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BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GL(n), IT - THE CASE n =14
JACK BUTTCANE

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this article is to verify the conjectures of the previous paper in
the particular case of GL(4). We accomplish this in general, but observe two failures of the
conjectures: First, that the Strong Interchange of Integrals conjecture is perhaps false for
a single Weyl element ws 2, though we prove the Weak Interchange of Integrals still holds.
Second, again for a single Weyl element w, 1,; and its conjugate wy 1 2, it appears that the
space of solutions to the Bessel differential equations may not be spanned by the Frobenius
series solutions. We discuss what refinements, namely to the Asymptotics Theorem, would
be necessary to uniquely identify the Bessel functions for such Weyl elements, and prove
them in the exceptional cases for GL(4).

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we continue the study of the GL(n) Bessel functions in the form initiated in
[12]. The particular functions we are concerned with are those that appear in the Kuznetsov
(aka relative trace) formulas for GL(n). The formulas generalize those of Kuznetsov on
GL(2) [21] and the kernel functions appearing the integral transforms generalize in turn the
classical J- and K-Bessel functions.

The history of the Kuznetsov formulas on GL(n) starts with Li’s formula appearing in
[16] and several specializations to GL(3) appearing in [3,17] along with a partial inversion
appearing in the author’s thesis [8], but the first to tackle the GL(3) formula by directly
studying the kernel functions was [9]. This latter was the approach employed in [12], which
gives a series of conjectures on generalizing the author’s method from GL(3) to GL(n), and
the current paper proves these conjectures for GL(4).

This paper was intended to be a complete, worked example of the method which would
help illuminate the general case, and it is largely successful with a few caveats, but a highly
interesting discovery arose along the way: In [12, Sect. 5.5.1], the author made a blatant
guess as to an integral representation for the Bessel functions, and in this paper we see that
guess is, in fact, correct; even stronger, the constant of proportionality is one. This opens the
possibility of simply constructing the Kuznetsov formula in such a way that those integrals
directly occur as the kernel functions, and the author intends to pursue this approach in a
subsequent paper. Such a method would skip past the interchange of integrals (see below),
differential equations, and power series representations, which are certainly desirable in their
own right, and proceed directly to the integral representations, which are the most important
for applications.

The caveats encountered are primarily minor exceptions to the conjectures of [12], which
are described below, but one relates to the purity of mathematical rigor: The author was
able to work through the proof of the Interchange of Integrals Conjecture by hand in every
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case but the long Weyl element (which was simply too long, even for the author), but the
resulting proofs are trees of cases so involved that the author considers it to be unpublishable
(certainly the author would not inflict the checking of it on a referee). Instead, we rely non-
trivially on a computer algebra package to reduce a certain Boolean combination of linear
inequalities to just one or two particular vectors that need to be manually checked, and
this corresponds to a reduction from over forty pages to just six (including the description
of the algorithm) in section 7. The expression to be reduced corresponds precisely to the
tree of cases alluded to above, but a human (i.e. the author) would approach the problem
by grouping common terms to simplify later cases, while the computer-based approach is a
brute-force simplification of the entire expression at once.

1.1. The Kuznetsov formula. The Kuznetsov formula for a discrete subgroup I' © GL(4, R)
is an equality between a sum of the Fourier-Whittaker coefficients of automorphic forms in
some spectral family and sums of generalized Kloosterman sums. For integral diagonal
matrices m and n, the Kuznetsov formula has the rough form

Z po(n)po(m) f(u,) + Eisenstein series terms

= Z Z (m, n, c) H,(f, mcwn " w™),

weW ¢ |CIC2C3|

where ¢ runs through the family of cusp forms in L*(T\GL(4,R)/R") sharing a common
minimal weight A and discrete spectral parameters 6, W is the Weyl group of GL(4), and
c runs through the diagonal part of the Bruhat decomposition of I'. Here, p, are the
continuous spectral parameters of ¢ and f(y) is some nice test function, p,(m) is the Fourier-
Whittaker coefficient of ¢ at m, S, (m,n,c) is the Kloosterman sum, and H,(f,y) is an
integral transform of f.

A theorem of Friedberg [15] implies that only the “relevant” Weyl elements w € W' < W,
which are reverse-block diagonal matrices formed from identity matrices in the form

I,
(1) w?”1,...,7”e = - 9 Tl + e + T@ - 4,
I,

contribute to the Kuznetsov formula, and similarly, we define the Kloosterman sums to be
zero unless a certain “compatibility” condition is met, which corresponds to the argument
of H,(f,-) lying in a subspace Y,, of the diagonal matrices.

The most technically difficult theorem of this paper is that each H,,(f,y) can be written as
a kernel integral transform of f, and we call the kernel functions K, (y, i, 9) the GL(4) Bessel
functions. As this theorem is also somewhat technical to state, we wait until section 1.4 to
do so.

We tend to suppress commas in the subscript and double subscripts, so, e.g., w21 1= w21
and Kiy91(y, 1t,0) := Ky, o, (4, 1,6). In this notation, the relevant Weyl elements for G'L(4)
are

wy = I, w13, w31, Waa, W12, Wia1, War1, Wi11 =: Wy
From the symmetry [12, Prop. 2| of the Bessel function K, (y,u,d) under the involution
w — w' with ¢ : G — G defined by ¢* = wl(g_l)Twl, it suffices to consider the elements

W31, W2, W121, W211, W1111-
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Note that K;(y, p,d) = 1, so there is no further need to study this function.

1.2. Results. The end goal of this paper is to provide usable integral and series represen-
tations of the GL(4) Bessel functions K, (y, u,0). Applications of the GL(4) Kuznetsov
formulas will require bounds or asymptotics for the Bessel functions and their integral trans-
forms, which we leave to future papers. In the current paper, we first show that the integral
kernels in the GL(4) Kuznetsov formula exist as functions, see section 7. That is, we prove
the Interchange of Integrals Conjecture of [12] for n = 4.

Next, we construct the differential equations satisfied by the Bessel functions, see section 4.

Theorem 1. The Bessel functions at w = w3y, Wag, W11, Wor1,w; are annihilated by the

differential operators (63), (64), (65) and (66), (67) and (68), and (78)-(80), respectively.

Also in section 4, we find the power series (Frobenius series) solutions in the principal
series case.

Theorem 2. Using the usual (terminating) ,F, hypergeometric series, the power series so-
lutions J,(y, 1) to the Bessel differential equations of the previous theorem are given by

o0

3 _ m

2) sy, ) =lysl2 7D asm()ys'
m=0

(3) J22(y,,u) =|y2|2+’“+“2 a22,m(/~b)y;na

18

m=0

0

e¢]
3 3_ mi, m
(4) Jio1(y, 1) =[ya |2 |ys 271 Z Z a121,my,ms (1) Y1 Y3

m1=0mo=0
0]

a0
3_ mi, m
(5) Janr (Y, 1) =|yo P2y 27 Z Z a211,my,ms (1) Y2 Y3

m1=0mo=0

a0 a0 o0
3 3_ mi, ma, m
(6)  Jina(y, p) =|ya| 2 |yaFHrTH2 g2 7R Z Z Z 11111 mz,ms (R)YT Y2 Y5

m1=0 m2=0 m3=0
with coefficients

(1674) 4 (—1674)™

astm (1) Tl L1+ g — pa +m)T(1 + po — pg + m)T(1 + gz — pg +m)’
) (1674 )ratr2tmD (1 + 20y + 2pg + 2m)
agom(pt) =
2m = I'(1+ 2u1 4 2u2 + m)I(1 + gy — ps +m)
X ! ,
F(l—i—/Jq —u4+m)F(1+u2—u3+m)F(1+u2—,u4+m)
(83)ra=ra(837) ™ (—8m34)™2 T (1 + py — pug + My + mo)
al21,m(u) =

_mllmglF(l + [ — U2 +m1)F(1 + p — 3 + ml)F(l + 1 — s +m1)
X 1 s
F(1+,u1—u4+m2)F(1+u2—,u4+m2)1“(1+,u3—u4+m2)
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(271')3’“ +3pu2—2p4 (_871.37;)7711 (47T2>m2

211 m =
2t ('u) m1!m2!F(1 + U1 —u4+m1)F(1 + U2 —u4+m1)F(1 + U3 —,u4+m2)
y 1
D (14 py = pz) T (1 + po — pa3)
I =, L+ 2p1 + 2p0 + my, g — 3 —maiy
8+2 1 — 1 — 3] '
+pn — p3, L+ o — ps;
(27.‘.)3,ul+,u27,u373u4+2m1+2m2+2m3
a1111,m(u)

_mllmglmg!F(1+u3—u4)F(1+,u1—,u2+ml)f‘(1+,u1—,u3+m1)
U1 4 2u1 + 2u2 + mg +mg) T (1 + g — pig + my + mo)
U (14 201 + 2u2 +m2) T (1 + 11 — pz + ma)
1
X
F(1+u2—u3+m2)F(1+u1—u4+m3)F(1+u2—u4+m3)
x oF —my — g + fg, —Mg — [o + (3, —Mg — l1 + (3, —MN3; 1
L+ pg — g, —my — mg — piy + pg, —mg — mz — 2(p1 + p2); " )

Having the power series solutions provides the following benefits:

1. As a technical point of the current paper, in combination with the Asymptotics
Theorem (see section 2.6), knowing the power series expansions allows us to show
that the Mellin-Barnes integrals we construct are, in fact, the Bessel functions.

2. When all of the y arguments are small in terms of the spectral parameters pu, the
power series expansion is the asymptotic expansion.

3. Knowing that the Mellin-Barnes integral is equal to a particular sum of power series
dramatically simplifies shifting its contour past the poles as there is no need work
out residues at the actual poles, or to show that certain potential poles do not, in
fact, exist. This is a particularly trying procedure, see section 6.

4. Min Lee has communicated to the author a method through which one can use the
power series to show that H,(f,y) is not merely negligible, but actually equal to zero
when one of the coordinates of y is small enough, provided f has zeros at proscribed
locations.

For ( € Z, s € C we define a multiplicative character of R* by

Xs(a) := sgn(a)’|al’.
For pp € C* with py + ...+ pg = 0 and § € Z" (without restriction), we extend this to a
character of diagonal matrices, aka the “power function” by

4
Ls(diag(ar, ... aq)) == | [ X0 (@),
i=1

where p = (3,1, —1,—3)/2 is the half-sum of the positive roots for GL(4). Finally, we also
use the power function in the form
3
T 6i+9;
I,u,,(S (a17 a2, a3) = H XflJr,u,J:rl*/Ji (al>
i=1
The spectral parameters p are called the “continuous part” of the character I, ;, and the
parameters 0 are called the “discrete part”. Throughout the paper, unless otherwise specified,
we assume the coordinates of p are distinct modulo 7.
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For n € Z and s € C, we define

()
Gn(s) = me F(i 14— §)>

2
where {0,1} 37 =7 (mod 2), and for £ € Z,t € C",n € Z", we define

GZ(Satan) = HGZ-HU(S + t])

j=1
Then in section 5, we construct Mellin-Barnes integrals for the Bessel functions.

Theorem 3. Writing A = 01 + 09 + 03 + 04, the Bessel functions Ky (y, u,9) are given by
the Mellin-Barnes integrals

(=12 ¢ ds
(7) K (y, 1, 6) = > X (=) Gels, =, A = 8) o —
tef0,1) YRe(s)=5 * i’
Gols, (i + p5)i<s, (0; + 05)icj) ds
K a2
(8) 22 y ,u> ée%zl}Je(s X2 s y2) GA(2S) 27T’i’
K121(y7M75) =
(9) <_1)A J 21 . lo G£1 (817 My 6>G52<S27 —ft, A — 6) ds
4 ZE{%:I}Q Re(s)=(3.%) X (I 1) Goverra(ss + s2) (2mi)>’
(10)
K211(y7:u75) =
1A
( 8) > f X ()
te{0,1}3 YRe(8)=(5.7.7)

X Gy (51, = (1 + pro, pon + ps, pro + p3), A — (81 + 92,61 + 93, 62 + 03)) Gy n—s,(S3 — pa)
y Gfl+fz+64(31 — 82 — /~L4)sz+£3(33 - 82>GZ2<S27 _</~L17 M2, Ms)a A — (51, 02, 53)) ds
Goyttarn-5,(51 + 52 + fa) (2mi)3’

Kllll(ynua(s) =
(—1)*

f XZ_,SI( Y1)X5 o (— y2)XZ§3783(—y3)
{0,114 Re(s)=(2¢,2¢,2¢,¢) 2 2

(11) G, (51, (p1, p2), (61, 02)) Gy (82, (1 + 2, pt3 + pa), (01 + 02,63 + 64))
GZS(S?), —(,LLh ,uz), A — (517 52))Ge4(847 (Msa M4)7 (53, 54))

Grovea (81— 54)Gryyen (52 — Sa, (1, p12), (01, 02))Ggttat6,+65(S3 — Sa + p + p12)  ds
Gy tty+tat61+6, (51 + S2 — 84+ p11 + 12)Gryst540,+0(S2 + 53— Sa) (2m)t

The Mellin-Barnes integral representations can be used to provide a simple bound on the
Bessel functions, but are more generally used to provide a truncated power series expansion
by shifting the contours to the left. The former, in concert with known bounds on the
Kloosterman sums [7,14,22], can be used to prove a Weyl law with power-saving error term.
The latter gives a Paley-Weiner theorem for H,,(f,y), i.e. that H,(f,y) has better decay in y
near zero than K, (y, p, d) itself, and this is essential in proving that the sums of Kloosterman
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sums (i.e. the ¢ sum) can be truncated (in particular, the arithmetic/geometric side of the
Kuznetsov formula converges).
For n € Z and a > 0, we define

Z1(—a) =4i"K, (4m/a) cos Z (s — ),

T/ Q) — (— J A/ Q
2320 v om0 1 4y

)

where K, and J are the classical Bessel functions. In the current notation, this would be a
particular normalization of the GL(2) Bessel function K, (y, p,0).

In section 5, we construct Stade-type integral representations where the G'L(4) Bessel
function is given as an integral of G L(2) Bessel functions. These are useful to bound K, (y, 1)
and show decay when one of the coordinates of y is large. In [4, 5], these were used to cut
off the sums of Kloosterman sums, but the author hopes to replace that with analysis of the
inverse Mellin transform, see below.

Theorem 4. We have the Stade-type multiple Bessel integrals

2

(12) Ky (y, 1, 6) =(—1)% 00508 () f X0zt () 282 () 2050 (1 ) du,

61+6. 91+6 92 +96 d2+6
13 Kos(y, 1, ) =X2fu;‘;u2 (y2) JRQ X::irzgﬁug (u) X (U2)Xff+ilfz‘52+u3 (1 —wu)

X ZH (yousur) Zot 0% (1/(us(1 = wy)))du,

p3—p p3—p
— 4 A9 2 +0: d2+0.
K121 (y, M, 5) :(_1>A 52X31*M22*H3 (yl)X S*M;*Hzl (y3) J];@ X—21++/iz—u3 (UI)X_Zl-i__i_il*?gzwLM <u2)
01+0 01+0
(14) X Xj;21*2;2+u4 (u3>X711++237u2(1 - ul)

5146 n 5146 Ys Uz us
X Zuiﬂfl (u_3> Zuiﬂfl (u_2> € (U_l - 1 — U1> du,
K211(ya,U>5) =

61+6. 91 +82+6 2+ 03 +9.
(—1)‘54X2fu44;u2 (y2)X31i;—t43(ys) JRS XA, (ul)xfﬂirzgﬁw (u2)

15 946 5146 51+6
( ) X Xf;r_i1+2u2§uaf2u4 (U?))Xfﬂﬁrm(l - ul)XfllJrJrzgfm(l - u2)

1 U
Z51+53 Z5l+54 _@ 2 d
x Zn T (yaus) Z50 00 U ¢ uz(1 — uq) - uyuz(1 —up)(1 — uy) h
Ky, i1, 6) =

(—1)%t% X‘iiu% i (Y1) X3 (yz)xiitiitig (y3) fRZ X )X L (un)

Xo (1= un) (L= u)) Z 2 (yi(1 =y ")) Z00 (21— up')(1 — ug))

Zi;tffl(—yg(l — ul))ZgifZ43(—y2uQ/u1)du.

(16)

We will use the following auxiliary functions:

Zos(t) =23 (1),
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i 1\ dusd d
Zin(t) = <t1U1 + 2 —) t2 0t J ZY (hu) e ( ) au
Jr2 U U |ugy | lu|’

[ h 1 t dusy du
Zon(t) == <U1+U2+—+—2+t3— pr2 ) 2 4t
JR? up U Us up ugug ) |uqug|

.
= Zg((1+t—3> (t4u+t1+t—5>>e<u+t—2) d—u,
Jr u u u ) |ul

i U1U21 — 29 + u1(1 — u2)23
Zun(y,z) == €\ —Ys 3 — YaUu1 — Y1u3
JR3 ut(1 — uz)ugus
U121 — 2o 29 —up(l — ug)z3 u1u2u3) du
U1U3(1 — UQ>21 Ui1U222 Z3 |U1U2(1 — UQ>U3|

:J ZO _ U1Uo U U221 — 2o + U1(1 - Ug)Zg _ U121 — 29
Rz 0 a 23 93 u2 (1 — ug)ug ur(1 —ug)zy
29 —uq (1l — d
e (—y2u1 + 2 1( U2>23) Y .
U1U229 |U1U2(1 — U2)|
We note that Zss(t) is a normalization of the G L(2) Bessel function Ky (t,0,0) and Zo1(t) is
a normalization of the GL(3) Bessel function Ko (t,0,0), but Zs;1(¢) and Z1111(y, 2) appear
to be new functions. These integrals converge conditionally, but nicely enough, see section 5.
In section 5, we find good integral representations for the inverse Mellin transform. We
define the inverse Mellin transforms (i.e. Mellin expansion) of the Bessel functions by

~

(17) Kw(y> M, 5) :I—u,é(yb) JRS Kw(ya Z)TM(;(Z)CZZ,

where, in terms of the coordinates (34),

Lug () =X5, (U)X (W) X5 2000 (0s).

Theorem 5. We have the inverse Mellin transforms

I 1
(18) K (y, 2) =(~1)7+5+%e (—y 23y —) ,

1 22 Z3

~; (1 — yQZQ)(ZQ + 2123)(21 — 23)
19 K. =7
( ) 22(y, Z) 29 < s 7

K - —23)(1 + y3z1) (1 — y123)
20 K (g [ z2)(z = )
@) Ful2) =1 Zia |

- . 1 1 B
(21> K211(y7 Z) :(_1>JIZ211 <y2 (_2 B y3zl) y — — Y3, —, Y223, _y2y3 2) )

1 23 Y222 23

(22) fv(nu(yaz) =(—1)61+62Z1111(y72)-

Finally, also in section 5, we find integral representations for the Fourier transform of the
inverse Mellin transform. We define this transform by

¢
(23) [N(w(t, 2) =JY Iv(w(y,z)ne(—yfiti)dyi,

¢ -
for w =w,, ., teR" where 7, :=7r; + ...+ 1.
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Theorem 6. We have the Fourier-inverse Mellin transforms

~ (—1)61+63 t1 29 + 2123 1 1
24 Rt z) =L (L (zrzz) (2
( ) 22( ) Z) |t1| € 2 t 2 2 ’

N )0 )
(25) Kia(t, z) _ e (t—z + ( )( ) t_) ’

|t1ts] 21 Zotilo 23
_ (—1)51 o (_ﬂ thg — Z1%3 _ tltg . 2o + tlzg >
|t1t2 + Zl| Z9 21 (Zl + tltg) Z9 23(21 + tltg) )
—1)%1+02 tot
( \;U 6( ,2213+(Z1_Z3)(
+
it +1 1 1 1
et (11 1))

29%3 tl 21 Z9 t3 z3

(26) Ko (t, 2)

K 1 1 +
(27) K111 (t, 2) =0u=o ) n Z1 + z3

l3zg  t121 29

where
U = (tltgtg + 21 — 23>2 -+ 4t1t3(22 + thg),

while the Fourier-inverse Mellin transform of K31 s singular.

In terms of the depth of the corresponding analysis, the Weyl law mentioned above is the
weakest application of the Kuznetsov formula; it is a significant step up to show subcon-
vexity for the corresponding L-functions, and the author envisions applying these integral

representations as follows:

a. To provide a sharp cutoff for the sums of Kloosterman sums (i.e. each sum is neg-

ligibly small when any coordinate of ¢ is large enough). With the inverse Mellin
transform we have

~ ~

o) = | Rt 9 ftw e Foe= [ S0 Tt e

R3

Analyzing f (y, z) is trivial (if the effective support of f is large, then  has small
effective support near eight points) and the GL(2) Bessel functions appearing in

~

K, (y, z) are (the classical Bessel functions) Ko(+), Jo(+), Yo(+) as opposed to the func-
tions K,y (1)s Juy—pe (+), Yy~ () appearing in the Stade-type integrals above. The
former are far simpler to analyze, with the trade-off of considering a slightly higher-
dimensional integral.

The inverse Mellin transform was also used directly in [13] to provide a simple, but
strong upper bound on H,(f,y). (The present method offers a considerably simpler
expression than what appeared in that paper.)

. To provide a bound on the Fourier transform of H,(f,y) after applying Poisson
summation in the index variables m and n. At, say, w = w;, using the Fourier-
inverse Mellin transform we have

3
JRS JRSHW (f, (ming, mana, many)) g(m,n)e <Z(§im,~ + Qni)) dm dn
i=1

~ ~

:f f le(tvz) (gvmvn)dtdzv
R3 JR3
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3

flg,m,n) = J F(mying, mons, mgny, 2)g(m, n)e (Z(gzml + Gini + ming_; Z)) dmdn.
R3 JR3 i=1
Again, f(g, m,n) is (relatively) trivial to analyze and f(wl (t, z) is quite simple in most
cases.

1.3. Some notation. Let G := GL(n,R)/R* and K := O(n). As usual, we treat elements
of G as matrices and write Y < G for the diagonal matrices, Y < Y for the positive diagonal
matrices, U(R) < G for the upper-triangular unipotent matrices with standard generic
character ¢y, W < G for the Weyl group, U,, = U n (w™'UTw) and U, = U n (w™'Uw).

As always, the left and right actions of the Weyl group on p and § are

[;w,aw (y) = I;,a(wwal) = I:;fl(u),wfl(a) (y),

where I 5 := I, , s is the unnormalized power function (which always looks confusing, but
is, in fact, the correct order for the left and right actions), and we use the conventions
= ()i = piw = -1y = w ()i

We extend the power function via the Iwasawa decomposition to

Iucso(i’f?/k‘) 1Y) X5.00(k), Yo 1= |V| Zf_p, oce K, Vi=YnK,
veV
and via the Bruhat decomposition on Gy, := U(R)YU(R)"
Lis(zyu") =I.5(y).
Lastly, we define a Whittaker-like power function on G, by
Lis(ryu®) =yr(2)L5(y).

For an irreducible, unitary representation o of K, the matrix-valued Jacquet-Whittaker
function of g € G is

Wa(g> s 6) = J‘ [i,é,a(wlug) ](U)du,
U(R)

where
Yr(x) =e(x12 + 223 + T34), x e U(R), e(t) := ™,
and w; the long Weyl element of G.

We will refer to (principal series) representations of G induced from the minimal parabolic
as “principal series” (aka “almost spherical”) and (principal series) representations of G
induced from a non-minimal parabolic as “generalized principal series”. Families of such
representations 7w are parameterized by the minimum weight of the irreducible representations
of K occurring in 7 and share a common discrete parameter . The weight of a representation
of K is either trivial or parameterized either by a single integer 2 < k; € N or two integers
2 < ky < ki € N. For such weights, define A = (0,0,0,0), A = (&1, —5=10,0) or
A = ('“2 L kl 1 '”2 L k22 1), respectively, and we require d; + dy = k; (mod 2) in the
second and thlrd case and 03 + d4 = ko (mod 4) in the third case (see [12, eq. (23)]).
We tend to, somewhat incorrectly, refer to A as the weight of the representation, and the
spectral parameters p of automorphic forms in the family associated to A and § satisfy
IRe(pi) — Ai| < % fori=1,...,4 with gy — Ay = ps — Ay in the second and third cases, and
i3 — A3 = py — Ay in the third case. The tempered forms have Re(p;) = Ay, @ = 1,...,4,
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and we take ia$(A) to be the set of all such p. The principal series case is then A = 0, while
the spherical case is A = § = 0.

Write dgpecpr for the spectral (Plancherel) measure on iaj(A). With this notation, the
kernel integral appearing on the arithmetic/geometric side of the G L(n) Kuznetsov formula
(see [12, Sect. 3]) is

29) @ H g = [ W ng, it 0 i

for a “nice” (e.g. Schwartz-class and holomorphic on a tube domain containing iaj(A)) test
function f(u), and y,g € G. We generally restrict to y in that subset Y,, of the diagonal
matrices Y where the integral is well-defined, viewing U,, as U/U,,.

We note that Proposition 2 of [12] should read

Kll)(yv M, 6) :Kw‘ (Wﬂ _,U/wlu 5U)l)7

where ¥ = vwvw ™! with v € Y having all coordinates v; = —1, i = 1,...,n. (The involution
w* is missing from the subscript in that paper.)

1

1.4. The conjectures. We summarize the ideas of [12, Sect. 4 and 5.5.1] as follows

o The Interchange of Integrals Conjecture. If we were able to interchange the u and u
integals in A we could conclude

(29) Too(y)Hy(f y.9) = f . F() K (y, A, 11, )Wo(g, pt, 8)dspectt,
’lClO
for some function K, (y, A, i, ) defined by
(30) m@A%®M@m®=ﬁ(yuwwwmmww.
w(R

Here we have applied [12, Prop. 1] which uses Shalika’s multiplicity one theorem
to separate the functions K, and W,, and shows that K, will not depend on ¢ by
considering the action of the Lie algebra.

The latter integral does not converge absolutely, so we cannot apply the theorems
of Fubini and Tonelli. Instead we interpret the integral conditionally by considering
a particular choice of coordinates on u, introducing a smooth partition of unity, and
treating the smooth, compactly supported integral as an oscillatory integral. The
conjecture is then that the series in the dyadic partition converges absolutely (the
weak conjecture), which allows the interchange, and hopefully converges rapidly (the
strong conjecture).

Theorem 7. The GL(4) Bessel functions K,(y, A, p,0) at w = w9, wayy and w =
w; and the GL(n) Bessel functions at w = w1 satisfy the Strong Interchange of
Integrals Conjecture. The Bessel function at w = wqo satisfies the Weak Interchange
of Integrals Congecture.

e The Analytic Continuation Conjecture. The Strong Interchange of Integrals Conjec-
ture implies the function K, (y, A, i1, 0) does not depend on A, as this is true of the
Whittaker function, which, with rapid convergence, implies that (30) at different A
is given by analytic continuation from A = 0 (see [12, Prop. 3]). We drop A from the
notation and write K, (y, p, 0). Furthermore, the leftover Whittaker function can be



(31)

BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GL(n), I 11

removed from the Kuznetsov formulas by a Stone-Weierstrass-type theorem so that
H(f,vy,g) becomes

Tl H(£.0) = [ FO0 Kl )t
iag (A)

Theorem 8. The GL(4) Bessel functions satisfy the Analytic Continuation Conjec-

ture.

The Differential Equations and Power Series Conjecture. As the (iterated) integrals
(29) and (29) do converge absolutely, it follows (by taking f to be an approximation
to the identity) that K, should satisfy some partial differential equations inherited
from the action of the Casimir operators A;, i = 2,...,n, on the Whittaker function.
These differential equations, which are conjecturally independent of §, can then be
solved through the method of Frobenius to arrive at power series (really Frobenius
series) solutions J,,(y, 1) and then K, must be a linear combination of those, but
there are some complications for w different from the long Weyl element w;.

We extend K., from Y, to G, := U(R)Y,,(wU,(R)w™") by the natural symmetry

Ky (uy(wu'w™), @, 8) = (wu') Ko (y, 1, 6),

but still find ourselves short of symmetries. That is, for w # w;, the total number
of coordinates in GG, is less than that of G and so a naive application of a Casimir
operator would result in a differential equation involving Bessel-type functions defined
using the derivatives of the Whittaker function.

This conjecture is then that there are operators which avoid the missing coordi-
nates, and below the statement of the conjecture in [12, Sect. 4], the author suggests
looking for elements of the form

Zn: a; X; o (Ai - )\i)
i=2

with a; = a;(Ag,..., \n) € Cly1,...,yn—1] and X; an element of the commutative
algebra
C[A2> BRI Ana El,la ) En—l,n—1]>

using the usual basis E; ; of the Lie algebra of (G; in the current paper, it seems that
the coefficients a; depending on y are, in fact, not necessary. The conjecture also
predicts the number of solutions to be |W /W,| where W, are those Weyl elements
that fix all y € Y,, under conjugation.

The Asymptotics Theorem of [12] computes the coefficients involved in writing K,
as a linear combination of the J, series at A = 0, assuming all of the conjectures;
these are the first-term asymptotics of K, as y — 0 in Y.

The Direct Integral Representation Conjecture. Section 5.5.1 of [12] conjectures that
Ky(y,p,0) = C(u,0)Zy(y, 1, 0) for some constant C'(pu,d) where

L8 = | 1w Tiade

w(R)

On the results of this paper, the author would now strengthen the conjecture to
C'(p,9) = 1. Asusual, this integral does not converge absolutely, but it does converge
in a nice enough manner for a nice choice of coordinates.
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e The Mellin-Barnes Integrals Conjecture. We extend the usual definition of a Mellin-
Barnes integral a bit to include finite sums of multi-dimensional inverse-Mellin trans-
forms of quotients of gamma functions. (Some of the variables in the inverse-Mellin
transforms will actually be one.) It is a fact that the J, functions can be written as
Mellin-Barnes-type integrals where the contours are not vertical, but horizontal; the
conjecture here is that certain linear combinations of the J, function, and in partic-
ular the K, function, can be written as Mellin-Barnes integrals where the contours
are vertical, though still bent slightly for convergence.

1.5. Caveats. Now, where we need exceptions to the conjectures:

1. The higher weight case for wys. Though we prove the Weak Interchange of Integrals
(existence of an integral kernel for the defining integral transform) for the wyy Weyl
element, it appears the Strong Interchange of Integrals (rapid convergence of the
defining integral) is likely just false in this case. In hindsight, this is perhaps not too
surprising and follows from two difficulties: Us, is symmetric about the reverse diag-
onal and has minimal presence (a single nonzero entry) on the first super-diagonal,
leading to a small number of terms in the phase of the oscillatory integral.

The computations given here cover the principal-series (i.e. A = 0) case, but since
the Weak Interchange of Integrals does not imply the Analytic Continuation Con-
jecture, this means we need to extend the Asymptotics Theorem to the generalized
principal series case and argue that the Differential Equations and Power Series Con-
jecture holds in that case, as well; this is the approach we use for wss in section 8.1.
For the former, the author only retreated in face of notational complexities (and the
hope that it was unnecessary), and the latter should also pose no trouble as this is a
standard fact about Frobenius series solutions.

2. The complete solution to the differential equations in the wsyy; case. In the other
cases, we are able to show the Frobenius series span the solution set by dimensionality
arguments — i.e. showing the dimension of the solution space is equal to the number
(dimension) of Frobenius series solutions, but for ws;1, though we have a complete
set of Frobenius series solutions, the author was unable to compute the dimension of
the full space of solutions.

It may be possible to show (directly from the definition) that the Bessel functions
are linear combinations of Frobenius series, as one would expect. Then clearly those
Frobenius series must be solutions of the differential equations — this bypasses the
need to discuss the full solution space.

One might hope to accomplish this by leveraging the Interchange of Integrals
against the known power series and Mellin-Barnes expansions of the Whittaker func-
tion (using [12, eq. (49)]) and the complex exponential, but the author was unable to
solve a technical detail in this approach, and instead section 8.2 proceeds by a (messy)
Mellin-Barnes integral representation for the product of the Bessel and Whittaker
functions.

The proofs in section 8 are less than precise because the full proof would be quite lengthy,
and in any case, we anticipate subsequent papers will make these issues irrelevant.
Finally, two remarks:
1. The goal for applications are the integral representations as in section 5. For every
Weyl element of GL(4), as described above, we show that the integral representation
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of [12, Sect. 5.5.1] holds and in fact, it holds with C'(u,0) = 1. (Though we don’t
prove it here, the same applies for GL(3) and GL(2).) A simple heuristic justification
is that the Bruhat-based I B power function (see section 2.1) is a limit of K-finite
power functions I’ o0 and the Jacquet integral of 172 .o 1s essentially the Whittaker-like
power function /, W. Thus the integral representatlon of the Bessel function would
follow, if one could justify the necessary interchanges of this limit and the relevant
integrals. It seems easier, in the general case, to simply prove the heuristic.

Also, one might consider to simply construct the Kuznetsov formula by replacing
the Whittaker function in the inverse Whittaker transform (see [12, Sect. 3]) with
]Kg. This would avoid the Interchange of Integrals Conjecture, but of course, this
also loses Whittaker inversion from Wallach’s Whittaker Plancherel formula [26] (and
may interfere with the localization) and so the spectral side of the formula would then
require a similar interchange of limit process.

. The power series for the higher-rank Bessel functions should tend to involve multi-

dimensional hypergeometric functions at 1. Because of this, it may seem like the
arguments here could not be generalized, but the author would like to point out that
the well-known contiguous relations for one-dimensional hypergeometric series imply
the same for the multi-dimensional case.

2. BACKGROUND

We use coordinates

1 1 T2 T4

1
(33) x = X(x1, %2, 3, Ty, T5, Tg) = et ;
1 Tg
1
Y1Y2Y3Y4
(34) Yy = Y(yh y27 Y3, y4) = Y2l )
Y3Ya
Ya
as well as
Iy
1 T
V1422 T VIta2
Kij(x) := I i )
Vita? Vita?
Iy

On Y, it is sometimes useful to instead apply the coordinates

(35)

ay/ay
as/a
Y = A(Cll,az,ai’na4) = 2/ ’ a3/a4

Gy
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The Weyl elements are permutation matrices, and when describing elements of W ~ S,
we occasionally use cycle notation, e.g.

W(1423) = 1 = W21,1,
1

which comes from the action on the standard basis

w

Cw, (i) = We€i = €g(i) = €jo-1 = 6Z, =1, (s 54.

2.1. Characters. We note that characters of U(R) have the form

1 T1 To9 X4

1 .
U If’ iz = e (mix1 + moxs + mazs) , e(t) = et
1

for some m € R?. For y € Y, we also use the notation ¢, (z) = ¢;(yzy™") = ¥111(yzy ™).
For the multiplicative character y’ of R*, notice that we have the usual properties of
power functions
Xela)xg(a) = x5To(@),  xi(a)x(a') = xi(ad),
and all of the functions [ i,(;, oo and I are eigenfunctions of the Casimir operators,
essentially for the same reason: In an expressmn

FE, . oF;

11,52 12, 23

.o F

Iyl

if any £;; has j > 7, then another must have j < 4, and vice versa, but after conjugating across
u” or k (as we may with bi-G-invariant operators) the restrictions to UY have E;;I! wso =0
if j >, Eyl)s = 0if j <iand Eylls = 0if j # 4.

We sometimes express the power functlon in the coordinates (35) as

[/MS(A(iL ag, ag, a4)) = (il)élfuyé(a’% as, a4)'
2.2. Gamma Functions. In addition to the Gs(s) function defined above, we will need

o
R,(s) =" cos w
Notice that

(36) Gy(s) =2(2m) R, (s)I'(s).
From the reflection property and known residues of the gamma function as well as the
usual properties of trigonometric functions, we have the following useful identities:

(37) Go(s,t,n) =Ge(s 4+ u, (t; — u, ..., t, —u),n),
(38) Gy(s)Gy(1 = 5) =(=1)"

(39) R, (s +n) =i"R,,(s), n ez,

(40) Ry (s) ( 1)"Ry(—s),

(41) Ry(s)Ry(1 —s) = ( 1)7sin(rs),
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1 Z(—1)1" ifn=n+1 (mod 2),
(42) = R,(s) N { 0 otherwise, né€Z,
1 S
(43) Ry(s)L(s +n) =Ry(s)0(s) (s); = 5(27m)°Gy(s) (s);,
where (s); = I'(s +)/I'(s) is the (rising) Pochhammer symbol. Furthermore, G, (s) is entire
except for simple poles at each s = —n, n € Ny, n =7 (mod 2) with residue
(2mi)™
Jes G(s) =2 T

The poles of 1/G, (s) are at s =n, ne N, n=n+1 (mod 2) by the symmetry (38).
We note that Stirling’s formula implies
t 1
|t| arctan i + 0 (—) :
o

g

t
1+z—

1
log|l'(o + it)| =log (o) + (0 — —) log
for 0 > 0 and t € R, so that

(44) IT(o +it)| =TI'(0)

tlo-1 |t |
2 exp | —|t|arctan —

14—
o

foro > e > 0 and t € R. We refer to I'(0) as the “factorial part”, the factor ‘1 +1= ‘ 2 as the
“polynomial part”, and the factor exp ( |t| arctan 1 |) as the exponential part of Stirling’s

formula.

2.3. Hypergeometric Series. The (generalized) hypergeometric series for p,q € Ny, a €
CP,be CY, z € C is defined by

A1y... ap7 o - Z_ (CLP)n
qu <bl,. . ) o g n ) ’

7

provided the series converges. We sometimes use the completed (“regularized”) series
F* alv“‘7ap;z :iﬁ (a'l)n“'(ap>n - F a17“‘7 /HF
bisoosbg; ") Al T(by +n) - T(by +n) P
which has no poles (when it converges). Finally, the fully completed
T ary...,Q * ala"'7a;l);
vt (bh.. g ) (I]I‘ ) (bh.“,%;z>’

will prove convenient for recurrence relations.
Some useful hypergeometric identities are

(45) JF (b 1) -5 (bj;j;(b‘l “j)a2> 2, eq. (1),

0,&2,...,ap; B
(46) pﬂ(m”wﬁa_’
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for —1 < n e Z with a,b,c,d, e, f ¢ Z,

N b,c,d;
4F<ac)

S (@), (b)g (¢) (d)y,
Z L'(k+1)I k:k n)l'(e + k)I'(f + k)

(
S Tla+k+n+D)Ib+k+n+ D) (c+k+n+DI(d+Ek+n+1)
];)F E+n+2)k+ Dl(e+k+n+DI(f+k+n+1)(a)l(0)(c)'(d)

«(l+n+a,l+n+bl+n+cl+n+d;
= (@it D1 (i (D 4F5 ( 24+nl+n+el+n+f; )’

for m,n € Ny with a,b,c,d, e ¢ Z,

(48) F (_ m, a,b, G 1) ~0.

m—nde

2.4. Mellin-Barnes Integrals. If we define the signed Mellin transform

f(s.0) = fRﬂx)xf;l(x)dx

(49) 3
_ j (F(@) + (—1) f(—)) 2* o,

then Mellin inversion becomes

1 p ds
(50) =5 5 [ e
0e{0,1} YRe(s)=3 o
As in [10, eq. (3.17)], we have
d
e(r) = lim |27z Seist @D (5) 27
9—’%7 Re(s)=c 2mi
(51) 1 cos(fs — 3L) , ds
Sl [ SRR IO @G 5
6—»5 2 e{0.1} Re(s)=c RE(S) 271
for z # 0 and ¢ > 0, so in a formal sense,
e(s,0) = Gy(s).
For a,be R* and |Re(u)| < 1,
« b
(52) f X! (x)e (a:c - ;) dx zx’ig(a)xg (b)Z7(ab).
—00

which follows from [18, 3.871.1-4, 8.403.1]. Note that Z772(a) = Z7(a).
For a > 0 and |Re(s)| < 2¢ < 1, by [18, 17.43.16, 17.43.18],

t t —s ds
ne_ _9;0 e -z _ 2 s 2
Z(—a) =2i Le(s) ccos 5 (t n) I <S + 2) r (s 2) (47%a) sy
t t —s ds
n _9;0 -z _ e _ 2 s
Z(+a) =2i Le(s)zc cos 3 (25 n) I (s + 2) r (s 2> (47%a) 5rp"
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It follows that for n € {0,1},¢ € Z,

ZN(s,0) =Gy <s, (% —%) ,<n,0)> :

Furthermore, for any d;,d; € {0, 1}, ¢ € Z, we have the more symmetric

212 t t
(53) Z, (5,0 +m) =Gy | s, 35 s (m,m2) ) -
Note: In the case of the J-Bessel function, i.e. Z/(+a), the Mellin expansion converges
absolutely if the tails of the contour are bent to pass to the left of Re(s) = 0, which implies
the integral over Re(s) = ¢ converges conditionally by contour shifting. The K-Bessel

function case has exponential convergence.
From the definition of the Euler beta function B(a,b) and some trigonometry, we have

fR N ()X (1 - 2)da
(54) = B(s1,52) + (1) B(1 — 81 — 82, 52) + (=1)" B(s1,1 — 51 — 53)

_ Gy (51) Gy (2)
Gy (51 + 82)

2.5. The J-Bessel Power Series. Let w € W™ Define Y,, to be the set of Y matrices
which satisfy the “compatibility condition” VY, (wuw ™) = r(u) for all u € U,(R), and set
Gu = UR)Y, (wU,(R)w™"). Then the J-Bessel power series (Frobenius series) is defined
on G, as the solution to the Bessel differential equations [12, Sect. 4] satisfying

(55) To(uy(wu'w™), ) = (w') T (y, ), ue UR),u' € Uy(R),

(56) Sy, 1) ~Lo(y)

as y — 0 along the (non-fixed) coordinates of Y.
Lastly, we define

Ju(Ys 1) = Ty, 1) /A (12)

and

(57) Ju(y, 1, 0) =To5(y) Juw(y, 1),

where

(58) Aw(p) = TT @mP =T (1 + i — py) .
23

2.6. The Asymptotics Theorem. The Asymptotics Theorem of [12, Sect. 4] is an evalu-
ation of the constants Cy, (i 5) occurring in the power series expansion

(59) Koy, p0) = >, Colp™,6")Tuly, p',8").
w'eW /Wy,

The theorem applies under the assumption of the Interchange of Integrals and Differential
Equations and Power Series Conjectures, which are proved in this paper. The somewhat
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unwieldy expression obtained is as follows: Define
Con(u, ") = [T (=D%Gs,va. (5 — 1),

ki <jw

then Cy(p,0) = Aw(p)Cry (1, ).
Explicitly, these combine to

(60) o) = [] =07
U ihcs, Bara (Lt — )’
where
S ={(1,4),(2,4), (3,4)},
S ={(1,3),(2,3),(1,4),(2,4)},
Sia1 ={(1,2),(1,3),(1,4),(2,4), (3,4)},
So11 :{(173)7(174)7(273)7<274)7< 74)}7
Sun ={(1,2),(1,3),(1,4),(2,3),(2,4), (3,4)}

3. MATRIX DECOMPOSITIONS

These can be obtained from the appendix to [12] for the Iwasawa decomposition, while
the Bruhat decomposition can be obtained from the GL(n)pack of Broughan, which appears
in an appendix to [16], and they can be verified directly.

The subgroups of U for each Weyl element are

1 21y x9 x4 1 0 29 24
Us = ! (1) 8 , Unp= ! 9313 :%5 )
1 1
1 21 290 x4 1 21 290 x4
Uig1 = ! (1] i: , Uon ! 3613 :%5
1 1

3.1. Iwasawa Decompositions. For convenience of notation, we write
Ea=] /1 + 22,
€A
and we drop the set notation and commas so that, e.g.

5136:\/1+$%\/1+1'§\/1+£L’(2;.

After carefully choosing the coordinates of z € U, as in [12, Sect.
decompositions of each wx are

w1 X (21, 2261, 0, 24&12,0,0) =
TiTy  T1T4  Tolg Ty Ty Xy & & 1
X (- y y ) F2 0 2 2 _7_7—275124
&1 12 S &l &85 1260 &1 & S0
X K34(:)54)K24(x2)K14(x1)w31

8], the Iwasawa
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waa X (0, 2983, T3, Tax3x5 + T4€2s, 1583, 0) =

X(_:Bsxs | amals  T3Tyls | Tz Ty Xz Ty Lol x4x5§2>
&3 §a3  Cass&l 363y Es&l &35 63EE &3 &35
1
(545 @, 535) K23(x4)K13(:):2)K24(x5)K14(:)33)w22
a3 €583 &35

174 — T102%6Es T5€ue Toxa + 26
w1 X <$1,SL’2§17073€4§127 + =

12 & &2

§asl2 4837 Euo & € Léh NSERSISERSTIS]

1561 w62 T5T682 X1y Ty T1 T1T2T4T¢ 147586 T2 SE4IL”6>

( § &5 &
4662 €16 €u63

xY > Klz(175)K13(936)K14(374)K34($2)K24($1)w121
122 + 1382 ToT3Ty + 12462 + T5€34
won X | 71, 2261, ——————, 1412, 0) =

&1 &

I2SC4 36’3%54 I351 I2SL’4$551 $5§1 T2 Ty T Ta2l3 $4I5§3)

) ) ) ) o + +
oz 2635 23482 T E3u&3 &14&3 28] &] L& &l
LY (545 & & a5
Ea3’ 5345 £24&7
129 + 1382 ToX3Ty + T1T4E2 + 15834 Xox4E3 + T37584 + T6as
win X | 1, 2251, ——————, 1412, ) =
&1 &1 €23
(%523 2581 13815 + 5681 Ty T3T4x5 + Tolss + Tax6Es T1624 + T2x38s + I4$553>
Eas588 " 3482 £2583 T €108 13483 ’ 2482

xY (55522(25’ 55512 £f4£2,§124> Kio(x6) Ky3(x5) Kog(x3) K14(24) Koy (29) K34 (21 ) w1111

3.2. Bruhat Decompositions. Note that we can compute the decomposition ¢ = zyu”
from the Bruhat decomposition of gw; = xywz’ by setting v = w;a2’'w; when gw; lies in the
long-element Weyl cell w = w;, which is true outside a set of measure zero. We start by
parameterizing G, = U(R)YU(R)" with coordinates

(61) g =zyu”,
z,u € UR),y € Y using the coordinates (33) and similar for uw and for y, we use the

coordinates (35). B
The Bruhat decompositions of wzx for x € U,, (using the original coordinates) are

1
W31 T =X <_ﬂ707_gvo707 _> A(_lvxl —LUQ,ZZ}'4)X (_7 Ty Ty Ty Ty T
T T

5124) K23($5)K13(xs)K24($4)K14($2)K34(I1)w211

T
Ty T T1Xg 1 T1 X9
XX Ty T Ty T T Ty Ty Ty T
G G G T4 Ty Ty
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Ca T4 @ 1 s w3 w5 G 1 oxp ap\'
Wo11 X =X —,0,—, — A(_1a<5a<17$4>X R

Cs’Q’ C1’ ’934’554 C5’ C1’C1’374’1'4’I4

T
w1111 :X (-é —ﬁ 9 i ﬁ ﬁ) A(lv_C67C17I4>X (—Q _ﬁ 9 i ﬂ ﬁ)

CG’ C17C1’$471’47$€4

where
C1 =T3%4 — a5, (o =Ty — T2Ts, (3 =T4 — T1X5 — ToTs, (4 =T4 — T1T5,
(5 =19 — 7173, (6 =T4 — T1T5 — Tale + T1T3T6, (7 =T5 — T3T6-

4. DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS AND POWER SERIES

In this section, we give constructions (proofs) on GL(4) of the Bessel functions described
in the Differential Equations and Power Series Conjecture, ignoring the degenerate cases
Wi — p; € Z,1 # j. As mentioned above, for brevity, we drop commas in subscripts where
possible, i.e. writing Fy; rather than £

Parameterizing G, using the coordinates of (61) with (33) for « and u, while using (34)
for y at |ys| = 1 (ie. in GL(4,R)/R"), the differential operators E;; acting on functions of
G, have the form

Y10y, Y10x, Y1920z, Y1Y2Y302,
(62) (Ey). .= Oy Y20y, — Y10y, Y20, + Y2210, Y230z + Y2y3210z,
R aug aug + ulaug y3ay3 - yQayz ?/35%- + y3z2ax4 + y3z3ax5
au4 au5 + u10u4 0“6 -+ U20u4 + Ugau5 —ygayg

which may be computed either directly (write xyu’ exp(tE) = ayexp(tu? EuT)u’ and
then write u? EFu=1 = 2. fij(w) Eij; the UYUT decomposition of zyexp(tE;;)u’ is trivial)
or using the appropriate modification of [11, App. BJ.

If we renormalize the Casimir operators slightly to define

Ay = Z Ey;,

1<i<4
—2A2 = Z Eij O Eji7
I<ij<4
3A3 = Z Eij o Ejk o E]ﬂ + 4A2,
1<i,j,k<4

—4A4 = Z Eij o) Ejk ) Ekl o) Eli - 12A3 + AQ,

1<, j,k,l<4

then the eigenvalues of the power function A1, 5 = A\;(1),, 5 are

)\1(”) 207
5 Wi+ ps+ s+
>\2(:u) =35 5
9 2
A3 (1) =p1piopis + pa ot + pfiapls + fofiaiia,
M) =1 J s+ s
W =716 A ‘
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The long Weyl element was treated in [12, Sect. 12.1], and for the other Weyl elements we
apply the algorithm discussed after the Differential Equations and Power Series Conjecture
in [12, Sect. 4].

4.1. Differential equations and power series for ws;. We have

W3 = {[7w(12)7w(23)7w(321)7w(123)7w(13)}7

and Y3 is characterized by y; = yo = 1. We consider a test function of the form

flayu™) = e (z1 + 22 + @3 + ug) f(Y1, Y2, Y3, U1, Uz, ug),
and find that J3;(y, ) is annihilated by the operator

(4(A4 — )\4) + 2(3 + 2E44) o (Ag — )\3)
—(4E44 o (3 + E44) + 209 + 20y — 1) o (Ag — Ag))f}xzuzj
= (4y§(?;13 + 4>\2y§0§3 + 4()\3 — 2)\2)y38y3

+ (4 (167'ys — As) — 6A3 + 2X5 — Xo)) f|

(63)

r=u=1I

whose kernel has dimension at most 4 = |W /W3;|. Comparing the powers of y3 not offset by a
derivative dy,, it becomes somewhat more convenient to work in the variable ¢ = 167*ys, and
in that variable, the power series (Frobenius series) coefficients satisfy a recurrence relation

Am—1 + m(p1 — pra +m)(pg — pra +m)(ps — pa + m)ay, = 0,

and hence for y € Y31, we have (2).

4.2. Differential equations and power series for wy. We have

Wap = {I,w(lg),w(34),w(12)(34)},

and Yo is characterized by y; = y3 = 1. We consider a test function of the form

f(l’yuT) =e€ (xl + To + X3+ U — U3U4) .f(yby??yi’n u17u3)7

and find that Jas(y, 1) is annihilated by the operator
(64)
(A% (A2 + A2 = 247 = 5) (Ag = Aa) = 4(As = M) + (A5 + As)(As = Xa)) f,_,,,
= (Y305, + 3ys00, + 2Xay50;, — AXay5 05, + (4Xg — A3 + 19Xy — 647 ys) 502
+3 (—4As + A5 — 15X + 327%y2) 20y, + (16A4 — AJ — 43 + 52X, — 967'ys) ) f]
A= FEy + Ey — 2,

=u=1I"

whose kernel has dimension at most 6 = |[W /Wa,|. In the variable t = 167%y,, the power
series coefficients satisfy a recurrence relation

2(p1 4 po +m) (=1 + 2u1 + 2u9 + 2m)ay, 1 =
m(2p1 + 2p2 + m)(pr — p3 +m)(pr — pra + m)(p2 — pz + m) (2 — pa + m)apm,

and hence for y € Yas, we have (3).
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4.3. Differential equations and power series for w;y;. We have

Wig = {I, w(23)}>

and Yoy is characterized by y, = 1. We consider a test function of the form

flzyu®) = e (21 + zo + 23 + wg + us — usuy) f(y1, Yo, Ys, u2),
and find that Jy9;(y, ) is annihilated by the operators

((Ag — A3) + (Eag + E33)(Ag — A2)) f|x:u:1
(65) = (005, = Y30y, — Yiys0y, Oy + Y1930, 0y + Aayn Oy — Daysy,
— (Ns +87%i(ys + y1)) ) fl_ues s
(4(A4 — A1) +2(2E41 — 3))(As — A3)
—(4E% — 12BE0 + 205 +2X — 1)(Ag — X)) f| .

(66) . .
= (4y118;11 — 327rgzy1y36y3 + 4)\2yfé’§1 —4(A3 4+ 22 + 87T32y1)y18y1
+ (=4 + 6A3 4+ 203 — A + 64n%iy1)) f| .,
Switching to the variables t; = 873y, to» = Smliys simplifies the differential operators

somewhat, and it can be shown that Jy2;(y, 1) satisfies a (somewhat complicated) twelfth-
order differential equation in ¢; alone, whose solution then determines the function in ¢y (up
to a constant), giving (a basis of) 12 = |W /Wjy;| solutions. In the ¢ variables, the power
series coefficients satisfy the recurrence relations

A121,m1,ma—1 + A121,m1—1,ms =
(m1(,U1 — g +ma)(p1 — pz 4+ ma) — ma(pe — g + ma)(ps — pa + mo)
+ myma (2o + 2p3 — my + m2))a1217m17m2,
(f1 = pta + M1+ M2) @121 my —1,me = M (1 — o + M) (e — pi3 4+ M) (p1 — fa + M1) @121,y mo-
Substituting

C(1 4 pq — pg +mq + my)
mi (1 + g — po +m) D1+ pg — pg + m) D1+ pg — g + my)

A121,m1,me = ma

into the first recurrence gives

bimg—1 = =My — prg + ma) (2 — pa + ma) (s — g + M2)bp,,

and hence for y € Yio1, we have (4).

4.4. Differential equations and power series for ws;;. The story for ws; is a bit more
complicated; we have

Wonr = {1, w2},

and Y1y is characterized by y; = 1. We consider a test function of the form

f(xyuT) =e(x + 2o+ w3+ us + wa) f(y1, Y2, Y3, 1),
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and find that Jy11(y, 1) is annihilated by the operators
(A3 = A3) + (B + Eoa — 2)(Ag — X2)) flmues
67) = (44305, — Y305, — 2y2130,,05 + 2y5ys0s,0yy — 2y2ya0y, Oyy — (A2 — 8T°Ys)Y20),
- ()\3 — 2)g + 872 (miys + 2y3)))f}x=uzl ,
(—4(As = A1) — 2(2E4 + 1)(A3 — A3)
+ (43, + 4By — 4F33 — 16m%y3 — 9 + 205 + 2X) (Ay — M) f] _. _,
(68) = (—4950,, — 4y30,, + 8Y3y30;,0ys — 8Yay30y, 0y, + 167%y3ys0y, — 82130y, Oy
+4(4— Mo + 87r2y3)y§é’§3 — Agy20y, — 4( A3 — 20y + 8T Y3) Y30y,
+ (A2(9 = 2Xg + 167%y3) + 2X3 + 4Ng — 3212 (i + ys + 27°93)) ) f|.__, -

Switching to the variables t; = 873iys, to = 4m2ys3 simplifies the differential operators some-
what, and by the method of Frobenius, any series solution of the form

o0 a0
F@) =10l 6l D7 D aninm moti 15"
m1=0 mg=0

satisfies 51 = 2 + pi’ + pl, so = 3 — pYf for some w € W, hence there are [W /Wy | = 12
Frobenius series solutions (i.e. solutions that are well-behaved near y;3 = y, = 0). Taking
S1 =24 1 + o, 59 = % — 14, the coefficients in general satisfy the recurrence relations

(69)
Uy —1,my — 2 (1 + f2 + M) Ay mg—1 =
(—ma (1 — p +my) (2 — pg +ma) — 2mg (p1 + po + ma) (3 — fia + Mo — 1M1)) Gy o

Amy—1,me4+1 — Amymo—1 =

<2m2 (—2#4 + mo + 1) + my (3 —2u3 — 24 + ml) + (ul + s + 1) (,ug + us + 1)
20+ 12)(2 = 11) ) O e

— ((m2+1)(,u1—,u4+m2+1)(,u2—u4+m2+1)(,u3—,u4+m2+1)

+ (p1 + g+ ma) (2ma(2 + pz — pra +ma —ma) —ma(2 + 2puz — my))

(s (4 = ) + 20+ 2tz + puapia) + 201+ p2) (14 13 = p10) ) Oy s
Finally, subtracting the first from i times the second at my — my — 1 gives

ma(pn — pa + ma)(p2 — pa + ma) (s — fa + M2) @y my + Gy mg—2 =
(70) (203 + pn + pr2 (Bpa + 240 + 1) + pag (—2p3 — 3paa + 2) + (ma + 1) (2p1 + 29 + 1)
+2(my — 1) (mo — 2p4) + 1) Gy my1-
Define
(-1

Tt mal (U g — 1), (L pr2 — p1a) (14 13 — 1),

% < F —m1,1+2u1+2,ug+m1,u4—,u3—m2;1
o Lt — pa, 1+ iz — g ’

a’;ll,ml ,ma (/"L) :
(71)
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B (=)™
malmol (1 + pn — pig),,, (1 + po — pis),,, (1 + pin — i),

b;ll,ml,mg (:u) :

(72)
% o F ,ug—m—m1,1+,u2—,u4+m1,—m2;1
o Lt piz — puay 1+ g — pua ’
# (_1)m1
C my,m =
(73) 211, m,ma () malma! (1 + gy — ps),, (1 + pio — pis),,, (1+ pis — i),

% 3% —m1,1+2u1—|—2,u2+m1,—m2;1 .
T+ py — g, 1+ o — pua;

Clearly a3y o0(1) = 0311,00(1) = 311,00(p) = 1 by (46), but we claim that

(74) a’;ll,ml,mg (M) :bsll,mhmz (M) = C;ll,ml,mg(:u)?
for m € N2, and these solve (69) and (70). Hence we have (5), using

A211,my s (1) = (87°0) ™ (A7) ™2 A5y 1y (1) /N1 (10).

We note that form of (71) was not derived by guessing or any method of solving recurrence
relations, but rather by taking the coefficients from the Mellin-Barnes integral, as in section 6.
As is customary, we define a3y ,,,, , (1) = 0 whenever m; < 0 or my < 0, but we can avoid
checking base cases by applying m;! = I'(m; + 1) (the Pochhammer symbols may similarly
be expressed in terms of gamma functions), which naturally enforces this condition (treating
311y .m, () @8 @ meromorphic function of my, my).

We now show a3y, .., (1) solves (69) and (70). One recurrence relation for 3/ at 1 is
1, eq. (4.3)]
75)

—_——

0=(ag — by +1)(a3 — by + 1)3F; (alg; a2bv C.l3; 1)
17 27
— (b1by + (az + 1)(3ag — 2by — 2by +4) — (a3 —as + 1)(az — ag + 1))3F% (al,&b2,éll)3 .+ 1; 1>
1, Y2,
+ (a3 + 1)(az + az + a; — by — by + 2)3F (a1’%2’%3.+ 2; 1) |
1,V2,

and taking
(76) ay = —my, as =14 2uy + 20 +my, az =pg — p3 —mo — 1,

by =14 1 — pz, b2 =1+ pz — pa,

this implies (70).
We also have [23, Sect. 48, eq 14]
(77)

a1 + 1, as, as; ai,as + 1,as; ay, G, az;
0:‘“3F2( by 1) _"23F2< Dby 1) +(“2_‘“>3F2< biby 1)‘

Showing (69) now becomes essentially a linear algebra problem. Let C; be the right-hand
side of (77) after substituting as — ay — 1, let Cy be the result of swapping a; and a3 in Cf,
let C'3 be the result of substituting az — a3 + 1 in Cs, and finally, let Cy be the result of
substituting as — ay — 1 in the right-hand side of (75). Then

AlCl + Ag(AgCQ — A4(A503 — 04)) = 0,
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where
Al Z(bl — ag)(bg - CLQ),
A2 :1 + a; — CLQ’
a9 —1
Az =(1 + &3)(4 + 3as — 2by — ng) — (2 — a9 + &3)(2 + as + 2a3 — by — bg) + blbg,
A4 =ag,

A5=1+a1+a2+a3—b1—b2.

Writing this out gives the relation

ai, az, as; ai,ag,as + 1;
0=- ((a2 o 1)A1 + (1 +a _a2>A3>3F2( 1bl 2b2'3 1> + (1 + aq _02)&3A53F2< 1 b21 b?; 1>

ar + 1,ay — 1, as;
— a1 Ay 3F2( ! b, 2b2' ° 1),

and taking the values (76), this implies (69), after some algebra.
That b} (1) and €315 1, m, (1) sOlVe (69) and (70) is seen by replacing (76) with the

211,m1,m2

appropriate substitutions in (75) and (77).

4.5. Differential equations and power series for wii1;. In the case of the long Weyl
element, we have Wiy, = {1}, Y111 = Y, the symmetries

flryu®) = e (2 + x5 + 26 + Uy + us + ug) f(Y1, Y2, Y3),
and Ji111(y, i) is annihilated by the operators
(Ao = A) ey

) _ (47 (y1 + y2 + y3) — Ao — Y200, + Y120y, Oyy — Y3 0oy + Y2Y30y, 0y — Y30ms ) flomuet
(A3 = A3) flymuer
(79) = (=3 + Y1205 Oyy — 20502 — 11y30y, 0rr) + AT 2ya (Y3 — Y1) Oy, + AT Y1120y,
+ Y1920y, 0y, + 87T2(y1 —y3) + y§y30§20y3 - y2y§0y20§3 - 47T2y2y3(7y3
— Y2Y30y, 0y + 20505 flouzr
(Ag = M) floeuer =
<87T4 (v +v5 + ¥5 + 20192 + 2yay3) — 7 (13y1 + y2 + 13ys) — M\
+ SYLOy — YiYals O + 207050 + Sytys 00 00 — 11150y, O, — B yadh, Oy
50) — 13 (167 (y1 + y2) — 17) 02, — J43 (167°(y1 + y2 + ys) — 5) 02,

+ A% Y1Yay30y, Ops — A47%Ya(—2u1 + Yo — 23) 0y, — A72y1 (1 + Y2)0y,
+ iylyg (16772(y1 + Yo) — 5) Oy Oys + %yé‘&i - yg’ygé’zzéyg + 2y§’é’;’2 + %y%ygé’z 02

Y2 y3

— y2y§8y20§3 — iyg (167?2(y2 +y3) — 17) 853 — 3y2y§8y20§3 — A7%y3(ya + Y3) Oy
1
+ iygyg (167?2(y2 + y3) — 5) Oyy Oy + §y§0§3 + 2y§0§3)f|x:u:1.

In the notation of [12] (i.e., here G and R are not those of section 2.2), Hashizume’s
recurrence relation for the spherical Whittaker function [19] implies the coefficients of the
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long Weyl element power series on GL(n) are characterized by

am( =(4W2)m1+"'+mn71Gn,m(,U),

Gn,o H) =1,

n—1
Ry (1) G k(1) Z G —e; (1),
j=1
where Gy, (1) = 0 when any m; < 0 and
1 n
= 5. Z 2 2Kk — i) s

using m; = 0 for j ¢ {1,...,n—3} and k; = 0 for j ¢ {1,...,n—1}. Note: This corrects
the formula for R, j () given in [12, Sect. 12.2.1].
In particular, for n = 4, we have the recurrence relation

(81)

G47m(u) _ G4m1—1,ma,ms (p) + G 4,my ma—1,ms (m) + G47m1,m27m3—1(,u)

mi 4+ m3 + mj — myme — momg + mq(py — po) + ma(pe — ps) + ms(ps — fa)

Stade [25] solved this explicitly, and Ishi [20, remark, p489] noted that ciy;, (1), below, is
identical to Stade’s answer by the identity [2, Sect. 7.2, eq. (1)] for a Saalschiitzian 4F5(1).

We will momentarily show that any of the following six expressions satisfy the above
recurrence relation. In particular, the expressions agree for all m € Nj.

(14 201 + 12)) gy (1 11— 113) 10 4o
malmalms! (1+ 1 — pia),,, (1420 + p2)),,,, (1 + 01 — pi3),,,, (1 + 11 = pi3),,,,
1

X
(14 g — p13) , (L + g1 — pa),, (14 p2 = pia),,,

« o F —Mmyp — 1 + 3, —Ma — fo + W3, =M — {1 + W3, —MN3; 1
S\L+ pig — pa, —ma — ma — puy + p3, —ma —mg — 2(p1 + pi2); " )’

(1+py — ,U4)m2+m3 (L + 1 — lu3)m1+7n2

aTlll,m (1) =

*
it () = T (L4 — o) (Lt o1 — i)y (L pr — i) (L fin — i),
y 1
(14 g1 = pra) p, (L + g — pa) , (14 pi3 = p1a),,,
« \F —Mmy — [ + o, —Meo, =My — [ + [z, —MM3; 1
N+ g =, —my —mg — A+ g, —mg — My — g+ gy )

(L + i1 = pa) g (4 101 = 104)
mytmalmg! (1+ iy — pia),, (L4 gy — ), (14 g1 = paa),, (14 p1 = pia),,,,
1

X
(1 + - M4)m3 (1 + p2 — :u4>m2 (]' + H3 — :U“4)m3
— J1 o, —Mo, =My — [y + flg, =13 — b3 + [4;
X 4F3 (1 + [1s — 1) y

CTlll,m (1) =

U3, =My — Mo — [y + flg, =g — M3 — 1 + [l4]
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(L4 p2 = f14) 1y m (1 F 11— 143) 0, 4

* —
i (1) mylmalms! (14 py — p2),,, (14 pin — pis),, (1+ p1 — p3),, (14 pi2 — pi3),,
. 1
(14 pig = 1a) p, (14 g = aa) (14 pi3 — fia),,,,
x o Fs —Mmy, —Mgo, =My — [y + 3, —MN3;] 1
1+ py — pa, —mq —mo — pg + iz, —mo — ms — o + pla; )’

_ (1 + lu’2 - /"L4)m2+m3 (1 + /"Ll - /"L4>m1+m2
malmalma! (14 pin — pa),,, (14 po — p3),,,, (14 pa — pa),,, (1 + pin — pia),,,

eTlll,m(r“’)

1
X
(14 prg = 1a) p, (14 g = fia), (14 pi3 — fia),,,,
< F —Mmyi, —Mg, —Mg — o + g, =13 — U3 + [I4] 1
4473 )
I+ g — pz, —my — mo — iy + flg, —mo — mg — iy + fig;

(1 + o — ,U4)m2+m3 (1 + 2(,u1 + IuQ))m1+m2

ol molmg! (14 2(p + p12)),, (14 p1 = i)y, (1 pr2 = pig) y (L4 pi = pia)
1

X
(14 o — pra) p, (L + g2 — pa),, (14 pi3 = pia),,,

x o Fs =M1, =My — [ + [z, =My — Mo + [bg, =3 — [Lo + [i4] 1
L+ gy — po, —my —mao — 2(p1 + fi2), =g — Mg — o + flu; '

ffnl,m(ﬂ)

As usual, we define 21111, (1) = (dm?)™Fm2tms 28 (1) /A, (1) for 2 = a,b,c,d, e, f. Hence
we have (6).

The recurrence relation (81) for 2{,,, (1) at z = a,b,d,e, f can be reduced (through
substitutions) to

ay, Ay, a3z, Ay,
0 :ble(alag + ajay — albl + aga3 + Q204 — a2b2 — a3a4)4F3 ( 1é1 2Z;2 ?2;3_4 1)
s V2, U3,

ai,az, 1+ as, 1+ ay;
+a3a4(a1‘bl)(“2‘52)4F3( T4 byt by b 1)

82
( ) a1’1+a2,a3,a4;
— agby(az — by)(by — as)sl3 by, 1 + by, bs; !

1+ aq, a9, as, ay;
o alb2(a3 - b1><b1 N a4)4F3 < 1 +1b172b273b3;4 1) 7

with a; € —Ny, while those at z = b, ¢, d, e can be reduced to (82) with ay € —Nj, where in
both cases, we take 1 + a; + as + ag + a4 = by + by + b3, i.e. the hypergeometric functions
are “Saalschiitzian” or “balanced”. The arguments of Stade and Ishii (as mentioned above)
imply (82) with ay € —Ny upon noting that only ks is treated as an integer in Stade’s proof
and we may absorb a fixed value of ks into, say, a; — a; — ko. Unfortunately, the overlap
at z = b,d, e does not imply (82) with a; € —Nj except when a4 € —Nj also, which is not
sufficient for our purposes. Furthermore, the relevant formulas are not readily available in
the literature, so we will prove (82) directly.

Such formulas follow in general from dimension arguments and the effect of the operators

4 and z4L (see [1,23]), which we apply in two stages. First, for general (not necessarily

dz
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Saalschiitzian, not necessarily terminating and not necessarily at z = 1) 4F3, setting

o ay, ag, asz, G4; o l i
f(2) = aFs (b1 +1,bz+1,bs;z) =

we see that
o ay + 17a27a37a4; _ ai, g, a3z, a4,
Tal(f>‘4F3<b1+1,b2+1,bg;z)’ Tbl(f>‘4F3(bl,bﬁl,bg;z)’
etc., since

(a+1), = (1 + 2/5) (a), -

Then
sz Tb1 .fa Ta3 Ta4 f> Ta2 Tb1 .fa Ta1 Tb2 .f

all lie in the span of f, f’, f” (with coefficients in R(a,b,z)), so there must be a linear
dependence relation among them. That linear dependence relation is

0 =b162(&3&4(bg — 0,2) + by (ag(a2 — a4) + ag(a4 — bg))

+ ar(agas + (a2 — ag — aa)by + bi(—as + b2)))a (ali’)fhl;za%’g% Z)

ay, az, 1+ as; L+ A4;
) + azas(ay — by)(az — by)(by — ba)4Fs ( 1+ by, 1+ by, bs; >

L+ az, a3, a4
_ a2b1 (bl — al)(ag — bg)(bg — a4)4F3 (albl, 1 _ﬁ2b;j'3b;;4 Z)

1+ ay,az, a3, as;
— arba(az — b)) (b1 — aa)(az — ba)a ks 1 +lb1 ,2b273bs; ' Z) '

Now multiplying (82) by (b; — by) and subtracting (83) at z = 1 gives
(84)

0 :blbg(al (CLg — b1>(a4 — bl) — a2(a3 - bg)(a4 — bg) — a1a2(b1 — bg))4F3 <ali)1a2b’2a§)’3q4; 1)

) ]' + b ) ;
-+ agbl (a1 — bg)(a,g — bg)(a,4 — bg)4F3 (albl 1 f2b2a3b;_1'4 1)

L+ a1, a2, a3, as;
+ albg(ag — bl)(a,g — bl)(a4 — bl)4F3 < 1 ilbla2bga3bgc'1,4 1) .

Finally, we use the contiguous relations for Saalschiitzian 4,F5(1), and these are found in
27, Ch. IV]. Unfortunately, [27, eq. (4.22)] has a minor typographical error in that the
factor (f — b) should be (f — a); correcting this gives (84). The correctness of the formula
may be checked by noting that the three (terminating, Saalschiitzian) 4F3(1) belong to a
two-dimensional vector space and the vectors of values at ay, = —1, —2, —3 are generically
linearly independent. (So it suffices to check the formula at ay = —1, —2, —3, which is simple
to do.)
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5. INTEGRAL REPRESENTATIONS

We consider the (conditionally convergent) integral

(85) Lo~ To(ywd) = | i,
U (R)

as in [12, Sect. 5.5.1]. We intend to show that for each relevant w, K, (y, i, ) = Z,(y, i1, 9);
in particular, the function C(u,d) of [12, Sect. 5.5.1] is simply one. The general method
is to compute a Mellin-Barnes integral for Z,, and show first that it lies in the span of the
Frobenius series and second that it has the correct asymptotics as y — 0. We prove this for
A = 0 and leave the higher-weight cases to the Analytic Continuation Conjecture. (Which
we have proven, except in the case of w = way.)

Once the equality K,, = Z,, is established via the Mellin-Barnes integrals, we also con-
sider Stade-type multiple-Bessel integrals, the inverse Mellin transform and the simultaneous
Fourier-inverse Mellin transform. We are somewhat careless with the details of convergence,
but the precise, correct path would be

1. For some nice (e.g. Schwartz-class and holomorphic on a tube domain containing
Re(p) = 0) test function f, define

(36) F(g) = Fyag) = L( )

=0

and consider instead

Ho = Hu(y, p,0) := J F, s(ywu)r(u)du.

Uw(R)

2. Argue that (the u integral in) H, converges nicely enough and apply the Mellin
expansion (51) to each term of the complex exponentials, as well as any desired
substitutions. By “converges nicely enough”, we mean that the oscillatory integral
converges uniformly in p at 6 = 7, while taking 6 < & improves convergence without
affecting any applications of integration by parts; this is most easily seen from the
inverse Mellin transform, i.e. the representation of the Bessel function as a Mellin
transform. More precisely, if we use a Schwartz-class o : R — R with «(0) = 1 to
define the smoothed Riemann integral

o4 ' T
J‘m.”dx'zl%l—{%o RmOé(E)...dx’

then the R limit converges uniformly in 6 € (0, 5] and polynomially in |x].

3. Apply Fubini-Tonelli to the now absolutely-convergent u-p integrals and compute the
resulting Mellin transforms, giving beta functions, etc.

4. Take the limit in 6 from (51) by dominated convergence.

5. Argue that the Mellin-Barnes integral inside the p integral is K, by its asymptotics

and differential equations. That is,

(87) Holy 1, 6) = f U)K oy, 1 6) et

Re(u)=0

Note: We are not applying an approximation to the identity here, but arguing directly
that the resulting Mellin-Barnes integral is the Bessel function, which implies the
above. The reasons for the somewhat mysterious changes of coordinates can be



30 JACK BUTTCANE

deduced directly from the integral, but are best thought of in terms of a general
computation as in [12, Sect. 8]. We postpone this step until section 6.

6. Similarly, the other integral representations are derived by manipulating H.,,, which
we now know satisfies (87). Note: Here we are applying an approximation to the
identity in (87) to argue that the resulting integral representations also give the
Bessel function.

Furthermore, as the details are somewhat repetitive, we restrict to simply stating the steps
involved and the final integral representation.

To start with, if we write wu = xy*z’ T, we have the representation
(58) Lo = Lualy) | Bty @) OrTuldu,
T (R)
but if we initially conjugate (w™tyw)u — u(w tyw), we can also write
(%9) Lo = Lpslo') | By Tl
Uw(R)
using the facts w™lyw = (y*)~! (for a relevant Weyl element w and y € Y, since the

conjugation reverses the order of the blocks in [12, eq. (8)]), loo(y") = Loo(y) (since p,—; = p;
in [12, Sect. 6.2]), and the Jacobian for the change of variables u +— yuy ™' is p,_,u(y)
[12, Sect. 6.1]. We assume throughout that Re(u) = 0; in particular, we have

L 5 5346 B2 +03+0
I_s(y') = X5 s (?/1))(2371147“2(?Jz)nguf+ *(ys)-
Note: In the construction of the Kuznetsov formula for the A = 0 case, it might be useful

to consider localizing by taking (86) as the kernel of the Poincaré series and arguing by

Mellin inversion that
2 (F,v) = f(1)

veﬂoyﬁ’g

on the spectral side. This would avoid the Iwasawa decomposition in the Interchange of
Integrals, but the author knows of no reason why the Langlands spectral expansion for such
a Poincaré series should converge.

Throughout this section, we set

A =0 + 0y + 03 + 4.

5.1. Integral representations for ws;. After substituting (uy, us, us) — (21, xo, 3), We
have

CORE =<—1>61+52+631_u,5<yﬂ>f

RS

~ T T3 1
1,5 (x1,29,23) € | —ysz1 — — — — + — | du.
a1 o) x3

It follows that the inverse Mellin transform (recall (17)) is (18) and the Fourier-inverse Mellin
transform is singular.

If instead we evaluated the x; and x3 integrals in (90) using (52), we have the Stade-type
multiple Bessel integral (12).

In (52), if one were to Mellin expand the complex exponentials using (51) and evaluate
the x integral using (54), one would necessarily arrive at the same expression as Mellin
expanding Zi(ab) using (53). So in developing the Mellin-Barnes integrals, we apply the
latter approach to the Stade-type integral, as it involves less writing. Mellin expanding
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the GL(2) Bessel functions with (53), applying Mellin inversion in u and substituting s —
s — 32 (s ( + 53 + 04 gives (7).

5.2. Integral representations for wq,. After substituting (us, us, ug, us) — (1, T2, T3, T4),
we have

(91)

7 T3 T2 T3
Too =(—1)51+63I_M75(y‘) I,5 (21,2003 — X124, T4) € | =Yoo — — + —————— + — | du.
R4 T T3 — X114 Ty

Substituting (x1, g, xoxs — T124, T4) — (21, X9, 22, 23) gives the inverse Mellin transform as

- + 1 1 d
Ko (y, 2) :(_1)51+53f € (—y2x2 + = + (w) (— - —)) ﬂ7
R 22 T2 Z3 21 |952|

and (19) and (24) (recall (23)) follow.

If instead we substituted x; — z1223/14 and evaluated the x5 and w3 integrals in (91),
we have the Stade-type integral (13).

Mellin expanding the GL(2) Bessel functions with (53), applying Mellin inversion in us,
evaluating the u; integral using (54) and substituting s +— s — #2554/ — ( 4 04 using (37)
gives (8).

5.3. Integral representations for wis;. After substituting
(ul,uz,u4,u5,u6) = (I1,$2,553,554,1'5), we have

~

Tior =(—1)"1_,.5(y") f 1,5 (23 — To5 — 2124, T3 — T2T5, T3)

R5
(92)
T Loy Ts
el —ysry —y1v5 — — + — ) dx.
T3 — Ty — 14 T3 — T95 T3
Substituting (x1, za, T3, T4, T5) — (%, B 23, %4, T5) gives the inverse Mellin transform
as
>, 5 29 — 21 1 (23 — 22)1'4 Ty dl’4 dl’g,
Ko (y, 2) =(-1) 1f 6(— <y3+— — Y15 = + — )
R2 Ty 2 29T5 23 ) |xaxs)

and hence (20). After substituting x4 — (21 — 22)/z4, we have Fourier-inverse Mellin trans-
form (25).

If instead we substituted (xq,z3,24) — (—uiTg, uguiToxs, —x5(uy + us — 1/ug)xs) and
evaluated the x5 and x5 integrals in (92), we have the partial Stade-type integral (14). Note:
The wu; coordinate has been isolated from the GL(2) Bessel functions, but the integral is
a new hypergeometric function, which certainly may be expressed in terms of integrals of
G L(2) Bessel functions, but we don’t pursue that avenue here.

Mellin expanding the GL(2) Bessel functions with (53) and the two terms of the complex
exponential (separately) using (51) (and skipping ahead to ¢ = 7), applying Mellin inversion
in wus, ug, evaluating the wu; integral using (54) and substituting (s1, $2) +— (s1 — L5528 59 —

2

BIZEL) g v+ Ly + 0y + 03 — 2(l202 + L2053 + 0203) (mod 4) (taking care here since the Mellin

transform of the complex exponential requires d € {0, 1}) gives (9).
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5.4. Integral representations for wsy;;. After substituting
(Ul, Ug, U3, Uy, U5) = (,Tl, Lo, T3, T4, ZL’5), we have

o L T
Toyr =(—1)"1_,5(y )J L5 (w9 — 2103, ¥374 — 225, T4)
RS
93
( ) Ty — X125 T2 Ts
el —ysr1 — Yoz — - + — | dx.
To — 13 T34 — 2Ty T4

Substituting x; — (22 — 21)/23 and then xy — #%4=22 and x4 — 23 gives the inverse Mellin
transform as

fv(zll(y, Z)

z z z 2105 + 2 2308 — % Ts\ drsx
:(_1)51J e(—yg(——l— 2 +—3>—y2x3— 175 2 2373 2+_5) 35
RZ

)
x3 T3Ts5 Ty 213 225 Z3 |$3$5|

from which follows (21). After substituting (z3, z5) — (—tl, —%), we have the Fourier-
inverse Mellin transform (26).

If instead we substituted (.CL’Q, Ty, LU5) —> ((u1(1 - Ug) + UQ>LU1SL’3, (1 - ul)u2u3x1, (1 — Ul)U3)
and then evaluated the x; and x3 integrals in (93), we have the partial Stade-type integral
(15). Note: Again, the u; coordinate has been isolated from the Bessel functions, but the
integral is a new hypergeometric function.

Mellin expanding the GL(2) Bessel functions with (53) and the two terms of the complex
exponential (separately) using (51), applying Mellin inversion in ug, evaluating the wq, uy
integrals using (54) and substituting (sq, s3) — (s1 — 22554, 55 — L2084 (0, l5) — (61 + 01 +
do+ 03, {3+ 01+ 04) then for the spare integral substituting sy +— —s9+ 81— fig, o > lo+ {1+ 04
gives (10). Note: The s, integral in (10) should be taken first as it converges conditionally,
though it can be bent to achieve absolute convergence, as described above.

5.5. Integral representations for w;;;;. After renaming u — x, we have

~

I1111(y, M, 5) Z(—l)élﬂbfw,a(yb) J fu,5(36’4 — Tl — T1T5 + T1T3T6, T3Ly — T25, $4)

R6
To — T1X3 Ty — T2xg Ty
el —ysr1 — Y23 — Y126 — + + — | dz.
Ty — Tolg — T1T5 + T1T3%6 3Ly — T2y T4
Substituting
r3Ts21 — 22 + Ig(l — I5)23 Z9 — I3%3
(71,29, 25) = 201 y y L3L5L6
LU3( — LU5)IL’5ZL’6 35T

gives the inverse Mellin transform as

_ T37521 — 2 + w3(1 — w5)23
Ky, 2) =(=1)""" f 3 e(_ ’ 23(1 — x5) w504
3

— Y23 — Y16

R
T321 — 29 29 — x3(1 — x5)23 :)sgzg,xﬁ) dxs dvs dxg
r376(1 — x5) 21 T3T529 23 |r3zs26(1 — 5)|

from which we get (22). If we instead substitute z; — —*="3%4 and then

Ty — Ty + X032 + \/(931:173936 + x4 — x5)? + dr126(T2 — T3T4)
X5 — 9
21’1
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the Fourier-inverse Mellin transform becomes (27).
For the Stade-type and Mellin-Barnes integrals, we substitute

T3y Ty  Ts
(263,265,1’6)'—) $3+—$5+x—+ - 7x6+l’_+l’_ y
€1 1 2 2 3

then (z9,x5) — (x2/ys, T5/y1) so that
11111(y>ﬂa5) =

L N (170 DS () DG (ys)f X @)X ()

5 tu2+pa—ps 5 TH2+ 3t
(94) 546 5346 S9+6:
X—11+/212 —p1 (LU3)X 31+/i4 w3 (LU4)X 21+/i3 12 (255)
l—29 1—25 1 Ts (1 — x9)x3 (1 —x5)xe
€< + +—+——y3x1—y1y2—+y2 + da.
T x3 Te T4l M) To T

Then the x1, x3, x4 and x4 integrals can be collapsed to Z functions resulting in the Stade-
type integral (16). In the case § = 0 and sgn(y) = (+, +, +), we expect that this should
reduce to Stade’s actual integral representation for the GL(4) Whittaker function [24, Thm
2.1] using the conclusion of [12, Sect. 12.1], but this is not trivial.

In (94), we can simply Mellin expand all eight terms of the complex exponential and
evaluate the six x integrals. As usual, we substitute to clean up the exponents on y, giving

(11).

6. EQUATING THE MELLIN-BARNES INTEGRALS TO THE BESSEL FUNCTIONS.

In this section, we prove the Mellin-Barnes integral representations of the Bessel functions
given in the previous section. That is, we prove the identities (7),(8),(9),(10) by comparing
the power series expansions with (59) and (60) using (2),(3),(4) and (5) from the solutions
of the differential equations.

6.1. Hypergeometric Integrals. We consider an integral

F = Flt,a,u,p,2,1) ZJZOOG”“‘X@_()JC@S)

Ze{O 1} ¥ —i© Ge(s,u, )

ds

omi’

where t € CP, a € ZP, uw € C%, § € 74, the contour is taken so the arguments of all of the
Gy functions pass to the right of the poles and f(¢, s) has no poles to the left of Re(s) = 0
and is invariant under ¢ — ¢ + 2. Ignoring the contribution of f(/,s) to the convergence of
the relevant integrals, if p > ¢ or p = ¢ and |z| < 1, we may shift the u contour to —oo; if
p <qorp=gqand |z| > 1 and we may shift u to +00 to obtain a hypergeometric series.
Similarly, in case p = ¢ and |z| = 1, we may apply either method by taking the limit as
2z — 1%, provided the resulting series converges absolutely there. The convergence of the
integrals involved in the contour shifting follows from (44).

We assume the first case — that is, p > g or p = ¢ and z € (0, 1); the opposite case may be
handled by symmetry. Additionally, we assume that ¢; # ¢, (mod Z), j # k, and shift the s
contour to —oo to obtain

P 278) "Xy n (2 prj Gagre(ty =t —m
Foyf oy PO e Gt )

| q 4.
(e{0,1} j=1 0<n=a; +£ (mod 2) v [Tim1 Gope(ur — 5 = m)
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Substituting £ — ¢ + «; (all terms are invariant under ¢ — ¢ + 2), note that x7(z) = 2", so

we have

P 3% B e

1 —
{01} 0<n=C (mod2) ' [Tim1 Goyeppre(un =t =)

—t;—n)

f(f + Qy, —tj — n)

The combination of (38), (36) and (39) becomes

7(—1)7"(2mr)stn
R,(1+ )1+ s+mn)

(95) Grra(—s —n) =
when n = ¢ (mod 2). Applying this to F and combining the two parities for the n sum gives
(96)

N j Hq Ra- (1+t—uk)
F Z(—l)AJrBﬂ'p*q*l(Qﬂ-)U*T (_1)(10*!1)043' (27T)(P*Q)tjxgy (2) k=1 *ta; +By J
]Zl i Hk# Rojqa, (L +1t; —tg)

i (ri)p= i) [[i, T (L 4+t —ug +n)

i+ n,—t; —n).
n/! Hk¢jr(1+tj—tk+n)f(a’ n, =t —n)

n=0

where T'=t, 4+ ... +t,, U=wu+...+up, A= +...+o,and B=/1 +...+ [,

6.2. The ws; Mellin-Barnes integral. For ws;, deriving the power series expansion (59),(2)
is a straight-forward application of (96) using A = A, x = %, z2=—y3,p=4,q=0,t=—p,

a=A—-90,S=T=B=0,and f =1.

6.3. The wy; Mellin-Barnes integral. This case is again a relatively straight-forward
application of (96) using p =6, ¢ =0, x =2, 2 = yo, t = (5 + ) j<k» @ = (0; + O) j<ks
A=A T=U=B=0,and f({,s) = 1/GA(25).

6.4. The wi3; Mellin-Barnes integral. For w91, to maintain absolute convergence, one
can either shift both integrals in stages or substitute (uj,us) = ($1 + Sz, 51 — $2) and shift
first Re(u;) — —oo, then shift Re(us) — +0o0 as appropriate, at which point the first index
becomes min{m;, my} while the second is max{my, ms} — min{mq, ms}. In any case, the
original integral is clearly Weyl-invariant and the residue at, say, sy = ji4 — mo has no poles
at s = —ug — myq, so the final series representation is the sum over mi,ms € Ny of the
residue at (s1, 82) = (—u1 — mq, ftg — my), summed over the Weyl group. That residue is

res res IA(lgl(s, 0,1, 0)

S1=—"H4—M1 S2=H4—N2

4(_1)52+53+54+m1 (27T'l)m1 +mao

ml!mgl
y Gel(—ﬂl — my, (Mza M37M4)7 (52, d3, 54))(;62(,“4 — My, —(M17/~L2,/~L3)7 A — (517 02, 53))
Gzl+£2+A(,u4 — M1 — My — m2)

= 40121 (M, 5)a121,m1,m2 (N)?

if my =0, +6; (mod 2), my =¥y + A —§, (mod 2) and zero otherwise.
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6.5. The wy; Mellin-Barnes integral. Define

Foii((s1,83), (€1,03), 11, 0) =

3
1
(H Gorra-s;-6,(1 = 51+ pj + pa) Goyons, (1 — 53+ Mj)) SIS
=1

£2€{0,1}

Xf G, (82, — (11, pi2, p13), A — (61,02, 03)) d32
Re(sa)=) G rtarasy (82 + 81+ 110)Grrrtgras (So + L — 81+ 110) Gy (82 + 1 — 83) 2

—1
7

so that (using (38)) we are trying to show

K211(y7 1y 5) f 1 Xglfsl (y2)XZ§3,SS <y3) <H GZ1+5j+5k (81 + py + lu’k‘))
01,63¢{0,1} VRe(s1,83)=(7.7) : i<k
d81 ng
x Guy(83, =1, A = 6) Fonn ((s1, 83), (01, £3), 1, 5)7.2.
(271)
From (96)7 with p=4q= 37 xr = 07 < = f = 17 t = _(M17M27M3)7 a=A-— (51752753)7
u=(31+u4,1—31+u4,1—33) 52 £1+£2+A—54,£1—1—62—1—54,624—63),T:,u4,
U=2—83+2M4,A=54, —€3—|—A e have

F211((817 83)7 (617 63)7 K, 5) =

3
<n G51+A75j754(1 — 81+ pj + /~L4>G£3+A75j(1 — S3 + ,uj)) (—1)A754 (271')278:”%“471'71

X

Z?’: RZ1+5J'+54<1 =51 My — /~L4)R£1+A75j754(81 — i — M4)R53+A75j(83 — 1)
er{1,2,3}\{j} R5j+5k<1 + ME — ,uj)

i AT =51 =gy —pa+n)l(s1 — py — pra + n)I(s3 — p5 +n)
= nl [ Licpospg FA+ e — gy +n)

Applying (43) gives

F211((817 83)7 (617 63)7 M, 5) =

3
(—1)AF0F b (2m) T Y (2m) T Gl sy, (1= 81— iy — p1a)
j=1

1—[ Goivn—s,—o,(1 — 51+ pu + 114) Gy n—s, (1 — 53+ p1g)

ke{1,2,31\{j}
i 1 (L= 51— py = pua), (51— py — pa),, (53— 15),
= n! er{1,2,3}\{j} I(1+ g — i + )
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Using the regularized (pole-free) hypergeometric function, we have
Fon((s1 —ma, s3—mg), (0 + my, 3 + mga), i, 6) =
(—1)AHattagma (g )3sit2sedmi=2ms g3 Z Ry, s 5w (1 — 81— pg — py)

weWs3 /Wa
< T Ron—gp—sy(1—sv+ ) + pf) Regra-sp (1 — s3 + )
(97) ke(12) R s (1 + pif — py)

x I'(14+my — s — ps — py) H (1 4+ my —sq+ pp 4+ p)T(L +me — s34+ p)
ke{1,2}
L (1+m1—81 —ué”—ﬂif,—mﬁrsl—ué”—ul”,—m2+83—u§”;1)
3479 w w w w. )
Lt py — pg, 1+ pg — s’y
for m € Z?* after applying (36) and (39), where W, is the subgroup of the Weyl group
that permutes the indices {1,...,n}. For Re(u) = 0, this converges and has no poles on
Re(s1),Re(ss) < 1.
Applying (96) twice with first

p=6, ¢q=0, =2, z=y, A=A, T=B=U=0,
t Z(Mj + Nk)j<ka o =(5j + 5k)j<ka f<a7 b) =F211((b7 53)7 (CL, 53)7/17 5)

then
p =4, q =0, ng, z=y3, A=A, T=B=U=0,
t=—p, a=A=9, fla,b)=Fo1((-,b),(-,a),n,o),
we have
Ko (y, i, 6) =
" (2) 00ty y e (yz)xf,j',(ys)
éj; <kt Rsjisi s s (14 1+ pe — pjr — pir)
(5" k") #(5.k)
98) 1
[Lnsj Boyv, (1= gy + )
ma ma
y Z (—6475y,)™" (1671y3)

iy omrz0 L Lo DU+ g1 4 g = pagr = g+ 1m0) Ty (L= e + g + o)
X Fory (=g — pre — ma, prjr — ma), (my + 65 + 6, ma + A —60), 1, 6).

Note: We used my!ms! = I'(1 + my)['(1 4+ my) to simplify the expression a little.
By the Wj invariance, to verify this identity, it is sufficient to check that:

F1. the term with j =1,k =27 =11is 0,

F2. the term with j =1,k =3,j =11is 0,

F3. the term with j =1,k =4,j =11is 0,

F4. the term with j =1,k =4,j =41is 0,

F5. the term with j = 1,k = 2,5 = 4 is Co11(i, 9) Jo11(y, i1, 9),

F6. the term with j = 2, k=45 =1is Co1(u®*,6")Jor1(y, u*, 6*) where w = w614),
F7. the term with j = 2,k = 3,7 = 1 is Ca11 (1™, 0") J211 (y, u*, ) where w = w(’1134),
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F8. the term with j = 1,k =4, 5" = 2 is Coy1 (", ") Jo11(y, u*, %) where w = w(_1142).
6.5.1. The empty terms. For F5, we have
Forr((—p1 — 2 — ma, iy — ma), (mq + 01 + 0o, ma + A —61),4,0) =0,
because each of the three terms has a factor Ry(1) = 0. Similarly, for F6,
Forr((—p1 — p3 — ma, g — ma), (mq + 61 + 03, ma + A — 61),4,0) =0,
and for F7,
For1((—pq — pg — ma, g — mo), (mq + 61 + 04, me + A — 1), 11,0) = 0.
To check F8, we need to show
For1((—pq — pg — ma, prg — mo), (mq + 01 + 04, me + A — 9y), p1,0) = 0,

and removing out common factors (with the identity Rs(1 —s) = (=1)°Rs(1 + s)) from the
two surviving summands reduces this to a hypergeometric identity, i.e.

0 —. [ 1+m1+,u1—,u2,—m1+u3—u4,—m2—,u2+,u4;1
2 1= pio + g, L+ pg — o

o 1+m1+,u1—,u3,—m1+,u2—u4,—m2—,u3+,u4;1
— 3179 _ .
L4 pg — pz, 1+ pp — ps;

The case m; = 0 follows from (46) and Gauss’ hypergeometric identity (45), while the
contiguous relation [1, eq (3.4)] implies that the right-hand side of the previous display
satisfies the recurrence relation

0 =mq(my + p — p2)(ma + pig — ps) (1 4+ my — pio — f13)am, -1
— (T 4+my —2p9 — 2p3) (1 + my + pg — p3) (1 + my + g — o) (my — plo — 3)@my 41

— (1 + 2m1 — 2/112 - 2,&3) <m1(1 +my — 2,&2 — 2#3)(1 + 2m2 - 2M4>

+ (2 + ps) (L4 2mo + pn = 204) (=1 + p2 + pig) + (1 + ) + M2M3)> Qmy
and this gives the identity for m; € Nj.

6.5.2. The symmetries. For 1 < j <k <4 and 1 < j’ <4, define

fjvkvjl7m17m2 =
(=1)Aa8(2m) Sttty By (—pj — pg — ma, iy — ma), (my + 0j + 6k, ma + A — ;1) 11, 6)

(H( e Rsjor8,vo0 (L + 1y + pr — pyr — Nk”)) (Hjuﬁ Rs,vs, (1 — py + Mj"))
j//’ 1" # j7

1
(Hj”<k” F(l + ,Uz] + M — ,uj” — Mg + m1>) (H?”:l F(l — :uj' + /’l’j” + m2>)
By (74) to see F5 and the symmetries F6, F7 and F8, it suffices to note that

* f124mimy = Cékll(ﬂ?é)a;ll,ml,mg (1),
o foatmime = C311 (L, 0") 0311 1y iy (1) Where w = w(?z;)a

-1
* fo31mims = Ca11 (1Y, 0%)C511 1y my (1Y) Where w = Wii34y

X
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1

hd f1,4,2,m1,m2 = O;ll(lu“w’ 5w>b§11,m1,m2 (:uw)7 where w = w(_42)’

which follow from (97), after writing
Ciuy (1, 8) = (=1)% (2m)>rat2bemmodmars [T Ry ys (14 5 — ) (L4 p1 — pae)-
(J,k)eS211

In these cases, only one term of Fy; is nonzero, after applying Ro(1) = 0.

6.6. The wy11; Mellin-Barnes integral. Define

1
Fiin(s, 4, p1,0) = _(_1)63+64 Z f
Re(u)=e¢

2
ne{0,1}
Gy (u, (13, pa), (035 04)) Gy vty n+si+6, (W + 1 — 80— i1 — p2)Grpraginsa(u+1 =53 — s3) du

G£1+?7<u +1- 81>G52+17(u +1 - 52, _(,uh ,U/2>7 (517 52))G£3+77+51+52 (u +1— S§3 — M1 — ,LLQ) 277—7"
so that

-1 A
Kllll(y7:u75) :( 8) Z J‘ Xélfsl(_yl)xngQ<_y2)xg3783(_y3)
te{0,1}3 YRe(s)=(2¢,2¢,2¢) 2 g

x Gy, (51, (p, p2), (01, 02))Gry (52, (p1 + pi, pi3 4 pa), (01 + 62, 03 + 04))

ds
X Gés(ssa _(:ula Mz), A — (51, 52))171111(87 e, 5) (27?@’)3’

We apply (96) with
x=0, z=1, f=1, p=q=4,
t=(p3, pa, 1 — 51— 89 — puy — po, 1 — 89 — 53), T =2 — 28y — 53— 21 — 2o,
a =(03,04, 01 + Lo+ 01 + 02, lo + U3+ A), A=l + 3,
u=(1—s1,1 =89 —p1,1 — 89— pio, 1 — 83— pg — po), U =4 — 51— 289 — 3 — 21 — 2o,
B =(ly,ly + 61,0y + 02,034+ 01 + 02), B =l1 + 3,
then in terms of the regularized hypergeometric functions, we get
Fii(s, €, 1,0) = Fa(s, b, 1,6) + Fg(s, 0, 11,0) + Fo(s, b, 1, 8) + Fp(s, l, u, d),

where

P Gryio(51+ 13) Gy 05 (52 4 p1 + 113) G165 (S2 + pi2 + p13)
Rs,v5,(1 4 pg — pra) Roy oo a5, (51 + 52 — poa) Rey s34 a—55 (52 + 53 + pu3)
> (_1)53+54 (2ﬂ_)72+S1+252+83+2,U,372;1447_‘_3GZS+A754 (83 o ,u4)
w (51 + p3, 82 + +,U3,82+,U2+,U3>53—M4;1
4473 . 9
1+ p3 — pug, S1 + So — fig, S2 + S3 + [13;
Fy e Gryio,(51 + 1) Geypsi v, (52 + pn + p1a) Grois6,(S2 + pi2 + f1a)
Rsy5,(1 4 pa — p3) Roy oo +n—55 (51 + 52 — pi3) Rey v 3+ a—5, (52 + 53 + fta)
« (_1)63+64G63+A—63(33 o MS)(27T>—2+s1+282+53+2u4—2u3ﬂ.3

. AF (81+u4,82+u1+u4,82+u2+u4783—u3;1)’

1+ pg — ps, 81+ So — 13, So + 83 + [la;
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G£1+51(1 —S1— /~L1)G51+52(1 — 851 — Mz)G£2+51+52(1 — S2 — 1 — /~L2)

FC =
Ry ppin—s,(51+ 52— fra) Reyvoorn—s, (51 + 52 — 3) Ry, 405455164 (1 — 51 4 53— ji1 — 12)
> (27_‘_)273517282+33+2u3+2u4ﬂ_3G51+Z2+ZS(1 — §1 — 89 + 33)
(LTSt Lo st—pe 1 —Se — i — pa, 1= 81— sa 35
443 . 9
2— 81— 83+ 4,2 — 81 — Sg+ 3, 1 — S1+ 83— pur — po;
7o Gyrogron(1 — 50— pi3 — pa) Grgrn—s, (1 — 53+ p11)Grgra—s, (1 — 53+ o)
D .

Ry oy 465400 (1 + 81— 83— s — ) Royros4 a6, (S2 + S5 + [13) Reyqty+n—5,(S2 + 83 + f1a)
24851 —282—383+2u1+2 3
X (2m) =TT ERe TS AR T Gy g n (1 + 81— 55 — 83)

« JF 1—82—/13—/1471—83+/~L171—33+M2,1+81—82—53;1
3\ 14 51— 83— 13— 4,2 — Sg — 83 — 13,2 — So — Sz — [l4; ’

using the identity Rs(2 —s) = (—1)" Ry(s). We split K111, correspondingly into
[?1111(& 2 My 5) = [?A(s> 2 s 5) + [?B(& 2 My 5) + [?C(Sa f, s 5) + [?D(& 2 M, 5))

and we imagine (as opposed to actually writing it out) factoring each K term into a trigono-
metric part (the Rs functions), the gamma factors (the Gy functions), and the (regularized)
hypergeometric function. We first eliminate the potential poles arising from the trigonomet-
ric factors, then consider those of the gamma factors, while the hypergeometric factor has
no poles by design.

We first shift the sy contour to —oo, then the s; contour, then the s3 contour.

6.6.1. The trigonometric poles. Let us rule out the potential poles of the trigonometric fac-
tors: The identities (47), (40) and (39) imply

res IA(Az— res IA(C, Noan=1+/4+0l+A -0, (mod?2),
Sg=—81+p4—n Sp=—81+[H4—"N

res Ky=— res IA(D, Noan=1+/ly+ {03+ A —035 (mod2),
So=—8$3—pu3—n Sp=—8$3—pu3—n

res IA(B=— res IA(D, Noan=1+/ly+ 03+ A -0, (mod?2),
S2=—8S3—[4—"N S2=—83—p4—N

res Kpg=— res IA(C, Noan=1+4 40+ A —035 (mod 2),
Sog=—81+u3—n S2=—81+uz—n

so the sum has no poles there.
There remains the possibility of a pole at s = s34+ puz+ps—mq, Ng 3 my = 1 +03+03+04
(mod 2) for K¢ and Kp. Notice that

res I?c =0, mo € Ny
Sg=—[li—Hj—Mm2
unless ¢ = 3,5 = 4 and my = {5 + 6; + 0; (mod 2); in this case, at sy = s3 + 3 + f1a — My,
No 3 my = 01 + {3 + 93 + 04 (mod 2), the zero of Ry, 4 py46515,(1 — 81+ S3 — p1 — p2) in the
denominator is canceled by the zero of Gy, 44,+0,(1+ 51— S2— s3) in the numerator. Similarly,

res Kp =0, mo € Ny
So=—H;—j—m2

unless i = 1,5 = 2 and my = ly + 6; + 6; (mod 2), but if s1 = s34+ pg + py —mq, Ngamy =
0y + U3+ 03 + 04 (mod 2), then we apply (47), at which point the product

(1453 — 59— 53)m1 Gy 4tg+05+0(1 + 51 — 52 — 53)
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18 zero.

6.6.2. The empty terms. Now we rule out the potential poles which do not arise from the
action of the Weyl group applied to s; = —p1 —mq, So = —p1 — fio — Mo, S3 = —pi1 — fbg —
M3 — m3.

By the w2y and w4y invariance, it’s enough to check that the following residues are all
ZEro:

S9o S1 S3

F1 | —py —po—mo | —puz —my -

F2 | —py —pg—mo | —py —my | —puy — pi3 — iy — mg

FE3 | —p1 —po —ma | —pn —my | —plg — i3 — flg — M3

F4d | —py — pz —mg | —pa —my -

ES | —py — 3 —mo | —pg —my -

F6 | —py —pz—mo | —pp —my | —pug — plo — iy — mg

F7 | —p1—pz—mo | —pin —mq | —flg — fi3 — flg — M3

F8 | —p1 — 3 —mao | —pi3 —ma | —fi1 — flg — flg — M3

FO | —p1 — 3 —mao | —pi3 —ma | —flg — fi3 — fig — M3

F10 | —pz — pg —ma | —p1 —my -

F11 | —p3 — pg —mo | —pu3 —my | — iy — po — fi3 — mg

FI2| —pg —pa —ma | —pg —ma | —p1 — g — flg — M3
All of these follow from the identity (48), except F2, F3, F10. For F10, it is sufficient to apply
(48) to the residues in sz except at s3 = —py — i3 — ptg — M3 and S3 = —fio — 3 — flg — M3.

The four remaining cases leave us to show

1+ pg — pa, —my — mo — pug + i3, —mo — mg — i1 + [i3;

4FT —m1+M4—M1,—m2+M4—M2,—m2+,u4—,ul,—m3+#2—Ms;l
3 1+ poa — pz, —my — mo + plg — f1, —mao — Mg + g — fi1; ’

F2: 4 Fj (_ml_“1+“3’_m2_”2+ﬂsj—m2—u1+u3,—m3+uz—u4;1) _

F3: 4FT —ml—ul+u3,—m2—u2+u3,—m2—u1+u3,—m3+u1—u4;1 _
’ 3 L+ pig — fa, —my — Mo — fig + fig, —Ma — M3 — [l + fi3;

I —m1—ul—|—,u4,—m2—,u2+,u4,—m2—u1+u4,—m3+u1—,ug;l
3 L — pg + frgy —ma — mag — pig + fg, —Mo — Mg — fig + [4; ’

Fl0a:  F) —ml—u1+u3,—mz+u1—u4,—m2+uz—u4,—m3+uz—u4;1 _
' 3 1+ pg — pa, —my — mo + plg — flg, —Mmo — M3 + iy — [ig;

4FT —ml—,ul+M4,—m2+M1—Ms,—m2+l£2—#3,—m3+ﬂz—Ms;l
’ L — ptg + fa, —my — Mg + pg — i3, =My — My + iy — [i3; ’

F10b: ol i ! + fg, —Ma + g — fbg, =g + o — g, =3 + 41 — Haiq) _
S 1+ i3 — fa, =My — Mg + fig — fla, =My — M3 + fi1 — fua;

o —m1—,u1+M47—m2+M1—M37—m2+ﬂ2—ﬂ37—m3+/ﬂ—Ms;l
8 1 — g + flg, =My — Mo + f — [13, —Mg — My + [y — [i3; ’

for all m € Nj.
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Note that (83) implies

0 =(a3a4(b2 — CLQ) + bl(ag(a2 - a4) + CLQ(CL4 — bg))
+ &1(&3&4 + (0,2 —as — a4)b2 -+ bl(—a,g + bg)))007070

(99)

where

_ gt
Cmy,ma,ms _4F3

+ (a1 — by)(ag — b2)(by — 52)00,71,0
- (bl - al)(as - 52)(52 - a4)00,o,—1
- (as - bl)(bl - a4)(a2 - b2)071,0,07

by —my —mg, by —

ay —Mmy, Qa2 — M3z, a3 — Mg, Aq — My;

41

ma — mg, bs; > ’

For F2, after the appropriate substitutions, we see that (99) implies both the left- and
right-hand sides satisfy

0 =(—=mi(ma + pu + pio — piz — jua) +my(mg — iy + pia) (Mo + p11 + 1 — f13 — fia)
-+ mgmg(—mg + mg — 2#2 + 3 + /,/L4))CO7()70

—ma(my —ms)(mae + 1 + po — p13 — ,LL4)00,71,0 — mams(ms + g — N2)CO,O,71

+ my(my + py — pe)(ma + i + po — 3 — fa)C_1,00-

The other cases are identical.

6.6.3. The actual residues. By the w9y and w34 invariance, it’s enough to check the fol-

lowing residues:

S $1 S3 resulting residue | Weyl element
e L e S S S e L S i - B U 8a1111,m(u, 9) ~
—p1 = pi3 =M | —p —ma | —pn — pio — pi3 — mg | 8bunm(0”,0%) | w=wgyy
—p — iy — My | —pn —my | —pir — p3 — fla — my | 8cinm (U, 0") | w = wpy,
—p1 = pg —ma | —pz —mu | =g — pro — pi3 —my | 8diiim (0, 07) | w = 1wy
—p1 — ft3 — My | —f3 — My | —fg — fi3 — g — Mg | e m(p’,0%) | w= Wio1 54
—p3 — fta — M2 | —p3 — M | —p1 — Pz — pa — Mg | 8friiim(p”,0Y) | w = w(?g)@ 4)

Here we are using z1111.m(p,0)
conditions that the residues are zero unless m; = €1 +0;, mg = lo+0;+9;, ms = l3+0;+0;+0,

(mod 2).

7. INTERCHANGE OF INTEGRALS

= Cly (14, 0)21111,m (1) for brevity, and as usual, we have the

7.1. The BKY Lemma. The reader may find the formulation of the following lemmas
somewhat silly, but rather than attach some new notation to the problem, the author has
simply listed out all of the relevant cases.

Lemma 9. Let C' > 1 and suppose

xe{[

—4C,—C U [C, 4C1

[_47 4]

if C > 1,
if C = 1.



42 JACK BUTTCANE

Then for f(x) given by any of
Cx C? 1+ a2 C C?z
1+ 22’ 1+ 2%’ c V1 + 22 V14 a?

we have ,
d J
(C%) f(l’) <<j 1,

for all j = 1, provided C' > 1 for the case f(x) = C)/x.

:

Qls
= |

Proof. The lemma is trivially true for C' = 1, so suppose C' > 1, then all but one of these
may be written in the form

o (2) 0 = st (255 (2)e

which clearly satisfies the conclusion, by the known properties of the binomial series (i.e. the
ratio test). In the exceptional case, we have

o d C?z B c3
de 1+ 22 (1 +22)3/2
and the same argument applies. 0

Directly from [6, Lem. 8.1], we have

Lemma 10. Let e > 0, D > 1, log, C € Ny, A; € R and A; = As = 0 whenever C' = 1.
Suppose f is smooth and compactly supported on
[—4C, -C|u [C,4C] if C > 1,
[—4, 4] ifC =1,
with fU(x) «;. DI/1°C=I. For
Alllj' Ag A4 A5[L’
= AszV1 2
o(x) a2 +1+x2 + Asv1+a? + N + Ny
consider the integral

A
+ Az + —,
i

7.— fRﬂx)ew(x»dx.

We have T <5 D=8 for any B > 0 unless

Cl¢/(@) < DF, 1+ A,

for some x in the support of f, where

R C  ifi=36,
A = A x {C7Y ifi=1,4,7,
C=2  ifi=25.

Corollary 11. For ¢, f,C, D, T, B, € as in the lemma, suppose each A; is a sum of terms
Ai = > Aij and define A;; as in the lemma. Then at least one of the following is true:
1.T«p D"
2. All A;; < D*.
3. The largest two terms are proportional, i.e. A;; = Ay for some (i,75) # (i, ).
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4. The largest term is some ﬁ” with i € {1,2,3,4} and C' = 1.
Proof. The right-hand side in the bound of the lemma is

<D 1+ Aij.
V' w

If any of the ﬁ” > D3¢, we see that for some x in the support of f, the absolute value of
C'¢'(z) is strictly less than the sum of the absolute values of its terms, hence the largest two
terms must cancel to some degree. The case 4 comes because for ¢ = 1,

d =z 1 — a2

drl+a22 1+ a2

may be close to zero if x is close £1, and i = 2,3,4 have similar difficulties (term-wise
stationary points) near x = 0. O

Note: Clearly in case 3, the largest two terms must also have differing signs in the deriva-
tive. Similarly, there may be more than one or two terms which exceed the error bound, in
which case extra cancellation must occur, but this formulation is sufficient for our purposes.
We also point out that replacing x with |z| in any term of ¢(x) does not change the result
when C' > 1 as |z| is nicely differentiable away from zero.

7.2. The setup. For this section only, define the symbols A «* B, A »* B, A =* B to
mean A « [C]°MWB; A » |C|7°WB, and B|C|°M « A « |C]°Y B, respectively. We write the
negation of A «* B as A >>* B; this requires some forgiveness from the reader in regards to
arbitrary constants, but one can check that nothing is circular about the following argument.

For the Strong Interchange of Integrals, we would like to define the Bessel function by the
expression

Ky, 1, )W, (£ 1. 5) = f W, (yewat, 1, 8) 01 (2)da,

w(R)
where t € Y, y € Y,, and W, (¢, i, 9) is the Whittaker function of K-type o and parameters
i, 0. Unfortunately, the integral does not converge absolutely; the Strong Interchange of
Integrals Conjecture of [12, Sect. 10] instead proposes a choice of coordinates for such that
the Riemann integral converges (conditionally, but) rapidly.
If we write ywat = z*y*k* with 2* € U(R), y* € Y*, k* € K, the integral becomes

(100) K100Vt 1.0) = | BT o) ()
We define
(101) e (6(2)) =0 r(@)

and call ¢(z) = ¢, (t,y, z) is the “phase”. Note that (the entries of) W, (y*, i1, 0) has super-

polynomial decay in the coordinates of y* unless y; « 1 and for the choice of coordinates of

[12, Sect. 10], the entries of o(k*) may be expressed as trigonometric polynomials in (the
1+ix;

argument of ) i for each coordinate. Thus the factor W, (y*, u, §)o(k*) satisfies
j

(ngn] g ]-> Wo(y*s 1y 0)a (k%) < 1.
j

m;
ox J
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Finally, [12, Sect. 10] applies a dyadic partition of unity to the integral. We roll W, (y*, u, 0)o (k*)
into some g(-,C) : Uy (R) — C satisfying

m; O™
[ 2] 5= | 9(2.C) < [C|™
; é’:L'j

that is smooth and supported on

o e 1740, =Gl o [C405] i O > 1,
J [—4,4] it = 1.

Then the explicit Strong Interchange of Integrals Conjecture becomes
(102) | et o <l
Uw(R)

with t € Y, y € Y,, satisfying |t;], |y;| = 1. We say the oscillatory integral satisfying (102) is
“negligible” and we assume, for a contradiction, that this is not the case. The use of con-
tradiction is purely for notational simplicity and the contradiction will generally be reached
when we have forced all C; «* 1, which implies |C| « 1 so that (102) is trivially true.
Suppose some addend f(z) of ¢(x) satisfies ¢;(x) «* 1. It is generally the case that
differentiating the terms of ¢(x) save powers of the Cj, i.e. such an f(z) will then satisfy

(1_[ CmJ ’? m]) ) Lm |C|€|m‘7

and hence the same for e (f(x)). We may then include such a factor in the weight function
g(x, C') without altering our assumptions, and so we will. Similarly, for C; > 1, we can write,

e.g.

. ~ sgn(a))

A1+ 23 A1+ 23 (|x]|+4/1+x?>

where now f(x;) is smooth on the support of g (which excludes z; = 0) with

am .
O} o @) <n €

= sgn(z;) + f(z;), f(x;) =

and this will allow us to further simplify the phase function. The goal at each step is to
reduce the number of non-negligible terms in ¢(z).

We start with a simple case, which can be done for all GL(n) and we work this out by
hand.

7.3. Interchange of integrals for w, ;. For the Weyl element w,, ;, naming the coordinate
at position 1,7 + 1 of the z-matrix x; and the same for C}, the phase is

YiliTit1

o(x) = — ey + Yy, — Z m
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where
?“-:7% i=1
(T m , e
*

_ Yn
I V1+adoo/T+a2 (1+a2)

The middle term in the phase is « 1, so we move it to the weight function and replace the
phase with

¢( o _tlxl Z yzjzj_z—;l

The conditions y «* 1 imply
(103) CZ‘+1 «* CZ

fori=1,...,n—1.

From Corollary 11, if it were the case that C,, =>>* 1, we would conclude the bound (102)
holds unless C,,_; = 1, but this violates the assumption (103). Assuming C,, «* 1, we may
remove the i = n — 1 term to the weight function and apply the same reasoning inductively
to conclude the bound holds unless all C; «* 1, in which case the bound is trivially true.

7.4. The algorithm. For the remaining cases on GL(4), we apply a computer algebra
package. The algorithm is quite simple and is given in Mathematica code in appendix A;
most of the code presented there is actually for converting human-readable formulas into the
format required for the algorithm. We note that the code uses the coordinates z; ; for the
entry at position (4, 7) in the z-matrix, rather than the coordinates (33) that we use in the
paper.

To start, we take some subset S of the indices j of the coordinates of U,, and assume that
C; = 1for all j € S while C; > 1 for all j ¢ S. We will repeat the following process for all
possible choices of §; the case where § contains all of the indices is trivial, so we exclude it.
The goal is to build a Boolean expression which minimally describes the every non-negligible
case resulting from applying Corollary 11 to the z; derivative for every coordinate of U,
(including those of S).

All of the constraints may be viewed as linear inequalities (sometimes equalities) on the
logarithms of the C}, up to a summand O (¢|C|); e.g. something of the form

«/1+x1 -

<

log C7 < logC5 + O (¢|CY) .

The term +0O (¢|C) is assumed on (and dropped from) all of the inequalities in the algorithm.

A complication for those indices j € S is that 2; and 1 — 27 may fail to be = C; or = C?,
respectively, when considering the support of g(z,C) at C; = 1; we use the phrase “might
be small” to describe terms which contain such factors (but only those with j € §). For an
expression, whether it might be small or not, we compute its “potential size” by assuming
z;=Cjand 1 — 27 = C3.

For each choice of S, we iteratively build the Boolean expression from the initial constraints
y¥ «* 1 and C; > 1 (a conjunction of inequalities). We first write the phase ¢(x) as a sum

translates to
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of products (we refer to the products as the “terms” of ¢(x) and the same for its derivatives)
and for each coordinate x; we apply Corollary 11 as follows: In the derivative C’j%qb(x),
J

either all (a conjunction) of the terms are small, i.e. «* 1, or (a disjunction) one of the
terms must have the largest potential size and this must be >>* 1 (a conjunction). If the
term of the largest potential size might be small, we may draw no further conclusions from
Corollary 11; otherwise, there must be a second term of the same size (a disjunction on
which term), and we may assume that this term is also not one which might be small (since
the new term would then have the largest potential size). The final Boolean expression is
then the conjunction of the initial constraints and these Boolean expressions resulting from
the conclusions of Corollary 11 for each derivative.

We then rely on the computer algebra package to reduce the Boolean expression. The
code in appendix A optimizes the Boolean reduction process by starting with the simplest
derivative and working up to the most complex and outputs only the non-trivial cases.

We remark that a minor tweak to the algorithm — removing the initial conditions y; «* 1
and dropping ¥;(z*) from the phase — also proves a strong form (rapid convergence) of the
Jacquet-Whittaker Direct Continuation Conjecture of [12, Sect. 10] for GL(4). Finally, the
algorithm can obviously be applied to GL(5) and higher, but on the author’s PC, Mathemat-
ica largely fails to simplify the resulting Boolean expression and for the few Weyl elements
it succeeds, the expression does not reduce to a small number of cases (except for wy, ;).

7.5. Interchange of integrals for ws;. The phase is

T3Ts n LaZ3 yi‘xzm n y§z4:175
\/1+x§ \/1+x§ \/14—17421 \/1+x?1’

p(x) = — tows —

where

. ._\/1+x421\/1+z§
. '_\/1+x§\/1+x§’
vy = & ,
V1+tad(l+af)y/1+a3
. __\/1+x§\/1+zi
s 1+ a3 /1+ 22
and we have removed the term

(104)

Yoy

*
Yoy =
? V1423 (1 +ad) /1 + a2
to the weight function.

The output of the algorithm may be summarized in two cases:
i. When

02 = C4 = Cg = 05 == 1,
we may take

sgn(za)xy|zs|  sgn(xs)|za|ry
|23 |23

o(x) = — toxs — sgn(xs)rs + sgn(xs)ry —

Considering the x4 integral, we see that it is negligible unless — sgn(xs)|zs|+ sgn(zs)|xe| «*
Oy 1 and we substitute zo — x5 + u/Cy. The u integral is essentially non-oscillatory
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and we may take
¢(x) = — taxs,
so that the z3 integral is negligible.
ii. When
Cy,C3 «* 1, Cy=Cs =" 1,
we may take

¢(r) =

T35 T3 sgn(wo)wy|zs|  sgn(ws)wy|zs

- +
VI+ad A1+ 23 1+ a3 \/1+ 23

If we look at the x5 integral, we see it is negligible unless sgn(zy)xs+ sgn(zs)x, «*
Cy'. Substitute x4 — — sgn(wyws)rs + u/Cy, then again the u integral is essentially
non-oscillatory and we may take

6(x) =0.

That is, we appear to have exhausted the oscillation.

In the latter case, there doesn’t appear to be enough oscillation for the (102) or even
smoothness in ¢, but we have saved a factor C5 over the trivial bound on the integral of
(102), which is enough for the dyadic partition of unity to converge absolutely in a tube
domain around Re(ft) = 0. Hence (100) converges conditionally, but not rapidly, there and
the resulting function is clearly differentiable in y5 (the only term of the phase involving ys is
(104)), since the derivatives have improved convergence. One can replace the use of Shalika’s
local multiplicity one theorem in [12, Prop. 1] with the solution of the differential equations
in section 4.2 (and the obvious polynomial bound in y5) to achieve the same result. The one
place we lose is the Analytic Continuation Conjecture of [12, Sect. 4] must be proved by
analyzing the functional equations and the solutions of the differential equations in the case
A #0.

Please note that we have not disproved the Strong Interchange of Integrals Conjecture
for this Weyl element, as a deeper analysis might still succeed, but we have given strong
evidence that it is false, though we show it remains true for the other Weyl elements.

7.6. Interchange of integrals for wy;. The phase is

P(r) = -tz — stats - tgmxﬁ S + yfrs + Y5 T5T6 Y3 TeTg
A1+ 22 A1+ 22 Vit Vita: 1+
where

* . yl\/l"i_x%
. VT2 (1t ad) 1+ a2

p ::\/1+x§\/1+z§’

N1+ 23/1 + a2t

* . y3\/1+1%
s VT2 (1t ad) 1+ a2

and we have removed the term

T2Y3

A1+ 22 (1 + 22)
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to the weight function.
The algorithm yields no non-trivial cases.

7.7. Interchange of integrals for wsy;;. The phase is

¢($> . tgl’ll’g tgw/ 1 -+ LL’%SL’g Loy n YsTaT3
1+ a3 A1+ 23 V1423 (1+a23) /1 + 23
Y1 T3Ts Y3574

S e . ke
V1 + a2 A1+ a2

where

" ':\/1+xﬁ\/1+x§

b \/1+x§\/1+x§7

_ Yo/ 1 + 22

. \/1+zi\/1+z§(1+x§)’
. ysn/1 + 134/1 + 22

Ys : (1+x%)\/1+x§\/1+zi’

and we have removed the term
T1Y3
1+ a2

to the weight function.
The output of the algorithm may be summarized as

01,02,05 «* 1, 04 = 03 "

Applying this to the phase, we may take

QS([L’) _ tor/ 1+ [L’%[L’g B Ty + Y3ToT3
1+ af VI+azi o (1+a23)\/1+ 23
_sgn(xs)|za|zs  sgn(wa)ys|es|zs

V1 + a3 (1+a22)+/1+ a2

If we look at the z, integral, this is small unless sgn(xy)zs+ sgn(zs)rs «* C; L. Substitute
xo — —sgn(xyxs)rs + u/Cy, then the u integral is essentially non-oscillatory and we may
take

QS({L‘) _ tQ'\/l—i‘IgIg
V1+a?

but then the z3 integral is negligible.
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7.8. Interchange of integrals for w;;;;. The phase is

d)( ) " tgﬂ?ll’g tg\/ 1+ I‘%l’g t3$2.§(34 tgx/ 1+ $Z$3$5
r)=—tir] — — — —
i V1 +a? m V1433 A1+ a34/1 + 23
tay/1 + 23/1 + kg # Y5T6Ts Y3574
- + Y176 + +
\/1+x§\/1+x§ \/1—i-x(2i \/1+x§
n yan/1 + 2ins L Y33
VI+2(1+22) (14221422

- yin/1+ 234/1 + 22
e V1+23/1T+22(1+a3)
Yor/1 + 134/1 + 22

Yo 1= ;
T2 (1 +a22) 1 + 22

where

S e ysn/1 + 224/1 + 22
P+ )T a1+ a2
and we have removed the term
T1Y3
14 a2

to the weight function.
The output of the algorithm may be summarized in two cases:

i. When
01702705706 «* 1, 04 = Cg = 1,

we may take
to mxg t3ToTy sgn(xs)ts|zy|zs

xr) = — — _
o) A1+ 22 A1+ 22 A1+ 22
i sgn(x4)y3|x3|x5 Y3TaZ3
(1+22)/1+23 (1+22)4/1+ 23

This case is identical to the main case of wyy; with y; — t3.
ii. When

Cg, 04, 03,06 «* 1, Cl = 05 == 1,

we may take

tg\/Wl’gllﬁg t3|x5|Mx6

Vitad/I+a2 1+ 22y/1+ 232

N sgn(s)y2 |1 |6 N Yeltilzs
Vv a0 ) VTia )

This case is similar to the previous one: Considering the x5 integral, we see that it is
negligible unless sgn(ws)xs+x¢ <* C5 ', and we substitute x5 — — sgn(zs)zg +u/Cs.
Again, the u integral is essentially non-oscillatory and we may take

¢(x) = — tizy,

p(x) = —t1oy —
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so that the z; integral is negligible.

8. TipvyiNnGg Up

We hope the combination of the following methods would close the gaps in this differential
equations-and-power series method for arbitrary Weyl elements on GL(n). That is, if there
fails to be sufficient convergence, then there will be a corresponding y-coordinate for which
smoothness and power-series-ness is obvious, while for the remaining coordinates, we can
power-series expand by the rapid decay.

8.1. The wyy hiccup. In this section, we prove the Analytic Continuation Conjecture for
K. To that end, we reintroduce the notation Kay(y, A, i1, ). The proof of the Weak Inter-
change of Integrals implies that, for each A, Ko (y, A, i1, 0) is holomorphic in a tube domain
containing iaj(A). We also know that Koo(y, A, i1, ) satisfies the differential equations of
section 4.2. The Asymptotics Theorem tells us that Kas(y, 0, i1, 0) is a particular linear com-
bination of the power series solutions, which gives it an expression which is meromorphic
on all of ;€ C* We need to show then that Ky (y, A, i, d) agrees with this extension of
Kgg(y, 0, oy 5) to ZGS(A)

Note that we have two cases to consider: The first case, call it Case I, is A = (%, — kl; ,0,0),
p—A=(ry,r,ro,r3) with2 < k; e N, 7reC3 2r  + 7y +r3=0and 6, + 6 = k; (mod 2).
The second case, call it Case II, is A = (’“2_1, —"“2_1, ’”2_1, —k22_1), pw—AN=(ry,ry,—ry,—r1)
with 2 < ky < ky eN, r EC, 01+ 00 = ky (mod 2), 03 + 04 = ko (HIOd 2)

We have only considered the differential equations for K5y in the case A = 0, but their
extension to A # 0 follows the typical path for the method of Frobenius. A set of repre-
sentatives for W /W, is given by {I,w(lg),w(23),w(14),w(24),w(13)(24)}. In Case I, we have
Jao(y, ) = sgn(yz)" (y, p@) and Jy(y, pt0v) = sgn(ys)" oy, pe), and
we can see the remaining two solutions are

Joo (y, 02 ) — sgn(ys)F1 o (y, p @)

Yoo 1(y, ) := lim

ppeh sin 7 (p — pi2) ’
J UJ(14) — klflj ’Ll)(24)
Yoo oy, ) :=  lim 22(y, ) . sgn(y2) 22(y, b )‘
| pampe kil sin (1 — pa)

In Case II, we furthermore have Joy(y, ucv) = sgn(yz)*? 1oy (y, u») and Yago(y, ) =
sen(y2)** Va2 1(y, i), and the remaining solutions are

Joo(y, p@v) — sgn(ys) Lo (y, pe)

Y = l
2273(% M) ug—uir—{lkz—l sin 7T(,LL3 — ,u4) )
Y- — kz—ly
Yoo u(y, ) := lim 22,2(y, 1) ' sgn(y2) 22,1(%/1)'
| Ha=pa—kz—1 sin (g — pa)

One could conceive that further degeneracy of the Jyo functions occurs at dy = ds or d; = 2ds,
but it does not.

Note: If the reader is unsatisfied with the limit notation above, set, e.g., 1, := (5 +71, =5+
r1,72,73) and we mean

}/22,1(y7 (% + 1, _klg_l + 1,72, T3))

— a W1 s _ W(o:
= (1" o (ol 1Y) = sen(y) " o (y, 1))

z=k1—1



BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GL(n), I 51

So we have verified the space of solutions to the wsy differential equation is spanned by
the Frobenius series solutions. The analysis of the Mellin-Barnes integrals for the Whittaker
function in [12, Sect. 9.2] shows that the Whittaker functions are also linear combinations
Frobenius series with leading terms I, s». In particular, this holds at Re(x) = 0 and for
the Whittaker function, the higher-weight case Re(p) = A # 0 is, in fact, obtained by
analytic continuation. In combination with [12, eq. (52)], this implies the result, as in the
proof of the Asymptotics Theorem in [12, Sect. 11]. The reader should be concerned about
convergence of the Uy (R) integral, but actually, we may safely expand both e (yiz,) and
the Whittaker function (considered as a function of y3 alone) into power/Frobenius series
because the higher terms actually make the Uss(IR) integral converge faster and we only need
the first term of each series.

8.2. The wyq; hiccup. Though it would be nice to prove something like Hashizume’s results
[19] for Bessel functions of arbitrary Weyl elements on GL(n), the author was unable to force
through any ellipticity arguments, and we now give a concrete method through which one
may argue that the Bessel function lies in the span of the Frobenius series solutions for the
Weyl element ws;;.

First, note that Ks11(y, i1, ) is a scalar-valued function satisfying the differential equations
(67) and (68), and we can only talk about the Bessel functions on representations/at K-types
for which the Whittaker function is not identically zero. If (the matrix-valued Whittaker
function) Wy (t, p,0) is not identically zero take 4, j so that the entry W, (¢, i, d) is not
identically zero. Then the Mellin-Barnes integral [12, eq. (49)] implies a rapidly convergent
Frobenius series expansion which implies in turn holomorphy in ¢, so we can take ¢ such that
the Y-coordinates of wa twyy; are arbitrarily small and still W, ; ;(t, i, §) # 0, and we get

4

Io.5(ywar1twary) =
K211(y7,u75) =— Wo,i,k(smu’a6>Fo,k,'(yw211tw2117t7 87“75)
Wa,i,j(tnua 6) kzl Re(s)=e ’
3
ds
X H(ywmltwml)g_sei.ga
o (27i)
where

*
—
—~
<

Fokj(y,t, s, 1, 0) = J ( )¢t(u)¢yw211tw;ﬁ (x®)og;(K*) o5(y™) ;) M, YR = wu
Uai1

(=1

formally, but also actually if we were to hold the u integral outside and include the i integral
between the u and s integrals.

We will derive a Mellin expansion of F,j ;, justified by the absolute convergence of the
original w — p1 — s integral and the rapid convergence of (51) for # < 7, that can be used
to shift the contours (in the Mellin expansmn of Kgll) to —oo. Without worrying about
the particular locations of the poles of Wm , and FU kj, it’s enough to know that they occur
along finitely many horizontal lines in each coordinate, so the contour shifting produces some
linear combination of Frobenius series.

Now oy ; is a trigonometric polynomial in the hyper-spherical coordinates (see [12, Sect.
6.1]), so after applying the Iwasawa decomposition of section 3.1 and expanding, we see that
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Fopj(y,t, s, p,0) is a linear combination of terms
Fo(y,tou) =

J ol —t.» X1 Ty towrz/1 + 952 Y1274 Y3T2T3 Y135/ 1 + 2]
—tizy — _ _
RS 1+ a? 1+ a? «/1+z2 (I+a) /1 +22 /1 +a3/1+ 22
Yows/1 + a7 + Y35/ 1 + 23 + T1Ys3 )

NI+ /T+22(1+22) (A +a2)y/1+23/1+27 1+a3

> “ltuy 1+ 92, "
l+a3) % | —— | da,
x [ (1+27) ( o x

for some m € Z°, where

Uy = — So + 283 — i3 + flg, Uy =81 + 83 — {1 + g, U3 =81 + So — S3 — 1 + U3,
Uy =— 81+ 82+ 83— 2 + g, Us = — Sy + 282 — S3 — 2 + [i3.

Now inside £, we Mellin expand all nine exponential terms and evaluate the x integrals
using [10, eqs. (2.26)-(2.29)]

®© _bta [ 144z \™
) 2 2
| ) (T) e
(Im|=0)/2 . .
_ NG m| \, . jp(et2+0d b+|m[—2j-0
= a7 )uyp (DA 20,

7=0

we see that [7¥ is a linear combination of functions of the form

4
T o m nh+ms 1
Fm7777 <y7t7u) T fRe(v)ZE X—vl (y )X Vg —V3— 1)4( y7t q HG% 27TZ
5 q r o Qo+ 7 T
1—7T1—T2 (2 1— 73
Fiy,t.q) :=J X ()X ()X ™5 (1 HGm ( , )
Re(r)=e j= 2 2
—T9g—T +ro+r3—7T —T3—T +r
B<Q3 2 47614 2 3 5)B<Q5 3 57QG 3)
2 2
B<Q7—7“4 QS+7’4+7’5>B(619—7“5 Q10+7“5) dr
2 7 2 2 2 (2m3)®
where n € Z5,n' € 74,
q1 =1+ mip — Vs, Jo =My + U1 — Vg — 2U3 — 2’U4,
g3 =1+ ma — v3 G4 =M — U — V4,
qs =1+ mg; — v3 Qs =Mg2 — U3z — VU1 + U3 + Uy,
g7 =1+ my — vy gg =My — Ug — V1,
g9 =1+ mg —v1 — 1y qi0 =Ms2 — Us — U1 + Uy,

and each my 1, mpo =0, mpy + mea = |myl.
Recall the terminology following (44). Away from its poles, F,g has exponential convergence

due to the exponential decay of the beta functions B(a—r,b+7) in the region [Im(r — 2)| <
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‘Im(‘%b)} Shifting the r contours negative increases the power of y; and localizes the integral
near Im(7) ~ 0, so that Fg is essentially bounded by the polynomial part of the beta functions
at Im(r) = 0, plus the residues picked up from the beta functions, which are also polynomial
in ¢ and for which an analysis similar to the following applies.

For Re(r) highly negative and Im(r) ~ 0, the polynomial parts of the beta functions want
to localize the v integral near Im(gy;) = 0, 7 = 1,...,5, while the odd indexed ¢ variables
occur to a high power. Treating u as fixed for the moment, the combined effect, including
the decay of the factors Gng(vj) for Re(v;) < 1 is to localize near Im(v) ~ 0.

ALastly, the s integrals have exponential convergence, coming from the exponential decay of
Weik in each |Im(s;)| » 1, treating p as fixed, so our earlier assumption that s is essentially
fixed is valid (as there is no exponential growth coming from F Jun,n’)‘

So we may shift the s, v and r contours to the left. The factorial parts of the gamma
functions in Fg and F;m,n’ are either balanced (some of the beta functions) or induce factorial-
type decay (the other beta functions and all of the G functions), and the factorial part of

Wi, always induces factorial-type decay. Hence we may shift the s, v and r contours to
—o0 and conclude that Ko (y, i1, 9) is a sum of Frobenius series.

APPENDIX A. MATHEMATICA CODE FOR THE INTERCHANGE OF INTEGRALS
ALGORITHM

Here we provide the code to implement the algorithm of section 7.4 as described in the
text; the code has been formatted for direct copy-and-paste, aside from the page breaks.

The functions xforms, formIndex, logFormExponent, exprTolndices, phiTolndices, in-
dicesToPhi are all concerned with converting human-readable input to the format required
by the algorithm and vice versa. The algorithm itself is comprised of initialCase, apply-
BKYLemma, listAllCases with supporting functions logCoefs, dervLogCoefs, exprDerv, do-
Derv, intyStarToLogs, yStarTologs, hasIntersection, intMightBeSmall, intMightBeSmall-
Derv, mightBeSmall, and smallsSub. The function doReduceAll optimizes the reduction of
the Boolean expression with helpers indexFrequencies, doSimplify, toOrList and doReduce.
Finally, DoTest packages the algorithm into a simple format with assistance from proper-
Subsets, testAllCases, printAllCases and makeVars.

(x forms of the factors of the terms in the phase *)

xforms[x_] := {x/(1 + x°2), 1/(1 + x°2), Sqrtl[l + x"2],
1/8qrt[1 + x~2], x/Sqrt[1l + x°2], x, 1};

(* exponent of Cij in potential size of xforms *)

logCoefs = {-1, -2, 1, -1, 0, 1, 0};

(* exponent of Cij in potential size of the derivative of xforms, times Cij *)

dervLogCoefs = {-2, -3, 0, -2, -3, 0, 0} + 1;

(x differentiate a term and take its logarithm, asymptotically in the Cij *)

exprDerv[expr_, var_, logvars_] := Module[{i}, If([exprl[[var]] == 7, O,

Sum[If[i == var, dervLogCoefs[[expr[[il]]], logCoefs[[expr[[il]]]] logvars[[i]],

{i, 1, Length[logvars]}]]]

doDerv[exprs_, var_, logvars_] := MaplexprDerv[#, var, logvars] &, exprs]

(* convert a term of phi to indices x*)

formIndex[expr_, var_] := Module[{forms = xforms[var]},
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Piecewise[{
{1, ! FreeQlexpr, forms[[1]1]11},
{2, ' FreeQ[expr, forms[[2]]]},
{5, ! FreeQlexpr, forms[[5]111},
|
|
|

{4, FreeQ[expr, forms[[4]1]},
{3, FreeQ[expr, forms[[3]1]1]},
{6, FreeQ[expr, forms[[6]1]1]},
{7, True}

11

(* convert (1+xij~2)~(a/2) Cij~a ->a *)
logFormExponent [expr_, x_] :=
Piecewise[{

{-2, ' FreeQlexpr, 1/(1 + x~2)]1},
{-1, ! FreeQlexpr, 1/Sqrtl[l + x"2]11},
{1, ' FreeQ[expr, Sqrt[1 + x~2]1},
{0, True}
H
exprToIndices[expr_, vars_] := Map[formIndex[expr, #] &, vars]

phiToIndices[phi_, vars_, yStars_] := Mapl[exprToIndices[#, vars] &, phi /.
Table[ Symbol["ys" <>ToStringl[i]] ->yStars([[i]], {i, 1, Length[yStars]}]]
indicesToPhi[philndices_, vars_] := Module[{i, j}, Tablel
Product [xforms [vars[[j]1]] [[phiIndices[[i, j1111, {j, 1, Length[vars]l}],
{i, 1, Length[philIndices]}]]
indicesToPhi[phiIndices_, coefs_, vars_] := coefs indicesToPhi[phiIndices, vars]
intyStarToLogs [yStar_, vars_, logvars_] := logvars.Mapl[
logFormExponent [yStar, #] &, vars]
yStarToLogs [yStar_, vars_, logvars_] := MaplintyStarTologs[#, vars, logvars] &,
yStar]
indexFrequencies[phiIndices_] := Module[{i}, Table[Length[DeleteCases[
phiIndices[[A11l, i]], 711, {i, 1, Length[phiIndices[[1]11]}]1]

properSubsets[set_] := DeleteCases[Subsets[set], set]

hasIntersection[A_, B_] := ! AllTruel[A, FreeQ[B, #] &]

(* MightBeSmall checks if an expression has a factor, e.g. xij, which might be
small when Cij==1; smalls is the list of such Cij *)

intMightBeSmall [expr_, smalls_] := hasIntersection[{1, 5, 6}, Part[expr, smalls]]
intMightBeSmallDerv[expr_, derv_] := hasIntersection[{1, 2, 3, 4}, expr[[derv]]]
mightBeSmall [expr_, smalls_, derv_] := intMightBeSmall[expr, DeleteCases[smalls,

derv]] || If[FreeQ[smalls, derv], False, intMightBeSmallDerv[expr, derv]]
smallsSub[logvars_, smalls_] := Map[logvars[[#]] ->0 &, smalls]
initialCase[logystars_, logvars_, smalls_] := Simplify[

Al1True[logystars, # <= 0 &] &&

Al1True[logvars, # >= 0 &] /. smallsSub[logvars, smalls]]
applyBKYLemma [exprs_, var_, logvars_, smalls_] := Module[{

smallDerv = DeleteCases[doDerv[Select [exprs,

mightBeSmall [#, smalls, var] &], var, logvars], 0],
largeDerv = DeleteCases[doDerv[Select [exprs,
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'mightBeSmall [#, smalls, var] &], var, logvars], 0],
i, 3},
Join[
Flatten[Table[largeDerv[[i]] == largeDerv[[jl] &&
Al1True [Delete[largeDerv, {{i}, {j}}1, # <= largeDerv[[i]l] &] &&
largeDerv[[i]] >0, {i, 1, Length[largeDerv] - 1},
{j, i + 1, Length[largeDerv]}1],
Table[Al1True[largeDerv, # <= smallDerv[[i]] &] && smallDerv[[i]] >0,
{i, 1, Length[smallDerv]}],
{A11True[Join[largeDerv, smallDerv], # <= 0 &]}]
/. smallsSub[logvars, smalls]]
(* doSimplify, doReduce and doReduceAll are just a little bit smarter simplification
than the Mathematica default *)
doSimplify[expr_, logvars_] := Simplify[expr, Element[logvars, Reals]]
listAllCases[exprsList_, logystars_, logvars_, smalls_] := Module[
{exprOrder = Ordering[indexFrequencies[exprsList]]},
doSimplify[Prepend [Map [applyBKYLemma [exprsList, #, logvars, smalls] &,
exprOrder], initialCase[logystars, logvars, smalls]], logvars]]
(* Convert a Boolean expression to sum of products and then to a list *)
toOrList [expr_] := Module[{temp = LogicalExpand[expr]},
If [Head[temp] === Or, List @@ temp, {temp}]]
doReduce[cur_, next_, logvars_] := doSimplify[Reduce[0r @@ Map[Reduce,
toOrList [cur &% next]]], logvars]
doReduceAll[allCases_, logvars_, smalls_] := Module[{retval = allCases[[1]], i},
Do[retval = doReduce[retval, Or @@ (allCases[[i]]), logvars],
{i, 2, Length[allCases]}];
(* Only show non-trivial cases *)
doSimplify[retval && (AnyTrue[logvars, # >0 &] /.
smallsSub[logvars, smalls]), logvars]]
(* Some code to help run the algorithm *)
testAllCases[exprsList_, logystars_, logvars_, cvars_] := ParallelTable[{
Map[cvars[[#]] == 1 &, smalls],
doReduceAll[listAllCases[exprsList, logystars, logvars, smalls], logvars,
smalls]},
{smalls, properSubsets[Range[Length[logvars]]]},
Method ->"ItemsPerEvaluation" ->1]
printAllCases[ exprs_] := (Do[If[!(expr[[2]] === False), Print[expr]],
{expr, exprs}]; Length[exprs])
makeVars [prefix_, vars_] := Map[Symbol, Mapl[prefix <># &, vars]]
DoTest [phi_, ystar_, vars_] := Modulel[
{xvars, logvars, cvars, logystars, PhiA, PhiB},
xvars = makeVars["x", vars];
logvars = makeVars["logC", vars];
cvars = makeVars["C", vars];
logystars = yStarTolLogs[ystar, xvars, logvars];
PhiA = phiToIndices[List @@ phi, xvars, ystar];
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Print [Simplify[(List @@ phi)/indicesToPhi[PhiA, xvars]]];

Print [AbsoluteTiming[ PhiB = testAllCases[PhiA, logystars, logvars, cvars];]];

Print [printAllCases[PhiB]];
PhiB]

(* A sample application to the GL(4) long Weyl element *)
Phil111b = DoTest[
-t1 x12 - (£2 x12 x13)/Sqrt[1 + x12°2] - (3 x13 x14)/Sqrt[1 + x13"°2]
- (t2 Sqrt[1 + x1372] x23)/Sqrt[1 + x1272]
- (t3 Sqrt[1 + x1472] x23 x24)/(Sqrt[1l + x1372] Sqrt[l + x2372])

- (t3 Sqrt[1 + x1472] Sqrt[1 + x2472] x34)/(Sqrt[1 + x1372] Sqrt[1 + x2372])

+ (Sqrt[1 + x1372] Sqrt[1 + x23°2] x34 y1)/
(Sqrt[1 + x14°2] Sqrt[1 + x24°2] (1 + x3472))
(Sqrt[1 + x1272] x23 y2)/(Sqrt[1 + x1372] (1 + x2372))

+ + +

(x13 x23 y3)/((1 + x1272) Sqrt[1 + x13°2])

(Sqrt[1 + x12°2] x24 x34 y2)/(Sqrt[1 + x13°2] (1 + x23°2) Sqrt[1 + x24°2])

+ (x14 Sqrt[1l + x2372] x24 y3)/((1 + x1272) Sqrt[l + x1372] Sqrt[1l + x1472]),

{(Sqrt[1 + x13°2] Sqrt[1 + x23°2] y1)/
(Sqrt[1 + x1472] Sqrt[1 + x24°2] (1 + x3472)),
(Sqrt[1 + x127°2] Sqrt[1 + x34°2] y2)/
(Sqrt[1 + x1372] (1 + x2372) Sqrt[l + x24°2]),
(Sqrt[1 + x23°2] Sqrt[1 + x24°2] y3)/
((1 + x127°2) Sqrtl[1 + x13°2] Sqrtl[1 + x14°21)},
{||12u, 1113||’ 1114||’ 1123n’ ||24u, n34u}];
LogicalExpand [FullSimplify[Phi1111b[[1, 2]]]]
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