I,) = Wi(I,).
(3) For a € GL, and x € Vy, fo(lo(a)wpz, I,) = W(a).

The following theorem is the main result for twists up to GL;_s.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that n < | — 2. Let m and 7' be irreducible cuspidal
-generic representations of SOq which share the same central character. If
y(m x 7,4) = (7' x 7,%) for all irreducible 1)~ -generic representations T of

GL,,, then
Bry(tn(a)wn) = Ba s (tn(a)wn)
for any a € GL,.

Proof. By Proposition 5.2, V(B 4, fu) = Y(Br s, fo) = Wy(1,). By assumption,
V(X 7, 1p) = (7' x 7, 4) for all irreducible w_l—ggneric representations 7 of GL,,,
and hence it follows that V(B y, f,) = V(B .y, fy). By definition,

U(Bry, fv) = Z ( Z Bmd}(rwl’ng(wlm)_l)) fv(ga I,).

96U802n+1\502n+1 reRl,n
By Lemma 5.3,
\D(Bn,dn fv) = Z < Z Bﬂw ’f’wl nl )wnl'( ) 1)) Nv(ln(a)wnl’, [n)
aEUGLn\GLn T’ERl n

zeVy,

Now, the embedding of SOs,, 11 into SOy takes [, (a) to ¢, (a) = diag(l;_n_1,a, I, a*, I;_,,_1).
1

n k%
The embedding also takes the unipotent element x = 1 x| toz =
I,
I, x %
diag(Il—n—la ]2 * >Il—n—l)- NOWa
I,
I, 0 * 0 *
Li oy O 0 0
f(wl’n)_l — (wl,n)—l I2 0 %
]l—n—l 0
I
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The character is trivial on the last unipotent matrix and hence, by Lemma 5.3,

U(Bo f) =Vl Y <Z Bw<rwlv"qn<a>wn<wlv">-1>> W (a).

a€Uqr, \GLn \reRbm
Next, w'"q,(a) = t,(a)w"™ where t,(a) = diag(a, Iy_s,, a*). Let

I,
T Il—n—l
Ty = [2
Il—n—l

I,

Then, r,t,(a) = t,(a)r.,. Recall that w, = wh™w,(w"™)~* where w,, € SOq,; is
realized under the embedding into SOy;. Then,

V(B fv) = V4l Z Z By (tn(a)ratin) | We(a).

a€UqL, \GLn \rgz€RLn

Now,
I, ' (a*)
L ra
Ta:cwn - 'J]n [2
]l—n—l
L,
The character is trivial on the last unipotent element and hence
U(Bry, o) = ValIR™| Y Bry(ta(a)dn) W, (a).

acUqgr, \GLn

Since U(By.y, fo) = U(By.y, fo), it follows that
0= >  (Bry—Boy)tul@)@)W; (a).
a€Uqgr, \GLn
Now, let f be the function on GL,, defined by f(a) = (Bry — By y)(tn(a)wy,).
Then, f(ua) = (u)f(a) and
0= >  fl@W(a).
a€Uqgr, \GLn

By Lemma 5.1, f(a) = 0 for any a € GL,, which gives the claim. O

6. TwisTs BY GL;_;

In this section, we consider the twists by GL;_;. The arguments in this section
are similar to the previous section, except that R"™ and w'™ are trivial which
leads to some minor differences.

Let 7 be an irreducible ¢~!-generic representation of GL;_;, v € 7 be a fixed
vector, and define &, € I(7) by supp(§,) = L;—1V,_1 = @1 and

Eo(lii(a)u) = 1(a)v,Va € GLj_1,u € V_;.
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Let f, = fe, € I(1,47"). That is, for A, € Homyy, (7,97'),a € GL;_, and
g € SOq9_1, we have f,(g,a) = A (7(a)é,(g)). We also let W,(a) = A (7(a)v).
The zeta integrals in this case are nonzero.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose B; ., be the normalized Bessel function of m, an irre-
ducible cuspidal ¢-generic representation of SOqy. Then, we have V(By y, fu) =
Wy (1i—1). In particular, we may choose v € T such that V(By y, f,) # 0.

Proof. By definition,
\I](Bﬂﬂlﬂfv) = Z Bﬂﬂb(g)fv(gall—l)'
9€US04,_1 \SO2—1
The support of f,(-, ;1) is Q;_1. Thus,
VBry f) = > Beylica(@) follii(a), Iiy).

G,GUGLZ71 \GLZ,1

Under the embedding of SOg_1 into SOq;, {;_1(a) maps to ¢,_i(a). Hence,
U(Bry fo) = > By y(tim1(a))We(a).

a€Ucr, \GL;—1

By Proposition 4.7, By (ti—1(a)) = 0 unless a is upper triangular. Thus, by
Lemma 4.3,

U(Bry, fo) = Wy(Li—1).
If we choose v to be a Whittaker vector for 7, then W,([;_1) # 0. This proves
the proposition. 0

The next theorem shows that the twists by GL;_; determine that the Bessel
functions are equal on a subset of the Bruhat cells in B;_1(SOy;). More specifically,
the Bessel functions are determined on the parts of the cell corresponding to the
split part of the torus.

Theorem 6.2. Let m and 7 be irreducible cuspidal 1-generic representations of
SOq which share the same central character. If y(m X T,10) = (7' X 7,1) for all
irreducible generic representations T of GLj_1, then we have

By (tici(a)—1) = Brry(ti—1(a)w;—1)
for any a € GL;_;.
Proof. By Proposition 6.1, W(By .y, fu) = Y(Bx p, fu) = Wy(Li—1). From our as-

sumption, (7 X 7,1) = y(7’ x 7,%) for all irreducible generic representations 7
of GL;_;, and hence it follows that V(B 4, f,) = V(Bx .y, f»). By definition,

\Ij(Bmwva) = Z Bmd)(g)fv(gvll—l)'
9€Us04,_1\SO21-1
From Lemma 5.3, we have

VBry )= Y, Bruli(@wiu)W(a).

a€Ucr,_;\GLi—1
ueVi_1
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The embedding of SOy, into SOy takes [;_1(a) to t;_1(a) and w;_; to W;_;. Let

Ly © gy
u= 1 2
Iy
Then the embedding takes u to
Ly x Yy
_ 1 x’
v= 1
Iy

Since ¢ (@) = 1, we have

V(Bry, fo) = Vil Y Brulti(@a)W;(a).

a€Ucr,_;\GLi_1
From V(B y, fv) = U (B, fv), it follows that
0= > (Bry = Boy)(tioa(a)i) W (a).

a€Ucr; ;\GL;—1
Let f be the function on GL;_; defined by f(a) = (Bry — By o) (ti—1(a)—1).
Then, f(ua) = (u)f(a) and
0= fl@W;(a).
aceGL;_1
By Lemma 5.1, f(a) =0 for any a € GL;_; which gives the theorem. O

The following corollary shows that Theorems 5.4 and 6.2 hold for the Bessel
functions of 7¢ and 7’¢ as well.

Corollary 6.3. Let m and 7' be irreducible cuspidal 1)-generic representations
of SOy which share the same central character. If y(m X 7,9) = ~v(7" X 7,1)
for all irreducible generic representations ™ of GL,, for any n < | — 1, then
Bre y(tn(a)y,) = Bre y(tn(a)y,) for any a € GL,,.

Proof. By Theorems 5.4 and 6.2, we have By 4 (t,(a)w,) = By 4 (t,(a)w,) for any
a € GL, and n <[ —1. Also,

Bry(tn(a)i,) = By y(ct e, (a) et te) = Brey(tet,(a)b,ct™)
= Brey(ta(a)in).
This proves the corollary. U

The following corollary shows the equivalence of ~-factors of conjugate repre-
sentations for n < [—1. This is not necessary to show the converse theorem, but
when later paired with its analogue for n = [, Corollary 7.4, it shows that the
~v-factor cannot distinguish between a representation and its conjugate. In the
setting of local fields, this is already known ([2, 15]).

Corollary 6.4. Let w be an irreducible cuspidal 1 -generic representation of SOq;.
Then we have y(m X T,1) = (7w x 1,1) for all irreducible generic representations
7 of GL,, for anyn <1 —1.
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Proof. We abuse notation and consider the zeta integrals simultaneously for each
n < [—1. By Propositions 5.2 and 6.1 we can choose v € 7 such that V(B 4, f,) =
U(Bre 4, f») # 0. By the proofs of Theorems 5.4 and 6.2,

U(Bry, fo) = Vol Y Bey(tala)i,) W (a).
a€Ucr, \GLy,
Since for any n <[ — 1, we have
Br oy (ta(a)iy,) = By y(ct e, (a)w,ct te)
= Brey(tety(a),ct™)
= Brey(tn(a)y),

it follows that U(By., fo) = W (Bre,y, fo). Finally, since U(By.y, fo) = U(Bre o, fo)
is nonzero, we have (7w x 7,19) = v(7¢ x 7, %) for all irreducible generic represen-
tations 7 of GL,, for any n <[ —1. This concludes the proof of the corollary. [J

7. TwisTs BY GL;

In this section, we consider the twists by GL;. These twists are significantly
different from the previous twists. The embedding of SOy into SOq; plays a
crucial role in these arguments. For reference, we explicate the embedding here.
Recall we embed SOy into SOg;4 1 via

A B

g = (é g) = M1 1 M
C D
where A, B,C, and D are [ x [ matrices and
01 0
M = diag(I;_1, % 0 % ).
;005
For brevity, we set
01 0
=10 %
Lo g

We can further decompose the matrices A, B, C, D as follows:

A Aip Bi1 Bip Cip Cip Dy Dy
A — ’ ’ B — ’ ’ ’C — ’ ’ ’D — ’ ’ ,
(A2,1 Aso )’ By1 Bss Oy Cop Dyy1 Dyy
where Ay 1, By, Ca1, Do are (I—1) x (I—1) matrices, Ay 2, By 1, Ca2, Doy are (I—

1) x1 matrices, A271, BQ’Q, 01,1, DLQ are 1x (l—l) matrices, and A272, B271, CLQ, Dl,l
are 1 x 1 matrices. Then the embedding of g in SOy, is given by

Aia (Al,z 0 Bl,l) M B
. Az B Ao 0 By By

(7.1) vt o | w01 o | ar om0
Cia Cia 0 Dy, D s

Ca (Ca2 0 Dyy) M Dy
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Furthermore, we have

277
R Az,l 01,1
M7t o | = 4. |,
(7 2) 01,1 —701,1
' R By, D
M7l 0 | =] Ba |,
D1,2 —7D1,2
. Azp 0 Bap\ DL;rl Cha _D;yl“
M—l 0 1 0 M = % A2’2 —fj,l
CLQ 0 Dl,l ’7(1—2Dl,1) _70172 D1,21+1

Let 7 be an irreducible ¢ ~!-generic representation of GL;, v € 7 be a fixed
vector, and define ¢, € I(7) by supp(§,) = L;V; = Q; and

Eo(li(a)u) = T(a)v,
forany a € GLj,u € V. Let f, = f¢, € I(7,¢7 ). That is f,(g,a) = A (7(a)&(9)),

where A, € Homy,, (7,47"),a € GLy, and g € SOg1. Let W,(a) = A-(7(a)v).
The following proposition shows that the zeta integrals are again nonzero.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose By ., be the normalized Bessel function of m, an irre-
ducible cuspidal 1-generic representation of SOq. Then, V(B .y, fu) = Wy (wiy).
Moreover, we may choose v € T such that V(B ., f,) # 0.

Proof. By definition.
U(Bry fo) = Z Bry(9) fo(wing, 1)

9€Us04,\SO2

By definition, the support of f,(-, I;) is @;. It is straightforward to check that the
preimage of ); under the embedding of SOg; into SO is contained in the stan-
dard parabolic subgroup of SOy with Levi subgroup isomorphic to GL;_; x SO,
(see Equations 7.1 and 7.2). Moreover, the preimage of L; consists of elements
of the form ¢;,_1(a) where a € GL;_;.

Thus,

VB, fo)= Y Bryltia(a) fulwili(a), 1),

a€Ucr, ,\GLi—1

By Proposition 4.7, By, (ti—1(a)) = 0 for any a which isn’t upper triangular.
Thus, by Lemma 4.3, V(B .y, f,) = Wy(wi,;). If we let © be a Whittaker vector
for 7 and v = 7(w; '), then W(B, 4, f,) = W,(wy;) = Wi(I;) # 0. This proves
the proposition. 7 0

The support of f, = M (1,907 f, lies in Quuw;V;. In order to compute the zeta
integral, we need to find the preimage of this set inside the support of the Bessel
functions. This is essentially the statement of the proposition below.
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Proposition 7.2. Let w € B(SOy) and

. a b _ _
t = dlag(tl,. b, (b ap) 7tl—11" - 1) S TSOQ[’

Then tw € Quw,V, (via the embedding of SOq; into SOg11) if and only if we have
w € B;_1(SOq) and a # 1.

Proof. We begin with a sketch of the proof. We first compute the embedding of
the torus in coordinates and the embedding of the Weyl element w, then compute
Qw;V; in terms of block matrices. We see that the block matrix in the lower left
corner must be invertible if tw € Qw;V; which gives us the condition we need.
We proceed with the details of the proof.
Recall that the embedding sends t to
%(1+a) b %(l—a)
diag(s, b a —b ,S*) € SO941
11-a) —b i(1+a)

where s = diag(ty,ts,...,t,_1). By Corollary 4.6, there exists an integer n with
1<n<l—1andw € W(GL,) such that w = t,,(w")w,. The image of t,(w’) in
SOgyq is diag(w', [j_p—1, I3, [|_n—1, (w')*). The image of w,, is

I,
[l—n—l

[l—n—l
I,

Altogether, we compute directly that the image of tw in SOq; is
(7.3)

SpW
Si—1
W1+a) b (1-a) (1 "
~vb a —b -1
11—a) —b i(1+a) 1
511

S* (w/)*

where s, = diag(t1,...,t,), si—1 = diag(tp1,...,t-1),5 1 = diag(tl__ll, . ,t;}rl),
and s* = diag(t;!, ..., ;).

Next, we turn towards computing Q,u;V;. Let a € GL; and ny,ny € V;. We
wish to compute [;(a)njwmny. Write

L XY

ny = 1 X s
I
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where X € F!, YV € Mat;(F,), X' = —'XJ;, and JY +'X"- X' +'YJ, = 0.
Similarly, we write

I, M N
Ng = 1 M/
I
Then,
aY aX+a¥YM a+aXM +aYN
La)nqwme = | X' 14+ X'M M + X'N
a* a*M a*N

Thus, tw = [;(a)njwyns has a solution as long as we can find a suitable a*.

From Equation 7.3, we see that this is only possible if n = [ — 1. In this case, we
require a* = . 1 1 %(1 —a)
diag(t, 7, ...t ) (w')*

matrix is invertible. Hence we must have a # 1. This proves the proposition. [J

. Such a* exists as long as this

The following theorem shows that the twists by GL; determine the Bessel
functions, only up to conjugation however, on the part of the Bruhat cells that
were missing in Theorem 6.2.

Theorem 7.3. Let m and 7' be irreducible cuspidal 1-generic representations
of SOy, with the same central character. If v(m x 7,9) = (7' X 1,) for all
irreducible generic representations T of GLy, then

(B + Brey)(tw) = (Brryp + Brre ) (tw),

for any t = diag(ty, ..., t,_1, (Z bj) At € Tso,, with a # 1 and

w € Bl_l(SOQI).
Proof. By Proposition 7.1, we have U(B; , fu) = V(B p, fo) = Wy(wy,) and we

can choose this to be nonzero. By assumption, y(m x 7,1) = v(7’ x 7,) for all

irreducible generic representations 7 of GL;, and so (B 4, fv) = U (B, fv)
By definition,

\D(Bw,wmfv) = Z Bﬂ,w(g)fv(wl,lg>ll)>
9€Us04,\SO2

and hence

0= > (Bry—Bwy)(9)folwug, I).

9€Us0,,\SO2

Let T, denote the set of t = diag(ty,...,t_1, (Z b(f) Y € Tso,, such

that a # £1. The support of f, = M(7,4~1) f, lies in Quu;V;. From the Bruhat
decomposition and Propositions 4.1 and 7.2 and equality of the central characters
(to handle the case that a = —1), we have

0= > (B — B ) (tw) fo(wytw, T)).

teTq,weB;_1 (SOQ[)
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For w € B;_1(SOy), there exists w’ € W (GL;_1) such that w = ¢;_1 (w')W;_1.
Then, for t € Ty, it follows from the proof of Proposition 7.2 that w;jtw =
Li(yA)w,z where A € GL; and x € V} with

4= (diag(t;}l, Y ) 0 a))*'

By Lemma 5.3, f,(wytw, I) = Wi (yA).
Note that the assignment tw — A is a two-to-one map. Indeed, recall that for

. a b _ _
t = dlag(tl, R TR (b ap) ,tl_ll, — 1) € Tsozl,

we have
. a —b _ _
cte = diag(ty, ..., t-1, (—b ap) 1Y) € Tsoy,-

Since t € T,, it follows that b # 0 and hence ¢t # cte (in fact, T, is precisely
the subset of T5p,, which is not fixed by conjugation by ¢). However, ctc € T,
both tw and ctcw result in the same A. As a result, we cannot apply Lemma 5.1
directly yet.

To remedy this, we partition T, into two sets T} and 15 with the property that
t € Ty if and only if ctc € Ts. Then

0= > (B — B ) (tw) fo(wytw, I;)

teTq,weB;_1(S04;)

- Z (B — B ) (tw) fu(wygtw, 1)

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)

+ > (B — B ) (tw) fo(witw, )

teTo,weB;_1(SOq;)

- Z (Bry — B ) (tw) fo(wygtw, 1)

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)

+ Z (B — ngw)(ctcw)fv(wl,lctcw, n).

teTy,weB;_1(804;)

Recall we set t = diag(l;_, —1,—1,;_1). Conjugation by ¢ fixes T}. Hence, by
Proposition 4.4, we have

Z (B — By ) (ctew) fo(wyctew, )

teTy,weB;_1(S02;)

= Z By — B ) (F Letewt) fo(wyctew, )

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)

= Z (Bry — Bﬂ/,w)(cf_ltfcw)fv(wuctcw, I

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)

= Z (B — Bare ) (tw) fo (wiactew, T).

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)
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Thus, we have

0= Z (Br — B ) (tw) fo (wytw, T)
tETl,ll)EBl,l(SOgl)
+ Z (B — B ) (ctew) fo (wyctew, Ih)
tETl,ll)EBl,l(SOgl)
= Y (Bry = Buy)(tw) fo(wytw, I)
teT]ﬂUeBlfl(SOQl)
+ Y (Brey — Buey)(tw) fo(wyctew, 1),

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)

Note that fv(wutw, L) = fv(wl,lctcw, I)) = W} (~vA). Thus,
0= > (B — Bur.yp) (tw) fo(wy tw, T))

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)

+ > (Bre.y — Byre ) (tw) f, (wyyctew, )

teT,weB;_1(SOq;)
- Z (Bﬂ,w - B7r’,1l1 + Bﬂc,w o BW,CW)(tw)-fU(wl’ltw’ Il)
teT,weB;_1(SOq;)

Recall that
(1 —a)\"
A= : - - 1\ * 2
(dlag(tl—lla Lt (W) )

— (diag(%(l —a), 7t ((w’)* 1))

Let X’ be the subset of GL; defined by the image of the map tw — A and set

X :=~X'. The map tw — A gives a bijection from T} to X, which denote by &.

We define a function f: X — Cby f(x) = (Bry — By + Brey — Brre ) (E7 ().
Then

0= Y (Bey— Buy + Brey — Buey)(tw) fo(wyitw, 1)

teTh ,wEBl,1(502l)
=3 HW ).
reX

Finally, from Lemma 5.1, we have f(x) =0 for any x € X. Therefore,
(B = By + Breyy — Broe ) (tw) = 0,

for any ¢ € T and w € B;_1(SOy). Conjugation by ¢ fixes B;_1(SOq) and sends
T, to T5. Also

(Bﬂ—ﬂ/, - Bﬂ—gw + Bﬂcﬂﬁ — Bﬂ/c’d,)(tw) = (Bmw - Bﬂfﬂp + Bﬂcﬂﬁ — chw)(CfC’U]).

Thus we obtain

(Bﬂ—ﬂ/, — Bﬂgw -+ Bﬂ—c’dj — Bﬂ—/gw)(tU)) = O,
for any ¢t € Ty and w € B;_1(SOy). Since T, = T} U Ty, we have proven the
theorem. ]
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The following corollary, when combined with Corollary 6.4, shows that -
factor is unable to distinguish between a representation and its conjugate. That
is, y(m x 7,1) = (7 x 7,9) for all irreducible generic representations 7 of GL,
with n <.

Corollary 7.4. Let w be an irreducible cuspidal 1 -generic representation of SOq;.
Then we have y(m X T,1) = y(w¢ X T,1) for all irreducible generic representations
T Of GL[

Proof. By Corollary 6.4, v(m x 7,9) = ~y(n° x 1,) for all irreducible generic
representations 7 of GL,, with n <[ — 1. So, by Theorems 5.4 and 6.2,

\I](Bﬂ7’¢17 fv) - \D(ch,wa fv)
— Z (Bry — chﬂl,)(twu)fv(wl,ltwu, L).

tETa,wGBl,1(SOQZ),UEUSOZZ

Conjugation by ¢ map T,, Bl_l(SOgl),Nand Uso,, to themselves and sends B, to
B by Proposition 4.4. It also fixes f,(w; twu, I;). Hence

Z (Bry — Bre ) (twr) f, (wytwu, 1)
tETa,wGBl,1(SOQZ),UEUSOZZ

= > (Bres = Bre ) (twu) fo (wy twu, )
tETEﬂUEBl—l(So2l)7u€USOZZ

=0.

By Proposition 7.1, we may choose a nonzero v € 7 such that V(B .y, f,) =
U(Bre g, fo) = Wy(wiy) # 0. Thus, we have vy(m x 7,9¢) = y(n° x 7,7). This
proves the corollary. 0

8. THE CONVERSE THEOREM

In this section, we prove the converse theorem. First, we combine the results
of the previous sections to obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 8.1. Let w and 7' be irreducible cuspidal 1-generic representations of
SOy with the same central character. If
V(m x 1,9) = (7' x 7,9),

for all irreducible generic representations T of GL,, with n <[, then we have that

(Bry + Brew)(9) = (Brr s + Brre y)(9)
for any g € SOy(F,).
Proof. By the Bruhat decomposition, we may assume g = u;twus € Bso,, wBso,,
for some w € W(SOy). By Proposition 4.1 and the definition of the Bessel
support, it is enough to show that
(8.1) (Bry + Bre ) (tw) = (Brr g + Brre ) (tw)

for any t € Tso,, and w € B(SOy;). By Proposition 4.6, we only need to show
Equation (8.1) for w € B,(SOg) for n < [ — 1. Since By(SOq) = {Iy}, we
have (B .y + Brey)(t) = (Bpy + Brey)(t) for any t € Tgo,, by Lemma 4.3 and
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equality of the central characters. Equation (8.1) for 1 < n < [ — 2 follows
from the equality of the central characters, Proposition 4.8, Theorem 5.4, and
Corollary 6.3. Equation (8.1) for n = [ —1 follows from the equality of the central
characters, Theorems 6.2 and 7.3, and Corollary 6.3. U

We now prove the converse theorem. The proof is essentially the same as in
the split case since we have established Theorem 8.1. However, we include it for
completeness.

Theorem 8.2 (The Converse Theorem for SOy ). Let m and 7" be irreducible
cuspidal -generic representations of SOg with the same central character. If

Y(m x 7, 9) = (7" x 7, 9),

for all irreducible generic representations T of GL,(F,) with n <, then m = 7'
or = 7'c,

Proof. By Theorem 8.1, (Bry + Brey) = (Bay + Brey) on all of SOy. We let
W, Wee, Wy, and Wse be the Whittaker models of 7, 7¢, 7/, and 7/ respectively.

First, suppose that 7 is isomorphic to 7¢. By uniqueness of Whittaker models,
we have By + Brey = 2By € Wr. Then, 2B, = By + Brey and hence
W, (Wer @ Wiie) # 0. Since W, is isomorphic to 7 and is hence irreducible, we
have that W, N (W, & W) = W, and therefore, by uniqueness of Whittaker
models, W, must be isomorphic to one of W or We.

Second, suppose 7 is not isomorphic to 7¢. We have that B,, € W,. We
also have that By y + Brey — Brey € W @ Woe @ Wee. Thus, W, N (W &
We ®Wie) # 0 and hence the intersection is a nonzero subrepresentation of W,.
Since W, is isomorphic to 7 and is hence irreducible, we have that W, N (W, &
Wie @ Wie) = Wy and therefore, by uniqueness of Whittaker models, W, must
be isomorphic to one of We, W, or W.c. By assumption, W is not isomorphic
to W, and hence must be isomorphic to W, or W ..

Therefore, in either case, we have shown the converse theorem. O
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