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PERIODS AND GLOBAL INVARIANTS OF AUTOMORPHIC
REPRESENTATIONS

JOSEPH BERNSTEIN AND ANDRE REZNIKOV

ABSTRACT. We consider periods of automorphic representations of adele
groups defined by integrals along Gelfand subgroups. We define natural
maps between local components of such periods and construct correspond-
ing global maps using automorphic L-functions. This leads to an introduc-
tion of a global invariant of an automorphic representation arising from two
such periods. We compute this invariant in some cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Periods and relations between them. Periods play a central role in
the modern theory of automorphic functions. In particular, there are many
instances where periods of automorphic functions are related to L-functions.
In this paper, we propose to study relations between different periods defined
on the same automorphic representation. We find that in this new setup L-
functions also appear naturally.

Our main aim in this paper is to highlight a relation between different pe-
riods which, we believe underlies “period to L-function” relation (in fact, the
celebrated paper of J-L. Walsdpurger [Wa] that was our starting point, already
contains the idea we are trying to expand). By doing so, we are able make
a very natural reformulation of of some classical results and to include in our
scheme periods which, apparently, do not fall in the familiar framework (see
Section 4).

We explore a general scheme that allows to compare different periods and
consider few (classical and not so classical) examples. We first consider re-
lations between the Whittaker (i.e., unipotent) period and the Hecke (i.e.,
torus) period for GL(2). One of the relations (see Theorem 3.2.3) is classical
and is a mere reformulation of the treatment given by H. Jacquet and R. Lang-
lands [JL] to the Hecke method. However, we discover a converse relation (see
Theorem 3.3.3) which seems to be new (although similar local considerations
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appeared recently in [SV]). We then consider a non-classical example of two
Whittaker periods on different unipotent subgroups of GL(2). In this case, our
construction leads to an Euler product with a non-standard local factor which
nevertheless could be regularized with the help of an appropriate L-function
(see Section 4). This leads to an introduction of a non-trivial global invariant
of an automorphic representation of GL(2).

Our motivation comes from the desire to understand the fundamental “pe-
riod to L-function” relation in the theory of automorphic functions. Such a
relation goes back to the foundational work of E. Hecke [He], where he con-
structed the Hecke L-function on GL(2) as the period integral along the split
torus in GL(2). This is the most basic of “period to L-function” relations.
Another striking example was discovered by J.-L. Waldspurger [Wa] and con-
nects the period along a non-split torus in GL(2) to the special value of an
L-function of the appropriate base change lift (i.e., a period on another group).
Our starting point was an attempt to reformulate Waldspurger’s theorem in
representation theoretic terms which do not require the notion of L-function.

We mention a vast generalization of the Waldspurger’s result formulated as
a conjecture by B. Gross and D. Prasad [GP]. Consequently, the exact form
of the Gross-Prasad period relation was conjectured by A. Ichino and T. Ikeda
[IT]. This led to other formulas relating normalized periods and L-functions
(e.g., an analog for the Whittaker functional was considered in [LM1]). A
general framework for period formulas in the context of Plancherel measures
was recently proposed by Y. Sakellaridis and A. Venkatesh [SV]. We also
note recent work [LM2] where similar to ours ideas discussed for much more
sophisticated higher rank examples (under the name of “model transition”).
However, our interest is slightly different from [LM2]| as we are interested in
understanding the nature of the global invariant associated to two periods.

We note that one of the most important attributes of period to L-function
formulas is the presence of the multiplicity one phenomenon (i.e., the Gelfand
property of one-dimensionality of certain invariant functionals; see [Gr]). This
point of view was pioneered by I. Piatetski-Shapiro [PS], and also will be
essential throughout this paper.

1.2. Action on periods. We are interested in the following setup. Let G
be an algebraic (reductive) group over a global field & (in practice a reader
can assume k = Q for simplicity), and let Hy, H, C G be two algebraic
subgroups of G also defined over k (e.g., a split over k torus and an asso-
ciated unipotent subgroup in G = GL(2)). Let G(A), Hi(A), Hy(A) be the
corresponding adele groups, and we denote by Xg = G(k) \ G(A), Xy, =
Hi(k)\ Hi(A), Xy, = Hy(k) \ Ha(A) the corresponding automorphic quotient
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spaces. Let m be an automorphic representation of G (we will be vague at

this point of what is required of 7). We are interested in the period functional

given by the integral pu, (¢) = [y ¢(h)dh over the Hi(A)-orbit Xy, C X¢
1

of an automorphic function ¢ belonging to the space of the representation
7 (and similarly for the period py, for Xp,). More generally, we consider
periods twisted by characters x; : H;(k) \ H;(A) — C which are given by in-
tegrals pp, . (¢) = fXH- X; '(hi)¢(hi)dh;. To define such periods, one has to

choose (invariant) measures on subgroups and impose certain restrictions on
representation 7 and on spaces Xy, .

Assuming that all these periods are well-defined, it is natural to ask if there
is a relation between functionals py, and py, which are defined on the same
space of smooth vectors for the automorphic representation 7. Periods pg,
and pp, define functionals on 7, and one possibility would be to compute their
correlation (i.e., the scalar product, properly understood of course). In fact
it is possible in many cases (see [Gr]), but we found it a little bit easier to
make another comparison in terms of the action of adelic groups. Namely,
we can try to integrate the functional py, with respect to the action of the
adelic group Hy(A). Assuming that such an operation is well-defined, we
would obtain an Hy(A)-invariant functional py, = fh€H2 " 7*(h)pg, dh on

7 (ie., py,(v) = fheH2(A) fZ‘EXHl v(zh)dxdh for any smooth vector v in the

representation 7). This does not identify such a functional in general, but
in the case when Hy(A) is a Gelfand subgroup of G(A) (i.e., the space of
Hj(A)-invariant functionals on 7 is at most one-dimensional), we should get
a functional which is proportional to the period functional py,. What we
found is that the above mentioned “classical” period to L-function formulas
allows one to compute the coefficient of proportionality between py, and pg,
in some cases. Moreover, we find the “L-functions free” formulation of this
relation between periods even more interesting. Such a reformulation allows
us to consider cases where the relation to L-functions is not a standard one.

1.3. The construction. We will work only with periods satisfying the local
uniqueness property (and hence also satisfying global uniqueness). Let H C G
be a subgroup of a group both defined over a global field k. For a place p of k,
we consider local groups H, C Gy, (i.e., groups of points over the local field k).
Let 7 = ®m, be an irreducible representation of G(A) and y = ®x, be a char-
acter of H(A) (more generally, one can consider an irreducible representation
of H(A) as well). We consider the complex vector space of equivariant maps,
the periods space, P(m, x) = Hompa (7, Cy) and its local counterparts, the lo-
cal period space, Py(my, xp) = Homp, (m,, Cy,). We call a tuple (G, my, Hp, Xp)
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a local Gelfand data (or a multiplicity one tuple) if dim P, (7, x,) < 1. In
such a case we have P(m,x) = @P,(my, Xp), and the global period space is
also at most one-dimensional. We call the tuple (G, 7w, H, x) globally Gelfand
if it is locally Gelfand at every place. We note that in practice we consider
a slightly different space of H-maps from 7 with values in co-invariants of H
(see Section 2.3). We find the language of co-invariants more appropriate when
dealing with periods, and it leads to more canonical constructions.

Let (G,m, Hy,x1) and (G, m, Ha, x2) be two globally Gelfand tuples and
P(m, x;) corresponding one-dimensional complex vector spaces. Our goal is
to construct a canonical map

(1.1) I:P(m,x1)— P(m, x2)

between these one-dimensional vector spaces in the presence of the correspond-
ing automorphic periods. We do this in two steps.

1.4. Local step. The first step is purely local. It is relatively easy to con-
struct local maps I, : Pp(mp, X1,p) — Pp(mp, X2,) between local spaces of pe-
riods using the integration along the subgroup Hy, C G}. For a given vec-
tor & € Py(mp, X1p), we define a vector (&) € Py(mp, X2p) by (&) =
/ s,y X2, 2 (hp) 73 (hy)(&)dhy, where 7 denotes the dual representation of G, on
Ve, The integral is understood in a weak sense. This means that for any
smooth vector v, € V,, we have I,(&)(vp) fH2p Xap (M) & (mp (B )vp)dhy (in
a case the intersection H;, N Hy, in non-trivial one have to take integration
over the appropriate quotient). The last integral might be divergent, but in
many cases could be evaluated by a standard procedure (see [G1] for a general
strategy based on analytic continuation and [LM3] for a compact exhaustion
ubiquitous in a non-archimedian setup). We stress that local maps are as-
sumed to be defined canonically for all p. This of course might constitute a
non-trivial local problem, but it is solved in many cases.

Remark. We note that the alluded local map I, could be constructed (or nor-
malized) in various ways. In particular, a very general method was envisioned
by H. Jaqcuet by introducing the Relative Trace Formula (see [J1] for the
general framework). We hope to discuss this connection elsewhere.

1.5. Global step. The next step is to “glue” local maps I, to form a global
map /. This is a more subtle procedure. We construct the global map I by
regularizing the tensor product ®1, of local maps with the help of appropriate
weight factors. This is possible only for local maps which are coming from
automorphic periods, and the weight factors are provided by the theory of
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automorphic L-functions. The construction of the map I (in certain cases) is
the main observation of the paper.

1.5.1. Regularization by L-functions. We propose the following procedure, hav-
ing its origin in [Wa], for the regularization of the map ®1I,. Let £ be a vector
in P(m, x1). We write it as a product £ = ®,&,, where £, € Py(my, x1,5) and
for almost all p we have &,(ey) = 1 for the standard vector ey € Vz, (see Sec-
tion 2.4.1 for a slightly more precise formulation in terms of co-invariants).
Given a decomposable vector v € V., we write it in a form v = ®,v,, where
v, = ey for almost all p. Now we would like to set I(v) = [1, dp(vp), where
dy(vp) = Iy (&) (vp)-

This product is usually not convergent. To regularize such an infinite prod-
uct we can use the fact that outside of a finite number of places maps d, can be
explicitly computed using an unramified computation. Unramified factors do
not depend on a choice of the vector v. In many cases maps d, are connected
to local L-factors of automorphic representations. In such cases this allows us
to use the following regularization procedures.

The regularization procedure is based on a renormalization of local unram-
ified maps d, by scalar factors which we call L-weights. These L-weights are
constructed from Langlands L-factors.

First, assume we can find an ” L-weight” consisting of an L-function, i.e.,
an appropriate (partial) automorphic L-function given by Ls(s) = [[,zg Lp(s)
for Re(s) > 1, and a complex number sy such that dy(ey) = Ly(s0) for p & S.
Here S is a finite set of primes and for a fixed m,, the Euler factors for all
p ¢ S are rational functions of g, * given by a local Langlands L-function.
Note that an existence of the factor L,(so) as above is a condition on the
unramified representation 7, and does not depend on the vector v,. We define
the normalized maps d)(v,) := Ly(s0) ' dy(vy). In particular, for an unramified
p, we have dj(ej) = 1. Here we assume that L,(so) # 0 for all but a finite
number of primes p. We define now for a large enough finite set of primes S,

(1.2) I(v) == Ls(so) [ [ da(vp) -

pes
Here the set S depends on the vector v = ®,v,. In many cases, the com-
plex number sy belongs to the region of the analytic continuation of L(s), an
extension to which we will take for granted.

Remark. More generally, one have to consider L-weights given by a ratio of
various Langlands L-functions evaluated at possibly different points instead of
just one L-function as above. We defer to Section 4.3.2 a discussion of why
one might expect to see such weights in a regularization procedure.
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The regularization (1.2) is in fact the standard way to define infinite Euler
products in many instances arising in the theory of automorphic functions.
Our new point is that it could be extended to cover more cases which are less
standard for the theory of automorphic functions (although the basic argument
is well-known in other situations in number theory).

Namely, we propose a slight elaboration of the above method. In Section 4
we will provide an example where a local L-function (or a ratio of L-functions)
such that dy(ey) = Ly(so) for p & S does not exists. On the other hand, we
can find a partial L-function (or an L-weight) and some complex number s
such that if we replace for almost all p, maps d, by dg := Ly(s0)~'dy, then the
product Hp dg(vp) is absolutely convergent (this condition does not depend on
a specific choice of the vector v = ®,vy).

Hence we propose the following modified regularization procedure. For a
large enough finite set of primes S (depending on a vector v ), we define

(1.3) I(v) := Ls(s0) [ T dp(vp) [T do(vs) -

pegS pes

Note that (1.3) is a generalization of (1.2) since in the former case we have
dy(vy) = 1 for p ¢ S, and hence can omit the middle term in the product.

In principle, there might be different regularizing factors Lg giving for the
same periods a different regularized map. We expect however that this is not
the case and in fact each period map could be regularized by essentially unique
combination of L-functions (if a regularization exists at all which we do not
claim in general).

The basic idea behind regularization (1.3) is well known since the work of T.
Estermann [E] (see also [K1], [K2]) and usually does not produce interesting
Euler products. Our point here is that notwithstanding this there is a natural
construction in the theory of automorphic functions which leads to such Euler
products.

1.6. Period invariant. Having constructed the map I, we can ask what is its
effect on automorphic periods. Namely, we can try to compare the original pe-
riod functional py, ,, and the newly constructed functional pu, , = I (P, v )-
This is the last (and the most interesting) step of the construction. The coef-
ficient of proportionality (when defined) gives rise to a global invariant of the
automorphic representation m (for x; and x» fixed). When pg, ., = PHy.xos
this invariant is equal to 1, and we say that the collection {I,} of local maps
(or the resulting global map I) is coherent, that is, the local to global prin-
ciple is satisfied for these automorphic periods. One can show that in many
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classical examples this is indeed the case, and this is equivalent to the “pe-
riod to L-function” relation we mentioned above (e.g., theorems of Hecke and
Waldspurger on torus periods). However, we find that sometimes the relation
between pg, , and pm, ., is more complicated and this gives rise to a non-
trivial invariant. In particular, in Section 4 we provide an example of two
opposite unipotent subgroups of GL(2) and Whittaker functionals pg, ,, and
PHa,x. Which do not coincide for the cusp form associated with the Ramanujan
tau function. As a result we obtain some new, as far as we know, numerical
invariant canonically associated to the Ramanujan cusp form (see Appendix

A).

1.7. Structure of the paper. In this paper, we start with a discussion of ex-
amples related to the classical periods considered by Hecke (and in the adelic
setting by H. Jacquet and R. Langlands [JL]). We will show (see Theorem
3.2.3) how to define a procedure of integration transforming the Whittaker
period (i.e., the period defining a non-trivial Fourier coefficient along the horo-
cycle) into the Hecke period (i.e., the period against a Hecke character along
the split torus of GL(2)). The proof we present is a simple reformulation of the
standard argument of Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands and is based on the unfolding
technique.

Next we prove the converse statement (i.e., we integrate the Hecke period
into the Whittaker period; see Theorem 3.3.3). This case is not covered by
the Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands theory and the result is new. Here our proof is
purely local (combined with the direct statement for the Whittaker to Hecke
transform), and does not involve an unfolding procedure. In fact, we do not
know if some kind of an unfolding exists in this case.

In Section 4 we consider two unipotent periods for GL(2), that is, two Whit-
taker functionals: one for N* = {(1?)} and another for N~ = {(1,)}. We
consider the same question as before and discover that this example is of a
completely different nature than those we discussed so far. We define the local
integration procedure and show how to regularize the global map with the
help of the adjoint L-function L(1,m,, Ad). In this case, the relation of the
period map to special values of L-functions is more puzzling as compared to
the Hecke case. We note that local coefficients d, appearing in this case do
not coincide with some familiar Euler factors from the theory of L-functions;
however, coefficients d, coincide with the linear part of the Euler polynomial of
L(1,m,, Ad) (or, as one might say, with the leading term of L(1,m,, Ad)). This
will be essential for the regularization of the Euler product Hp d,. We will
show that there is natural map between Whittaker periods on different unipo-
tent subgroups, but in general it does not map the automorphic period to the
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automorphic period. As a result we are able to define a non-trivial invariant
(a "defect” or an ”obstruction”) of an automorphic (cuspidal) representation
of GL(2). We also present a numerical computation for this invariant for the
Ramanujan cusp form which indicates that the resulting invariant is not trivial
(see Appendix A.1).

We would like to point out that the above phenomenon seems to be part of a
pattern and not an isolated example. In several other instances, we have com-
puted analogous local maps and found that these are connected to L-functions
in a similar way (that is, coincide with linear parts of some L-functions). This
should allow one to define the corresponding global maps (e.g., a map between
a torus period and a non-associated Whittaker period). We will discuss these
examples elsewhere.

We discuss in Section 4.3.3 a geometric reason why the particular L-factor
L(1,m,, Ad) might be relevant for the regularization procedure for two Whit-
taker functionals. In Section 4.3.2 we discuss a reason why one might expect
Langlands L-functions be relevant to the regularization procedure we propose.

In Section 2, we review the basic setup and in particular discuss machinery
of co-invariants which we find to be convenient in our treatment of periods of
automorphic representations.

In Appendix B, we collect information about the Kirillov model for GL(2)
which we use in proofs and for computations.

1.7.1. Notations. We denote the global field by k, places of k by p, the set of
places of k by P(k), the corresponding ring of adeles by A, and the group of
ideles by Ju. For a group G defined over a global field k (e.g., over k = Q), we
denote by G(k) the group of k-points, by G, = G(k;,) the group of points over
a local field k, (e.g., over k, = Q, or koo = R) and by G4 = G(A) the group of
adelic points. For a local non-archimedian field k,, we denote by O, the ring of
integers, by w, a generator of the maximal ideal in Oy, and by g, the size of the
residue field. We will use the letter ¢ to denote additive characters (local or
global), and the letter x to denote multiplicative characters (local or global).
For a quasi-character x, : k,;° — C* of a local field, we have the decomposition
Xy = |Xp| - Xp where X, is unitary. We denote by o, = Re(x,) € R the real

part of x, given by the relation |x,(w,)| = |w,|”». Similarly, for a Hecke
character x : k* \ Jy — C*, there exists the unique decomposition xy = |x|- X
and |x| = |- |7x with o, = Re(x) € R.

We denote by G = GL(2), by Z = Zg its center, by T the subgroup of
diagonal matrices, by A C T the subgroup of matrices of the form (* ), and
by N = N* the upper triangular matrices. We will use the following notations:

n(x) = (1), a=("1), diag(a,b) = (*3), 2(a) = (“a), w=(, 7).
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For a field F' (e.g., F' = ky), characters x : A(F) — C* are given by
x(a) = x(a), a € F, and hence we can identify characters of A with those
of F*. We do this for global characters as well and hence identify Hecke
characters of k& with those of A(A). We use the notion of the real part for local
and global characters of A as well.

1.7.2. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank E. Baruch, B. Gross, E. Lapid,
S. D. Miller, M. Rubenstein, Y. Sakellaridis, D. Zagier and the referee for valu-
able comments.

2. MEASURES, AUTOMORPHIC REPRESENTATIONS AND PERIODS

2.1. Invariant integration. We review invariant measures on local and adelic
groups. We make an emphasis on the language of co-invariants.

2.1.1. Torsors. By a torsor we mean a one-dimensional complex vector space.
The name comes from the fact that if L is a torsor then L \ {0} is a C*-
torsor. Torsors form a tensor category with respect to the tensor product.
This category has the unit object Ly = C, and for every torsor L there is an
inverse torsor L~! := L*.

2.1.2. Moderate groups. Let A be a locally compact group. We say that A
is moderate if there exists a compact subgroup K C A with the following
properties:

(i) K is totally disconnected,

(ii) The normalizer N of the group K is open in A, and the quotient group

N/K is a (smooth) Lie group.
We call a subgroup K with these properties a basic compact subgroup.
We will work only with moderate groups. In fact, as follows from Gleason-

Yamabe’s theorem (see [T], Exercise 1.6.4, [MZ], p. 182), any locally compact
group of a finite topological dimension is moderate.

Proposition. Any two basic compact subgroups K, L in a moderate group A
are commensurable, i.e., the group L (K has finite index in L and in K.

Proof. We can assume that A normalizes K and L. Then the image of the
group K in the Lie group .A/L is a compact totally discontinuous subgroup in
a Lie group and hence is finite. O

We define the space of test functions S(A) on a moderate group A as follows.
The space S(A) consists of complex valued functions f on A such that

(1) f has compact support;
(2) f is left invariant with respect to some basic compact subgroup;
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(3) f is a smooth function on the smooth manifold K \ A.

A function f on A is called smooth if in a neighborhood of any point it
coincides with some test function. The algebra of smooth functions will be
denoted by C*(A).

2.1.3. Quotient spaces. Let X be a quotient space of A, i.e., X = A/B for
a closed moderate subgroup B C A and X is endowed with the quotient
topology. We call such a space X a moderate space.

We denote by C*°(X) the algebra of functions that lift to smooth functions
on A, and we denote by S(X) the space of test functions on X, i.e., the space
of smooth functions of compact support on X.

Proposition. Let a : A — A’ be a morphism of moderate groups, X, X'
quotients spaces of A and A, and f : X — X' a continuous map compatible
with o. Then (3 is smooth, i.e., §*: C®(X') = C>(X).

2.1.4. Haar measure and co-invariants. Let X be a moderate space. A Radon
measure 4 on X defines a functional I, : S(X) — C, i.e., I,(f) = [ fdu for
feSX).

For a torsor L, we can consider measures with values in L. Such a measure
p on X defines a functional I, : S(X) — L.

Notation: We denote by L(A) = S4(A) := S(A)/(f —ao f) the space of
co-invariants of the action of A acting on the left on S(A) (i.e., ao f(a) =

fla™ ).

Theorem. Let A be a moderate group. We consider the left action of A on
itself.

(1) The space of co-invariants L = L(A) is a torsor. A acts on L trivially
on the left and with some character A4 (the modulus character) on the
right.

(2) The canonical morphism I : S(A) — L is defined by a Radon measure
A with values in L.

(3) The morphism I and the measure p 4 are canonical, and it is invariant
with respect to left and right actions of A on S(A).

The theorem is essentially a reformulation of the Haar theorem. We call 4
the Haar measure of A.

Remark. While the canonical map [ is defined initially only on the space of
test functions, it could be extended to bigger spaces. Later we will apply [
also to some other classes of functions using an appropriate regularization.
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We have the analogous construction for moderate quotient spaces. Let X =
A/B be a quotient space of a moderate group A. Assume that there is a left
A-invariant measure on X. The space L(X) = S(X)4 of co-invariants is then
a torsor, and there exists a canonical Haar measure px on X with values in
L(X) such that the map I, : S(X) — L(X) is the canonical projection.

Proposition. We have the canonical isomorphism L(A) ~ L(X) ® L(B).

The isomorphism is given by the integration (with values in co-invariants)
along fibers. In particular, for a discrete subgroup B, we have the canonical
isomorphism L(X) ~ L(A), and hence the canonical integration map

(2.1) Iy : S(X) — L(A) .

2.1.5. Groups over global fields. Let k be a global field. Let G be an affine
algebraic group defined over k. For every place p of k, we consider the group of
points G, = G(k;) of G over the local field k,. We also consider the adelic group
G(A). It is defined with respect to compact open subgroups G(Oy,) C G(ky)
which are well-defined for almost all p.

Let V = {V,}pepm) be a collection of complex vector spaces indexed by
places of k.

Definition. An adelic structure ¥ on a family V is a choice of vectors v, € V,
for almost all p (i.e., for all except finite number of places, up to a change of
vectors v, at finitely many places).

Definition. Let ¥ be an adelic structure on a family V. We define the re-
stricted tensor product space V by V = ®@xVj,.

Namely, if S C P(k) is a finite set then we define Vg = ®y,esV},. If S C 5" and
S is sufficiently large, the adelic structure ¥ defines the canonical morphism
Vs — Vg. Then, by the definition, V = ®xV, = lign Vs.
S
Remark. If all spaces V, are torsors and vectors v, are non-zero for almost all
p, then ®xV} is also a torsor.

FExample. Let G be an affine algebraic group defined over k. For all p, we have
the canonical map I, : S(G,) = L(Gy).
Claim. We have:

(1) The family of torsors L(G,) has canonical adelic structure Xy .

(2) There is canonical isomorphism L(G(A)) ~ ®sx,, L(G,).

Here the canonical adelic structure Xy, on {L(G,)} is obtained by taking
the image I,(xx,) of the characteristic function xg, of the standard compact
subgroup K, = G(Oy) at unramified places p.
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Remark. We note that in order to have the “usual” integral with respect to a
measure with values in C, one has to choose isomorphisms ¢, : {L(G,)} ~ C
for all places p, such that for almost all places, these satisfy i,(/,(xx,)) =1 €
C. This is easily translated into the familiar normalization of the local Haar
measure by the standard compact subgroup.

2.1.6. Tamagawa structure. There exists another remarkable adelic structure
Yp for the family {L(G,)} proposed by T. Tamagawa [Ta] (see also [We]).
Let A be an algebraic group defined over k. We fix a left invariant top
differential form § on A defined over k. Such a choice gives rise to a measure
m(dy) on Ay, and in particular, defines the map I, : S(A,) — C given
by the integration. Hence we obtain the isomorphism 7p,,) : L(A,) ~ C of
the torsor of co-invariants with the trivial torsor C. We can now define the
Tamagawa adelic structure X on the family {L(G,)} by choosing the vector
ty = Z;i 6p)(1) € L(G,) for all p. We call the resulting restricted tensor product

torsor LT(G(A)) ~ ®x,.L(G,) the Tamagawa torsor. Note that since non-zero
vectors t, are specified for all places p, the torsor LT(G(A)) comes with the
canonical trivialization given by the “Tamagawa measure”, i.e., by the vector
t = t; = ®,t,. The Tamagawa structure t; does not depend on the rational
class of the form ¢ as follows from the standard product formula.

Remark. We do not claim that torsors LT (G(A)) and L(G(A)) are isomorphic
with respect to a collection of some local isomorphisms j, : L(G,) — L(Gy)
mapping the adelic structure ), to Y7 at almost all places. If this is the
case, one can integrate functions in S(G(A)) with respect to the Tamagawa
structure t (i.e., this gives the usual Tamagawa measure). Sometimes such an
isomorphism exists and it is possible to integrate functions in S(G(A)) with
respect to t (e.g., for a unipotent subgroup N =~ k%), and this means that
the Tamagawa construction provides a measure in the usual sense. However,
in general, we cannot integrate functions in S(G(A)) with respect to t since
the Euler product [], . 9s,/(Zy(Xx,)) is not absolutely convergent (e.g., for the
torus A ~ k). This appears when two local trivializations (L(G,), I,(xx,)) ~
(C,1) and (L(Gp),t,) =~ (C,1) are not globally compatible, and one has to
introduce a regularization procedure in order to obtain a measure out of the
Tamagawa structure t (i.e., to construct another trivialization of LT(G(A))).

2.1.7. Characters. We also consider integration twisted by characters.

Let (V;,7) be a representation of A, and x : A — C* be a character. We
have the Jacquet module J, (1) =V, /(v — x " }(a)7(a)v), v € V.

Let X = A/B be a homogenous A-space. We denote by L, (X) = J,(S(X))
the corresponding Jacquet module. Let us assume that on X there is an



PERIODS AND INVARIANTS 13

invariant measure. We can describe this torsor as follows. Let C'(X, x) be the
space of functions on X satisfying f(az) = x(a)f(x). This space is zero if
X|s # 1, and is a torsor otherwise.

Claim. There is a canonical isomorphism L, (X) ~ C(X, x) ® L(X).

Choice of a point zy € X gives a trivialization C(X, x) =~ C,, and hence the
isomorphism L, (X) ~ L(X) ® C,. Hence L,(.A) is a torsor on which A acts
by x on the left and by A4x~! on the right.

The natural projection I, : S(X) — L, (X) corresponds to the integration
with some measure ji(x ) with values in L, (X).

Let G be an affine algebraic group defined over k. Let x be a character

X = ®pxp of G(A).
Claim. We have the isomorphism Ly(G(A)) ~ ®x,, Ly, (Gy)-

Consider the automorphic space Xg = G(k) \ G(A). Let x be a character of
G(A) which is trivial on G(k) (i.e., x : G(k)\ G(A) — C). We can trivialize the
torsor C'(Xg, x) by using the evaluation at the base point o = {G(k)} € Xg.
This gives the isomorphism

(2.2) Ly(Xg) = L(Xg) ® Cy = Ly (G(A)) =~ @5, Ly, (G) -

As a result, we have the corresponding integration map Ix,, : S(Xg) —

L(G(A)) ® C,.

2.2. Automorphic representations. Let G be a reductive algebraic group
defined over k. Let m be an irreducible smooth representation of the adelic
group G(A). We denote by V, the space of smooth vectors of m and by w, the
central character of 7. We have decompositions 7 = ®,m, and V; = ®,V;,
into the restricted tensor product of local representations.

Let Xg = G(k)\ G(A) be the automorphic space. An automorphic structure
on an (abstract) adelic representation 7 is an intertwining map v : V; — F(Xg)
with the representation of G(A) in the space of functions on Xg. We call a
pair (m,r) an automorphic representation. For a cuspidal (7, r), the image
of v belongs to the space of rapidly decreasing smooth functions on Xg. For
a vector v € V,, we will denote by ¢, = v(v) € G(A) the corresponding
automorphic function.

We denote by S(m) the set of places (including infinite places) where 7 is
ramified (i.e., the complement to the set of unramified places p where the
standard K,-fixed vector ey € Vy, is specified).
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2.3. Periods. Let H C G be an algebraic subgroup defined over k. Denote
by X3 = H(k) \ H(A) C Xg the closed H(A)-orbit. Let x : H(k)\ H(A) — C
be a character of H(A) which is trivial on H(k). According to (2.1), we have
the integration map Ix, , : S(Xy) — Ly, (H(A)). This together with the
automorphic realization map v and the restriction map resy,, : C*(X¢g) —
C>(Xy) give rise to the H(A)-equivariant period map py, = Ix,, yoreso, ov :
Vi = Ly(H(A)) ~ ®x,, Ly (H,), where H, = H(k,). Formally, we need to
assume that the corresponding integrals are well-defined (e.g., the orbit X, is
compact or the automorphic representation (7, ) is cuspidal).

Definition.

(1) The space P(Vz, Ly(H(A))) := Hompya)(Vr, Ly(H(A))) is called the
period space.

(2) For every place p, the space P(Vy,, Ly(H,)) := Homyy, (Vz,, Ly (H,y)) is
called the local period space.

With the decomposition x = ®x,, we have the factorization
P(Ve, Ly(H(A))) = @ P (Ve Ly, (M) -

We will assume that the local period space P(Vr,, Ly, (H,)) is at most one-
dimensional. Hence any map in the period space is factorizable, and we can
choose a factorization for the automorphic period py . To choose a factoriza-
tion of the torsor P(V;, L, (H(A))) into a restricted tensor product, we need
to choose for almost all places p, a special vector p) € P(Vy,, Ly, (H,)). We
choose it by requiring that pg(eg) = [Hp,Xp(XKHp) (in fact, one has to check
that such a normalization is possible, i.e., that there exists a non-vanishing
invariant map on the standard vector eg). Then for a sufficiently large finite
set S C P(k), we have py, = (@pespp) ® (Qpgspy) for some choice of local
ramified components p, for p € S.

2.4. Action on periods. We reformulate our scheme from Section 1.3 in the
language of co-invariants. Let H;,Hs C G be two algebraic subgroups as
above. In particular, we will assume that all local spaces satisfy the Gelfand
condition of multiplicity one.

2.4.1. Local maps. Let p be a place of k, (m,V},) be an irreducible smooth
representation of G, = G(ky). Let x;, @ Hip — C be a character of H;,. We
fix a non-zero invariant differential form 0 on H; defined over k. Let ¢, be the
corresponding invariant measure on H;,. We use the measure d, to trivialize
by the map evs, : Ly, ,(H1,)=C,,, the corresponding space of co-invariants,
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and, correspondingly, we get the isomorphism (see Section 2.1.7)
evy : P(Va,, Ly, ,(Hip)) = Homa, (Vz,, Cy, ) -

We also consider the integration map Iy, , v., : S(Hap) = Ly, (Hap)-
We now construct the local map between local period spaces

(2.3) X1 X2 0p) © P(Viy, Ly, (Hap)) = P(Vay, Ly, (Hap))

using the co-invariant map I, , and the evaluation map evy . Namely, for
a given local period pa, , ., € P(Vr,, Ly, ,(H1p)), we consider the function
[+ Hop — Homyy, [ (Vz,,Cy,) C V7 given by f(ha) = my"(ha)(evy (D1 px1,)))
(here m,* is the dual to 7, representation). We now consider the matrix coef-
ficient function f,(h2) = my"(h2)(evs (P41, x1,)))(v), v € V, and apply to the
function f,(he) on Hyy the integration map Iy, v,,(fo) € Ly,,(Hayp). For-
mally, the function f, is not compactly supported and we have to make sense
of the corresponding integral. This is achieved by considering appropriate
regularization procedure (e.g., by the analytic continuation method).

2.4.2. Global maps. In order to define the global map
(24) i(le X2 5) : P<V7r7 LXl <H1>> — P(Vm LX2 (H2)) )

we make sense out of the Euler product ®,i(X1p, X2p,0,) using methods we
described in Section 1.3.

3. WHITTAKER AND HECKE PERIODS RELATIONS

We want to illustrate how the procedure described in Section 2.4 relates

Whittaker and Hecke functionals on an automorphic cuspidal representation
of G = GL(2).

3.1. Whittaker and Hecke periods.

3.1.1. Whittaker period. We fix a nontrivial additive character ) : A — C*
which is trivial on principal adeles. We view the character ¢ as a character of
the unipotent group N(A). We consider the N(A)-orbit Xy = N(k)\ N(A) C
X¢ and the corresponding period it induces on an automorphic representation
(m,v) of G = GL(2).

According to the above scheme, we view the Whittaker period p(y) as an
element in the period space P(V;, Ly(N(A))) = Hompy(a)(Vz, Ly(N(A))). In
the factorization of the Whittaker period pv.y) = ®pp(n, ., for almost all
p, the local component p(y, ) € P(Va,, Ly, (Ny)) = Homp, (Vz,, Ly, (N,)) is
unramified (i.e., maps the standard vector eg to the image in co-invariants of
the characteristic function xn(o,) of the set N(O,)).
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Remark. In more classical terms, the Whittaker period/functional on V; is
given by the integral

(3.1) WY (v) = /N(k)\N(A) Y (n)o,(n) dn .

Here dn is the measure on N(A) obtained from an invariant differential form
and ¢, is the automorphic function corresponding to the vector v € V.. We
have WY € Hompa)(Vy, Cy), where Cy, is the one-dimensional N(A)-module
with the action given by . It is well-known that dim Hompy)(Vz, Cy) =
1, the space of local functionals Homy, (V;,,Cy,) is also one-dimensional,
and the global space decomposes into the restricted product of local spaces.
We have the following standard decomposition of the automorphic Whit-
taker functional WY into a product of local functionals. For an unrami-
fied place p & S(m,¢) (here S(m, 1)) denotes the set of primes where 7 or

Y are ramified), let Wg} * € Homy, (V;,,Cy,) be the local functional satis-

fying W, "(ey) = 1 for the standard K,-fixed vector e) € V;,. We then

choose local functionals W¥» € Homp;, (Vr,, Cy,) for ramified primes, so that
WY = @pesima) WP Qpsimay Wo'-

3.1.2. Hecke period. We now consider the Hecke period. Let yx be a Hecke
(quasi-)character of k and let x : A(A) = C*, x ((“ 1)) = x(a), be the corre-
sponding (quasi-)character of A(A) trivial on the principal subgroup A(k). We
consider the orbit X, = A(k) \ A(A) C Xg, and the corresponding (Hecke)
period d, it induces on a cuspidal automorphic representation (m,v). Ac-
cording to the above scheme, we can view the Hecke period as an element
in the torsor of periods P(Vy, Ly (A(A))) = Homaws)(Vr, Ly(A(A))). We have
a factorization p4,y) = ®ppa,.x,) Where for almost all p, the local compo-
nent pa,,) € P(Va,, Ly, (Ap)) is unramified (i.e., maps the standard vector
eg to the image in co-invariants of the characteristic function x4(p,) of the set

A(Oy)).

Remark. In more classical terms, we have the following description of the func-
tional d, = d,(m) : Vz — C, (here C, denotes the one-dimensional A(A)-
module with the action given by y). We fix an invariant rational differential
form on A and denote by p the corresponding invariant measure. As an el-
ement in the space Homyua)(Vr, Cy), the corresponding period functional is
given by the integral

(3.2) 0y (v) = / oy X @@ 8
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for v € V; and ¢, the corresponding automorphic function. The integral is
absolutely convergent since functions in a cuspidal representation are rapidly
decreasing at infinity. It is well-known that dim Hom (s (V5, C,) = 1, that the
local space Homy, (Vr,,Cy,) also satisfies the multiplicity one property, and
hence Homya)(Vr, Cy) = R Homy, (V,,C,,). We again can choose a decom-
position dy = @pes(r,x)dy, Dpgs(rx) dy, into local components with d) (ey) = 1.
In what follows we recall Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands recipe how to choose local
components consistently at all places.

3.2. Action from Whittaker to Hecke. Let us describe a morphism from
the Whittaker torsor to the Hecke torsor.

3.2.1. Local map. Let p be a place of k and (m,, V},) be an irreducible smooth
representation of Gy, = G(ky). Let ¢, : N, — C be a nontrivial character
of N, and x, : A, — C be a character of A, ~ k. We fix a (non-zero)
invariant differential form o5 on N and consider the corresponding invariant
measure dn, = dn,(dy) on N,. The measure dn, gives rise to the trivial-
ization evgy, : Ly, (Np)=>Cy, of the corresponding co-invariants and to the

isomorphism evy, : P(Vz,, Ly, (Ny)) <> Homy, (Vz,, Cy,). We consider the in-

tegration map Iy, y, : S(A;) = Ly, (Ap) (see Section 2.1.7).
Following the scheme formulated in Section 2.4, we consider the local map

(3.3) i, Yps dny) = P(Vays Ly (Np)) = P(Vry, Ly, (Ay))

constructed out of the co-invariant map I4, ,, and out of the evaluation map
evy,, - The map i(xy, ¥y, dny) could be described in the following terms. For a
map pn,,p,) € P(Va,, Ly, (IVp)) and a vector v € V;,, we consider the (matrix
coefficient) function o, (ay) = €Van, (D(N, ) (Tp(ap)v)) € C°(A) and then take
its image 14, , () € Ly, (A,) under the integration, i.e.,

(3.4) Plape) (V) = 1005 U, dp) (P ) )1 (0) = Ly () -

Smooth functions «,(a,) with v € V, obtained in such a way are not com-
pactly supported on A,. Hence, in fact, we have to extend the integration
map Iy, ., : S(Ay) = Ly, (Ap) to such functions (i.e., to the space of matrix
coefficients v, as above for an irreducible representation ).

Proposition.

(1) For Re(xy) < 1, the map i(xp, ¥y, dny) is well-defined (by an absolutely
convergent integral (3.6)). It has the meromorphic continuation to the
complex space of all characters (i.e., to the complex plane of characters

of the form x| - 1,°).
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(2) For the unramified data, we obtain the Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands local
L-factor. Namely,

(3.5) i(xps Uy dny) V") = Ly (xps ) - Y, -

The meaning of the unramified condition above is as follows (see Section 3.1):
Ty is an unramified representation, 1, has conductor cond(y,) = O,, X, is an
unramified character, and the form ¢, comes from a rational invariant form on
N which is unramified at p (and as a result satisfies dn,(0n)(N(Oy)) = 1), the
unramified Whittaker functional Wg} " € P(Vx,, Ly, (N,)) satisfies Wg} Peg) =
Ly, (Ny) for 1) (N,) € Ly, (N,) given by the adelic structure on Ly, (N,) de-
scribed in Section 2.1.5, and correspondingly for the functional di* € P(Vy,, Ly, (4y))
with dy”(ep) = l)ocp (Ap) and l)ocp(Ap) € Ly, (A).

Remark. We claim that the map i(xy, ¥y, dn,) in (3.3) naturally appears, in

another language, in [JL] as local zeta integrals on GL(2) of Jacquet and Lang-

lands. Let us fix a non-zero invariant local measure d*a, on A,. This gives rise

to isomorphisms evgxq, : Ly(Ap) Cy, and eviy, « P(Vr,, Ly, (Ap)) = Homy, (Vr, €y, ).
Using isomorphisms evy, and €Viixg,s WE See that the map (3.3) could be de-

scribed by the following standard in GL(2) theory integral:

(3.6)  [i0xp, Y, dny, ™ ap) (P(vy))1 (V) = =
¥, (Bt )] (0) = / x5 @)% (my (@)v)d ay

for v € V,, and [*» = Vi, (P(Ny,0)) € Homp, (Vr,, Cy, ). Translated into local
zeta integrals (3.6), the relation (3.5) reads

[i(Xp» Yy, dnip, d?ap)(Wfp)](eg) = Ly(Xp, )

for the measure di'a, on A, normalized by the condition di a,(A(O,)) = 1.

Note that while the integral (3.6) depends on the choice of the measure d*a,,
the map (3.3) does not. Over archimedian fields, a similar approach appeared
in [Po].

3.2.2. Global map. Fix an automorphic cuspidal representation (w,r) and a
non-trivial character ¢ : N(k) \ N(A) — C. Choose an invariant differential
form 65 on N. We want to define a map i(x,¢,dn) : P(Va, Ly(N(A))) —
P(V,,L,(A(A))) as a tensor product of local maps.

Proposition. Fiz an invariant rational differential form o5 on N.
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(1) The tensor product i(x, 1, 0n) = ®pi(Xyp, ¥y, dny) is absolutely conver-
gent for Re(x) < 1, and has the meromorphic continuation to the
complex space of all characters.

(2) The resulting map

i0GY) =i ¥, 0n) : P(Va, Ly(N(A))) = P(Vr, Ly (A(A)))
does not depend on the choice of the form oy .

3.2.3. Action on automorphic periods. We now came to the last step of our
scheme where we compute the effect of the defined map on automorphic peri-
ods.

Theorem. The global map i(x,v) is coherent, i.e., it sends the automorphic
Whittaker period WY to the automorphic Hecke period dy. Namely, we have

i )W) = dy
Remarks. 1. The set of Hecke quasi-characters y : A(k) \ A(A) — C* has

the natural structure of a complex manifold (with infinitely many connected
components). For a given quasi-character xy we denote by C, = {xs = x| -

|*, s € C} ~ C the corresponding leaf. The set N (k) \ N(A) is discrete and we
denote by pt, the point corresponding to a character v. For given character
¥ : N(k)\ N(A) — C and a quasi-character y : A(k) \ A(A) — C*, consider
the trivial line bundle Wy, ,(7) over pt, x C, ~ C,, with the constant fiber
Py = P(Vz, Ly(N(A))), and the line bundle H, (m) over C, with the fiber
P(V,, L,,(A(A))). Both line bundles have natural holomorphic (for a cuspidal
representation ) sections S;Z“t = WY and S;i‘t = d, coming from automorphic
periods (the section for the Whittaker bundle is a constant non-zero section
providing a trivialization, but the automorphic Hecke section of H,(m) has
zZeroes).

One can naturally view the map i(x, 1) as a holomorphic map between two
bundles which is trivial on the base and which maps the section S{Z“t to the
section S

2. Our treatment of the map i(x, ) is based on the possibility to include it
in an analytic family of maps (s, ?) and use analytic continuation. One can
use the single character y and follow the recipe formulated in the second part
of Section 1.3 which is applicable when there are no deformations. Namely,
by looking at the local unramified computation (3.5), we see that the partial
Euler product ®pgs Ly (Xp, Tp) " 1(Xp, Yy, dny) is absolutely convergent (since all
but finite number of terms are trivial). Assuming that Lg(x| - |*,7) have
no pole at s = 0 (e.g., m is cuspidal), the formula (1.3) defines the map

i, ¥)(v) = Ls(x; ) [ 1,5 @3 (vp) [ e do(vp). Note that this map might be
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zero. Hence we can define the map i(x, ) without considering the whole
family i(s, 1) (of course this is a purely cosmetic change since we use the
equivalent property of Lg(x/|-|*,7)). What we can not see that way is the fact
that the resulting map is coherent (i.e., Theorem 3.2.3), and in fact we will see
in Section 3.3 that for other periods this does not always holds. To show that
i(xs, 1) is coherent, we use the Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands unfolding which does
not have an analog for other periods (e.g., for the map from Hecke period to
Whittaker period considered in the next section).

3.3. Action from Hecke to Whittaker. Here we treat the opposite direc-
tion which inspite of similarities is not classical.

3.3.1. Local map. Let p be a place of k and (7, V,) be an irreducible smooth
representation of Gy, = G(ky). Let ¢, : N, — C be a nontrivial character
of N, and x, : Ay, — C be a character of A,. We fix a non-zero invariant
differential form d4 on A defined over k. Let d*a, = d*a,(d4) be the cor-
responding invariant measure on A,. We use the measure d*a, to trivialize
eVaxa, : Ly, (Ap) =>C,, the corresponding co-invariants, and, correspondingly,
we get the isomorphism evy. .+ P(Vz,, Ly, (4p)) = Homa, (Vr,, Cy,) (see Sec-
tion 2.1.7). We also consider the integration map Iy, s, : S(Ny,) — Ly, (N,).
We now construct the local map

(3.7) i(¢p>Xp>anp) : P(VﬂwLXp(Ap)) - P(wapr(Np))

using maps Iy, 4, and eV:zxap as in the previous case. Namely, for a map
PApe) € P(Vr,, Ly, (Ap)) and a vector v € V,, we consider the (matrix coeffi-
cient) function B3,(ny) = eVaxa, (D(4,.xp) (Tp(1p)v)) € C°(N,) and then take its
image I, y,(By) € Ly, (Ay) under the integration map, i.e.,

(38) p(Np,Tﬁp)('U) = [i(,l?bp’XP’anP)(p(Ap,Xp))](U) = INp,Tﬁp (ﬁv) .

Smooth functions f,(n,) with v € V, obtained in such a way are not
compactly supported on INV,. Hence we have to extend the integration map
Ingp, + S(Ny) = Ly, (N,) to such functions (i.e., to the space of matrix coef-
ficients /3, as above for an irreducible representation m,). Indeed it is easy to
see that such an extension exists and is unique as explained in Section 3.4.1.

Proposition. For the unramified data, we have

(3.9) (W, X ) (AY,) = Ly (o)™ W
with the Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands local L-factor Ly(x,, m).

For the meaning of the unramified data d) and Wg} ", see Section 3.1.
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Remark. Let us fix a non-zero invariant local measure dn, on NV,. This gives rise
to isomorphisms evgn, : Ly, (Ny) =Cy, and evy, « P(Vr, Ly, (Ny)) = Homy, (Vz, Cy, ).

Using isomorphisms evfmp and evzxap, we see that the map (3.7) could be de-
scribed by the following integral:

(3.10)  [i(tp, X, d” ap, driy ) (P(ay 1)1 (V) = =

[V, (P01 (v) = % H(n)dy, (my(np)v) dny
p

for v € V,, and d,, = €Vixa, (P(apxy)) € Homy, (V4,,C,,). Note that while the
integral (3.10) depends on the choice of the measure dny, the map (3.7) does
not. The integral (3.10) is not absolutely convergent and should be understood
in a regularized sense.

We want to point out that the integral (3.10) is not covered by the Jacquet-
Langlands [JL] theory, unlike the integral (3.6) for the opposite map.

3.3.2. Global map.

Proposition. Fiz an invariant rational differential form 64 on A.

(1) The tensor product i(1, x,04) = @pi(WYy, Xp, d*ay) is absolutely conver-
gent for Re(x) < 1, and has the meromorphic continuation to the
complex space of all characters.

(2) The resulting map

(¢, x) = (¢, x,04) : P(Va, Ly (A(A))) = P(Vr, Ly(N(A)))
does not depend on the choice of the rational form 4.

3.3.3. Action on automorphic periods. As the final step we have to compute
the effect of the map i(¢, x) on the Hecke automorphic period. To this end,
we now formulate our main result in this section.

Theorem. Let x be such that the partial L-function satisfies Ls(m,x) # 0 for
some finite set S of primes. The global map (v, x) is coherent, i.e., it sends
the automorphic Hecke period d,, to the automorphic Whittaker period WY.
Namely, we have

i, x)dy = WY .

Remarks. 1. We would like to point out a subtle (but crucial) difference be-
tween Theorem 3.2.3 and Theorem 3.3.3. The collection of local measures
{d*ay(04)} appearing in Proposition 3.3.2 defines the Tamagawa adelic struc-
ture on the torsor LT (A(A)) described in Section 2.1.6, but these local measures
do not define a genuine measure on A(A). This differs from the situation de-
scribed in Proposition 3.2.2 where the Tamagawa adelic structure on LT (N (A))
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defines a genuine measure on N(A). As a result, the direct map i(x, ) from
the Whittaker period space to the Hecke period space has the integral represen-
tation (i.e., the Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands integral (3.15) given by an integral
over a closed (non-compact) cycle A(k) \ A(A) in the automorphic space X),
but we do not know of such an integral representation for the map i(¢, x) in
the opposite direction.

2. Similarly to Remark 3.2.3 we can interpret Theorem 3.3.3 as a fiberwise
meromorphic map from the bundle H,(7) to the constant bundle W, , ().
This time however the corresponding map has poles.

3.3.4. The relation. We have the following relation between two maps we de-
fined for Whittaker and Hecke periods.

Theorem. The following relation holds

(Y, x) oilx, ¢) = id ,
as an endomorphism of P(Vy, Ly(N)).

3.4. Proofs. The logic of the proof we present is as follows. We first prove
results from the Section 3.1 by repeating arguments of Jacquet-Langlands in a
slightly different language. We then prove Theorem 3.3.4 by a local computa-
tion (see Lemma 3.4.5). This then implies all the other results in Section 3.3.

3.4.1. Regularization. Many integrals appearing in our considerations require
a regularization. There are various techniques to achieve regularization, e.g.,
via analytic continuation (see [G1]). In what follows we often use the following
more elementary standard construction.

Let F' be a local non-archimedian field and A the additive group of F'. Fix
a non-trivial additive character ¢ : A — C*.

Let V' = V(A) denote the space of locally constant functions on A. It
contains the subspace S(A) of functions with compact support.

Let Vj C V be the space of functions f € V such that the image of f in the
space V/S(A) is F*-finite.

Consider the Whittaker functional W on the space S(A) given by the integral
W(u) = [,¢(a) - u(a)da.

Claim. There exists the unique extension of the Whittaker functional W to
the space Vi that satisfies the identity W (t,(u)) = ¥ (a)W (u), where t,(u)(z) =
u(r —a).

Uniqueness is easy since F' acts trivially on V;/S(A). To prove existence one
can extend the functional W by setting W (u) = limpy [, ¥(a) - u(a)da where
the limit is taken over a family { B} of the standard compact balls exhausting
A. Tt is easy to see that the limit exists for functions in V.
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3.4.2. Proof of Proposition 3.2.1. Both claims are standard in the Hecke-
Jacquet-Langlands theory once the translation (3.6) into local zeta integrals is
made.

(1) For a smooth vector v € V,, the Whittaker function [*»(m,(a)v) is
rapidly decreasing as ||t|| — oo in the positive Weyl chamber, and
has a polynomial behavior in the opposite direction. This implies the
absolute convergence of the integral for the character x,| - [;* with
Re(s) > 1.

The meromorphic continuation is equivalent to the meromorphic con-
tinuation of the Jacquet-Langlands local zeta integrals (see [JL]).

(2) This is the standard computation in the Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands the-
ory.

3.4.3. Proof of Proposition 3.2.2. Indeed this follows immediately from the
analytic continuation of L(s,7) and from Proposition 3.2.1. In fact, this is a
part of the Jacquet-Langlands method where the adelic integral is reduced to
the absolutely convergent integral (3.15) via unfolding.

3.4.4. Proof of Theorem 3.2.3. As we indicated before, the following proof is
the standard Hecke-Jacquet-Langlands proof. On the basis of (3.4), we want
to compute

(3.11)
[l - [7°, 4, dn, d"a) H/ @lalsW (my(@)o) day |

for Re(s) > 1. The absolute convergence of local integrals and the absolute
convergence of the Euler product imply that

(3.12) gAnmemwww=

/XWMWWWMM
A(A)

We invoke the standard unfolding technique. The rational torus acts tran-
sitively on Whittaker functionals for different characters. For an automorphic
period WY and a character 1,(z) = ¥(az) with a € kX, we have the corre-
sponding automorphic period given by W% = 7* ((*)) W¥. We have the
following Fourier expansion at the identity for an automorphic function ¢,,
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v € V., in a cuspidal representation ,

(3.13) dule) = Y W)= Y WY (r(a))

ackX ackX

The Fourier expansion for a cusp form ¢, implies that

(3.14) / “1(@)]a] W (n(@)v) d*a =

A(A)
) / v (@)]a W (x(@)m (@) d¥a =
R A(k)\A(A)
[ @l [Z W* (r(@) (r(a)e))| d*a =
A(k)\A(A) k™
/ V@)l rap(e) d*a =
A(E)N\A(A)
(3.15) / (@)l 6 (@) *a
A(k)\A(A)

This gives the integral (3.2) for the Hecke period d,.;-s. We have used Fubini’s
theorem for Re(s) > 1, to decompose the adelic integral into the integral
over a quotient space of the sum over A(k) since all integrals are absolutely
convergent. The resulting integral defines an analytic function for all values of
s and for a cuspidal 7.

3.4.5. Proof of Theorem 3.3.3. Proofs of all statements leading to and of the
theorem itself are purely local, granted we already know the direct relation
between Whittaker and Hecke periods (i.e., Theorem 3.2.3). Namely, all proofs
follow from the following local lemma

Lemma. Let m, be an irreducible unitary representation of GLa(ky), xp @
quasi-character of Ay, ¥y a non-trivial character on N,, and dn, and d*a,
measures on N, and Ay, respectively, corresponding to some invariant differ-
ential forms dn and 0. We have the following identity:

(3.16) (1, Xps A% ap) 0 1(Xps Uy, dny) = c(dny, d*ay) -id |

as an endomorphism of P(Vy,, Ly, (Ny,)). Here c(dny,,d*a,) € C is the propor-
tionality constant between the measure d*aydny, on Ay X Ny >k X ky and the
measure d*ydx, i.e., d*ay,dn, = c(d*a,, dn,)d* ydz.
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Remark. In this paper, we consider the construction of local maps I, by regu-
larizing integrals over appropriate subgroups (following the original construc-
tion of J.-L. Waldspurger [Wal). In certain cases one can construct such
maps in both directions, i.e., maps I,(Hip, Hap) @ Po(mp, 09) — Py(my, 7)
and I,(Hap, Hip) @ Pp(mp, 7)) — Pp(mp,0p). As was pointed out to us by
Y. Sakellaridis, when 7, and o, are characters (as in examples in this pa-
per), these maps are formally adjoint in the following sense. We follow no-
tations from Section 1.3. To an element & € Py(m,, 0p), We can associate a
map 7¢ : Vp, — F(Hyp \ G) from the space of smooth vectors in the rep-
resentation m, to the space of appropriate functions on H;, \ G given by
v — &(my(g)v). Similarly for an element n € Py(my, 7,), we have the map g, :
Vz, = F(Hz,\G). The integration procedure I,(H,,, Hyy) could be described
then as the map Z,(H, 5, Hay) : F(H1,\G) = F(Ha, \G) given by the integral
[Z,(Hyp, Hap)(0)](9) = [, ; o(hg)dh (we are leaving aside convergence issues).

W have then (3 o) 00,0, = | (Hf ¢<hg>dh)w<g>dg _
Hs y\Gy 2,p

Jstaaig= | as(g)(fw<hg>dh)dg=<¢,:fp<H2,p,H1,p><¢>,>H1,p\ap-

Hip\Gp Hip
Under certain conditions (which are satisfied for Whittaker/Hecke cases, we
consider in Sections 3 and 3.3) which in [SV] are called “local unfolding”, it is
shown by Y. Sakellaridis and A. Venkatesh [SV] that above adjoint maps are
also inverse of each other. In particular, this should imply our Lemma 3.4.5
at least for tempered representations.

3.4.6. Proof of Lemma 3.4.5. The proof follows from a direct computation in
the Kirillov model (see Appendix B). In fact, this computation is essentially
identical for all representations m, since it only involves the action of the Borel

subgroup of GL(2).

Non-archimedian fields. Let py,y, € P(Vr,, Ly,(Ny)) and let dn, = dx be
the standard measure on N, ~ k,. The measure dn, induces the isomorphism
Vi, + P(Vay, Ly, (Ny)) = Homp, (Vz,, Cy, ). The Whittaker functional W¥e =
Vi, (PN, w,) gives rise to the Kirillov model realization Y Ve, = K% (7,)
of m,. Let 6, = d*a, = day/|al, be the standard local measure on A, =~
k) and let evy : P(Vr,, Ly, (Ay)) — Homy, (V4,,Cy,) be the corresponding
isomorphism.

We first compute the image dfp of the Whittaker WY functional under the
integration with respect to A,. We have df = (evgp)_l(i(xp,wp, dn,)W¥) =
pr X; H(@)m,*(@)W¥4,. In the Kirillov model of m,, we have W¥»(f) = f(1)
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for f € K% (m,), and we have

B0 = [ G @ m@I@LL 6= [ 6 @@
P
Hence in the Kirillov model, the functional (evj )~ (i(xp, ¥y, dn,)W¥») is given
by the kernel df (z) = x; "' (x) on k).

We now compute the image under the second integration with respect to
Ny: (evznp)‘l(i(@bp,Xp,c?p)dfp) given by

(evin,) ™ (i(vp, X, 0)dE, ) (f) = : Wy (@)d, (my(n(@) f)dw =

(317 [ 4@) [ |6 @ sway .

P

The inner integral is absolutely convergent for Re(x, 1Y > 1, since functions
in the Kirillov model are compactly supported on k, and have a polynomial
behavior at 0.

We first compute the integral (3.17) for functions which are compactly sup-
ported on k. Consider f € S(k,) and assume that f(u+y) = f(y) for all
y and \u\p < q, N for some N > 0. The inner integral in this case is zero for
|z], > qév +1 Hence we can take the outer integral over a big enough compact
set By = {|z], < ¢}, N’ > N. Both integrals are absolutely convergent
over compact sets, and we can interchange their order. We now have

(€Viny) ™ (W05 Xp, 0p) ) (f) = /k X () [ ; Up((y — 1)a:)dx] fly)d*y .

p

The inner integral is zero, unless |y — 1], < qp_N/, and we have f(y) = f(1)
under such a restriction. By possibly increasing N’, we also can assume that
Xp(y) =1 for |y — 1, < qp‘N/. The integration with respect to measures dz
and d*y then give 1. Hence on the space S(k,), we have shown that

(evin,) ™ (1(vp, X, 0)d, ) (f) = f(1) = WP () .

This finishes the proof of the Lemma for compactly supported functions (and
finishes the proof for supercuspidal representations).

For induced representations, we also have to evaluate the integral (3.17) on
the space V(x1, x2) describing the Kirillov model (see Section B.1). We claim
that on the space V' (x1, x2) the integral (3.17) is also given by the evaluation
at the identity. Modulo compactly supported functions, functions spanning
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V(x1, x2) are supported in O, and are essentially multiplicative characters
near 0. Hence we consider the integral

(3.18) /kwp‘l(af) UO X () Up(zy) Xy (y)d y | d

for a fixed character x,. For Re(x, 1) > 1, the inner integral is absolutely
convergent and decays polynomially in |z[,. In fact, for Re(y, 1)(;) > 2, the
inner integral is bounded by |z|,* as |z|, — oo, and hence the outer integral is
absolutely convergent. Hence for Re(x, 1Y > 1, the functional defined by the
integral (3.17) extends to the space V(x1, x2), and defines a functional on the
whole space W¥»(,). On the other hand, the double integral (3.17) is clearly
(N, 1y)-equivariant. The space of such functionals is one-dimensional with a
basis consisting of the Whittaker functional W¥» we started with. Hence, for
for Re(x,"') > 1, the integral (3.17) coincides with the Whittaker functional
WY for induced representations as well.

We proved the statement (3.16) of the Lemma for Re(x,') > 1. Since
the family of maps i(xy, ¥y, dn,) is a meromorphic family of maps by [JL],
the identity (3.16) holds for all x,, and in fact provides the meromorphic
continuation of the family of maps (¢, xp, d*ay).

Change of measures on N, and A, gives rise to the scaling factor ¢(d*ay, dny).

Archimedian fields. We assume for simplicity that k, = R. The integral anal-
ogous to (3.17) now takes the form

(3.19) [ [ [ sty da.

where f is a smooth vector in the Kirillov space of a unitary irreducible rep-
resentation of PGLy(R). In particular, f is smooth, rapidly decreasing as
y — oo, has a polynomial asymptotic at 0 and f € L?*(R,,d*y). Hence, for
Re(s) < 0, the inner integral is absolutely convergent and defines a bounded
polynomially decreasing function as |z| — oo. This implies that the outer
integral is also absolutely convergent for Res(s) < 0. Hence (3.19) is given
by the repeated Fourier transform and we obtain FF(f|-|=*71)(1) = f(1)
for Re(s) < 0, i.e., the integral (3.19) gives the Whittaker functional in the
Kirillov model. By analytic continuation we obtain this relation for all s.

4. OPPOSITE WHITTAKER PERIODS

We denote by N* = {(1%)} and N~ = {(L;)} two standard unipotent
subgroups of GL(2). Our aim is to compare two period data coming from
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Whittaker functionals associated with (N*,¢) and (N—,4'), where ¢, :
Q\ A — C are two non-trivial additive characters.

4.1. Local map. Let m, be an irreducible representation of G, 9y, 1, : ky, — C
be two non-trivial additive characters. We denote by ¢ : N — C the
character given by ¢y (n*(x)) = ty(x) and by ¢, : N — C the charac-
ter given by ¢ (n™(z)) = ¢,(x). Consider the local Whittaker period space

By (my, Lw;) = HomN;(Vﬂp, Ly (N, ). Choose an invariant differential form

d- on N~ and let dn, = dn,(6”) be the corresponding invariant measure
on N~. We denote by evznp, ; P‘(pr,ng (N,)) = HomN;(pr,ng) the
induced isomorphism. We now construct a map
(4.1) i(@bp*,@bp_,dn;) P~ (Ve L) = PT(Va,, LT, ),

by by

given by the integration. Namely, for a vector v € V,, and a map Py, €
P (V. L;,), we consider the following (matrix coefficient) function given by
P

%;p,,v(";) = ev;n; (pwp, (mp(ny)v)) € C®(N,F) and take its image in LW (V)
under the integration/co-invariant map.
Proposition.

(1) The map
(4.2) (" ", dny) P‘(pr,LJp,) — P (Va,, L:;;) :

is well-defined.
(2) For unramified my, 1y, 1, and 6_, we have

(43) i(¢p+7 ¢p_7 dnp_)g()_ = )‘P(ﬂ-pv ¢p7 ¢p/> . g(—)l— )
where & are unramified and the constant Ao (T, Uy, 0y ) € C is given
by

(4.4) N (T, s Uy") = 1 — tr(Ad(o(mp))g, '

where o(m,) € SLy(C) denotes the Satake parameter of m, and Ad is
the adjoint representation of the dual group of G.

4.2. Global map. Let now m = ®,m, be an automorphic cuspidal represen-
tation of G, ¥ = ®p1b, and ¥’ = Q1" are two global non-trivial characters.
We also choose a non-zero invariant differential form 6~ on N~. In order to
construct the global map out of local maps i(¢, ", v, 7, dn, ), we need to glue
constants {A,}. The product [], A, is not absolutely convergent. However,
due to the unramified computation (4.4) one has the natural regularization
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procedure. This is based on the use of the adjoint L-function of 7. For an
unramified 7, let L(s, m,, Ad) be the local adjoint L-function and for a finite
set S of primes, including primes where 7 is ramified, let Lg(s, m, Ad) be the
partial adjoint L-function of 7.

Proposition. The Fuler product
(4.5) IT (2, Ad) i, v, dny)]

p unramified

s absolutely convergent.

On the basis of this proposition, we consider for a large enough set S, the
following absolutely convergent Euler product

(4.6) it g, 07) =
Ls(L,m, Ad) " [T ™ ¢ dny ) [ (L1 mp, Ad) - i(0p ™, 057, dny )]

pes pes
The resulting map clearly does not depend on a set S if it is large enough. We
also use the well-known fact that Lg(1, 7, Ad) # 0.

Theorem. The resulting map
(A7) i@te) =it e, 60)  Pr(Ve L) = PH(Va, L)
is well-defined and does not depend on the choice of the form §~.

4.3. Action on automorphic periods. The invariant. We now consider
the action of the map i()™,%~) on automorphic periods. According to the
Theorem 4.2, there exists a constant A(m,,1") € C such that

(4.8) W)WV = Am o, ) - W

We call it the period invariant associated to the map i(¢p™,4~). The constant
A7, 1, ") gives rise to a global invariant of m (and of characters 1, ') de-
pending only on its automorphic realization (or even only on the isomorphism
class of 7 if it appears with multiplicity one in the automorphic space, as is
the case for GL(2)).

The constant A(m, 1) measures to what extent the integration map (™, 17)
fails to be coherent (e.g., \(m,1,¢") = 1 if it is coherent, i.e., maps the auto-
morphic period to the automorphic perid, as was the case for maps considered
in Section 3). In Appendix A, we make a numerical evaluation of this invari-
ant for the Ramanujan holomorphic cusp form A of weight 12 and level 1. In
particular, we will see that A(A, e*™®) # 1, i.e., in that case the corresponding
map is not coherent. This leads to a new numerical invariant of the Ramanujan
function.
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4.3.1. Product formula. We claim that the invariant \(m,,v’) € C could be
computed via an absolutely convergent Euler product (i.e., it has local to global
representation). Let a € k* be the scalar such that ¢(x) = ¢/'(az). To write
the product formula for \(m,,v’), we use the element w, = (%) € G. We
know that w, maps the automorphic period W¥~ to the automorphic period
WY (Le., m (wa )WY = W¥"), and we also know how w, acts on local period
spaces.

Fix a local representation m, and local character 1y, ,". We have the iso-
morphism of co-invariants c(w) : Lw;.*(Ner ) Ly (N,) arising from the con-
jugation map wNTw~! — N~. We have the natural map:

(4.9) m(Wy " ) P (Vi L) = PH (Ve L)

given by action of the element w, i.e., [m(1p™, 1,7 )€] (v) = ¢(wa)(€(v)) for any
ve Vg, and £ € P~ (Vg L;,). Hence there exists a constant A, (my,1,) € C
P

such that

(410) i(¢p+7 ¢p_a dnp_)g = Ap(ﬂ-pa wm wp/) ' m(¢p+7 ¢p_>£ )

for any £ € P~ (V,,, L;,). It is easy to see that for unramified p, these coeffi-
P

cients coincide with those defined in (4.3).

Theorem. For a sufficiently large set S, the following relation holds
(4.11)

)‘(77-7 wv ¢/) = L5(17 T, Ad)_l H )‘P (va ¢P7 wp/) H [AP(T‘-P? wp? wpl) ’ L(17 Ty, Ad)]

pes pES
where Lg(1,m, Ad) is the (analytically continued) partial adjoint L-function.

Remarks. 1. Instead of using the element w, to obtain the product formula for
A(m, 1, 9'), it is possible to compare spaces P=(V,, Lii) of Whittaker periods
p

with the space of Hecke period (for some character) following the construction
from Section 3.1. This gives another factoring of A(m, ¢, ') into local factors.
Such a comparison will differ locally from the one we considered above (i.e.,
coming from the action of w,), and will lead to different local factors. However,
globally this will give the same result due to the functional equation for the
corresponding Hecke L-function of 7.

2. The procedure of regularization described in Proposition 4.2 is similar
to the one used to normalize the Tamagawa measure on the non-split torus
(for the split torus the corresponding L-function has a pole) and is widely
used in the theory of automorphic functions (e.g., see [Wa]). That the adjoint
L-function shows up in our example is surprising since it is typically appear
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as a comparison between automorphic invariant Hermitian norm and the one
coming from the Whittaker model which is absent in our example. We discuss
in Section 4.3.3 a possible geometric explanation for the appearance of the
adjoint L-function.

We have more examples of regularization of period maps similar to those
appearing in Proposition 4.2. We hope to return to this subject elsewhere.

3. Proposition 4.2 could be formulated without mentioning L-functions
explicitly, but using instead the language of maps between periods satisfy-
ing uniqueness property. The Rankin-Selberg method allows one to relate
the adjoint L-function to the integration map from the diagonal period on
X X X defining the invariant Hermitian form on 7 ® 7V to the Hermitian

form WY ® w’ coming from the Whittaker functional. Hence the statement
in Proposition 4.2 could be interpreted as the statement about ratio for certain
maps between appropriate periods. The advantage of such a reformulation is
that one does not need to know local components of 7 in order to construct
the regularization (4.6) (i.e., one can think of the local factor L(1, m,, Ad) as a
map between one-dimensional spaces of certain local period spaces).

4. As was pointed out by Y. Sakellaridis, the difference between examples
in Section 3 and the example form this section could be seen in the language
of [SV] as follows. Following the general setup from Section 1.3, we note that
a choice of an invariant Hermitian form on m, (and on the relevant Gelfand
data) gives rise to norm on the corresponding local period spaces Py(my, 0y)
and Py (m,, 7,) (at least for tempered representations). Once the local map
I, : Py(my,00) = Py(mp, 7p) is constructed, one can ask if it is unitary with
respect to these norms. It is easy to see that for the Hecke and converse to
Hecke cases, the map is unitary and for the case of opposite Whittaker periods
it is not unitary.

5. We can apply the construction of the global invariant (4.8) presented in
this section to an Eisenstein series representation FE(s) instead of a cuspidal
representation 7. An argument similar to the proof presented above shows
that the function A\(E(s),v,v’) is well-defined for s in the strip |Re(s)| < 3
(in particular, A(E(s),v,") is well-defined for the unitary Eisenstein series,
i.e., for s € iR). Hence we obtain the function \(E(s),v,’) depending on
the parameter s € C. We note however that, following the classical argument
of T. Estermann [E| (see also [K1], [K2]), one would expect that the Euler
product (4.11) [T, Ap(my, ¥y, 40,) with m, = 7, for all p, and unramified factors

Ao(7p, Up, 1) as in (4.4), has the natural boundary at Re(s) = +1.

4.3.2. Functions on the dual group. Let us explain why it is natural to ex-
pect that the regularizing L-weights should be given in terms of Langlands
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L-functions. We stress again that we do not expect that for any period data
as in Section 1.4 some regularizing L-weights exist.

Instead of dealing with the local period data as in Section 1.4, we will
work in this section with the equivalent setup consisting of a group & =
Gy X Hyp X Gy x Hs,, its subgroup $ = H;, x Hy, C ® under the natural
embedding and the representation I, = m,* ® x1, ® m, ® x5, of &. We
will assume for simplicity that & is a split reductive group (we note that
some of our examples do not fit this restriction, but one can easily modify
this setup). We have then Py (IL,, C) =~ Py(my, X1p)* @ Py(my, X2,). The local
procedure of Section 1.4 should provide us with the canonical element Z, €
P,(11,,C) corresponding to the canonical map I, : Pp(my, X19) — Pp(mp, X2p)
and resulting local unramified factors D,(Il,) as in 1.5.1. Our scheme calls
for a regularization of the Euler product [] g Dy(Ily) by the Langlands L-
functions. The main issue here is how to identify the correct local L-function.
Note that we do not assume that there is a natural parameter s € C present
in the problem and this complicates the matter. Sometimes there is such a
parameter (e.g., the parameter s of the character |- |* for a split tori) and in
that case one can avoid the discussion below of the extended dual group.

We view local Langlands L-functions as functions on the extended dual
group & = & x R%, where ® is the dual group of &. For a finite di-
mensional complex representation r : & — Endc(V,) and s € C, we con-
sider a function on & given by L(s,§ x t,r) = [det(1 —r(§))t~*)]"". For
an unramified representation II, of &,, the local L-factor is then given by
Ly(s,y,7) = L(s,o(Ily) x g,°,7), where o(Il,) € & is the Satake parameter
of II, and ¢, is the size of the residue field at p.

We denote by C(®) the space of complex valued regular central functions
on &. Functions L(s, § x t,r) form a basis of C(®).

Let us assume that local factors Dy(Il,) are defined for a rich family of un-
ramified representations Il (e.g., for all unramified tempered representations).
Under such an assumption, for each p, we can view D,(II,) as a function defined
on an open set X, C & of the dual group and resulting functions are central.
Hence we obtain a collection of central functions {D, },¢s each defined on the

corresponding sheet of the set ¥ = UpQS [Xp X gy] C &. Any regular central

function on & is uniquely determined by its values on the set 3.

In view of J. Bernstein rationality theorem (see [Be], [Ban]), it is natural to
expect that function D,(Il,) is a rational function in q, *, and such a function
is determined by its values for an infinite set of unramified p and a fixed s # 0.

For a given local factors D, (IL,) coming from an unramified computation in
the local step 1.4, it is easy to check if the factorization into local Langlands
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L-functions exists since a rational central function on G is uniquely determined
by its values on infinite number of sets ¥, x g, C & with p unramified. The
use of Langlands local factors is natural since functions L(s,§ x t,r) form a
basis for central functions.

The above discussion supports our expectation that Langlands L-functions
could provide regularization in our global step, at least in some cases. This
does not however explicitly describe the relevant L-factor. In Section 4.3.3
we will discuss an example where we can identify the regularizing factor by a
geometric construction.

4.3.3. Geometry of periods and the reqularizing factor. We present a geometric
observation of how one can see what L-factor appears naturally in the regular-
ization for two Whittaker periods discussed above. We hope to discuss more
examples elsewhere.

In the local step 1.4 we construct a canonical map I, : Py(my, x1) —
P, (mp, X2,p). In particular, we obtain the collection of unramified maps d, €
P, (7, X2,p) defined for unramified primes p. The local regularizing factor then
comes from this unramified computation. We note that in fact it is natural
to ask how this factor varies as we change the period data. Namely, pairs of
period data (G, m, Hy, x1) and (G, 7, Hs, x2) naturally form a “moduli” space
(or a stack).

For the Hecke case from Section 3, we have a pair of a tori and a unipotent
subgroup in the same Borel subgroup (and their corresponding characters). It
is easy to see that this moduli space consists of a point and the regularizing
factor will not change as we vary the tori in an unramified fashion (and change
accordingly the character), i.e., conjugate the tori by an element in N, N K,.
On the other hand, in Section 4 we consider two Whittaker functionals for
unipotent subgroups which are not in the same Borel (in the example we choose
them to be conjugated by the Weyl element w,). In this case the moduli space
is non-trivial. If we fix one such a functional, the second one is given up to a
conjugation by an element g € N, \ G,. To consider an unramified data, we
should conjugate by an element g € (N, N K,) \ K,. This correspond to the
compact part of the moduli space (i.e., its points over Z,). It turns out that
unlike in the Hecke case, here the result of an unramified computation depends
on the conjugating element g (i.e., it depends on the relative position of two
unramified Whittaker functionals). We can average the resulting factor d, over
the compact part of the moduli space, i.e., over (N, N K,) \ K. As in Lemma
4.15, d, is given by the Bessel function at the point g € G, depending on
two Whittaker functionals. The Bessel function at g represents essentially the
(regularized) value of the pairing (m,(g)W¥, W¥). Hence, the averaged over
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g € (NyNK,)\ K, value is given by the absolute value squared of a Whittaker
functional evaluated at the standard unramified vector. This gives the factor
L(1,m,, Ad) according to the well known computation (see, e.g. [J2]) which is
exactly the regularizing L-factor from Theorem 4.3.1 and might be the reason
we see the adjoint L-function in (4.11).

4.4. Proofs. Proofs below are based on repeated use of regularization of Whit-
taker functional as formulated in Section 3.4.1.

4.4.1. Local maps. Functions v,- , defined in Section 4.1 are not compactly
vp’

supported on Np+ and corresponding integrals should be understood in the
regularized sense as in Section 3.4.1 .

Denote by §, = w;é_ the form on N and let dn, be the corresponding in-
variant measure on N,". We denote by evzn; : PV, Lﬁp) — Homyyy (Vr,, Cy,)
the induced isomorphism. Hence we obtain the map

(4.12) iy dny  dn) HomN;(Vﬂp, Cyy) — HomN;(Vﬂp, Cy,) -

given by (v, T, 1, dny ,dn}) = ev* (i(1,", 1", dn,)) which has the follow-

dn;r
ing integral representation

@13 [y g o] ) = [, i

The integral (4.13) does not converge absolutely, and should be regularized.
For a non-archimedian field k,, we will understand under the integral (4.13)
the limit

(4.14) llggo 5 Yy (n;)yp;_p’v(nﬂdwr ’
where B; = {n(z), |z|, < ¢\} € N,". We will show that for any given smooth
vector v € V., the integral (4.14) stabilizes as [ — oo.

For k, = R, we will use the asymptotic expansion of the Bessel function
of T in order to regularize integral (4.13) by means of analytic continuation
(this procedure could be interpreted as the analytic continuation of the integral
(4.13) in the space of parameters of representations of GLy(R)).

4.4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.1. The proof of the proposition is based on the
same idea as the proof of Lemma 3.16, i.e., we compute the local map in terms
of the Bessel function.
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Lemma. The following relation holds
(415) i(wp—i_a 'pr_, dnp_)g = jﬂpﬂl}p (a) ’ m(wp+> wp_)f 5
for any & € P~(Vy,, L;p,). Here jr,y, 15 the Bessel function of the represen-

tation m, (see Appendiz B) and m(1, ", 1,7 ) is given by the action of w as in
(4.9).

The lemma clearly implies that the local map is well-defined. From the
lemma we see that A\y(my, Uy, ") = Jmy . (@)

Proof of the lemma.

4.4.3. Non-archimedian field. We fix an additive character 1, and choose a
non-zero (N,",v,)-Whittaker functional Wf’“ on m,. Let K% (m,) be the cor-
responding (NPJr , ¥y )-Kirillov model of m,. In the Kirillov model, the original
Whittaker functional is then given by the delta function d; at 1 € k.. Let
Jmeay D€ the 1),-Bessel function of m,. We have

(v )] (0) = () (0) = By o)
(4.16) = o [ (et

p

Hence the functional 6_ = m(¢, ", 1,7 )d1 is given by the kernel jr, 4, (at) in
the (N, 1)-Kirillov model. We now compute

[i(ep " )0 ] (v) = - Vp(2)0- (mp (n (2))0) da

(4.17) = : Uy () [/k Uy () jr, (at)v(t)d*t | da .

For v € S(k)), this immediately implies that (107 )0- = jr,(a)dy as in
the proof of Lemma 3.4.5. For a non-archimedian field, this finishes the proof
for the space of compactly supported functions.

For induced representations over a non-archimedian field, we note that the

inner integral in (4.17) is absolutely convergent. This follows from the bound
(B.3) [jr, (t)] < Cr,ltly /4 (we assume that the central character is trivial),
and the fact that functions in V(x1, x2) C K¥*(m,(x1, x2)) satisfy the bound
lf(H)] < \t|;/2 log |t|, (both bounds hold for small enough |¢|,). Hence we can
interchange the order of integration in (4.17) if we understand under the outer
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integral the limit limy_, f For every N > 1, we consider the

||p<p™
absolutely convergent double integral

/| < Jix Vo ()0 (2t) i, (at)v () d "t .

Integrating now over x first, we see that for any given smooth function v, the
integral stabilizes as N — oo. Hence the functional i(¢,", 1,7 )d_ extends
to the space K¥»(m,) for induced representations as well. The uniqueness of
the Whittaker functional implies again that the resulting functional is d;, and
hence we proved that for any unitary infinite-dimensional representation m, of
G over a non-archimedian field, the following relation holds:

(418) i(wp+7 ¢p_) © m(lﬁp_v 7pp—i—)(sl = i(¢p+7 ¢p_>5— = jﬂ'p (a)(Sl .

4.4.4. Archimedian field. We now prove the same statement over reals. As
before we have d_ = m(wg)01 = Jr 4. (a-), and we consider the integral

[i(0, 6 / Pool2)5_ (oo (4 (2))0)dx =
(4.19) /R Do) l [ el (at)o ()"t

For Schwartz functions v € S(R*), the integral is absolutely convergent and
rapidly decaying in [t| — oco. Hence we can split the outer integral into a
compact part [t| < N and the rest: |t/ > N. The non-compact part tends to 0
as N — 00, and in the compact part we can change the order of integration.
As a result, we arrive at [i(1, ¥3)0-] (V) = Jrowe (@)d1(v) as in the non-
archimedian case. We need to show that i(¢%, 1 )0_ extends to a functional
on K¥=(my). The inner integral in (4.19) is absolutely convergent for all v €
K¥= (1) as follows from asymptotic of Whittaker functions of smooth vectors
and from asymptotic of Bessel functions (e.g., asymptotic (B.5) for the J-Bessel
function). Using these asymptotic, we see that the inner integral also has
polynomial asymptotic expansion of the type S°M a;|t|*" 4 O([t|ReM—M-1)
as |t| — oo where A € C is the parameter of the representation 7.,. Such an
integral could be regularized by the analytic continuation method (see [G1]).
Hence we extended the functional to the whole space K¥>= (7, ), and from the
uniqueness of Whittaker functional it follows that i(¢%, ¥ )0- = jrp (@)1

O

Remark. One can use the asymptotic expansion for the Bessel function ob-
tained in [JY], Proposition 2.3, to give a proof for the Lemma for a non-
archimedian field arguing as in the case of reals.
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4.4.5. Proof of (4.3). This is a simple computation following [S]|, [BM1]. The
Bessel function of an induced representation (1, X2) is given by

(4.20) jrp(1) = lim X1 xe () (@ — x| Mdt

N=00 Jp-N< e, <pN

The integral stabilizes as N — oo, and for unramified %, and y;, in fact,
stabilizes at N = 1. We have j. (1) = fp,1<‘t|p<p X1 X2 () (@ — a7 h)|t|dt =

Sipymr TtXT Xa(@) fiy o p (= DIt xT e (@) [y 2, Yo (@)t dE
We obtain correspondingly

(4.21) T (D) = 1= ¢, = X7 xe(@)g, ' — xixz H(@)g, -

4.4.6. Proof of Proposition 4.2. Let m, ~ m,(x1, x2) be an unramified repre-
sentation. Denote by o = X1 'x2(w). We have

L(L,my, Ad) =1/(1 — ¢, )(1 — o7g, (1 — ;% ") -

Using (4.4) we write A\ (7y, ¥p) = 1 — gy ' —ofq, ' — ay%q, "t = L(1,m, Ad) ™! —
rp(ayp, gp), where 7y(ap, qp) = ¢, > + 0pq, * + o, %q, > — g, °. From this we deduce

that
(422) )‘P (WP)L(L Ury Ad) = (L(la Ury Ad)_l - TP(aW qp))L(la Ury Ad) =
1 —rp(ap, gp) L(L, mp, Ad) = 1 — Qp(ovp, ) -

2 -2 -1
Note that the term Qu(ay,qy) = ¢;° (1—qg1(;aij,%_z;1)(fiai?qul)
be bounded by ¢, 2+e according to the Ramanujan-Peterson conjecture, and
hence this leads to an absolutely convergent Euler product. Namely, accord-
ing to any nonl—trivial bound towards Ramanujan, there exists o > 0 such
that |ay| < ¢f °. Hence |Qy(ap, ¢p)] < ¢, '~ for some ¢’ > 0. This
implies that [A,(my)L(1, 7, Ad)] < 1 — g, 1=¢" and hence the Euler product
[ 1, Ap(m) L(1, 7y, Ad) is absolutely convergent.

is expected to

APPENDIX A. COMPUTATION FOR THE RAMANUJAN CUSP FORM

A.1. Numerical evaluation. Let A(z) =) ., 7(n)¢" be the classical cusp
form, studied by Ramanujan in [Ra], with 7(n) the Ramanujan tau function.
The holomorphic cusp form A has weight 12 and level 1. In the adelic lan-
guage, A corresponds to a cuspidal automorphic representation ma = ®p<oom
of GL(2) over Q with trivial central character. The corresponding local compo-
nents are unramified for all finite primes p, and 7, is isomorphic to the discrete
series representation of GLy(R) with the lowest weight vector of weight 12 (in
[BM1] such a representation is denoted by 7¢ ; see Appendix B.2 below). The
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Satake parameters (o, a, ') of a local representation m, at p < oo are given

by o + ot = 7(p)p~ = (since the Ramanujan conjecture is known for A, we
have |ay, + ;' < 2). Below we attempt to calculate the constant A(7a, 1) for
the additive character ¥(z) = e*™@ of Q \ Ag. We have

Ap(Tp, ) =1 — pt— af,p_l — a;zp_l =1-(1+ af, + af)p_l
=1-((p+a, ) =Dp =1 (*(p)p~" = Lp =1 -7(p")p™ .
We also have
L(1, 1 Ad) = 1/(1 = ) (1 — a2p (1 — ;%)) =

p

(1—p?t— Oéf,p_l _ a;2p_1 + ozf,p_z +a;2p_2 tp2op ¥ l=

(I=(@p " =p  + (P —Dp 2 —p ).

We now consider a finite product over first N primes

(Al) S‘{V(T‘-Aﬂb) = H A(Wpiva)L(lvﬂpmAd)

i<N

for N > 1, and My (ma,¥) = My(7a,4)/L(1, 7, Ad). We have L(1,7, Ad) =
0.63179294573 ... (see [Za] and Rubinstein’s Sage L-functions Calculator). We
computed a numerical approximation Ay (7, %) = 1.49154 . . ., and the archi-
median counterpart A>(mg, 1) given by the value of the classical Bessel func-
tion jr,p. (1) = 2w J11(47) = 1.8305... (see (B.4)).

Hence we obtain the following numerical approximation for (A, e*™®) =
4.32 ... . In particular, one can see that it is different from 1 (since it is easy
to estimate the absolutely convergent remainder).

A.2. An infinite product. We do not understand the nature of the constant
A(m, ). According to the local unramified computation (see (4.4)), the local
constant A\, (7, 1,) and the Euler polynomial L(1, m,, Ad) have the same linear
part. This allowed us to prove Proposition 4.2 by approximating A,(m,, 1)
with L(1, 7, Ad)~!. We can iterate this process.

We consider the polynomial l(a,z) = 1 — (a + 1+ a ')z in z (so that

Ap(mp(ap, ")) = 1(2, g5 ")) Let us introduce a family of polynomials

l

(A.2) m(a,z) = H(l —a'z), 1>0

i=—1
(e.g., pola,z) =1 -z, pla,z) = (1 —a'z)(1 — a 'a)p_1(a,z)). In particular,
we have L(s, my(ap, oy "), Sym®™) = pi(, ¢y *)~" for the symmetric power L-
function. From an easy inductive argument, it follows that there are integer
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coefficients my; € Z, k, | € Z, such that

(A?)) l(a,x) :pl(a,l’)H f[pl(avxk)mkl]

as a formal power series identity in Z[a + a™1][[x]].

We now introduce the constant A (m,%) = [] Ap(mp,%p). Assuming coef-
p<oo

ficients my; do not grow too fast (although they do grow exponentially), the

formula (A.3) suggests the following representation (at least in the unramified

case):

o [k—1
(A.4) N (x,0) = L(1,7, Sym”) [ | [H L(k,m, Symzl)_m“]

k=2 Li1=0
We note that all L-functions appearing in the infinite product are in the region
of the absolute convergence (assuming the Ramanujan conjecture).

The sequence my,; could be interpreted as a virtual representation of SL(2, C) x
G,,. Even some basic properties of the sequence my; are not clear to us. In
particular, we do not know if these coefficients are non-negative (i.e., is it true
that my; > 0; this would mean that the corresponding virtual representation
is a genuine representation). Also we would like to have an estimate for the
growth rate of my; in order to justify convergence of the infinite product (A.4).

Here we list the first few coefficients my; (kindly computed by S. D. Miller):

kK\N\lt| 0O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1
1
1 1
2 1 1
3 3 2 1

7 6 5 2 1

13 15 12 7 3 1

9 31 33 31 18 10 3 1

25 67 8 74 52 29 12 4 1

55 163 198 192 137 85 39 16 4 1
144 383 500 483 375 240 127 55 19 5 1

T2 00 N0o s W -
UL = =

APPENDIX B. KIRILLOV MODEL

Here we collect various facts about the Kirillov model for representations of
GL(2) (for more detail, see [JL], [Be], [Bal, [BS], [BM1], [BM2], [J]).

B.1. Non-archimedian Kirillov model. Let 7, be an irreducible infinite
dimensional unitary representation of GL(2) over a local field k,. We fix a
non-trivial character v, of N,, and choose a non-zero Whittaker functional
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WY on m,. Such a functional gives rise to the Kirillov model for m,. Let
ST (k) be the space of smooth (locally constant for p < co) functions on £, of
rapid decay at infinity (relative to the completion &, C &, at 0). Consider the
map KV Vo, — S*(k) given by (177 (0)) (a) = Wi(my(@)), a = (*1),
a € k', for any vector v € V; in the space of smooth vectors in m,. The image
IC¥» (1) of this map is called the (smooth) Kirillov model of m,.

We now describe the structure of K¥» (m,) where k, is a non-archimedian local
field. Let S(k,°) be the space of Schwartz functions on k,* (i.e., locally constant
functions of compact support on kpx) For a supercuspidal representation m,
we have K (m,) = S(k)). For induced representations m,(x1, x2), the space
KC¥»(m,) is a linear span of S(k)) and of a finite-dimensional space V(x1, x2)

with dim V' (x1, x2) = 1 or 2. One can take as a basis of V(x1, x2) functions on
k)X with the support in O, N k. More precisely, for an irreducible m,(x1, x2),

1
V(x1, x2) = C-span(f1, f2) with f; = x;(a)|als xo, and xe, which is the char-
acteristic function of Oy, for m,(x1, x2) With x1 = X2, V(x1, x2) = C-span(f;)

l .
with fi = x1(a)|alg xo,, and for for m,(x1, x2) with x1 = x2|-|p, V(x1, x2) = C-

1 1
span(f1, f2) with fi = x1(a)|ali xo, and f> = x2(a)lalg loglal,xo,

The action of GL(2, k,) on K¥»(7,) can be described as follows. The action
of the Borel subgroup does not depend on the representation (however, the

space of smooth vectors does!), but only on its central character, and is given
by

(B.1) m(£)f (a

where a € k%, t = (*,), z=(*.) and f € K¥(m,). Hence the Whittaker
functional WY we started with is given by the evaluation at a = 1 (i.e., is
given by the delta function §;(f) = f(1)).

The action of w defines the action of G (via the Bruhat decomposition), and
it is known that m,(w) is given by the integral transform

(B2) mw)f() = [ w0t 100
kg’
where the kernel jr, = jn, 4, is called the Bessel function of the representation

7. The function jr, is a smooth function (i.e., a locally constant for non-
archimedian k, and smooth for k, archimedian). We will need a non-trivial



PERIODS AND INVARIANTS 41

bound on jr, near 0. We have
(B.3) o (@] < Crylwm, (@) 72 fafy

for |al, < 1. This is proved in [Bal, Corollary 4.2 (see also [JY] for the crucial
computation of the germ of the corresponding orbital integral).

B.2. Kirillov model for GLy(R). We recall here the structure of the Kir-
illov model for unitary representations of GLs(R). The results we quote are
discussed at length (and proved) in [BM2] from where we borrow notations as
well. We will cover only representations with the trivial central character.

Let n € {0,1} and s € C, Re(s) > 0. Let II,; be the (induced) rep-
resentation of GG in the space of smooth functions f : G — C satisfying
f(n(z)az(b)h) = sign”(a)|a|'/***f(h). For s # d — 5 where d is a positive
integer, the representation II, , is irreducible and we denote it by 7, ;. In that
case, it is a unitarazable representation for Re(s) = 0 (the principal series
representations) and for real s satisfying 0 < s < 1/2 (the complementary
series representations). For s = d — % with d € N, the representation II,
has the unique irreducible subspace which we denote by m; (suppressing 71
since my 412 =~ mo.4—1/2)-The quotient space Wy = anydfl/z/VWMH/2 is finite-
dimensional of dimension 2d — 1 (e.g., W; =~ C). The lowest weight vector
in the representation 7, has the weight 2d. (Note that in notations of [BM2],
Theorem 2.5.3, we have k = 2d.)

Let ¢ (x) = €™, The Bessel function jy, 4. for representation of discrete
series mq, d € N, is given by

(B.4) rasine (@) = (=1)2al Joga (47]a]2)
for a > 0 and jr, 4. (@) = 0 for a < 0. Here J, is the classical J-Bessel function
(see [Mal).

For a principal series representation -, ir € iR, we have
. 1. 1 1
Tror e (€) = = ||Z sin(mir) ™ (Joip (47| 2|2) — Jogir (47|2[2))

for x > 0, and jr, ;. oo (7) = —7|z|2 sin(mir) " Ly (47 |2|2) — oy (47|z|2)) for
x < 0. Analogous formulas are known for representations of complimentary
series (e.g., see [BM2]).

We note that for the classical Bessel function one has a well-developed as-
ymptotic expansion (see [Mal]). In particular, the classical J-Bessel function
satisfies for 0 < z < 1,

(B3) =2 5 r((n;i)n; +1) G)Ma +O(T)

m=0
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and Jo(z) ~ /2 cos(z— % — ) for |z| — oo and Im(z) bounded. As a

4

result, we have a similar asymptotic expansion at 0 and oo for Bessel functions
of all representations.

[Ban]
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