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HIGHER PERIOD INTEGRALS AND DERIVATIVES OF L-FUNCTIONS

SHURUI LIU AND ZEYU WANG

ABSTRACT. We define and study higher analogues of Rankin-Selberg integrals for GLy—1 \ GLn, X GLp—1
over function fields and relate the integral values to higher derivatives of unramified Rankin-Selberg L-
functions. Our method reveals some relation between special cycle classes over function fields and the
geometric conjectures in [BZSV24] and can be regarded as a first step towards a generalization of the higher
Gross-Zagier formula of [YZ17] for higher dimensional spherical varieties.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In [YZ17][YZ19], a higher Gross-Zagier formula is proved, which for certain types of cuspidal automorphic
representations m of PGLy over the function field K(C) for some curve C' over F,, it relates the self-
intersection numbers of the w-isotypic part of the Heegner-Drinfeld cycles on the moduli of PGLs-Shtukas
with r-legs to the r-th derivative of the L-functions L(m,s) at the central point s = 1/2. This formula can
be regarded as a function field analog of the classical Gross-Zagier formula [GZ86] over the number field.

When one tries to generalize the work of [YZ17] to a general reductive group G, there are several problems
to be addressed:

(1) What is a special cycle?

(2) What is the m-isotypic part of the cycle class of the special cycle?

(3) Why does the self-intersection make sense for the m-isotypic part of the special cycle class?
(4) What should the self-intersection number be related to?

Throughout the article, we always assume we are in the everywhere unramified setting. We try to give
partial answers to the questions above in this setting.

We give a partial answer to the first question using the Plancherel algebra introduced in [BZSV24, §8]
and a variant of the automorphic ©-series introduced in [BZSV24, §15,§16]. By partial we mean that we are
only able to produce cohomology classes rather than Chow cycles, and our construction only works in the
polarized setting (i.e. does not involve Weil representations). Roughly speaking, given an affine smooth G-
variety X, one has the non-commutative Plancherel algebra PLx ;, which is an algebra object in Rep(G), and
whose definition will be recalled in (4.24). We propose the following construction of special cycle classes: For
a G-representation V, one starts from a local special cohomological correspondence clv € Homx (V,PLx r(d))
({(e) means shift, Tate twist, and change parity). Applying a local-to-global construction, one arrives at
a self cohomological correspondence ¢y of the period sheaf Px (defined in §4.3.4) which we call a special
cohomological correspondence, whose Frobenius trace will be an element zy € HEZM (Shtg {13, 1Cy) which
is an intersection Borel-Moore homology class on the moduli of G-Shtukas with one leg of modification
type V (generalization to more than one legs is straightforward and one gets zy: € HEM (Shtg 1, 1Cy 1) for
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vie Rep(@l ) for a finite set I). The homology classes constructed in this way are what we call special cycle
classes. This construction will be done in §4.4.

The second and the third questions are more serious: In general, the special cycle classes do not have com-
pact support. However, one can try to bypass the compactness issue as follows: Suppose the special cycle class
we considered before is of middle-dimension, which means zy1 € HEM (Shtg 1, 1Cy1) =2 HM4(Shtg 1, ICy1)*.
For each finite-dimensional subspace W C H™4(Shtg ;,ICy 1), we get an element zy:|lw € W*. Sup-
pose we have finite-dimensional subspaces Wy, Wy C H, énid(ShtG, 1,1Cy 1) on which the intersection pairing
on Hé“id(Shtg)I,ICw) restricts to a non-degenerate bilinear form ww, w, : W1 ® W — k. By taking
the dual, we get a non-degenerate bilinear form wwx wy; : Wi ® W3 — k. Therefore, we get a number
wwr wy (zvi|wy, 2vr|w,). By taking Wi, Wy to be some isotypic subspaces of H™9(Shte,1,ICy 1), one ar-
rives at a well-defined intersection number of the isotypic part of the special cycle class. We plan to take
this approach in a future work, in which the isotypic subspaces W7, Wy will be constructed via categorical
trace.

In this article, we give an alternative partial solution to the second and the third questions. The idea
origins from the important observation in [YZ] that the cohomological m-isotypic part of the Heegner-Drinfeld
cycles have some simple but rigid structures of what they call Kolyvagin systems, which we briefly explain
here: It has been folklore for a long time and recently becomes precise conjectures in the work of [AGK22¢]
and [Zhu21] that the m-isotypic part (more precisely, o-isotypic part where o is the Langlands parameter
of 7) of H*(Shtg, 1,ICy 1) should be H*(CT,V]) (which is M®' where M = H*(C,V,) if VI = V¥ for
some V € Rep(G)) when o is a discrete point in Locgrith (the moduli of Weil G-local systems on C). In
[YZ], they define the m-isotypic part of the Heegner-Drinfeld cycles {zr star }rez., and show that they are
characterized up to a scalar by some purely elementary properties as a sequence of elements in {M®"} ez,
(called a Kolyvagin system, see §3.3.2). Moreover, they expect lots of interesting special cycles will have
the structure of Kolyvagin systems. This motivates an abstract study of Kolyvagin systems, independent of
actual special cycle classes.

In this article, instead of constructing the actual o-isotypic part of zy 1, for each (Weil) Hecke eigensheaf
Ly of o, we directly write down some elements 2 _y: € H *(C*, V1) given some finiteness assumptions.
These elements 21, yr € H*(CL, V]) are what we call the (fake) o-isotypic part of the special cycle classes
zy1. The construction of these elements are motivated by the description of I'.(Shtg 1, ICy 1) as the trace of a
composition of Hecke operators and the Frobenius endomorphism on Shvyi,(Bung) given in [AGK T 22a]. In
fact, our elements zy,_ : € H *(C!, V) will have a similar description, which will be given in §6. Moreover,
we show that these “fake o-isotypic part” will form a Kolyvagin system in many cases, which further suggests
that the “fake” elements are not as fake as their name. Indeed, this is actually the case: these seemingly
artificially constructed “fake” elements actually coincide with the authentic special cycle classes, and this
will be proved in a future work via categorical trace.

We address the third question in a similar way. When VI = KB for some symplectic representation
K € Rep(G), instead of considering the intersection pairing on H?(Shtg s, 1Cxw:), we consider the natural
paring wr on H*(CT, K®¥T) coming from the symplectic pairing on K and cup product. This allows us to
talk about the L?-norm wr(zL, k1,421, k1) which should be regarded as a “fake” self-intersection number
of the m-isotypic part of zxm;. This will also be done in §6. In a future work, we will relate these “fake”
pairings to intersection pairings.

Now we come to the last question. An important observation of [Y7Z] is that the structure of being
a Kolyvagin system already implies that the L?-norms of the elements are proportional to higher central
derivatives of L-functions. We take this as a starting point, and partially answer the last question by
proposing conditions for the “fake o-isotypic part” to be Kolyvagin systems. As a result, we propose
conditions on the local special cohomological correspondences clv (Assumption 4.43, Assumption 5.6, and
Assumption 5.7), some global assumption on the period sheaf (Assumption 6.10), some technical assumptions
(Assumption 4.46), and prove that under these conditions and assumptions, the number wy (2, g1,21, k1)
equals to the |I|-th derivative of the L-function L(K,, s) at the central point s = 1/2 up to some controllable
constants. The precise statement is Theorem 6.15.

The constructions and results mentioned above depend on various assumptions and conjectures. Some
of them are of technical nature and we hope to remove them in the future, while others are expected to
be essential. Due to the complexity of the dependent relations between constructions and assumptions, we
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do not spell out them here and leave them to the main part of the article §4, §5, and §6. Fortunately, in
the case G = GL,, x GL,,_; and X = GL,,, for some natural special cohomological correspondences, all the
assumptions and conjectures needed above are known.

1.1. Main result. We are now going to state the main result when G = GL, x GL,,—1; and X = GL,,
where the action of G on X is given by

T - (gn, gn—1) = diag(gn—1, 1)7117971
forz € X, g,—1 € GL,,—1, and g,, € GL,,. In this case, we have G = GL,, x GL,,_;. We denote H = GL,,_1.

1.1.1. Owutline. The route we obtain a formula for higher derivatives of L-functions can be summarized as
following: For the Langlands parameter o that one cares about, we choose a “test vector for the corresponding
automorphic representation”, which is a Hecke eigensheaf L, € Shv(Bung) with eigenvalue 0. Then we
consider the most naive geometric enhancement (which we call the geometric period integral) of the Hecke
eigensheaf which we denote by [ + Lo € Vect. This is a geometric enhancement of the period integral of the
test vector (which is a Hecke eigenform). After that, we study certain “Hecke operators” on f « Lo. More
precisely, ignoring parity issue, there exists an vector space M equipped with a non-degenerate symmetric
bilinear form w, such that f « Lo carries a natural Cl(M, w)-module structure, which makes f « Lo the unique
irreducible representation of Cl(M,w) (known as the Clifford module of the Clifford algebra Cl(M,w)).
Finally, we construct from this Cl(M,w)-module structure on [y L, a sequence of elements zr, , € M*®"
for r € Z>o, such that w®" (21, ,, 2L, ,) is related to the r-th derivative of certain L-functions of o.
Now, we briefly introduce the ingredients above.

1.1.2. Geometric period. In this article, we by default work with super vector spaces (see §2.4 for conventions)
and étale sheaf theory (see §4.1 for a detailed setup). We take k = Q, to be the coefficient field for étale
sheaves. Consider the map

7 : Bung — Bung
defined by
m(€) = (€@ O,€) € Bungr, x L,

for £ € Bungy,, ,. Here O € Pic(C) is the trivial line bundle on C. The geometric analogue of the period
integral is the functor

/ : Shv(Bung) — k
X
defined by

/ F:=T.on"F.
X

1.1.3. Hecke eigensheaf. For each irreducible local system o, of rank n over the curve Cﬁq, there is a Hecke

eigensheaf L, € Shv(Bungy,, ) with eigenvalue o,, constructed in [FGV02]'. Moreover, when o, is equipped
with a Weil sheaf structure (i.e. an isomorphism Frob* o,, = o,,), the Hecke eigensheaf L, is also equipped
with a induced Weil structure.

To study the geometric Rankin-Selberg convolution, we choose o, 0,_1 to be (geometrically) irreducible
Weil local systems as above of rank n, n— 1, and consider o := o,, X 0,1 regarded as a Weil G-local system.
In turn, we get a Hecke eigensheaf LYY := LESV RLESY € Shv(Bung).

1.1.4. Geometric result. Our first goal is to study the geometric period integral | « Lo € Vect. A significant
insight of [BZSV24] is that this is not only a plan vector space: It should be canonically equipped with a
structure of a Clifford module over a certain Clifford algebra. We are going to justify this expectation in our
specific case.

Consider K = T*(Std,, ®Std,,_1) € Rep(G) and M =T'(C, K,)(1) ((1) means shift by one, Tate twist by
one-half, and change the parity). We use w : M®? — k to denote the natural symplectic bilinear forms on
M induces by cup product and natural symplectic paring on K.

LOur normalization is slightly different from [FGV02], see Proposition 7.5.
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Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 7.9). The complex fX LEGY € Vect is perfect. Moreover, if g # 1, there exists a
natural isomorphism of algebras

a: CI(M) S Endyee(( /X LySY)*)

where C1(M) is the Clifford algebra of (M,w).

Here, the map a : CI(M) = Endvect(([ ¥ LEGV)*) comes from certain Hecke action on the geometric
isotypic period integral [ ¥ LEGV | Its construction will be given in §6.2.

1.1.5. Arithmetic result. Our next goal is to construct from the geometric period formula Theorem 1.1 a
“higher period formula” for higher derivatives of the L-function L(s, K,) := L(s,0p, X 0pn—1)L(s,0% X 0}_7)
at the central point.

We first construct the “fake” special cycle classes {ngcvm € M*®"},cz.,. Use F to denote Frobenius
automorphism of ([, LEV)*. For every r € Z>¢, consider

ZLEGV € MoT (1.1)
defined via
zprav p(m1 @ - - @ my) = tr(a(mi)o---oa(m,) o IF)
for mq,...,m, € M. The main result of this article is the following:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 7.12). Assume g # 1. We have the identity

O(q%("*”(g*l)%(an XOn_1,5+1/2)L(ctxo%_1,5+1/2)) (1.2)

d T
wr(zLEav ., zrrav ) = By(Ing) ™" (E)
where the bilinear forms w, : (M®*")®2 — k are induced from w, and

—n?(g— -n —n
ﬁa = (_1)T/2q (g I)Xdctan,l(Q)Xdct—gi (Q)

Here Xdet 0,15 Xdet o, : Pic(Fq) — k> are the Hecke characters corresponds to det o,—1 and det o, via class
field theory, and Q@ € Pic(Fy) is the canonical line bundle on C.

We leave a more precise formulation of the results above to §7.

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.2 is sensitive to the Weil structures on LESV and ng}’l, the symplectic pairing

on K, and the identification a : CI(M) = Endvect (( [y LESV)*). All these choices are fixed to be the natural
one. One should regard choosing the Hecke eigensheaf L, as the geometric analogue of choosing a test
vector in any classical period formula, and regard the specific choice LESV as some Whittaker normalized
test vector.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.2 can be regarded as a higher dimensional analog of the main theorem of [Y717] 2,
and is a consequence of the geometric result Theorem 1.1 via the machinery which we are going to introduce
in §3. However, the formula (1.2) is not a formula relating intersection numbers to L-functions and hence
does not have direct applications to the Beilinson-Bloch-Kato conjectures at this stage. That being said,
the left-hand side of the formula is purely automorphic, while the right-hand side is purely spectral. This
is the reason that we still regard it as a higher period formula. We will relate the left-hand side with some
intersection numbers in a future work via categorical trace.

Remark 1.5. The assumption g # 1 in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 is only of a technical nature and
we believe it can be removed. This assumption is needed when we apply Theorem 4.47 which assumes
Assumption 4.46.

2More precisely, our theorem is an analog of [Che21], which is a variant of [YZ17] using the split torus rather than non-split
torus in PGLo.
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1.2. Outline of the proof. Now we are going to outline the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. Many
of the ingredients below work for any split reductive group G and affine smooth G-variety X. As we go
further and further, more and more restrictions will be imposed on G and X so that we will get more
and more concrete results. Our approach is completely different from the relative trace formula approach
in [YZ17][YZ19]. In our argument, no relative trace formula or comparison between different automorphic
sides will be used. Instead, we directly compute both sides of (1.2) and prove the identity.

The proof can be roughly divided into five steps, corresponding to the five sections §3, §4, §5, §6, §7,
which we summarize in the following.

1.2.1. Linear algebra: Kolyvagin systems. The first step is to introduce a general framework producing
formulas like (1.2). Roughly speaking, given a Clifford algebra C1(M) together with a finite-dimensional
module 7' € Mod(Cl(M)), such that all these objects carry compatible automorphisms F' (taken to be the
Frobenius in application), one can construct a sequence of elements {z. € M*®"},.cz as in (1.1), and get a
formula similar to (1.2). This will be discussed in §3. The sequence of elements {z, € M*®"} 7 is what
called the Kolyvagin system (over function fields), first occurring in the work [Y7Z]. It enjoys some properties
similar to the Kolyvagin system over the number field [MR04]. For example, its first non-vanishing index r
will be related to the rank of the Selmer group (see Proposition 3.23).

The most important result in this part is Theorem 3.27, which says that the L2-norm of z, is related to
the r-th derivative of some L-function like quantity (which is the L-function of a Weil local system over the
curve C' if M is taken to be the cohomology of the local system equipped with its Frobenius action).

After the first step, all we are left to do is to construct an action of CI(M) on P;S;V’* and understand

P)F(iv’* as a Cl(M)-module equipped with a compatible automorphisms F. Ignoring the automorphism F,
this is exactly the content of Theorem 1.1.

1.2.2. Commutator relations on cohomological correspondences. This is the first part towards a construction
of the action of C1(M) on ([ + Ls)*. Roughly speaking, the action will come from some special cohomological
correspondences cy on the period sheaf Px. In this part, we will introduce a local-to-global procedure and
reduce the construction of ¢y to the construction of some local special cohomological correspondences clv.
This local-to-global procedure is in §4.4.

Furthermore, when we have local special cohomological correspondences clv7 CIW, CIV®W satisfying the

commutator relation
1 1 1

docy —dyoey =h-chgw (1.3)
where the composition product comes from the algebra structure on the (non-commutative) Plancherel
algebra PLx p, there will be an conjecturally induced relation between the global special cohomological
correspondences cy o ¢y, cw o ¢y, and cygw as self correspondences on the period sheaf Px. This is what
we call the commutator relations on special cohomological correspondences, whose precise form is stated in
Conjecture 4.45.

This local-to-global procedure is the main subject of §4. The most important result in this part is
Theorem 4.47, which proves Conjecture 4.45 under some technical assumptions (Assumption 4.46).

1.2.3. Automorphic Clifford relations. This is the second part towards a construction of the action of C1(M)
on ( f + Lo)*. We are going to construct the local special cohomological correspondences clv7 c%,v, CIV®W,
and prove that they satisfy the commutator relation (1.3). In the case we care about, we always have V, W
are minuscule representations of G, and the cohomological correspondence CIV®W is induced from a bilinear
pairing V ® W — triv, this is what we call the Poisson-pure case (see Assumption 5.7,Assumption 5.6 for
precise meaning). In this case, we will construct ¢}, ¢k, via (derived) fundamental class in §5.1, and the
elements cy, cw, cygw will become some concrete global cohomological correspondences constructed via
fundamental classes rather than some abstract elements constructed via local-to-global procedure. In this
case, the commutator relation becomes what we call the automorphic Clifford relations. This is the main

subject of §5.

1.2.4. Higher period integrals and derivatives of L-functions. This is the third (final) part towards a con-
struction of the action of C1(M) on ([, Ly)*. We combine the results above and get an action of CI(M) on
(f + Lo)*. This is the main subject of §6 and works whenever we are in the middle-dimensional case, given
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the finite-dimensionality of | x Lo (we drop the notation FGV to indicate that this does not work only in
GL,, case).

The most important result in this part is Theorem 6.15, which is a primitive form of Theorem 1.2 which
works for general G and X satisfying good properties. We refer to loc.cit for the precise statement.

After this step, all we are left to check towards a proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 is that the
assumptions made above actually hold in the case G = GL, x GL,,_1 and X = GL,. These assumptions
include the local commutator relation (1.3), and an explicit computation of ([, LEGV)*.

1.2.5. Ezample: higher Rankin-Selberg convolutions. Finally, we apply the whole machinery developed above
to the example G = GL,, x GL,,_1 and X = GL,,. In §7.1, we check the necessary ingredients needed for the
local cohomological correspondences, which is essentially an easy application of the main result of [BFGT21].
In §7.2, we compute the complex [ ¥ LEGY explicitly which is an easy application of the main result of [Lys99)].
Combining all the ingredients together, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. These are the
main subjects of §7. The main result in the part is Theorem 7.12.
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2. NOTATIONS AND CONVENTIONS

In this section, we summarize the notations and conventions used throughout the article.

2.1. General. For each n € Z>1, define [n] = {1,2,...,n}. We use S, to denote the symmetric group of
the set [n].

2.2. Categories. By a category, we mean an (oo, 1)-category. For a category €, we use €“ to denote its
full subcategory of compact objects. For a stable oo-category (or a triangulated category) with t-structure,
we use €V to denote its heart. We use €~ to denote the full subcategory of objects bounded on the left.

We use Cat}cdem to denote the oo-category of small idempotent complete k-linear categories. We use
LinCaty, to denote the oco-category of presentable k-linear categories with continuous morphisms (i.e. mor-
phisms preserving colimit).

2.3. Algebraic geometry. In this article, we by default work with schemes/(étale) stacks over F, on the
automorphic side, and algebraic stacks over k = Q, or a sufficiently large finite extension of @, on the
spectral side. To X a stack over F,, we will attach in §4.1 a category of (ind-constructible) étale sheaves
on Xg which we denote by Shv(Xg ) or sometimes we write it as Shv(X). For F,G € Shv(X), we write

Hom(F,G) := Homgyy(x)(F,G).

2.4. Super linear algebra. In this paper, we use k to denote a sufficiently large field with char(k) = 0,
which is usually taken to be Qg (or a finite extension of Q) for I # p. In this section, we introduce our
conventions on super vector spaces. Although these conventions are standard, the sign involved can be subtle
so we fix the sign rule here.

We use Vect to denote the rigid symmetric monoidal stable oo-category of (complexes of) super vector
spaces over k, and any linear category would be linear over Vect. We use sw : V@ W = W ®V to denote the
commutative constraint of Vect. We use Vect® C Vect to denote the full subcategory of even vector spaces.
Regarding Vect as Z/2Z-graded objects in Vect?, we get a natural forgetful functor oblv : Vect — Vect’.
There is another functor (e)g : Vect — Vect” defined as taking the even part. Moreover, the category Vect
is equipped with an endomorphism II : Vect — Vect given by reversing the parity, which gives rise to a
symmetric monoidal endomorphism (1) = TI[1] : Vect — Vect. We get another functor (e); = (e)g oIl :
Vect — Vect? which is taking the odd part of a super vector space.

For any linear category ¢ and objects ¢,d € €, we use Homg(c,d) € Vect to denote the Hom space
enriched over Vect. We write Hom% (¢, d) := H°(Home(c,d)) € Vect. We often drop € if € is clear from
the context.



HIGHER PERIOD INTEGRALS AND DERIVATIVES OF L-FUNCTIONS 7

The subcategory of compact objects Vect®” consists of bounded complexes of finite-dimensional super
vector spaces and hence, coincides with dualizable objects in Vect. For each V' € Vect®, its (right) dual is
denoted by V*. There are natural unit and counit maps

ev: VRV =k

coev:k =V V.

For every morphism f : V — W between V, W € Vect”, the dual homomorphism f* : W* — V* is defined

as
id® f®id

frowrs LB v gy @ W SO g W e 198X e
Note that we have
W*aV* 5 (Ve W)
where the unit and counit maps are given by

evyew (VO W)@ (W e V*) 2w Old, g e v, g

coevy Qcoevy

W oW eV gy desweid

From now on, we restrict our discussion to Vect¥ C Vect.

For V € Vect”, an (even) element in V is a linear map k — V, and an odd element in V' is a linear map
Ik — V. By an element v € V we mean an element v € oblv(V). It is obvious that an even (resp. odd)
element of V' is an element of Vj (resp. Vi) and hence can be regarded as an element of V. We call an
even or odd element of V' to be a pure element. For each pure element v € V', we define |v| to be its parity
which is 0 if v is even and 1 if v is odd. Similarly, one defines (even, odd, pure) coelements as functionals on
oblv(V).

For any F € End(V'), we use tr(F') € k to denote the (super)trace

coevyaw kS k@ k WV e (Ve W).

coev

tr(F) k2B v eV N v ey My o vt g (2.1)
In concrete terms, the (super)trace is related to the usual trace of endomorphisms of vector spaces by
tr(F) = tr(Fly,) — tr(Flv,)-
For F' € Aut(V), we define the (super)determinant of F' (also known as Berezinian in the literature) to
be
det(F) := det(F|y,) det(F|y,) ' € k. (2.2)
By a bilinear pairing between V, W € Vecto, we mean an even coelement of V ® W. Note that we have
a Sp-action on V™" induced by sw. We use

SW;i+1 € End(V®") (23)

to denote the action of the permutation (i,i + 1) € S,. The action of S, on V®" gives a direct sum

decomposition
ver= P (Ve
X€Irr(Sy)
We define Sym" V := (V&) and A"V = (V®")4,. A bilinear pairing on V is called symplectic (resp.
orthogonal) if it comes from a coelement of /\2 V (resp. Sym? V). For a bilinear pairing b: V@ W — k, we
write b(v,w) = b(v @ w) for v € V and w € W which are pure elements (get zero if they do not have the
same parity).
For vy,...,v, € V, we write

1
VIV c Up = — Zg(vl®v2®~-~®vn)ESym"VCV®"

|
n' geSy,
and )
VI NV A AN = — Z sgn(g)g(v1 @2 ® - Q@ v,) € Sym"V C venr,
n:
gESH

Under this convention, the natural quotient map V" — Sym™ V isv1 ®---®w,, — v1 - - - vy, and the natural
quotient map VO — A"V isv1 @ -+ @ vy 5> 01 A -+ A Uy
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For each n € Z>o, We have Sym™ V* = (Sym"™ V)* where the evaluation map is given by

evsymn v ¢ Sym” V @ Sym” V* HEL, (y@ny g (YrEn) X (YOn) @ (yOn)s SvEn g (2.4)

~

There is a similar construction for A" V* = (A" V)*. One should pay attention to the factor n! here.
For any V € Vect?, we have a canonical symplectic pairing wean on V @ V* defined by

Wean : (VOVHQ VOV 2 VoV oV eV T ¢ (2.5)

We introduce the temporary notation k; := II'k € Vect.
For each pure element v* € V*, we sometimes identify it with the pure coelement V' — k.| which is the
composition

vV EL Vel v 2 k.
Conversely, given a pure coelement v* : V' — kj,«|, we get an element v* € V* via

coev iduv*

U K — V@IV 22 v

It is easy to check that these two operations are inverse to each other.
For a bilinear pairing which is a linear map b : V® W — k, we sometimes identify it with the linear map

bW O e gy @ W 140, e (2.6)

Conversely, suppose we are given a linear map b : W — V*, we obtain a bilinear pairing via

b:VeWw L& ve v &g

It is easy to check that these two operations are inverse to each other.

From a non-degenerate bilinear form b : V @ W — k, we can also identify it with an element coevy : k —
W* @ V* by

coevy 1k SXEW it @ T M2 gy g e (2.7)

which is also the dual map of b.

Given two bilinear pairings by : V®2 — k and by : W®2 — k, we get a bilinear pairing bygw :
(Ve W)®2 -k via

byew : (VoW) e (VeW) 29 oy eowew 2% ko k 5 k. (2.8)
We also get bilinear pairings
bsymn v ¢ (Sym" V)®2 — k (2.9)

and bpn v : (A" V)®2 — k by restricting n! - byen to the corresponding subspace. One should pay attention
to the factor n! here.
When V is an odd vector space, in concrete terms, we have

byen (01, 0] - 0y) = (=1)" D2y (01, 0]) - by (vn, 07) (2.10)
and
bsymn v (V1 -+ vn, 0 -+ 0)) = > (1) 2 sgn(g)by (v, 0)) - - by (Vn, Vi) (2.11)
gESn
for vy, ,vp, v}, U, €V.

Given a bilinear form b : V @ W — k, there is a canonical symplectic form wean : (V & W)®2 — k defined
by

Wean (V, W) = b(v, W), Wean (W, v) = (—1)1+‘”|Iw|b(w,v),wcan(V, V) = wean(W, W) =0, (2.12)

forveVand we W.
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2.5. Lie theory. We use G to denote a connected split reductive group over F,. We use T' C B to denote the
maximal torus and Borel subgroup. We get a sequence of Lie algebras t C b C g. We use X.(T), X*(T) to
denote the cocharacter lattice and character lattice, and X.(T)*, X*(T')" to denote the subset of dominant
elements. We use Wg to denote the Weyl group of G. We use pg € X*(T) to denote the half sum of all
positive roots of G.

For each A € X,(T), we use AT to denote the unique element in WgAN X, (T)* and similarly for elements
in X*(T'). For A € X,.(T), we denote dg,x := (2pg, A). We use dX € t to denote the differential of .

We sometimes use H C G to denote a connected split reductive subgroup. We use T to denote a maximal
torus of H such that Ty C T. We regard X, (Ty) C X.(T). For each A € X, (T), we always use AT to
denote the G-dominant Wg-conjugate of A (rather than the H-dominant conjugate).

We use G to denote the Langlands dual of G defined over k.

When we talk about representations of G, we always mean right G-modules. When we talk about
representations of G, we always mean left G-modules.

2.6. Varieties with group action. We always use X to denote a variety with right G-action. We are
mostly interested in the case that T* X is a hyperspherical G-Hamiltonian space. For its complete definition
and properties, we refer to [BZSV24, §3]. We merely summarize some points which we will use in our article.

In this article, we only care about polarized hyperspherical G-varieties on the automorphic side (and denote
it by T*X). When we talk about a hyperspherical G-variety 7% X, we mean an affine smooth G x Gg,-variety
X such that the G x Gg-variety T*X is hyperspherical in the sense of [BZSV24, §3.5.1] (See below for the
Ggr-action on T*X). Here Gg, is a copy of G,, and the action of G x Gg, is on the right.

The hypersphericity of T*X implies that X is spherical [BZSV24, Proposition 3.7.4] such that the generic
B-stabilizer is connected, and can be written of the form X = Y x# G for some connected reductive subgroup
H C G and a H-representation Y. The requirement that 7% X is neutral for T*X to be hyperspherical in
loc.cit implies that the Gg-action on X is trivial on H\G and of weight one on the fibers of X — G/H (i.e
scaling action on Y). Taking this normalization, the Gg-action on T*X = (T*Y & (g/h)*) x G is given by
weight one action on T*Y and weight two action on (g/h)*, trivial on the base H\G. In particular, if X is
G-homogeneous, then the Gg-action on X is trivial.

When we talk about hyperspherical T*X, as in [BZSV24, §3.8], we always assume there exists and fix
a G-eigenmeasure w on X with eigencharacter n : G — G,,. Such an eigenmeasure is automatically an
eigenmeasure for G x Gg, such that

(9:A)"w = n(g)A\"*w (2.13)
for g € G and X € Gg,. Here yx € Z is an invariant of the variety X (independent of w) and one can easily
computes that

vx = dim(Y). (2.14)
We define
Bx = dim(G) + vx — dim(X) = dim(H). (2.15)

2.7. Hyperspherical duality. When T* X is hyperspherical, we use M to denote the dual G-hyperspherical
variety for T*X constructed in [BZSV24, §3]. We use Gx to denote the dual group of X. Let P(X) to be
the stablizer of the open B-orbit in X. We say T*X is strongly tempered if M is a G-linear representation
(or equivalently, the dual group Gx = G and P(X) = B). We say that T*X is tempered if M is of the
form M = (S @ (§/dx)*) x9% G (or equivalently, the parabolic P(X) = B) where S is a symplectic lincar
G x-representation with weight one G, -action.

2.8. Intersection complex. On a variety X, we use ICx to denote its intersection complex, which is
normalized in the following way: For a smooth variety X, we have ICx := ky (dim(X)). That is to say:
the complex ICx is perverse and has the same parity with dim(X) and is pure of weight 0 whenever weight
makes sense.

2.9. Super geometric Langlands. To normalize the (super) Geometric Langlands equivalence
Sthilp(Bung) = IndCohNﬂp(Loclgs), (216)

we fix

QY2 € Pic(C) (2.17)
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and an isomorphism (2'/2)®2 5 Q. We also need to fix 1) : F, — k>, which gives us an Artin-Schreier sheaf
AS € Shv(A') (2.18)

lying in (naive) cohomological degree 0 and corresponds to 3 under the sheaf-function correspondence.
We define the normalized Whittaker sheaf Pgsii as follows. Consider diagram

BunNM;(Q) 4(1) Al
l’r (2.19)
Bung

where Buny ;(q) is defined via the Cartesian diagram

Buny ;) —— Bung

l - l (2.20)

pt L Bunrg.
We define
Piwhit = mq*AS{dim(Buny s.))) (2.21)

where dim(Buny ;)) = (9 — 1)(dim(N) — (2pa,2pa))-

We adopt the normalization of the (conjectural) Geometric Langlands equivalence in [BZSV24, §12.2.1]
such that under the equivalence (2.16), the object Piip * Py € Shviip (Bung) corresponds to the (shifted)
dualizing sheaf wLoch,eS<—(g — 1)dim(G)) € QCoh(Locs®) € IndCoh(Locg®), where Pyjp#* : Shv(Bung) —
Shvnilp(Bung) is the Beilinson’s spectral projector defined in [AGK "22¢, §13.4.1] (which was conjectured
to be the right adjoint of the natural inclusion Shvyip(Bung) — Shv(Bung). This is recently proved by
Gaitsgory-Raskin).

2.10. Geometric class field theory. Consider the map

AJg: C? = Pic? (2.22)
defined by
AJg(er,...,ca) = O(c1 + -+ + ¢q) (2.23)
and the map
7 C x Pic — Pic (2.24)
such that
%
h(c, L) = L(c). (2.25)
For each o € Locg” (k), we define L, to be the unique perverse sheaf on Pic such that
AT Ly 5 o®d(g—1) (2.26)
and N
h*L, 5 0 KL, (2.27)

2.10.1. Unramified classical class field theory. For each o € Loc%rifh(k), we define the associated Hecke
character to be

Xo = tr(Frob, L, (—(g — 1)))) € Hom(Pic(F,), k) (2.28)

2.11. Cohomology of classifying stacks. We choose O(—1) € Pic(BG,,) to be the tautological line bundle
on BG,, such that for any line bundle £ € Pic(X) defining a map fr : X — BG,,, we have f;O(-1) = L.
This choice gives us an isomorphism I'(BG,,, k) = k[A] where i = ¢;(O(-1)).

2.12. Shearing. For a vector space V equipped with a G, = G,-action, we get a weight decomposition
V =@,z Vi- We define VI .= D;cz Vi(i), where we define V(1) = IIV[1](1/2) (i.e. shift by one, change
the parity, and Tate twist by 1/2 whenever it makes sense).
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3. LINEAR ALGEBRA: KOLYVAGIN SYSTEM

In this section, we introduce the linear algebra machinery used to study higher derivatives of L-functions
of a symplectic local system over the curve C.

e In §3.1, we recall the Clifford algebra and fix conventions.

e In §3.2, we introduce the Pin structure, which serves as a preparation for defining the Kolyvagin
system.

e In §3.3, we introduce the Kolyvagin system associated to a Pin structure, and prove the key result
Theorem 3.27.

e In §3.4, we introduce and study the Kolyvagin system associated to a module of the Clifford algebra,
which will be the Kolyvagin system occurring in Theorem 1.2, Theorem 6.15.

Throughout the section, we work over k = Q, or a finite extension of Q, such that all the groups and
polynomials split. Assume we are in the following setting:

Setting 3.1. We fix (M,w) to be an odd symplectic vector space of dimension (0|2n) for n € Z>o, where
the symplecticity of the pairing means that it is non-degenerate and for any mi, me € M we have

w(my, ma) = w(ma, my).
For our conventions on super vector spaces, see §2.4.

3.1. Conventions on the Clifford algebra. We start by recalling some basic notions on the Clifford
algebra.

3.1.1. Basic structures.

Definition 3.2. We define the Clifford algebra associated to (M,w) to be
Cl(M) := Cl(M,w) := M®/I
where M® is the free tensor algebra on M and the two-sided ideal I C M® is generated by elements of the
form
m1 @ ma + mo @ my — W(mlam2)

for all mq,me € M°.

Since CI(M) € Vect, we have its parity decomposition C1(M) = Cl(M)eve® @ Cl(M)°dd.

There is an increasing filtration {G; CI(M)}iez., defined by

GiCl(M):= Y im(M® — Cl(M)). (3.1)
0<j<i

The graded pieces with respect to the filtration G, is Gr? CI(M) = Sym® M. In particular, the top graded
piece Grtcf)p CI(M) = Sym"® M is an one-dimensional even vector space. From w : M®2 — k, we get an
induced orthogonal pairing wiep : (Sym* M)®2 — k as in (2.9).
Definition 3.3. A parity of (M,w) is a linear map wtlcfs : Sym'® M — k such that

(w1/2)®2

top = Wtop-

Remark 3.4. The name parity is justified by Remark 3.7.

A choice of parity wtlo/s gives a linear map
tr: CI(M) — k
defined as the composition
wl/2
tr : CI(M) — Gryl, CI(M) = Sym" M —2; k. (3.2)
1/2

Note that for each M as above, there are exactly two choices of parity wy,; differing by a sign.

31t is more common to take I to be generated by m1 ® ma + ma2 @ m1 — 2w(mi,m2). We discard the factor 2 to get a
cleaner formula in Theorem 3.27. Moreover, the Clifford algebras we are going to consider (as in Corollary 6.12) are closer to
our convention.
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3.1.2. Pin groups. We use Cl(M)* to denote the group of invertible elements in C1(M). There are several
important subgroups

Spin(M) «——— Pin(M)
j j : (3.3)
GSpin(M) «—— GPin(M) —— CI(M)*
The group GPin(M) is defined as
GPin(M) = {x € CI(M)*|stMz~* c M},
and the group GSpin(M) is defined by
GSpin(M) := GPin(M) N CI(M )",
The group Pin(M) can be defined as
Pin(M) := {vivg - - - v, € CL(M)*|v1,va,...,v5 € M such that w(v;,v;) = 2}
and the group Spin(M) is defined by
Spin(M) := Pin(M) N CL(M)*Ve".
One can easily check that Pin(M) and Spin(M) are subgroups by noting that

1 2v

w(v,v)

for every v € M C ClI(M) such that w(v,v) # 0. Moreover, it is well-known that one has

GPin(M) = Pin(M) - k*
and

GSpin(M) = Spin(M) - k*.
We have a natural group homomorphism

det : GPin(M) — {£1} (3.4)

defined by
det(g) = (1),

where |g| is the parity of g € CI(M)*. Moreover, there is a canonical map

R : GPin(M) — O(M) (3.5)
g— Ry
defined as
R,(m) = det(g)gmg™' € M C CI(M) for g € GPin(M) and m € M C CI(M). (3.6)
We also have a map
A : GPin(M) — GPin(M)/Pin(M) = k* (3.7)

which satisfies A(cg) = ¢? for ¢ € kX C GPin(M) and g € Pin(M).
For each element v € M satisfying w(v,v) # 0, it is easy to see that for every m € M we have

Ro(m) =m — 2w(m, v)

w(v,v)

which coincides with the reflection along v.

4Every element in GPin(M) is pure.
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3.1.3. Clifford module. Tt is well-known that there is a unique up-to-parity (super)representation S of C1(M)
such that the representation map CI(M) — End(S) is an isomorphism. The representation S is called the
Clifford module. We now construct a specific model of the Clifford module.

Construction 3.5. Choose a polarization M = L @ L* such that w = wcan as defined in (2.5).

e Define S = Sym*® L*.

e The action of L* C CI(M) on S is given by the linear map L* ® Sym® L* — Sym® L* defined as
multiplication on the left;

e The action of L C C1(M) on S is given by the linear map L ® Sym® L* — Sym® L* defined via

n
VR VIVy U Z(—l)”lw(v, vy
i=1

=)
(4

e The actions above uniquely extends to an action of CI(M) on S.
Note that the polarization M = L & L* induces a parity wtlo/; 1, given by

1/2

wilZ o Sym'*P M 5 Sym"*P L ® Sym'P L* 5 Sym'P L @ (Sym"P L)* <% k

where the second isomorphism is defined in (2.4).
An easy computation shows the following;:

Proposition 3.6. The map tr: CI(M) — k induced by wtlo/s)L as in (3.2) coincides with the map CI(M) —
End(S) X k, where the (super)trace tr : End(S) — k is defined in (2.1).

Remark 3.7. From Proposition 3.6, one sees that a choice of parity is equivalent to a choice of parity of
the Clifford module.

We also note the following obvious property of tr:
Proposition 3.8. For pure elements x,y € CI(M), we have tr(zy) = (1)1 tr(yx).
3.2. Pin structures. From now on, we assume we are in the following setting:
Setting 3.9. Let (M,w) be as in Setting 3.1. Moreover, we fix F' € O(M) and get a triple (M,w, F).

Definition 3.10. A Pin structure (resp. GPin structure) of (M,w, F) is an element F € Pin(M) (resp.
F € GPin(M) such that

Ry = F,
where R : GPin(M) — O(M) is defined in (3.5).
Note that the lifting F in a Pin structure (resp. GPin structure) is unique up to +1 (resp. k*). We use
Kolyr C CI(M) (3.9)

to denote the one-dimensional subspace spanned by all GPin structures of (M,w, F'). We make the following
definition

Definition 3.11. A Kolyvagin structure of (M, w, F) is an element F € Koly .
Note that the map A : Kolyr N GSpin(M) — k defined in (3.7) can be extended to a map
\:Kolyp — k (3.10)

by setting A(0) = 0. The map A is quadratic.
The name Kolyvagin will be justified in §3.3.
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3.2.1. Semisimple case. We are now going to give explicit descriptions of the Pin structure F in Definition 3.10
when F' € O(M) is semisimple. This section is only used in the proof of Theorem 3.27 and can be safely
skipped during a first reading.

We first consider the case det(F) = 1. In this case, there exists a polarization M = L @ L* such that
W = Wean as in (2.5) and both L and L* are F-stable. We choose F-eigenbasis (e1,ea, -+ ,e,) of L and get
dual basis (e*{,eg, -+« ,er) of L* satisfying w(ez,ej) = §;;. Suppose we have Fe; = a;e; for each i, we get

Fel = . Note the following description of F:

Proposition 3.12. The Pin structure F is given by

H 1/2616 + o 1/26*61) € Spin(M). (3.11)
Proof. Note that
ag/2ele +a; 1/26*6 (e; +€f) - (a ;1/261-—1-043/26;‘)
and we have
wle; +ef,ei+ef)= w(ai—lﬂel + a1/2e* o 2+ 041/26;“) =2,

therefore we know that right hand side of (3.11) lies in Pln(M ). To prove the identity, it suffices to check
that R., fer © R 0 Ve pal 2er acts by identity on vectors e],e for j # i and has eigenvalue a; on e; and o
on e;. The ﬁrst claim is obv10us The second claim follows from the following direct computation:

Reive: 0 Rocrin, 17, (€0) = Reier (e — wles ap ey + aj%ep) (a7 Pes + ;%))

e;ita
= Re,qe; (—aii€;)
= —aief +w(azel,e; +el)(e; +ef)
= aje;

The computation for e} is similar.
O

Let us write F, = F|r, Fr» = F|p~ and Fsyme 1+, Fsyme . to be the automorphisms on Sym® L*, Sym*® L.
We have the following immediate observations:

Corollary 3.13. Let us take

H ?/2616 +a; 1/26*61) € Spin(M),

then the action ofﬁ on S = Sym® L* is given by
F.e* ...e* :e(L,F)l/Qail...a__leT ...ejf

11 Uk 1k 11 17
where €(L, F) := det(FL)™ = ay - - - a, is the root number. In other words, the action of F on S = Sym® L*
equals €(L, F)l/ngym- Le.

Remark 3.14. The above choice of F' depends on a choice of square root €(L, F)Y/2 (rather than choices
of square roots of individual «;). The last claim in Corollary 3.13 is also true when F' is not semisimple but
admits the F-stable polarization M = L & L*.

Now we turn to the case det(F) = —1. In this case, we always have F-stable decomposition M =
WaeW* @k -x®k-ysuch that W e W*, k- z, k-y are orthogonal to each other (recall that we are
assuming F' semisimple), in which w|wgw+ is the canonical symplectic pairing, and w(z,z) = w(y,y) = 2,
Fr =2, Fy = —y. Let us set a = (v +yv/—1)/2 and a* = (v — y/—1)/2. Take L* = W* @ k - a* and
L =W @®k-a. This gives a polarization W = L @& L* hence we can use S = Sym® L* as the model for the
Clifford module. We further pick F-eigenbasis ey, - ,e,—1 of W as before such that Fe; = «;e;, and obtain

dual basis e}, - ,ey_;. We have the following proposition parallel to Proposition 3.12:
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Proposition 3.15. We have

F = :I:(H (041/261-62k + a_l/Qefei))y € Pin(M).

%

The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.12 so we omit it. We also have the
following Corollary parallel to Corollary 3.13:

Corollary 3.16. Let us take
n—1
F = ([](ai%eie; + a; ?etes)y € Pin(M),
i=1
then the action off' on S = Sym® L* is given by

F.ef «-.ef = (_1)k+1/2€(m F)1/2a;11...afle%ﬁ coet at

1 2% 1k 11 1k

and

F-¢f el a" = (—1)k71/26(W,F)1/204;11---a-_le* el

i1 ik i i1 ik

3.3. Kolyvagin systems. In this section, we introduce a sequence of elements attached to (M,w, F') after
choosing a Kolyvagin structure (see Definition 3.11) and parity (see Definition 3.3). This sequence of elements
was first considered in [YZ]. Since this sequence of elements shares some features with the Kolyvagin system
over number fields defined in [MR04], it can be regarded as a function field analog of the Kolyvagin system.

3.3.1. Definition.
Definition 3.17. Given (M,w, F) as in Setting 3.9, a Kolyvagin polarization of (M,w, F') is a quadruple
(M,w,ﬁ,wlﬂ)

top

where

e The element F € Koly is a Kolyvagin structure for (M,w, F) defined in Definition 3.11;

e The element wtlo/s is a parity for (M,w) defined in Definition 3.3.
We say a Kolyvagin polarization is GPin (or Pin, Spin, GSpin) if F € GPin(M) (or F lies in Pin(M),
Spin(M), GSpin(M)).
Definition 3.18. We define the Kolyvagin system attached to a Kolyvagin polarization (M, w, ﬁ,w;{s) to
be the sequence of elements

{zr € M*®T}T€ZZD
where the element z, is defined as the coelement
2 MO Sk
such that
Zr(m @M ® -+ @m,.) = tr(m1m2~-~mrﬁ) (3.12)

for my,...,m, € M, and the map tr is defined in (3.2). We say a Kolyvagin system is GPin (or Pin, Spin,
GSpin) if the Kolyvagin polarization is GPin (or Pin, Spin, GSpin).

Remark 3.19. We remind the reader that by the convention in §2.4, for m* ® --- @ m} € M*®", the
corresponding coelement of m @ --- ® mj : M®" — k is

(M? @ @mI) (M @+ @ my) = mi(ma) - - m*(my). (3.13)
form ®---®@m, € M.

Remark 3.20. We sometimes extend the Kolyvagin system {z, € M*®T}T€ZZO to a sequence {z, €
M*®7},.cz by setting z,. = 0 for r < 0.
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3.3.2. Characterizing properties. In this section, we introduce a characterizing property of the Kolyvagin
system {z,}, which was first discovered by [YZ]. We will not use this in our article. We include it here for
completeness.

Consider the following morphisms:

e For each 1 <7 <7+ 1, we have a map coev; ;41 : M*®" — M*®7+2 defined as the composition

~ i —i id®coev,, ®id
coeviip1 s MO 5 MO @ | @ MOl K2R TIC, preer2

where the map coev,, : k = M* ® M* is introduced in (2.7).
e For each 1 <i <r—1, we have a map sw; ;1 : M*®" — M*®" introduced in (2.3).
e We have a morphism pF : M*®" — M*®" defined by

pF(mi @m; @ ---@my) = (1) "' F(m;) @mi ®---@m;_,
where F' = (F*)~1: M* — M*.
Proposition 3.21. For the Kolyvagin system {z, € M*®T}rezzo, we have the following facts:

(1) For each r € Z>o and 1 < ¢ <r—1, we have

2r — sWiiv1(2) = coeviip1(2zr—2).
(2) For each r € Z>o, we have
pF(z.) = z.

(8) The properties in (1) and (2) uniquely characterizes {z. € M*®"},.cz_, up to scalar. Equivalently
speaking, after fixing the parity in Definition 5.3, the construction (3.12) defines an isomorphism
between the one-dimensional vector space Kolyn defined in Definition 3.11 and the vector space of
sequence of elements {z, € M*®"},.cz_ satisfying (1) and (2).

Proof. We first prove the following lemma:

Lemma 3.22. A sequence {z, € M*®"},cz_, satisfies Proposition 3.21 (1) if and only if there exists some
element T € CI(M) such that the sequence {z, € M*®’”}T€ZZD satisfies

zr(Mm1 @Mmo ® -+ @ m,.) = tr(myimsa - --m,.T). (3.14)
for any r € Z>o and my,...,m, € M.

Proof of lemma. Regard the sequence {2, € M*®"}, ¢z, as a single element z¢ € [], o,  M*®" 5 (MOT)*,

The condition in Proposition 3.21 (1) is equivalent to say that the element z, regarded as a functional
M® — k vanishes on the linear subspace I spanned by elements of the form

M- MR ERY+yr—w(x,y)) @M1 -+ @ my.
This is equivalent to say that z, comes from a function CI(M) = M®/I — k. Since the bilinear form

CI(M) ® CI(M) — CI(M) =5 k is non-degenerate, we know that there exists F € Cl(M) satisfying the
desired property.
|

Note that Proposition 3.21 (1) follows directly from the lemma above.
To prove Proposition 3.21 (2), one notes for every m; @ ms ® --- @ m, € M®", we have

2 (my @ma @ - @m,) = tr(myma - --m, F)
= (= det(F))" " tr(my Fmymy - -m, 1)
= (=1)" "N det(F) L tr(FF 'm, Fmymg - - - mp_1)
= (=1 e (F (my)mama - -my 1 F)
= (=) (F T (my) @mi @ma @ @ my_1)
=pF(z)(m1 @ ma ® - - @ my.).

This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.21 (2).
To prove Proposition 3.21 (3), we choose a Pin structure F' defined in Definition 3.10 and suppose we
have a system {z,. € M*®"},cz_ satisfying conditions in Proposition 3.21 (1) (2). By Lemma 3.22, there



HIGHER PERIOD INTEGRALS AND DERIVATIVES OF L-FUNCTIONS 17

exists an element 7" € CI(M) such that the system {z. € M*®"},cz_, is constructed from T via (3.14).
Then the condition Proposition 3.21 (2) tells us that for every m; ® ms ® --- ® m,. € M®", one has

tr(mims - - -mp_1m,T) = tr(mimg - --my_1 (To — T1)F ' (m,))
where Tp, Ty are the even and odd part of T', respectively. Since this identity holds for any r, we know that
for any m € M one has mT = (Tp — T1)F~!(m), which implies that TF~! lies in the (super)center of C1(M)
which is well-known to be k C C1(M). This implies that 7" and F are differed by a scalar and we finish the

proof of Proposition 3.21 (3).
O

3.3.3. Relation to the Selmer rank. This section is not used in other parts of the article. It will be used in
[YZ]. Fix a GPin Kolyvagin polarization (M,w, F’ thlo/s ) as in Definition 3.17 and construct the associated

Kolyvagin system {z, € M*®"},cz_ as in Definition 3.18. We have the following facts:

Proposition 3.23. For the GPin Kolyvagin system {z, € M*®T}rezzo, define its order to be
ord(ze) := m;n r € Z>o. (3.15)

270

Then there is an equality
ord(ze) = dim MF=1,

Proof. Note that z, # 0 is equivalent to tr((G, CI(M))F) # 0, where the filtration G, CI(M) is defined in
(3.1). Therefore, we know that ord(z,) is the minimal integer r such that tr(G, CI(M)F) # 0. Suppose
F € Gy, CI{M)\Gk—1 CI(M), we know that
ord(ze) = 2n — k. (3.16)
On the other hand, the number k& is also the minimal integer k& such that F € O(M) can be written as a
composition of k reflections. This description gives
k= 2n — dim M=, (3.17)
Combining (3.16)(3.17), we get ord(ze) = dim M¥=1. O

3.3.4. Relation to L-functions. Fix a Kolyvagin polarization (M,w, ﬁ,wtlo/s

struct the associated Kolyvagin system {z, € M*®T}r6220 as in Definition 3.18. We are now going to give
an expression of central derivatives of L-functions via the Kolyvagin system. To do this, we first recall the
definition of L-functions and root number in this setting.

) as in Definition 3.17 and con-

Definition 3.24. Suppose we are given (V, F) where V is a finite dimensional (super) vector space and
F e GL(V),
(1) We define the L-function of the pair (V, F') to be

L(V,F,s) :=det(1 —q *F)~!;
(2) We define the root number of (V, F') to be
e(V, F) = det(F)™".
where the (super)determinant det is defined in (2.2).

Recall that w is a symplectic pairing on M, which can be regarded as an isomorphism w : M = M* as in
(2.6) hence gives us a symplectic form on M* by transporting w via the isomorphism. This further induces
bilinear forms w, on M*®T.

Remark 3.25. We recall our convention for the bilinear form w, given in (2.8). Under the isomorphism
w: M 5 M*, the bilinear forms w, on M*®" 5 M®" is given by

wr(my @ @me,my @---@ml) = (=1)"""V2G(my, m)) - w(m,, ml). (3.18)

Warning 3.26. One should pay attention to the difference in ordering elements between formula (3.18) and
the formula (3.13). This difference is essential for the following Theorem 3.27 to be true.

The main result in this section is the following:
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Theorem 3.27. For the Kolyvagin system {z, € M*®T}rezzo associated to a Kolyvagin polarization
(M, w, ﬁ,wtlo/g) introduced in Definition 3.18, the following identity holds for any r € Z>o:

wr(zr, 2) = MEF)en p(Ing) ™" (%)T

where €, . = (—1)"""V/247  Here the map A : Kolyp — k is defined in (3.10).

S:O(q"SL(M, F,s)) (3.19)

Remark 3.28. It is easy to see that when the Kolyvagin system in Theorem 3.27 is Pin as defined in
Definition 3.18, both sides of (3.19) are independent of the choice of Pin Kolyvagin polarization (i.e. changing

F by a sign changes neither sides of (3.19)).

Remark 3.29. When the Kolyvagin system is GPin (i.e. non-zero), the minimal number r such that
the right-hand-side of (3.19) is non-zero is r = dim(MF =D =09 (i.e. the dimension of the generalized
eigenspace of M with eigenvalue 1). Comparing with Proposition 3.23, one sees that if the Kolyvagin system
satisfies w; (2, z-) #Z 0 whenever z,. # 0 (for example, this holds if the pairing w, has some positivity), then
MF-DT=0 — \fF=1_ This is used in [YZ], in which the positivity of the pairing is provided by the Hodge
index theorem.

Proof. We can assume A(F) = 1. For each r € Z>0, the formula (3.19) regarded as an equation for F' € O(M)
defines a Zariski closed subset of O(M). Therefore, we only need to prove (3.19) for semisimple F'. The rest
of the proof is a brutal force computation.

From now on, we assume F' is semisimple and adapt the notation in §3.2.1. Let us set
P ={(P_1, Py, P) € (2")3: P_|, Py, P, form a partition of [n]}.

For any I C [n], we define ar = [[,;o; a.
We first deal with the case (M, F') = 1. In this case, both sides of (3.19) are zero unless r is even. When
r is even, we have:

RHS of (3.19)

—euring) " () | TI0 - a0 = a;'a)

% 5= i=1
r [ Pol
o (d | Po| - — | Pl ok)s 3.20
e (B0 T et an 3 ()gnimny @20
= (P-1,Py,P1)EPy k=0

| Pol
- - P r
:(_1)r(r 1)/2 Z (_1)‘PO‘O‘P}1QP1Z (' k0|>(|PO| — 2k)
(Pfl,Po,Pl)GPn k=0
We now deal with the case e(M, F) = —1. In this case, both sides are zero unless r is odd. When r is

odd, we have:
RHS of (3.19)

r n—1
er(ng)" ( d ) @1 = g1+ ) [[( - asg~*)(1 = a7 1))

ds s=0 i1
r | Pol
e (nor (L )11l =1 ~ (1PN, (pol—2k41)s _ (1Po—26—-1)s
_677,,7‘( nq) ds _0( Z ( ) aP,laPI Z k (q q ))
o (P-1,Py,P1)EPn—1 k=0

| Pol
e S e an S (M) -2 1 - gl - 2k- 1)

(P-1,Po,P1)€Pn -1 k=0
(3.21)

Now we move to the left-hand side of (3.19). For each pair r,n € Z>q, define
T(r,n) = |{(z1,22, - ,z) € [n]": Z 1 € 2Z for any j € [n —1]}|.

x;=]
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We can compute the left-hand side of (3.19) as follows:

Lemma 3.30. When ¢(M, F) =1, we have

LHS of (3.19) = (=1)7=1/2 Yo (=pPlagt ap 2T | Ry)). (3.22)
(P-1,Po,P1)EPy,

When e(M, F) = —1, we have

LHS of (3.19) = (=1)"(r=1/2 > (=Dt ap 2T (| Py| + 1), (3.23)
(P-1,Py,P1)EPn_1

Proof of Lemma 3.30. This can be done by a straightforward counting argument using Corollary 3.13 and
Corollary 3.16. g

Comparing (3.20) with (3.22) and (3.21) with (3.23), we are reduced to prove the following combinatorial
identities:

Lemma 3.31.

T(r,p) = 277 220 (z) (p—2k)" when 7 is even,
7 27r Zi;é (") ((p—2k)" — (p—2k —2)")  when r is odd.

Proof of Lemma 3.31. We set RHS = T(r, p). We will prove Tv(r, p) = T(r,p) by induction on p. When
p = 0, we have T(r,0) = 0 = T(r,0). When p = 1, we have T(r,1) = 1 = T(r,1). Note the following
iterating formula for T'(r, p) when p > 2:

Therefore, we only need to prove

We now verify this identity. When r is even:

Srenn(3)-Sr B0 o)

=0 k=0

Rl

ot S (M) -2 - 2k 2
k=0

_ 2—:2:)((?;1) o P
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When r is odd:

gf(r —l,p— 1)@;) = irzﬂrl}g <P - 2) (p— 2k — 1272 — (p— 2k — 3)27«21)@;)

k
= p—2 2r
e 2—P+1 ( L ) ((p — 2k — 1)2r—2l _ (p — %k — 3)2r—2l) (21)
=0 =0
()

k
o
— 27p+1 _ 2r _ _ 2r
> (7 7) -2k = -2k )
k=0
o (r-2\, (p-2
=277) ( + )(p = 2k)*" — (p— 2k — 2)*")
k k-1
k=0
=T(r,p
This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.31. O

O

Remark 3.32. Unfortunately, we do not know a conceptual proof of Theorem 3.27. It would be nice to
find such a proof, which could possibly give a better explanation of why higher derivatives occur.

3.4. Kolyvagin systems from modules. In §3.3, we introduced the notion of the Kolyvagin system
associated to a Kolyvagin polarization (M,w, ﬁ,w;{s) defined in Definition 3.17. In this section, for each
(M,w, F) in Setting 3.9, we introduce the Kolyvagin system associated to a finite-dimensional F-equivariant
module T' € Mod(Cl(M))«F.

For F' € O(M), we denote its induced automorphism on CI(M) by Fei(ar)-
Definition 3.33. Fix a triple (M, w, F) in Setting 3.9. We define the category of F-equivariant modules of
Cl(M) to be
Mod(CL(M))F := Mod(CL(M))Feran
in which the perfect complexes form the full subcategory
Mod(C1(M))*F € Mod(CI(M))*.

In concrete terms, given an object in Mod(C1(M))*" is equivalent to give an object T' € Mod(Cl(M)) together
with an automorphism of perfect complexes Fr : T'— T such that

F(z)-Fr(t)=Fr(z-t) (3.24)
for any x € Cl(M) and t € T.

Definition 3.34. For each T' € Mod(C1(M))“'¥', we get a map of algebras a : CI(M) — Endvyect(T). We
define the Kolyvagin system associated to 1" to be sequence of elements

{20, € M**"}rez,

where the element 2z, is defined as the coelement
27, M®™ > k
such that
2r (M1 @ma ® -+ @my) =tr(a(my)o---oa(m,) o Fr). (3.25)

Now we fix a Pin Kolyvagin polarization as defined in Definition 3.17. The parity wtlcfs

parity on the Clifford module S. The Pin structure F defines a F -equivariant structure on S. From now
on, we assume det(F) = 1. In this case, we are going to construct a Kolyvagin structure trikoi, (1') € Koly
(see Definition 3.11 for definition) such that the system in Definition 3.34 is the Kolyvagin system attached
to the Kolyvagin polarization (M,w, trkey (T), wtlcfs)

Since CI(M) = End(S), we have Morita equivalence
Mod(C1(M)) = Vect (3.26)

gives a choice of
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where the equivalence is given by
T <+ Homypoacci(ary) (S, T)
VesSeV

In particular, for each T € Mod(Cl(M))*¥, we get Vr := Homyoa(ci(ary) (S, T) € Vect such that T' =
S® Vrp.
Note the following lemma:

~

Lemma 3.35. When det(F) = 1, the F-equivariant Cl(M)-module automorphism Fr € Endvec(T) —
Cl(M) ® Endvect (V) lies in the subspace

KOlyF ® Endvect (VT) C Cl(M) ® Endyect (VT)
Proof of Lemma 3.35. By (3.24), an element f € CI(M) ® Endvect(Vr) is F-equivariant if and only if
Fx)f = fx (3.27)

for all x € CI(M). Here we are using the natural C1(M)-bimodule structure on C1(M) ® Endvec (V) (trivial
on the second factor). By choosing a Pin structure F' as in Definition 3.10, we can rewrite (3.27) as

FzF~'f = fz,
which further rewrites to
(P = (F'f)a
that holds for every « € C1(M). Then we are done since the center of oblv(Cl(M)) is k C CI(M). O

Remark 3.36. Note that Lemma 3.35 gives a bijection between isomorphism classes of F-equivariant C1(M)-
modules and matrices with elements in Koly when det(F) = 1.

Then we have the following immediate corollary:

Corollary 3.37. Assume det(F) = 1. For each T € Mod(Cl(M))*F', consider the map trioly = id ® tr :
Koly p ® Endvect (V) — Kolyp which is taking trace on the second factor. Then we get
trKoly (T) = trKoly (FT) € Koly .
The system
{ZTJ‘ S M*®T}’I‘EZZO

in Definition 3.3/ is the Kolyvagin system attached to the Kolyvagin polarization (M,w, trkory (Fr), tho/s) via
Definition 3.18.

Remark 3.38. When T is irreducible (i.e. isomorphic to the Clifford module S up to parity), the element
trioly (') is non-zero since Fr is non-zero. This implies that the Kolyvagin system {2z, € M*®"}, ¢z is
non-zero (i.e. is a GPin Kolyvagin system).

Given Corollary 3.37, one can apply Theorem 3.27 to relate the system {zp, € M *®T}T‘€ZZO with L-
functions. For each T' € Mod(Cl(M))“"F', we can now define
AMT) == Atrgoly (1)) (3.28)

where A : Koly — k is defined in (3.10). The number A(T) is the most important invariant of a F-equivariant
module of CI(M) for us.

3.4.1. Computing A(T). The result in this section will not be used until Theorem 7.12.

We do not have a general way to compute the invariant A\(T') unless we get very explicit knowledge of
the F-equivariant module 7" € Mod(C1(M))*¥. Even if T is isomorphic to the Clifford module as a C1(M)-
module, we still need to know about its F-equivariant structure. In this section, we introduce a particular
case that we can compute A(T') easily. For this, we assume we are in the following setting:

Setting 3.39. Given (M,w, F') as in Setting 3.9. Moreover, we fix a F-stable polarization M = L & L*.

In this case, we have the following



22 SHURUI LIU AND ZEYU WANG

Proposition 3.40. Suppose we are in Setting 3.39, and S = Sym® L* is the Clifford module constructed in
Construction 3.5, equipped with its natural F-equivariant structure Fgyme r«. Then we have

A(Sym® L*) = €(L, F)
where €(L, F) is the root number defined in Definition 3.2/ (2).

Proof. By a Zariski dense argument, we are reduced to the case that F' is semisimple. Then we are done by
Corollary 3.13. g

Therefore, we can compute A(T) by relating T' to the module S = Sym® L*. For this purpose, we introduce
the following lemma:

Lemma 3.41. Suppose we are in Setting 5.39. Given a F-equivariant module T € Mod(Cl(M))* % of

dimension (2"~ 112"~1). Suppose there exists a Fr-eigen highest weight vector t € T in the sense that:
(1) We have Fp(t) = at for some o € k*;
(2) We have L-t =10
Then the natural action map
a:S=Sym*L* - Sym*L*-tCT
defines an isomorphism of F-equivariant modules after we replace the F-equivariant structure on T by Fr/a.
In particular, we have
MT) = o®X\(Sym® L*) = o?¢(L, F).
Proof of Lemma 3.41. Tt is easy to see that the map a : S — T is compatible with C1(M)-module structures
by (2) and is F-equivariant after replacing Fr by Fr/a given (1), therefore must be an isomorphism of
F-equivariant Cl(M)-modules since both sides have the same dimension. The final statement is then a
consequence of Proposition 3.40. O

4. COMMUTATOR RELATIONS ON COHOMOLOGICAL CORRESPONDENCES

In this section, we introduce the local-to-global construction of special cohomological correspondences. In
particular, relations between local special cohomological correspondences (commutator relations) would give
relations on global special cohomological correspondences. These relations are what we call the commutator
relations on global special cohomological correspondences. The main result in this section is Conjecture 4.45
(proved under technical assumptions in Theorem 4.47).

e In §4.1, we clarify the étale sheaf theory we are using and establish some properties of it which are
well-known to the experts but we cannot find in the literature.

e In §4.2, we review the notion of cohomological correspondences used in [FY723] and make some
enhancements in our setting.

e In §4.3, we introduce the moduli spaces and categories involved in the local-to-global procedure.

e In §4.4, we make the local-to-global construction of special cohomological correspondences.

e In §4.5, we state the commutator relation on global special cohomological correspondences, which is
the main result of this section.

e In §4.6, we mention some variants of the construction in the case X is non-homogeneous.

e Finally, in §4.7, we prove the main theorem Theorem 4.47.

4.1. Sheaf theory. We now come to setup the étale sheaf theory that we will use throughout the article.
Experienced readers can safely skip this part and come back when necessary.

The local-to-global construction of cohomological correspondences which we are going to introduce in §4.4
is essentially part of the automorphic factorizable ©-series construction discussed in [BZSV24, §16]. It has
been observed in loc.cit that this construction encounters some difficulties in sheaf theory, and has not been
made rigorous at this stage as far as we know. Establishing the full version of this construction is stated as
an open problem in [BZSV24, Problem 16.3.2]. We do not try to address this problem in its full generality.
Instead, we only establish part of it which is enough for our purpose (i.e. to see the Clifford relation in the
RTF-algebra).

For this purpose, we need a *-sheaf theory” (to study the !-period sheaf Px) on non-Artin and non-placid
stacks like LX/LTG (and its moving point variants like (LX/L*TG)c). This is the sheaf theory Shv we are

5By x-sheaf theory we mean a theory in which the upper-* functor is always defined.
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going to produce in this section. Note that although the entire category Shv can be very bad on general
stacks, the six-functor functoriality should be mostly well-behaved, which is enough for our purpose.

4.1.1. Siz-functor formalism of ind-constructible sheaves. We briefly review the six-functor formalism of étale
sheaf theory with & = Qg-coefficients, which will be used later.

We use Sch to denote the category of (classical) schemes over F,, and Stack to be the category of (étale)
stacks over F,,.

Let X be a scheme of finite type over F,, the (infinity-categorical enhancement of) derived category of
constructible complexes Shv (X, k) has been constructed in [.Z17b] (for torsion coefficients) and [[.Z17a] for
adic coefficients via right Kan extension along embedding torsion rings into adic rings’®, which extends to a
lax symmetric monoidal functor

Shv, : Corr(Schg) p—g, — Catji™. (4.1)
where ft is short for finite type schemes and fp is short for of finite presentation morphisms. We use gcgs
short for quasi-compact and quasi-separated.

Using left Kan extension along Schy” C Schgb,, and applying ind-completion Shv(—) := Ind(Shv.(-,)),
we obtain a six functor formalism (in the sense of [[IM24, Definition 3.2.1])

Shv : Corr(Schqeqs) B=fp — LinCaty, (4.2)

Now we extend the six-functor formalism to étale stacks. Let P be a property of morphisms (of quasi-
compact quasi-separated schemes) that is stable under base change. In this case, we say a morphism
f : X — Y has property P, if f is representable and any base change of f along a map from a qcgs
scheme S — Y has property P.

Then we use right Kan extension along the full embedding Sch®® C Stack®. By [HM24, Theorem 3.4.11],
we obtain a six-functor formalism

Shv : Corr(Stack) p=g, — LinCaty, (4.3)

whose restriction to qcgs schemes is the same as the one we constructed before.

More concretely, given a qcqs scheme S = l'mi S; where S; are schemes of finite-type, we have Shv(S) &
Ind hﬂz Shv.(S;), where the transition maps are x-pull. For an étale stack X = hﬂz X; where X; € Schgcgs,
we have Shv(X) & @Shv(Xi), where the transition maps are *-pull.

For f: X — Y morphism of stacks, we always have f*, which admits a (not necessarily continuous) right
adjoint f.. If f is fp, we have fi, which admits a (not necessarily continuous) right adjoint f'. We also
have a right adjoint Hom to the tensor product ® on Shv(X). In this case, these functors satisfy various
compatibilities such as projection formulas, proper base change, etc. We refer to [[IM24, Proposition 3.2.2]
for a complete list of such compatibilities.

Moreover, for a morphism between stacks f: X — Y

(1) If f is proper, then f is D-proper in the sense of [HM24, Definition 4.6.1(a)]. In particular, we have
a canonical isomorphism f; & f,;
(2) If f is étale, then f is D-étale in the sense of [[IM24, Definition 4.6.1(b)]. In particular, we have a
canonical isomorphism f* = f'.
These claims follow directly from [HM24, Lemma4.5.7] and the right cancellative property of proper and
étale maps.

Remark 4.1. This is a *-sheaf theory in the sense of [HIM24, Remark 1.3.10].

Suppose X is an Artin stack locally of finite type, the following proposition shows that Shv(X) is the
same as the sheaf theory defined in [AGKT22¢, §F.1.1].

Proposition 4.2. Let X = hﬂa Xo be a filtered colimit of stacks with transition maps jog : Xo — X3
quasi-compact open immersions. Then

lim Shv(X,) = Shv(X) (4.4)
is an equivalence, where the transition maps are given by !-push.

6Actua11y in loc. cit, it is even constructed for Artin stacks locally of finite type.
7Our Corr(C)g is the same as Corr(C, E)® in [HM24].
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Proof. By [Lurl8, Proposition6.2.1.9], Shv(X) = Jm Shv(X,), with the transition maps given by *-pull.
Since each jo : Xo — Xp is a quasi-compact open immersion, j7, ; has continuous left adjoint jag,1. Therefore,
by [Lur09, Corollary 5.5.3.4, Theorem 5.5.3.18], we have

lim Shv(X,) = lim Shv(X,),
where the transition maps on the right-hand side is given by jag,- O

4.1.2. Pro-smooth base change.

Definition 4.3. We say a morphism f : X — Y of quasi-compact quasi-separated schemes is elementary
pro-smooth (pro-smooth for short), if there exists a presentation X = lim X; as a cofiltered limit of qcgs
schemes with smooth affine surjective transition maps, such that every map X; — Y is smooth.

The class of elementary pro-smooth is stable under base change, and hence this notion extends to stacks,
i.e. a morphism of stacks is called elementary pro-smooth if it is representable and its base change to any
scheme is elementary pro-smooth.

Example 4.4. If X is an affine smooth scheme over Fq, then the jet scheme Lt X (see §4.3.1) is elementary
pro-smooth.

Example 4.5. Let G be an affine smooth group scheme, and Z is a stack equipped with a LT G-action.
Then the natural map of stacks Z — Z/L*G is elementary pro-smooth.

Example 4.6. Let D = Spec F,[[t]] be the formal disc and Aut(D) the automorphism group of D preserving

the center of the disc. Then Aut(D) is pro-smooth over F,. In particular, the map of local coordinate
Coor : C — BAut(D) (see §4.3.1) is pro-smooth.

Lemma 4.7. Let f: X — Y be a representable surjection of stacks. Then f* is conservative.

Proof. When X and Y are qecqs schemes, it follows from [HZ]. In the general case, Shv(Y) = m, Shv(S)
and Shv(X) 2 hmg Shv(S xy X), where S is a qcgs scheme and all transition maps in the limits above
are given by x-pullbacks. Then it follows from the scheme case by passing to limits. 0

Lemma 4.8. Given a Cartesian square of qcqs schemes

WLX

fl - lf (4.5)
Y —— 7
with g elementary pro-smooth.

(1) If f is of finite presentation, then g'* f* = f"g*.
(2) We always have that g* f. = flg'*.

*

Proof. Part (1) has been proved in [HZ] and we reproduce the proof here. Since all functors involved are
continuous, we only need to verify (¢')*f'F = (f')'g*F € Shv.(Z). Since g : Y — Z is elementary pro-
smooth, we can write Z = imi Z;and Y = l&nZ Y; such that all Y;, Z; are schemes of finite type and the map
g is induced from a compatible system of smooth morphisms g; : X; — Z;. Since f is fp, we can assume that
there exists f; : X; — Z; such that X = X; xz, Z for each i. We obtain the following diagram
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where all squares except the left and right faces are Cartesian.
Assume F comes from Fy € Shv(Zy), we use F; to denote the x-pull of Fy to Z;. Note we have

FIF =l fiF;
and
frg* F = limry; f i Fi,
which gives
9" fF =i g v fiF = limry, flof Fo = 19" F.
Part (2) is proved mutatis mutandis. O

Lemma 4.9. Given a Cartesian square of stacks

P QN

A (4.6)

YT’@

where g and g’ are surjective pro-smooth, X and Y are qcgs schemes.
(1) If f is representable of finite presentation, then g'* f* = f"g*;
(2) We always have that g* f. = flg"*.

Proof. Let X, denote the Cech nerve of g’, where X,, are qcgs schemes and all face maps are surjective
pro-smooth. Let XJ be the underlying semi-simplicial diagram (i.e. discarding all non-injective maps in
A°P). We always have @Shv(X.) >~ Shv(X), with transition maps given by x-pullbacks. By [Lur09,
Lemma 6.5.3.7], we also have that I.&HShV(X.) = @Shv(Xf). Similarly for ¥;7. Now by Lemma 4.8, all
the vertical maps in the following diagrams

[ | |

Shv(X) == Shv(X3) == Shv(X3) —— ---
intertwine with face maps, and hence (1) holds by [Lurl5, Proposition4.7.4.19]. Similarly, (2) is proved. O

For applications, we further generalize pro-smooth base change to “locally pro-smooth” case.

Proposition 4.10 (Locally pro-smooth base change). Suppose that we have a Cartesian square of stacks

w9

fl - lf (4.7)
Y —— Z
Assume that & admits a pro-smooth surjection v :Y — %, such that Y is a quasi-compact quasi-separated
scheme, and the composition § 1Y -5 % L % is also a pro-smooth surjection.
(1) If f is representable of finite presentation, then we have (g')* f' = (f')'g*.
(2) We always have g* f« = fL(g')*.

Proof. Part (1). Lety' : W :=Y xag# — # be the base change of y along # — #. Then v’ is a pro-smooth
surjection. Since 4/ is surjective, (7/)* is conservative by Lemma 4.7, and we can check (¢')* f' = (f')'g* by
pullback along +/, i.e. we only need to show that

() @) =0 g



26 SHURUI LIU AND ZEYU WANG

The three squares in

w
| h
h W 7, X
o7
Y —— &

are all Cartesian. _

On the one hand, (7/)*(¢")*f' = (6')*f*. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.9 (1), (v)*(f')' & f'~*, and
hence (v')*(f')'g* = f'5".

Again by Lemma 4.9 (1), f'6* = (6')* f', and hence we obtain the desired base change isomorphism.

Part (2). Consider diagram (4.1.2). Since « is surjective, by Lemma 4.7, we only need to show that
Y9 fe = filg)" N

On the one hand, v*g* f. = 6* f«. On the other hand, v*f, 2 f.(7')* by Lemma 4.9 (2). Then

VG = R () ()
= F.(5')".

Finally, ﬁ(é’)* & §* f. again by Lemma 4.9 (2). O

Remark 4.11. The results above are also easily generalized to the case where we have a pro-smooth
surjection Z — & from a qcqs scheme Z, and % x o Z — Z is pro-smooth (and f is representable of finite
presentation).

4.1.3. Ezcision. We need the following easy excision property of Shv:

Proposition 4.12. Let j : U — X be a quasi-compact open embedding of stacks with a closed immersion of
complement i : Z — X (i.e. U, Z form a stratification of X after a base change to qeqs schemes). Assume
that i : Z — X s of finite presentation, we have the following:
(1) The functor iy : Shv(Z) — Shv(X) is fully faithful, with essential image consisting of F € Shv(X),
such that j*F = 0;
(2) The sequence
it F = F = 0i* F (4.8)
is a fiber sequence for every F € Shv(X).

Proof. We first prove i, is fully faithful. This is equivalent to proving i*i, = id. Using Yoneda lemma and
the fact that Home (z,y) = @1 Homg, (z;, y;) whenever one has € = @1 %; € LinCaty and x;,y; € G; are
the images of x,y € €, one can reduce to the case that X is a qcqs scheme. By continuity of i*i, in this
case, one only needs to prove i*i,F = F for F € Shv.(Z) coming from a finite type scheme, in which case
the statement is well-known.

Then it is clear that (2) implies (1). To prove (2), the same argument as above helps us reduce to the

case that X is a finite type scheme, in which the statement is well-known.
O

4.1.4. Cotruncated sheaves. For a general stack X, Shv(X) is too large. One main cause is that we use the
right Kan extension to extend the sheaf theory from qcgs schemes to all stacks, while in applications we only
care about sheaves enjoying certain finiteness properties with respect to a specific presentation of X. In this
section, we introduce the cotruncated sheaves to single out the sheaves that we care about.

This section is not essentially needed in this article. In fact, one can avoid introducing this notion by
working with Schubert cells of Hecke stacks instead of the entire Hecke stack in §4.3.1. We introduce this
notion to compare with the sheaf theory in [BZSV24] (see Example 4.17) and simplify the notation in §4.3.1.

Definition 4.13. Let X be a stack. We define a cotruncated presentation of X to be the following data
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(1) a Z-indexed (for simplicity) ind-system {X, }nez € IndStack,
(2) an equivalence X = lim X, in Stack,
such that each transition map i, : X,, — X,, 41 is a closed immersion of finite presentation.
By Proposition 4.12 (1), each 4, : Shv(X,,) — Shv(X) is fully faithful.

Remark 4.14. Note that Shv(X) = lim Shv(X,,) with transition maps given by 4%, again by [Lurl8,
Proposition6.2.1.9]. Contrary to the case in Proposition 4.2, the transition maps i} do not have continuous
left adjoint, so we can not rewrite Shv(X) as a colimit. Therefore, objects in Shv(X) in general does not
enjoy finiteness property coming from Shv(X,,), unlike its dual counterpart !-sheaf theory (considered for
example in [AGK " 22¢, §F]).
Definition 4.15. We define the category of cotruncated sheaves on X (associated to the cotruncated pre-
sentation X = lim X,) to be S

' =1 v(X,

i

where the transition maps are given by i, ..

Remark 4.16.
(1) Shv.(X) depends on the choice of a cotruncated presentation of X. In applications, we choose
specific cotruncated representations of the spaces we study.
(2) There is a fully faithful embedding Shv.(X) < Shv(X), and we can view Shv,(X) as a subcategory
of Shv(X).
(3) If X is an ind-scheme and X 2 lim X, with X, of finite type and transition maps are closed embed-
dings (sometimes called strict ind-schemes), then Shv, (X) is isomorphic to Shv'(X) := Hm Shv(X,,),
where transition maps are given by i.,.
Example 4.17. Let G be a split reductive group acting on an affine smooth scheme X. Consider the loop
stack (with cotruncated presentation) LX/L1TGx Aut(D) = lim LZ7"X/L*TG xAut(D) as defined in §4.3.1.
It is easy to see that all the transition maps 4, : L= "X/LTG x Aut(D) — L= ""1X/L*G x Aut(D) are
of finite presentation. Then Shv,(LX/LTG x Aut(D)) = lim | Shv(L=""X/L*G x Aut(D)) with transition
maps *-push. We also have Shv,.(LX/L*TG) = lim Shv(L=""X/L*G). Therefore, the full subcategory
Shv.(LX/L*G) C Shv(LX/LTG) is the same as the large category of safe x-sheaves SHV: (X /G o) defined
in [BZSV24, §7.2.3, §B.7].
Definition 4.18. Let X be a stack with cotruncated presentation X = hﬂn X, and P be a property of

morphisms (of qeqs schemes) stable under base change such that all closed immersions of finite presentation
satisfy P. Let Y be a stack. We say f : X — Y is ind-P, if each induced morphism f, : X,, = Y has
property P.

Remark 4.19. Our definition of being ind-P depends on a cotruncated presentation of the source stack.
Example 4.20. If f: X = hgn X, — Y is ind-fp, then the induced maps f, give
fn o Shv(X,,) — Shv(Y)

and we obtain a functor

fi: Shv, (X) — Shv(Y)
by passing to colimit. Moreover, if f is ind-proper, we have a canonical isomorphism f; & f, : Shv.(X) —
Shv(Y).
4.1.5. Derived fundamental class. In this section, we temporarily work with derived algebraic geometry.
Since the derived aspect will be used only in §5.1 in a mild way, we do not recall this theory and refer the
readers to the literature (e.g. [Toél4], [Lur04], etc.).

Definition 4.21 (Derived fundamental class). Consider a square of derived stacks which is Cartesian on
the classical truncation
A—"5 B

fl ly

c 4D
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where C, D are derived Artin stacks and b is (representable) quasi-smooth of relative dimension d. Then
there exists a natural map

0] - ka — a'kp(~2d) (49)

defined as the composition
ka5 Fhe D fkp(—2d) — a'g'kp(—2d) S a'kp(—2d) (4.10)
Where [b] := [C'/D] is the purity transformation for quasi-smooth maps between derived Artin stacks defined

in [KKhal9, Remark 3.8].

In this case, we say that the map a : A — B is quasi-smooth, and we call the map (4.9) the derived
fundamental class of the quasi-smooth map a. When A, B themselves are derived Artin stacks, it follows
from [Khal9, Theorem 3.13] that this notion of quasi-smoothness and derived fundamental class coincided
with the usual one in loc.cit.

Remark 4.22. The condition that b is representable is not necessary.

Remark 4.23. We do not try to address the question concerning the dependence of the bottom map
b: C — D in the construction of [a] and the notion of quasi-smoothness. Whenever we use Definition 4.21
for non-Artin stacks, the choice of the bottom map b will be specified or clear from the context.

Lemma 4.24. In the situation of Definition 4.21, suppose we have a commutative diagram of Artin stacks

A—>— B

N

[a] k4 — a!EB<—2d>
is an isomorphism. Here d is the relative dimension of a. Moreover, for any F € Shv(S), we have a canonical
isomorphism

where p, q are smooth. Then the map

[a] : p* F 5 a'q* F(—2d).
Proof. This follows from
p*F 5 p' F(—2dim(p)) 5 d'¢' F(—2dim(p)) = a'q* F(—2d)
and the construction of [a]. O

4.1.6. Base change compatibilities. In this article, we are going to use many compatibilities between base
change morphisms. These compatibilities are tautologically encoded in the six-functor formalism. We do
not spell out all of them but only give one typical example. The proof of other compatibilities will be the
same as the following one:

Lemma 4.25. Consider a Cartesian square of stacks

A B
fl P lg. (4.11)
c—5D

Suppose f, g are representable of finite presentation, then we have the following commutative diagram

g — b.b*g

J l (4.12)

grasa® —— by fia*

Proof. Recall the natural base change map gia. — b fi used in the bottom of (4.12) is the Beck-Chevalley
base change map induced from the proper base change map b*g; =2 fia*, which is defined as the composition

Qa. — bbb gray = by fra*a. — by fi. (4.13)
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Then the commutativity of (4.12) following from the tautological commutativity of the following diagram

g ——— byb*gy —— b, fia*

| | N

giaa® —— bb*giasa® —— by fia*aa®* —— by fia*
O

Remark 4.26. When b is D-proper in the sense of [[IM24, Definition 4.6.1(b)] (hence a is D-proper as well),
besides the Beck-Chevalley base change map gia. — b, fi defined in (4.13), we also have another natural map
defined as the composition gia. = gia) =2 by fi = b, fi. One can easily check that these two natural maps are
homotopic to each other: Using the inductive definition of D-properness in [FIM24, Definition 4.6.1(b)] and
the definition of natural isomorphisms by = b, and ay = a, in [IM24, Definition 4.6.4(ii)], one can reduce to
the case where a, b are isomorphisms, and then the statement is trivial.

4.2. Cohomological correspondence with kernel. In this section, we briefly review the notion of coho-
mological correspondence used in [F'YZ23] and many other places. Compared to [F'YZ23], we only consider
Cartesian pull-back functoriality but we need to put a kernel in the cohomological correspondence and work
over non-Artin stacks. This is a mild generalization given §4.1 and readers familiar with the cohomological
correspondences in [FY723] can safely skip this part.

4.2.1. Pushable squares. In this section, we briefly review the notion of pushable squares introduced in
[FYZ23, §3.1].
A square of stacks

A-2.B
fl lf (4.14)
c 25D

is called pushable if the map a: A — B in the following diagram is proper

B__%p- (4.15)
[l
c—>D
Here B := C Xp B.
A pushable diagram in which f and f’ are fp induces a natural base change natural transformation
g fr— flg” (4.16)
via _ _
9" f = [g" — fa.a’g = flg"™.
The following basic lemma is well-known:

Lemma 4.27. Consider a diagram of stacks

’

AL B 1,
A L
DLt E"5F
where both squares are pushable. Then the outer square is also pushable, and we have commutative diagrams
hqpr —— qg'p ——— apif”

h*(gop) (¢ op')hf*
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and
Pt —— prg”* —— fip"* ¢

Nl lN
(qop)*h filg' op')*

Here we assume that all the functors involved above are defined.

Proof. When all the stacks involved are Artin stacks, this is [F'YZ23, Proposition 3.2.3&Proposition 3.2.4].
The proof in loc.cit carries to general case given Lemma 4.25. O

4.2.2. Definition. Consider a correspondence between stacks

C
N
Y X
where g is of finite presentation.

Definition 4.28. For any F € Shv(X), G € Shv(Y) and K € Shv(C), a cohomological correspondence (of
degree d) between F and G (supported on C with kernel K) is an element

¢ € Corre i (F,G(d)) := Hom®(gi(f*F @ K),G(d)) = Hom®(f*F ® K, ¢'G(d)).

Remark 4.29. In our application, we also need the case where C' carries a cotruncated presentation
(Definition 4.13) such that ¢ is ind-fp and K € Shv,(C). All results in §4.2 can be generalized to this
case without difficulty.

Example 4.30 (Tautological correspondence). Consider correspondence of stacks

Y
2N
Y X
Given a sheaf F € Shv(X), we have a tautological element
tauty € Corry,, (F, f*F).

When f has the form of a projection f:Y =X x Z — X, we also write tautz := tauty.

Example 4.31 (Fundamental class). Consider correspondence

X
N
Y X
where ¢ is smooth of dimension dy. Given a sheaf G € Shv,(Y), we have a element
[9] € Corrx k. (97G,G(—2d,))
given by the relative fundamental class [g] : g*F — ¢'F(—2d,) in Lemma 4.24. When g has the form of a
projection g : Y x Z — Y, we also write [Z] := [g].

4.2.3. Functoriality. We now introduce the pull-back and push-forward of cohomological correspondence.
Consider a commutative diagram of correspondence between stacks (a map of correspondences) in which ¢
and g are of finite presentation:

. P
[P [os- (4.17)

Moreover, assume we are given K € Shv(C') and K € Shv(C) equipped with a morphism
a: 'K — K. (4.18)

:
£
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We first introduce pull-back functoriality as defined in [FYZ23, Section 4.4]. While the definition in
[FYZ23] applies whenever the left square is pullable, we only need the case that the special case that the left
square is Cartesian.®

Definition 4.32. When the left-square in (4.17) is Cartesian and the map « in (4.18) is an isomorphism,
we say that q is Cartesian pullable. In this case, for each cohomological correspondence

¢ € Corre i (F,G(d))
where F € Shv(X),G € Shv(Y'), we define its pull-back along ¢ to be the element
q*(c) € Corrg . (a% F, a4y 9(d))
as the image of ¢ along the map
Corre,x (F,G(d)) = Hom® (g:(f*F ® K), G(d))
— Hom’(¢59:(f*F ® K), 45 G(d))
= Hom"(gug" (f*F @ K), 47 G(d))
= Hom(Gu(/*qx F @ ¢°K), 43G(d))
= Corrg . (¢x T 4y G(d))
Now we introduce push-forward functoriality as defined in [F Y723, Section 4.3].

Definition 4.33. When the right square in (4.17) is pushable in the sense of §4.2.1 and the verticle maps
are fp, we say that ¢ is pushable. In this case, we define the push-forward of cohomological correspondence
along ¢ as follows: For each cohomological correspondence

c € Corrg 2 (F,G(d))
where F € Shv()? ) and Ge Shv(f/), we define its push-forward along ¢ to be the element
a(c) € Corre x(qx 1 F, qv,G(d))
defined as the image of ¢ along the map
Corrg 2 (F,G(d)) = Hom"(Gu(f*F ® K),G(d))
= Hom'(¢v,9:(f*F © ¢"K), av,G(d)
= Hom® (giar(f*F @ ¢*K), qv,1G{d))
= Hom'(g:(q:f*F @ K), av,G(d))
— Hom (gi(f*qx,1 F ® K), qy,G(d))
= COFI‘C,/C(QX,!}N', QY,!§<d>)
where the fifth map uses the base change for pushable square (4.16).

4.2.4. Composition. Consider the following diagram of correspondences of stacks with leftwards maps fp

FE
g’ n
| D/ \C (4.19)
I

where the square is Cartesian. Given K¢ € Shv(C), Kp € Shv(D), F € Shv(X), G € Shv(Y'), H € Shv(Z).
Define Kg := ¢"*Kp ® h"*K¢. For every di,ds € Z, there is an obviously defined map

COI‘I‘DJCD (g, 7‘[<d2>) X COI‘I‘CJCC (JT, g<d1>) — COI‘I‘EJCE (]:, 7‘[<d1 + d2>) (420)

8While the pull-back functoriality along pullable maps of correspondences in [F'YZ23, Section 4.4] is subtle, the Cartesian
pull-back functoriality is trivial.
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which would be denoted
Cco®cp 00, (4.21)

This is what we call the composition of cohomological correspondences.

4.2.5. Compatibilities. In this section, we state all the compatibilities between the three operations on co-
homological correspondences: push-forward Definition 4.33, pull-back Definition 4.32, and composition in
§4.2.4. There is a compatibility for each pair of the three operations above, which gives us six different
compatibilities. All of them except the base change compatibility between push and pull are easy to state
and prove given Lemma 4.27. We only state the base change compatibility and leave the routine proof to
the reader.

Proposition 4.34. Suppose that we have a commutative square of correspondences of stacks

ga fa
Y4 04 X4
pPY,42 ! ! PX,42
/ i PY,43 pc,4/ i PC,a3 /
| |
Y- ] C ‘ X PX,43
2 ST e 2
I I
} pbc,21 } pPx,21
> g M f:
3 3
Py,21 Yg e e i C3 B e ettt X3
.7 Pys1 e /PC 31 /
x’ v’ PXx,31
Y1 o Ch P X1

such that all the three left and right faces of the cubes are Cartesian squares and g; are of finite presentation
for alli. Given any

e F3¢€ ShV(Xg), Ggs € ShV(}/g), K € ShV(Ol) Ks € ShV(Og),
e azi:pi K1 — K,
e integerd,

we set

® F1=px311F3, Fu=pXx a3F3, F2 =D o1 F1 = px a2, Fa and similarly for Gi;

o Ko =pio1K1 and Ky = pg 43K3;

® Qup = PG 43031 1 Pe ke — Ky
If pcs1 and pcae are pushable as in Definition 4.33, and pc21 and pcas are Cartesian pullable as in
Definition /.32, then we have an identity

P21 ©PC,31, = PCia2,) © Do s+ Correy i, (F3, G3(d)) — Corre, ke, (F2, G2(d)).
Proof. The only slightly non-obvious part is provided by Lemma 4.27. O
4.3. Geometric setup. We now introduce the geometric objects involved in this article. We remind the

reader again that all the stacks in this section will be non-derived. Experienced readers can skip this part
and come back for notations (see §4.3.5 for a summary of notations).

Warning 4.35. To simplify the notations, we do not include the half-spin twist as in [BZSV24, §10] in the
definition of various moduli spaces. This makes all our constructions different from the normalization in
loc.cit unless the Gy -action on X is trivial. We leave to §4.6.1 for necessary modifications in the general
case.

4.3.1. Moduli spaces. Throughout this section, we fix an affine smooth G-variety X = Spec A together with
a closed embedding X C V where V is a finite-dimensional representation of G regarded as a G-variety.
We start from the local theory. We use LT X € Schqcqs to denote the jet space of X which is defined as

LTX : Aff°® — Spc
LYX(R) = X(R[[t]]).
We use LX € Stack to denote the loop space defined as
LX : Aff°® — Spc
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LX(R) = X(R(1))-
The loop space LX carries a natural cotruncated presentation LX = hﬂn LZ7"X where the closed sub-
functor LZ~"X C LX is defined by requiring the images of degree one generators of O(V) under the map
O(V) —» A — R(t) factor through t " RJ[[t]] C R((t).

When we take X = G, the construction above gives us the jet group scheme LG and loop group LG.

We use Aut(D) € Sch to denote the group scheme of automorphism of the formal disk D = SpecF,[[t]]
preserving the center of the disc, i.e. those automorphisms which are id mod t. We have Aut(D) =
Aut(D)" x G, where Aut(D)" is the pro-unipotent radical of Aut(D). There is a natural action of Aut(D)
on L*X and LX.

Throughout this section, we fix a geometrically connected smooth projective curve C' € Sch. There is a
natural map of stacks Coor : C' — BAut(D) given by the canonical étale Aut(D)-torsor of local coordinates
of C.

Now we come to the semi-local version of the constructions above. Following [KV04] (See also [Rasl6,
§2]), we now define the jet and loop spaces over the curve C. For each finite set I, we denote the (multi)jet
scheme of X over O by (L*X)sr € Sch whose S-points for S € Aff are given by

(L™ X)er(S) = {er € C1(S) and D., — X},
where D, is the formal completion of C' x S along the graph T';, of ¢;. We use lg 1 : (LT X)or — C7 to
denote the map remembering the legs.
We denote the (multi)loop space of X over C by (LX)or € Stack whose S-points for S € Aff are given
by
(LX)ci(S) = {er € C1(S) and D, — X},
where D, is the punctured disc along the graph I, of ¢; defined in [Ras16, §2.6]. We use Iy 1 : (LX)or — CT
to denote the map remembering the legs.
For each subset J C I we also consider the closed substack (LX)gscr C (LX)gr defined by
(LX)csci(S) = {er € C1(S) and D, \T., — X}.
Finally, we define moduli spaces involved in global theory. We use Bung € Stack to denote the moduli
of G-bundles on the curve C' and Bungy € Stack to denote the moduli of G-bundles on C' together with a
regular X-section. More specifically, the S-points of Bung for S € Aff is given by

Buny (S) = {p: £ — C x S an étale G-torsor on C' x S and 5: C' x S — X x% & a section of p}.

For each finite set I, we use Buné 1 € Stack to denote the moduli of G-bundles with a rational X-section

which is regular away from legs index by I. Precisely, for each S € Aff, we define the S-points of Buné 1 to
be
Bunél(S) = {(c1,&,8)|cr € C1(S),E € Bung(S), s is a section of X x¢ & over C' x S\T'e, }.

Finally, for each subset J C I, we also have Bunéy jc1 defined via the fiber product

Bun§7JC[ _ Bung,f
[ |
(LYX/LTG)or-s —— (LX/LTG)c1-s
Now we introduce various versions of Hecke stacks. We define the local Hecke stack to be the étale
stack quotient Hkl, = (LTG\LG/LTG)/ Aut(D) € Stack, which is also naturally a groupoid acting on
— — : .
B(LTG x Aut(D)) with the target and source morphisms denoted by h; and h;. We use Hké{’l € Stack’
to denote the fiber product

HkX! —— LX/(L*G x Aut(D))
J
P
Hkl, —— B(LTG x Aut(D))

9We use X rather than X here to emphasize that the X-section is not required to be regular for either G-torsors over the
disc.
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More explicitly, the stack Hkég’l is involved in the following correspondence:

kX!

LX xLTGxAuwtD) [, Aut(D)/L+G x Aut(D)
LX/L*G » Aut(D) LX/LTG x Aut(D)
. - (4.22)
where h{¥(z,g9) =g and hi{¥(z,g) =z for x € LX and g € LG x Aut(D).
For the finite set I = [r], we define the local iterated Hecke stack to be
Itﬁ(c,[ = Hky, XB(LTGxAut(D)) " X B(L+GxAut(D)) Hky .

Similarly, we have the version with X-section given by the fiber product

Hky'y —— LX/(L*G % Aut(D))

L |
—~1 n
Hke ——— B(LTG x Aut(D))
For each finite set I, we define the semi-local Hecke stack over C! to be HkséJ € Stack with S-points
given by
HEG 1 (5) = {(c1, &, &1, 9)|er € C(S), &, €1 are G-bundles on De,, ¢ : €l 7 &1, -
— —

We denote the two maps remembering the G-bundles by h ;g and h 4.

For each subset J C I, we define the J-th partial (semi-local) Hecke stack over C! to be Hkscl;)JU € Stack
with S-points given by

HkG gcr(S) =A{(er,&0,61,0) € Hkgﬁl ler € C1(S), &y, &1 are G-bundles on D, , ¢ &lp.,\r., = &ilp.r., b
— —
We denote the two maps remembering the G-bundles by h jcrs and h jcrq. For each element z € I, we

denote HkS e == HkG () -
Moreover, given a partition I = J; Ll --- U J,, (which will be denoted by J, later), we have the iterated

—~sl
semi-local Hecke stack Hkg ;, € Stack over C' defined as

—~s
Hkeq g, = Hksé,chI XB(L*G) o1~ XB(L*G)r Hkscl:,Jncz'
— —
We denote the two maps remembering the (right-most and left-most) G-bundles by h j, o and h j, 4.

,sl
Similar to the local setting, we can define Hkg ;1, Hké( jlc I HkG ;. by adding a X-section over the punc-
tured disc D., to the original moduli problem of the Hecke stack. We also consider the closed substack

Hkg’JCCI ISI C Hk)G( b]c ; by requiring that the X-section is regular on D, \I'c, throughout the modification.
We also have three versions of global Hecke stacks Hkg, ;, Hkg, ;;, Hkg:i and the version with rational
X-section HkX'®, HkS 8, Hkg 5, HKX/SLE,
4.3.2. Sheaves and categories. Consider
Satg := Shv,.(LTG\LG/L*QG)
and
Sate s := Shv. (Hkp)

where the cotruncated presentation of LTG\LG/LTG is given as usual. These categories are the usual
(monoidal) Satake categories without and with loop rotation. We also define Sati"® := DSatg (with



HIGHER PERIOD INTEGRALS AND DERIVATIVES OF L-FUNCTIONS 35

respect to perverse t-structure). Then the classical geometric Satake equivalence proved in [MV07] gives an

naive ~ s

equivalence of symmetric monoidal categories Sat&'"® — Rep(G), and the derived Satake equivalence proved

~

in [BF08] gives us equivalence of monoidal categories Satgs” = QCoh(§*//G)"" and Satg, = Mod® (Ux(§)),
where the shearing §*/ = §%[2] is defined in §2.12 in which the Gg-action on g has weight —2. Note that

there is a natural equivalence of monoidal categories D Satg) n— D Satg = Satrc‘;aive. This allows us to view

Rep(G) = SatZ™® as full subcategories of both Satg and Satg . For each V' € Rep(G)¥*, we write ICy
to be the corresponding element in Satg (or Satg ). By our convention §2.8, the sheaf ICy has parity
congruence to (2p, \v) where Ay € X,.(T)* is the highest weight of V.

Note that there are natural maps from various Hecke stacks defined in §4.3.1 to HkIG (eg. 7: Hké{’l —
HkY,, EIS‘HI : Hkscl;)l — Hky;, etc). For each K € Satg s, we still use K or K; to denote the pull-back of K to
the corresponding Hecke stack. In particular, for each V' € Rep(é)v"", we get sheaves ICy (ICy,, for z € I)
on various Hecke stacks. Moreover, for V! € Rep(él )P« we get sheaves ICy 1 on various Hecke stacks via
pull-back and convolution.

Define Satx := Shv.(LX/L*tG)"" and Satyx; := Shv.(LX/L*G x Aut(D)). The category Satx is
naturally a module over Satg and the category Satx p is natural a module over Satg . Explicitly, the
module structure is given by the following: For each F € Satx j and K € Satq ; we define

S T X
K+ F = hi\(h{"*F @ K) € Satx,n

%

(—
where the maps hIX , hIX are defined in (4.22). Note that for each leg x € I, similar constructions define

actions of Satg,, on
¢ = Shv(Bung xC'), Shv(Bung ;), Shv((LX/L*G)cr),
and for F € € and K € Satq p, we denote the action at leg = by

K®,F € E. (4.23)

4.3.3. Unit object and the Plancherel algebra. The natural map i : LY X/LTG x Aut(D) — LX/LTG %
Aut(D) defines an object
51X = i]y*k S Satxﬁ.

Consider similar natural maps i q : (L X/L1G)er — (LX/L1G)er and if g : Bungy xC! — Buné{J, we
can define

67 = irs.k € Shv((LX/LTG)cr)

55%]151 ‘=1ijcrsl«k € ShV((LX/L+G)CJCI)
and
5;{% =ire.k € ShV(BungJ)
6§Cl,g = i]c])g)*E S ShV(Bun)G(7JC]).

Regarding Satx 5 € Mod(Sate ), from the object 6;¥ we can construct its inner endomorphism algebra
object
PLx 5 := Homg,, ., (6", ") € Satan (4.24)

which is characterized by the property that for each object I € Satq,p, there exists a functorial isomorphism
HomSa‘ﬂG,h (IC, HO—mSatX,h (5IX7 61X)) = HomSatG,h (’C * 61X7 61X)

This is the (non-commutative) Plancherel algebra introduced in [BZSV24, §8.5]. Similarly, we can regard
6% € Saty € Mod(Sate) and define the (commutative) Plancherel algebra

PLx := Homg,, , (6;,6{) € Satg .

naive

By replacing the monoidal categories Satg ;, and Satg by their common monoidal subcategory Satgi™’® =

Rep(G), we can regard both Plancherel algebras as objects PLx 5, PLx € Rep(G) by applying the right

naive naive

adjoint of the natural inclusion Satg — Satg,n (and Satg — Satg). Note that PLx j is naturally

10Here by Sat§™ we mean the renormalization such that constructible sheaves become compact.
HThe category Satx is the same as the large category of safe x-sheaves SHV?(Xr/Gp) defined in [BZSV24, §7.2.3, §B.7],
see Example 4.17.
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equipped with a map from the algebra (with trivial G-action) T'(B Aut(D),k) = I'(BG,,,k) = k[h] where
the last isomorphism is normalized in §2.11.

The commutative and non-commutative Plancherel algebras are related by PLx — PL X,h Qr[n) k. We
have the following conjecture from [BZSV24]:

Conjecture 4.36. [BZSV24, Conjecture 8.1.8&8.5.2] Suppose the G-Hamiltonian space T*X is hyperspher-
ical, then the following properties hold:

(1) The non-commutative Plancherel algebra PLx 1, is flat over k[h];

(2) The Plancherel algebra without loop rotation PLyx is commutative;

(8) There is an isomorphism of G-equivariant commutative 2-shifted Poisson algebras PLx = O(MY).
Moreover, there is a canonical isomorphism PLx 5, — OE(MI) between quantization of both Poisson
algebras. Here M is the hyperspherical dual of T*X introduced in §2.7, and the shearing MY is
defined in §2.12.%2

Remark 4.37. We only state part of the conjectures made in [BZSV24] which is relevant to our article.
4.3.4. Period sheaf. Consider the map 7 : Bung — Bung, we define the X-period sheaf to be
PX = T‘—!EBung'

Remark 4.38. As we have mentioned in Warning 4.35, when we consider hyperspherical T7*X (see §2.6 for
a setup), if the Gg-action on X is trivial (equivalently speaking: when X is G-homogeneous), the object
Px is the unnormalized !-period sheaf introduced in [BZSV24, §10.3]. When the Gg-action on X is non-
trivial, this is different from the unnormalized period sheaf in loc.cit by a half-spin twist. See §4.6.1 for a
modification in this case.

4.3.5. Summary of notations. The notations in this section are complicated and we will use them throughout
the article. We summarize the rules that we design our notations here for the convenience of the reader.

We use the word local to indicate moduli of something over the disc D (or punctured disc D) We use semi-
local to indicate moduli of something over the disc D, (or punctured disc DC) for a moving point ¢ € C (or
several points ¢ € C1). We use the word global to indicate moduli of something over the curve (or punctured
curve, possibly several copies of the curve). Whenever we write a moduli (or map between moduli) that is
local /semi-local/global, we would add a subscript (or sometimes superscript) 1, sl, g to indicate this whenever
it is unclear from other notations. We sometimes use subscript sl — 1,g — sl to indicate a morphism is
mapping from semi-local moduli to local moduli, or global moduli to semi-local moduli.

We always use Hk to indicate Hecke-type stacks (i.e. do modification one time, but can happen at several

legs) and Hk to indicate iterated Hecke-type stacks (i.e. do modification several times). We use % and ﬁ)
to denote the map sending a Hecke modification to its left-most object and right-most object respectively.
We use the word leg to describe the point at which a | Hecke modification happens or an X-section is not
required to be regular. We use a superscript Hk (or Hk) on a morphism to indicate that the morphism is
between Hecke-type stacks.

We use a superscript X to indicate a moduli of objects equipped with X-section (the X-section may or
may not be regular, depending on the context). When we use this for Hecke-type stacks, we sometimes
write X to emphasize that the X-section is not required to be regular (This is to avoid confusion with the
relative Grassmanian Gry in which the X-section is regular on both sides of the modification which will be
introduced in §5.1).

We use I to denote the index set of legs. We use the letter « to indicate an element z € I. When we have
subscript J C I or z € I, we mean the Hecke modification happens only at J (or i.e.{z}) or the X-section
is rational at J (or {z}).

We always use [ to denote a map remembering all the legs. We use f to denote maps between moduli of
different levels (i.e. local/semi-local/global). We use i to denote maps from moduli with regular X-section
to moduli with meromorphic X-section. We use r; to denote morphism remembering only information at
the leg x. We use 7 to denote maps forgetting the X-section. We use w to denote the maps forgetting the
legs. We use A to denote diagonal-type maps.

12When X is not homogeneous, one needs to twist the Ggr-action on M or the Satg, p-module structure on Sat x . We refer
to [BZSV24, §8] for details.
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When we write ICy,, ICy1, we may mean sheaves on any Hecke-type stack (which would be clear from
the context) to which the intersection complexes in Sats can be pulled back as kernel sheaves for some
cohomological correspondence. We sometimes write ICy,, to indicate that the sheaf is pulled back from leg
x.

We use * to denote the convolution in the local categories, and & to denote the action of objects in the
local categories on global/semi-local categories (or the action of kernel sheaves on some Hecke-type moduli
by pull-tensor-push). We sometimes use & , to indicate the action happens at leg x.

4.4. Construction of special cohomological correspondence. In this section, we introduce the local-to-
global construction of special cohomological correspondences. The main output of this section is Definition 4.41.

For notations on the moduli spaces and morphisms between them, we refer to §4.3.1 (see §4.3.5 for a
summary).

Definition 4.39. A local special cohomological correspondence of type V € Rep(é)o*“’ of degree d is an
element

A, € Homg (V(—d), PLx 1)

Equivalently, consider the diagram (4.22), we can regard cﬁ/ as a cohomological correspondence by the
tautological identification
Homg (V(—d), PLy ) = Homgay, ,, (ICy #6;*, 6" (d))
o
= Hom(h {5 (k"6 @ ICy), 6% (d)).

:Corer§,17ICV(51X,51X<d>)

Now we apply the pull-back functoriality in §4.2.3 to produce special cohomological correspondences at
the semi-local and global levels. Consider the following diagram:

5
Bung (1 CEE HKY ST Bung; (1
f{l},g—m{ ; lfﬁk}gji Jf{l),g—ml
X/ S, e e (42
f{l}wsHlJ - lf%{lk},slil J{f{l},slal
%x o ﬁx

LX/LtG x Aut(D) +—— HkY' —— LX/L*tG x Aut(D).

Note that both left squares are Cartesian (in fact, all squares are Cartesian), from the isomorphisms
ffl} ol _)151X 5 6% and ff‘l} « —>515§1( = 6? , we get cohomological correspondences

C%} = f{*l},slﬂlclv € Coreré{’?ll},ICV (631(7 551( <d>) (4‘26)
and
ey = ffl})g_)slc?} € Corry s 100 (65, 65(d)). (4.27)

G.{1}
Now we construct cohomological correspondences with legs indexed by a finite set I. To begin with, for
any x € I, consider the following diagram

— —
hxl s X [ s
(LX/L*G)o « 2 Hiyw —% (LX/LHG)o

m,sﬂ r Tr?fl S Tm,ﬂ
%X:zel _)Xu:EI

X 3 h’l‘ S
(LX/LTG)geer <22 Hké{f;e”;l S (LX) LG gwer (4.28)
. l L J(‘Hk J l
lrel,sl lrel,sl lrel,sl
—x —x

h o h
(LX/L* Gor <55 MG, =% (LX/L*G)or
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Note that all the squares above are Cartesian, and we have natural isomorphism . b1(5 5 = 556 1,5 and

5 T.sl S el sl One 1.s1- Apply the pull-back functoriality for the upper diagram and push-forward functoriality
for the lower diagram, we get cohomological correspondences

C%/l',mef = T;,SIC%/I' € CorerXzepsl ite (5161 sl» 6§€I,sl<d>) (429)
G,zel "VV,z
and
Ko = brer 1 per € Corry s o (67,074(d))- (4.30)
G,zcr Ve

We also have a global counterpart of the picture above: Consider the diagram
X 7X

{1} g X {1}
Bun§7{1} HkG {gl} *}g Bun§7{1}

Hk
’l“z,gT - Trw - T’I”z,g
G Xaer B Xwer

X z€el, g Xzer,8 1€I§ X . 4.31
Bung ,c; «+— HkG zel Bung ,e; ( )

) L Hk .
lzel,g lyel,g leel,g
X . X

X z€l,g X,g z€l,g X
BunGJ — HkG’mGI —_ BunGJ

From the natural isomorphism r* §X = 6%, and 5fg 5 e I)g,*éfe 1.0 We get cohomological correspon-

z,8°8 zel,g
dences
C%/,mel = T;,gC%/ € CorerGmfe’Ig,IcV (5161 o 5§€I,g<d>) (4.32)
and
Y = lzelg 1OV per € Corry x Icv,z(éfvg’éfvgw»' (4.33)

G,xel’
From now on, we drop the subscript J, in the notation for iterated Hecke stacks and always use the finest
partition. We are going to construct global special cohomological correspondences and variants out of local
special cohomological correspondences.

Definition 4.40. We define a local special cohomological correspondences datum to be a tuple
(Iv VI? {CIVI }IGI)
where

e [ is a finite set;
o VB ¢ Rep(GY)Vw;

e For each z € I, ¢, € Corr (67, 6{ (d,)) is a local special cohomological correspondence of

HKS ' ICy =
degree d, as in Definition 4.39.
Set d; = >, d to be the degree of (I, V!, {cl,.}ser). Suppose I = [r].

(1) We define the local composition of (I, V! {c\,.}zer) to be the element
ri=cpo-0d, € Corerﬁ,1 1Oy (67,68 (dr)), (4.34)
(2) We define the semi-local special cohomological correspondence of (I, V!, {c},. }zcr) to be the element

c?}IJ = 03171 o0---0 cvr € CorrHNg( e (5?;1, 5fsl<d1>) 5 Corerég?1 1yr (51 sl 51,51<d1>)§ (4.35)
) v I

where the elements ci}zw are defined in (4.30);

(3) We define the global special cohomological correspondence of (I, V!, {c},.}zer) to be the element

=, 00ck. € Corrlﬁcﬁjﬁlcw (07 g 07 5(dr)) = Coreri;‘;,g,ICVI (074,075 (dr)), (4.36)

Vi
where the elements cf,, , are defined in (4.33).

We are finally able to define special cohomological correspondences for the period sheaf Px.
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Definition 4.41. Continuing the setting of Definition 4.40, consider the diagram
X X

h o h
X Ig X.g Ig X
Bung ; +—“— Hk; % — Buny

o el )

h[y hI,
Bung xCT «+—= Hk%l ——% Bung xC7

where both squares are Cartesian. Note that we have natural isomorphism F[)[&fg S Px X kor.

(1) We define the extended special cohomological correspondence associated to (I, VI, {c},.}zer) to be
the element

CVIJ = W[)[C%/IJ S COl“eraG’IyICVI (PX ¢ ECI,'PX X ECI <d]>) (4.38)

where the element cf,; ; is defined in (4.36);

(2) Consider the map wy : Bung xCl — Buné{. We define the special cohomological correspondence
associated to (I, VI, {c} . }zer) to be the element

cyr == [C']ocyr potauter € Corrge, 10, (Px, Px(dr — 2[I)) (4.39)
where the cohomological correspondences tautor, [C] are introduced in Example 4.30,Example 4.31.

4.5. Main result. In this section, we state the so called automorphic commutator relation Conjecture 4.45
(partially proved in Theorem 4.47). This is the main result in §4.

4.5.1. Local datum. We now introduce the local special cohomological correspondence datum needed to
formulate the commutator relation.

Setting 4.42. We fix a local special cohomological correspondence datum

(Iv VI? {CIVI }IGI)
as in Definition 4.40, in which we take I = [r].

We fix x € [r — 1] C I. Consider I’ := I — {z,z + 1} and [I] := [r — 1]. Denote V =V, and W = V4.
Set dV = dm and dW = d1+1.

Consider swy y+1 € Aut(I) to be the element swapping = and = + 1, and Ay ;41 € Hom(Z,[I]) to be
the order-preserving map collapsing z and x + 1. These maps induce natural maps swg ., »+1 € Aut(BGY),
AG.2or1 € Hom(BGU, BGT). We denote V=% .= SWG pwi1lV ! € Rep(GH)¥« and VU .= AL oV €
Rep(GI) 9.

Assume Assumption 4.43 (see below), we consider two more local special cohomological correspondence
data

(Iv VLSWv {Cle }161)
and
(11, VI, (e Yoern)
where the local special cohomological correspondences remain to be the old ones except we choose

Crogyae € Corr (67,67 (dy + duy1 — 2)). (4.40)

X,1
HkG " IC 2 g yat1

to be the element in Assumption 4.43 (2).
From these local cohomological correspondences, we can run the construction in §4.4 and get

cyr € COYer%;,I,ICVI (’Px, PX <d] — 2|I|>), (4.41)

Cylsw € CoreréI,ICVI,sw (’Px, Px <d] - 2|I|>), (4.42)

and

Cy/11] (S CorerémJCV[I] (’Px, PX <d1 - 2|I|>) (4.43)

defined in (4.39). Here we are using dj7) — 2|[I]| = (dr —2) — 2(|1| — 1) = d; — 2|I| in the last formula.
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4.5.2. Fusion procedure. Consider the diagram of correspondence
—

—
hn, . hn,
Bung S Hk“é (1] s Bung

idl Jam lid : (4.44)
— —

h]’ h[7 .
Bung +—= Hk% ; — Bung

Note that we have an isomorphism A;I}j;l ICy+ = ICy . The push-forward functoriality in Definition 4.33
gives us

AS ey € Corrpyg, |10, (Px, Px(dr — 2|1])). (4.45)

4.5.3. Commutator in the Plancherel algebra. The natural multiplication map m : PLx , ® PLx  — PLx p
on the (non-commutative) Plancherel algebra can be characterized as following: Given V,W € Rep(G)¥
and

oy € Corrgy. 10, (67, 6" (dv)),

C%/V € COHHkg,IcW(@X,(ng@W»v
the product V@ W({—dy —dw) — PLx  ® PLx » — PLx p, is defined by

Cvmw = Cv o C € Corrpyl 10y g (6, 07 (dv + dw))-
Similarly, we have
way € CO”HkIGJCWm@]Xv i (dy + dw)).

Using the natural isomorphism

Corerlc,ICW@,v((SIXa 5 (dv +dw)) = CO”HkIGJCV@W@lXa 5 (dv + dw)),

we can view both ¢}z, and ¢}y as elements in the same vector space Corrme. 10y g w (6%, 6% (dv + dw)).
We denote

| N T 1
[evs ew] = cyrw — cwrv-
We make the following assumption:

Assumption 4.43. The following two things hold:
(1) The multiplication-by-% map
s Hom®(V @ W{(—dy — dw + 2),PLx.) — Hom®(V @ W(—dy — dw), PLx 1)
is injective;
(2) There exists an element ¢}, oy, € Hom®(V @ W (—dy — dw + 2),PLx ) such that
ow - h=[cy, ]

Remark 4.44. Note that in the case T*X is a hyperspherical G-Hamiltonian space, Assumption 4.43 above
is a direct consequence of Conjecture 4.36.

4.5.4. Automorphic commutator relations. Assume we are in Setting 4.42, we get three special cohomological
correspondences
CyI,CylI,sw, A§71;+17!Cv[1] S Corer%;,pICVI (PX, PX <d[ - 2|I|>)

where the last one is defined in (4.45). Our main conjecture in this section is the following:
Conjecture 4.45 (Automorphic commutator relation). Under Setting 4.42, we have the following identity:
Cyr — Cylsw — A§7§+17!CV[I] S Corer%;,I,ICVI (PX, PX <d] — 2|I|>)

We are currently not able to prove Conjecture 4.45 in general but are only able to prove it under some
additional technical assumptions. The additional condition we have to add is the following:
Assumption 4.46. The following hold:
(1) For d = 1,2,3, we have Hom"(V @ W (—dy — dw + 2)[d], PLx ) = 0
(2) Let g = g(C) to be the genus of the curve C. We have g # 1.

Our main theorem in this section is the following, which will be proved in §4.7:
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Theorem 4.47. Assume Assumption 4.46, then Conjecture 4./5 is true.

Remark 4.48. We are mostly interested in the middle-dimensional case (i.e. dy+dw = 2, see Assumption 5.6)
and T*X is tempered hyperspherical as defined in §2.7. In this case, Assumption 4.46 (1) just follows from
Conjecture 4.36 (3) which implies that PLx j, is concentrated in nonnegative cohomological degree.

Therefore, Assumption 4.46 (1) conjecturally holds in the middle-dimensional tempered case. Assumption 4.46 (2)
is more restrictive and we would like to remove it in the future. Actually, we believe that all the additional
assumptions in Assumption 4.46 can be removed at the same time once a more essential argument is discov-
ered.

Remark 4.49. One can also formulate and prove Conjecture 4.45 without assuming Assumption 4.46 when
taking C' = [A!/G,,]. The key point making this case provable is that Lemma 4.61 is automatically true
in this case. This is the reason that we believe Conjecture 4.45 is true even without Assumption 4.46. We
would hope one can prove Conjecture 4.45 by reducing to the case C' = [Al!/G,,] but we do not know how
to achieve this.

Remark 4.50. Instead of using the Plancherel algebra with loop rotation, it may be more conceptual to
formulate Conjecture 4.45 using the Eo-Plancherel algebra and factorization structure developed in [BZSV24,
§16]. However, as far as we know, the factorizable local conjecture is far from being known or even well-
formulated, while the loop-rotated version seems to be reachable or known in many cases. Therefore, we
choose to use the loop-rotated version rather than the factorizable version.

4.6. Variants. In this section, we introduce variants of constructions in §4. This section is not used elsewhere
in the article, we include it for completeness.

4.6.1. Modification when X is non-homogeneous. When X is a G X Gg-variety (see §2.6 for notations) where
the Gg-action on X is non-trivial, we need to modify the definition of the period sheaf to match the definition
in [BZSV24, §10.2&10.3]. We now recall their definition. We define Bung’true as the fiber product

Buny®"™ —— Map(C, [X/G x Gg])

o | (4.46)

idxQt/?
Bung —————— Bungxg,,

where Q1/2 is chosen in (2.17). Intuitively speaking, Bung"™"® is the moduli of G-bundles together with a

X ® Q'/2-section.
Definition 4.51. We define the (true) period sheaf P¥"° to be
pLne = W!EBuné(,crue.

When the Gg-action on X is trivial, this coincides with the period sheaf in §4.3.4.

All the constructions in §4.3 carries to this setting: For global or semi-global moduli spaces, one just
replace the word ” X-section” by "X ® Q'/2-section” and everything else is unchanged; For local moduli
spaces, we use LX/(LTG x LT Gy, ) x Aut(D) instead of LX/L*G x Aut(D). We can modify the definition
of the Plancherel algebra in §4.3.3 to be

PLx 5 true = Endsatg, , (67, 67°) (4.47)

where 6;* is push-forward of the constant sheaf K+ x/(L+GxL+Gy)xAut(p)- Then all the discussion in Section.
§4 carries over without difficulty. We leave it to the reader.

4.6.2. Normalized version. We continue to live in the setting of §4.6.1, and we assume 7" X is hyperspherical
in the sense of §2.6. We now recall the definition of normalized Period sheaf and normalized Hecke action
introduced in [BZSV24, §7.4&10.4].

Recall the character 7 : G — G, in §2.6. It induces a map deg : LG — Z and deg : Bung — Z by

deg(g) = val(n(g)) (4.48)

and
deg & = deg(n(&)) (4.49)
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where val : LGy, — Z and deg : Bung,, — Z are the obvious maps, g € LG and £ € Bung
We define the normalized Hecke action of Satg p on various categories by

K #norm @ := K{deg) * o (4.50)

for K € Satg . Here deg : LG — Z is defined in (4.48). We make a similar construction for the action & of
Sata,n, on semi-local and global categories in (4.23).
We define the normalized period sheaf to be

fpg{orm = ;{ruc<deg+(g _ 1)BX> (4.51)

where deg : Bung — Z is defined in (4.49) and Sx is defined in (2.15).
Then all the discussion in §4 carries over without difficulty. We leave it to the reader.

4.7. Proof of global commutator relations. In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 4.47. The
idea is easy: One first reduces to the case |I| = 2 which is done in §4.7.1. After that, one reduces to a
semi-local statement (Conjecture 4.56), which is the main subject of §4.7.2 and §4.7.3. Finally, one relates
the semi-local statement to the local commutator relation Assumption 4.43 (2) and concludes the proof in
§4.7.4.

4.7.1. Reduction to the case |I| = 2. To reduce the proof of Conjecture 4.45 to the case |I| = 2, by compat-
ibility of push-forward functoriality in Definition 4.33 and composition in §4.2.4, we only need to prove the
following:

Proposition 4.52. Under Setting /.42, we have

Cyr = Cy10Cy20--+-0Cyr S COI‘I‘ﬁIéJ pICVI (Px, Px<d] - 2|I|>) :> Corer%J,ICVI (PX, PX<d] - 2|I|>)

where ¢y1 and cy= for x € I are both defined via (4.39).

Proof of Proposition 4.52. We use Cy,--- ,C, to distinguish the different factors of C!. By (4.36), (4.38),
(4.39), and compatibility of push-forward and composition (and compatibility between pull-back and com-
position), we know

cyr =[C'locyrjocyzg0-0cyr, otauter .
On the other hand, we have
cyrocy20---ocyr = [Ci]ocyryotaute, o--- o [Cr] o cyr p 0 taute, .

Then it is easy to check that one can exchange two correspondences appearing in the formula above whenever
they have different subindex x € I. a

4.7.2. A reformulation of Conjecture 4.45. From now on, we assume I = {1,2} and [I] = {1}.

Conjecture 4.45 is formulated in terms of special cohomological correspondences (4.39). In this section,
we reformulate Conjecture 4.45 using (4.38).

Consider the diagram

N
hiiye
—% Bung xC

JidxAc. (4.52)

-
b1y e

Bung xC +——— Hk%’{l}

idxAcJ lAgk

— —
h 1,2, hqa,2,
Bung xC? «=22"HKY, | ) —4"Bung xC?

We have a map
Px &EC,'PX ®E0<dv + dw — 2>)
Px @ECQ,'PX gﬁcz <dv + dw>)

coev :Corera{l}JCV@W (

(4.53)

—>Corerréy{1y2} ICy mw (
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defined by
coev :Corergcy{l})ICV@)W(PX X ke, Px Kko(dv +dw — 2))
=Hom(ICygw B (Px MEkq), Px Kko(dy + dw — 2))
~ Hom((id x Ac)* ICysw B (Px K kes), (id x Ac) Py B kea(dy + dw — 2))
™ Hom((id x Ac)* ICysw B (Px K kes), (id x Ac)Px B ke (dy + dy)) (4.54)
S Hom(ICygw B (Px M k), (id x Ag)(id x Ac)!PX X ke (dy + dw))
— Hom(ICymw & (Px K ke2), Px Kke2(dv +dw))

:COFI’Hkg Px X ECQ, Px X Ecz <dV + dw>)

01{112}7ICV®W(

Where the third step uses the purity isomorphism Lemma 4.24.
We can reformulate Conjecture 4.45 as follows:

Conjecture 4.53. Under Setting 4.42, we have the following identity:
CVRW,{1,2) — CWRV,{1,2} = coev(cyew,{1}) € COrergG,{m},Icng(PX X kg2, Px XEge(dv + dw))
where the elements cyrw, (1,2}, CWRV,{1,2}> Cvaw,{1} are both defined via (4.38).
Proof of Conjecture /.45 assuming Conjecture 4.53. Recall the map forgetting legs wy : Bung xCT — Bung.
Consider the map
P12} = [C?] o (o) o tautee :CorergG,{l,2}>ICv®w(PX Wkee, Px Rkee(dy + dw))

—>Corerg (PXv PX <dV + dW - 4>)

G (1,21 1CvRW
It follows from the definition in (4.39) that
¢{1,2}(CVIXW,{1,2} - CW&V,{1,2}) = CVvRW — CWRV -
Therefore, it suffices to prove the following two maps coincide:
$11,2) © coev = Alg{}f o1y :Corrpys, 10y gw (Px KNke, Px K ko{dy +dw —2))

o 4.55
(Px,Px{dy + dw — 4)) ( )

_)COrer%;,{lg} ICymw
where ¢;13 = [C] o (e) o tauto is the one-leg analogue of ¢y, 21. Consider the diagram

-
b1y g g
Bung xC' «——— Hk¢, (1}

L
idxAcl AHkl
&
—
h1,2) e

Bung xC? Mng%,{Lz} —*Bung xC?,
where the square is Cartesian. Denote
Fi= W10y 5(Px Bkga) © Iym (~dy — dw +2) € Shv(HE, |, ).
We can identify both maps in (4.55) as maps
bg1,2y0c0ev = A,Hkoqb{l} : Hom(%{l}ﬁgﬁgAgk’*]—', wf{l}’PX<—2>) — HOIII(U){LQ}J%{LQ}%’!]:, Px(—2)) (4.56)

F
For o € Hom(h {1y g A" F, w};,Px), unwinding the definition of all the maps given in (4.45) and (4.54),
we have the following diagrams:

— < . < *
wir oy b1y g1 F ——— w1 h {1,2},g,!A§}fA§k’*f ————— wp93,1(id X Ag) b 1y g AT F

J s

— . . *% . < *
w{172}7g h {172}7&!.7: —_— w{172},[(1d X Ac)!(ld X Ac) h {172},&1.7" Emd w{172},1(1d X Ac)! h {1},g,1Agk’ F
(4.57)
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wi 23,1(id X Ag)wiyy Px (—2) wiy Wiy Px(—2) Px(-2)

lid Jid (458)

w{l’g},l(id X Ac)g’wl{l}'Px<—2> E— w{l’z}’;(id X Ac)y(id X AC’)!w!{LQ}PX<_2> R Px<—2>

Note that Af' o ¢13(a) is given by the composition of the upper row of (4.57) and wyy 2y, (id X Ac)ia
and the upper row of (4.58), and ¢yq 2y © coev(a) is given by the composition of the lower row of (4.57)
and wyy,23,1(id x Ag)icr and the lower row of (4.58). The commutativity of the diagram (4.57) follows from
Lemma 4.25. The commutativity of the diagram (4.58) follows from a similar argument. This concludes the
proof. O

4.7.3. Global and semi-local variants of Conjecture 4.53. In this section, we formulate variants of Conjecture 4.53
in terms of (4.36) and (4.35) and reduce the proof of the original statement to these variants.
Consider the diagram parallel to (4.52):

X . X
X {1}.g X.,g {1}.g X
Bul’lG7{1} — HkG,{l} e Bul’lG7{1}

2 s Jaz (4.59)
g (_X _}X g

{12} .8 100 X, {1.2} 8
Bun§7{1)2} — HkG’,?IQ} —_— Bun§7{1)2}
and also the semi-local version
%ﬁ} sl X sl ﬁﬁ} sl
(LX/LTG)o +—— Hk.},, —= (LX/LTG)¢c
3| [azm |2 (4:60)
X X

h . ¢ h .
(LX/LtG) e L*”*“Hkg;;;g} N LX/LTG) e
We have maps of vector spaces similar to (4.53):

X X
coevg :Coreré{:{gl})lCV@)W(5{1}%, 0(1y,eldv +dw —2))

X . (4.61)
—>Corer§%1 2}110V®W (5{1)2}%, 5{1,2},g<dv + dW>)
and
coevy :Corer)Gg,sll ,ICV®W(6f(1}vSI’ 5?1}151@5\/ +dw —2))
oy (4.62)

—>Corer5(,51 (5{%72})51, 55(1)2}751 <dV + dW>)

G /(1,23 1CvRW

whose definition is completely parallel to (4.54) given the following lemma:

Lemma 4.54. We have 6%

() = AXE 5, L (2) and 67

~ AX)
{1,2},g {1}s 7 A 6f(1,2},sl<2> .

Proof of lemma. Consider

X
Bung xC BRUEN Bung,{l}
idxAcl - lAg (4.63)

X
X o 1,2}, X
Bung xC —=8 Bung){lg}

and
(LT X/L*G)e % (LX/L*G)e
Aﬁ‘*l - lA;g . (4.64)

171,23 ,s1

(LY X/LTG)ee 25 (LX/LFG) e
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By proper base change, we only need to show the purity transformations
[ld X AC] : EBuné xC 7 (ld X AC)!EBuné xC2 (465)

and
!

X, 4. X,+,!
AGTT ki xyprere = DL T E@rx/0v6) e (4.66)
are isomorphisms. Here, both fundamental classes are defined via Definition 4.21, where the second one uses
the Cartesian square

X, +
(LY X/LFG)e 22 (LT X/LHG) e

|
l{l},sll ll{u}ﬁ
c Se c?
which makes the map Ajlm' quasi-smooth as in Definition 4.21.
The first isomorphism follows from Lemma 4.24 and the second follows from Lemma 4.24 and Proposition 4.10 (1)
(note that (L*X)c2 — (LY X/LTG)e2, (LT X)c2 — C? are pro-smooth surjection, and (LT X )2 is qcgs).
O

We can now formulate global and semi-local variants (or primitive versions) of Conjecture 4.53:
Conjecture 4.55 (Global version). Under Assumption 4.43, we have the following identity:

g g _ g ] X X
YRW(1,2) ~ Cwrv,(1,2) = ©0Ve(Tgw 1)) € CO”Hkg‘;{gm}vagw(5{1,2},ga 6(1,21,6(dv +dw))

where the elements gy (1 9y+ Clymy (1,2)> Cvew, (1) ore both defined via (4.36).

Conjecture 4.56 (Semi-local version). Under Assumption J./3, we have the following identity:

sl sl _ sl . X X
Cyrw,{1,2} — CWRV,{1,2} = CoeVsl(CV®W,{1}) € COHHkg;; 2}110V®W(5{1,2},517 5{1,2},s1<dv +dw))

where the elements c%@W,{lQ}’C?}V|Z|V,{1,2}’c§}®w,{1} are both defined via (4.35).
We now deduce Conjecture 4.53 from Conjecture 4.55 and then deduce Conjecture 4.55 from Conjecture 4.56.

Proof of Conjecture 4.53 assuming Conjecture 4.55. Take I = {1},{1,2} in the diagram (4.37). The push-
forward functoriality in §4.2.3 gives us

iy, + Corr 1Cyr (67, 07 (dr)) = Corrpg, 10, (Px Wker, Px Wkei(dr)) (4.67)

X,g
Hkg 7,

for I = {1},{1,2}. We only need to show

_ ) ) X X B
T{1,2},1 © COEVy = COEV O T(1} | .Corerg:{gl})Icwaw(5{1}%, 5{1}1g<dv +dw — 2))

—Corr__ ¢ (675 6% o1 gldv +dw)) (4.68)
Hkg:?;,2}>lcvgw {172}>51’ {1>2}751 Vv w
The proof is similar to (4.55), but we write down the argument again for safety. Denote
= x. :
Fi= Wiy .0 ©1Cyrw (—dv —dw) € Shv(HkG %, ,)).
We can identify both maps in (4.68) as maps
T{1,2},1 © COEVy = COEV O Ty1} | :Hom(%ﬁ})g)!Agk’*‘F, A?’!éﬁz},g) (4.69)

$—
— Hom(m1,0y,0 7 3 2 g1 T(1,2),1071,2 )
Consider commutative diagrams

— — . <~ «
7T{1’2},! hﬁ,Q},g,!]: _— W{lyg}JA?’!A?’* hf(l,Q},g,!]: _— (ld X AC’)!T"{l},I hﬁ}7g7!AIg{k’ F

l J
7T{1,2},! h?l,Q},g,!]: > (ld X AC)I(ld X Ac) 7T{172}’! h ﬁ,Q},g,!F > (ld X AC)!TF{I},I hﬁ},g7!AIg{k7 F

(4.70)
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and

(ldX Ac)lﬂ'{l}uA (5{1 2}.g —_— 7T{1’2}’1A A (5{1 2 — T{1,2}, 1(5{1 2lg

idl lid (4.71)

(ld X Ac)lﬂ'{l} uA (5{1 2}.g E— (id X Ac)!(id X Ac)!ﬂ'{l’g},g(sgg}’g — 71—{1,2},!6?;,2}@

Here the first arrow in the bottom of (4.71) uses the Beck-Chevalley base change map 7r{1}7,A§*!5f1y2}7g —
(id x AC)!T‘—{lﬁz})!éﬁﬁz})g which can be identified with the natural purity isomorphism Px X k- (—2) =
Px X ke2 using Lemma 4.54

Fix an element a € Hom( {1} .. ,AHk *F, AX '5{1 2, g) Unwinding definitions, one can see that the map
T{1,2},1 ©coevg(a) can be identified with the composmon of the top row of (4.70) and (id x A¢ )11y, () and
the top row of (4.71). The map coev o 71} (@) can be identified with the composition of the bottom row
of (4.70) and (id x A¢)im1y,1(a) and the bottom row of (4.71). The commutativity of (4.70) follows from
Lemma 4.25. The commutativity of (4.71) follows from a similar argument. This concludes the proof. [

Proof of Conjecture 4.55 assuming Conjecture 4.56. Keep our notation the same as the previous proof. The
pull-back functoriality in §4.2.3 gives us

f}k,g—ml : Coreré’;l,ICVI (65517 5?{51 <d1>) - Coreré’%,ICVI (5§g7 5?{;; <dl>) (472)
O

for I = {1},{1,2}. Given the compatibility of the pull-back functoriality in §4.2.3 and composition §4.2.4,
we only need to show

f{1.2) gs1 0 COCVsl = cOevg 0 f1y g CorT % 0 (5f(1},s17 5ﬁ},sl<dv +dw —2))

Gy ICvew

—C 5 5 dy +dw)) (4.73)
ks 10y 1121 01,2 (A +dw))
Denote

Fi= 0 10X @ Cymw(~dv — dw) € Shv(HKS 2 ).

Then the maps in (4.73) are identifies with maps

* * Hk,* X,!
F{1,2) gse © COCVSL = CORVg © f1y :Hom( {1} I AgTTF A 5{1 2}.51) (4.74)

. .
— Hom(f{] oy osa1 3 oy Fs o) e sa00n0) 00)
Consider commutative diagrams

* < * X, % * Hk, *
f{1,2},g—>sl h ?1 2},sl, ']: f{1,2},g—>§lAbl ‘A h {1,2},s], "7: Aé!f{l},g—ml {1} Sl,!ASI F

E
o Ji (179
f{l 2}, gﬁslgﬁ 2},sl, "7: - AX, AX’*f* ‘I%ﬁz},sl,!}— — Aé!ffl},g—ml% {1},sl, !AHk “F
and
Ag,!fﬁ},g—mlAX ‘5{1 sl T Ag A f{1 21, g—>sl5{1 sl — flio, g—><15{1 2} 51
lid Jid : (4.76)
Ag!fﬁ},gasle "5?1 aps — {12y, g%slAsl 'AX "5?1 21l T f?l,2},g~>sl(5ﬁ,2},sl

Here the first arrow in the top of (4.76) uses the Beck-Chevalley base change map ff‘l} g_}blAX '5{1 sl

A?’f{*‘lg})gﬁsléﬁz}ﬁl, which is identified with the natural purity isomorphism 55{1}@( 2) = AX '(5?1 2
defined in Lemma 4.54. The commutativity of both diagrams follows from statements similar to Lemma 4.25.
The rest of the argument is similar to the previous proof and we omit it.



HIGHER PERIOD INTEGRALS AND DERIVATIVES OF L-FUNCTIONS 47

4.7.4. Proof of Conjecture /.56 assuming Assumption 4.46. Now we come to the technical heart of this
section.

Proof of Conjecture /.56 assuming Assumption 4.46. Consider U := C?\A¢(C). Consider the diagram

(LX/L*G)c Ba, (LX/L*G) e FEA (LX/LTG)y

ch( - lz o - J{lu (4.77)

C Be c2 ! U
where both squares are Cartesian. Consider the excision fiber sequence in Proposition 4.12:
X . X,
35 ICyRw B 67 9y g = ICvaw B 67 oy a = ALAL " ICyRw B 67 4y - (4.78)

It gives rise to the left column of the following diagram

* dj
Hom® (A \ A ICymw B Of 5y 4,08 oy a{dv + dw)) —< Hom’(ICyvew B 6Y, 6%, ((dv +dw —2))

GySJ( J{'Cl(Tc)
A

X, x

Hom (ICysw B 67 9y 5 071 27, (dv + dw)) ———— Hom(ICvow B 63, 4,07, 4 (dv + dw))

jx,*l

Homo(j!XjX’* ICyrw A 5?1,2}@1’ 5?1,2},sl<dV +dw))

(4.79)
Ayt KON oy g (—2) in
Lemma 4.54. The map -¢1(T¢) is the cup product with the first Chern class of the tangent bundle T of
the curve C. The map Aﬁ’* is induced by the pull-back functoriality of cohomological correspondence in
Definition 4.32.
Note that by definition of the map coevg given in (4.62) we have

coevyg = Gyso adj_l.

Here, the map adj is induced by (A Ajl(’!)—adjunction and the isomorphism Ajl(

Therefore, to prove Conjecture 4.56 is to prove
Cﬁ&w - C%&v = Gyso adj71(03®w) (4.80)
Lemma 4.57. The square in (4.79) is commutative.

Proof of Lemma /.57. Write F := ICy gy & 5ﬁ72},51<_d\/ — dw). Recall 5?1)2“1 = i{1)2}7517*E(L+X/L+G)C2.
Write
’Lm = i[,sl : (L+X/L+G)CI — (LX/L+G)CI
for I = {1,2}, {1}, write
A=A (LX/LTG)¢c — (LX/LTG)ce
and k = k(p+x/p+@).,- Then we can rewrite the square in (4.79) as

Hom” (AIA*F, in k) —=bs Hom®(A*F, Ali k)
Gysl l-cl(Tc) . (481)
Hom (F,ig k) S SN Hom’ (A*F, A*iy k)

Write
AT (LTX/LTG)e — (LT X/LTG)ee
and G := i5F. Applying (i*,i.)-adjunction and base change isomorphisms for i,, we can further rewrite
(4.81) as

HomO(A!*A'h*g’E) ade> HomO(A*‘v*g’A—h!E)
o) | (4.82)

Hom®(G, k) —2"" 5 Hom(AT*G, A+*k)
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For any o € Hom?(A+*G, AT'k), consider the following diagram
AT*G — ATFAFATAG
ai lA%*Aja (483)
AR~ AFATARE 5 A%k

where arrows without names are induced by natural adjunctions. It is easy to see AT* o Gysoadj ™" () gives
the upper route from the left-top of the diagram (4.83) to the right-bottom of the diagram while « - ¢1(T¢)
gives the lower route. The commutativity of the square in (4.83) is tautological. This concludes the proof of
Lemma 4.57.

O

Consider the following diagram

fHk

Hom" (ICy gw #0%, 6 (dv + dw — 2)) == Hom(ICyew B 675, 4,875y o(dv + dw — 2))
'hl l“”(TC) (4.84)
Hk,*

Hom®(ICy aw #67%, 6 (dy + dw)) —2=— Hom®(ICy gw B 6%, 1, 6%, (dv + dw))

Hk,*

where the map f 7,

is defined via the pull-back functoriality of cohomological correspondences in §4.2.3.
Lemma 4.58. The diagram (4.84) is commutative.

Proof of Lemma 4.58. This follows from the fact that the composition C' — B Aut(D) — BG,, is the map
defining T € Pic(C), hence gives us Coor*h = ¢1(T¢). See §2.11 for our choice of h. O

We make the following observation:

Lemma 4.59. We have

AN S = [5 cvmw € Hom (ICvew B 03, 4,605y g (dv +dw))
and
A Gmy = fi5T cvmy € Hom(ICvew B 035 4,601y (dv +dw)),

where AX* 1= Ai,l(’* is the middle horizontal arrow in (4.79), Flli’:lal is the bottom arrow in (4.84), and

Smws Gy are defined in (4.34).

Proof. This follows directly from the compatibility of pull-back and composition of cohomological correspon-
dences in §4.2.3 and §4.2.4. O

Lemma 4.60. We have

75 Saw = 3 vy € Hom (5% 5% ICy gy B 075 ) 0, 0732 1 (dv + dw)). (4.85)

Proof. Define Hké{f]l = l?lk’z_}lsl(U ) where 1?1172},51 : Hkgzll 0y C? is the map remembering only legs.

Consider the following diagram

X R ﬁx
(LX/L*G)y «—22— HkE 3 S (LX/LYG)y
L _
| st |z
5 (hi)x2 o (B)x2

(LX/LTG x Aut(D))? 2 (N2 U5 (DX /L4 G w0 Aut(D))?

where both squares are Cartesian. Then we have

P S = (FAS) 2 () Bey) =175 gy

and we are done. O
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Denote € = c?}&w — C?}/&V — Gyso adjfl(c§}®w). We have

X% AX,x( 8l 51 X, —1/ sl
AXre = A (g — Ghmy) — A 0 Gys o ad (o)

Hk,*/ 1 1 ]

= SHT(CVWV - Cwry) — Vew ci(Te) (4.86)
_ pHkx/ 1 1 1 h ! !

= fao1 (cvyrw — cwwy — Cveow * )

=0

where the second equality uses Lemma 4.59 and Lemma 4.57, the third equality uses Lemma 4.58, and the
last equality follows from our choice of ¢y, gy, in Assumption 4.43 (2).
On the other hand, we have

e = 7 a — Abay) — 55 0 Gysoadi H(gn) =0~ 0 =0 (1.87)
where the second identity uses Lemma 4.60 and j%* o Gys = 0.
We can conclude our proof given the following lemma:

Lemma 4.61. Under Assumption /.46, the map -c1(T¢) in (4.79) is injective.

Assuming the lemma, we can conclude the proof of Conjecture 4.56 as follows. Since 7% *¢ = 0 and the
left column of (4.79) is exact, there exists ¢y € HomO(Aﬁy!Aﬁ’* ICyrw & (5?112})51, 55{1’2}151<dv + dw)) at the
upper-left corner of (4.79) such that e = Gys(eg). By the commutativity of the diagram (4.79) we know
adj(eg) - c1(Te) = AX* 0 Gys(eg) = AX*e = 0. We can conclude ey = 0 by Lemma 4.61 and get € = 0, which
concludes the proof of Conjecture 4.56. O

Proof of Lemma 4.61. We drop the subscript {1} (which stands for one leg) from everywhere below. Consider
the following diagram in which both squares are Cartesian
(LX/L*G)¢ +—— (L*X/LTG)e — 22— C
fsl—»ll - lfler—u - JCoor . (488)
LX/L*G x Auwt(D) +— L+X/L*G x Aut(D) —— B Aut(D)

We denote F := ICygw *6f* (—dy — dw + 2) € Shv(LX/LTG x Aut(D)), then the map we care about
becomes

e1(Tc) : Hom® (£, F, 65 ) — Hom® (fi_,F, 63 (2))- (4.89)

S S

We further denote G := i F and k = kg pup)- Note that

Hom(f3 1,63 ) = Hom(f3 1 F,isik(p+ x/ 0+ @) )s
= Hom (i) fa 1 F > k1+x/1+G)e)s
S Hom(f{ 751G kv x/1+6ye ) (4.90)
= Hom(G, Jﬁl’*l;Coor*@,

5 Hom(G, I} Coor,.Coor*k),

where the last step uses Proposition 4.10 (2), since LTX — L*X/LTG x Aut(D) and Lt X — BAut(D)
are pro-smooth surjections.
Under the identification (4.90), the map (4.89) becomes

- : Hom(G, I Coor, Coor*k) — Hom®(G, I; Coor, Coor*k(2)). (4.91)
induced by the map h: k — k(2).
Note the following fact:
Lemma 4.62. Coor,Coor*k = cofib(k(—4) , k) @ cofib(k(—2) UN k)®29[-1].
Proof of Lemma 4.62. Note that we have a natural equivalence of categories

Hom(k, e) : Shv(B Aut(D))”~>° 5 Mod(k[h])” >, (4.92)
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since Hom(k, k) = k[h] € Mod(k[h])”~°°. Here for a stable co-category ¥ with a t-structure, we write
%~ 7~ to denote the full-subcategory of % consists of objects bounded on the left. Moreover, given
Assumption 4.46 (2), by the formality of the cohomology of C, we have

Hom(k, Coor.Coor*k) = k[h]/(h?) @ k*9[—1] € Mod(k[h])>~°.
Our desired result follows as

k[h)/(h?) @ k*9[—1] = cofib(k[h](—4) N k(1)) & cofib(k[R](—2) 2 Kk[A])®29[—1].

O
Denote A = [} cofib(k(—4) 2, k) and B = IFcofib(k(—2) % k)[~1]. We need to show that both maps
-h: Hom®(G, A) — Hom"(G, A(2)) (4.93)
-l : Hom(G, B) — Hom?(G, B(2)) (4.94)
are injective. Denote ky = [['k. Note that we have
Hom(G, ky) = Hom(ICvgw *6;%, 6" (dy + dw — 2)) = Homg(V @ W{—dy — dw + 2),PLx 1).
Assumption 4.46 (1) translates to
Hom" (G, ky[d]) =0 (4.95)
for d = —1,—2,—3. Assumption 4.43 (1) translates to the map
-l : Hom®(G, k) — Hom®(G, ky[2]) (4.96)

is injective. For (4.93), we have the following diagram

Hom’(G, ky) —%— Hom®(G, A) —— Hom®(G,ky[-3])

b L; (4.97)

Hom®(G, ky[~2]) —— Hom®(G, ky[2]) —— Hom®(G, A[2))

where both rows are exact sequences. Note that (4.95) implies that « is surjective and S is injective. Since
~ is injective by (4.96), we know 4 is injective and hence prove injectivity of (4.93).
For (4.94), we have a short exact sequence

Homo(g,ﬁx[—l]) — Homo(g,B) — Homo(g,ﬁx[—Q]).

Note that left and right terms are zero by (4.95), we know Hom’(G,B) = 0, which implies injectivity of
(4.94). This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.61.

Proof of Theorem 4.47. One just combines all the arguments in §4.7. O

5. AUTOMORPHIC CLIFFORD RELATIONS

In this section, we restrict to a special case (minuscule and Poisson-pure case) such that the commutator
relations (Conjecture 4.45) on global special cohomological correspondences simplify to what we call the
automorphic Clifford relations (Corollary 5.9).

e In §5.1, we introduce a construction of local special cohomological correspondences via derived
fundamental classes.

e In §5.2, we induce the minuscule and Poisson-pure condition and state the main result Corollary 5.9.

e In §5.3, we introduce a way to compute a scalar to be determined in Corollary 5.9.

5.1. Cohomological correspondence via derived fundamental class. In this section, we study a
particular construction of the local special cohomological correspondences cﬁ/ in Definition 4.39 via derived
fundamental classes. For notations on moduli spaces and morphisms between them, we refer to §4.3 (see
§4.3.5 for a summary).

We by default consider only moduli spaces with one leg with index set I = {1} and drop the subscript
{1} everywhere.
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5.1.1. Local special cohomological correspondence and relative affine Grassmanian. We first recall the geo-
metric interpretation of the space of local special cohomological correspondences

COffHklc,IcV (5iX= 51X (d))

introduced in Definition 4.39 using relative Grassmanian given in [BZSV24, §8.2].
We use Grgy to denote the relative affine Grassmanian associated to the smooth affine G-variety X, which
can be defined by defining the relative Hecke stack Hké{’l .= Grg /L1TG x Aut(D) via the Cartesian diagram:

-Hk
5l

X1 X1
Hkg, Hkg,
x| [T
X2

(L+X/L*G » Aut(D))? —— (LX/L*TG x Aut(D))?

J

Then we see that
COYFHkg,ICV(51)(751X<d>)
=Hom (ICy %6{, 6 (d))
S Hom®(ICy i1 wkp+ x/ 1+ Gaut(D): ekt x/1+Gwaut(D) (D) (5.1)
~ — |
5 Hom’(ICy,, A kr+x/p+cxaunn)(d)
:Corerg’l,Icv (EL+X/L+GxAut(D)7EL+X/L+GxAut(D)<d>)
5.1.2. Construction. Now we assume V € Rep(@)v"" is srreducible minuscule with higher weight A\y,. More
precisely, we assume that ICy is the (shifted) constant sheaf supported on the minuscule Schubert cell

indexed by Ay. For various versions of Hecke stacks, we add subscript V' (or the extreme weight Ay) to
indicate the Schubert cell supporting ICy. We can further rewrite the vector space in (5.1) as

COITHklc,ICV (61Xa(le<d>)
:Corerg’l,ICv (EL+X/L+G><1Aut(D)7EL+X/L+G><1Aut(D)<d>) (5.2)
:CorergffV,E(EL+X/L+GxAut(D)vEL+X/L+GxAut(D) (d—dgay))

where the number dg x, = (2pa, Av).
To define the derived fundamental class, we make the following assumption:

Assumption 5.1. There exists a split reductive subgroup H C G and Y € Rep(H)Y*“ such that X =
Y x7G.

Remark 5.2. By [KS06, Theorem2.1], Assumption 5.1 is satisfied when O(X)¢ = k. In particular,
Assumption 5.1 is true if T*X is hyperspherical.

Now we choose a minuscule coweight A € X, (Ty) such that V has highest weight Ay, = AT. We refer to
§2.5 for our notations concerning Lie theory.

Definition 5.3. For A € X, (Ty) and Y € Rep(H)%*, we define the defect module of A with respect to Y’
to be
Dyy = Y[}/ (Y[l N Y[[t] - t™*) € Rep(Px » Aut(D))
and the defect of A with respect to Y to be
6)\)3/ = dim(DNy).
Here
Py :=t"LTHt*NLTH (5.3)

is the parahoric subgroup of L™ H.

We define Vg ) € Rep(H )¥¢ to be the unique irreducible representation of H containing extremal weight

A
Now, we are going to construct an element

CIV,)\ € COferlc,Icv (6%, 6% (dv,2))
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where
dvy =dax— 2dax +205y.

Consider diagram

G B
LYY/L*H x Aut(D) +— Hk}/, —— L*Y/L*tH x Aut(D)
allm« la{{k NJal (54)
o T

L*X/L*G x Aut(D) +— Hk}y, —— L*X/L*G x Aut(D)

where left and right vertical arrows are isomorphisms. It is clear that both squares are pushable in the sense
of §4.2.1 and the push-forward functoriality of cohomological correspondences Definition 4.33 gives us a map

as!k :Corer}’Iv}wE(EL+Y/L+H><1Aut(D)7EL+Y/L+H><1Aut(D) (d—dga)) (5.5)
_>COHAH1<§:{/,E(EL+X/L+G><1Aut(D)7EL+X/L+G><Aut(D) (d—da ) '

Define
Pyx=t"LTHt N L*H. (5.6)

Consider the correspondence diagram

LY /Py x Aut(D)

LY/L*H x Aut(D) 4&— LY x LTHxAW(D) [+ AL+ H % Aut(D)/LTH Aut(D) 52 LY/LTH x Aut(D)
hogy T b
HEL
(5.7)

where the lower half diagram is exactly (4.22) for H restricted to the A-Schubert cell. The isomorphism s
can be described as follows: One first defines the map

5:LY = LY x (LTHt"LTH x Aut(D)) (5.8)
as
5(y) = (y, (1, 1) (5.9)
and defines
sp : P Aut(D) — (LY H x Aut(D)) x (LTH x Aut(D)) (5.10)
sp(p,a) = ((p,a), (" *pa="(t)*, a)). (5.11)

Then one checks that the map s is sp-equivariant and descends to a map s, where we remind the reader
that the right action of Py % Aut(D) on LY is obtained by restricting the right action of Lt H x Aut(D)
on LY given by

y(t) - (h(t),a) = y(a(t))h(a(t)) € LY (5.12)
for y(t) € LY and (h(t),a) € LT HxAut(D), and the right action of (LT HxAut(D))? on LY x (LH xAut(D))
is given by

(ya (hva)) ! ((hlaal)a (hg,dg)) = (y ! (hlva’l))7 (hlaal)il ' (h7a> ' (h’25a2)) € LY x LH x AUt(D) (513)
for (y, (h,a)) € LY x (LH x Aut(D)) and ((h1,a1), (ha,a2)) € (LTH x Aut(D))?.
Under the isomorphism s, we can rewrite the upper row of (5.4) as the top of the diagram
LYY N LYY -7 /Py x Aut(D)

— —
+.,Y
hy

hY
/ Nlﬁ (5.14)
ey Ry

LTY/LtH x Aut(D) 1 Hk;' 1 LYY/LTH x Aut(D)

such that for
ye LTY nLtYy -t
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a representative of an element in LYY N LYY -t~ /Py x Aut(D), we have

_>
WY (y) =y € LYY/LTH » Aut(D)
(_
WY (y) =y € LYY/LYH x Aut(D).
(_
Now, it is easy to see that the map h 1+’Y is quasi-smooth of relative virtual dimension dg x — dxy. In
fact, one can choose suitable n,m, k € Z>; depending only on (H,Y, A) such that one can define
LM .— LJrH/LZmH
Py = Pra/L>"H
Awt® (D) = Aut(D)/ Aut>*(D)
LWy = LYY/t LY.

and get a Cartesian diagram

=+,
LYY/LTH x Aut(D) ! Hky'\

lm quk (5.15)
S
LOY/LMH % Aut® (D) «=% Hk), o= LOY 0 LOY - /P« Aut®) (D)

where the bottom map is quasi-smooth, hence makes h 1+’Y a quasi-smooth map in the sense of Definition 4.21.
Then the construction in loc.cit gives a derived fundamental class

(hEY] = [HKG, /(LYY/LTH » Aut(D))]

(_
€ Hom" (EHkg”l ) hhr;};"kL+Y/L+H><1Aut( )<_2dH,/\ +265y)) ‘ (5.16)

= COl“I’HkE}A1E(EL+Y/L+H>4Aut(D)7EL+Y/L+H>4Aut(D)<dV,>\ —da))

We can finally define

vy = apy [ b Y ] € COHHkg;lV,E(EL+X/L+GxAut(D)aEL+X/L+GxAut(D) (dv,x —daa)) (5.17)

= CorerchCV (51X,51X<dV,/\>)

where the map aﬁk is the map (5.5). This finishes the definition of local special cohomological correspon-
dences via derived fundamental class.

5.1.3. Pull-back to global moduli. In this section, we restrict to the case that X is G-homogeneous. In this
case, we have X = G/H for a split reductive subgroup H C G, and we have Bung = Bung. In this case, we
have defect 65y = 0 and dy,x = dg,A—2dg,». We now describe the global cohomological correspondences cy,
constructed in (4.39) given the input ¢y, constructed in (5.17) (i.e. consider the local datum ({1}, V, ¢}, )
in the language of Definition 4.40 and Definition 4.41).

Proposition 5.4. Consider the diagram

13 It

Buny +—% Hk%{)\ — 5 Bungy

WJ/ lﬂ-gk er

— —

Bung +—— Hk%ﬁv —=25 Bung

The push-forward functoriality in Definition 4.33 gives us a map
ﬂ—)I:I,l’( : Corer%{’A,E(kBunH7EBunH <_2 - 2dH,>\>) - Corer%;,V,E(ﬂ-!EBunH ) 7T!EBumH <_2 - 2dH7>\>)
= COFI‘Hkg,IcV(PXa Px(dvx —2))

Then the element cy,x constructed in (4.39) from the local fundamental class clv)\ in (5.17) can be identified
as

cy = win.‘ [Hkim / Bung]



54 SHURUI LIU AND ZEYU WANG

%
where [HKY, \ /Bung] = [h ug] is the fundamental class introduced in Definition 4.21.

Proof. Applying the base change identity Proposition 4.34 in which the middle square is given by
b'e ag
HkG:‘g, — Hk% X
| [
Hk
Hky, «—— Hkjy

we get a commutative diagram

aflk
CorerlH’A,E(EBLJFHxAut(D)vEBL*HNAut(D)<_2 —2dm,\)) — Corerg’;,E(&x’ 6}X<_2 —2dy,\))

fHk *
H,g—1
aHk

Coreriy/\,E(EBunH ><C7EBunH ><C<_2 - 2dH,>\>) % COFeré‘%,E((S%(’ 6§(<_2 - 2dH7>\>>

Consider mrfik Corerx 5 k(di, 0% (—=2—2dp »)) = Corrhkg y k(Px Mke, Px Mko(—2—2dg,»)). Unwinding
the definition of cyy, We get

= [CTo (xf™ f& 5 af ¥ [HKYy , /BLYH x Aut(D)]) o tautc

= [Clom™aly f11'" [HKyy  /BLYH x Aut(D)] o tautc

=1[C]o 7T,Hk Hk[Hk% ,/ Bung xCJ o taute
= 7TM [Hk%)/\ / Bung]|

which concludes the proof.
O

Remark 5.5. One could hope a similar statement holds for non-homogeneous X after one replaces the
(classical) fundamental class [Hk%; , /Bung] by the derived fundamental class [Hk}/] %/ Buny;]. However,

this involves defining the derived structure on Hkég/\ Although one can take a global variant of (5.15) as a

definition for the derived structure on Hk /\ and Proposition 5.4 will still hold for free (after reformulation),
we do not feel this is a natural definition for the derived structure. One reason is that we do not know how
to define a map h Y, H,g ON the derived level if we use this derived structure on Hk;g/\ 13 An ideal definition

of a derived Hk};g}\ could be using the Hecke gerbe introduced in [F'YZ23, Definition 5.4].

5.2. Middle-dimensional correspondence. Assume we are under Setting 4.42. In this section, we con-
sider a specific case of Conjecture 4.45 that we care about the most: the middle-dimensional case, that is
the case dy + dw = 2. We say that this case is middle-dimensional because when |I| = 2 the associated
special cycle classes are middle-dimensional Borel-Moore homology classes in this case.

In case dy + dw = 2, we see that CIV®W S HomO(V ® W,PLx ). Note that there is a canonical element
cli, € Hom"(triv,PLx ;) where triv € Rep(G) is the trivial G-representation. To single out the most

interesting example, we make the following assumptions:

Assumption 5.6 (Poisson-purity). We have dy+dy = 2, and there exists a bilinear pairing b : VW — triv
such that the map

ew € Hom’(V @ W, PLy ;)
is given by

el
VoW D triv 25 PLy . (5.18)

Now we further make the following assumption:

N
131n other words, to formulate Proposition 5.4 even in the non-homogeneous case, one only need the map h g o 10 be defined

on classical truncations.
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Assumption 5.7 (Minuscule). We have V, W € Rep(G)¥* are irreducible minuscule representations of G.
More specifically, we take VW € Rep(é)v = Satg to be the (shift of) constant sheaf supported on the
corresponding minuscule Schubert cell.

Remark 5.8. The minuscule assumption is only necessary when applying the construction in §5.1.

In this case, whenever a non-zero bilinear form b : V ® W — triv exists, there would exist a canonical
bilinear form
bgeo : V@ W — triv (5.19)
(or more precisely, a map ICy *xICy — ICyyy) coming from geometry which we are going to explain now.
Suppose V' is of higher (minuscule) weight Ay € X, (T)" (hence W has lowest weight —\y ). Denote
Pa (5.20)
to be the parabolic subgroup of G generated by roots {a € ®¢|{a, \y) < 0} (hence contains the opposite
Borel). Then it is easy to see that Homsmg (ICy *ICw,ICkiv) = H°(G/Pg k). Therefore, we can take

beeo : V ® W — triv to be given by the canonical element 1 € H°(G/Pg \,, k) (the fundamental class of
G/ P, under Poincare duality).
Alternatively, we can describe the element bge, : V @ W — triv as follows: Consider diagram

BL*G x Aut(D) «2— Hky,,, —*— BL*G x Aut(D)

oY (5.21)
| l J

— 1 —

BL*G x Aut(D) «— Hkg ygy —— BL*G x Aut(D)

<_
where by = h) and the map AI‘% is given by sending a modification & --» £’ to the iterated modification
E--+& --» £. We get a map

N :Corrpa, |k (Epr+axant(n)s Epr+axau(n) (2daay )

ﬁcorrﬂlc’vgw&(EBHGxAut(D) s EBL+GxAut(D) (2dgay ). (5.22)

= Hom% (V@ W, triv)

Then we have bgeo = Al | ([Hkg  /BLTG x Aut(D)]) € Homg(V ® W, triv)."

When our affine smooth G-variety X has the form X =Y x# G, for each A € X, (Tx) such that A\t = \y
we have the derived fundamental class clv) ) constructed in (5.17) and similarly for p € X,(TwH) where
uwt = Ay a class clw - Assume Assumption 5.6 is satisfied, we denote the bilinear form in loc.cit by

bau: VW — triv. (5.23)

Now, it is a natural question to ask the relation between by ; and bgeo. Since the former by, involves the
choice of the G-variety X as well as some choices of A\, u € X.(Ty)T, while the second bgeo does not involve
any extra choice, these two forms a priori have no relation and would differ by a scalar in general. We denote

b)\,,u = RX\u bgco- (524)

5.2.1. Automorphic Clifford relations. We have the following reformulation of Conjecture 4.45 under the
strong assumptions in the previous section, which is what we call the automorphic Clifford relation:

Corollary 5.9 (Automorphic Clifford relation). Under Setting 4.42. Suppose Assumption 5.6 and Assumption 5.7
hold. Consider the diagram

b b,
Bung +——— HKE, (v ——=  Bung

i({ Wﬁ Jid : (5.25)
5 ¢ 7
{1.2},g 117, {1,2} g
Bung - Hke () 0 vew —— Bung

1456 s straightforward to generalize the construction of bgeo to the case where V, W are irreducible but not necessarily
minuscule. We will not use this generalization.
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$—
where by = h (11,4 and the map AN s given by sending a modification € --+ £’ to the iterated modification
E--+& --»&. We get a map

AVE Corrpie,  k(Px, Px (=2 = 2dgay)) = COfffﬁ%’{m}’mW&(PX,PX<—2 —2dg xy))
Px,Px(=2))

via the push-forward functoriality in Definition .33. Assuming Conjecture 4.45, we have

= Corr
HkgG,{l,z},V@w’ICV®W (

_ Hk g
CVRW — CWRYV = Kxu - Atri\,’g’![HkG){l}’V/Bung],

where cyrmw and cygy are defined in (4.39) and [Hké{l}yv/Bung] is the (relative) fundamental class
defined in Definition 4.21 viewed as a cohomological correspondence.

Proof. This follows easily from the base change compatibility between pull-back and push-forward of coho-
mological correspondences in Proposition 4.34. O

5.2.2. Examples. There are many examples that Assumption 5.6 and Assumption 5.7 hold.

Example 5.10 (Rankin-Selberg convolution: homogeneous case). Case G = GL,, x GL,,_1 and X = GL,,.
See the discussion in §7.

Example 5.11 (Rankin-Selberg convolution: inhomogeneous case). Case G = GL, x GL,, and X =
GL, xA", on which the action in given by (g,z) - (91,92) = (97 '992,2 - g2) for (g1,92) € GL, x GL,,
and (g,z) € GL,, xA™. One has M = T*(Std,, ®Std,,) and Conjecture 4.36 is proved in [BFGT21]. One can
take V' = Std,, X Std,, and W = V*  which uniquely determines the coweights A, u € X.(Ty) up to Weyl
group translation. In this case, Assumption 5.6 and Assumption 5.7 are satisfied.

Example 5.12 (Orthogonal Gan-Gross-Prasad). Case G = SO,, x SO,,—; and X = SO, on which the
action in given by z - (g1,¢92) = gflxgg for (g1,g2) € SO, x SO,,_1 and x € SO,,. One has M = Std X Std
as a symplectic representation of G. Conjecture 4.36 in this case is proved in [BET22]. One can take
W =V = Std ¥ Std, which uniquely determines the coweights A\, u € X, (Ty) up to Weyl group translation.
In this case, Assumption 5.6 and Assumption 5.7 are satisfied.

Example 5.13 (Strongly tempered case). Case T*X is strongly tempered, the hyperspherical dual M
is a symplectic representation of G. This includes Example 5.10, Example 5.11, and Example 5.12. In
this case, Conjecture 4.36 predicts that one can take V and W = V* to be constitutes of M, and then
Assumption 5.6 will be satisfied. When X = H\G is homogeneous, by checking all such examples in [WZ23],
we find that for each irreducible G-representation V, the multiplicity of V in M is exactly the number of
A € X.(Ty)" such that AT = Ay and dy,x = 1. Actually, the representation M is multiplicity free and
has all its constitutes minuscule in all such examples in loc.cit. Therefore, the construction of local special
cohomological correspondences via §5.1 should provide a canonical presentation of M as a direct sum of
minuscule irreducible G-representation.

Example 5.14 (Linear period). When G = GLg,,, H = GL,, X GL,,, and X = H\G. The hyperspherical
dual M = (T*(Stda,) ® (gly,/ss,)*) X5P2n GLg,. One can take V = Stds, € Rep(GLy,) and W = V*.
In this case, there will be multiple choices of A\ € X, (Ty) such that AT = Ay: One can take A = A\ :=
((1,0...,0),(0,...,0)) or A = X2 := ((0,...,0),(1,0,...,0)), and these are all possible choices of A up to Wg
permutation. In this case, Conjecture 4.36 predicts that Assumption 5.6 is satisfied for (A, u) = (A1, —A1)
and (A, u) = (A2, —A2).

5.3. Determine the constant. This section will only be used in §7.1 and can be safely skipped on a first
reading.

In this section, we develop an effective way to determine the number x5 , in (5.24) under Assumption 5.6
and Assumption 5.7. This method will be applied later in the Rankin-Selberg case §7.1.2. The method also
works for Example 5.11, Example 5.12, Example 5.14, and many other examples, we leave the details to the
reader.

Remark 5.15. We are not developing a method to verify Assumption 5.6. In fact, we do not know an
effective way to verify the existence of b in loc.cit when it indeed exists. Instead, we are assuming the
existence of b, and try to determine the relation between b and bgeo defined via (5.18) and (5.19). However,
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when the Soergel functor (5.28) is fully faithful on the objects we care about'®, our method can be used to
prove the existence of b.

5.3.1. Setup. We refer to §2.5 for notations on Lie theory.
We first work under the general setup Setting 4.42.
Define
Rg :=T(B(L*tG x Aut(D)),k) = I'(BG x BG,,, k) (5.26)
and
Rg :=T(BL"G,k) = T(BG, k). (5.27)
We have R = Rgli]. Moreover, it is well-known that Rg = R} and Ry = O(t)[h].
Consider the functor taking global sections

I': Satx p = Shv,(LX/LTG x Aut(D)) — Mod(R¢) (5.28)
and
I': Satg,n = Shv, (Hkg) — Mod(Rg ®kn Ra)- (5.29)
We have the formula
NK+«F)=T(K)®g, I'(F) (5.30)

for nice objects K € Satg ; and F € Satx p.
For each V € Rep(G)®, define

My :=T(ICy) € Mod(Rg Qk[n] Re) (5.31)
and
My := M Qyp k. (5.32)
Now assume Assumption 5.1 and use notations there. We know
Ry =T(6%) € Mod(Rg) (5.33)

where the Rg-module structure on Ry is given by the ring map Rg — Ry induced by the natural map
BH x G,, — BG x G,, which is inclusion on the first actor and identity on the second factor.
Given each local special cohomological correspondence

¢ty € Hom"(ICy *6;%, 6% (dv')), (5.34)
we get a map
<M =T(c},) € Hom®(My ®g, Ry, Ru{dy)) (5.35)
Therefore, by the construction of CIV®W in Assumption 4.43 (2), we get

C%})h o C(I:/{(}h - C%‘}h o C%})h OSWY, W = h - C({'/ng S HOIIIO(MV QRg My, QRg Ry, RH<dV + dw>) (536)
where swy,w : My g, Mw 5 My ®Rre My is induced from the unique element in

Hom,,, , (ICy *ICy, ICy *ICy)

lifting the natural commutativity constraint in Satg obtained from the fusion procedure. '
1

From now on, we work under Assumption 5.6 and Assumption 5.7, and we take cﬁ/ = clv) 2 clw =y,
constructed in (5.17). In this case, we have a natural map bg‘;g : My @r, Mw — Myiv = R by applying

I’ t0 bgeo in (5.19). Then the map {25, can be identified as

coh
h h KX, ubgeo
C(\J/O®W = K- bgejo : My ®@re Mw @r, Ra Ry (5.37)
The relation (5.36) becomes
h h h h h
CVN O CVy — Civy © Cx 0 sWyw = Ky - bgeg (5.38)

5This is highly possible when X is homogeneous and strongly tempered. The full faithfulness has been proved for
Example 5.10, Example 5.12 in [BFGT21],[BFT22].

16Here when writing a map whose source is a tensor product and the map is a priori only defined on certain tensor factors,
we always mean extending the map trivially to other tensor factors. We will use this convention throughout this section without
mention to simplify notations.
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Therefore, to determine the scalar x,,, we only need to write down the maps c‘{}?]/{, c‘f,[‘}i, bgg};,

The determination of these maps will be the subject of the rest of this section.

and swy, .

5.3.2. Description of My . We first describe My € Mod(Rg ®y[s Rg) defined in (5.31).

Recall that the parabolic subgroup Pgx C G in (5.20). Similarly, we have the parabolic subgroup
PHy)\ C H.

We define Wg,\ := Wp,, C Wg and Wy, := Wp, , C Wy which are the Weyl groups of the Levi
groups of the corresponding parabolic subgroups.

In this case, we have

My 5 T(B(Pg,a x Aut(D)), k) (de ) = O)"er [h](da,») € Mod(Rg ®kjn) Re). (5.39)
The Rg-bimodule structure can be seen as follows: The left Rg-module structure on My is given by the

%
ring map h iy : B(Pgx x Aut(D)) — B(LTG x Aut(D)) which is identified with the natural inclusion

igx: OMYe[n] — O)Wer(n). (5.40)

%
The right Rg-module structure on My is given by the ring map hjy : B(Pgx x Aut(D)) — B(LTG %

Aut(D)) which is identified with the map'”
g O)VO[R] — O() Ve [] (5.41)
induced from the pull-back along t x Al — t x Al given by (X,a) — (X —a-d\,a).

5.3.3. Description of c‘{,0§ Now we describe the map c‘{'}’]/{ My ®r, Ry — Rp.

Denote r : O(t)[h] — O(tg)[h] to be the natural restriction map. Then it is easy to see from definition of
C%/, y In (5.17) that c%}’&‘ can be identified with
OO [h] @ gwe n Otu)V ™ [A)(de.x)
T’®?H,)\

o
%O(fH)WH [ﬁ] <dG1>\ — 2dH7A + 25)\1y>

O(ta)"# > [B)(dg,») (5.42)

— —
where the map hl'hy is the top arrow in (5.15), and by hfr!’y we mean integration along the derived

fundamental class [%fy] The map 7 : O(t)Ver [R] — O(ty)"#[h] is induced from the natural inclusion
ty — t, and the map iz : O(tg)"WH[h] — O(ty)"mr[h] is defined in the same way as (5.41).

Furthermore, consider ch (Dyy) € Z>o - X*(Tu x G,,) which is the character of the defect module Dy y
defined in Definition 5.3. We can take its top Chern class

Ctop(Ch (D>\7y)) € O(fH)[h] (543)
Let us also consider the map
PH : O(tH)WH”\ — O(tH)WH <—2dH)>\> (5.44)
given by integration along BPg \ — BH. It is easy to see that the map
<_
h ;)L!’Y : (9(’([17)W’L”*X [h] — O(’LH)WH (—2dg x+205y). (5.45)
can be identified with the composition
O(tgg) Wi ) 2ot PAD o W (126 v ) 22525 O(ter) V7 (] (—2dis» + 205.7)- (5.46)

Remark 5.16. The map pp,» is the unique graded O(ty)"#-linear map sending ciop(ch (h/ Lie(Pp »))) €
(’)(’t}rj()vVH’A <2dH))\> to |WH/WH))\| eZC O(tH)WH.m

%
L7This is because on homotopy types hi,yv can be identified with B(Pg x X Gm) — B(G X Gm) such that (p,a) —
(pX(a™1),a), which is an easy consequence of (5.14).
18Since we are regarding g as a right G-module, our ch (h/ Lie(Pyz,»)) is different from the usual convention by a minus sign.
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5.3.4. Description of bggf;. Now we describe the map bggf; : My ®re Mw — Rg.
Choose w € W such that w(p) = —A. Consider the map ag z,, : O()Ver[h] — Ot)Wer[h] induced
by pull-back along the map t x A — t x A! given by (X,a) — (wX — a-d),a). Then the map b<%" can be

identifies with geo
id®a u ,
O(t)Wenr [ (dax) ®kln) O(t)Wewr [ (da.)) 1d®aGau, Ot)Ver[p] (2dG.») PG, OB W] (5.47)

where the map pg » is defined similarly as (5.44).

5.3.5. Description of swy,w. Now we describe the map swy,w : My ®r, Mw 5 My Qre My .
By [BF08, §6.2, Lemma 13], we know that swyj is the unique graded map lifting My R, My =
My ®F, My given by the natural commutativity constraint in Mod(Rg) (i.e. 2 @y — (—1)I*!IWly @ 2)

Remark 5.17. Although the above gives a characterization of the map swy, -, we do not know a general
way to write it down for all minuscule V.

6. HIGHER PERIOD INTEGRALS AND DERIVATIVES OF L-FUNCTIONS

In this section, we combine the results in previous sections to get a higher period integral formula
(Theorem 6.15).

e In §6.1, we recall the geometric isotypic part of the X-period, which has been considered in many
previous works.

e In §6.2, we discuss the Hecke (co)action on the geometric isotypic part.

e In §6.3, we restrict to the Poisson-pure case and get the main result Theorem 6.15.

6.1. Geometric isotypic part of period integral. For any affine smooth G-variety X, we have the period
sheaf

Px € ShV(Bung)

constructed in §4.3.4. We would like to construct some “higher period integrals”, which can be related to
higher derivatives of L-functions after restricting the “integrals” to the “m-isotypic part” for every (every-
where unramified) cuspidal automorphic representation 7 € Irr(G(Ar)). For this purpose, we need to make
sense of the “isotypic part of the Period” and define higher integrals in a reasonable way.

6.1.1. Geometric period integral. We now come to the definition of geometric period integral, which is a
geometric enhancement of the period integral.

Definition 6.1. Consider 7 : Buné — Bung. We define the geometric X -period integral to be the functor
Jx : Shv(Bung) — Vect such that [, =T om*,

Remark 6.2. Here we are using !-push for morphisms locally of finite type between Artin stacks locally
of finite type. We did not include this in our Shv due to laziness in writing the article. However, by
Proposition 4.2, our sheaf theory is the same as the usual sheaf theory on Artin stacks locally of finite type.
Therefore, we can use the six-functor formalism developed in [LLZ17a].

Remark 6.3. The functor [ + can be understood using the period sheaf as follows: Consider the functor

T'.o AEUHG : Shv(Bung x Bung) — Vect, where Apy,, : Bung — Bung X Bung is the diagonal map.

By base change, we have [, = Tco Af, (Px X —). By [AGKT22b, Corollary3.3.7], we know that

Bun
T'.o A*Bun(;|ShVNi1p(Bunc)®2 = evyir 1S the coGunit map for the Miraculous duality on Shvnip(Bung). By
[AGK "22Db, Proposition 3.4.6], we know [, |Shvaip (Bung) = eVMir(Pkx @ —), where Py = Py, * Px is the
image of Px under the right adjoint (to the forgetful functor) Piip : Shv(Bung) — Shvnip(Bung) which is
given by the Beilinson’s spectral projector. Note that it is conjectured in [BZSV24, §12.4] that the period
sheaf after spectral projection P% should correspond to the L-sheaf defined in loc.cit.. This gives a way to

understand | « IShvai, (Bung) in terms of miraculous duality and the global conjecture made in [BZSV24].
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6.1.2. Hecke eigensheaves. We propose a definition of higher integrals using the period sheaf and the Hecke

eigensheaves. For this purpose, we recall the notion of Hecke eigensheaf following [AGK™22¢, §13]:

Definition 6.4. For o € Locs®(k) (i.e. a map i, : pt — Locs®), a Hecke eigensheaf for o is an object in
Hecke, := ShVNﬂp(Bung) ®QCoh(Loc’ng) Vect

where QCoh(Locg®) acts on Shvyi, (Bung) via the spectral action [AGK " 22¢, Theorem 0.7.4], and the action

of QCoh(Locg®) on Vect is given by i} : QCoh(Loc®) — Vect.
We summarize some useful properties relating to Hecke eigensheaves:

Proposition 6.5. The following holds:
(1) The map

id ® i, : Hecke, = Shvip, (Bung) ®QCoh(Locis?) Vect — Shvyiip(Bung)

admits left adjoint id ® i,
(2) [AGK™"22¢, §13.1.10] The map

Hecke, BN Shvnilp(Bung) C Shv(Bung)

admits left adjoint P, : Shv(Bung) — Hecke,.
Given Proposition 6.5 (2), we make the following definition:
Definition 6.6. For o € Locs’(k), we define the Whittaker normalized Hecke eigensheaf of o to be
LVht .= P (PR™) € Hecke,,
where Py is the normalized Whittaker period sheaf defined in §2.9.

In concrete terms, giving a Hecke eigensheaf L, € Shv(Bung) is equivalent to give the object L, €
Shv(Bung) together with compatible isomorphisms

— — -
h 13,61 P Lo @ ICy) = Vo KL, € Shv(C' x Bung)

, -
for V'€ Rep(G). Here the two maps hg, h {1}, are defined in §4.3.1, and we recall that they form the
diagram

Hke, 13

— -
C x Bung Bung

The sheaf V,, € Lisse(C) is the value of o : Rep(G) — QLisse(C) at V' € Rep(G). Where Lisse(C) (resp.
QLisse(C)) is the category of lisse sheaves (resp. left completion of ind-lisse sheaves) on C defined in
[AGK 22¢, §1.2]. In particular, we know that for each V' € Rep(G)

ICy®L, S T(C,V,)®L, (6.1)
where the action & is the action of Satg  on Shv(Bung) defined in §4.3.2.

6.1.3. Geometric isotypic part.

Definition 6.7. We define geometric o-isotypic X -period integral to be the vector space

/ L, € Vect.
X

6.2. Hecke coactions and cocommutator relations. In this section, we study the Hecke coaction on
J + Ly coming from special cohomological correspondences on Px. In the Language of [BZSV24], these Hecke
coactions come from the action of the RTF-algebra on the period sheaf. For a more detailed discussion on
this perspective, we refer to [BZSV24, §16.3].
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6.2.1. Hecke coactions. Suppose we are given a cohomological correspondence
¢t € Corrpes, oy (Px, Px(dv — 2)) = Hom’(ICy 8 Py, Px (dy — 2)) = Hom"(Px, ICy- B Px (dv)),
we can define the Hecke coaction map as the following composition
avey / L, =T.(Bung,Px ® L,)
X
— I‘C(Bung, (ICV* B PX) ® Lg)<dv>

:> FC(BUHG, PX & (ICV E’ LU))<dv> (62)
:> F(07 VO’)<dV> ® FC(BUHG, PX ® LO’)

;r<c,va)<dv>®/xnw

Moreover, given a local special cohomological correspondence datum (I, V7, {c},.}zer) for I = [r] as in
Definition 4.40, we can form special global cohomological correspondences {c}. }zer as in (4.39).

a%}’,ya:(id@...®id®a%})1ya)o...oa(€/or70:/ L, = Q)T(C, /X]La. (6.3)
(r—1) times zel

6.2.2. Cocommutator relations. Now consider the special cohomological correspondences clv, c%,v, CIV®W in
Setting 4.42.
Note that we have a map

coevygw.e T(C, (V@ W)e)(dv + dw — 2)
ST(C, AL (Vo BW,))(dv + dw)
[(C?,V, RW, ) {(dy + dw)

ST(C,V,) @ T(C, W, ){dy + dw)

(6.4)

4

It induces a map
coevyrw,, ®id : I(C, (V@ W), )(dy +dw —2) ® / L, = T(C,V,) @ T'(C, Wy ){dy + dw) ®/ L.
X X

Then we have the following corollary of Conjecture 4.45:

Corollary 6.8. Under Setting 4.42, assume Conjecture 4.45 is true. We have the following identity of maps

AVRW.e — AWRy.e = (Coevyrw,. ®1d) 0 aifgw,, : /X L, = T(C,V,) @ T(C, Wy ) {dy + dw) ® /X Ly.

The proof is straightforward and we omit.

6.3. Middle-dimensional case. In this section, we keep working under Setting 4.42 assume further Assumption
which gives us a G-invariant bilinear form b : V®W — triv. We assume this bilinear form is non-degenerate.

6.3.1. CoClifford relations. Consider the map
coevy o :k
—T(C,k)
—-T(C,(VeW),)
ST(C, Ap(Ve BW,))(2)
—I(C?%, V, "W, )(2)
ST(C,V,) @ T(C,W,)(2)

where the second map is induced by b°° : triv — V ® W which is the unit map of the duality b : VW — triv.
We have the following reformulation of Corollary 6.8:

5.6,
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Corollary 6.9. Under Setting 4.42 and Assumption 5.0, assume Conjecture 4.45 is true. We have the
following identity of maps

L, = T(C,V,) ® T(C,W,)(2) ®/ L.

AVRW,e ~ CWRY,, = COVhe @ id : /
X

X

6.3.2. Clifford action. We further make the following assumption:
Assumption 6.10. The geometric o-isotypic X-period f Lo € Vect is a perfect complex.

In this case, we dualize the maps a{? _ in (6.2) to get

Nea

a1, = al QTG Vf**)(dﬁ@(/x Ly )" — (/X Ly,)". (6.6)

xel

We can now construct a symplectic G-representation (K,wgk) as follows: When V = W, it is easy to see
that b is a symplectic form, we can take (K,wg) := (V,b); when V and W are not necessarily isomorphic,
we can take (K,wg) := (V ® W, wean) where wean is the canonical symplectic form constructed in (2.12).
Here we use b to identify V = W*.

Define M :=T'(C, K,)(1). It is equipped with a symplectic pairing was; coming from the symplectic pairing
wk and cup product. From the map (6.6) (take I=[1]), we get an action of the free tensor algebra M® on
(Jx Lo)* denoted by

o M®® (/ L,)* — (/ L,)". (6.7)
X X

Suppose we are further under Assumption 5.7, we can also use bgeo in (5.19) instead of b = by ,, in (5.23).

The same construction as above gives us a symplectic form wg geo 0n K and a symplectic form was geo On

M. We have wys = K, - Wi,geo- We make the following assumption:
Assumption 6.11. M € Vect?.
Then we get the following reformulation of Corollary 6.9:

Corollary 6.12. Suppose we are in Setting /.42 and further assume Assumption 5.0, Assumption 5.7,
Assumption 6.10, and Assumption 6.11. Suppose Conjecture 4.45 is true, then the action (6.7) factors
through the Clifford algebra CI(M) = Cl(M,wpr) introduced in §3.1.1, hence gives us an action map

anty : CI(M) @ (/ Ly)* — (/ Lo)". (6.8)
X X

Remark 6.13. Assumption 6.11 made in Corollary 6.12 can be weakened to only require that I'(C, V,) and
I'(C,W,) are concentrated in a single degree respectively without difficulty. We leave this straightforward
generalization to the reader, which would allow the case that X is not homogeneous.

6.3.3. Producing Kolyvagin system. Now we would like to apply the machinery in §3. For this, we need
Frobenius automorphisms on M and ([ L,)*. We make the following setup:
Setting 6.14. We choose o € Locgith(k) (i.e. a Weil G-local system on C) and a Weil Hecke eigensheaf
L, € Heckeg’mb*, where Hecke, is the category of Hecke eigensheaves defined in Definition 6.4.

Note that for each o € Locgith(k), the Whittaker normalized Hecke eigensheaf LWVhi defined in Definition 6.6
gives a particular choice of Weil Hecke eigensheaf.

Given a Weil Hecke eigensheaf L, continuing the assumptions in last section, we get a triple (M, w, F) as
in Setting 3.9 where F is given by the Frobenius action on M = I'(C, K, )(1), and ([ Ly)* is a F-equivariant
Cl(M)-module. We can construct the Kolyvagin system

{21, € M*® }ocn, (6.9)

following Definition 3.34. Then Theorem 3.27 gives us the following result, which can be regarded as a higher
period formula:
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Theorem 6.15. Keep the same assumptions as Corollary 6.12. The following identity holds for any r > 0:

O(q(g’l)dim(K)SL(Ka, s+1/2)) (6.10)

L (dY
Wr geo (Z]L(,,ra Z]L(,,r) = B}\,H,X (111 Q) <E>

where B, x = HXL)\((IX Lg)*)(—l)r/z. The bilinear form wy geo : (M®)®2 5 k is induced from WM, geo
M®? — k as in (2.10), the factor M(([y Lo)*) is defined in (3.28).
Proof. One just note that we have dim(M) = 2dimT'(C, K,)(1) = (0|2(g — 1) dim(V)),
L(Ky,s+1/2) = L(M, F,s),
and €(M, F) = 1. Then the formula follows from Theorem 3.27. O

7. EXxAMPLE: HIGHER RANKIN-SELBERG CONVOLUTIONS

In this section, we consider the example G = GL,, x GL,,_; and X = GL,,, where G acts on X via

&€ - (gnugn—l) = g;ilxgn

for (gn,gn-1) € GL, xGL,—1 and z € X = GL,, where we regard GL,,_; as a subgroup of GL,, via
In_1 — diag(g,}_l, 1). In this case, we have G = GL, x GL,_; and M = T*(Std,, ® Std,,_1), where the
Ggr-action on M is the scaling action (i.e. weight one on both Std,, X Std,—; and (Std,, & Std,—1)*).

e In §7.1, we discuss the local aspect of this example.
e In §7.2, we discuss the global aspect of this example.
e In §7.3, we combine the input together and get the higher Rankin-Selberg integral formula Theorem 7.12.

7.1. Local input. We first discuss the local aspect of this example. The key result is Proposition 7.1.

7.1.1. Construction of local special cohomological correspondences. Conjecture 4.36 in this case is proved in
[BFGT21]. In particular, it tells us that Assumption 5.6 holds for V := Std,, KStd,,_1, W := Std, KIStd.,

n—1
and we are going to introduce the local special cohomological correspondences cﬁ/ and CIW used in loc.cit.
We directly apply the construction in §5.1. Using the notations in loc.cit, we have H = GL,,_; regarded
as a subgroup of G = GL,, x GL, 1 via diagonal embedding. Under the standard identification X, (T) =
7" @ Z™ 1. We have

Av = ((1,0,...,0),(1,0,...,0)) € X.(T)
and
Aw = ((0,...,0,-1),(0,...,0,—1)) € X,(T).
Note also that X,.(Tx) = Z"~1. We take
A= Asta,_, = (1,0,...,0) € Xo(Ty)™,
and g = —\. Then we have AT = Ay and p™ = Aw. The construction (5.17) gives us

&= CIV,A € Corerg,l)ICV (67,67 (1)), by = C%/V,—k € COrerg,lﬁch((sl)(, 55(1)). (7.1)

7.1.2. Determine the number kx _x in (5.24). Now we can apply the method in §5.3 to determine the number
Kx,—x in (5.24). The result is the following:
Proposition 7.1. We have kx,_x = (=1)". In other word, we have
A ocyy — ¢y ochy = (—1)"h - bgeo € Hom?(ICy g #6i%, 5 (2)).
Here bgeo : V @ W — triv is defined in (5.19).

Remark 7.2. In fact, the number x5 _) can also be read off from the proof of Conjecture 4.36 in this case
given in [BFGT21]. Since we are using different conventions on Hecke actions, to avoid confusion, we prefer
to give a direct approach to determine this number.
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Proof of Proposition 7.1. Using the notation in §5.3, we have O(t) = k[x1,...,Zn, Y1, -, Yn—1], Otg) =
klz1,..., 2n—1], such that the restriction along ty — t is given by z; — z;, y; — 2;.

Let
c = Z H Zj (7.2)
JC[n],|J|=1j€J
w= > Tl 73)
JC[n—1],|J|=ij€J
JC[n—1],|J|=ij€J
T =T (7.5)
Y=y (7.
C; 1= Z H Zj (77)
JCn]—{1},|J|=ijeJ
Ei = Z H Y (78)
JCn—1]—{1},|J|=ij€J
€; = Z H 2j (79)
JCn—1]—{1},|J|=i j€J
We have
Ra =00"e[h] = klcr, ... cnydi,. .. dp_1,h) (7.10)
RH = O(tH)WH [h] = k[el, L, En—1, h] (711)
and 3 3
MV :> MW = k[.I,El, e ,Enfl, Y, dl, e ,dn,Q, h](?n - 3> (712)

We first describe the (R¢, R )-bimodule structure on My following §5.3.2. The left Rg-module structure
on My is given by the ring map
iG,)\ : k[01, v 7cn7d17 o 7dn—17h] — k[l’,El, oo 7En—17y7817 oo 7871—27 h]
c; — TCi—1 + ¢
_ _ (7.13)
di =~ ydi—1 +d;
h—h
The right Rg-module structure on My is given by the ring map
fivG,)\ : k[01, s 7Cn7dl7 s 7dn—17 h] — k[:EuEla s 7En—17y7817 s 7dn—27h]
ci— (x —h)ei_1 +7¢
di — (y — ﬁ)giq +d;
h—h

(7.14)

We can similarly describe the (R¢g, Rg)-bimodule structure on My : the left Rg-module structure on My,
in still given by the same formula (7.13), while the right Rg-module structure on My is given by the ring
map

chf)\ : k[Cl, ey Cny dl, ceey dnfl, h] — k[I,El, . ,Enfl,y,gl, R ,En,Q, h]
civ (x+h)éi_1 +7¢
di — (y +h)d;—1 +d;
h—h

(7.15)

Following §5.3.3, the map c‘{'}’h : My (—1) ®r, Ry — Ry can be identified with the composition

EM k[x,C1, B, Yy iy e 2, ) @R ke, ...y en1, B (20 — 4)
—>k[27€17...7€n72,h]<2n_4> (716)
—>k[61, ey Cp_9, h]
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The first map in (7.16) is k[2,€1,...,Cn—1,Y,d1, - - - , dy_2, B]-linear on the left (with the most natural module

structure on both) and k[eq, ..., e,—1, i]-linear on the right (where k[z,€1,...,€,_2, h] is regarded as a right
kle1,...,en—1,h)]-module via iy  defined similarly as (7.14)). The second map in (7.16) is the unique
kle1,...,en—1, hl-linear map satisfies 2”2 — (—1)" (see Remark 5.16).

S1m1larly, the map §9* : My (—1) ®r, Ry — Ry can be identified with the composition
COh k[az Cl, e ,Enfl, y,El, e ,EH,Q, h] ®RG k[el, N O ﬁ]<2n — 4>
—>k[2,61,...,En_g,h]<2n—4> (7.17)
—>k[61, e, Cp_9, h]

The first map in (7.17) is k[2,@1,...,Cn_1,¥,d1,. .., dn_o, h]-linear on the left and kley, ..., e, 1, h]-linear

on the right (where k[z,€1,...,€,-2,7] is regarded as a right k[eq,...,e,—1,R]-module via iy _» defined
similarly as (7.15)). The second map in (7.17) is the unique k[es, ..., en_1, A]-linear map satisfies 2”2 +— 1.
Following §5.3.4, the map bgg‘; can be identified with the composition
bggg k[.I,El,.. Cn 1,y,d1,.. E ]®RG k[.f 51,...,Enfl,y,gl,...,Enfg,h]<4n—8>
—k[T,C1, . Cr1, Yy d1y e h]<4n— 8) (7.18)
—>k[01,...,cn,d1,..., n—1, ]

The first map in (7.18) is the unique k[, €1, ...,¢,_1,¥,d1, ..., dn_2, h]-bilinear map where the right module
structure on the second line comes from the twisted ring map = — = — ki, y — y — i (and no twist on other

generators). The second map in (7.18) is the unique k[z,¢1,...,Ch—1,9,d1,. .. ,dn_2, h)-linear map such that
n—1,n—2

’ T 13116 onl’;thiig needs extra work is the description of swy -, which is given by the following lemma:
Lemma 7.3. The map swy,w : My @p, Mw — Mw ®r, My satisfies

oy @ wiyt o iyt @ aiy®
for0<i,7<n—-1,0<s,t<n—2suchthat0<i+j<n—-1,0<s+t<n-—2.

Proof. This follows from the characterization of swy w given in §5.3.5 via elementary arguments. We leave
it to the reader. |

Now we can easily determine the scalar x _y. Consider 2" 1®y"?®1 € My (—1)®@p, Mw (—1)@pr, Ru.
We have

C%/Oh o C({:}[(}h(xnfl ®yn72 ® 1) _ C%/Oh(zn71 ® 1)

(1) (7.19)
i o ¢} oswyw (@™ @y 0 1) = i 0 (1" @27 ©1)
=" ((-)"y" > ®er) (7.20)
=(=D"(er +h)
Fa—ah- D@t @y TP @ 1) = —ka _ah (7.21)
Comparing (7.19) (7.20) (7.21) with (5.38), we get £x,—x = (—1)™. This concludes the proof.
O

7.2. Global input. Now we turn to the global aspect of the example. The main result in this section is
Theorem 7.9.
We write Bun,, := Bungr, , and we have a connected components decomposition Bun,, = [] dez Bun

according to the degree. Then we have Bungy = Bun,,_; and the period sheaf Px = kR, _, Where

7 : Bun,,_1 — Bun,,_; x Bun,, (7.22)

is given by
(&) =(£,£® O)

for £ € Bun,,_1, where O is the structure sheaf on the curve C.
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7.2.1. Hecke eigensheaves for GL,. In this section, we briefly recall some properties of the (Weil) Hecke
eigensheaf LEGV for each o € Locg)i’i"(k) (i.e. o is a geometrically irreducible rank n local system on C)
constructed in [FGV02]. Our normalization will be different from the normalization in loc.cit. Since the
numerical statement Theorem 6.15 is very sensitive to the Weil structure on the Hecke eigensheaf, we add a

superscript FGV in the notation LEGY to distinguish it from an arbitrary Hecke eigensheaf.

Remark 7.4. We believe LEGV agrees with the Whittaker normalized Weil Hecke eigensheaf LYWVhit in
Definition 6.6 up to some explicit shifts which should be easy to determine, but we are lazy to identify these
shifts.

Fix a line bundle £ € Pic. Define Bun;f to be the moduli space whose S points is given by
Bun’4(S) = {Q""V/2 @ £ c £|€ € Bun,(5)}. (7.23)

where we always use C to denote inclusion of coherent sheaves. Denote the moduli space of rank 0 coherent
sheaves on C' by Cohg. Consider the moduli space Buny ;0)ec defined by

Buny s@)ec(S) = {& C & C -+ C Ey|& € Buny(S), &/E—1 > QD2 g £oien]}.  (7.24)
Consider the moduli space
Qn={&1C-- C& CEunl(&r T+ C &) €Buny s)ec(S), Entr € Buny(S), Ent1/En € Cohy(S)}
(7.25)
We have similar degree decomposition Cohg = [], 5, Cohg and Q% = [1,cz Q5 %, where Q5% is defined
by deg(€nt1) = d.
There is a natural decomposition LYV = dez LEGV.d guch that LEGV+4 is supported on Bunz.
Recall the Laumon sheaf £, = @ ey, L2 € Shv(Cohg) whose construction is given in [FGV02, §2.1]

our £¢ is the same as £% for E = o in loc. cit.). The sheaf £Z is a shift of an irreducible perverse sheaf
( o E o p
and lies in (naive) cohomological degree 0 on the semisimple locus of Cohy.

For each d € Z, consider diagram

ed Pt Ld
k) n k)
o —— Bun,
ovErd xaﬁ’dl (7.26)

Al x Cohdndesl£)

rod vEd
Q% —————— Bun

where the maps in (7.26) are defined by
VEUE C o C & C ) = (A V2@ L =8 C Epyr) € Bunl
evElE o CcE ) =qE&r@L c o cE L) e Al
oS E C o CEy C Eny1) = Eny1/En € Cohd ™ doEE)
for (1 C -+ C &y C Enp1) € Q54 where ¢ : Buny ;o) — A is the map in (2.19), and
pelQn V2 Lce)=¢
for (Q»~D/2® £ C £) € Bun/~.

Define
WE = evEd* AS @ ofd* L, (dim(Q5)) (7.27)
where AS is the Artin-Schreier sheaf in (2.18) and
dim(Q%?) = dim(Buny ja)) + (d — ndeg(L))n = (1 — g)( Z i?) 4 (d — ndeg(L))n (7.28)
i€[n—1]

for d — ndeg(L) > 0.
The main input is the following;:

Proposition 7.5. [FGV02, §7.9,Corollary 9.3,88.7]
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(1) There exists a unique (perverse) Hecke eigensheaf LEGV € Hecke, satisfying

pOULERY 500N (—d 4 (g - 1)),
where d — n?(g — 1) = dim(Bun/®*?) — dim(Bun,,) (dim is understood as expected dimension).
(2) For every d € Z, LEGV:4 . LFGV|Bunz is a clean extension from a quasi-compact open substack of
Bun?.
(8) We have

DVerdier( FGVy 5 [ FGV
where DVerdier : Shyv(Bung) — Shv(Bung) is the Verdier duality functor.
Remark 7.6. When n = 1, one can easily check LYV 5 1L, where L, is defined in §2.10.
We have the following corollary of Proposition 7.5:
Corollary 7.7. For any L € Pic(F,), we have
P LY S oW (—(d = ndeg(£)) +n*(g — 1)) © (Laero)c(—(g — 1))

where (Laet s ) is the stalk at £ € Pic(F,) of the Hecke eigensheaf Laey» with eigenvalue det o introduced in
§2.10.

Proof of Corollary 7.7. Consider m, : Bun,, — Bun,, defined by

mg(€) =€ ® L € Bun, (7.29)
for £ € Bun,,. From the Hecke-eigen property of LESV | we know
mpLESYV S LECY © (Laer o) 2 (—(g — 1)). (7.30)
Consider the diagram
ﬁ’d m%l Q(’),dfndeg(ﬁ)
Bun'Z % Bun/©-4-ndes(2) (7.31)

where
VD (ECCECE)=(E1RLIC CERLT CEp ®LTY) € QDA des(L) (7.32)
for (61 C -+ C &L CEny1) € Q54 and
mh (D20 L c &)= V/2cEgLt) e Bun/Odndes£) (7.33)

for QP V2oL cC€)e Bun;f’d. It is easy to see that all horizontal maps are isomorphisms. Then our
desired isomorphism follows from Proposition 7.5 (1), (7.30) and

Q% YN0, d—ndeg(L) ~ yL,d
mE We 8(L) 5wk,
0

Remark 7.8. Our normalization is different from [FGV02] as follows: One gets the sheaf Autp for £ = o
in loc.cit when taklng £ = Q=1/2 instead of £ = O in Proposition 7.5 (1). Moreover, Corollary 7.7 tells
us that LESYV 5 Autp @ (Laet £)om-1/2(—(g9 — 1)) for E = 0.
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7.2.2. Computing P% . From now on, we fix ¢ = 0, X 0n_1 € Loc's5" (k) x Locgs ™" iz (k). Consider the
p 9 x o ) GL, GL,

diagram

d
a- 11/2 d 5Q Q- (=172 4
Q- *> Qs

/ l o n/z P JUQ—(n—l)/;d

s Py (7.34)
1 ey Bun?_, —" ., Bun

P
n—1 \ lg (n—=1)/2 4

where the right column is the top row of (7.26) (taklng L = Q~(=1/2) and the left triangle is also the top
row of (7.26) for n — 1 (taking £ = Q~"/2). The map ¢ is defined by

Bun

r(€)=E@ O € Bun!

for £ € Bun?_|. The map s? is defined by

sE) = (2o (N2 0 cg) e Bun® "

for £ € Bun?_,. The map sé is defined by
S (E1C - CE1 CE)=(0CEROC - CEI1DOCEDO) Q"

—n/
for (€, C -+ C Eny C &) € QP4

Note that the square in (7.34) is Cartesian. Define dy := d — (n — 1) deg(Q"/?) = d + n(n — 1)(g — 1).
The geometric o-isotypic X-period defined in Definition 6.7 in this example is

/LFGV @/XdLFGV (7.35)

dez
where

/X LY s DB L g ) (7.36)

and the main result in this section is the following (essentially proved in [Lys99]):

Theorem 7.9. For each d € Z, there is a canonical isomorphism

/X dLFGV 5 Sym™(D(C, o1 ® 02)(1)) @ (Laet oy Jo-n/2 @ (Laet o, )12 ((n® — 2)(g — 1)).
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/ LFGV
X.d o

FGV o .dx7 FGV
c(Bun, 1, Ly 7" @ r® Ly >Y)

(n 1)/2
(Bunn 1’}LFGV ® Sd * Q ,d, *LFGV)

On

12

c

% (n—=1)/2 —(n—1)/2
c(Bun,,_;, LFSV @ s vff! ’de,)n ' ® (Laet o, Jo- -7z (—d + (n = 1)(g — 1)))

On—1
(n—1)/2
@ (Ldet o, Jo-(n-1y/2 (—d + (n — 1)(g — 1)))
n/2 n/2 g, (n=1/2 4
c(Bun,_1,pf ) Yy TLESY @ sETwE ®@ (Ldet o, ) o-n-1y/2(=d + (n = 1)(g — 1))))

1l 12

12

=I
r
r
I'.(Bun,_ 1,1LFGV ®pn 1, *d GZ*VVQ
r
r

n—1 On—1
~ —n/2 n/2 n/2 /2 ( 1)/2
STe(Bung—1, 0, 4, Wy o W @ (Laeton 1oz @ sGWe @ (Laero, Ja--n2 (=24 — (g — 1))
n/2 n/2 n/2 n/2 /2 ( 1)/2
STeBuny’ ) o e W @ (Laeta, anre @ W TR (Laote, Ja-onsz (—2d — (g — 1))
~ n/2 -n/2 g /2 q n/2 (n=1)/2 g4
SeBunpy o W T (Laero, o @ vy Usg W@ (Laeta, Jo-on/z(=2d = (g~ 1))

ST (C ), (Un—l ® ) ) (do) ® (Laet o1 )-nr2 ® (Laet o, ) n-1/2 {(n* = 2)(g — 1))
:> Symdo (F(07 On—1® Un)<1>) X (det crn,l)ﬂfnﬂ ® (det Un)Q*("*l)/Q«nz - 2)(9 - 1)>

SNOILONNA-T A0 SHAILLVAIYHA ANV STVUDHLNI dOIddd YHHDIH

69



70 SHURUI LIU AND ZEYU WANG

We make some remarks on this seemingly burdensome computation. The step (7.41) uses the proper base
change for the Cartesian square in (7.34). The step (7.46) is a direct consequence of [Lys99, §2.1 Main Local
Theorem]. All other steps are straightforward given Proposition 7.5 and Corollary 7.7.

O

Remark 7.10. For the convenience of the reader, we compare our notations with notations used in [Lys99].
—n/2

. Q d. . . . . . . _11¢ .. .
Our moduli space Q,,_; is isomorphic to ,,_1 Qq, in loc.cit via tensoring Q" ~1'?. Under this isomorphism,

forgetting the parity, our sheaf W‘?T:ll/?’d can be identified with ,—1F%  in loc.cit, and sé*W‘?g(nil)/z’d
can be identified with ,,_1 F20 (dg — (n — 1)*(g — 1)) in loc.cit.

Remark 7.11. When n = 2, the identity (7.46) is in fact obvious and we recommend the reader work
through this case to see what is happening here.

7.3. Obtaining higher period formulas. Now we combine all the input from §7.1 and §7.2 together, and
prove the higher Rankin-Selberg period integral formula Theorem 7.12(Theorem 1.2).

Recall we use g to denote the genus of the curve C'. We assume g # 1 in this section. Since Conjecture 4.36
is true in this case, we know that Assumption 4.43 and Assumption 4.46 are true. Then Theorem 4.47 implies
that Conjecture 4.45 is true for the local special cohomological correspondences clv and c%,V constructed in
(7.1).

Now, we can apply the construction in §6.3.2. We take K = V @ V*, where V = Std,, ¥ Std,,_1. Let
A= Asid,_, € X.(TgL, ,)- Then we have two non-degenerate bilinear forms b= by _» : V ® V* — triv and
bgeo : V@ V* — triv defined in (5.23) and (5.19) respectively. These two bilinear forms gives two symplectic
forms wpys : M®? — k and war,geo : M®% — k as in §6.3.2. Then Proposition 7.1 implies wy = (—1)"was, geo-

Using the local special cohomological correspondences clv and clv*, Corollary 6.12 makes ([ ¥ LEGVY* 4
F-equivariant Cl(M )-module introduced in Definition 3.33. To completely determine this module, we only
need to compute the invariant A(( [y LEY)*) defined in (3.28).

Note that ([ LgV)* = @uen([x 4 Lo )* is naturally Z-graded on which I'(C, V5 )(1) acts by degree -1
endomorphisms and I'(C, V,5)(1) acts by degree 1 endomorphisms. In particular, any non-zero vector in the
one-dimensional subspace (fX,(nfl) deg(Q-"/2) LESV)* c ([ LESV)* will be a highest vector in the sense of
Proposition 3.40. Then Proposition 3.40 implies that

A /X LEV)") = (F|

—n®(g—1)

LEGV)* )26(0; X 0;71)

(fx,(n—l)deg(97"/2) (748)

—n+1 ( )

=q Xd_;égn (Q)Xdet On—1 0

where we are using €(o; x o _;) = 1. The Hecke characters Xdeto, ;5 Xdeto, are introduced in §2.10.1.
Form the Kolyvagin system

{Z]LEGVJ € M*®T}TEZZO (7.49)
as in (6.9). We can now apply Theorem 6.15 and get the following:

Theorem 7.12. Under the setting above, the following identity holds for any r > 0:

,O(q2"("‘”(g‘”sll(an X on—1,8+1/2)L(0}, x 07, _1,5+1/2))
(7.50)

Wr,gco(zﬂ,gcv,ra ZILEGV,T) = Bo(ln Q)_T <%>

where the bilinear forms wy geo are induced from wgeo, and

— 2 J— — —
By 1= (=1)" 20y (Qxgasl ().
Here the Hecke characters Xdeto, 1, Xdeto, are introduced in §2.10.1.

Remark 7.13. Proposition 5.4 gives us a simple description of the special cohomological correspondences
cy,cy« on the period sheaf Px. This allows us to formulate Theorem 7.12 completely in terms of global
constructions.

Q=2/2 4y (n—1)(n—2)(g—1)

o1 is literaly the same as ,,_1Qq in loc.cit

without tensoring, our moduli Q
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