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BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GLpnq, II - THE CASE n “ 4

JACK BUTTCANE

Abstract. The purpose of this article is to verify the conjectures of the previous paper in
the particular case of GLp4q. 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 w2,2, though we prove the Weak Interchange of Integrals still holds.
Second, again for a single Weyl element w2,1,1 and its conjugate w1,1,2, 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 GLp4q.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we continue the study of the GLpnq 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 GLpnq. The formulas generalize those of Kuznetsov on
GLp2q [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 GLpnq starts with Li’s formula appearing in
[16] and several specializations to GLp3q appearing in [3, 17] along with a partial inversion
appearing in the author’s thesis [8], but the first to tackle the GLp3q 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 GLp3q to GLpnq, and
the current paper proves these conjectures for GLp4q.

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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2 JACK BUTTCANE

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 Γ Ă GLp4,Rq
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

ÿ

ϕ

ρϕpnqρϕpmqfpµϕq ` Eisenstein series terms

“
ÿ

wPW

ÿ

c

Swpm,n, cq
|c1c2c3|

Hwpf,mcwn´1w´1q,

where ϕ runs through the family of cusp forms in L2pΓzGLp4,Rq{R`q sharing a common
minimal weight Λ and discrete spectral parameters δ, W is the Weyl group of GLp4q, and
c runs through the diagonal part of the Bruhat decomposition of Γ. Here, µϕ are the
continuous spectral parameters of ϕ and fpµq is some nice test function, ρϕpmq is the Fourier-
Whittaker coefficient of ϕ at m, Swpm,n, cq is the Kloosterman sum, and Hwpf, yq is an
integral transform of f .

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

wr1,...,rℓ “

¨
˝

Ir1
. .
.

Irℓ

˛
‚, r1 ` . . .` rℓ “ 4,(1)

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 Hwpf, ¨q lying in a subspace Yw of the diagonal matrices.

The most technically difficult theorem of this paper is that each Hwpf, yq can be written as
a kernel integral transform of f , and we call the kernel functions Kwpy, µ, δq the GLp4q 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., w121 :“ w1,2,1

and K121py, µ, δq :“ Kw1,2,1
py, µ, δq. In this notation, the relevant Weyl elements for GLp4q

are
w4 “ I, w13, w31, w22, w112, w121, w211, w1111 “: wl.

From the symmetry [12, Prop. 2] of the Bessel function Kwpy, µ, δq under the involution

w ÞÑ wι with ι : G Ñ G defined by gι “ wlpg´1qTwl, it suffices to consider the elements

w31, w22, w121, w211, w1111.
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Note that KIpy, µ, δq “ 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 GLp4q Bessel functions Kwpy, µ, δq. Applications of the GLp4q 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 GLp4q 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 “ w31, w22, w121, w211, wl 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) pFq hypergeometric series, the power series so-
lutions Jwpy, µq to the Bessel differential equations of the previous theorem are given by

J31py, µq “|y3|
3

2
´µ4

8ÿ

m“0

a31,mpµqym3 ,(2)

J22py, µq “|y2|2`µ1`µ2

8ÿ

m“0

a22,mpµqym2 ,(3)

J121py, µq “|y1|
3

2
`µ1 |y3|

3

2
´µ4

8ÿ

m1“0

8ÿ

m2“0

a121,m1,m2
pµqym1

1 ym2

3 ,(4)

J211py, µq “|y2|2`µ1`µ2 |y3|
3

2
´µ4

8ÿ

m1“0

8ÿ

m2“0

a211,m1,m2
pµqym1

2 ym2

3 ,(5)

J1111py, µq “|y1|
3

2
`µ1 |y2|2`µ1`µ2 |y3|

3

2
´µ4

8ÿ

m1“0

8ÿ

m2“0

8ÿ

m3“0

a1111,m1,m2,m3
pµqym1

1 ym2

2 ym3

3 ,(6)

with coefficients

a31,mpµq :“ p16π4q´µ4p´16π4qm
m! Γp1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` mqΓp1 ` µ2 ´ µ4 ` mqΓp1 ` µ3 ´ µ4 ` mq ,

a22,mpµq :“ p16π4qµ1`µ2`mΓp1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` 2mq
m! Γp1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` mqΓp1 ` µ1 ´ µ3 ` mq

ˆ 1

Γp1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` mqΓp1 ` µ2 ´ µ3 ` mqΓp1 ` µ2 ´ µ4 ` mq ,

a121,mpµq “ p8π3qµ1´µ4p8π3iqm1p´8π3iqm2Γp1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` m1 ` m2q
m1!m2! Γp1 ` µ1 ´ µ2 ` m1qΓp1 ` µ1 ´ µ3 ` m1qΓp1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` m1q

ˆ 1

Γp1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` m2qΓp1 ` µ2 ´ µ4 ` m2qΓp1 ` µ3 ´ µ4 ` m2q ,
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a211,mpµq “ p2πq3µ1`3µ2´2µ4p´8π3iqm1p4π2qm2

m1!m2! Γ p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` m1qΓ p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4 ` m1qΓ p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4 ` m2q

ˆ 1

Γ p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qΓ p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3q

ˆ 3F2

ˆ
´m1, 1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` m1, µ4 ´ µ3 ´ m2;

1 ` µ1 ´ µ3, 1 ` µ2 ´ µ3;
1

˙
,

a1111,mpµq “ p2πq3µ1`µ2´µ3´3µ4`2m1`2m2`2m3

m1!m2!m3!Γ p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qΓ p1 ` µ1 ´ µ2 ` m1qΓ p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3 ` m1q

ˆ Γ p1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` m2 ` m3qΓ p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3 ` m1 ` m2q
Γ p1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` m2qΓ p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3 ` m2q

ˆ 1

Γ p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3 ` m2qΓ p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` m3qΓ p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4 ` m3q

ˆ 4F3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m3;

1 ` µ3 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ´ 2pµ1 ` µ2q; 1
˙
.

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 µ, 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 Hwpf, yq 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 ℓ P Z, s P C we define a multiplicative character of Rˆ by

χℓ
spaq :“ sgnpaqℓ|a|s.

For µ P C4 with µ1 ` . . . ` µ4 “ 0 and δ P Zn (without restriction), we extend this to a
character of diagonal matrices, aka the “power function” by

Iµ,δpdiagpa1, . . . , a4qq :“
4ź

i“1

χδi
ρi`µi

paiq,

where ρ “ p3, 1,´1,´3q{2 is the half-sum of the positive roots for GLp4q. Finally, we also
use the power function in the form

rIµ,δ pa1, a2, a3q :“
3ź

i“1

χ
δi`δi`1

´1`µi`1´µi
paiq.

The spectral parameters µ are called the “continuous part” of the character Iµ,δ, and the
parameters δ are called the “discrete part”. Throughout the paper, unless otherwise specified,
we assume the coordinates of µ are distinct modulo Z.
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For η P Z and s P C, we define

Gηpsq “ π
1

2
´siη

1
Γ
´

η1`s

2

¯

Γ
`
1`η1´s

2

˘ ,

where t0, 1u Q η1 ” η pmod 2q, and for ℓ P Z, t P Cn, η P Zn, we define

Gℓps, t, ηq “
nź

j“1

Gℓ`ηj ps ` tjq.

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

Theorem 3. Writing ∆ “ δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ` δ4, the Bessel functions Kwpy, µ, δq are given by
the Mellin-Barnes integrals

K31py, µ, δq “p´1q∆
4

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u

ż

Repsq“ 1

5

χℓ
3

2
´s

p´y3qGℓps,´µ,∆ ´ δq ds
2πi

,(7)

K22py, µ, δq “1

4

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u

ż

Repsq“ 1

4

χℓ
2´spy2q

Gℓps, pµi ` µjqiăJ , pδi ` δjqiăjq
G∆p2sq

ds

2πi
,(8)

K121py, µ, δq “
p´1q∆

4

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u2

ż

Repsq“p 1

7
, 1
7

q
χℓ1

3

2
´s1

p´y1qχℓ2
3

2
´s2

py3q
Gℓ1ps1, µ, δqGℓ2ps2,´µ,∆ ´ δq

Gℓ1`ℓ2`∆ps1 ` s2q
ds

p2πiq2 ,
(9)

K211py, µ, δq “
p´1q∆

8

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u3

ż

Repsq“p 1

7
, 1
7
, 1
7

q
χℓ1
2´s1

py2qχℓ3
3

2
´s3

py3q

ˆ Gℓ1ps1,´pµ1 ` µ2, µ1 ` µ3, µ2 ` µ3q,∆ ´ pδ1 ` δ2, δ1 ` δ3, δ2 ` δ3qqGℓ3`∆´δ4ps3 ´ µ4q

ˆ Gℓ1`ℓ2`δ4ps1 ´ s2 ´ µ4qGℓ2`ℓ3ps3 ´ s2qGℓ2ps2,´pµ1, µ2, µ3q,∆ ´ pδ1, δ2, δ3qq
Gℓ1`ℓ2`∆´δ4ps1 ` s2 ` µ4q

ds

p2πiq3 ,

(10)

K1111py, µ, δq “
p´1q∆
16

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u4

ż

Repsq“p2ǫ,2ǫ,2ǫ,ǫq
χℓ1

3

2
´s1

p´y1qχℓ2
2´s2

p´y2qχℓ3
3

2
´s3

p´y3q

Gℓ1ps1, pµ1, µ2q, pδ1, δ2qqGℓ2ps2, pµ1 ` µ2, µ3 ` µ4q, pδ1 ` δ2, δ3 ` δ4qq
Gℓ3ps3,´pµ1, µ2q,∆ ´ pδ1, δ2qqGℓ4ps4, pµ3, µ4q, pδ3, δ4qq
Gℓ1`ℓ4ps1 ´ s4qGℓ2`ℓ4ps2 ´ s4, pµ1, µ2q, pδ1, δ2qqGℓ3`ℓ4`δ1`δ2ps3 ´ s4 ` µ1 ` µ2q

Gℓ1`ℓ2`ℓ4`δ1`δ2ps1 ` s2 ´ s4 ` µ1 ` µ2qGℓ2`ℓ3`ℓ4`∆ps2 ` s3 ´ s4q
ds

p2πiq4 .

(11)

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 Hwpf, yq, i.e. that Hwpf, yq has better decay in y
near zero thanKwpy, µ, δq itself, and this is essential in proving that the sums of Kloosterman



6 JACK BUTTCANE

sums (i.e. the c sum) can be truncated (in particular, the arithmetic/geometric side of the
Kuznetsov formula converges).

For η P Z and a ą 0, we define

Zη
s p´aq “4iηKs

`
4π

?
a
˘
cos π

2
ps ´ ηq ,

Zη
s p`aq “πiη J´s p4π?

aq ´ p´1qδJs p4π?
aq

sin π
2

ps ` ηq ,

where Ks and Js are the classical Bessel functions. In the current notation, this would be a
particular normalization of the GLp2q Bessel function K11py, µ, δq.

In section 5, we construct Stade-type integral representations where the GLp4q Bessel
function is given as an integral of GLp2q Bessel functions. These are useful to boundKwpy, µq
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

K31py, µ, δq “p´1qδ4χδ1`δ3`δ4
3´µ1´µ2

2

py3q
ż

R

χδ2`δ4
µ3`µ4´1puqZδ1`δ2

µ2´µ1
py3uqZδ3`δ4

µ4´µ3
p´1{uqdu,(12)

K22py, µ, δq “χδ1`δ4

2`µ4´µ2
2

py2q
ż

R2

χδ1`δ2

´1´µ1´2µ2`µ3
2

pu1qχδ2`δ4
´1`µ4´µ2

pu2qχδ2`δ3

´1`µ1´2µ2`µ3
2

p1 ´ u1q

ˆ Zδ1`δ3
µ3´µ1

py2u2{u1qZδ1`δ3
µ3´µ1

p1{pu2p1 ´ u1qqqdu,
(13)

K121py, µ, δq “p´1q∆´δ2χδ1
3´µ2´µ3

2

py1qχ∆´δ4
3´µ1´µ4

2

py3q
ż

R3

χδ2`δ3
´1`µ2´µ3

pu1qχδ2`δ4

´1`µ1´2µ2`µ4
2

pu2q

ˆ χδ1`δ2

´1´µ1´2µ2`µ4
2

pu3qχδ1`δ3
´1`µ3´µ2

p1 ´ u1q

ˆ Zδ1`δ4
µ4´µ1

ˆ
y1

u3

˙
Zδ1`δ4

µ4´µ1

ˆ
y3

u2

˙
e

ˆ
u2

u1
´ u3

1 ´ u1

˙
du,

(14)

K211py, µ, δq “

p´1qδ4χδ1`δ4

2`µ4´µ2
2

py2qχδ1`δ2`δ3
3´µ1´µ4

2

py3q
ż

R3

χδ2`δ3
´1`µ3´µ2

pu1qχδ3`δ4

´1`µ1´2µ3`µ4
2

pu2q

ˆ χδ2`δ4

´1´µ1`2µ2´µ3´2µ4
2

pu3qχδ1`δ4
´1`µ4´µ1

p1 ´ u1qχδ1`δ3
´1`µ3´µ1

p1 ´ u2q

ˆ Zδ1`δ3
µ3´µ1

py2u3qZδ1`δ4
µ4´µ1

ˆ
´y3

u2

˙
e

ˆ
1

u3p1 ´ u1q
` u2

u1u3p1 ´ u1qp1 ´ u2q

˙
du,

(15)

K1111py, µ, δq “

p´1qδ2`δ4χδ1
3`µ1`µ2

2

py1qχδ1`δ3
2 py2qχδ1`δ2`δ3

3`µ1`µ2
2

py3q
ż

R2

χδ1`δ4
´1`µ3`µ4

pu1qχδ1`δ3
´1`µ3`µ4

pu2q

χδ1`δ2
0 pp1 ´ u1qp1 ´ u2qqZδ1`δ2

µ2´µ1

`
y1p1 ´ u´1

2 q
˘
Zδ1`δ2

µ2´µ1

`
y2p1 ´ u´1

1 qp1 ´ u2q
˘

Zδ1`δ2
µ2´µ1

p´y3p1 ´ u1qqZδ3`δ4
µ4´µ3

p´y2u2{u1qdu.

(16)

We will use the following auxiliary functions:

Z22ptq :“Z0
0 ptq,



BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GLpnq, II 7

Z121ptq :“
ż

R2

e

ˆ
t1u1 ` u2

u1
` 1

u2

˙
du2 du1

|u2u1|
“
ż

R

Z0
0 pt1uq e

ˆ
1

u

˙
du

|u| ,

Z211ptq :“
ż

R2

e

ˆ
u1 ` u2 ` t1

u1
` t2

u2
` t3

u1

u2
` t4

u2

u1
` t5

u1u2

˙
du2 du1

|u1u2|

“
ż

R

Z0
0

ˆˆ
1 ` t3

u

˙ˆ
t4u ` t1 ` t5

u

˙˙
e

ˆ
u ` t2

u

˙
du

|u| ,

Z1111py, zq :“
ż

R3

e

ˆ
´y3

u1u2z1 ´ z2 ` u1p1 ´ u2qz3
u21p1 ´ u2qu2u3

´ y2u1 ´ y1u3

` u1z1 ´ z2

u1u3p1 ´ u2qz1
` z2 ´ u1p1 ´ u2qz3

u1u2z2
` u1u2u3

z3

˙
du

|u1u2p1 ´ u2qu3|

“
ż

R2

Z0
0

ˆˆ
y1 ´ u1u2

z3

˙ˆ
y3
u1u2z1 ´ z2 ` u1p1 ´ u2qz3

u21p1 ´ u2qu2
´ u1z1 ´ z2

u1p1 ´ u2qz1

˙˙

e

ˆ
´y2u1 ` z2 ´ u1p1 ´ u2qz3

u1u2z2

˙
du

|u1u2p1 ´ u2q| .

We note that Z22ptq is a normalization of the GLp2q Bessel function K11pt, 0, 0q and Z121ptq is
a normalization of the GLp3q Bessel function K21pt, 0, 0q, but Z211ptq and Z1111py, zq 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

Kwpy, µ, δq “I´µ,δpyιq
ż

R3

qKwpy, zqrIµ,δpzqdz,(17)

where, in terms of the coordinates (34),

Iµ,δpyιq “χδ4
3

2
´µ4

py1qχδ3`δ4
2´µ3´µ4

py2qχδ2`δ3`δ4
3

2
´µ2´µ3´µ4

py3q.

Theorem 5. We have the inverse Mellin transforms

qK31py, zq “p´1qδ1`δ2`δ3e

ˆ
´y3z1 ´ z2

z1
´ z3

z2
` 1

z3

˙
,(18)

qK22py, zq “Z22

ˆp1 ´ y2z2qpz2 ` z1z3qpz1 ´ z3q
z1z2z3

˙
,(19)

qK121py, zq “p´1qδ1Z121

ˆpz1 ´ z2qpz2 ´ z3qp1 ` y3z1qp1 ´ y1z3q
z1z2z3

˙
,(20)

qK211py, zq “p´1qδ1Z211

ˆ
y2

ˆ
z2

z1
´ y3z1

˙
,
1

z3
´ y3,

1

y2z2
, y2z3,´

y2y3z2

z3

˙
,(21)

qK1111py, zq “p´1qδ1`δ2Z1111py, zq.(22)

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

rKwpt, zq “
ż

Yw

qKwpy, zq
ℓź

i“1

e p´yr̂itiq dyi,(23)

for w “ wr1,...,rℓ , t P Rℓ, where r̂i :“ r1 ` . . .` ri.
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Theorem 6. We have the Fourier-inverse Mellin transforms

rK22pt, zq “p´1qδ1`δ3

|t1| e

ˆ
´ t1

z2
´
ˆ
z2 ` z1z3

t1

˙ˆ
1

z3
´ 1

z1

˙˙
,(24)

rK121pt, zq “p´1qδ1
|t1t2| e

ˆ
t2

z1
` pz1 ´ z2qpz3 ´ z2q

z2t1t2
´ t1

z3

˙
,(25)

rK211pt, zq “ p´1qδ1
|t1t2 ` z1|e

ˆ
´z1

z2
` z2t2 ´ z1z3

z1pz1 ` t1t2q ´ t1t2

z2
´ z2 ` t1z3

z3pz1 ` t1t2q

˙
.(26)

rK1111pt, zq “δUě0

p´1qδ1`δ2

?
U

ÿ

˘
e

ˆ
t2t3

z1
` pz1 ´ z3q

ˆ
1

t3z3
´ 1

t1z1

˙
` z1 ` z3

z2
(27)

` t1t2pz2 ` t3z3q
z2z3

˘
?
U

ˆ
1

t1z1
´ 1

z2
` 1

t3z3

˙˙
,

where

U “ pt1t2t3 ` z1 ´ z3q2 ` 4t1t3pz2 ` t2z3q,
while the Fourier-inverse Mellin transform of K31 is 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 c is large enough). With the inverse Mellin
transform we have

Hwpf, yq “
ż

R3

qKwpy, zq qfpy, zqdz, qfpy, zq :“
ż

Repµq“0

fpµqI´µ,δpyιqrIµ,δpzqdspecµ,

Analyzing qfpy, zq is trivial (if the effective support of f is large, then qf has small
effective support near eight points) and the GLp2q Bessel functions appearing in
qKwpy, zq are (the classical Bessel functions) K0p¨q, J0p¨q, Y0p¨q as opposed to the func-
tions Kµj´µk

p¨q, Jµj´µk
p¨q, Yµj´µk

p¨q 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 Hwpf, yq. (The present method offers a considerably simpler
expression than what appeared in that paper.)

b. To provide a bound on the Fourier transform of Hwpf, yq after applying Poisson
summation in the index variables m and n. At, say, w “ wl, using the Fourier-
inverse Mellin transform we have

ż

R3

ż

R3

Hwl
pf, pm1n3, m2n2, m3n1qq gpm,nqe

˜
3ÿ

i“1

pξimi ` ζiniq
¸
dmdn

“
ż

R3

ż

R3

rKwl
pt, zq rfpg,m, nqdtdz,
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rfpg,m, nq :“
ż

R3

ż

R3

qfpm1n3, m2n2, m3n1, zqgpm,nqe
˜

3ÿ

i“1

pξimi ` ζini ` min4´itiq
¸
dmdn.

Again, rfpg,m, nq is (relatively) trivial to analyze and rKwl
pt, zq is quite simple in most

cases.

1.3. Some notation. Let G :“ GLpn,Rq{R` and K :“ Opnq. As usual, we treat elements
of G as matrices and write Y Ă G for the diagonal matrices, Y ` Ă Y for the positive diagonal
matrices, UpRq Ă G for the upper-triangular unipotent matrices with standard generic
character ψI , W Ă G for the Weyl group, Uw “ U X pw´1UTwq and Uw “ U X pw´1Uwq.

As always, the left and right actions of the Weyl group on µ and δ are

I˚
µw ,δwpyq “ I˚

µ,δpwyw´1q “ I˚
w´1pµq,w´1pδqpyq,

where I˚
µ,δ :“ Iµ´ρ,δ 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
µw
i :“ pµwqi “ µiw “ µw´1piq “ w´1pµqi.
We extend the power function via the Iwasawa decomposition to

IIµ,δ,σpxykq “Iµ,δpyqΣδ,σσpkq, Σδ,σ :“ 1

|V |
ÿ

vPV
I´ρ,δpvqσpvq, σ P pK, V :“ Y X K,

and via the Bruhat decomposition on Gwl
:“ UpRqY UpRqT to

IBµ,δpxyuT q “Iµ,δpyq.
Lastly, we define a Whittaker-like power function on Gwl

by

IWµ,δpxyuT q “ψIpxqIµ,δpyq.
For an irreducible, unitary representation σ of K, the matrix-valued Jacquet-Whittaker

function of g P G is

Wσpg, µ, δq “
ż

UpRq
IIµ,δ,σpwlugqψIpuqdu,

where

ψIpxq “ e px1,2 ` x2,3 ` x3,4q , x P UpRq, e ptq :“ e2πit,

and wl 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 π are parameterized by the minimum weight of the irreducible representations
ofK occurring in π and share a common discrete parameter δ. The weight of a representation
of K is either trivial or parameterized either by a single integer 2 ď k1 P N or two integers
2 ď k2 ď k1 P N. For such weights, define Λ “ p0, 0, 0, 0q, Λ “

`
k1´1
2
,´k1´1

2
, 0, 0

˘
or

Λ “
`
k1´1
2
,´k1´1

2
, k2´1

2
,´k2´1

2

˘
, respectively, and we require δ1 ` δ2 ” k1 pmod 2q in the

second and third case and δ3 ` δ4 ” k2 pmod 4q in the third case (see [12, eq. (23)]).
We tend to, somewhat incorrectly, refer to Λ as the weight of the representation, and the
spectral parameters µ of automorphic forms in the family associated to Λ and δ satisfy
|Repµiq ´ Λi| ă 1

2
for i “ 1, . . . , 4 with µ1 ´ Λ1 “ µ2 ´ Λ2 in the second and third cases, and

µ3 ´ Λ3 “ µ4 ´ Λ4 in the third case. The tempered forms have Repµiq “ Λi, i “ 1, . . . , 4,
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and we take ia˚
0pΛq to be the set of all such µ. The principal series case is then Λ “ 0, while

the spherical case is Λ “ δ “ 0.
Write dspecµ for the spectral (Plancherel) measure on ia˚

0pΛq. With this notation, the
kernel integral appearing on the arithmetic/geometric side of the GLpnq Kuznetsov formula
(see [12, Sect. 3]) is

I0,0pyqH˚
wpf, y, gq “

ż

UwpRq

ż

ia˚
0

pΛq
fpµqWσpywug, µ, δqdspecµψIpuqdu,(28)

for a “nice” (e.g. Schwartz-class and holomorphic on a tube domain containing ia˚
0pΛq) test

function fpµq, and y, g P G. We generally restrict to y in that subset Yw of the diagonal
matrices Y where the integral is well-defined, viewing Uw as U{Uw.

We note that Proposition 2 of [12] should read

Kwpy, µ, δq “Kwιpṽyι,´µwl, δwlq,
where ṽ “ vwvw´1 with v P Y having all coordinates vi “ ´1, i “ 1, . . . , n. (The involution
wι is missing from the subscript in that paper.)

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

‚ The Interchange of Integrals Conjecture. If we were able to interchange the u and µ
integals in H˚

w we could conclude

I0,0pyqH˚
wpf, y, gq “

ż

ia˚
0

pΛq
fpµqKwpy,Λ, µ, δqWσpg, µ, δqdspecµ,(29)

for some function Kwpy,Λ, µ, δq defined by

Kwpy,Λ, µ, δqWσpg, µ, δq “
ż

UwpRq
Wσpywug, µ, δqψIpuqdu.(30)

Here we have applied [12, Prop. 1] which uses Shalika’s multiplicity one theorem
to separate the functions Kw and Wσ, and shows that Kw will not depend on σ 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 GLp4q Bessel functions Kwpy,Λ, µ, δq at w “ w121, w211 and w “
wl and the GLpnq Bessel functions at w “ wn,1 satisfy the Strong Interchange of
Integrals Conjecture. The Bessel function at w “ w22 satisfies the Weak Interchange
of Integrals Conjecture.

‚ The Analytic Continuation Conjecture. The Strong Interchange of Integrals Conjec-
ture implies the function Kwpy,Λ, µ, δq does not depend on Λ, as this is true of the
Whittaker function, which, with rapid convergence, implies that (30) at different Λ
is given by analytic continuation from Λ “ 0 (see [12, Prop. 3]). We drop Λ from the
notation and write Kwpy, µ, δq. Furthermore, the leftover Whittaker function can be
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removed from the Kuznetsov formulas by a Stone-Weierstrass-type theorem so that
H˚

wpf, y, gq becomes

I0,0pyqHwpf, yq “
ż

ia˚
0

pΛq
fpµqKwpy, µ, δqdspecµ.(31)

Theorem 8. The GLp4q 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 Kw should satisfy some partial differential equations inherited
from the action of the Casimir operators ∆i, i “ 2, . . . , n, on the Whittaker function.
These differential equations, which are conjecturally independent of δ, can then be
solved through the method of Frobenius to arrive at power series (really Frobenius
series) solutions Jwpy, µq and then Kw must be a linear combination of those, but
there are some complications for w different from the long Weyl element wl.
We extend Kw from Yw to Gw :“ UpRqYwpwUwpRqw´1q by the natural symmetry

Kw

`
uypwu1w´1q, µ, δ

˘
“ψIpuu1qKwpy, µ, δq,(32)

but still find ourselves short of symmetries. That is, for w ‰ wl, the total number
of coordinates in Gw 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

nÿ

i“2

aiXi ˝ p∆i ´ λiq

with ai “ aipλ2, . . . , λnq P Cry1, . . . , yn´1s and Xi an element of the commutative
algebra

Cr∆2, . . . ,∆n, E1,1, . . . , En´1,n´1s,
using the usual basis Ei,j of the Lie algebra of G; in the current paper, it seems that
the coefficients ai depending on y are, in fact, not necessary. The conjecture also
predicts the number of solutions to be |W {Ww| where Ww are those Weyl elements
that fix all y P Yw under conjugation.

‚ The Asymptotics Theorem of [12] computes the coefficients involved in writing Kw

as a linear combination of the Jw series at Λ “ 0, assuming all of the conjectures;
these are the first-term asymptotics of Kw as y Ñ 0 in Yw.

‚ The Direct Integral Representation Conjecture. Section 5.5.1 of [12] conjectures that
Kwpy, µ, δq “ Cpµ, δqIwpy, µ, δq for some constant Cpµ, δq where

Iwpy, µ, δq “
ż

UwpRq
IWµ,δpy, w, uqψIpuqdu.

On the results of this paper, the author would now strengthen the conjecture to
Cpµ, δq “ 1. As usual, 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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‚ 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 Jw 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 Jw function, and in partic-
ular the Kw 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 w22. Though we prove the Weak Interchange of Integrals
(existence of an integral kernel for the defining integral transform) for the w22 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: U22 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. Λ “ 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 w22 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 w211 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 w211, 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 GLp4q, 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 Cpµ, δq “ 1. (Though we don’t
prove it here, the same applies for GLp3q and GLp2q.) A simple heuristic justification
is that the Bruhat-based IBµ,δ power function (see section 2.1) is a limit of K-finite

power functions IIµ,δ,σ and the Jacquet integral of IBµ,δ is essentially the Whittaker-like

power function IWµ,δ. Thus the integral representation 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
IWµ,δ. 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.

2. 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

x “ Xpx1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6q :“

¨
˚̊
˝

1 x1 x2 x4
1 x3 x5

1 x6
1

˛
‹‹‚,(33)

y “ Y py1, y2, y3, y4q :“

¨
˚̊
˝

y1y2y3y4
y2y3y4

y3y4
y4

˛
‹‹‚,(34)

as well as

Kijpxq :“

¨
˚̊
˚̊
˝

Ii´1
1?

1`x2
´ x?

1`x2

Ij´i´1
x?
1`x2

1?
1`x2

I4´j

˛
‹‹‹‹‚
.

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

y “ Apa1, a2, a3, a4q :“

¨
˚̊
˝

a1{a2
a2{a3

a3{a4
a4

˛
‹‹‚.(35)
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The Weyl elements are permutation matrices, and when describing elements of W – S4

we occasionally use cycle notation, e.g.

wp1 4 2 3q “

¨
˚̊
˝

1
1

1
1

˛
‹‹‚“ w2,1,1,

which comes from the action on the standard basis

ewσpiq :“ wσei “ eσpiq “ e
iσ

´1 “ e
iw

´1
σ
, σ P S4.

2.1. Characters. We note that characters of UpRq have the form

ψm

¨
˚̊
˝

1 x1 x2 x4
1 x3 x5

1 x6
1

˛
‹‹‚“ e pm1x1 ` m2x3 ` m3x6q , e ptq “ e2πit,

for some m P R3. For y P Y , we also use the notation ψypxq “ ψIpyxy´1q “ ψ1,1,1pyxy´1q.
For the multiplicative character χℓ

s of Rˆ, notice that we have the usual properties of
power functions

χℓ
spaqχℓ1

s1paq “ χℓ`ℓ1

s`s1paq, χℓ
spaqχℓ

spa1q “ χℓ
spaa1q,

and all of the functions IIµ,δ, I
B
µ,δ, and IWµ,δ are eigenfunctions of the Casimir operators,

essentially for the same reason: In an expression

Ei1,i2 ˝ Ei2,i3 ˝ . . . ˝ Eir ,i1,

if any Eij has j ą i, then another must have j ă i, and vice versa, but after conjugating across
uT or k (as we may with bi-G-invariant operators), the restrictions to UY have EijI

I
µ,δ,σ “ 0

if j ą i, EijI
W
µ,δ “ 0 if j ă i and EijI

B
µ,δ “ 0 if j ‰ i.

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

Iµ,δpAp˘1, a2, a3, a4qq “ p˘1qδ1 rIµ,δpa2, a3, a4q.

2.2. Gamma Functions. In addition to the Gδpsq function defined above, we will need

Rηpsq “ iη
1

cos
πps ´ η1q

2
.

Notice that

Gηpsq “2p2πq´sRηpsqΓpsq.(36)

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:

Gℓps, t, ηq “Gℓps ` u, pt1 ´ u, . . . , tn ´ uq, ηq,(37)

GηpsqGηp1 ´ sq “p´1qη(38)

Rηps ` nq “inRη`npsq, n P Z,(39)

Rηpsq “p´1qηRηp´sq,(40)

RηpsqRηp1 ´ sq “1

2
p´1qη sinpπsq,(41)



BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GLpnq, II 15

res
s“n

1

Rηpsq “
"

2i
π

p´1qηin if n ” η ` 1 pmod 2q,
0 otherwise,

n P Z,(42)

RηpsqΓps ` nq “RηpsqΓpsq psqj “ 1

2
p2πqsGηpsq psqj ,(43)

where psqj “ Γps` jq{Γpsq is the (rising) Pochhammer symbol. Furthermore, Gηpsq is entire
except for simple poles at each s “ ´n, n P N0, n ” η pmod 2q with residue

res
s“´n

Gηpsq “ 2
p2πiqn
n!

.

The poles of 1{Gηpsq are at s “ n, n P N, n ” η ` 1 pmod 2q by the symmetry (38).
We note that Stirling’s formula implies

log|Γpσ ` itq| “ log Γpσq `
ˆ
σ ´ 1

2

˙
log

ˇ̌
ˇ̌1 ` i

t

σ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ´ |t| arctan |t|

σ
` O

ˆ
1

σ

˙
,

for σ ą 0 and t P R, so that

|Γpσ ` itq| —ǫΓpσq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌1 ` i

t

σ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌σ´ 1

2 exp

ˆ
´|t| arctan |t|

σ

˙
,(44)

for σ ą ǫ ą 0 and t P R. We refer to Γpσq as the “factorial part”, the factor
ˇ̌
1 ` i t

σ

ˇ̌
σ´ 1

2 as the

“polynomial part”, and the factor exp
´

´|t| arctan |t|
σ

¯
as the exponential part of Stirling’s

formula.

2.3. Hypergeometric Series. The (generalized) hypergeometric series for p, q P N0, a P
C

p, b P C
q, z P C is defined by

pFq

ˆ
a1, . . . , ap;
b1, . . . , bq;

z

˙
:“

8ÿ

n“0

zn

n!

pa1qn ¨ ¨ ¨ papq
n

pb1qn ¨ ¨ ¨ pbqqn
,

provided the series converges. We sometimes use the completed (“regularized”) series

pF
˚
q

ˆ
a1, . . . , ap;
b1, . . . , bq;

z

˙
:“

8ÿ

n“0

zn

n!

pa1qn ¨ ¨ ¨ papq
n

Γpb1 ` nq ¨ ¨ ¨Γpbq ` nq “ pFq

ˆ
a1, . . . , ap;
b1, . . . , bq;

z

˙
{

qź

i“1

Γpbiq,

which has no poles (when it converges). Finally, the fully completed

pF
:
q

ˆ
a1, . . . , ap;
b1, . . . , bq;

z

˙
:“

˜
pź

i“1

Γpsq
¸

pF
˚
q

ˆ
a1, . . . , ap;
b1, . . . , bq;

z

˙
,

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

2F
˚
1

ˆ
a1, a2;
b1;

1

˙
“ Γpb1 ´ a1 ´ a2q
Γpb1 ´ a1qΓpb1 ´ a2q [2, eq. (1)],(45)

pFq

ˆ
0, a2, . . . , ap;
b1, . . . , bq;

z

˙
“1,(46)
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for ´1 ď n P Z with a, b, c, d, e, f R Z,

4F
˚
3

ˆ
a, b, c, d;
´n, e, f ; 1

˙
(47)

“
8ÿ

k“n`1

paqk pbqk pcqk pdqk
Γpk ` 1qΓpk ´ nqΓpe ` kqΓpf ` kq

“
8ÿ

k“0

Γpa` k ` n ` 1qΓpb` k ` n ` 1qΓpc` k ` n ` 1qΓpd` k ` n ` 1q
Γpk ` n` 2qΓpk ` 1qΓpe` k ` n` 1qΓpf ` k ` n` 1qΓpaqΓpbqΓpcqΓpdq

“ paqn`1 pbqn`1 pcqn`1 pdqn`1 4F
˚
3

ˆ
1 ` n` a, 1 ` n ` b, 1 ` n` c, 1 ` n` d;

2 ` n, 1 ` n` e, 1 ` n ` f ;
1

˙
,

for m,n P N0 with a, b, c, d, e R Z,

4F
˚
3

ˆ
´m, a, b, c;

´m ´ n, d, e;
1

˙
“ 0.(48)

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

(49)

f̂ps, ℓq :“
ż

R

fpxqχℓ
s´1pxqdx

“
ż 8

0

`
fpxq ` p´1qℓfp´xq

˘
xs´1dx,

then Mellin inversion becomes

fpxq “ 1

2

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u

ż

Repsq“ 1

2

f̂ps, ℓqχℓ
´spxq ds

2πi
.(50)

As in [10, eq. (3.17)], we have

(51)

e pxq “ lim
θÑ π

2

´

ż

Repsq“c

|2πx|´seisθ sgnpxqΓ psq ds

2πi
,

“ lim
θÑ π

2

´

1

2

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u

ż

Repsq“c

cospθs ´ π
2
ℓq

Rℓpsq
χℓ

´spxqGℓpsq
ds

2πi

for x ‰ 0 and c ą 0, so in a formal sense,

peps, ℓq “ Gℓpsq.
For a, b P R

ˆ and |Repµq| ă 1,
ż 8

´8
χ
η
s´1pxqe

ˆ
ax ` b

x

˙
dx “χη

´ s
2

paqχ0
s
2

pbqZη
s pabq.(52)

which follows from [18, 3.871.1-4, 8.403.1]. Note that Zη`2
s paq “ Zη

s paq.
For a ą 0 and |Repsq| ă 2c ă 1, by [18, 17.43.16, 17.43.18],

Zη
t p´aq “2iδ

ż

Repsq“c

cos
π

2
pt´ ηqΓ

ˆ
s ` t

2

˙
Γ

ˆ
s ´ t

2

˙`
4π2a

˘´s ds

2πi
,

Zη
t p`aq “2iδ

ż

Repsq“c

cos
π

2
p2s ´ ηqΓ

ˆ
s ` t

2

˙
Γ

ˆ
s ´ t

2

˙`
4π2a

˘´s ds

2πi
.
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It follows that for η P t0, 1u, ℓ P Z,

pZη
t ps, ℓq “Gℓ

ˆ
s,

ˆ
t

2
,´ t

2

˙
, pη, 0q

˙
.

Furthermore, for any δ1, δ2 P t0, 1u, ℓ P Z, we have the more symmetric

pZη1`η2
t ps, ℓ ` η2q “Gℓ

ˆ
s,

ˆ
t

2
,´ t

2

˙
, pη1, η2q

˙
.(53)

Note: In the case of the J-Bessel function, i.e. Zη
t p`aq, the Mellin expansion converges

absolutely if the tails of the contour are bent to pass to the left of Repsq “ 0, which implies
the integral over Repsq “ c converges conditionally by contour shifting. The K-Bessel
function case has exponential convergence.

From the definition of the Euler beta function Bpa, bq and some trigonometry, we have

(54)

ż

R

χ
η1
s1´1pxqχη2

s2´1p1 ´ xqdx

“ Bps1, s2q ` p´1qη2Bp1 ´ s1 ´ s2, s2q ` p´1qη1Bps1, 1 ´ s1 ´ s2q

“ Gη1ps1qGη2ps2q
Gη1`η2ps1 ` s2q

.

2.5. The J-Bessel Power Series. Let w P W rel. Define Yw to be the set of Y matrices
which satisfy the “compatibility condition” ψypwuw´1q “ ψIpuq for all u P UwpRq, and set
Gw :“ UpRqYw

`
wUwpRqw´1

˘
. Then the J-Bessel power series (Frobenius series) is defined

on Gw as the solution to the Bessel differential equations [12, Sect. 4] satisfying

J˚
wpuypwu1w´1q, µq “ψIpuu1qJwpy, µq, u P UpRq, u1 P UwpRq,(55)

J˚
wpy, µq „Iµ,0pyq(56)

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

Jwpy, µq “ J˚
wpy, µq{Λwpµq

and

Jwpy, µ, δq :“I0,δpyqJwpy, µq,(57)

where

Λwpµwlq “
ź

jăk
kwăjw

p2πqµj´µkΓ p1 ` µk ´ µjq .(58)

2.6. The Asymptotics Theorem. The Asymptotics Theorem of [12, Sect. 4] is an evalu-
ation of the constants Cwpµ, δq occurring in the power series expansion

Kwpy, µ, δq “
ÿ

w1PW {Ww

Cwpµw1

, δw
1qJwpy, µw1

, δw
1q.(59)

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

C˚
wpµwl, δwlq “

ź

jăk
kwăjw

p´1qδkGδj`δkpµj ´ µkq,

then Cwpµ, δq “ ΛwpµqC˚
wpµ, δq.

Explicitly, these combine to

Cwpµ, δq “
ź

pj,kqPSw

p´1qδjπ
Rδj`δkp1 ` µj ´ µkq ,(60)

where

S31 “tp1, 4q, p2, 4q, p3, 4qu,
S22 “tp1, 3q, p2, 3q, p1, 4q, p2, 4qu,
S121 “tp1, 2q, p1, 3q, p1, 4q, p2, 4q, p3, 4qu,
S211 “tp1, 3q, p1, 4q, p2, 3q, p2, 4q, p3, 4qu,
S1111 “tp1, 2q, p1, 3q, p1, 4q, p2, 3q, p2, 4q, p3, 4qu.

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

U 31 “

¨
˚̊
˝

1 x1 x2 x4
1 0 0

1 0
1

˛
‹‹‚, U22 “

¨
˚̊
˝

1 0 x2 x4
1 x3 x5

1 0
1

˛
‹‹‚,

U 121 “

¨
˚̊
˝

1 x1 x2 x4
1 0 x5

1 x6
1

˛
‹‹‚, U 211 “

¨
˚̊
˝

1 x1 x2 x4
1 x3 x5

1 0
1

˛
‹‹‚

3.1. Iwasawa Decompositions. For convenience of notation, we write

ξA :“
ź

iPA

b
1 ` x2i ,

and we drop the set notation and commas so that, e.g.

ξ136 “
b

1 ` x21

b
1 ` x23

b
1 ` x26.

After carefully choosing the coordinates of x P Uw as in [12, Sect. 8], the Iwasawa
decompositions of each wx are

w31X px1, x2ξ1, 0, x4ξ12, 0, 0q “

X

ˆ
´x1x2

ξ1
,´x1x4

ξ12
,´x2x4

ξ2
,
x1

ξ2124
,
x2

ξ1ξ
2
24

,
x4

ξ12ξ
2
4

˙
Y

ˆ
ξ2

ξ1
,
ξ4

ξ2
,

1

ξ12ξ
2
4

, ξ124

˙

ˆ K34px4qK24px2qK14px1qw31
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w22X p0, x2ξ3, x3, x2x3x5 ` x4ξ25, x5ξ3, 0q “

X

ˆ
´x3x5

ξ3
´ x2x4ξ5

ξ23
,´x3x4x5

ξ235ξ
2
4

` x2

ξ3ξ
2
24

,
x4

ξ25ξ
2
4

,
x3

ξ235
,
x5

ξ3ξ
2
5

,
x2x3

ξ3
` x4x5ξ2

ξ35

˙

ˆ Y

ˆ
ξ45

ξ23
,

1

ξ25ξ
2
4

,
ξ24

ξ35
, ξ35

˙
K23px4qK13px2qK24px5qK14px3qw22

w121X

ˆ
x1, x2ξ1, 0, x4ξ12,

x1x4 ´ x1x2x6ξ4

ξ12
` x5ξ46

ξ1
,
x2x4 ` x6ξ4

ξ2

˙
“

X

ˆ
x5ξ1

ξ46ξ
2
5

,
x6ξ2

ξ4ξ
2
6

,
x5x6ξ2

ξ16
´ x1x2

ξ1
,
x4

ξ12ξ
2
4

,
x1

ξ212
´ x1x2x4x6

ξ4ξ
2
12

` x4x5ξ6

ξ24ξ
2
1

,
x2

ξ1ξ
2
2

` x4x6

ξ14ξ
2
2

˙

ˆ Y

ˆ
ξ1

ξ46ξ
2
5

,
ξ25

ξ16
,
ξ6

ξ14ξ
2
2

, ξ124

˙
K12px5qK13px6qK14px4qK34px2qK24px1qw121

w211X

ˆ
x1, x2ξ1,

x1x2 ` x3ξ2

ξ1
, x4ξ12,

x2x3x4 ` x1x4ξ2 ` x5ξ34

ξ1
, 0

˙
“

X

ˆ
´x2x4

ξ2
´ x3x5ξ4

ξ23
,
x3ξ1

ξ2ξ
2
35

´ x2x4x5ξ1

ξ234ξ
2
5

,
x5ξ1

ξ34ξ
2
5

,
x2

ξ14ξ
2
2

,
x4

ξ12ξ
2
4

,
x1

ξ21
` x2x3

ξ2ξ
2
1

` x4x5ξ3

ξ24ξ
2
1

˙

ˆ Y

ˆ
ξ45

ξ23
,
ξ1

ξ34ξ
2
5

,
ξ35

ξ24ξ
2
1

, ξ124

˙
K23px5qK13px3qK24px4qK14px2qK34px1qw211

w1111X

ˆ
x1, x2ξ1,

x1x2 ` x3ξ2

ξ1
, x4ξ12,

x2x3x4 ` x1x4ξ2 ` x5ξ34

ξ1
,
x2x4ξ3 ` x3x5ξ4 ` x6ξ45

ξ23

˙
“

X

ˆ
x6ξ23

ξ45ξ
2
6

,
x5ξ1

ξ34ξ
2
5

,
x3ξ15 ` x5x6ξ1

ξ25ξ
2
3

,
x4

ξ12ξ
2
4

,
x3x4x5 ` x2ξ34 ` x4x6ξ5

ξ134ξ
2
2

,
x1ξ24 ` x2x3ξ4 ` x4x5ξ3

ξ24ξ
2
1

˙

ˆ Y

ˆ
ξ23

ξ45ξ
2
6

,
ξ16

ξ25ξ
2
3

,
ξ35

ξ24ξ
2
1

, ξ124

˙
K12px6qK13px5qK23px3qK14px4qK24px2qK34px1qw1111

3.2. Bruhat Decompositions. Note that we can compute the decomposition g “ xyuT

from the Bruhat decomposition of gwl “ xywx1 by setting uT “ wlx
1wl when gwl lies in the

long-element Weyl cell w “ wl, which is true outside a set of measure zero. We start by
parameterizing Gwl

“ UpRqY UpRqT with coordinates

g “xyuT ,(61)

x, u P UpRq, y P Y using the coordinates (33) and similar for u and for y, we use the
coordinates (35).

The Bruhat decompositions of wx for x P Uw (using the original coordinates) are

w31x “X
ˆ

´x2

x1
, 0,´x4

x2
, 0, 0,

1

x4

˙
A p´1, x1 ´ x2, x4qX

ˆ
1

x1
,
1

x2
,
x1

x2
,
1

x4
,
x1

x4
,
x2

x4

˙T

,

w22x “X
ˆ

´x4

x2
,´x5

ζ1
,
x3

ζ1
, 0,

1

x5
,
x4

x5

˙
A p1,´x2,´ζ1, x5qX

ˆ
´x3

x2
,´x5

ζ1
,
x4

ζ1
, 0,

1

x5
,
x3

x5

˙T

,

w121x “X
ˆ

´x1

ζ3
,´x2

ζ2
,´x2x5

ζ2
,
1

x4
,
x5

x4
,
x6

x4

˙
A p´1, ζ3, ζ2, x4q

ˆ X

ˆ
´x5

ζ3
,´x6

ζ2
,´x1x6

ζ2
,
1

x4
,
x1

x4
,
x2

x4

˙T

,
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w211x “X
ˆ

´ζ4

ζ5
,
x4

ζ1
,´x2

ζ1
, 0,

1

x4
,
x5

x4

˙
A p´1, ζ5, ζ1, x4qX

ˆ
´x3

ζ5
,´x5

ζ1
,
ζ4

ζ1
,
1

x4
,
x1

x4
,
x2

x4

˙T

w1111x “X
ˆ

´ζ5

ζ6
,´x2

ζ1
,
ζ2

ζ1
,
1

x4
,
x6

x4
,
x5

x4

˙
A p1,´ζ6, ζ1, x4qX

ˆ
´ζ7

ζ6
,´x5

ζ1
,
ζ4

ζ1
,
1

x4
,
x1

x4
,
x2

x4

˙T

,

where

ζ1 “x3x4 ´ x2x5, ζ2 “x4 ´ x2x6, ζ3 “x4 ´ x1x5 ´ x2x6, ζ4 “x4 ´ x1x5,

ζ5 “x2 ´ x1x3, ζ6 “x4 ´ x1x5 ´ x2x6 ` x1x3x6, ζ7 “x5 ´ x3x6.

4. Differential Equations and Power Series

In this section, we give constructions (proofs) on GLp4q of the Bessel functions described
in the Differential Equations and Power Series Conjecture, ignoring the degenerate cases
µi ´ µj P Z, i ‰ j. As mentioned above, for brevity, we drop commas in subscripts where
possible, i.e. writing E11 rather than E1,1

Parameterizing Gwl
using the coordinates of (61) with (33) for x and u, while using (34)

for y at |y4| “ 1 (i.e. in GLp4,Rq{R`), the differential operators Eij acting on functions of
Gwl

have the form

pEijqi,j “

¨
˚̊
˝

y1By1 y1Bx1
y1y2Bx2

y1y2y3Bx4

Bu1
y2By2 ´ y1By1 y2Bx3

` y2x1Bx2
y2y3Bx5

` y2y3x1Bx4

Bu2
Bu3

` u1Bu2
y3By3 ´ y2By2 y3Bx6

` y3x2Bx4
` y3x3Bx5

Bu4
Bu5

` u1Bu4
Bu6

` u2Bu4
` u3Bu5

´y3By3

˛
‹‹‚,(62)

which may be computed either directly (write xyuT expptEq “ xy expptuTEu´T quT and
then write uTEu´T “ ř

i,j fijpuqEij; the UY U
T decomposition of xy expptEijquT is trivial)

or using the appropriate modification of [11, App. B].
If we renormalize the Casimir operators slightly to define

∆1 “
ÿ

1ďiď4

Eii,

´2∆2 “
ÿ

1ďi,jď4

Eij ˝ Eji,

3∆3 “
ÿ

1ďi,j,kď4

Eij ˝ Ejk ˝Eki ` 4∆2,

´4∆4 “
ÿ

1ďi,j,k,lď4

Eij ˝ Ejk ˝ Ekl ˝ Eli ´ 12∆3 ` ∆2,

then the eigenvalues of the power function ∆iIµ,δ “ λipµqIµ,δ are
λ1pµq “0,

λ2pµq “5

2
´ µ2

1 ` µ2
2 ` µ2

3 ` µ2
4

2
,

λ3pµq “µ1µ2µ3 ` µ1µ2µ4 ` µ1µ3µ4 ` µ2µ3µ4,

λ4pµq “41

16
´ µ4

1 ` µ4
2 ` µ4

3 ` µ4
4

4
.
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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 w31. We have

W31 “
 
I, wp1 2q, wp2 3q, wp3 2 1q, wp1 2 3q, wp1 3q

(
,

and Y31 is characterized by y1 “ y2 “ 1. We consider a test function of the form

fpxyuT q “ e px1 ` x2 ` x3 ` u6q fpy1, y2, y3, u1, u2, u4q,

and find that J31py, µq is annihilated by the operator

(63)

`
4p∆4 ´ λ4q ` 2p3 ` 2E44q ˝ p∆3 ´ λ3q

´p4E44 ˝ p3 ` E44q ` 2∆2 ` 2λ2 ´ 1q ˝ p∆2 ´ λ2q
˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

“
`
4y43B4

y3
` 4λ2y

2
3B2

y3
` 4pλ3 ´ 2λ2qy3By3

`
`
4
`
16π4y3 ´ λ4

˘
´ 6λ3 ` 2λ22 ´ λ2

˘˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

whose kernel has dimension at most 4 “ |W {W31|. Comparing the powers of y3 not offset by a
derivative By3, it becomes somewhat more convenient to work in the variable t “ 16π4y3, and
in that variable, the power series (Frobenius series) coefficients satisfy a recurrence relation

am´1 ` mpµ1 ´ µ4 ` mqpµ2 ´ µ4 ` mqpµ3 ´ µ4 ` mqam “ 0,

and hence for y P Y31, we have (2).

4.2. Differential equations and power series for w22. We have

W22 “
 
I, wp1 2q, wp3 4q, wp1 2qp3 4q

(
,

and Y22 is characterized by y1 “ y3 “ 1. We consider a test function of the form

fpxyuT q “ e px1 ` x2 ` x3 ` u6 ´ u3u4q fpy1, y2, y3, u1, u3q,

and find that J22py, µq is annihilated by the operator
(64)`
A2

``
∆2 ` λ2 ´ 2A2 ´ 5

˘
p∆2 ´ λ2q ´ 4p∆4 ´ λ4q

˘
` p∆3 ` λ3qp∆3 ´ λ3q

˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

“
`
y62B6

y2
` 3y52B5

y2
` 2λ2y

4
2B4

y2
´ 4λ2y

3
2B3

y2
` p4λ4 ´ λ22 ` 19λ2 ´ 64π4y2qy22B2

y2

`3
`
´4λ4 ` λ22 ´ 15λ2 ` 32π4y2

˘
y2By2 `

`
16λ4 ´ λ23 ´ 4λ22 ` 52λ2 ´ 96π4y2

˘˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

,

A :“ E11 ` E22 ´ 2,

whose kernel has dimension at most 6 “ |W {W22|. In the variable t “ 16π4y2, the power
series coefficients satisfy a recurrence relation

2pµ1 ` µ2 ` mqp´1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` 2mqam´1 “
mp2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` mqpµ1 ´ µ3 ` mqpµ1 ´ µ4 ` mqpµ2 ´ µ3 ` mqpµ2 ´ µ4 ` mqam,

and hence for y P Y22, we have (3).



22 JACK BUTTCANE

4.3. Differential equations and power series for w121. We have

W121 “
 
I, wp2 3q

(
,

and Y121 is characterized by y2 “ 1. We consider a test function of the form

fpxyuT q “ e px1 ` x2 ` x3 ` u4 ` u5 ´ u2u1q fpy1, y2, y3, u2q,

and find that J121py, µq is annihilated by the operators

pp∆3 ´ λ3q ` pE22 ` E33qp∆2 ´ λ2qq f |x“u“I

“
`
y31B3

y1
´ y33B3

y3
´ y21y3B2

y1
By3 ` y1y

2
3By1B2

y3
` λ2y1By1 ´ λ2y3By3

´
`
λ3 ` 8π3ipy3 ` y1q

˘˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

,

(65)

`
4p∆4 ´ λ4q ` 2p2E11 ´ 3qqp∆3 ´ λ3q

´p4E2
11 ´ 12E11 ` 2∆2 ` 2λ2 ´ 1qp∆2 ´ λ2q

˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

“
`
4y41B4

y1
´ 32π3iy1y3By3 ` 4λ2y

2
1B2

y1
´ 4pλ3 ` 2λ2 ` 8π3iy1qy1By1

`
`
´4λ4 ` 6λ3 ` 2λ22 ´ λ2 ` 64π3iy1

˘˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

.

(66)

Switching to the variables t1 “ 8π3iy1, t2 “ 8π3iy3 simplifies the differential operators
somewhat, and it can be shown that J121py, µq satisfies a (somewhat complicated) twelfth-
order differential equation in t1 alone, whose solution then determines the function in t2 (up
to a constant), giving (a basis of) 12 “ |W {W121| solutions. In the t variables, the power
series coefficients satisfy the recurrence relations

a121,m1,m2´1 ` a121,m1´1,m2
“

`
m1pµ1 ´ µ2 ` m1qpµ1 ´ µ3 ` m1q ´ m2pµ2 ´ µ4 ` m2qpµ3 ´ µ4 ` m2q

` m1m2p2µ2 ` 2µ3 ´ m1 ` m2q
˘
a121,m1,m2

,

pµ1 ´ µ4 ` m1 ` m2qa121,m1´1,m2
“ m1pµ1 ´ µ2 ` m1qpµ1 ´ µ3 ` m1qpµ1 ´ µ4 ` m1qa121,m1,m2

.

Substituting

a121,m1,m2
“ Γp1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` m1 ` m2q
m1!Γp1 ` µ1 ´ µ2 ` m1qΓp1 ` µ1 ´ µ3 ` m1qΓp1 ` µ1 ´ µ4 ` m1qbm2

into the first recurrence gives

bm2´1 “ ´m2pµ1 ´ µ4 ` m2qpµ2 ´ µ4 ` m2qpµ3 ´ µ4 ` m2qbm2
,

and hence for y P Y121, we have (4).

4.4. Differential equations and power series for w211. The story for w211 is a bit more
complicated; we have

W211 “
 
I, wp1 2q

(
,

and Y211 is characterized by y1 “ 1. We consider a test function of the form

fpxyuT q “ e px1 ` x2 ` x3 ` u3 ` u4q fpy1, y2, y3, u1q,
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and find that J211py, µq is annihilated by the operators

pp∆3 ´ λ3q ` pE11 ` E22 ´ 2qp∆2 ´ λ2qq f |x“u“I

“
`
4y23B2

y3
´ y32B3

y2
´ 2y2y

2
3By2B2

y3
` 2y22y3B2

y2
By3 ´ 2y2y3By2By3 ´ pλ2 ´ 8π2y3qy2By2

´
`
λ3 ´ 2λ2 ` 8π2pπiy2 ` 2y3q

˘˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

,

(67)

`
´4p∆4 ´ λ4q ´ 2p2E44 ` 1qp∆3 ´ λ3q

`
`
4E2

44 ` 4E44 ´ 4E33 ´ 16π2y3 ´ 9 ` 2∆2 ` 2λ2
˘

p∆2 ´ λ2q
˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

“
`
´4y32B3

y2
´ 4y43B4

y3
` 8y22y3B2

y2
By3 ´ 8y2y

2
3By2B2

y3
` 16π2y22y3B2

y2
´ 8y2y3By2By3

` 4p4 ´ λ2 ` 8π2y3qy23B2
y3

´ 4λ2y2By2 ´ 4pλ3 ´ 2λ2 ` 8π2y3qy3By3

`
`
λ2p9 ´ 2λ2 ` 16π2y3q ` 2λ3 ` 4λ4 ´ 32π2pπiy2 ` y3 ` 2π2y23q

˘˘
f
ˇ̌
x“u“I

.

(68)

Switching to the variables t1 “ 8π3iy2, t2 “ 4π2y3 simplifies the differential operators some-
what, and by the method of Frobenius, any series solution of the form

fptq “ |t1|s1 |t2|s2
8ÿ

m1“0

8ÿ

m2“0

a211,m1,m2
tm1

1 tm2

2

satisfies s1 “ 2 ` µw
1 ` µw

2 , s2 “ 3
2

´ µw
4 for some w P W , hence there are |W {W211| “ 12

Frobenius series solutions (i.e. solutions that are well-behaved near y3 “ y2 “ 0). Taking
s1 “ 2 ` µ1 ` µ2, s2 “ 3

2
´ µ4, the coefficients in general satisfy the recurrence relations

am1´1,m2
´ 2 pµ1 ` µ2 ` m1q am1,m2´1 “

p´m1 pµ1 ´ µ3 ` m1q pµ2 ´ µ3 ` m1q ´ 2m2 pµ1 ` µ2 ` m1q pµ3 ´ µ4 ` m2 ´ m1qq am1,m2
,

(69)

am1´1,m2`1 ´ am1,m2´1 “
´
2m2 p´2µ4 ` m2 ` 1q ` m1 p3 ´ 2µ3 ´ 2µ4 ` m1q ` pµ1 ` µ3 ` 1q pµ2 ` µ3 ` 1q

` 2pµ1 ` µ2qp2 ´ µ4q
¯
am1,m2

´
´

pm2 ` 1q pµ1 ´ µ4 ` m2 ` 1q pµ2 ´ µ4 ` m2 ` 1q pµ3 ´ µ4 ` m2 ` 1q
` pµ1 ` µ2 ` m1q p2m2p2 ` µ3 ´ µ4 ` m2 ´ m1q ´ m1p2 ` 2µ3 ´ m1qq

` m1 pµ3p4 ´ µ4q ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` µ1µ2q ` 2pµ1 ` µ2qp1 ` µ3 ´ µ4q
¯
am1,m2`1

Finally, subtracting the first from 1
4
times the second at m2 ÞÑ m2 ´ 1 gives

(70)

m2pµ1 ´ µ4 ` m2qpµ2 ´ µ4 ` m2qpµ3 ´ µ4 ` m2qam1,m2
` am1,m2´2 “

`
2µ2

1 ` µ1 ` µ2 p5µ1 ` 2µ2 ` 1q ` µ3 p´2µ3 ´ 3µ4 ` 2q ` pm1 ` 1q p2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` m1q
` 2 pm2 ´ 1q pm2 ´ 2µ4q ` 1

˘
am1,m2´1.

Define

a˚
211,m1,m2

pµq :“ p´1qm1

m1!m2! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm1
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm1

p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qm2

ˆ 3F2

ˆ
´m1, 1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` m1, µ4 ´ µ3 ´ m2;

1 ` µ1 ´ µ3, 1 ` µ2 ´ µ3;
1

˙
,

(71)
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b˚
211,m1,m2

pµq :“ p´1qm1

m1!m2! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3qm1

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm2

ˆ 3F2

ˆ
µ3 ´ µ1 ´ m1, 1 ` µ2 ´ µ4 ` m1,´m2;

1 ` µ2 ´ µ4, 1 ` µ3 ´ µ4;
1

˙
,

(72)

c˚
211,m1,m2

pµq :“ p´1qm1

m1!m2! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3qm1

p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qm2

ˆ 3F2

ˆ
´m1, 1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` m1,´m2;

1 ` µ1 ´ µ4, 1 ` µ2 ´ µ4;
1

˙
.

(73)

Clearly a˚
211,0,0pµq “ b˚

211,0,0pµq “ c˚
211,0,0pµq “ 1 by (46), but we claim that

a˚
211,m1,m2

pµq “b˚
211,m1,m2

pµq “ c˚
211,m1,m2

pµq,(74)

for m P N2
0, and these solve (69) and (70). Hence we have (5), using

a211,m1,m2
pµq “ p8π3iqm1p4π2qm2a˚

211,m1,m2
pµq{Λ211pµq.

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 a˚

211,m1,m2
pµq “ 0 whenever m1 ă 0 or m2 ă 0, but we can avoid

checking base cases by applying mj! “ Γpmj ` 1q (the Pochhammer symbols may similarly
be expressed in terms of gamma functions), which naturally enforces this condition (treating
a˚
211,m1,m2

pµq as a meromorphic function of m1, m2).
We now show a˚

211,m1,m2
pµq solves (69) and (70). One recurrence relation for 3F2 at 1 is

[1, eq. (4.3)]
(75)

0 “pa3 ´ b1 ` 1qpa3 ´ b2 ` 1q3F2

ˆ
a1, a2, a3;
b1, b2;

1

˙

´ pb1b2 ` pa3 ` 1qp3a3 ´ 2b1 ´ 2b2 ` 4q ´ pa3 ´ a2 ` 1qpa3 ´ a1 ` 1qq3F2

ˆ
a1, a2, a3 ` 1;

b1, b2;
1

˙

` pa3 ` 1qpa3 ` a2 ` a1 ´ b1 ´ b2 ` 2q3F2

ˆ
a1, a2, a3 ` 2;

b1, b2;
1

˙
,

and taking

(76)
a1 “ ´ m1, a2 “1 ` 2µ1 ` 2µ2 ` m1, a3 “µ4 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´ 1,

b1 “1 ` µ1 ´ µ3, b2 “1 ` µ2 ´ µ3,

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

(77)

0 “a1 3F2

ˆ
a1 ` 1, a2, a3;

b1, b2;
1

˙
´ a2 3F2

ˆ
a1, a2 ` 1, a3;

b1, b2;
1

˙
` pa2 ´ a1q3F2

ˆ
a1, a2, a3;
b1, b2;

1

˙
.

Showing (69) now becomes essentially a linear algebra problem. Let C1 be the right-hand
side of (77) after substituting a2 ÞÑ a2 ´ 1, let C2 be the result of swapping a1 and a3 in C1,
let C3 be the result of substituting a3 ÞÑ a3 ` 1 in C2, and finally, let C4 be the result of
substituting a2 ÞÑ a2 ´ 1 in the right-hand side of (75). Then

A1C1 ` A2pA3C2 ´ A4pA5C3 ´ C4qq “ 0,



BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GLpnq, II 25

where

A1 “pb1 ´ a2qpb2 ´ a2q,

A2 “1 ` a1 ´ a2

a2 ´ 1
,

A3 “p1 ` a3qp4 ` 3a3 ´ 2b1 ´ 2b2q ´ p2 ´ a2 ` a3qp2 ` a2 ` 2a3 ´ b1 ´ b2q ` b1b2,

A4 “a3,
A5 “1 ` a1 ` a2 ` a3 ´ b1 ´ b2.

Writing this out gives the relation

0 “ ´ ppa2 ´ 1qA1 ` p1 ` a1 ´ a2qA3q3F2

ˆ
a1, a2, a3;
b1, b2;

1

˙
` p1 ` a1 ´ a2qa3A5 3F2

ˆ
a1, a2, a3 ` 1;

b1, b2;
1

˙

´ a1A1 3F2

ˆ
a1 ` 1, a2 ´ 1, a3;

b1, b2;
1

˙
,

and taking the values (76), this implies (69), after some algebra.
That b˚

211,m1,m2
pµq and c˚

211,m1,m2
pµq solve (69) and (70) is seen by replacing (76) with the

appropriate substitutions in (75) and (77).

4.5. Differential equations and power series for w1111. In the case of the long Weyl
element, we have W1111 “ tIu, Y1111 “ Y , the symmetries

fpxyuT q “ e px1 ` x3 ` x6 ` u1 ` u3 ` u6q fpy1, y2, y3q,
and J1111py, µq is annihilated by the operators

p∆2 ´ λ2qf |x“u“I

“
`
4π2py1 ` y2 ` y3q ´ λ2 ´ y21B2

y1
` y1y2By1By2 ´ y22B2

y2
` y2y3By2By3 ´ y23B2

y3

˘
f |x“u“I

(78)

p∆3 ´ λ3qf |x“u“I

“
`
´λ3 ` y21y2B2

y1
By2 ´ 2y21B2

y1
´ y1y

2
2By1B2

y2
` 4π2y2py3 ´ y1qBy2 ` 4π2y1y2By1

` y1y2By1By2 ` 8π2py1 ´ y3q ` y22y3B2
y2

By3 ´ y2y
2
3By2B2

y3
´ 4π2y2y3By3

´ y2y3By2By3 ` 2y23B2
y3

˘
f |x“u“I

(79)

p∆4 ´ λ4qf |x“u“I “
´
8π4

`
y21 ` y22 ` y23 ` 2y1y2 ` 2y2y3

˘
´ π2 p13y1 ` y2 ` 13y3q ´ λ4

` 1
2
y41B4

y1
´ y31y2B3

y1
By2 ` 2y31B3

y1
` 3

2
y21y

2
2B2

y1
B2
y2

´ y1y
3
2By1B3

y2
´ 3y21y2B2

y1
By2

´ 1
4
y21

`
16π2py1 ` y2q ´ 17

˘
B2
y1

´ 1
4
y22

`
16π2py1 ` y2 ` y3q ´ 5

˘
B2
y2

` 4π2y1y2y3By1By3 ´ 4π2y2p´2y1 ` y2 ´ 2y3qBy2 ´ 4π2y1py1 ` y2qBy1

` 1
4
y1y2

`
16π2py1 ` y2q ´ 5

˘
By1By2 ` 1

2
y42B4

y2
´ y32y3B3

y2
By3 ` 2y32B3

y2
` 3

2
y22y

2
3B2

y2
B2
y3

´ y2y
3
3By2B3

y3
´ 1

4
y23

`
16π2py2 ` y3q ´ 17

˘
B2
y3

´ 3y2y
2
3By2B2

y3
´ 4π2y3py2 ` y3qBy3

` 1
4
y2y3

`
16π2py2 ` y3q ´ 5

˘
By2By3 ` 1

2
y43B4

y3
` 2y33B3

y3

¯
f |x“u“I .

(80)

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 GLpnq are characterized by

ampµq “p4π2qm1`...`mn´1Gn,mpµq,
Gn,0pµq “1,

Rn,kpµqGn,kpµq “
n´1ÿ

j“1

Gn,k´ejpµq,

where Gn,mpµq “ 0 when any mi ă 0 and

Rn,kpµq “ 1

2

nÿ

j“1

`
pkj ´ kj´1q2 ` 2kjpµj ´ µj`1q

˘
,

using mj “ 0 for j R t1, . . . , n´ 3u and kj “ 0 for j R t1, . . . , n´ 1u. Note: This corrects
the formula for Rn,kpµq given in [12, Sect. 12.2.1].

In particular, for n “ 4, we have the recurrence relation

G4,mpµq “ G4,m1´1,m2,m3
pµq ` G4,m1,m2´1,m3

pµq ` G4,m1,m2,m3´1pµq
m2

1 ` m2
2 ` m2

3 ´ m1m2 ´ m2m3 ` m1pµ1 ´ µ2q ` m2pµ2 ´ µ3q ` m3pµ3 ´ µ4q
.

(81)

Stade [25] solved this explicitly, and Ishi [20, remark, p489] noted that c˚
1111,mpµq, below, is

identical to Stade’s answer by the identity [2, Sect. 7.2, eq. (1)] for a Saalschützian 4F3p1q.
We will momentarily show that any of the following six expressions satisfy the above

recurrence relation. In particular, the expressions agree for all m P N3
0.

a˚
1111,mpµq “

p1 ` 2pµ1 ` µ2qqm2`m3
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1`m2

m1!m2!m3! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ2qm1
p1 ` 2pµ1 ` µ2qqm2

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm2

ˆ 1

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3qm2
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm3

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm3

ˆ 4F3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m3;

1 ` µ3 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ´ 2pµ1 ` µ2q; 1
˙
,

b˚
1111,mpµq “

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm2`m3
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1`m2

m1!m2!m3! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ2qm1
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm2
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3qm2

ˆ 1

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm2
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm3

p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qm3

ˆ 4F3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ2,´m2,´m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m3;

1 ` µ2 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ1 ` µ4;
1

˙
,

c˚
1111,mpµq “

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm2`m3
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm1`m2

m1!m2!m3! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ2qm1
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm2

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm1
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm2

ˆ 1

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm3
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm2

p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qm3

ˆ 4F3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ2,´m2,´m2 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m3 ´ µ3 ` µ4;
1 ` µ2 ´ µ3,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ1 ` µ4;

1

˙
,
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d˚
1111,mpµq “

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm2`m3
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1`m2

m1!m2!m3! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ2qm1
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm2
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3qm2

ˆ 1

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm2
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm3

p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qm3

ˆ 4F3

ˆ
´m1,´m2,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ3,´m3;

1 ` µ1 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ2 ` µ4;
1

˙
,

e˚
1111,mpµq “

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm2`m3
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm1`m2

m1!m2!m3! p1 ` µ1 ´ µ2qm1
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3qm2

p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm1
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm2

ˆ 1

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm2
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm3

p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qm3

ˆ 4F3

ˆ
´m1,´m2,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ4,´m3 ´ µ3 ` µ4;

1 ` µ1 ´ µ3,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ2 ` µ4;
1

˙
,

f˚
1111,mpµq “

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm2`m3
p1 ` 2pµ1 ` µ2qqm1`m2

m1!m2!m3! p1 ` 2pµ1 ` µ2qqm2
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qm1

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ3qm2
p1 ` µ1 ´ µ4qm1

ˆ 1

p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm2
p1 ` µ2 ´ µ4qm3

p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qm3

ˆ 4F3

ˆ
´m1,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ4,´m3 ´ µ2 ` µ4;

1 ` µ1 ´ µ2,´m1 ´ m2 ´ 2pµ1 ` µ2q,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ2 ` µ4;
1

˙
.

As usual, we define z1111,mpµq “ p4π2qm1`m2`m3z˚
1111,mpµq{Λwl

pµq for z “ a, b, c, d, e, f . Hence
we have (6).

The recurrence relation (81) for z˚
1111,mpµq at z “ a, b, d, e, f can be reduced (through

substitutions) to

(82)

0 “b1b2pa1a3 ` a1a4 ´ a1b1 ` a2a3 ` a2a4 ´ a2b2 ´ a3a4q4F3

ˆ
a1, a2, a3, a4;
b1, b2, b3;

1

˙

` a3a4pa1 ´ b1qpa2 ´ b2q4F3

ˆ
a1, a2, 1 ` a3, 1 ` a4;
1 ` b1, 1 ` b2, b3;

1

˙

´ a2b1pa3 ´ b2qpb2 ´ a4q4F3

ˆ
a1, 1 ` a2, a3, a4;
b1, 1 ` b2, b3;

1

˙

´ a1b2pa3 ´ b1qpb1 ´ a4q4F3

ˆ
1 ` a1, a2, a3, a4;
1 ` b1, b2, b3;

1

˙
,

with a1 P ´N0, while those at z “ b, c, d, e can be reduced to (82) with a4 P ´N0, where in
both cases, we take 1 ` a1 ` a2 ` a3 ` a4 “ b1 ` b2 ` b3, i.e. the hypergeometric functions
are “Saalschützian” or “balanced”. The arguments of Stade and Ishii (as mentioned above)
imply (82) with a4 P ´N0 upon noting that only k2 is treated as an integer in Stade’s proof
and we may absorb a fixed value of k2 into, say, a1 ÞÑ a1 ´ k2. Unfortunately, the overlap
at z “ b, d, e does not imply (82) with a1 P ´N0 except when a4 P ´N0 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
d
dz

and z d
dz

(see [1, 23]), which we apply in two stages. First, for general (not necessarily
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Saalschützian, not necessarily terminating and not necessarily at z “ 1) 4F3, setting

fpzq “ 4F3

ˆ
a1, a2, a3, a4;

b1 ` 1, b2 ` 1, b3;
z

˙
, Ta :“ 1 ` 1

a
z
d

dz
,

we see that

Ta1pfq “ 4F3

ˆ
a1 ` 1, a2, a3, a4;
b1 ` 1, b2 ` 1, b3;

z

˙
, Tb1pfq “ 4F3

ˆ
a1, a2, a3, a4;
b1, b2 ` 1, b3;

z

˙
,

etc., since

pa` 1qk “
ˆ
1 ` 1

a
k

˙
paqk .

Then

Tb2Tb1f, Ta3Ta4f, Ta2Tb1f, Ta1Tb2f

all lie in the span of f, f 1, f 2 (with coefficients in Rpa, b, zq), so there must be a linear
dependence relation among them. That linear dependence relation is

(83)

0 “b1b2pa3a4pb2 ´ a2q ` b1pa3pa2 ´ a4q ` a2pa4 ´ b2qq

` a1pa3a4 ` pa2 ´ a3 ´ a4qb2 ` b1p´a2 ` b2qqq4F3

ˆ
a1, a2, a3, a4;
b1, b2, b3;

z

˙

` a3a4pa1 ´ b1qpa2 ´ b2qpb1 ´ b2q4F3

ˆ
a1, a2, 1 ` a3, 1 ` a4;
1 ` b1, 1 ` b2, b3;

z

˙

´ a2b1pb1 ´ a1qpa3 ´ b2qpb2 ´ a4q4F3

ˆ
a1, 1 ` a2, a3, a4;
b1, 1 ` b2, b3;

z

˙

´ a1b2pa3 ´ b1qpb1 ´ a4qpa2 ´ b2q4F3

ˆ
1 ` a1, a2, a3, a4;
1 ` b1, b2, b3;

z

˙
.

Now multiplying (82) by pb1 ´ b2q and subtracting (83) at z “ 1 gives
(84)

0 “b1b2pa1pa3 ´ b1qpa4 ´ b1q ´ a2pa3 ´ b2qpa4 ´ b2q ´ a1a2pb1 ´ b2qq4F3

ˆ
a1, a2, a3, a4;
b1, b2, b3;

1

˙

` a2b1pa1 ´ b2qpa3 ´ b2qpa4 ´ b2q4F3

ˆ
a1, 1 ` a2, a3, a4;
b1, 1 ` b2, b3;

1

˙

` a1b2pa2 ´ b1qpa3 ´ b1qpa4 ´ b1q4F3

ˆ
1 ` a1, a2, a3, a4;
1 ` b1, b2, b3;

1

˙
.

Finally, we use the contiguous relations for Saalschützian 4F3p1q, and these are found in
[27, Ch. IV]. Unfortunately, [27, eq. (4.22)] has a minor typographical error in that the
factor pf ´ bq should be pf ´ aq; correcting this gives (84). The correctness of the formula
may be checked by noting that the three (terminating, Saalschützian) 4F3p1q belong to a
two-dimensional vector space and the vectors of values at a4 “ ´1,´2,´3 are generically
linearly independent. (So it suffices to check the formula at a4 “ ´1,´2,´3, which is simple
to do.)
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5. Integral Representations

We consider the (conditionally convergent) integral

Iw “ Iwpy, µ, δq :“
ż

UwpRq
IWµ,δpywuqψIpuqdu,(85)

as in [12, Sect. 5.5.1]. We intend to show that for each relevant w, Kwpy, µ, δq “ Iwpy, µ, δq;
in particular, the function Cpµ, δq of [12, Sect. 5.5.1] is simply one. The general method
is to compute a Mellin-Barnes integral for Iw and show first that it lies in the span of the
Frobenius series and second that it has the correct asymptotics as y Ñ 0. We prove this for
Λ “ 0 and leave the higher-weight cases to the Analytic Continuation Conjecture. (Which
we have proven, except in the case of w “ w22.)

Once the equality Kw “ Iw 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
Repµq “ 0) test function f , define

F pgq “ Fµ,δpgq :“
ż

Repµq“0

fpµqIWµ,δpgqdspecµ,(86)

and consider instead

Hw “ Hwpy, µ, δq :“
ż

UwpRq
Fµ,δpywuqψIpuqdu.

2. Argue that (the u integral in) Hw 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 µ at θ “ π

2
, while taking θ ă π

2
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 α : Rm Ñ R with αp0q “ 1 to
define the smoothed Riemann integral

ż α

Rm

¨ ¨ ¨ dx :“ lim
RÑ8

ż

Rm

α
´ x
R

¯
¨ ¨ ¨ dx,

then the R limit converges uniformly in θ P p0, π
2
s and polynomially in }µ}.

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

4. Take the limit in θ from (51) by dominated convergence.
5. Argue that the Mellin-Barnes integral inside the µ integral is Kw by its asymptotics

and differential equations. That is,

Hwpy, µ, δq “
ż

Repµq“0

fpµqKwpy, µ, δqdspecµ.(87)

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
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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 Hw, 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˚x1T , we have the representation

Iw “ Iµ,δpyq
ż

UwpRq
Iµ,δpy˚qψypxqψIpuqdu,(88)

but if we initially conjugate pw´1ywqu ÞÑ upw´1ywq, we can also write

Iw “ I´µ,δpyιq
ż

UwpRq
Iµ,δpy˚qψIpxqψyιpuqdu,(89)

using the facts w´1yw “ pyιq´1 (for a relevant Weyl element w and y P Yw, since the
conjugation reverses the order of the blocks in [12, eq. (8)]), I0,0pyιq “ I0,0pyq (since pρn´i “ pρi
in [12, Sect. 6.2]), and the Jacobian for the change of variables u ÞÑ yuy´1 is pρ´ρwpyq
[12, Sect. 6.1]. We assume throughout that Repµq “ 0; in particular, we have

I´µ,δpyιq “ χδ4
3

2
´µ1´µ2´µ3

py1qχδ3`δ4
2´µ1´µ2

py2qχδ2`δ3`δ4
3

2
´µ1

py3q.

Note: In the construction of the Kuznetsov formula for the Λ “ 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 ÿ

vPπ0,rµ,δ

〈F, v〉 “ fprµq

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

∆ “δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ` δ4.

5.1. Integral representations for w31. After substituting pu1, u2, u4q ÞÑ px1, x2, x3q, we
have

I31 “p´1qδ1`δ2`δ3I´µ,δpyιq
ż

R3

rIµ,δ px1, x2, x3q e
ˆ

´y3x1 ´ x2

x1
´ x3

x2
` 1

x3

˙
dx.(90)

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

If instead we evaluated the x1 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 Zδ

µpabq 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 GLp2q Bessel functions with (53), applying Mellin inversion in u and substituting s ÞÑ
s ´ µ1`µ2

2
, ℓ ÞÑ ℓ ` δ3 ` δ4 gives (7).

5.2. Integral representations for w22. After substituting pu2, u3, u4, u5q ÞÑ px1, x2, x3, x4q,
we have

I22 “p´1qδ1`δ3I´µ,δpyιq
ż

R4

rIµ,δ px1, x2x3 ´ x1x4, x4q e
ˆ

´y2x2 ´ x3

x1
` x2

x2x3 ´ x1x4
` x3

x4

˙
dx.

(91)

Substituting px1, x2, x2x3 ´ x1x4, x4q ÞÑ pz1, x2, z2, z3q gives the inverse Mellin transform as

qK22py, zq “p´1qδ1`δ3

ż

R

e

ˆ
´y2x2 ` x2

z2
`
ˆ
z2 ` z1z3

x2

˙ˆ
1

z3
´ 1

z1

˙˙
dx2

|x2| ,

and (19) and (24) (recall (23)) follow.
If instead we substituted x1 ÞÑ x1x2x3{x4 and evaluated the x2 and x3 integrals in (91),

we have the Stade-type integral (13).
Mellin expanding the GLp2q Bessel functions with (53), applying Mellin inversion in u2,

evaluating the u1 integral using (54) and substituting s ÞÑ s ´ µ2´µ4

2
, ℓ ÞÑ ℓ ` δ4 using (37)

gives (8).

5.3. Integral representations for w121. After substituting
pu1, u2, u4, u5, u6q ÞÑ px1, x2, x3, x4, x5q, we have

(92)

I121 “p´1qδ1I´µ,δpyιq
ż

R5

rIµ,δ px3 ´ x2x5 ´ x1x4, x3 ´ x2x5, x3q

e

ˆ
´y3x1 ´ y1x5 ´ x1

x3 ´ x2x5 ´ x1x4
´ x2x4

x3 ´ x2x5
` x5

x3

˙
dx.

Substituting px1, x2, x3, x4, x5q ÞÑ p z2´z1
x4

, z3´z2
x5

, z3, x4, x5q gives the inverse Mellin transform
as

qK121py, zq “p´1qδ1
ż

R2

e

ˆ
´z2 ´ z1

x4

ˆ
y3 ` 1

z1

˙
´ y1x5 ´ pz3 ´ z2qx4

z2x5
` x5

z3

˙
dx4 dx5

|x4x5| ,

and hence (20). After substituting x4 ÞÑ pz1 ´ z2q{x4, we have Fourier-inverse Mellin trans-
form (25).

If instead we substituted px1, x3, x4q ÞÑ p´u1x2, u2u1x2x5,´x5pu2 ` u3 ´ 1{u1qx5q and
evaluated the x2 and x5 integrals in (92), we have the partial Stade-type integral (14). Note:
The u1 coordinate has been isolated from the GLp2q Bessel functions, but the integral is
a new hypergeometric function, which certainly may be expressed in terms of integrals of
GLp2q Bessel functions, but we don’t pursue that avenue here.

Mellin expanding the GLp2q Bessel functions with (53) and the two terms of the complex
exponential (separately) using (51) (and skipping ahead to θ “ π

2
), applying Mellin inversion

in u2, u3, evaluating the u1 integral using (54) and substituting ps1, s2q ÞÑ ps1 ´ µ1´µ3

2
, s2 ´

µ1´µ4

2
q, ℓ2 ÞÑ ℓ2 ` δ2 ` δ3 ´ 2pℓ2δ2 ` ℓ2δ3 ` δ2δ3q pmod 4q (taking care here since the Mellin

transform of the complex exponential requires δ P t0, 1u) gives (9).
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5.4. Integral representations for w211. After substituting
pu1, u2, u3, u4, u5q ÞÑ px1, x2, x3, x4, x5q, we have

(93)

I211 “p´1qδ1I´µ,δpyιq
ż

R5

rIµ,δ px2 ´ x1x3, x3x4 ´ x2x5, x4q

e

ˆ
´y3x1 ´ y2x3 ´ x4 ´ x1x5

x2 ´ x1x3
´ x2

x3x4 ´ x2x5
` x5

x4

˙
dx.

Substituting x1 ÞÑ px2 ´ z1q{x3 and then x2 ÞÑ x3x4´z2
x5

and x4 ÞÑ z3 gives the inverse Mellin
transform as

qK211py, zq

“ p´1qδ1
ż

R2

e

ˆ
´y3

ˆ
´ z1

x3
´ z2

x3x5
` z3

x5

˙
´ y2x3 ´ z1x5 ` z2

z1x3
´ z3x3 ´ z2

z2x5
` x5

z3

˙
dx3 x5

|x3x5| ,

from which follows (21). After substituting px3, x5q ÞÑ
´

´t1,´ z2`z3t1
z1`t1t2

¯
, we have the Fourier-

inverse Mellin transform (26).
If instead we substituted px2, x4, x5q ÞÑ ppu1p1 ´ u2q ` u2qx1x3, p1 ´ u1qu2u3x1, p1 ´ u1qu3q

and then evaluated the x1 and x3 integrals in (93), we have the partial Stade-type integral
(15). Note: Again, the u1 coordinate has been isolated from the Bessel functions, but the
integral is a new hypergeometric function.

Mellin expanding the GLp2q Bessel functions with (53) and the two terms of the complex
exponential (separately) using (51), applying Mellin inversion in u3, evaluating the u1, u2
integrals using (54) and substituting ps1, s3q ÞÑ ps1 ´ µ2´µ4

2
, s3 ´ µ1`µ4

2
q, pℓ1, ℓ3q ÞÑ pℓ1 ` δ1 `

δ2`δ3, ℓ3`δ1`δ4q then for the spare integral substituting s2 ÞÑ ´s2`s1´µ4, ℓ2 ÞÑ ℓ2`ℓ1`δ4
gives (10). Note: The s2 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 w1111. After renaming u ÞÑ x, we have

I1111py, µ, δq “p´1qδ1`δ2I´µ,δpyιq
ż

R6

rIµ,δpx4 ´ x2x6 ´ x1x5 ` x1x3x6, x3x4 ´ x2x5, x4q

e

ˆ
´y3x1 ´ y2x3 ´ y1x6 ´ x2 ´ x1x3

x4 ´ x2x6 ´ x1x5 ` x1x3x6
` x4 ´ x2x6

x3x4 ´ x2x5
` x5

x4

˙
dx.

Substituting

px1, x2, x5q ÞÑ
ˆ
x3x5z1 ´ z2 ` x3p1 ´ x5qz3

x23p1 ´ x5qx5x6
,´z2 ´ x3z3

x3x5x6
, x3x5x6

˙

gives the inverse Mellin transform as

qK1111py, zq “p´1qδ1`δ2

ż

R3

e

ˆ
´y3

x3x5z1 ´ z2 ` x3p1 ´ x5qz3
x23p1 ´ x5qx5x6

´ y2x3 ´ y1x6

` x3z1 ´ z2

x3x6p1 ´ x5qz1
` z2 ´ x3p1 ´ x5qz3

x3x5z2
` x3x5x6

z3

˙
dx3 dx5 dx6

|x3x5x6p1 ´ x5q| ,

from which we get (22). If we instead substitute x2 ÞÑ ´x2´x3x4

x5
and then

x5 ÞÑ x4 ´ x5 ` x1x3x6 ˘
a

px1x3x6 ` x4 ´ x5q2 ` 4x1x6px2 ´ x3x4q
2x1

,



BESSEL FUNCTIONS ON GLpnq, II 33

the Fourier-inverse Mellin transform becomes (27).
For the Stade-type and Mellin-Barnes integrals, we substitute

px3, x5, x6q ÞÑ
ˆ
x3 ` x2

x1
, x5 ` x4

x1
` x3x4

x2
, x6 ` x4

x2
` x5

x3

˙
,

then px2, x5q ÞÑ px2{y2, x5{y1q so that

(94)

I1111py, µ, δq “

p´1qδ1`δ3χδ2`δ3`δ4
3

2
`µ2`µ4´µ3

py1qχδ2`δ4
2`µ2`µ4

py2qχδ2`δ3`δ4
3

2
`µ2`µ3`µ4

py3q
ż

R6

χδ1`δ2
´1`µ2´µ1

px1qχδ2`δ3
´1`µ3´µ2

px2q

χδ1`δ2
´1`µ2´µ1

px3qχδ3`δ4
´1`µ4´µ3

px4qχδ2`δ3
´1`µ3´µ2

px5q

e

ˆ
1 ´ x2

x1
` 1 ´ x5

x3
` 1

x6
` x5

x4y1
´ y3x1 ´ y1y2

x4

x2
` y2

p1 ´ x2qx3
x2

` y1
p1 ´ x5qx6

x5

˙
dx.

Then the x1, x3, x4 and x6 integrals can be collapsed to Z functions resulting in the Stade-
type integral (16). In the case δ “ 0 and sgnpyq “ p`,`,`q, we expect that this should
reduce to Stade’s actual integral representation for the GLp4q 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 “ Fpt, α, u, β, z, xq :“1

2

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u

ż i8

´i8

Gℓps, t, αq
Gℓps, u, βqχ

ℓ
x´spzqfpℓ, sq ds

2πi
,

where t P Cp, α P Zp, u P Cq, β P Zq, the contour is taken so the arguments of all of the
Gδ functions pass to the right of the poles and fpℓ, sq has no poles to the left of Repsq “ 0
and is invariant under ℓ ÞÑ ℓ ` 2. Ignoring the contribution of fpℓ, sq to the convergence of
the relevant integrals, if p ą q or p “ q and |z| ă 1, we may shift the u contour to ´8; if
p ă q or p “ q and |z| ą 1 and we may shift u to `8 to obtain a hypergeometric series.
Similarly, in case p “ q and |z| “ 1, we may apply either method by taking the limit as
z Ñ 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 ą q or p “ q and z P p0, 1q; the opposite case may be
handled by symmetry. Additionally, we assume that tj ‰ tk pmod Zq, j ‰ k, and shift the s
contour to ´8 to obtain

F “
ÿ

ℓPt0,1u

pÿ

j“1

ÿ

0ďn”αj`ℓ pmod 2q

p2πiqnχℓ
x`tj`npzq
n!

ś
k‰j Gαk`ℓptk ´ tj ´ nqśq
k“1Gβk`ℓpuk ´ tj ´ nqfpℓ,´tj ´ nq.
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Substituting ℓ ÞÑ ℓ ` αj (all terms are invariant under ℓ ÞÑ ℓ ` 2), note that χn
npzq “ zn, so

we have

F “
pÿ

j“1

χ
αj

x`tj
pzq

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u

ÿ

0ďn”ℓ pmod 2q

p2πizqn
n!

ś
k‰j Gαj`αk`ℓptk ´ tj ´ nqśq

k“1Gαj`βk`ℓpuk ´ tj ´ nqfpℓ ` αj,´tj ´ nq.

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

Gγ`ℓp´s´ nq “ πp´1qγinp2πqs`n

Rγp1 ` sqΓp1 ` s ` nq ,(95)

when n ” ℓ pmod 2q. Applying this to F and combining the two parities for the n sum gives
(96)

F “p´1qA`Bπp´q´1p2πqU´T

pÿ

j“1

p´1qpp´qqαjp2πqpp´qqtjχ
αj

x`tj
pzq

śq
k“1Rαj`βk

p1 ` tj ´ ukqś
k‰j Rαj`αk

p1 ` tj ´ tkq

ˆ
8ÿ

n“0

pp2πiqp´qzqn
n!

śq
k“1 Γp1 ` tj ´ uk ` nqś
k‰j Γp1 ` tj ´ tk ` nq fpαj ` n,´tj ´ nq.

where T “ t1 ` . . .` tp, U “ u1 ` . . .` uq, A “ α1 ` . . .` αp and B “ β1 ` . . .` βq.

6.2. The w31 Mellin-Barnes integral. For w31, deriving the power series expansion (59),(2)
is a straight-forward application of (96) using A “ ∆, x “ 3

2
, z “ ´y3, p “ 4, q “ 0, t “ ´µ,

α “ ∆ ´ δ, S “ T “ B “ 0, and f “ 1.

6.3. The w22 Mellin-Barnes integral. This case is again a relatively straight-forward
application of (96) using p “ 6, q “ 0, x “ 2, z “ y2, t “ pµj ` µkqjăk, α “ pδj ` δkqjăk,
A “ ∆, T “ U “ B “ 0, and fpℓ, sq “ 1{G∆p2sq.

6.4. The w121 Mellin-Barnes integral. For w121, to maintain absolute convergence, one
can either shift both integrals in stages or substitute pu1, u2q “ ps1 ` s2, s1 ´ s2q and shift
first Repu1q Ñ ´8, then shift Repu2q Ñ ˘8 as appropriate, at which point the first index
becomes mintm1, m2u while the second is maxtm1, m2u ´ mintm1, m2u. In any case, the
original integral is clearly Weyl-invariant and the residue at, say, s2 “ µ4 ´m2 has no poles
at s1 “ ´µ4 ´ m1, so the final series representation is the sum over m1, m2 P N0 of the
residue at ps1, s2q “ p´µ1 ´ m1, µ4 ´ m2q, summed over the Weyl group. That residue is

res
s1“´µ4´m1

res
s2“µ4´m2

pK121ps, ℓ, µ, δq

“ 4p´1qδ2`δ3`δ4`m1p2πiqm1`m2

m1!m2!

ˆ Gℓ1p´µ1 ´ m1, pµ2, µ3, µ4q, pδ2, δ3, δ4qqGℓ2pµ4 ´ m2,´pµ1, µ2, µ3q,∆ ´ pδ1, δ2, δ3qq
Gℓ1`ℓ2`∆pµ4 ´ µ1 ´ m1 ´ m2q

“ 4C121pµ, δqa121,m1,m2
pµq,

if m1 ” ℓ1 ` δ1 pmod 2q, m2 ” ℓ2 ` ∆ ´ δ4 pmod 2q and zero otherwise.
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6.5. The w211 Mellin-Barnes integral. Define

F211pps1, s3q, pℓ1, ℓ3q, µ, δq “
˜

3ź

j“1

Gℓ1`∆´δj´δ4p1 ´ s1 ` µj ` µ4qGℓ3`∆´δjp1 ´ s3 ` µjq
¸

p´1qℓ3 1
2

ÿ

ℓ2Pt0,1u

ˆ
ż

Reps2q“ 1

7

Gℓ2ps2,´pµ1, µ2, µ3q,∆ ´ pδ1, δ2, δ3qq
Gℓ1`ℓ2`∆´δ4ps2 ` s1 ` µ4qGℓ1`ℓ2`δ4ps2 ` 1 ´ s1 ` µ4qGℓ2`ℓ3ps2 ` 1 ´ s3q

ds2

2πi

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

K211py, µ, δq “p´1q∆
4

ÿ

ℓ1,ℓ3Pt0,1u

ż

Reps1,s3q“p 1

7
, 1
7

q
χℓ1
2´s1

py2qχℓ3
3

2
´s3

py3q
˜ź

jăk

Gℓ1`δj`δkps1 ` µj ` µkq
¸

ˆ Gℓ3ps3,´µ,∆ ´ δqF211pps1, s3q, pℓ1, ℓ3q, µ, δqds1 ds3p2πiq2 .

From (96), with p “ q “ 3, x “ 0, z “ f “ 1, t “ ´pµ1, µ2, µ3q, α “ ∆ ´ pδ1, δ2, δ3q,
u “ ps1 ` µ4, 1 ´ s1 ` µ4, 1 ´ s3q, β “ pℓ1 ` ℓ2 ` ∆ ´ δ4, ℓ1 ` ℓ2 ` δ4, ℓ2 ` ℓ3q, T “ µ4,
U “ 2 ´ s3 ` 2µ4, A “ δ4, B “ ℓ3 ` ∆, we have

F211pps1, s3q, pℓ1, ℓ3q, µ, δq “
˜

3ź

j“1

Gℓ1`∆´δj´δ4p1 ´ s1 ` µj ` µ4qGℓ3`∆´δjp1 ´ s3 ` µjq
¸

p´1q∆´δ4p2πq2´s3`µ4π´1

ˆ
3ÿ

j“1

Rℓ1`δj`δ4p1 ´ s1 ´ µj ´ µ4qRℓ1`∆´δj´δ4ps1 ´ µj ´ µ4qRℓ3`∆´δj ps3 ´ µjqś
kPt1,2,3uztjuRδj`δkp1 ` µk ´ µjq

ˆ
8ÿ

n“0

1

n!

Γp1 ´ s1 ´ µj ´ µ4 ` nqΓps1 ´ µj ´ µ4 ` nqΓps3 ´ µj ` nqś
kPt1,2,3uztju Γp1 ` µk ´ µj ` nq .

Applying (43) gives

F211pps1, s3q, pℓ1, ℓ3q, µ, δq “

p´1q∆`ℓ1`ℓ3p2πq´µ4π2

3ÿ

j“1

p2πq´3µjGℓ1`δj`δ4p1 ´ s1 ´ µj ´ µ4q

ź

kPt1,2,3uztju

Gℓ1`∆´δk´δ4p1 ´ s1 ` µk ` µ4qGℓ3`∆´δkp1 ´ s3 ` µkq
Rδj`δkp1 ` µk ´ µjq

8ÿ

n“0

1

n!

p1 ´ s1 ´ µj ´ µ4qn ps1 ´ µj ´ µ4qn ps3 ´ µjqnś
kPt1,2,3uztju Γp1 ` µk ´ µj ` nq .



36 JACK BUTTCANE

Using the regularized (pole-free) hypergeometric function, we have

(97)

F211pps1 ´ m1, s3 ´ m2q, pℓ1 ` m1, ℓ3 ` m2q, µ, δq “
p´1q∆`ℓ1`ℓ3im1p2πq3s1`2s3´3m1´2m2π´3

ÿ

wPW3{W2

Rℓ1`δw
3

`δw
4

p1 ´ s1 ´ µw
3 ´ µw

4 q

ˆ
ź

kPt1,2u

Rℓ1`∆´δw
k

´δw
4

p1 ´ s1 ` µw
k ` µw

4 qRℓ3`∆´δw
k

p1 ´ s3 ` µw
k q

Rδw
3

`δw
k

p1 ` µw
k ´ µw

3 q

ˆ Γp1 ` m1 ´ s1 ´ µw
3 ´ µw

4 q
ź

kPt1,2u
Γp1 ` m1 ´ s1 ` µw

k ` µw
4 qΓp1 ` m2 ´ s3 ` µw

k q

ˆ 3F
˚
2

ˆ
1 ` m1 ´ s1 ´ µw

3 ´ µw
4 ,´m1 ` s1 ´ µw

3 ´ µw
4 ,´m2 ` s3 ´ µw

3 ;
1 ` µw

1 ´ µw
3 , 1 ` µw

2 ´ µw
3 ;

1

˙
,

for m P Z
2, after applying (36) and (39), where Wn is the subgroup of the Weyl group

that permutes the indices t1, . . . , nu. For Repµq “ 0, this converges and has no poles on
Reps1q,Reps3q ă 1.

Applying (96) twice with first

p “6, q “0, x “2, z “y2, A “∆, T “B “ U “ 0,

t “pµj ` µkqjăk, α “pδj ` δkqjăk, fpa, bq “F211ppb, s3q, pa, ℓ3q, µ, δq
then

p “4, q “0, x “3
2
, z “y3, A “∆, T “B “ U “ 0,

t “ ´ µ, α “∆ ´ δ, fpa, bq “F211pp¨, bq, p¨, aq, µ, δq,
we have

(98)

K211py, µ, δq “

p´1q∆π8
ÿ

jăk

4ÿ

j1“1

p2πq6pµj`µkq`4µj1χ
δj`δk
2`µj`µk

py2qχ
∆´δj1

3

2
´µj1

py3q
ś

j2ăk2

pj2,k2q‰pj,kq
Rδj`δk`δj2 `δk2 p1 ` µj ` µk ´ µj2 ´ µk2q

ˆ 1ś
j2‰j1 Rδj1 `δj2 p1 ´ µj1 ` µj2q

ˆ
ÿ

m1,m2ě0

p´64π6y2qm1 p16π4y3qm2

ś
j2ăk2 Γp1 ` µj ` µk ´ µj2 ´ µk2 ` m1qś4

j2“1 Γp1 ´ µj1 ` µj2 ` m2q
ˆ F211pp´µj ´ µk ´ m1, µj1 ´ m2q, pm1 ` δj ` δk, m2 ` ∆ ´ δj1q, µ, δq.

Note: We used m1!m2! “ Γp1 ` m1qΓp1 ` m2q to simplify the expression a little.
By the W3 invariance, to verify this identity, it is sufficient to check that:

F1. the term with j “ 1, k “ 2, j1 “ 1 is 0,
F2. the term with j “ 1, k “ 3, j1 “ 1 is 0,
F3. the term with j “ 1, k “ 4, j1 “ 1 is 0,
F4. the term with j “ 1, k “ 4, j1 “ 4 is 0,
F5. the term with j “ 1, k “ 2, j1 “ 4 is C211pµ, δqJ211py, µ, δq,
F6. the term with j “ 2, k “ 4, j1 “ 1 is C211pµw, δwqJ211py, µw, δwq where w “ w´1

p1 4q,

F7. the term with j “ 2, k “ 3, j1 “ 1 is C211pµw, δwqJ211py, µw, δwq where w “ w´1
p1 3 4q,
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F8. the term with j “ 1, k “ 4, j1 “ 2 is C211pµw, δwqJ211py, µw, δwq where w “ w´1
p1 4 2q.

6.5.1. The empty terms. For F5, we have

F211pp´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ m1, µ1 ´ m2q, pm1 ` δ1 ` δ2, m2 ` ∆ ´ δ1q, µ, δq “ 0,

because each of the three terms has a factor R0p1q “ 0. Similarly, for F6,

F211pp´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m1, µ1 ´ m2q, pm1 ` δ1 ` δ3, m2 ` ∆ ´ δ1q, µ, δq “ 0,

and for F7,

F211pp´µ1 ´ µ4 ´ m1, µ1 ´ m2q, pm1 ` δ1 ` δ4, m2 ` ∆ ´ δ1q, µ, δq “ 0.

To check F8, we need to show

F211pp´µ1 ´ µ4 ´ m1, µ4 ´ m2q, pm1 ` δ1 ` δ4, m2 ` ∆ ´ δ4q, µ, δq “ 0,

and removing out common factors (with the identity Rδp1 ´ sq “ p´1qδRδp1 ` sq) from the
two surviving summands reduces this to a hypergeometric identity, i.e.

0 “3F
:
2

ˆ
1 ` m1 ` µ1 ´ µ2,´m1 ` µ3 ´ µ4,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ4;

1 ´ µ2 ` µ3, 1 ` µ1 ´ µ2;
1

˙

´ 3F
:
2

ˆ
1 ` m1 ` µ1 ´ µ3,´m1 ` µ2 ´ µ4,´m2 ´ µ3 ` µ4;

1 ` µ1 ´ µ3, 1 ` µ2 ´ µ3;
1

˙

The case m1 “ 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 “m1pm1 ` µ1 ´ µ2qpm1 ` µ1 ´ µ3qp1 ` m1 ´ µ2 ´ µ3qam1´1

´ p1 ` m1 ´ 2µ2 ´ 2µ3qp1 ` m1 ` µ4 ´ µ3qp1 ` m1 ` µ4 ´ µ2qpm1 ´ µ2 ´ µ3qam1`1

´ p1 ` 2m1 ´ 2µ2 ´ 2µ3q
ˆ
m1p1 ` m1 ´ 2µ2 ´ 2µ3qp1 ` 2m2 ´ 2µ4q

` pµ2 ` µ3qpp1 ` 2m2 ` µ1 ´ 2µ4qp´1 ` µ2 ` µ3q ` µ1p1 ` µ1q ` µ2µ3q
˙
am1

,

and this gives the identity for m1 P N0.

6.5.2. The symmetries. For 1 ď j ă k ď 4 and 1 ď j1 ď 4, define

fj,k,j1,m1,m2
“

p´1q∆π8p2πq6pµj`µkq`4µj1F211pp´µj ´ µk ´ m1, µj1 ´ m2q, pm1 ` δj ` δk, m2 ` ∆ ´ δj1q, µ, δqˆś
j2ăk2

pj2,k2q‰pj,kq
Rδj`δk`δj2 `δk2 p1 ` µj ` µk ´ µj2 ´ µk2q

˙´ś
j2‰j1 Rδj1 `δj2 p1 ´ µj1 ` µj2q

¯

ˆ 1´ś
j2ăk2 Γp1 ` µj ` µk ´ µj2 ´ µk2 ` m1q

¯´ś4

j2“1 Γp1 ´ µj1 ` µj2 ` m2q
¯ .

By (74) to see F5 and the symmetries F6, F7 and F8, it suffices to note that

‚ f1,2,4,m1,m2
“ C˚

211pµ, δqa˚
211,m1,m2

pµq,
‚ f2,4,1,m1,m2

“ C˚
211pµw, δwqb˚

211,m1,m2
pµwq where w “ w´1

p1 4q,

‚ f2,3,1,m1,m2
“ C˚

211pµw, δwqc˚
211,m1,m2

pµwq where w “ w´1
p1 3 4q,
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‚ f1,4,2,m1,m2
“ C˚

211pµw, δwqb˚
211,m1,m2

pµwq, where w “ w´1
p1 4 2q,

which follow from (97), after writing

C˚
211pµ, δq “ p´1qδ3p2πq2µ1`2µ2´µ3´3µ4π5

ź

pj,kqPS211

Rδj`δkp1 ` µj ´ µkqΓp1 ` µj ´ µkq.

In these cases, only one term of F211 is nonzero, after applying R0p1q “ 0.

6.6. The w1111 Mellin-Barnes integral. Define

F1111ps, ℓ, µ, δq “ 1

2
p´1qδ3`δ4

ÿ

ηPt0,1u

ż

Repuq“ǫ

Gηpu, pµ3, µ4q, pδ3, δ4qqGℓ1`ℓ2`η`δ1`δ2pu ` 1 ´ s2 ´ µ1 ´ µ2qGℓ2`ℓ3`η`∆pu` 1 ´ s2 ´ s3q
Gℓ1`ηpu` 1 ´ s1qGℓ2`ηpu` 1 ´ s2,´pµ1, µ2q, pδ1, δ2qqGℓ3`η`δ1`δ2pu ` 1 ´ s3 ´ µ1 ´ µ2q

du

2πi
,

so that

K1111py, µ, δq “p´1q∆
8

ÿ

ℓPt0,1u3

ż

Repsq“p2ǫ,2ǫ,2ǫq
χℓ1

3

2
´s1

p´y1qχℓ2
2´s2

p´y2qχℓ3
3

2
´s3

p´y3q

ˆ Gℓ1ps1, pµ1, µ2q, pδ1, δ2qqGℓ2ps2, pµ1 ` µ2, µ3 ` µ4q, pδ1 ` δ2, δ3 ` δ4qq

ˆ Gℓ3ps3,´pµ1, µ2q,∆ ´ pδ1, δ2qqF1111ps, ℓ, µ, δq ds

p2πiq3 .

We apply (96) with

x “0, z “1, f “1, p “ q “ 4,

t “pµ3, µ4, 1 ´ s1 ´ s2 ´ µ1 ´ µ2, 1 ´ s2 ´ s3q, T “2 ´ 2s2 ´ s3 ´ 2µ1 ´ 2µ2,

α “pδ3, δ4, ℓ1 ` ℓ2 ` δ1 ` δ2, ℓ2 ` ℓ3 ` ∆q, A “ℓ1 ` ℓ3,

u “p1 ´ s1, 1 ´ s2 ´ µ1, 1 ´ s2 ´ µ2, 1 ´ s3 ´ µ1 ´ µ2q, U “4 ´ s1 ´ 2s2 ´ s3 ´ 2µ1 ´ 2µ2,

β “pℓ1, ℓ2 ` δ1, ℓ2 ` δ2, ℓ3 ` δ1 ` δ2q, B “ℓ1 ` ℓ3,

then in terms of the regularized hypergeometric functions, we get

F1111ps, ℓ, µ, δq “ FAps, ℓ, µ, δq ` FBps, ℓ, µ, δq ` FCps, ℓ, µ, δq ` FDps, ℓ, µ, δq,
where

FA :“ Gℓ1`δ3ps1 ` µ3qGℓ2`δ1`δ3ps2 ` µ1 ` µ3qGℓ2`δ2`δ3ps2 ` µ2 ` µ3q
Rδ3`δ4p1 ` µ3 ´ µ4qRℓ1`ℓ2`∆´δ4ps1 ` s2 ´ µ4qRℓ2`ℓ3`∆´δ3ps2 ` s3 ` µ3q

ˆ p´1qδ3`δ4p2πq´2`s1`2s2`s3`2µ3´2µ4π3Gℓ3`∆´δ4ps3 ´ µ4q

ˆ 4F
˚
3

ˆ
s1 ` µ3, s2 ` µ1 ` µ3, s2 ` µ2 ` µ3, s3 ´ µ4;
1 ` µ3 ´ µ4, s1 ` s2 ´ µ4, s2 ` s3 ` µ3;

1

˙
,

FB :“ Gℓ1`δ4ps1 ` µ4qGℓ2`δ1`δ4ps2 ` µ1 ` µ4qGℓ2`δ2`δ4ps2 ` µ2 ` µ4q
Rδ3`δ4p1 ` µ4 ´ µ3qRℓ1`ℓ2`∆´δ3ps1 ` s2 ´ µ3qRℓ2`ℓ3`∆´δ4ps2 ` s3 ` µ4q

ˆ p´1qδ3`δ4Gℓ3`∆´δ3ps3 ´ µ3qp2πq´2`s1`2s2`s3`2µ4´2µ3π3

ˆ 4F
˚
3

ˆ
s1 ` µ4, s2 ` µ1 ` µ4, s2 ` µ2 ` µ4, s3 ´ µ3;
1 ` µ4 ´ µ3, s1 ` s2 ´ µ3, s2 ` s3 ` µ4;

1

˙
,
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FC :“ Gℓ1`δ1p1 ´ s1 ´ µ1qGℓ1`δ2p1 ´ s1 ´ µ2qGℓ2`δ1`δ2p1 ´ s2 ´ µ1 ´ µ2q
Rℓ1`ℓ2`∆´δ4ps1 ` s2 ´ µ4qRℓ1`ℓ2`∆´δ3ps1 ` s2 ´ µ3qRℓ1`ℓ3`δ3`δ4p1 ´ s1 ` s3 ´ µ1 ´ µ2q

ˆ p2πq2´3s1´2s2`s3`2µ3`2µ4π3Gℓ1`ℓ2`ℓ3p1 ´ s1 ´ s2 ` s3q

ˆ 4F
˚
3

ˆ
1 ´ s1 ´ µ1, 1 ´ s1 ´ µ2, 1 ´ s2 ´ µ1 ´ µ2, 1 ´ s1 ´ s2 ` s3;
2 ´ s1 ´ s2 ` µ4, 2 ´ s1 ´ s2 ` µ3, 1 ´ s1 ` s3 ´ µ1 ´ µ2;

1

˙
,

FD :“ Gℓ2`δ3`δ4p1 ´ s2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4qGℓ3`∆´δ1p1 ´ s3 ` µ1qGℓ3`∆´δ2p1 ´ s3 ` µ2q
Rℓ1`ℓ3`δ3`δ4p1 ` s1 ´ s3 ´ µ3 ´ µ4qRℓ2`ℓ3`∆´δ3ps2 ` s3 ` µ3qRℓ2`ℓ3`∆´δ4ps2 ` s3 ` µ4q

ˆ p2πq2`s1´2s2´3s3`2µ1`2µ2π3Gℓ1`ℓ2`ℓ3`∆p1 ` s1 ´ s2 ´ s3q

ˆ 4F
˚
3

ˆ
1 ´ s2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4, 1 ´ s3 ` µ1, 1 ´ s3 ` µ2, 1 ` s1 ´ s2 ´ s3;
1 ` s1 ´ s3 ´ µ3 ´ µ4, 2 ´ s2 ´ s3 ´ µ3, 2 ´ s2 ´ s3 ´ µ4;

1

˙
,

using the identity Rδp2 ´ sq “ p´1qδ`1Rδpsq. We split pK1111 correspondingly into

pK1111ps, ℓ, µ, δq “ pKAps, ℓ, µ, δq ` pKBps, ℓ, µ, δq ` pKCps, ℓ, µ, δq ` pKDps, ℓ, µ, δq,
and we imagine (as opposed to actually writing it out) factoring each pK term into a trigono-
metric part (the Rδ functions), the gamma factors (the Gδ 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 s2 contour to ´8, then the s1 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
s2“´s1`µ4´n

pKA “ ´ res
s2“´s1`µ4´n

pKC , N0 Q n ” 1 ` ℓ1 ` ℓ2 ` ∆ ´ δ4 pmod 2q,

res
s2“´s3´µ3´n

pKA “ ´ res
s2“´s3´µ3´n

pKD, N0 Q n ” 1 ` ℓ2 ` ℓ3 ` ∆ ´ δ3 pmod 2q,

res
s2“´s3´µ4´n

pKB “ ´ res
s2“´s3´µ4´n

pKD, N0 Q n ” 1 ` ℓ2 ` ℓ3 ` ∆ ´ δ4 pmod 2q,

res
s2“´s1`µ3´n

pKB “ ´ res
s2“´s1`µ3´n

pKC , N0 Q n ” 1 ` ℓ1 ` ℓ2 ` ∆ ´ δ3 pmod 2q,

so the sum has no poles there.
There remains the possibility of a pole at s1 “ s3`µ3`µ4´m1, N0 Q m1 ” ℓ1`ℓ3`δ3`δ4

pmod 2q for pKC and pKD. Notice that

res
s2“´µi´µj´m2

pKC “ 0, m2 P N0

unless i “ 3, j “ 4 and m2 ” ℓ2 ` δi ` δj pmod 2q; in this case, at s1 “ s3 ` µ3 ` µ4 ´ m1,
N0 Q m1 ” ℓ1 ` ℓ3 ` δ3 ` δ4 pmod 2q, the zero of Rℓ1`ℓ3`δ3`δ4p1 ´ s1 ` s3 ´ µ1 ´ µ2q in the
denominator is canceled by the zero of Gℓ1`ℓ2`ℓ3p1`s1´s2 ´s3q in the numerator. Similarly,

res
s2“´µi´µj´m2

pKD “ 0, m2 P N0

unless i “ 1, j “ 2 and m2 ” ℓ2 ` δi ` δj pmod 2q, but if s1 “ s3 ` µ3 ` µ4 ´m1, N0 Q m1 ”
ℓ1 ` ℓ3 ` δ3 ` δ4 pmod 2q, then we apply (47), at which point the product

p1 ` s1 ´ s2 ´ s3qm1
Gℓ1`ℓ2`ℓ3`∆p1 ` s1 ´ s2 ´ s3q
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is 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 s1 “ ´µ1 ´ m1, s2 “ ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ m2, s3 “ ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´
µ3 ´ m3.

By the wp1 2q and wp3 4q invariance, it’s enough to check that the following residues are all
zero:

s2 s1 s3
F1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 –
F2 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m3

F3 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 ´µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m3

F4 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ2 ´ m1 –
F5 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ4 ´ m1 –
F6 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ µ4 ´ m3

F7 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 ´µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m3

F8 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ µ4 ´ m3

F9 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 ´µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m3

F10 ´µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 –
F11 ´µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ µ3 ´ m3

F12 ´µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ µ4 ´ 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 s3 except at s3 “ ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´m3 and s3 “ ´µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´m3.

The four remaining cases leave us to show

F2: 4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m3 ` µ2 ´ µ4;

1 ` µ3 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ1 ` µ3;
1

˙
“

4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ` µ4 ´ µ1,´m2 ` µ4 ´ µ2,´m2 ` µ4 ´ µ1,´m3 ` µ2 ´ µ3;

1 ` µ4 ´ µ3,´m1 ´ m2 ` µ4 ´ µ1,´m2 ´ m3 ` µ4 ´ µ1;
1

˙
,

F3: 4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ3,´m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m3 ` µ1 ´ µ4;

1 ` µ3 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ2 ` µ3;
1

˙
“

4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m2 ´ µ2 ` µ4,´m2 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m3 ` µ1 ´ µ3;

1 ´ µ3 ` µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m2 ´ m3 ´ µ2 ` µ4;
1

˙
,

F10a: 4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ` µ1 ´ µ4,´m2 ` µ2 ´ µ4,´m3 ` µ2 ´ µ4;

1 ` µ3 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ` µ2 ´ µ4,´m2 ´ m3 ` µ2 ´ µ4;
1

˙
“

4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m2 ` µ1 ´ µ3,´m2 ` µ2 ´ µ3,´m3 ` µ2 ´ µ3;

1 ´ µ3 ` µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ` µ2 ´ µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ` µ2 ´ µ3;
1

˙
,

F10b: 4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ3,´m2 ` µ1 ´ µ4,´m2 ` µ2 ´ µ4,´m3 ` µ1 ´ µ4;

1 ` µ3 ´ µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ` µ2 ´ µ4,´m2 ´ m3 ` µ1 ´ µ4;
1

˙
“

4F
:
3

ˆ
´m1 ´ µ1 ` µ4,´m2 ` µ1 ´ µ3,´m2 ` µ2 ´ µ3,´m3 ` µ1 ´ µ3;

1 ´ µ3 ` µ4,´m1 ´ m2 ` µ2 ´ µ3,´m2 ´ m3 ` µ1 ´ µ3;
1

˙
,

for all m P N3
0.
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Note that (83) implies

(99)

0 “pa3a4pb2 ´ a2q ` b1pa3pa2 ´ a4q ` a2pa4 ´ b2qq
` a1pa3a4 ` pa2 ´ a3 ´ a4qb2 ` b1p´a2 ` b2qqqc0,0,0

` pa1 ´ b1qpa2 ´ b2qpb1 ´ b2qc0,´1,0

´ pb1 ´ a1qpa3 ´ b2qpb2 ´ a4qc0,0,´1

´ pa3 ´ b1qpb1 ´ a4qpa2 ´ b2qc´1,0,0,

where

cm1,m2,m3
“4F

:
3

ˆ
a1 ´ m1, a2 ´ m3, a3 ´ m2, a4 ´ m2;
b1 ´ m1 ´ m2, b2 ´ m2 ´ m3, b3;

z

˙
.

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

0 “
`
´m2

1pm2 ` µ1 ` µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4q ` m1pm2 ´ µ1 ` µ2qpm2 ` µ1 ` µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4q
` m2m3p´m2 ` m3 ´ 2µ2 ` µ3 ` µ4q

˘
c0,0,0

´ m2pm1 ´ m3qpm2 ` µ1 ` µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4qc0,´1,0 ´ m2m3pm3 ` µ1 ´ µ2qc0,0,´1

` m1pm1 ` µ1 ´ µ2qpm2 ` µ1 ` µ2 ´ µ3 ´ µ4qc´1,0,0.

The other cases are identical.

6.6.3. The actual residues. By the wp1 2q and wp3 4q invariance, it’s enough to check the fol-
lowing residues:

s2 s1 s3 resulting residue Weyl element
´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ µ3 ´ m3 8a1111,mpµ, δq –
´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ µ3 ´ m3 8b1111,mpµw, δwq w “ w´1

p2 3q
´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ1 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m3 8c1111,mpµw, δwq w “ w´1

p2 3 4q
´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ2 ´ µ3 ´ m3 8d1111,mpµw, δwq w “ w´1

p2 1 3q
´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m3 8e1111,mpµw, δwq w “ w´1

p2 1 3 4q
´µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m2 ´µ3 ´ m1 ´µ1 ´ µ3 ´ µ4 ´ m3 8f1111,mpµw, δwq w “ w´1

p1 3qp2 4q

Here we are using z1111,mpµ, δq “ Cwl
pµ, δqz1111,mpµq for brevity, and as usual, we have the

conditions that the residues are zero unlessm1 ” ℓ1`δi, m2 ” ℓ2`δi`δj, m3 ” ℓ3`δi`δj`δk
pmod 2q.

7. Interchange of Integrals

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 ě 1 and suppose

x P
"

r´4C,´Cs Y rC, 4Cs if C ą 1,
r´4, 4s if C “ 1.



42 JACK BUTTCANE

Then for fpxq given by any of

Cx

1 ` x2
,

C2

1 ` x2
,

?
1 ` x2

C
,

C?
1 ` x2

,
C2x?
1 ` x2

,
x

C
,

C

x
,

we have ˆ
C
d

dx

˙j

fpxq !j 1,

for all j ě 1, provided C ą 1 for the case fpxq “ C{x.
Proof. The lemma is trivially true for C “ 1, so suppose C ą 1, then all but one of these
may be written in the form

sgnpxqδ
´ x
C

¯α `
1 ` x´2

˘β “ sgnpxqδ
´ x
C

¯α
8ÿ

k“0

ˆ
β

k

˙
x´2k,

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

C
d

dx

C2x?
1 ` x2

“ C3

p1 ` x2q3{2 ,

and the same argument applies. �

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

Lemma 10. Let ǫ ą 0, D ě 1, log2C P N0, Ai P R and A7 “ A8 “ 0 whenever C “ 1.
Suppose f is smooth and compactly supported on"

r´4C,´Cs Y rC, 4Cs if C ą 1,
r´4, 4s if C “ 1,

with f pjqpxq !j,ǫ D
jǫ{10C´j. For

φpxq “ A1x

1 ` x2
` A2

1 ` x2
` A3

?
1 ` x2 ` A4?

1 ` x2
` A5x?

1 ` x2
` A6x` A7

x
,

consider the integral

I :“
ż

R

fpxqe pφpxqq dx.

We have I !B D´B for any B ą 0 unless

C|φ1pxq| ď Dǫ
c

1 `
ÿ

i

rAi

for some x in the support of f , where

rAi “ |Ai| ˆ

$
&
%

C if i “ 3, 6,
C´1 if i “ 1, 4, 7,
C´2 if i “ 2, 5.

Corollary 11. For φ, f, C,D, I, B, ǫ as in the lemma, suppose each Ai is a sum of terms

Ai “ ř
j Ai,j and define rAi,j as in the lemma. Then at least one of the following is true:

1. I !B D´B.
2. All rAi,j ď D3ǫ.

3. The largest two terms are proportional, i.e. rAi,j — rAi1,j1 for some pi, jq ‰ pi1, j1q.
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4. The largest term is some rAi,j with i P t1, 2, 3, 4u and C “ 1.

Proof. The right-hand side in the bound of the lemma is

ď Dǫ

d
1 `

ÿ

i,j

rAi,j.

If any of the rAi,j ą D3ǫ, we see that for some x in the support of f , the absolute value of
Cφ1pxq 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 i “ 1,

d

dx

x

1 ` x2
“ 1 ´ x2

1 ` x2

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. �

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 |x| in any term of φpxq does not change the result
when C ą 1 as |x| 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|op1qB, A " |C|´op1qB, and B|C|´op1q ! A ! |C|op1qB, respectively. We write the
negation of A !˚ B as A ąąą˚ 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

Kpy, µ, δqWσpt, µ, δq “
ż

UwpRq
Wσpywxt, µ, δqψIpxqdx,

where t P Y , y P Yw and Wσpt, µ, δq is the Whittaker function of K-type σ and parameters
µ, δ. 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 ywxt “ x˚y˚k˚ with x˚ P UpRq, y˚ P Y `, k˚ P K, the integral becomes

Kwpy, µ, δqWσpt, µ, δq “
ż

UwpRq
ψpx˚qψIpxqWσpy˚, µ, δqσpk˚qdx.(100)

We define

e pφpxqq “ψpx˚qψIpxq(101)

and call φpxq “ φwpt, y, xq is the “phase”. Note that (the entries of) Wσpy˚, µ, δq has super-
polynomial decay in the coordinates of y˚ unless y˚

i ! 1 and for the choice of coordinates of
[12, Sect. 10], the entries of σpk˚q may be expressed as trigonometric polynomials in (the

argument of)
1`ixj?
1`x2

j

for each coordinate. Thus the factor Wσpy˚, µ, δqσpk˚q satisfies

˜ź

j

x
mj

j

Bmj

Bxmj

j

¸
Wσpy˚, µ, δqσpk˚q !m,µ 1.
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Finally, [12, Sect. 10] applies a dyadic partition of unity to the integral. We rollWσpy˚, µ, δqσpk˚q
into some gp¨, Cq : UwpRq Ñ C satisfying

˜ź

j

x
mj

j

Bmj

Bxmj

j

¸
gpx, Cq !m |C|ǫ|m|

that is smooth and supported on

xj P
"

r´4Cj,´Cjs Y rCj, 4Cjs if Cj ą 1,
r´4, 4s if Cj “ 1.

Then the explicit Strong Interchange of Integrals Conjecture becomes
ż

UwpRq
e pφpxqq gpx, Cqdx !A,ǫ|C|´A(102)

with t P Y , y P Yw satisfying |ti|, |yi| — 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 Cj !˚ 1, which implies |C| ! 1 so that (102) is trivially true.

Suppose some addend fpxq of φpxq satisfies φipxq !˚ 1. It is generally the case that
differentiating the terms of φpxq save powers of the Cj, i.e. such an fpxq will then satisfy

˜ź

j

C
mj

j

Bmj

Bxmj

j

¸
fpxq !m |C|ǫ|m|,

and hence the same for e pfpxqq. We may then include such a factor in the weight function
gpx, Cq without altering our assumptions, and so we will. Similarly, for Cj ą 1, we can write,
e.g.

xjb
1 ` x2j

“ sgnpxjq ` fpxjq, fpxjq “ ´ sgnpxjqb
1 ` x2j

´
|xj | `

b
1 ` x2j

¯

where now fpxjq is smooth on the support of g (which excludes xj “ 0) with

Cm
j

dm

dxmj
fpxjq !m C´2

j ,

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 φpxq.

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

7.3. Interchange of integrals for wn,1. For the Weyl element wn,1, naming the coordinate
at position 1, i` 1 of the x-matrix xi and the same for Ci, the phase is

φpxq “ ´ t1x1 ` y˚
nxn ´

n´1ÿ

i“1

yixixi`1a
1 ` x2i

,
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where

y˚
i :“

a
1 ` x2i`1a
1 ` x2i

, i “ 1, . . . , n´ 1,

y˚
n :“ yna

1 ` x22 ¨ ¨ ¨
a
1 ` x2n´1p1 ` x2nq

.

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

φpxq “ ´t1x1 ´
n´1ÿ

i“1

yixixi`1a
1 ` x2i

.

The conditions y˚
i !˚ 1 imply

Ci`1 !˚ Ci(103)

for i “ 1, . . . , n´ 1.
From Corollary 11, if it were the case that Cn ąąą˚ 1, we would conclude the bound (102)

holds unless Cn´1 “ 1, but this violates the assumption (103). Assuming Cn !˚ 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 Ci !˚ 1, in which case the bound is trivially true.

7.4. The algorithm. For the remaining cases on GLp4q, 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 xi,j for the
entry at position pi, jq in the x-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 Uw and assume that
Cj “ 1 for all j P S while Cj ą 1 for all j R S. We will repeat the following process for all
possible choices of S; the case where S 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 xj derivative for every coordinate of Uw

(including those of S).
All of the constraints may be viewed as linear inequalities (sometimes equalities) on the

logarithms of the Cj, up to a summand O pǫ|C|q; e.g. something of the form
a

1 ` x21a
1 ` x23

!˚ 1

translates to
logC1 ď logC3 ` O pǫ|C|q .

The term `O pǫ|C|q is assumed on (and dropped from) all of the inequalities in the algorithm.
A complication for those indices j P S is that xj and 1 ´ x2j may fail to be — Cj or — C2

j ,
respectively, when considering the support of gpx, Cq at Cj “ 1; we use the phrase “might
be small” to describe terms which contain such factors (but only those with j P S). For an
expression, whether it might be small or not, we compute its “potential size” by assuming
xj — Cj and 1 ´ x2j — C2

j .
For each choice of S, we iteratively build the Boolean expression from the initial constraints

y˚
i !˚ 1 and Cj ě 1 (a conjunction of inequalities). We first write the phase φpxq as a sum
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of products (we refer to the products as the “terms” of φpxq and the same for its derivatives)
and for each coordinate xj we apply Corollary 11 as follows: In the derivative Cj

B
Bxj
φpxq,

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 ąąą˚ 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˚
i !˚ 1

and dropping ψIpx˚q from the phase – also proves a strong form (rapid convergence) of the
Jacquet-Whittaker Direct Continuation Conjecture of [12, Sect. 10] for GLp4q. Finally, the
algorithm can obviously be applied to GLp5q 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 wn,1).

7.5. Interchange of integrals for w22. The phase is

φpxq “ ´ t2x3 ´ x3x5a
1 ` x23

` x2x3a
1 ` x23

´ y˚
1x2x4a
1 ` x24

` y˚
3x4x5a
1 ` x24

,

where

y˚
1 :“

a
1 ` x24

a
1 ` x25a

1 ` x22
a

1 ` x23
,

y˚
2 :“ y2a

1 ` x22 p1 ` x24q
a
1 ` x25

,

y˚
3 :“

a
1 ` x22

a
1 ` x24a

1 ` x23
a

1 ` x25
,

and we have removed the term

y˚
2x4 “ y2x4a

1 ` x22 p1 ` x24q
a

1 ` x25
(104)

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

i. When

C2 — C4 — C3 — C5 ąąą˚ 1,

we may take

φpxq “ ´ t2x3 ´ sgnpx3qx5 ` sgnpx3qx2 ´ sgnpx2qx4|x5|
|x3|

` sgnpx5q|x2|x4
|x3| .

Considering the x4 integral, we see that it is negligible unless ´ sgnpx2q|x5|` sgnpx5q|x2| !˚

C´1
2 , and we substitute x2 ÞÑ x5 ` u{C2. The u integral is essentially non-oscillatory
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and we may take

φpxq “ ´ t2x3,

so that the x3 integral is negligible.
ii. When

C4, C3 !˚ 1, C2 — C5 ąąą˚ 1,

we may take

φpxq “ ´ x3x5a
1 ` x23

` x2x3a
1 ` x23

´ sgnpx2qx4|x5|a
1 ` x23

` sgnpx5qx4|x2|a
1 ` x23

.

If we look at the x2 integral, we see it is negligible unless sgnpx2qx3 ` sgnpx5qx4 !˚

C´1
2 . Substitute x4 ÞÑ ´ sgnpx2x5qx3 ` u{C2, then again the u integral is essentially

non-oscillatory and we may take

φpxq “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 t, but we have saved a factor C2 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 Repµ̃q “ 0. Hence (100) converges conditionally, but not rapidly, there and
the resulting function is clearly differentiable in y2 (the only term of the phase involving y2 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 y2) 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
Λ ‰ 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 w121. The phase is

φpxq “ ´ t1x1 ´ t3x2x4a
1 ` x22

´ t3
a

1 ` x24x6a
1 ` x22

´ x1x2a
1 ` x21

` y˚
1x5 ` y˚

2x5x6a
1 ` x25

` y˚
3x6x4a
1 ` x26

,

where

y˚
1 :“ y1

a
1 ` x21a

1 ` x24 p1 ` x25q
a
1 ` x26

,

y˚
2 :“

a
1 ` x22

a
1 ` x25a

1 ` x21
a

1 ` x26
,

y˚
3 :“ y3

a
1 ` x26a

1 ` x21 p1 ` x22q
a
1 ` x24

,

and we have removed the term
x2y3a

1 ` x21 p1 ` x22q
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to the weight function.
The algorithm yields no non-trivial cases.

7.7. Interchange of integrals for w211. The phase is

φpxq “ ´ t1x1 ´ t2x1x2a
1 ` x21

´ t2
a
1 ` x22x3a
1 ` x21

´ x2x4a
1 ` x22

` y3x2x3

p1 ` x21q
a
1 ` x22

´ y˚
1x3x5a
1 ` x25

` y˚
2x5 ` y˚

3x5x4a
1 ` x25

,

where

y˚
1 :“

a
1 ` x24

a
1 ` x25a

1 ` x22
a

1 ` x23
,

y˚
2 :“ y2

a
1 ` x21a

1 ` x24
a

1 ` x23 p1 ` x25q
,

y˚
3 :“ y3

a
1 ` x23

a
1 ` x25

p1 ` x21q
a

1 ` x22
a
1 ` x24

,

and we have removed the term

x1y3

1 ` x21

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

C1, C2, C5 !˚ 1, C4 — C3 ąąą˚ 1.

Applying this to the phase, we may take

φpxq “ ´ t2
a

1 ` x22x3a
1 ` x21

´ x2x4a
1 ` x22

` y3x2x3

p1 ` x21q
a

1 ` x22

´ sgnpx3q|x4|x5a
1 ` x22

` sgnpx4qy3|x3|x5
p1 ` x21q

a
1 ` x22

.

If we look at the x4 integral, this is small unless sgnpx4qx2` sgnpx3qx5 !˚ C´1
4 . Substitute

x2 ÞÑ ´ sgnpx4x3qx5 ` u{C4, then the u integral is essentially non-oscillatory and we may
take

φpxq “ ´ t2
a

1 ` x25x3a
1 ` x21

,

but then the x3 integral is negligible.
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7.8. Interchange of integrals for w1111. The phase is

φpxq “ ´ t1x1 ´ t2x1x2a
1 ` x21

´ t2
a

1 ` x22x3a
1 ` x21

´ t3x2x4a
1 ` x22

´ t3
a
1 ` x24x3x5a

1 ` x22
a

1 ` x23

´ t3
a

1 ` x24
a

1 ` x25x6a
1 ` x22

a
1 ` x23

` y˚
1x6 ` y˚

2x6x5a
1 ` x26

` y˚
3x5x4a
1 ` x25

` y2
a

1 ` x21x3a
1 ` x22 p1 ` x23q

` y3x2x3

p1 ` x21q
a

1 ` x22
,

where

y˚
1 :“ y1

a
1 ` x22

a
1 ` x23a

1 ` x24
a

1 ` x25 p1 ` x26q
,

y˚
2 :“ y2

a
1 ` x21

a
1 ` x26a

1 ` x22 p1 ` x23q
a
1 ` x25

,

y˚
3 :“ y3

a
1 ` x23

a
1 ` x25

p1 ` x21q
a

1 ` x22
a

1 ` x24
,

and we have removed the term
x1y3

1 ` x21
to the weight function.

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

i. When
C1, C2, C5, C6 !˚ 1, C4 — C3 ąąą˚ 1,

we may take

φpxq “ ´ t2
a

1 ` x22x3a
1 ` x21

´ t3x2x4a
1 ` x22

´ sgnpx3qt3|x4|x5a
1 ` x22

` sgnpx4qy3|x3|x5
p1 ` x21q

a
1 ` x22

` y3x2x3

p1 ` x21q
a

1 ` x22
.

This case is identical to the main case of w211 with y1 ÞÑ t3.
ii. When

C2, C4, C3, C6 !˚ 1, C1 — C5 ąąą˚ 1,

we may take

φpxq “ ´ t1x1 ´ t3
a
1 ` x24x3x5a

1 ` x22
a
1 ` x23

´ t3|x5|
a

1 ` x24x6a
1 ` x22

a
1 ` x23

` sgnpx5qy2|x1|x6a
1 ` x22 p1 ` x23q

` y2|x1|x3a
1 ` x22 p1 ` x23q

.

This case is similar to the previous one: Considering the x5 integral, we see that it is
negligible unless sgnpx5qx3 `x6 !˚ C´1

5 , and we substitute x3 ÞÑ ´ sgnpx5qx6 `u{C5.
Again, the u integral is essentially non-oscillatory and we may take

φpxq “ ´ t1x1,
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so that the x1 integral is negligible.

8. Tidying 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 GLpnq. 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 w22 hiccup. In this section, we prove the Analytic Continuation Conjecture for
K22. To that end, we reintroduce the notation K22py,Λ, µ, δq. The proof of the Weak Inter-
change of Integrals implies that, for each Λ, K22py,Λ, µ, δq is holomorphic in a tube domain
containing ia˚

0pΛq. We also know that K22py,Λ, µ, δq satisfies the differential equations of
section 4.2. The Asymptotics Theorem tells us that K22py, 0, µ, δq is a particular linear com-
bination of the power series solutions, which gives it an expression which is meromorphic
on all of µ P C4. We need to show then that K22py,Λ, µ, δq agrees with this extension of
K22py, 0, µ, δq to ia˚

0pΛq.
Note that we have two cases to consider: The first case, call it Case I, is Λ “ pk1´1

2
,´k1´1

2
, 0, 0q,

µ ´ Λ “ pr1, r1, r2, r3q with 2 ď k1 P N, r P C
3, 2r1 ` r2 ` r3 “ 0 and δ1 ` δ2 ” k1 pmod 2q.

The second case, call it Case II, is Λ “ pk1´1
2
,´k1´1

2
, k2´1

2
,´k2´1

2
q, µ´ Λ “ pr1, r1,´r1,´r1q

with 2 ď k2 ď k1 P N, r1 P C, δ1 ` δ2 ” k1 pmod 2q, δ3 ` δ4 ” k2 pmod 2q.
We have only considered the differential equations for K22 in the case Λ “ 0, but their

extension to Λ ‰ 0 follows the typical path for the method of Frobenius. A set of repre-
sentatives for W {Ww is given by

 
I, wp1 3q, wp2 3q, wp1 4q, wp2 4q, wp1 3qp2 4q

(
. In Case I, we have

J22py, µwp13qq “ sgnpy2qk1´1J22py, µwp23qq and J22py, µwp14qq “ sgnpy2qk1´1J22py, µwp24qq, and
we can see the remaining two solutions are

Y22,1py, µq :“ lim
µ1´µ2Ñk1´1

J22py, µwp13qq ´ sgnpy2qk1´1J22py, µwp23qq
sin πpµ1 ´ µ2q ,

Y22,2py, µq :“ lim
µ1´µ2Ñk1´1

J22py, µwp14qq ´ sgnpy2qk1´1J22py, µwp24qq
sin πpµ1 ´ µ2q .

In Case II, we furthermore have J22py, µwp24qq “ sgnpy2qk2´1J22py, µwp23qq and Y22,2py, µq “
sgnpy2qk2´1Y22,1py, µq, and the remaining solutions are

Y22,3py, µq :“ lim
µ3´µ4Ñk2´1

J22py, µwp24qq ´ sgnpy2qk2´1J22py, µwp23qq
sin πpµ3 ´ µ4q ,

Y22,4py, µq :“ lim
µ3´µ4Ñk2´1

Y22,2py, µq ´ sgnpy2qk2´1Y22,1py, µq
sin πpµ3 ´ µ4q

.

One could conceive that further degeneracy of the J22 functions occurs at d1 “ d2 or d1 “ 2d2,
but it does not.

Note: If the reader is unsatisfied with the limit notation above, set, e.g., µz :“ p z
2

`r1,´ z
2

`
r1, r2, r3q and we mean

Y22,1py, pk1´1
2

` r1,´k1´1
2

` r1, r2, r3qq

“ p´1qk1´1 B
Bz

`
J22py, µwp1 3q

z q ´ sgnpy2qk1´1J22py, µwp23q
z q

˘ˇ̌ˇ̌
z“k1´1

.
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So we have verified the space of solutions to the w22 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 Iµw,δw . In particular, this holds at Repµq “ 0 and for
the Whittaker function, the higher-weight case Repµq “ Λ ‰ 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 U 22pRq integral, but actually, we may safely expand both e py˚

2x4q and
the Whittaker function (considered as a function of y˚

2 alone) into power/Frobenius series
because the higher terms actually make the U 22pRq integral converge faster and we only need
the first term of each series.

8.2. The w211 hiccup. Though it would be nice to prove something like Hashizume’s results
[19] for Bessel functions of arbitrary Weyl elements on GLpnq, 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 w211.

First, note that K211py, µ, δq 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) Wσpt, µ, δq is not identically zero take i, j so that the entry Wσ,i,jpt, µ, δq 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 t, so we can take t such that
the Y -coordinates of w211tw

´1
211 are arbitrarily small and still Wσ,i,jpt, µ, δq ‰ 0, and we get

K211py, µ, δq “I0,δpyw211tw211q
Wσ,i,jpt, µ, δq

4ÿ

k“1

ż

Repsq“ǫ

xWσ,i,kps, µ, δqFσ,k,jpyw211tw211, t, s, µ, δq

ˆ
3ź

ℓ“1

pyw211tw211q´sℓ
ℓ

ds

p2πiq3 ,

where

Fσ,k,jpy, t, s, µ, δq “
ż

U211pRq
ψtpuqψyw211tw

´1

211

px˚qσk,jpk˚qI0,δpy˚q
3ź

ℓ“1

py˚
ℓ q´sℓdu, x˚y˚k˚ “ wu,

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

We will derive a Mellin expansion of Fσ,k,j, justified by the absolute convergence of the
original u ´ µ ´ s integral and the rapid convergence of (51) for θ ă π

2
, that can be used

to shift the contours (in the Mellin expansion of K211) to ´8. Without worrying about

the particular locations of the poles of xWσ,i,k and pFσ,k,j, 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 σk,j 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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Fσ,k,jpy, t, s, µ, δq is a linear combination of terms

F ˚
mpy, t, uq :“
ż

R5

e

˜
´t1x1 ´ t2x1x2a

1 ` x21
´ t2x3

a
1 ` x22a

1 ` x21
´ y1x2x4a

1 ` x22
` y3x2x3

p1 ` x21q
a

1 ` x22
´ y1x3x5

a
1 ` x24a

1 ` x22
a

1 ` x23

` y2x5
a

1 ` x21a
1 ` x24

a
1 ` x23 p1 ` x25q

` y3x4x5
a

1 ` x23

p1 ` x21q
a

1 ` x22
a
1 ` x24

` x1y3

1 ` x21

¸

ˆ
5ź

ℓ“1

`
1 ` x2ℓ

˘´1`uℓ
2

˜
1 ` ixℓa
1 ` x2ℓ

¸mℓ

dx,

for some m P Z5, where

u1 “ ´ s2 ` 2s3 ´ µ3 ` µ4, u2 “s1 ` s3 ´ µ1 ` µ4, u3 “s1 ` s2 ´ s3 ´ µ1 ` µ3,

u4 “ ´ s1 ` s2 ` s3 ´ µ2 ` µ4, u5 “ ´ s1 ` 2s2 ´ s3 ´ µ2 ` µ3.

Now inside F ˚
m, we Mellin expand all nine exponential terms and evaluate the x integrals

using [10, eqs. (2.26)-(2.29)]
ż 8

´8
χδ
a´1pxq

`
1 ` x2

˘´ b`a
2

ˆ
1 ` ix?
1 ` x2

˙m

dx

“ p´ sgnpmqiqδ
p|m|´δq{2ÿ

j“0

ˆ |m|
2j ` δ

˙
p´1qjB

ˆ
a` 2j ` δ

2
,
b ` |m| ´ 2j ´ δ

2

˙
,

we see that F ˚
m is a linear combination of functions of the form

F
:
m,η,η1 py, t, uq :“

ż

Repvq“ǫ

χ
η1
1

´v1
py2qχη1

2
`η1

3
`η1

4

´v2´v3´v4
py3qF 7

m,ηpy, t, qqq
4ź

j“1

Gη1
j
pvjq

dv

p2πiq4 ,

F 7
ηpy, t, qq :“

ż

Reprq“ǫ

χ
η1
´r1pt1qχη2`η3

´r2´r3pt2qχη4`η5
´r4´r5py1q

5ź

j“1

Gηj prjqB
´q1 ´ r1 ´ r2

2
,
q2 ` r1 ´ r3

2

¯

B
´q3 ´ r2 ´ r4

2
,
q4 ` r2 ` r3 ´ r5

2

¯
B
´q5 ´ r3 ´ r5

2
,
q6 ` r3

2

¯

B
´q7 ´ r4

2
,
q8 ` r4 ` r5

2

¯
B
´q9 ´ r5

2
,
q10 ` r5

2

¯ dr

p2πiq5
where η P Z5, η1 P Z4,

q1 “1 ` m11 ´ v2, q2 “m12 ` v1 ´ v2 ´ 2v3 ´ 2v4,

q3 “1 ` m21 ´ v3 q4 “m22 ´ u2 ´ v4,

q5 “1 ` m31 ´ v3 q6 “m32 ´ u3 ´ v1 ` v3 ` v4,

q7 “1 ` m41 ´ v4 q8 “m42 ´ u4 ´ v1,

q9 “1 ` m51 ´ v1 ´ v4 q10 “m52 ´ u5 ´ v1 ` v4,

and each mℓ,1, mℓ,2 ě 0, mℓ,1 ` mℓ,2 “ |mℓ|.
Recall the terminology following (44). Away from its poles, F 7

η has exponential convergence

due to the exponential decay of the beta functions Bpa´r, b`rq in the region
ˇ̌
Impr ´ a´b

2
q
ˇ̌

ă
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ˇ̌
Impa`b

2
q
ˇ̌
. Shifting the r contours negative increases the power of y1 and localizes the integral

near Imprq « 0, so that F 7
η is essentially bounded by the polynomial part of the beta functions

at Imprq “ 0, plus the residues picked up from the beta functions, which are also polynomial
in q and for which an analysis similar to the following applies.

For Reprq highly negative and Imprq « 0, the polynomial parts of the beta functions want
to localize the v integral near Impq2jq “ 0, j “ 1, . . . , 5, while the odd indexed q variables
occur to a high power. Treating u as fixed for the moment, the combined effect, including
the decay of the factors Gη1

j
pvjq for Repvjq ă 1

2
is to localize near Impvq « 0.

Lastly, the s integrals have exponential convergence, coming from the exponential decay of
xWσ,i,k in each |Impsjq| " 1, treating µ as fixed, so our earlier assumption that s is essentially

fixed is valid (as there is no exponential growth coming from F
:
m,η,η1).

So we may shift the s, v and r contours to the left. The factorial parts of the gamma
functions in F 7

η and F
:
m,η,η1 are either balanced (some of the beta functions) or induce factorial-

type decay (the other beta functions and all of the Gδ functions), and the factorial part of
xWσ,i,k always induces factorial-type decay. Hence we may shift the s, v and r contours to
´8 and conclude that K211py, µ, δq 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, exprToIndices, phiToIndices, 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.

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

xforms[x_] := {x/(1 + x^2), 1/(1 + x^2), Sqrt[1 + x^2],

1/Sqrt[1 + x^2], x/Sqrt[1 + 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;

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

exprDerv[expr_, var_, logvars_] := Module[{i}, If[expr[[var]] == 7, 0,

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

{i, 1, Length[logvars]}]]]
doDerv[exprs_, var_, logvars_] := Map[exprDerv[#, var, logvars] &, exprs]

(* convert a term of phi to indices *)

formIndex[expr_, var_] := Module[{forms = xforms[var]},
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Piecewise[{
{1, ! FreeQ[expr, forms[[1]]]},
{2, ! FreeQ[expr, forms[[2]]]},
{5, ! FreeQ[expr, forms[[5]]]},
{4, ! FreeQ[expr, forms[[4]]]},
{3, ! FreeQ[expr, forms[[3]]]},
{6, ! FreeQ[expr, forms[[6]]]},
{7, True}
}]]

(* convert (1+xij^2)^(a/2) Cij^a ->a *)

logFormExponent[expr_, x_] :=

Piecewise[{
{-2, ! FreeQ[expr, 1/(1 + x^2)]},
{-1, ! FreeQ[expr, 1/Sqrt[1 + x^2]]},
{1, ! FreeQ[expr, Sqrt[1 + x^2]]},
{0, True}
}]

exprToIndices[expr_, vars_] := Map[formIndex[expr, #] &, vars]

phiToIndices[phi_, vars_, yStars_] := Map[exprToIndices[#, vars] &, phi /.

Table[ Symbol["ys" <>ToString[i]] ->yStars[[i]], {i, 1, Length[yStars]}]]
indicesToPhi[phiIndices_, vars_] := Module[{i, j}, Table[

Product[xforms[vars[[j]]][[phiIndices[[i, j]]]], {j, 1, Length[vars]}],
{i, 1, Length[phiIndices]}]]

indicesToPhi[phiIndices_, coefs_, vars_] := coefs indicesToPhi[phiIndices, vars]

intyStarToLogs[yStar_, vars_, logvars_] := logvars.Map[

logFormExponent[yStar, #] &, vars]

yStarToLogs[yStar_, vars_, logvars_] := Map[intyStarToLogs[#, vars, logvars] &,

yStar]

indexFrequencies[phiIndices_] := Module[{i}, Table[Length[DeleteCases[

phiIndices[[All, i]], 7]], {i, 1, Length[phiIndices[[1]]]}]]
properSubsets[set_] := DeleteCases[Subsets[set], set]

hasIntersection[A_, B_] := ! AllTrue[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[

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

AllTrue[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, j},
Join[

Flatten[Table[largeDerv[[i]] == largeDerv[[j]] &&

AllTrue[Delete[largeDerv, {{i}, {j}}], # <= largeDerv[[i]] &] &&

largeDerv[[i]] >0, {i, 1, Length[largeDerv] - 1},
{j, i + 1, Length[largeDerv]}]],

Table[AllTrue[largeDerv, # <= smallDerv[[i]] &] && smallDerv[[i]] >0,

{i, 1, Length[smallDerv]}],
{AllTrue[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[Or @@ 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, Map[prefix <># &, vars]]

DoTest[phi_, ystar_, vars_] := Module[

{xvars, logvars, cvars, logystars, PhiA, PhiB},
xvars = makeVars["x", vars];

logvars = makeVars["logC", vars];

cvars = makeVars["C", vars];

logystars = yStarToLogs[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 *)

Phi1111b = DoTest[

-t1 x12 - (t2 x12 x13)/Sqrt[1 + x12^2] - (t3 x13 x14)/Sqrt[1 + x13^2]

- (t2 Sqrt[1 + x13^2] x23)/Sqrt[1 + x12^2]

- (t3 Sqrt[1 + x14^2] x23 x24)/(Sqrt[1 + x13^2] Sqrt[1 + x23^2])

- (t3 Sqrt[1 + x14^2] Sqrt[1 + x24^2] x34)/(Sqrt[1 + x13^2] Sqrt[1 + x23^2])

+ (Sqrt[1 + x13^2] Sqrt[1 + x23^2] x34 y1)/

(Sqrt[1 + x14^2] Sqrt[1 + x24^2] (1 + x34^2))

+ (Sqrt[1 + x12^2] x23 y2)/(Sqrt[1 + x13^2] (1 + x23^2))

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

+ (x13 x23 y3)/((1 + x12^2) Sqrt[1 + x13^2])

+ (x14 Sqrt[1 + x23^2] x24 y3)/((1 + x12^2) Sqrt[1 + x13^2] Sqrt[1 + x14^2]),

{(Sqrt[1 + x13^2] Sqrt[1 + x23^2] y1)/

(Sqrt[1 + x14^2] Sqrt[1 + x24^2] (1 + x34^2)),

(Sqrt[1 + x12^2] Sqrt[1 + x34^2] y2)/

(Sqrt[1 + x13^2] (1 + x23^2) Sqrt[1 + x24^2]),

(Sqrt[1 + x23^2] Sqrt[1 + x24^2] y3)/

((1 + x12^2) Sqrt[1 + x13^2] Sqrt[1 + x14^2])},
{"12", "13", "14", "23", "24", "34"}];

LogicalExpand[FullSimplify[Phi1111b[[1, 2]]]]
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