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We provide the first steps towards a new relative trace formula proof of the celebrated formula of
Waldspurger relating the square of a toric period integral on PGL, to the central value of an L-function.
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Introduction

In this paper we present the first steps towards a new and independent proof of Waldspurger’s remarkable
formula for toric periods of automorphic forms on PGL,. This formula, which involves the period integral
of a cusp form ¢ € o on the group PGL, — or an inner form — over a number field F' along a nonsplit
torus T C PGLj, can be loosely written as

|Z2(@)? = ($)L (3. 7).

Here, A is the ring of adeles over F, w = y ® o is an automorphic cuspidal representation of
T(A) x PGL,(A), L(%, n) is the central critical value of the Rankin—Selberg L-function attached
to 1 = y ® g, and the period integral £, (¢) is defined as

() = / 1Oty di = / (1) d1.
T(F)\T(A) T(F)\T(A)
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where we write ¢ = y ® ¢ € . For the purpose of this introduction, we will be vague about the nature of
the quantity (*), except to say that it can be made explicit and contains both local and global information
about the automorphic cuspidal representation 7 and the vector ¢.

This result has a storied past. The formula in question was first shown by Waldspurger [1985] using
methods of the theta correspondence. Since then, there have been many other proofs given. Most notably,
Jacquet [1986; 1987] provided an ambitious alternate approach to this theorem; see also [Jacquet and
Chen 2001]. The method relies on writing down and comparing two relative trace formulas, foregoing the
constructive methods of the theta correspondence and instead deducing the result from a spectral identity.
The technique is appealingly general. Indeed, by adapting these constructions, Jacquet and Rallis later
offered a possible avenue of attack on a high-rank relative of Waldspurger’s formula: the Gan—Gross—
Prasad (GGP) conjecture for unitary groups. This has been wildly successful. See [Jacquet and Rallis
2011; Yun 2011; Zhang 2014a; 2014b; Chaudouard and Zydor 2016; Xue 2017a; Beuzart-Plessis 2016].

Given the large number of distinct proofs of Waldspurger’s formula, it is reasonable to wonder whether
there is any benefit to seeing another. We believe there is, for the following reason. The main appeal of
our approach, over others, is that it is tuned to the interpretation of Waldspurger’s formula as the n = 2
case of a more general period relation: the Gross—Prasad conjecture for SO, x SO, 41. Unlike its cousin,
the GGP conjecture for unitary groups, orthogonal Gross—Prasad has so far resisted analysis through
trace formula techniques. And, although discussion in this paper remains restricted to Waldspurger’s
(known) case of T x PGL; = SO, x SO3, we hope that our work — a new relative trace formula proof of
Waldspurger’s formula— can be expanded to offer an approach to the high-rank problem. We hope to
directly address this generalization in future work.

For now, though, let us come back to earth and describe the trace formulas and comparison we have
in mind. We change notation slightly, and think of the group T x PGL, (or an inner form T x PB*) via
exceptional isomorphism instead as SO, x SO3. That is, we fix a nondegenerate quadratic space V' of
dimension 3 together with an orthogonal decomposition V = W 4 Fe, with e is a nonisotropic vector, and
consider the group SO x SOy. Our first relative trace formula distribution J takes as input a function f
on (SO x SOy )(A). It is designed to encode the period integral &2 as part of its spectral expansion; it
also has a geometric expansion in terms of orbital integrals, and together we write (loosely)

D IR () =T =) Iy ().
b4 Y

In the above, J (f') is the global spherical character, a distribution that encodes the period integral &,
(the left-hand side of Waldspurger’s formula), while J,, (/) is the orbital integral, which is defined for
(regular semisimple) y by

nh= | O an,

where

Flx) = / F((h (1. x)) dh.
SOw (A)
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We also construct a second, more interesting trace formula /. This distribution lives on GL, x GL,, and
takes as input a test function /" on (GL; x GL;)(A), a Schwartz function ® € S(A), and a “doubly even”
Schwartz function W € ST (Ag), where E = F[+/dy] is the discriminant algebra of W (equivalently, the
splitting field for the torus 7°). It is designed to admit a spectral expansion into a sum of distributions /g,
which themselves encode the L-function side of Waldspurger’s formula (roughly, /17 computes L(% H),
but only for those IT on GL; x GL, which are functorial lifts from SO, x SO3). I also possesses a
geometric expansion, and in total we write

Y In(f eV =I1(f' 00 ¥) =Y sV, (f' @02’ V).
I1 y’

There is something quite odd happening here. At first glance, the distribution /( /' ® ® ® W) seems to
have no chance of admitting a geometric expansion in the usual sense of the relative trace formula, where
orbits of a group action appear through a double coset computation. However I( f’/ ® ® ® W) amazingly
still unfolds into a sum of factorizable integrals, with sum indexed over some formal objects y’. These
y’ appear through a condition on Fourier coefficients. To that end, although there is some temptation
to call these objects “global orbits” —as a sum over these y’ makes up the “geometric side” of our
trace formula— we instead elect to call them global tones and their associated factorizable integrals
I, (f' ® ® ® W) tonal integrals. We identify a Zariski open set of tones, called the regular semisimple
locus. For such a regular semisimple tone y = («; 8, {) the tonal integral is defined as

L(f @d®W) = / / f’(g—la(a)h,g—lw(a(é)g)m”@@) dh dg.
GL>(A) JGLY (a) o

We postpone a precise discussion of the terms appearing above to the body of this paper.

If we vary the quadratic spaces (W, V) over all pairs V = W @ Fe with the same fixed discriminants
dw and dy, then there is a bijection between regular semisimple orbits y, which appear in the geometric
expansion of J, and regular semisimple tones y’, which appear in the geometric expansion of /. This
bijection has a remarkable property.

Theorem 0.1. Given a Schwartz function f = (fiw,v)) € @(W,V) S((SOw x SOy )(A)), there exists a
finite sum ) _; fl./ ® ®; ® V; so that, for all y <> y' corresponding global regular semisimple orbits and
tones,

L) =) (/i@ W)

Conversely, given ) ; [ ® ®; ® V;, there exists [ = (fw,v)) satisfying the above equality for all
yov

Although we have stated this result in global language, this is really a theorem about the relationship
between the local versions of J, and I,/. See Theorem 3.4, which resolves the problem of “smooth

transfer”, as well as Theorems 3.7 and 3.15, which provide the “fundamental lemma” in the cases when
E/F is unramified or split respectively.
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It is worth noting that these results, which are the main content of the paper, still fall quite short of
reproving Waldspurger’s theorem. The main obstacle is the regularization of the trace formula /. In the
sequel [Krishna > 2019] we complete this global analysis and, as a consequence, rederive Waldspurger’s
result.

Outline of the paper. The body of this paper runs in reverse order to our discussion above. Namely, we
first describe the local results of smooth transfer and the fundamental lemma in Part I, and only then
describe the trace formulas motivating these results in Part II. Our discussion in Part II is entirely formal,
and should more or less be viewed only as motivation for the work we do in Part I. The analysis of
[Krishna > 2019] entirely supersedes this part; still, as the regularization of the trace formula is quite
foreboding, we believe it worthwhile to include this simple, albeit naive, discussion.

In Section 1 we first parametrize the orbits of SO3 /™ SO, and describe the space of orbital integrals €2,
viewed as functions on this quotient, completely explicitly. Then, in Section 2 we define Q’, the space of
tonal integrals, and identify it as a space of functions on the set of tones. As a consequence, we derive
our result on smooth transfer, which we state carefully in Section 3 as Theorem 3.4. The remainder of
Section 3 in concerned with the fundamental lemma. This is stated and proved separately in these cases
of E/F unramified or E/F split as Theorems 3.7 and 3.15.

In Section 4, we construct the relative trace formula J in its naive form. Our presentation is a little
different from what one may consider the obvious approach, as we make some effort to incorporate the
outer automorphism of O, into the trace formula. This is, in some sense, unnecessary, but appears to be the
correct philosophical setup in light of the necessary corrections to the Ichino—lkeda conjecture (the analogue
of Waldspurger’s formula in the high-rank Gross—Prasad case); see [Xue 2017b]. Finally, in Section 5 we
set up the (naive form of the) trace formula / and decompose it into a sum of tonal integrals. As ingredients,
we briefly review some of the theory of Rankin—Selberg convolution on GL; x GL, as well as the theory
behind the integral representation of the symmetric square L-function for representations of GL,.

It may be helpful for the reader to violate convention and read Part II of the paper before tackling the
computations in Part I. The two parts are largely independent, and can be read in any order.

Notation. Throughout this paper, we adopt the following notation:

e F will denote either a number field or a local field of characteristic 0. In the local setting, ¢ will denote
the ring of integers of F. In the global setting, A will denote its ring of adeles.

e E/F will be a quadratic extension. When F is a number field, we ask that £ be a field. When F is
local, we allow E to be split. When E/F is local, we write 0 for the integers of E, while when E/F
is global, we write Ag for the adeles of E.

e Capitalized roman letters (e.g., G, GL,, GSpin},) denote the appropriate algebraic groups over /. When
there is no real risk of confusion, and particularly when we are working in case of F' a local field, we will
follow the typical abuse of notation and write G for both the algebraic group and its F-points G(F').
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e We define, given our quadratic extension E/ F, the algebraic group U(1) to be
U(l) ={g €Resg/r GL1:8g =1},

where ~ is the nontrivial element of Gal(E£/F) and Res denotes Weil restriction.

e When F is a local field, we will frequently talk about the space of Schwartz functions on the F points
G(F) of an algebraic group G. We denote this space by S(G(F)). It is defined as follows:

- If F is non-Archimedean, S(G(F)) = CZ°(G(F)) is the space of locally constant and compactly
supported C-valued functions.

- If F is R or C, then we set

S(G(F)) :={f € C*®(G(F)) :|Df| is bounded for all polynomial differential operators D}.
e We use the notation

. . z 0Y . x I x\ .
rmzan=| ()] o (1) el
A= Y. erp . BoNA, P=)(¢Y)acF . xeF
0 an 01

for subgroups of GL, and similarly use the shorthand

2(z) = (g (Z)) alt) = ((’) (1)) d(a) = (g agl)’ n(x) = ((1) )1“)

for elements of these subgroups. We will also occasionally refer to A as Tgy,, throughout.

¢ In the global setting of F' a number field, we will use [-] to denote the automorphic quotient. So, for
instance, we write

[GL2] := GL2(F)\ GL2(A).

In various situations, we include, as is typical, the letter P to indicate that we additionally mod out by the
adelic points of the center. Thus, for instance,

[PGLz] = Z(A) GLz(F)\ GLz(A) = PGL2 (F)\ PGLz(A).

We hope this does not cause confusion, as it conflicts slightly with our notation P for the mirabolic of GL5.

(01 o 01
“\1o0o)° """ \-10

to denote fixed representatives of the nontrivial Weyl-group element for GL, and for SL; respectively.

e Finally, we use
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Part I. Local theory

In this part, we study the local integrals appearing on the “geometric” sides of the trace formulas of
Part II. These results are used crucially to establish the trace formula comparison and the resulting spectral
identities that form the backbone of our proof.

1. Orbits and orbital integrals for SO, x SO3

1A. Preliminaries on quadratic spaces. Let us review some easy facts on quadratic spaces of dimen-
sions 2 and 3. For this subsection we let F' denote an arbitrary field of characteristic not 2. Throughout
this subsection, and indeed this paper, we will use W to denote a nondegenerate quadratic space of
dimension 2 over F and V to denote one of dimension 3. If there is an embedding W < V' then we say
that the pair (W, V') is relevant. Given any nondegenerate quadratic space U = (U, Q) of dimension #,
we call
nn—1)
dy = (=1) 2 det(Qu).

or its class in F*/(F*)?2, the discriminant of U. Given such a U, we say a space U’ is a pure inner form
of U if

dimU =dimU’ =n

and
dU = dU/

in FX/(F*)2.
Remark 1.1. Note that our language of relevant pairs is consistent with the terminology laid out in
Section 2 of [Gan et al. 2012]; in their language, given (W, V) with decomposition V = W @& W, a pair
(W', V') is a relevant pure inner form of (W, V)if V=W @ WL, d(W)=d(W’')andd(V) =d(V"),
and W+ = W'k This last condition is immediate when W is codimension 1 in V.

We begin with an elementary observation.
Lemma 1.2. Quadratic spaces of dimensions 2 and 3 admit the following explicit descriptions:

(1) Every nondegenerate quadratic space W of dimension 2 is of the form
(W, Qw) = (E.eN),
where E | F is a quadratic étale algebra over F defined by E = F[t]/(t*> —dw) and e € F*/N E*.
(2) Every nondegenerate quadratic space V of dimension 3 is of the form
(V,Qy) = (B"°,—d N),

where B/ F is a (possibly split) quaternion algebra over F, BT™=° C B is the subspace of elements
with reduced trace 0, N denotes the reduced norm N : B — F, and d is an element of F* /(F*)?
with d = dy.
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Given a pair (dy,.dy,) € (F*/(F *)2)2 there is a unique relevant pair of quadratic spaces (Wy, Vp) of
dimensions 2 and 3 and with discriminants dw, = dy,, dy, = dy, so that Vg is split, i.e., has an isotropic
vector. We call this the quasisplit relevant pair associated to (dy;,, dy,). Explicitly, we may take a model
of these spaces to be

dy
(W()v QWO) = E’_do N
w
and
Vo =Wo @ Fe,

where E = F[t]/(t? — dy,) and Qy(e) = d{’,/df,’V.l It is easy to see that (W, Vo) as defined above are
quasisplit; if we denote by ¢ the above identification of Wy with E and write s = ¢(1), then u := s + e is
visibly an isotropic vector of Vp.

Lemma 1.2 can be thought of as a restatement of the exceptional isomorphism SOy, = PGL,. For
later computation, it is useful to put coordinates on this group. To do so we exploit this isomorphism,
first restating it as an observation about Clifford algebras.

1A1. Clifford algebras and GSpin. Recall that for any quadratic space U = (U, Q ), the Clifford algebra
is defined by
CU)=TU/Ig,,

where T'U denotes the tensor algebra of U and /g, is the ideal generated by all elements of the form
u®@u— Q(u). This is a Z/2 graded algebra; i.e.,

CU)=Co(U)® C1(U),

with even part denoted by Co(U). The Clifford algebra defines a G, extension GSping; of SOy when U
is nondegenerate by
GSping = {g € Co(U)* : gug™! e U forallu e U},

which comes equipped with a map p : GSpiny; — SOy defined by p(g).u = gug™'. We write
1 — Gm — GSping -2 SOy — 1.

By Hilbert’s Theorem 90, this map is surjective on F-points; i.e., p : GSping (F) = SOy (F).

When we restrict this construction to the simple case above, where U = W,V is either 2- or 3-
dimensional, then Lemma 1.2 implies that the Clifford algebra construction unravels into a familiar
picture.

Lemma 1.3. Let W and V be nondegenerate quadratic spaces of dimensions 2 and 3 respectively,
satisfying V. = W @ Fe for a nonisotropic vector e. Then:

1Erom here on, we fix two discriminants dy, and dy; and consider only relevant quadratic spaces W < V associated to this
pair; we also slightly simplify notation, writing dy for dy, and dy for dy,.



584 Rahul Krishna
(1) Co(W) = E, where E = F[t]/(t> — dw). Moreover,
GSpiny = Co(W)™* = Resg/r Gm

is a torus.

(2) Co(V) = B, where B/ F is the quaternion algebra of Lemma 1.2. Moreover,
GSpiny, = Co(V)™ =~ B
is an inner form of GL,.
We can put coordinates on GSpiny, = Co(V)*; every element x € Co(V') can be uniquely written as
X =z + we,

where z € Co(W) and w € W. When (W, V) = (W, W) is the unique quasisplit inner form corresponding
to a choice of two discriminants dy, dy, then we can pin down an explicit isomorphism Matyxy =>
Co(Wo); for example
d b+cd d —d
ab +—>a+ + e Wi+ aw a
c d 2 2dw

b—cdwy ,
iy 2 s+ 2dy s)e,
where here s = (1), s’ = 1«(v/dw), and i = (dw /dy)ss’ lies in Co(Wp) and satisfies i2 = dy . In the
above, ¢ denotes the identification of (E, —(dy /dw) N) — Wjy. That the map Matax2 — Co(Vp) is an
isomorphism is easy to see; we leave a proof of this assertion to the reader, with the reminder that, as

1-1)

defined above, s, s’, and e all anticommute with one another.

1B. Orbits. With this language available, let us now compute the quotient space(s) that appear in our
analysis.

Let V =W @ Fe be as above, and denote by G = SOw x SOy the product of special orthogonal
groups. Inside of G is the subgroup H = A SOy, the diagonally embedded torus. The analysis of Part II
forces us to determine the double coset space

H(F)\ G(F)/H(F) = ASOw (F)\ SOw (F) x SOy (F)/A SOw (F).
To do so, we simply note that, by the map (x, y) — x !y, we can identify
A SOw (F)\ SOw (F) x SOy (F)/A SOw (F) = SOy (F)/*Y SOw (F),

where on the right we are considering the quotient of SOy (F') up to conjugation by SOy (F).
We can explicitly parametrize orbits of SOy (F') acting on SOy (F) by conjugation. Let ¥ denote a
fixed choice of representatives for F*/(F>)2.

Proposition 1.4. The set of orbits satisfies

. d
SOy (F)/*™ SOw (F) =~ ) (a;z,b):a € X, z € E/{£1}, b e d—VQ(W), Nz+b=al.
w
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Proof. We first pull back the picture from SOy (F) to GSpiny (F'), since it is on the latter group that we
can easily put coordinates. The projection map p : GSpiny, (F) — SOy (F), which consists of scaling by
the central G,,, gives

p: F*\ GSpiny, (F)/“Y SO (F) = SOy (F)/ SOy (F).
We can simplify the quotient on the left-hand side somewhat. Define
GSpin} (F) := {x € GSpiny, (F) :Nx € I},

where N is the spinor norm N : GSpiny, — G,,. This is not an algebraic variety or a group, despite
notation. However, the restriction of p to this set gives us

p: {+1}\ GSpinZ (F) = SOy (F)
and so we write

p: {£1}\ GSpinZ (F)/" SO (F) 2> SOy (F)/*™ SOw (F).

Let us compute the orbits of SOw (F) acting on GSpin‘E,(F ) by conjugation. Given an element
x =z + ze satisfying Nx = Nz + (dy/dw) Q(w) = « for some o € X, conjugating by an element
z' € Co(W)* gives
s'(z +we)s'™ =z + (p(z).w)e

and orbits of SOw (F) on GSpinIE,J(F ) are parametrized by the set of triples
dy
(;z,b):x€eX,zeE, be d—Q(W), Nz+b=oa;.
w

Finally, quotienting out by multiplication by {1} concludes the proof. d

The discussion above can be summarized. We identify, given x € SOy (F), its associated («; z, b) as
follows: first lift x arbitrarily to an element of GSpin‘E, (F), which we also denote by x. This is determined
up to £1, and so in particular, determines an o € 3. If we write this lift x = z 4 we, then the invariants
by conjugation are z, up to sign, and b := (dy /dw) Q(w).

We can now identify a “good” locus of orbits. Recall the following definition from invariant theory.

Definition 1.5. An element x of SOy acting on SOy by conjugation is regular semisimple (r.s.s.) if both:

(1) (x is regular) The stabilizer of x is O-dimensional.

(2) (x is semisimple) The orbit of x is (Zariski) closed.
We similarly call the orbit of x regular semisimple if x is.
Let us identify the locus of regular semisimple orbits explicitly.

Lemma 1.6. An orbit of x € SOy (F) is regular semisimple if and only if its corresponding b is nonzero.
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Proof. If b = 0, then x = z + we satisfies @(w) = 0. Thus, either w = 0, in which case x = z has
stabilizer all of SOy (x is not regular) or W is a split 2-dimensional quadratic space and w is a nonzero
isotropic vector. In this case, the element z lies in the closure of the orbit of x = z + we but is not in the
orbit itself, i.e., x is not semisimple.

Conversely, it is apparent that x = z 4+ we is nonregular if and only if w = 0. If x = z 4+ we is
nonsemisimple, then there exists x’ = z’ + w’e which lies in the closure of the orbit of x but not in the
orbit itself. It is clear that z/ = z. Now the orbit SOy .w of w in W is closed in W if W is nonsplit. Thus
the only remaining case to consider is when W is split: then, SOy .w is nonclosed only if Q(w) =0. O

Remark 1.7. When x € SOy has b # 0, the stabilizer of x in SOy is usually trivial. However, it can be
finite. For instance, if x = we in GSpinIL; (F) with Q(w) # 0, then this is a regular semisimple element
and has stabilizer {+1} C SO of order 2.

‘We write

(SOV(F)/Conj SOW (F))r.s.s.

for the collection of regular semisimple orbits of SOw (F) on SOy (F).
The condition that » lie in (dy /dw)Q (W) in Proposition 1.4 may appear artificial. This can be
remedied by considering all relevant pure inner forms simultaneously.

Proposition 1.8. Tuking the disjoint union over all pairs (W, V') of relevant quadratic spaces with fixed
discriminants, we find

[ SOy (F)/«MSOw (F)** = {(e:z.b) : € B,z € E/{*1}.be F* Nz +b=a}.
A%

Proof. One needs only to check the all relevant pure inner forms, i.e., relevant pairs (W, V') having the
same fixed discriminants are parametrized by elements of F*/N E*. This follows immediately from
Lemma 1.2. O

We should also say a brief word about a related quotient set, namely
SOy (F)/* Ow (F).

It should be clear that an element of SOy (F) is Oy -regular semisimple if and only if it is SOy -regular
semisimple (what we were calling, and will continue to call, simply regular semisimple). It follows
quickly that, as above, we have

[ SOy (F)/ M Oow (F)™* = {(a:2.b) ;0 €T, z € E/{*1} x{id.7}. be F* . Nz+b=a},
A%

where - denotes the nontrivial automorphism of £/ F. Note that Nz = zZ for z € E/{£1} x{id, -} is
well-defined, i.e., is independent of choice of representative of z in E.
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1B1. GIT quotients. For the sake of conceptual clarity, it is worth packaging the set-theoretic orbit
analysis above in the more algebraic language of invariant theory. We will not use this interpretation
seriously, but we believe it is worth keeping in mind. We omit all proofs, as they do not differ significantly
from those given above.
Recall that given an affine variety X together with a right action of a group G, the GIT quotient,
denoted by X // G, is simply
X/ G = Spec(F[X]9).

where F[X] denotes the coordinate ring of X .
We can thus rewrite our description of the quotient sets above in invariant-theoretic language as follows:

SOy /M SOw == {£1} \\ Spiny, /¥ SOw = {£1} \ Resg/r G, = Spec(F[4, B, C]/(C* — AB),

where the last isomorphism sends a + bi = a +b~dw — (A, B,C) = (a2, b2, ab).
Similarly, we have

SOy /Y Op == {£1} \\ Spiny /¥ Oy = {£1} x {id, =} \Resg/r Gaq = Spec(F[X,Y]),

where the last isomorphism sends x + yi = x + y/dw — (X, Y) = (x2, y?).
The regular semisimple loci are also easy to identify: namely we have the open subvarieties

1
1}/(C2—AB))

(SOy /% SO )™ = {£1}\ (Res g/ G4 —U(1)) = Spec(F [A, BC,—
A—dwB—

and

. 1
conj Ir.s.s. — F X Y .
(SOy /=™ Ow) Spec( |: , ’—X—dWY—1j|)

Furthermore, we have identifications

]_[ (SOV(F)/conj SOW(F))rss ~ (SOV //conj SOW)r'S'S'(F),

w.v) 2,2
(;x+1iy,b) —> (x_ y_’ 2)
o o o
and
]—[ (SOV(F)/ConJ OW(F))rss ~ (SOV //COl’l] OW)r'S'S'(F),

w.,v) 2 2
(a;x +iy,b)— (%, y;)
1C. Local orbital integrals and the space . Let us now define one of our main objects of study: the
space of functions living on these orbits. So let F' now denote a local field of characteristic 0.

Given a function f = fw,y) € CZ°(G(F)), consider the averaged function

F() = Fap () = /H L Jorn ) d.
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which lives in CZ°(SOy (F)). Note that the map
CP(G(F)) = C°(SOp (F)).
f—F,

is clearly surjective.

We can now define the orbital integral as follows.

Definition 1.9. The orbital integral of f is the function J( £, y) on (SOy (F)/ Oy (F))"* given by
)= [ FGyah,
Ow (F)

which we will occasionally also write as Jy, (f).
We record for completeness the following very easy fact.

Lemma 1.10. If y in SOy (F) is regular semisimple, then

I f) = /O L Ftym

converges absolutely.

Proof.
/ F(h™'yh) dh = | Stab,, (F)| F(hYyh)dh
Ow (F) Staby, (F)\ Ow (F)

The latter integral runs over a closed subset of SOy (F'), and F is compactly supported. O

By abuse of notation, we will also sometimes denote by f* a tuple of functions, f = ( f(w,1)) indexed
by relevant quadratic spaces (W, V') with fixed discriminants. Observe that, if £/ F is nonsplit, then there
are only two such relevant pairs of quadratic spaces — one quasisplit, and one nonquasisplit— while if

E/F is a split extension, there is only one such pair (W, V') —the split pair. In this setting, we will also
denote by J(y, f) or J,(f) the function on ]_[(W,V) (SOy (F) /M O (F))™* given by

T )= Y I foww)).

w.v)

We hope that context will be enough to distinguish between these competing notations.

Definition 1.11. The space 2 of orbital integrals is the space of functions on
L[ (SOV(F)/Conj OW(F))rss — (SOV //conj OW)ISS(F) — F2 _ {(X, Y) - X — dVY — 1}
w.v)

which are of the form J( f,y) for some f = (fw,1)) smooth and compactly supported.

The main goal of this subsection is to give an explicit description of 2. This is the content of the
following result.
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Theorem 1.12. Suppose that E/ F is a field extension (i.e., is nonsplit). Then

b
2= oz + iz )]
where each function ¢; («; -, -) is smooth and compactly supported on the smooth variety N z +b = «, and
satisfies ¢; (a; —z,b) = ¢i (a; —z,b) and ¢i (a; Z,b) = ¢; (a: 2, b), and where w = wg / F is the nontrivial

b}’

o

quadratic character of F* associated to the extension E | F.
If E/F is split, then

Q= {¢1(Ol; z,b) + ¢a(a; z,b) log

where ¢; are as above.

Remark 1.13. One can also restate Theorem 1.12 in terms of the coordinates on the GIT quotient given
by
(SOy /N Op)**(F) = F?—{(X.Y): X —dyY =1,

which may be psychologically helpful; however, it is the theorem in the form written above which is most
useful to us.

Remark 1.14. We have been considering the space €2, which consists of all functions of the form J(-, f)
for (fw,v)) € @(W,V) C2°((SOw x SOy )(F)). We could instead consider Q, which consists of all
functions of the form J(-, f), where f € EB(W’V) S((SOw x SOy )(F)) is a Schwartz function. This
differs from €2 only when F' is Archimedean; in that case, the above theorem is still true if we replace 2
with Q¢ and force all ¢; to be Schwartz.

To show Theorem 1.12, it is helpful to first analyze a “toy model” of our space of orbital integrals. It
captures all of the essentials of our situation.

1C1. The toy model (nonsplit case). Consider first the nonsplit case. Let E/F be a quadratic field
extension of characteristic 0 local fields. Fix ¢ € F* a representative of the nontrivial class in F*/N E*
and consider the pair of maps

n0: E— F, m:E—F,

z+—> Nz, zr—>eNz.

We define the space of toy orbital integrals Q'Y to be the push-forward, under = = 7o | | 71, of the space
of compactly supported smooth functions on E | [ E. More concretely, we define for f = (fo, f1) €
CX°(E ] E) the toy orbital integral by

T foy) =T (fo, ) + T (f1. ),
where |
Juayr) fouz)du if y =Nz,

Jtoy , —
(Jo.r) =1y ify ¢NEX
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and
T (fiy) = Joayry f1(z) du %f y =¢eNz,
0 ifydeNE>

and where all integrals are taken with respect to the Haar measure on U(1)(F'), normalized so that
vol(U(1)(F)) = 1. The space Q'Y is the space of all functions on F* of the form J'Y(f,-). When
F = R is Archimedean, an analysis of the space ' has been carried out in [Casselman and Tian 2013].
Let us explain the non-Archimedean case, which is easier. The results we state will also apply to the case
described in [loc. cit.].

Since U(1)(F) is compact, the space Q'Y is extremely easy to understand. For instance, it is clear
that, given any fo € C2°(E), J'*(fo,y) is a smooth function on N E*, that

lim Jtoy(f()v )/) = fO(O)’
y—0
yeENE™

and that J'( fy,y) = 0 for all |y| sufficiently large. Moreover, any function Jo which satisfies these

three conditions, i.e.,
(1) has support in F* contained in N E*, and is smooth on N E*,
(2) has a limit

Lo= lim Jo(y),
y—0
yeN E*

(3) is zero for |y| sufficiently large,
can occur as an orbital integral J'Y( fy, y): simply take fo(z) = Jo(Nz) if z # 0, and set fo(0) = Ly.
The analogous statements are also true for J'Y( f1,y). All together this shows that

QY = {A1(y) + A2(y)w(y) : Ai € C(F)},

or, more accurately, is the space of functions on F* obtained by restricting such functions A; + Arw
to F*.

Deducing this description on 'Y from our analysis of the integrals J'®( f;, y) is very straightforward.
Given Jy and J; satisfying the three conditions above (for J;, we must replace the set N £ with e N E*

everywhere), extend J; to smooth compactly supported functions J; on F satisfying
Jolngx =Jo and Jilengx = Ji.
Then set A; = %(jo + J1) and A, = %(fo — ).
Summarizing, we have shown:

Proposition 1.15. When E/ F is a (nonsplit) quadratic extension of local fields, the space Q' is exactly

the space of functions on F>* which occur as restrictions of functions of the form

A1(y) + A2(y)o(y),

where A; € C2°(F) and w = wg F is the quadratic character associated to E [ F.
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1C2. The toy model (split case). Let us now consider the split case £ = F x F. We again have a map
n:E=FxF—F,
(x,y) = N(x,y) = xy,

which is surjective. Given f € CZ°(F x F) we define the toy orbital integral as a function of y € F* by

g = [ s,

where
1 dt

TR

is the Haar measure on F*, normalized so that vol(¢™) = 1 (we have set dt to give O volume 1).

X

d’t

Furthermore, we call Q'Y the space of all functions on F* which are of the form J*Y(f,-) for some
feCX(FxF).
The following result is slightly harder to prove than the corresponding statement in the nonsplit case.

Proposition 1.16. Let E = F x F. The space Q' is exactly the space of functions on F* which occur
as restrictions of functions of the form

A1(y) + Az2(y) log |y,
where A; € CZ°(F).

For a complete and detailed proof of this fact in the Archimedean case F = R, C, see [Casselman and
Tian 2013]. This fact is also discussed, albeit briefly, in both the Archimedean and non-Archimedean
settings, in [Sakellaridis 2013].

The argument presented in [Casselman and Tian 2013] more or less runs through verbatim in the non-
Archimedean case as well; for completeness we record an elementary version of it (in the non-Archimedean
setting) here.

The main point is to determine the asymptotics of functions J(x) € Q'Y as x — 0. To find this, it is
enough to apply the Mellin transform and examine the location and multiplicities of possible poles.

Keeping this in mind, let us digress for a moment to make some recollections on the non-Archimedean
Mellin transform. Let F be a finite extension of @Q,, with uniformizer w and residue field F,. We take
the decomposition F* = w?¢> and say n: FX — C* is a normalized character if n(w) = 1. Any
character y : F* — C* can be uniquely written as y(¢) = n(¢)|¢|°, with n a normalized character and
s € C/(2mi/logq)Z; thus we can, and will, think of the space X = {y : F* — U;(R)} of characters as
a disjoint union of cylinders, indexed by normalized 7, and with coordinate on each cylinder given by
seC/Q2ni/logq)Z.

The Mellin transform of a function J on F' is the function on X defined by

Wil = [ a0 o

assuming this integral converges.
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For functions J which are smooth and compactly supported on F* (in particular, as functions on F they
vanish on a neighborhood of 0), the integral above converges absolutely and uniformly for s in a compact
set. Moreover, since J has a conductor 1 + @w*0, i.e., there exists a minimal k so that J is invariant
under multiplication by 1 + w*0, it is easy to see that MJ (7] - |*) = 0 for all 5 & (0% /(1 + wk0O))*,
Summarizing: for J € CZ°(F>), we have

e MJ(n|-|%) is an entire function of s,

o MJ(n|-|%) = 0 for all but finitely many 7.

Let & denote the space of functions f(n]|-|*) on X which satisfy these two conditions. Via Pontryagin
duality, there is an inverse Mellin transform which identifies

2w
logg 1 [loga : P
2mi Yo 1/0 AT (- [ x| 7€) gy,
n

J(x)=

where ¢ € R is arbitrary (strictly speaking, Pontryagin duality shows this equality for ¢ = 0, but since
JMJ is entire we are free to shift contours). All together, we find

M:CP(F*) = &.

For our purposes, we must consider Mellin transforms of a larger class of functions than C°(F*).
Consider, for any A a real number, the functions C &")(F *) on F* satisfying the following:

(1) J is uniformly locally constant on F*; i.e., there exists an open subgroup U C F* for which
J(x)=J(ux) forallu €e U and x € F*.

(2) J vanishes for |x| sufficiently large.
(3) |J(x)|]x~*| is bounded as x — 0.

For such functions, MJ (7| -|%) is analytic in the half-plane Re(s) > A and O for all but finitely many 7.
There is again a Mellin inversion formula: for any J € C&")(F X), we have

21
logg 1 [oed ; —(o4i
I = S [ sl 1) ) ay
n

for any ¢ > A. The (finite) sum is over all normalized characters 7.
We can apply this, and shift contours far to the left to derive the following proposition.

Proposition 1.17. Suppose that J € C&o)(FX) has the property that MJ(n| - |*) is meromorphic in s for
all s and n, and has only finitely many poles (n;, s;). If we write the principal part of MJ(n|-|*) at each

pole as
-1

D airls—s)f

k=—N;
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then near x = 0, J(x) satisfies

- 1kt dik (log [x )1 F x| 7S
‘f(X)—;kZX_:N]m(X) DT < x|M

for any M.
Proof. This is a direct consequence of the Mellin inversion formula of the previous paragraph. O

Remark 1.18. We will write the conclusion of the proposition simply as

-1 — —s;
1y Gk (log x|
f(x)~2k=Z_jN m ) DT ==

i
and say that the right-hand side is the asymptotic expansion of f near x = 0.

Remark 1.19. In fact, under the assumptions of the above proposition, we can even say more: the Mellin
transform of the difference

S oy gyt i 0g [x) |7
f(x)—Zk_ZN i (07 (=) oW

is clearly in &; hence

-1 ; 1 1-k —S;
fm=3 3 m(x)‘l(—l)k‘l“’k(og(l'x_')k). M )+ g
k=—N; )

i
for some g(x) € C2°(F™); we can also restate this conclusion as saying that f(x) is of the form

yet (log |x|)" ¥ |x| ~*

-1
f=>" " A (=1 a—5)

i k=—N;

for some A; (x) € CZ°(F) satistying A; x(0) = a; .
With these tools in hand, let us now give a proof of Proposition 1.16 when F' is a p-adic field.

Proof. Let f € C2°(F x F). Since f is compactly supported on F 2, there exists M such that f(x, y) =0
if [x] > M or |y| = M. Since f(x,y) is locally constant, by compactness of {x : |x| < M} and
{y :|y| < M} there also exists k so that f(x,y) = f(x,0) forall y € wk¢ and f(x,y)= f(0, y) for
all x € wko.

If we set ¢1(x) = f(x,0) and ¢2(y) = f(0, y), then we can write

S 3) = 01(0) 15k 6 (9) + ¢2(0) 17k 5(X) = (0, 0) 1k i (x5 ¥) + & (X, ),

where g(x,y) € C(F?) is zero on a neighborhood of {xy = 0}.
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The orbital integral of any function g(x, y) is easy to understand: since g € CZ°(F™ x F*) and the
map

T|pxxpx: F*x F* — F*,
(x,y) = xy,

is simply composition of the isomorphism (x, y) + (xy, y) and projection onto the first factor, it follows
that the orbital integral of g must lie in C2°(F*). Conversely, it is easy to see that given a function
C2°(F™), there exists g(x, y) € CX(F* x F*) whose orbital integral is the given function.

So let us assume that f(x, y) is of the form

S, 9) =$1() 15k 6(¥) + $2(0) 1k (%) — f(0,0)1 ik gk (X, ¥)

and, for the sake of notation, let’s define

J1x6,3) = 0101k 5(0), f2(x,9) = 20 1ghg(x),  f3(x,¥) = f(0,0) 10k pxgrk o (X, ¥)-

Let us compute the Mellin transform of the orbital integral J of f. This is
Wl = [ oy [ onetariasy
Fx Fx
= [ Gl Sy d .
F>*xFX
Each term f1, f>, f3 contributes, respectively, the following products of Tate integrals:
[ @b @ [ Lok, 00 % = 260160260100,
[ 1O L (1@ [ 9200 a5 = ZG0 1k 265,162,
1.0 [ e i@ [ L0075 = FO.0Z0601. Lk )Z06.1. Loy ).

Now, recall that if # is nontrivial then these Tate integrals are all entire; hence A.J (5| - |*) is an entire
function of s when 1 # 1. It also visibly vanishes for all but finitely many 7.
When 1 = 1, the only pole of the Tate integral occurs at s =0 € C/(27i/log q)Z — even further, we

have

q—ks

Z(s, 1,1 k,) = I I

1
= -+~ +hot.,
q—s 10gqs+2Jr °

where the last line is simply the first two terms of the Taylor expansion around O (h.o.t. is shorthand for
“higher-order terms”). Similarly, we can observe that
d

0,0)1 )
A )— + lim (—sZ(s, 1, ¢,~)) +h.o.t..
logg s s—o0\ds

Z(S’ 1’¢i) =
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It follows that the principal part of MJ (|- |*) near O is exactly

1 > 1. d ) d _
logq(f(o’ 0)s Z—i—z(slgl})(asZ(s, 1,f(~,0))) —i—slgl})(%sZ(s,l,f(O,-))))s 1)

and hence, applying Proposition 1.17 (really the remark following that proposition) we find that

J(y) = A1(y) + A2(y) log |y,

where

1 i d ) d

and

1
A2(0) = —@f((), 0).

Moreover, by our discussion it is clear that any function of the form J(y) = A1(y) + Aa2(y) log|y|
can occur as the orbital integral of some f; one needs only to choose f so that conditions on A1(0)
and A5 (0) above are met, and then one can freely modify our initial choice of f by a test function
g € C°(F* x FX) to obtain the desired A; (x). O

Remark 1.20. Following the thread of Remark 1.14, we should remark that both Propositions 1.15
and 1.16 have variants where the test functions for orbital integrals are allowed to be Schwartz functions
(not just compactly supported and smooth functions). This version of Proposition 1.16 involving Schwartz
functions is verbatim the result appearing in [Casselman and Tian 2013]. The statements of the results
are the same; merely allow the A; to be in S(F). The result of Remark 1.14 then follows from these
variants and the argument in the next subsection.

1C3. Reduction to the toy model. We would now like to deduce Theorem 1.12 from our results on the
toy model. This is quite straightforward, because the action of Oy on SOy by conjugation is in some
sense the action of Uy (F) (for E/F nonsplit) or F* (for E/F split) on W occurring in the toy model.

But let us be careful. Let x € GSpiny, be a semisimple but nonregular point; i.e., let x =z € EX C
GSpiny,. The tangent space T GSpiny, can be identified with the whole even Clifford algebra Co(1'). Let
U be an open SO stable neighborhood of 0 in Cy(V'), together with an SOy, equivariant embedding
p: U — GSpiny, satisfying p(0) = x. By the analytic Luna slice theorem [Aizenbud and Gourevitch
2009, Theorem 2.3.17], such a (U, p) always exist, and in fact we can even take U to have saturated
image; i.e., p(U) is the preimage under GSpiny (F) — (GSpiny / SOw )(F) of an open subset.

A quick aside: the use of the analytic Luna slice theorem is in some sense gross overkill. However, in
the interest of brevity, we simply cite it and move on rather than trying to explicitly write down such
a (U, p).

In any case, this construction shows that the behavior of orbital integrals of functions f €[ [,y GSpiny,
by SOy -conjugation is the same as that of functions on ]_[(W,V) Co(V) by SOw -conjugation. But we
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have the diagram

Lw.vy CoN(F) —— .y W(F)

| |

(Co(V) / SOW)(F) —— (W [/ SOw)(F)

where ¢ : z + we — w. However, this makes it apparent that the map ¢ is nothing more than projection
onto the second factor, Co(V) = E x W — W, and so the left downward arrow in the above diagram is
nothing more than the right downward arrow, together with an untouched factor of E.

However, the right downward arrow ]_[(W,V) W(F)— (W JJ SOw)(F) is exactly the map appearing
in our toy model. Thus, orbital integrals for GSpiny, /“°™ SOy are exactly those functions of the form

$1(2.b) + ¢2(z, b)w(b)
in the nonsplit case and

¢1(Z’b) +¢2(va)10g|b|

in the split case (here, ¢; (z, b) are smooth and compactly supported on {N z + b # 0}). Integrating over
the central G, and averaging over the outer automorphism given by conjugation by ¢ € Oy / SOw
completes the proof of Theorem 1.12.

2. Tones and tonal integrals for GL; x GL,

We now study the local integrals appearing on the “geometric” side of the GL, x GL, trace formula. This
will require a few preliminaries.

2A. Useful facts from the representation theory of GLy(F). The definition of the local tonal integral
requires some knowledge of the Weil representation and of Whittaker functions for GL,. We give a brief
tour of these topics. Throughout we consider a fixed local field F' of characteristic 0 and a fixed pair
(dw . dy) of discriminants, and hence also an E/F defined by E = F[/dw].

2A1. The Weil representation of Gng) (F). We follow the exposition of [Takeda 2014]. In the interest
of concision, we omit most details and instead direct the reader to the literature.

Given any ring R, let Gng)(R) be the subgroup of GL»(R) consisting of R-valued 2 x 2 matrices with
square determinant. (Although notation suggests otherwise, Gng) is in fact not an algebraic subgroup
of GL,. This fact will not cause any real difficulties.) Similarly, for any subgroup of GL;, let the
superscript () denote its intersection with GL;Z).

Let F be a characteristic-0 local field as above. The theory of the Weil representation [1964] defines a
double cover §I:2(F ) of SL,(F) often called the metaplectic group. It is easy to extend “the” cocycle

7:SLy(F) x SLy(F) — {£1}
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corresponding to this central extension to a cocycle t for Gng)(F ); this defines a metaplectic double
cover (?I:?(F ). Set-theoretically,

GLP (F) = GL? (F) x {£1}
with multiplication given by

(h, (W) = (hh', T(h, h))EL).

This central extension comes equipped with two important set-theoretic sections, which, following [Takeda
2014], we denote by « and s

k.s :GL? (F) > GLY? (F).

(The distinction between the two sections is largely unimportant. They appear as the “obvious” set-
theoretic sections for two different (but cohomologous) choices of cocycle used to define Gigz) (F). For
our local considerations, we use §.)

Like ﬁz(F ), the group G\I:gz) (F) also comes equipped with a Weil representation ¥ (which depends
on a choice of additive character ¥ : F — U (R)).

The representation r¥ can be realized as an action on the space ST (F) of even Schwartz functions

on F. Tt is given by the formulas
r‘”(s (_‘f é)) £ =y f (),
(s (1)) s =veis.
(5 (5 1)) = tatt iy @ fan,
"5 (5 42)) 0 =lal s

rV () f(x) = &1 (x).

PV
r

Here £ lies in the central {1} used to define the double cover. In the above formulas, f (x) =
[r f(»)¥(2xy) dy is the Fourier transform, with dy a self-dual measure on F, and y (V) is the Weil
index of the character of second degree x — ¥ (x?). We define

py (@) =ya)/y(¥).

The properties of the Weil index and of j1y are nicely explained in [Ranga Rao 1993]. We will not need
them seriously.

We are interested not in r ¥, but in the “squared” representation RY = r¥ & r¥=aw. As the product
of two genuine representations of 6]:9, this descends to a representation of GLgZ)(F ). The action can
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be realized on the space of Schwartz functions on £ = F[+/dw] which are invariant under z — —z and
z > Z; we denote this space of functions as STT(E). RY acts by the formulas

(L] o)) ¥ =rmic)

R*”((1 ’j))w) BN,

(5 %)) v = tatot@wias)

1,,(((1) aoz))\y(z) =la| "W (a2).

Here, U(z) = JE ¥(Z)Y(N(z+2z")—N(z) —N(z’)) dz' is the Fourier transform, with dz’ normalized
so as to be self-dual. N is of course the norm map from £ — F.

RY
R

Remark 2.1. Observe that, by the above formulas, R¥ (h)W(z) = RY ™" (h)¥(z2).
We will call RY the Weil representation for Gng) and r¥ the Weil representation for GI:;”.

2A2. Whittaker functions for GL;. Let us now record some recollections on Whittaker functions for GL;.
Let n = (1, 12) : A(F) — U1 (R) be a character of the diagonal maximal torus of GL,, with 7;
normalized characters. Consider the space of smooth sections

I(s, ) = ndS2P) (@ §5-2) N 1.2

B(F)
_ . . Js(ang) = n(a)é(a)’ fs(g) for alla € A(F), n € N(F), g € G(F),
= /s Gla(F) > C: fx is smooth and [, | fs (k)[? dk < oo

In the above, Ind denotes normalized induction, and K is the usual choice of maximal compact subgroup
of GLa(F). A choice of f € I(s, n) for varying s is said to be a standard or flat section if f|g does not
depend on s.

We can construct elements in (s, n) explicitly in the following fashion: let ® € S(F?), and define

Fy(g) = Fy(g, ®;5,n) ;= n1(det g)| det g|* LX®((0,t)g)n1n51(t)lt|25 d”t.

Here d *t is Haar measure on F'*, normalized so that vol(¢>)) = 1. F; for fixed ® is not a flat section, but
it is K-finite, and one can achieve such sections by convolving flat sections with functions ¢ € CZ°(G(F)).
See [Jacquet 2004]. Note that the integral defining Fj is a Tate integral for L(2s, mr];l), and hence
converges absolutely as long as Re(s) > 0.

By [Jacquet and Zagier 1987], every K-finite vector in /(s, n) can be written as a finite combination

fs(g) = > Pi(s)Fs(g. ®iss.n), @-1)

i

L(2s,mny")

where P;(s) is the reciprocal of a polynomial in s and ¢~ which has no zeros in Re(s) > 0.
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We will work largely with (s, 7)® := S(GLy(F))I(s, n)%-1" where S(GL,(F)) denotes the Schwartz
space of GL5(F) and this acts on the space of K-finite vectors in /(s, 1) via the left action of functions on
the group on representations. /(s, )% is the smooth (admissible moderate growth) Fréchet globalization
of the (g, K)-module of K-finite vectors (s, 7)¥-i". (Of course, these concerns only manifest when F is
Archimedean!)

Recall the following definition.

Definition 2.2. Given a section f; € I(s, ), the Whittaker function associated to f; is the function
given by

7Y@= [ funogy e dx

assuming this integral converges.

The convergence of this integral for elements f; € I(s, )% for most values of s can analyzed in a
relatively straightforward manner. It reduces to understanding convergence for K-finite vectors, and hence
by (2-1) to understanding

v
W/F

—1
s

() = mDmeg|deng” [ w0 [ e mnmn O a*dx
= m(-Dm@etg)ldetgt” [ G mn O a4,

where ° denotes partial Fourier transform in the second variable. Since the above integral converges for
—1
all s, the convergence of the integral defining 7/},”5 (g) is established for all f5 € I(n, s).
Indeed, essentially the same calculation also allows us to examine the asymptotics of

7 @®) = m(=Dm (detg)| detg] /F (T mm Ol

as b — 0. For every fixed s, we are looking at the integral

/ S(bt. Yy (Ol d%e
FX

and, as in our analysis of the split orbital integral above, the behavior of this function of b, as b — 0 can
be read off of the locations and multiplicities of the poles of its Mellin transform. Continuing this line of
thought leads to the following proposition. In the non-Archimedean case, this proposition is no more and
no less than the computation of the Kirillov model for principal series representations of GL5.

We use K(s, 1) to denote the space of functions on F* of the form ”//flf_l(a( -)) for fs € I(s,n)*>.

Proposition 2.3. Every element K € K(s, n) has the following form for some choices of A; € S(F):
o If 1 =np =nare equal and s # %,

K(b) = A1(0)n(®)|b)’ + A2(b)n(b)|b|' .
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e If n1 =Ny =nareequal and s = %,

1
K(b) = |b[2(A1(b)n(b) + A2(b)n(D) log |b]).
o If n1 # n2,
K(b) = A1(b)ni(B)[bI" + A2(b)n2(b)[b]'™.
Moreover, given choices of A; € S(F), there always exists K € K(s, n) of the above form, as appropriate.

Proof. For F = R, C this is the analysis of the “toy model” which was analyzed in [Casselman and
Tian 2013], although twisted by a character. It is also discussed in Section 3 of [Jacquet 2004]. For F
non-Archimedean, this can be viewed as a consequence of the computation of the Kirillov model of a
principal series. Alternatively, one can see this via an argument nearly identical to the one described
above for Proposition 1.16. O

Not surprisingly, this proposition will play an analogous role in our analysis of tonal integrals to that
played by the “toy model” in our discussion of orbital integrals.

2B. Tones. Preliminaries out of the way, we are now ready to begin defining our local integrals. As
one will see in Part II, the sum appearing in the “geometric side” of the GL; x GL, trace formula is
indexed not by orbits of a group action, but rather by what we will call tones. To that end, we propose the
following artificial-looking definition.

Definition 2.4. A tone y’ consists of a triple
Y = (8, ),

with « € %, a fixed set of representatives of F*/(F*)?, ¢ € E/({£1}x{1,7}), and B € F, satisfying
N¢+ B =a.

We say that a tone y’ is regular semisimple if B # 0.

Of course, one can choose different representatives of F>/(F*)2. If we replace o by t%a, then we
must replace a tone

y=(a:8,B) >ty = (Pa; 1, 1% B)

by its scaled version ¢.y. It will be a simple but important feature of our definition of tonal integrals that
they are invariant under this scaling action.

2C. Local tonal integrals and the space '. We are finally in the position to define the tonal integral.
—1

Throughout, whenever we write a Whittaker function V/I}f: , we take n = (1,0) = (1,07 !), where

w = wgF is the quadratic character associated to £/ F.
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Definition 2.5. Let ' € C2°((GLy x GLy)(F)), and let ® € S(F?) and W € STT(E). Given a regular
semisimple tone )/, the tonal integral of f/ ® ® ® W is the expression

15, [/ @PQW) =1,(s; [ PR W)

Sk / £ g ™M@ D )y (a(g)g)w—‘ (W)

= o / £(g7 g™, D )L (a(g)g)w(h)@@),

where the final equality follows from Remark 2.1. In the above, the integration is over g € GL,(F) and
he GLgZ)(F ). In interest of space, we omit writing the symbols dg, dh. We write Q'(s) for the space
of finite linear combinations of tonal integrals, viewed as a space of function on the locus of regular
semisimple tones.

When [’ = f]/ ® f,, we often write this integral in an expanded, slightly different form

1 _ _ _ -1 _
Iy(s; f/@PQW) = Ialszl/(g ') £ a@) ™Y @B RY () T(Q).
Remark 2.6. The integral defining the tonal integral clearly converges absolutely — f’ is compactly
supported and smooth.

Remark 2.7. A simple change of variables quickly shows that
Ly(s; f@PV)=1,(s; [ @D V),
so indeed, as alluded to above, the tonal integral is invariant under the scaling action y’ + 7.y’".
We are most concerned with the behavior of 7,/(s; /'@ P® V) at s = %; to this end, we simply write
(Y, [ @PW) =1,/(f@PQ V) :=1,(3; ' PR V)
and
Q' :=Q'(3).

We can give a complete description of Q’. With our description of the asymptotics of Whittaker
functions at hand, this becomes extremely straightforward.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose E/F is a field extension. Then
At B
Q=] (P1(: 8, ) + d2(: 8, | — ]|
o o
where w = wgF is the quadratic character corresponding to E/F and ¢; are Schwartz functions. If

E = F x F is split,
b2
2= |2 (hrase. p+ patast pr1og] ).
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Proof. Tt is enough consider each «. Thus, fix « — we will show that 7((«; ¢, ), f' ® ® ® V) has the
claimed behavior near 8 = 0, and that all such functions are (finite linear combinations of) tonal integrals.
We have

b eewy =it [ £ e @ 0o (o 2)e) RV irw0:

if we write f € C2°(GLy(F) x GLZ (F)) for the function

fale,y) = f(x7Hx T a(@), Dy, 1)

then the proof falls out. Consider the space V := K (1, (1,)) ® STT(E). Here ® denotes the completed
tensor product.? This is a Fréchet space. There is an obvious left action A of Gng)(F ) X Gng)(F onV
via

A(x, ) (K QW) = R(x)K Q RV (y)¥,

where R denotes the action of GL,(F) on K ( %, (1, a))) given by the right action on the Whittaker model
of I(. (1, ®)). Now, simply applying the Dixmier-Malliavin theorem [1978] in the context of this group
action allows us to conclude. O

Remark 2.9. Given Proposition 2.3, the above theorem is completely elementary when F' is a non-
Archimedean local field, since all representations are smooth. It is only when F is real or complex that
any functional-analytic subtleties manifest.

3. Matching and the fundamental lemma

We can relate the two spaces € and €’ of orthogonal orbital integrals and general linear tonal integrals
to one another by a matching of regular semisimple orbits to regular semisimple tones. This matching
induces a “transfer of smooth functions” which identifies Qg and ©’. Moreover, this transfer can be
completely explicated when test functions in question are taken to be elements of the respective spherical
Hecke algebras; this explication, also known as the fundamental lemma, is the main goal of this section.

3A. Matching of orbits and transfer of smooth functions. Thus far, our notation has been extremely
suggestive of the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Fix the same set of representatives X of F*/(F*)2. Let

Y € ]_[ (SOV(F)/Conj OW(F))rGG
w.v)

be a regular semisimple orbit and let

y'=(:8.8). B#0,

2Since both K (%, (1, a))) and ST (E) are nuclear spaces, this notation is unambiguous.
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be a regular semisimple tone. We say that y and y’ match if they are identical as tuples, i.e., if when
we write y in terms of coordinates on GSpiny, the corresponding tuple («; z, b) is the tone y’. We write
y <> ' for matching regular semisimple orbits and tones.

Furthermore, given this definition of matching, Theorems 1.12 and 2.8 have a suggestive corollary. We
first make a simple definition.

Definition 3.2. Given Y’ = («; ¢, B) a regular semisimple tone, the transfer factor corresponding to y is

the function 1

b2
1y = '&' .

Given this, we have the following definition

Definition 3.3. Let f = (f(w,1)) be a tuple of functions on ]_[(W,V) Gw,v)(F), where the indexing
set is over a class of relevant pure inner forms (W, V') corresponding to a fixed pair of discriminants
(dw.dy). Let )" f/ ® ®; ® ¥; be a finite sum of tensors, where f; is a function on G'(F), ®; € S(F?),
W; € STT(E). Then we say that ( Sfowy) and Y- f/ ® ®; ® U; are smooth transfers of one another, or
more simply, that they match, if, for all matching regular semisimple y <> ¥/, we have

(NI ) =) 10, [ @ 0 @ W),

For shorthand, we write f < ) fl/ ® &; ® ¥; if the two match.

Theorems 1.12 and 2.8 ensure that there are many matching functions. The following theorem is an
obvious corollary of the aforementioned results.

Theorem 3.4 (existence of smooth transfers). Given any f € @(W,V) S(Gw,v)(F)), there exists a
matching Y, f! ® ©; @ V;, with f! € C2(G'(F)), ®; € S(F?), ¥; € STT(E). Conversely, given such
> [ ® @i ® W;, there exists a matching € D qy.yy S(Gaw, vy (F)).

Remark 3.5. Contrary to what notation may suggest, given f, there is not a unique matching ) f/ ®
®; ® W; (or vice versa).

Remark 3.6. The appearance of the transfer factor 7(y’) may seem strange; however, it is worth noting
that if y and y’ are global orbits or tones, then [], #,(y") = 1. Thus, the relation between global orbital
integrals and global tonal integrals does not see the transfer factor.

With these preliminaries behind us, let us now explicate this transfer for smooth functions for Hecke
elements.

3B. The fundamental lemma: E|F unramified. In this subsection, we assume that F and dy are such
that £/ F is an unramified extension of non-Archimedean local fields of residue characteristic not 2.
We also make the simplifying assumption that dy, dy € 0; this is not essential and merely simplifies
notation. In this setting, there are two relevant pure inner forms corresponding to the pair of discriminants
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(dw,dy): the first, (Wp, Vp) has Vg split; the second, (W7, V1) has V; nonsplit. Concretely, we have
(noting that = is a representative of the nontrivial class in F*/N E*)

(Wo, Qolw,) = (E,—Z—VN) and (W1, O1lw,) = (E,—wg—VN),
w w
while we always set
Vi W; ® Fe,
with Q;(e) =dy /dw.
As before, let G; = Gw;,,y;) denote the group SO, x SOy; and let G’ = GL, x GL,. It may help to
orient the reader to recall
(Gm\Resg/r Gm) xPGLy if i =0,
(Gm\Resg/r Gp) xPB*  ifi =1,

where B /F is the unique quaternion division algebra over F. In either case, as £/ F is unramified,

G =~

the groups G; are unramified; hence it makes sense to talk about their maximal compact subgroups
K; = G;(0). Also let K' = G'(©0) and let

Hi = Hg; = #(G;, K;),

H = Hg = H(G,K)
denote the spherical Hecke algebras for G and G’ respectively. % = C as G1(F) = K} is already compact.
Hence, we concentrate attention on the more interesting #.

The standard functorial liftings of forms from SOy, and SOy, to GL, are embodied in a homomorphism

of Hecke algebras
St: % — ¥o.

We will abuse notation and also write St for the individual maps g1, — %SOWO and gL, — %SOVO
when this does not cause any confusion.
We can now state the fundamental lemma in the case that E/F is unramified.

Theorem 3.7 (the fundamental lemma, E/F unramified). Let f' € ¥’ lie in the spherical Hecke algebra
for G, and set ®° = 1,@2 and V° = 1,4,.. Then the functions [’ ® ®° ® W° and (St(f’), 0) match each
other, in the sense that

o o Jy,(St(f)) if v/ <y fory €[SOy,(F)/ SOw,(F)]"**,
Iy(Li f/ @ 0° @ W°) = y(SUD) iy oy fory €[SOw% (F)/SOw, (F)]
0 otherwise.
Before we prove this result, let us first describe the map St : %' — ¥ in some detail. Let us write
KoL, = GL2(0),
KSOVO = SOVO (ﬁ)
Let us also take, form >0 and n € Z,

/ —
Tm’n - 1KGL2 w (m+n.n) KGL2 .

It is apparent by the Cartan decomposition that the collection of T,;m linearly spans gy, .
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If we similarly define T, € %SOVO by

Tm=1

Ksoy,, @m0 Ksoy,,’

where

—Se|,

m m
mio _ (@A @ —ldw
@ 'O( T

then, upon noticing that the cocharacter

t+1 t—-1d
Aot~ p(T + T%se)

generates X (TSOVO), it is again clear that the collection of Ty, linearly span Hsoy, -
Now that we have established some notation, we can describe the map St on Hecke algebras.

Lemma 3.8. The morphism St breaks up according to the two factors in ' = gL, ® HaL, as follows:

(1) On the first factor, the map
%GLZ —> %SOWO =C

is given by
-1 ifm=0,
/ ( ) m m—2 f .
Tpnt>  (=D"(q2 +q 27) if m#0iseven,
0 if misodd.

(2) On the second factor, the map
Har, = Hsoy,
is given by
Ty T
Proof. The first claim (1) is more or less straightforward. Since SOy, (F') is compact, Hsow, = C. The
map St: ¥HgrL, = %SOWO is defined by

SatGLz
HoL, —= %TGLZ — %SOWO =C.

The first map is the Satake isomorphism for GL;. The second map is defined as follows: write
¥re, = ClX«(TaL,)W = ClX1. X2, X1 X517,
where X1 = 1w<1,0)TcL2(©)’ X, = 1w(0,1)TGL2(©) and W acts by switching X1 and X5. If we then define

%TGLz = <I:[)(la XZ» Xl_l’ X2_1]W g C[Tv T_l] = %ResE/F Gm
by sending
X; > w(@)"\T2 = (~1)i71T2
and restricting to W' invariants, then this is exactly the transfer map ¥, — #resz, r G, used to define
the automorphic induction of forms from Resg,r Gp to GL>. See, as one of many possible references,
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[Lafforgue 2010]. To obtain the transfer map for automorphic forms on SOw,, = G, \ Resg/r G, to
GL,, we simply compose this map with the map T +— 1. Applying the Macdonald formula for GL, (see
Lemma 3.13) gives

(X]Xz)n ifm=0,
SatgL, (T, ) = { (X1X2)"q% (X1 + X2) itm=1,
(X1X2)"(q% X7Lo XP 7 X1 =" X1 Xo Y723 X271 X)) ifm > 2
and claim (1) follows immediately.
The same strategy yields the second claim (2). Again, by definition, the morphism St : gL, — ¥soy,,
factors as follows: 1
Sat Satgg
HaL, — 2> Horar, = Hrso,, o Hsoy, -
where the first arrow is the Satake isomorphism on GL;, the second arrow is induced by the obvious
X«(ToL,) = X*(Tar,) = X *(TsL,) = X« (TSOVO), and the third arrow is the inverse Satake transform
on SOy To see that T, ,, is sent to Tp,, it remains to use the Macdonald formula on GL, and SOy, =
PGL,, and to recall that 1, «.» Tar, (0) ™ 1 k—nrg Tsoy, (0)° We omit the tedious details. O

It will be helpful for the proof of Theorem 3.7 to be more explicit about the double cosets
KL, w &) Kagr, and KSOVO wmho KSOVO‘ The characterization for GL, is well known: it is the
theory of elementary divisors.

Lemma 3.9. Let k > [ be integers. We have
g = (i Z) € Kar, (z%k a(r)l) Kor,
if and only if both
(1) valdetg =k +1,
(2) min(vala, val b, valc,vald) =1
hold.

On the other side we must describe Kgo Vo double cosets in SOy, in terms of the coordinates x =z +we.
To do this, it helps to describe these double cosets in terms of ¢-lattices in V5. Indeed, when we wrote
above that
KSOVO = SOVo(ﬁ)a

we were really abusing notation and talking about the &-points of an integral model of our group SOy,
defined in terms of a quadratic form on a lattice. Consider the &-lattice .4y C Vp given by

Zo = Os+ 05’ + Oe.

It is easy to see that this is self-dual (under our assumption that dy, dy € ), and that % gives rise to
a good integral model for SOy, i.e., Ksoy, = SO(%H).
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Just as in Lemma 3.9, we can similarly describe the double cosets KSOVO wmho KSOVO‘

Definition 3.10. Let . and .’ be two self-dual lattices in Vo = (Vp, Q). We say that .Z and .#’ have
relative position w™*0 (or more simply just m) if m > O is the smallest integer so that

<o "y
Since we can identify

SOy, (F)/ Ksoy, = {self-dual lattices . C Vo},
g+ 8%,
it is immediate that

Ksoy, @™o Ksoy, = {g : §%0 and % have relative position m}.

We now use this observation to deduce a clean description of these double cosets in terms of our
coordinates x = z + we.

Lemma 3.11. The inverse image p~* (KSOVO wMho KSOVO) in GSpiny, of a double coset is given by
Nz—-0(e)Q(w) ;
+ we : 1( ) > } =0,
{Z we : va NG >0 ifm=0

{z + we : val(NZ_gggQ(w)) = —m} if m> 0.

p~ (Ksoy, ™0 Ksoy,) =

Proof. For notational convenience, let’s define

Kpi=p! (Ksoy, ™o Ksoy,) = {x =z + we : p(x)-% has relative position m with respect to %}

and
o {Z + we : Val(NZ_ggi))Q(w)> > O} ifm =0,
" {Z + we : Val(NZ_ggi))Q(w)> _ —m} im0

We wish to show that K,, = K. We expand out

p(x)(e) = xex = (ﬁzez _ —Q(")Q(’“)e) 5,20

N x Nx
_Nz-0@Qw), 0@
Nx Nx
and for w’' € W
p(x)(w) =xw'x™" = %((zw/f —0()ww'w) — (zw'w + ww'z)e)

2

= (%P(z)(w') + Q(elzg(w)w,_

(w', w) (w', Zw)
w)—2 e.
Nx Nx
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Observe too that since

Val(NZ + Q(e)Q(w)) =val(l) =0,
Nx

we have:

(1) If m =0, then
Nz-0@0w) _,
Nx

if and only if both Nz/(N x) and Q(e)Q(w)/(N x) lie in .
(2) If m > 0, then

1(Nz— Q(e)Q(w)) _
va =-m
Nx

(NZ)_ (Q(e)Q(w))_
val| — | =val| ———— | =—
Nx Nx

The claim now follows quickly. Looking at the e-component of p(x)e shows that if x € K/, then

if and only if

p(x)Z has relative position at least m with respect to 4. Now we examine the sizes of each of the terms

Q(e) Nz 0@Q0w) , (W, w) (zw', w)
2 N x ZW, m ( )( ) Tx)w y 2 N x w, 2 N x e

appearing in the calculations of p(x)e and p(x)w’ above; for example

‘Q( 0) w)‘: 0()*Qw)Nz| _[Q)Q(w) N=
(N x)2 Nx Nx

(we have assumed |Q(e)| = 1) and use our above observation to conclude that, when w’ € % N W
each term lives in w™™.%,. Thus K,/n C K,;,. In fact, the above remarks also show the reverse inclusion
Km C K},,. We are done. O

We will require one last lemma before giving the proof of Theorem 3.7. It will help with bookkeeping.
Before stating it, we make the following easy definition.

Definition 3.12. Let f € ¥gL, be a spherical Hecke function. We define . f (a, x), the Fourier-Satake
transform of f, by

S f(a.x) = /F Flan()y (—xy)dy.
In the above, a € Tgr,, and x € F.

It is worth noting that Satgr, f(a) = |8 (a)|%,5” f(a, 0), which should offer some justification for our
choice of terminology.

One should also note that for each fixed x, .“f(-,x) € C°(TgL,(0)\ Tgr, (F)), but it may not be
invariant under the Weyl group unless x = 0. For each fixed a, . f(a,a) € CZ°(F).
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The following lemma is, for x = 0, nothing more or less than a rederivation of the MacDonald formula
for GL,. For general x, we did not know a reference for the result, although we feel it (and relatives for
higher-rank groups) must be well-known.

Lemma 3.13 (the MacDonald formula for GL3). Suppose f = m.o Withm = 0. Then
k
g% 1k o (x) ifae (™ _mu)Tor,(6), k=0,m,
LI@ %) = 3¢5 iy (6) = gF M pimr ,(0) ifae (T 0% ) Ta,(6), 0 <k <m,
0 else.

Proof. As a function of a, . f clearly depends only on the Tg;,, (&) coset of a. Thus, if

k
w" 0
ae ( 0 wl) TGLz(ﬁ)’

k
1o = [ mo( 0 ) pemar

Lemma 3.9 implies that / = m —k and that this integral runs over y such that min(k, k +val(y),m—k) =0.

then

That is, if k = 0 or m, then the integration takes place over y € wk 0, while if 0 < k < m, then the
integration is over y € w X&' — w!~%¢. Thus,

Zfla,x) = {fF lw—kﬁ(y)w(_xy)dy ?kaO,m,
Jr Lok o() =Ly gV (—xy)dy if0<k <m,
(qF Lk (%) ifk=0,m,
N qklwkﬁ(x)—qk_llwk—lﬁ(x) if0<k <m,

as desired. O
We can now show Theorem 3.7.

Proof. 1t suffices to show the result for /' = f{® f, € %' with f/ =T, ;and ®° =1, and ¥°=1,,.
Thus, we compute the local tonal integral explicitly. For clarity we abbrev1ate our notation slightly, writing
the spherical Whittaker function as

v
W =Wpo
F1/2
and writing the Weil representation as
R :=RVY.

To help with readability, we break the computation in several steps.

Step 1: relate the tonal integral to the Fourier—Satake transforms of f and f.
Consider the local tonal integral

Ly(3: ' ®@2® V) /fl (g7'h) f(g @) )W (@(B)g) R(HW(Q)
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or simply just /,-. We can analyze this using the Iwasawa decomposition. Write
g =n(x)tiky,
h = n(x2)t2k2,

where 1 € Tgr,, 12 € T @, x; € F, and k1 € GL,y(0), ko € Gng)(ﬁ), with notation as laid out in the
2
Introduction. Then the tonal integral breaks into

Iy =la|? / AT (2 = x1)12) 57 n(=x1)a(@) ™) 7 °(a(B)n(x1)t1) R (n(x2)t2) ¥°(0)[8(t122) 7.

We simplify this by first changing variables x; + X2 + X1, followed by x > —x1 /& and x5 — §(22)x>.
This gives

Iy = lal ™ [ 1 )y (N gBle2)x2) 07 1“(“>_1”(’“1))‘”(_ﬂ ZNE’”)

x #°(a(B)t1) R (12)¥°(0)]8(t1)| ™

and we can recognize the integrals over x; and x, as Fourier—Satake transforms. Thus

Iy = Ial_if S 12, =NE8(12).7 f3 (17 al@) ™ D)7 (@(B)t) R (12)¥° (§)18(0)| -

Step 2: rewrite the tonal integral as a finite sum.
If we now write 11 = z(z1) ‘a(a;) ! and t, = z(z3)d (a2 ), then after a change of variables z, Zl_l Zy

we get
Iy =la|"* / 1 (zz2)alar)d(az). ~ N(@20)) 7 £z (z))alar)a(@) ™ 1)

x w(zzaz)|araz|#°(a(Bai")¥°(azf). (3-1)

The computation of /,» now reduces to evaluating a finite sum. Write a; = wkiuy ;and z; = wli Vi,

where u;, v; € ¢ are units. Then

Ih+ki+k> l1+ki—vala
1 w 0 k w 0
=l (7 i) N0 s(T T o))
x (~)PHRg Ry (0 (B TR U0 (@720),
where there are a number of restrictions in the sum, namely
¢ the determinant conditions
my =2l +ky, mp=2l1 +ki—vale,
and

« the support conditions: if we set r; =Ilo +ky +kp (hence my —r1 =Ilr—kp)and rp =11 +k;—vala
(hence mp —r; = [1), then
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Step 3: change variables in the sum.
We can write the k; and /; in terms of the r; and the fixed m;; this yields

Iy =my—ra,

[, = %(mz—ml —vala) +my —ry,
k1 =2r; —mj +vala,

ko = %(mz—ml —vala)+r;—r;

(note that T = T (my, my, &) 1= %(mz —mj — val ) must be an integer, otherwise 1, is zero for parity
reasons) and so

Iy = Z Z yfl/((wol wm(?_rl) ’N(wT+r1—r2§))§ﬂf2’((w;)2 wm(z—rz) , 1)

r1=0r2=0
m
2

X (—1)m1—r1q4—r1+%—rzq//o(a(ﬂwm2—2r2—valoc))lpo(w_T_;_rl_rzé_)

or, better,

m
I, = ZZ q%—rzyf/ o' 0 1 WO(a(Imez—Zrz—Vala))
Y A 2 0 whe—T2 |’

ra=

mq o
o M1 w 0 _ ° _
x ) (=)™ Wf{(( 0 wml_rl),N@v”’l %))\If (w7720,

r1=0

Step 4: exploit cancellation.
Let us first examine the inner sum over r{. This is

m 1 ri 0
(_l)mquI Z (—l)rl(]_rlyfll (('wo wml—ﬁ) ’ N(w.T+r1—r2§)) qjo(w_T-i-n—rzé-).
r1=0

If we apply Lemma 3.13, this yields

<—1)'"1q'"2‘(1ﬁ(N(wT—’2z»1ﬁE (@T"20)
m1—1

+ Z(—l)rl(lwrl ”(N(wT-HI_r2§))—q_11wrl—1ﬁ(N(wT+rl_r2§)))lﬁE (wT+r1—r2é.)

ri=1

D)™ L, (N(@ T2, (w”””—’zc)).

Observe that
LoroN(@ T T17720) = 1 sor-1ry/21,, (0),

1wr1 -1 ()(N(wT+rl e é‘)) = 1w"2—T—Fr1/27 Op (é‘)»

Lop (@TH728) =10 -1,, (0).
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Thus, this inner sum becomes
mp;—1

(—ymgs (1w"2—TﬁE &)+ Z (D" (Lyra=r=1r1/21 5, () =g L gyra—1—1ry /215, (D))
ri=1 + (—1)m11w_r2_T—Lm1/2J O (Z)),

which, if my is odd, telescopes to 0. If m; is even, then it simplifies dramatically to

1—2 —2

m m my m
(g2 +q = )1wf2*T*m1/ZﬁE(é‘):(q 2 +q 2 )1w(Vﬂ1a*m2)/2+’2ﬁE(é‘)-

Step 5: apply the Casselman—Shalika formula and simplify.
Returning to /,/, we have shown that, if m, is even, then

m>
myp—2 my w2 0
=3 aF (7 ) )

r2=0
< WO (a (ﬂwmz—Zrz—valoe))1w(va1a_m2)/2+r2 or (é‘)

Iy = (‘]71 +4q

Now, if we denote by 0" the subset of elements of & with even valuation, then the Casselman—Shalika
formula gives

o 1
7 (a(t)) = [t]2 Lowa(t).
If we apply this together with Lemma 3.13, in total we find

mp—2

3w
(g2 +q 2)

b=|?

X (lﬁ(l)lw.valot—mz (even (ﬂ)lw_(vala—mz)/zﬁE (g)
mo—1

+ Z (qrz 1wr20(1) — q72_11wr2—l (}3(1))1wvala—mz+272ﬁeven (ﬂ)lw(vala—mz)/2+r2 OF (é‘)

ro=1

+ qmz lwmz ﬁ(l)lwvala+m2 peven (ﬂ)lw(va]a—‘rmz)/zlﬁE (;)) )

which clearly simplifies to

ﬂ 2 my mp—2
Iy/ = a (q 2 4 q 2 )(1wvala—mzﬁeven (ﬁ)lw(Vﬂla—mz)/ZﬁE (é‘)
— 1 vaa—my+2 geven (B) L gy vata—mz) /241 o (é’))
Applying Lemma 3.11 and noting that SOy, (F) C Ksoy, allows us to conclude. O

Remark 3.14. If one is only interested in the fundamental lemma for the unit element of the Hecke
algebra, then the computation above greatly simplifies. We encourage any reader unhappy with the ugly
manipulations above to work out this example, which becomes nearly trivial.

3C. The fundamental lemma: E[F split. In this subsection, we again assume F is a non-Archimedean
local field, but now ask that £ =~ F x F is split, i.e., that dw € (F ><)2. There is now only one relevant
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pure inner form corresponding to the pair of discriminants (dw , dy); we denote it simply by (W, V') and
the corresponding product of split special orthogonal groups by G = SOy x SOy. We have

G =~ G,, x PGL,

since

(W, Q) =~ (Fx F,—d—VN),
dw

where N : (x, y) — xy is visibly split.
Because SO is now a split torus of SOy, in this subsection we now use a different identification of
Co(V) with Maty 5 than previously. Rather than (1-1), we choose the isomorphism

a —4p
z+we=(a,d)+ub,c)e—| ; dw "] (3-2)
aw¢ @

In the above, (a,d), (b,c) € E = F x F. The choice of identification (3-2) will simplify expressions
quite significantly.
Write G' = GL, x GL, and denote the corresponding spherical Hecke algebras for G and G’ by

# = #(G,K),
% = %#(G, K.
As before, there is a standard map of Hecke algebras
St: #H — ¥;
in this subsection, we will show that in this split case, this again respects formation of orbital and tonal
integrals.

Theorem 3.15 (the fundamental lemma, E/F split). Let f' € %' lie in the spherical Hecke algebra
for G, and set ®° = 1,@2 and V° = 1,,.. Then the functions f’ ® ®°® W° and St(f") match each other,
in the sense that

Iy(3: /' ® 9@ W°) = Jy(S1(/")
for all y' < y matching regular semisimple tones and orbits.
Once again, it is helpful to explicate the transfer map St on Hecke algebras. We denote by
Tovin = L wrmnm
Sk = Lakuo kg,
Tm = 1KsoV @M1 Ko,

the obvious generators of ¥gr,, #soy, . and #so, respectively. In the above, if we denote by i = ([, —/)
a fixed element in E = F x F with [ in F satisfying /> = dy, then
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o : Gy — SOw,
t+1 t—1 t+1 ¢
) )

is a generator of both X4« (SOw) and X« (Tso,, ).
Lemma 3.16. The morphism St breaks up according to the two factors in #' = Hg1, ® HgL, as follows:

(1) On the first factor, the map
HaL, — Hsow
is given by
So if m=0,
Ton q2(S1+5.1) ifm=1,
42 Yo Sm—2i —q" S Smez—2i i m> 1.
(2) On the second factor, the map
HeorL, — Hsoy,
is given by
Ty Tm.

Proof. Part (1) follows directly from the Macdonald formula for GL,. St is given as the composition

SatgL,
?6(}]_2 —_— %TGLZ — %SOW .

If we write
%TGLZZ [X*(TGLz)] [leXZvXI ’XZ_I]W

with X1 =1, 9 T, (0) X2 = 1w(0,1)TGL2 (0)» then this second map above is simply
Hre, = C[X1. X2. X7 X531 — C[S. S7"] = ¥soy -

which sends X to S and X, to S~1. Applying the Macdonald formula for GL, gives

1 if m =0,
SUTp ) = 1q2(S+ 571 ifm=1,
q% S §m=2i _ Z:n 2 gm=2=2i ify>7.
For the second claim (2), see Lemma 3.8. O

This information in hand, we can now show Theorem 3.15. The calculation of tonal integrals is similar
to the one given in the proof of Theorem 3.7, so we will be a bit terse. However, unlike in the proof
of that theorem, we will not include a step-by-step breakdown of the argument. This is since the basic
structure of the computation is so similar (although this is a bit more ferocious). We adopt the same
notation as in Theorem 3.7.
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Proof. As before, let [/ = f{ ® f, € #' satisfy f/ =T, ,, ®° =102 and ¥° =1,4,.
We again reduce the computation of 7, to evaluating the expression in (3-1), which we recall states

Iy = |0l|_é/ I f1(z(z2)alar)d(az), —N(a28)).7 f5(z(z1)a(ar)a(e) ", 1)
x o(z2az)|araz|#°(a(Bait))V°(az?).

I

Once again, this is a finite sum. Write a; = wkiul— and z; = w'iv;, where u;, v; € 0 are units. Then,

asw =1,

I+ki+ko I +ki—vala
_1 w 0 w 0
=t (T i) a0 a(T T ) )

x 7 (a(Bw )V (@"20),
where this sum is over all k;, [;. Changing variables in the sum as in the proof of Theorem 3.7, we end
up with, if we set T = T (my, ma, ) 1= %(mz —my —val),

mj

I, = Z Z yfl/((worl wm(?_rl) ,N(wT—i-n—rzg‘))yfz'((‘wOrZ wm(z—rz) , 1)

r1=0r2=0
x q%—rl +%—T2W0(a (ﬁwm2—2r2—vala))lp0 (w.T-f-rl —r> é-)

or, better written,

m
j 22: mTZ_rny/ w2 0 1 Wo( ('3 m2—2r2—valot))
Yy = q 2 0 wh2—r2 ’ a\pw

r>=0
m
x 2]: %—rlyf/ @' 0 N(w.T+r1—r2§) qjo(wT-i-rl—rzé-)
q 1 0 w‘ml_rl ’ .

r1=0

Now we must proceed slightly differently from before. The “inner sum” in this calculation does not admit
the same sort of cancellation as in Theorem 3.7, so further bookkeeping is essential.
Let us write the inner sum in the above expression as

A(VZ’C) :C[% Z q_rlyfl/((w'rl 0 ),N(wT+r'_rzé'))lllc’(wT‘”l_ng),

0 wm™m™"
r1=0

The tonal integral is thus

my m r 0
ly=3 47 "7 ((a;) wmz_rz) , 1)7’“(a(ﬂw’"ﬂrz_val“))A(rz,;)

r2=0

and applying Lemma 3.13, this gives
_faFre@Br ) 40.0) it ma =0,1,

I, = myp mp—2
T dF e @Bem ) A0 — g T o @(Bw T T ALY i ma > 1.
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So let us now compute the inner sums A(0, ¢) and A(1, ). If we once again apply Lemma 3.13, we
find A(rp, ¢) is given by

g% (M(N(wT—’zz))lﬁE (w@T"20)
mp;—1

+ D (Lor oM@ H17720) =g L ,(N(@ T H17720)) 1, (w TH17720)

ri=1
+ 1gpm g(N(@ T TM=20))1,, (w”’"‘"zz)).

Observe that, as we are in the split case £ = F x F, when we write { = (£1,&>)

1pn ﬁ(N(wT—Hl_rZO) = 1{(51,52):val(§'1)+va1($2)22r2—r|—2T}(§),
Lyr-1,(N@TH1720)) = L, g)vat(en) valgn) 2ra—r —27—13 (0,
Lop (@728 = Ly, eoyma @) zra—r —13 (0.

Thus, A(r2,¢), 0 <ry <1, becomes

my
q-2 (1{va1(sl)+va1(52)zzr2—zr}(Z)l{val(sl-)zrz—T}(C)
m1—1

+ Z (Lpvaten)+valE)z2r—r1—2 1) =4 Lvae))+val ()220 —r1—27—13 () Lvaie )z ra—ry 13 ()

ri=1
+Lpvae ) +valg2)>2r—m —2T3 () Lig, ,sz):val(s»zrz—ml—T}(f))-
We can write this compactly. Define, for 0 <i < my,

Bi(r2,8) := Lyvaie) ) +val(€2)>2r2—i —2TY () Lgvai(g)>rp—i 13 (§)-

We can rewrite our expression as

m1—1
402, = (Bulrz. 0+ Y (Bryr2:8) =7 By 0) + B (12.0)

ri=1
m mi ! my—2 m;—1
=q2 ) Bn(n.0)—q 2 Y Broi(r2, w0),
r1=0 ri=1

and thus, after noting that
Bi(1,9) = Bi(0. %),
we find

L _a T e apem) 40.0) if my =0, 1,
T aF o @B ) 40,0 g5 7o (@(Brm ) 40, w ) ifmy > 1.
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It will be also be helpful to introduce the notation

k
Cr(©) ==Y Br(0.0).
r1=0
When we combine this with the Casselman—Shalika formula, which in this split setting gives
7o (@) = |3 (1+val () 15(1),
we find that

p
I/:—

(1 evaa(5))mmo (B) ¥ @ - ey 09

if mp, =0, 1, while

=2 (q"i‘ ((1 szl 2)) 1 (£) 6 )
— (—l +my + Val(é)) 1w_(m2_z>/,(ﬁ)cml (w™! {))
o o
— qmlTiz ((1 + my + Val(é)) 1w-_m20(ﬁ) Cm1—2(w§)
o o
—(—1 +my + Val(g)) 1 —my-2, (g) Cimy—2 (C))) (3-4)
if my > 1.

There is one last manipulation required before we can identify this as the orbital integral of St(73,, @ Tin, ).
This requires recognizing that

Cm (0) =) B, (0,0)

r1=0

m

=Y Lal(e1) > —T—mi +ivalE2)=~T i} ()
i=0
m

= Z 1{val($1 )>1 (vala—(my —2i)—m>) val(€2)> § (val a+ (m1 —2i)—m>) } 9
i=0

Similarly
mp—2
Cm—2(@) = Y L) >—T+1-m+jalE)>~T—1-3 ()
j=0
mp—2

D L) b sal am(m1 —2—2))—miz) wal ) s st G —2—2)-may} (§)-
=0
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If we apply these expansions to (3-3) and (3-4), then we write, for example when m, > 1,

o

o (0 E(emea ()

p
X (a 1{val(§‘1 )Z%(vala—(ml —2i)—m2),val(§2)z%(vala+(m1 —2i)—m2)} (Z)

— (—H-mz—i—val(g)) 1 -2,

p
x (; 1{val(§:1)2%(val(x—(m1 —2i)—m2)+1,val(§2)> 5 (vala+(m; —2i)—m2)+1}(§)

mp—2 m—2 IB
—q 2 Z((l—i—mz-l—val(a))lw—mzﬁ

B
X(; L a0 = L (vl o m 22— mo) val (62>} (vala+-(m1 —2—2)—m) } (O

— (_1+m2 +Val(§)) 1 -2,

p
X (; 1{va1($1)z%(valot—(m1 —2—2/)—m>)+1,val(2)> 5 (valo+(m —2—2j)—m2)+1}(§) :

By the following lemma, these expressions are exactly those appearing in the computation of orbital
integrals. O
Lemma 3.17. Let

f=w®fr=ST,c.

Then J, (f) is given by, for y = p((a,d) + (b, c)e),
Jy(f)

Q(u(b,0)) Q(u(b,c))
:(1+m+val(N—)/ 1p-mg N—)/ 1{val(a)2%(val(N)/)—l—m),val(d)Z%(Val(NJ/)+l—M)}((a’d))

ifm=0,1, while
Jy(f) = (1 +m +val(%b);c))))lw—mﬁ

0((b.c) .
x Ny {val(a)z%(val(N y)—l—m),val(d)z%(val(N )/)+l—m)}((a’ )

— (—1 + m + val (%b);c)))) 1,—m—2,

0(u(b.)) J
x Ny {val(@)= 1 (val(N y)—I—m)+1,val(d)> L (val(N y)+l—m)+1}((a’ )

ifm>1.
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Proof. Recall that J,,( f) is defined by first setting

F(x)=:/° Fwr () fir (hee)
SOw (F)
and then taking
= hYvh) dh.
J,(f) ﬁmﬂnF( yh)

So note first that for f = §; ® T, we have (since we have taken vol(SOw (0)) = 1)

F(x) — 1w_l'“0 KSOV wMro KSOV (X),

which does not lie in ¥so,,. Nevertheless, we may compute its regular semisimple orbital integrals.
Suppose y = p((a,d) + t(b,c)e); then by the identification (3-2) and Lemma 3.9, we know that
y € w o Kso, @™"0Kgq,, if and only if

d? d d
I +vall ad — - be | —2min [ + val(a),l + val Y ,val Ve ,val(d)) = m,
dz dw dw

w
which is better written as

min(/ 4 val(a), [ + val d—Vb , val d—Vc ,val(d) ) = Val(N)/)—i—l—m. (%)
dw dw 2

Observe that %(Val(N ¥) + 1 —m) must be an integer in order for y to lie in @ ~#o Kso, @™*0 Kso,, .
Note that the right-hand side of the above expression (x) does not change when we conjugate y by an
element i = (¢, 1) € SOy (F), while such conjugation replaces the left-hand side with

d d
min| k + val(a), k 4 val V1 , val e ,val(d)|.
dw dw

Keeping this in mind, let us determine which y are conjugate to an element of o Kso, @™*0 Kso,, .
Let us assume now that m > 1; the analysis for m = 0, 1 is similar but even easier. There are a number
of possible cases to consider.

Qb 0)0e) __d} be

1 = e "o,
M Ny dVZVN)/ ¢

This implies

d d
I+val| b ) +val[ e <val(Ny)+1—m;
d dw

w

hence at least one of [/ + val((dy /dw)b), val((dy /dw)c) is less than %(val(N y) + [ —m). Thus y can
never be conjugate to an element of w o Kso, @™"0Kso,, .

@) Qb.c)0(e) _
Ny

o Mo —w 20,
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In this case, since we have

d2
Ny =ad — —YLbe,
d2
w
this forces val(ad /(N y)) = —m, —m + 1 as well. Thus, in order to have y conjugate to an element satis-
fying (%), it must be the case that at least one of / + val(a) or val(d) must be exactly %(Val(N y)+1—m).

) Qub.0E) _

N ~M+2 4 at least one of [ + val(a), val(d) < %(Val(N y)+1—m).
Y

Here, it is clear that y can never be conjugate to an element satisfying (*).

0G(b.c)OE) _

“) Ny

~M+2 5. at least one of [ + val(a), val(d) = %(Val(N y)+1—m).
We implicitly assume both [ + val(a), val(d) > %(Val(N y) + [ —m) so that we are not in case (3).
Then y is always conjugate to an element satisfying (*).

00(b.c)QE) _

&) Ny

~Mm+2 ¢ with [ + val(a), val(d) > %(Val(N y)+1—m).

Here again, y is always conjugate to an element satisfying ().

In each case, we can easily determine the value of J,, (/). In (1) and (3), it is clear that J,(f) = 0. In
cases (2) and (4), we get 1 +val(Q(t(b,c))Q(e)/(Ny)) + m. Finally, in case (5), we find J, (f) = 2.
This is exactly the claimed formula. O

Part II. Trace formulas, done naively

In this part, we present the global motivations underlying the calculations in Part I. Throughout this
part, unless otherwise specified, ' will be a number field. We will describe the construction of two trace
formulas, the “geometric sides” of which will involve the orbital and tonal integrals studied in Part I.

However, a caveat: all manipulations will be purely formal. We give little to no thought towards
convergence of various sums and integrals, and we will freely interchange these as needed. This failing
will be remedied in the sequel to this paper, where we will give a complete discussion of the “correct”
form of these trace formulas, and where we confront these analytic issues and provide suitable regularized
versions of these trace formula identities.

Because of this, some words should be said in defense of including this discussion at all — after all,
with these naive manipulations there are no real results in this part, only motivation! We mention only that
the regularized forms of the trace formulas we allude to above appear quite obscure, and discussion of
them lacks the clarity that we feel underlies our approach, and which is apparent in this naive discussion.

That said, let us begin with a description of our first relative trace formula, which is designed to encode
“the periods side” of Waldspurger’s formula.
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4. The relative trace formula on SO x SO3

The setup for our trace formula here mostly follows the basic pattern for all relative trace formulas. At first
approximation, we simply consider the group G = SOy x SOy together with its diagonally embedded
subgroup H = A SOy, and write down the relative trace formula corresponding to the double coset space
H\ G/ H. This gives a trace formula whose spectral side appears well-adapted to encode “the periods
side” of Waldspurger’s formula and whose geometric side carries a natural interpretation.

However, there is a slight hiccup with this clean approach. This only really rears its head not in the
case of SO, x SO3, but in the more general study of SO,, periods for forms on SO, 4+ when r is large.
For instance, the naive analogue of Waldspurger’s formula in high rank — the Ichino-Ikeda conjecture
[2010] —is not quite correct as stated, and must be slightly modified. See [Xue 2017b] Conjecture 6.2.1
for a corrected version of the Ichino—Ikeda formula; see also Conjecture 6.3.1 of that paper for another
variant, which reinterprets the corrected Ichino—-Ikeda formula as a formula for periods on Oy X Oy 41.

So what is this hiccup? The root cause of the matter is the existence of the outer automorphism of SO,
when n = 2r is even, which we may view as given by conjugation by a representative of the nontrivial
element in Oy, / SO,, and which brings about, when n = 2r is large, the failure of multiplicity 1 in the
cuspidal spectrum of SO,.

As one might imagine, this does not cause any serious problems in the Waldspurger case of SO, x SO3
(SO, certainly has multiplicity 1!) and could more or less be ignored in this setting; i.e., we could
easily deal with the trace formula in the naive manner described above. We believe that this would be
philosophically incorrect. To that end, we will incorporate the outer automorphism of SO into the setup
of our trace formula, which will force us to deviate slightly from the clear outline presented in the first
paragraph of this section.

The basic idea behind this correction is simple. Since the most natural setting for the (corrected)
SO, x SOy, 41 Ichino-Ikeda conjecture is not on SO, x SO, 1 at all, but rather on O, x Oy 41 (again, see
Conjecture 6.3.1 of [Xue 2017b]), we would like to “push forward” the relative trace formula on Oy x Oy
corresponding to the double coset space A Ow \ Oy x Oy /A Ow from O x Oy to G = SO x SOy.
This will give a distribution on G with a spectral side designed to encode periods on Oy x Oy, as desired.

Let us begin by giving a few simple definitions.

4A. The period integral and the global spherical character. We assume here that F is a number field.
Let our notation be as above: G=SOw x SOy and H= A SOw = {(h, t(h)) : h € SOy } is the diagonally
embedded SOy . In the future, we will omit writing the embedding ¢ : SOy < SOy. Let m = y ® 0
be an irreducible automorphic cuspidal representation of G; i.e., let y be an automorphic character
X :SOw (F)\ SOw (A) — C* and o an irreducible automorphic cuspidal representation of SOy .

We must consider the period integral of Waldspurger—Gross—Prasad applied to forms in &. This is

defined by
Z.n=x®o0—C,

X®¢ > [y x(Wp(h) dh.
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Here ¢ € o and dh is the measure on H(A) = SOy (A) normalized to give vol([H]) = 1. The notation
¢ € o is unambiguous, since by the multiplicity-one theorem for SOy = PB* there is only one realization
of o in the space of automorphic forms.

The period integral #2(¢) is absolutely convergent when r is cuspidal.

4A1. The global spherical character. Let i be an automorphic cuspidal representation of G=SOp x SOy .
We define the global spherical character by taking for f € C2°(G(A))

()= Y, 2@(f)e)2().
@€ON()

Here the sum runs over a fixed orthonormal basis of ON(r) C = C L?([G]), and the operator 7 (f) is
defined by

2(f)p = /G JS@r@eds

J is visibly a distribution of positive type, in the following sense: if f = a * a" for a function a,
where aV(g) = a(g™1), then
Jr(f) =0.
Moreover, the following lemma is easily apparent:

Lemma 4.1. Let & denote the period integral, viewed as an element in Homga) (7, C). Then & = 0 if
and only if Jp = 0.

This should be interpreted as the statement that the distribution J, encodes the period integral, viewed

as a functional on 7.

4A2. A variant for full orthogonal groups. We also define, for future use, the corresponding objects for
full orthogonal groups Ow x Oy. Let 7 = ¥ ® 6 be a cuspidal representation of Oy x Oy (note that ~
does not mean contragredient here!), and consider the functional

P 7 —C,
¢ Jiaoy (M) dh.
As above, we can define a global spherical character
H= Y 2GHHZe.
@EON(7)
4B. The SOw x SOy trace formula. Consider the homomorphism
D :Ow xOw — U2,
(h1,hy) — dethy deths,
and define the disconnected group H = (H?)* by setting

(H?)* := ker(D).
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We can also write this group as the semidirect product (H?)* = (H x H)x{1, o'}, where o is the element of
Ow induced by the nontrivial automorphism - € Gal(E/ F') acting through the identification W = (E, ¢ N).
The semidirect product is given by the diagonal action

o(h1,h2)o™" = (°hy, %hy).

We use b = (h1s, has), s € {1,0}, to denote an element of H = (H?)*.
We will identify the group {1, 0} with u, as follows. Denote by s : o — Oy the map

t =S¢,
where
1 ifr=1,
St = .
o ift=-1.

We also define another map z : up, — Oy, written
= Zy.

Here z; € Oy is the transformation which is the identity on W and multiplication by t on W+ = Fe. It
is worth noting by construction that any element z; commutes with any element of Oy .
We take Haar measures dh, on SOw (F) and dt, on w,(F,) so that for almost all places

VOl(KSOW’v) = 1,
while for all v,
vol(ua(Fy)) = 1.

We also take Haar measures dh = [[ dhy and dt =[] dt, on SOw (A) and p2(A) —by scaling dh,, at
finitely many places, we can ensure that

vol([SOw]) =1,
while, without scaling dt,,, we still have

vol([uz]) = 3.

Together, these induce a Haar measure dh on H (A) and a corresponding measure on the automorphic
quotient [H|] via

f ¢(h)dh=[ / [ ¢ (hise, hase) dhy dhy dt
[H] 121 Jisow] Jisow]

for ¢ a smooth function on [H].
We can now define our trace formula. Let f € C2°(G(A)) be a test function, and let x = (x1, x2),
y = (¥1, y2) be elements of G(A) = SOy (A) x SOy (A). Consider the usual kernel function

Ke(x,y)= ) f(x'8y).

§€G(F)
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It is easy to see that this is formally represented by the sum
Ke(x.p)= Y (R(NH)®)e(y).
@€ON(L2([G])

Here ON(L?([G])) denotes a fixed orthonormal basis of automorphic forms of the L? space of G(F)\ G(A)
and R(f)y is the right regular action of Hecke operators, namely

R(f)p(x) = /G SO

We must consider the following:

Definition 4.2. The SOy x SOy trace formula distribution J( f) is defined formally as
= [ Ky haso. Grasi haso) di dha dr (1)
u2] J[SOw] J[SOw]

There is small inconsistency in our notation: we defined K¢ as a function on (SOw (A) x SOy (A))?,
while above we seem to be evaluating this at elements of Oy (A)2. However, the expression (4-1) can,
and should, be made sense of in the following way:

/ / / Ky ((ryse. huse), (s, hase)) di di di
[12] J[SOw] J[SOw]

:/ / / S(sy 1]’11 S1hase,s 1h1152h2st) dhydh, dt
w2] J[SOw] J[SOw] er 82)€G(F)

[ [ S T Biha), (h7 aho)) diy dha d.
2l Jisow] Jisow 5,

,62)€G(F)
If we omitted the integration over [i5] in our definition of J( f), then it would be extremely easy to

interpret the corresponding distribution spectrally. Simply write (formally) L2([G]) = @ , where the
“sum” is over all automorphic representations of G. This gives

ASOW] ASOW] Kf((h1,h1)’(h2,h2))dh1dhz=/[SOW] ASOW] Z (R(F)e)(h)e(hs)dhydhs

@€ON(L2([G]))

=3 Y 2a()e) 2

T @eON(r)

=Y I (f)

and so spectrally, this distribution is nothing more than the sum of all the global spherical characters J.
The same argument, but applied to O x Oy, gives the spectral decomposition of J( f), as we will
now explain.
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Consider the distribution J, defined by, for a function f € C((Ow xOyp)(A)),

j(f):/ / Kf(ﬁl,ﬁz)dﬁldﬁz,
[Ow] J/[Ow]

where

Kivyy= Y f&7'8y)

8€(Ow x Oy )(F)

is the Selberg kernel function for Oy x Oy. Here d hi = dh denote the same measure on [Ow], defined
using our fixed measures d¢ on [u,] and dh on [SOyy] as above via

hydh = hsy) dhdt.
[OW]¢( ) /[le /[SOW]¢( ) :

By the same argument as above, J( f ) formally decomposes as a sum of global spherical characters
Ja( f ) for Oy x Oy. Some simple manipulations will also allow us to relate J ( f ) to the distribution

(). )
Expand out J (f) to get

F(f) —/ K pin. ) diis di
[Ow] J[Ow]

f ]2/ Z f(Stllhl 81stlh2st2,s, h 8251;2]’12St2)dh1 dhy dty dts.
[z S

[Sow ]2 a’eG(F) 71 €412 (F)
€Uz (F)

Changing variables in the sum §; — sr181sr_ll, 82 > s 82sr_11, followed by s¢, > Sz, 5¢,, and finally
followed by A1 > s, hlsr_l1 gives

T(f)
=/ / / Z Z f(Srlstl) h 81h25t2’(5r15t1) h 525r2h25t2)dh1dh2d11d52
[12]?J [SOw] SOW](SeG(F)n €Epa(F)
weux(F)

If we unfold the integration over one copy of [u2] and change variables s;, > s,zst_ll, we find that
J()
N /[le /[SOW]2 $EG(F) (//Lz(A)
- /[M] /soW] SGG(F)(/MZ(A)

> f(s,_llhl_l&hzstz,st_llhl_l(ﬁzsrzhzs,z)dtl) dhydhy dt,
€U (F)

> FGust T S1hassy . 50,57 hT $250,h081,) dtl) dhydhy dty.
€U2(F)
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Finally, we change 8> 82sr_21 Zg,, hoting that z;, commutes with elements in SOy, and write

T(f)
/ f ( f > f(stls,—;h;lslhzs,z,stls,—;hl—lazhzs,zz,z)dzl) dhy dhy dt,
[m2] SOW] S€G(F) w2(A) €U (F)
/ / D SR h S1hase, s h 8ahasi,) dhy dhadiy
(2] J[SOw]? §€G(F)

=J(f).
where, given f , we take

f(a,b)z/ “ Z f(s,a,s,bz,)dt.
n2

) t€Ur (F)

Since the map f — f is clearly surjective, we find that J( ') does indeed have a spectral interpretation:
it is essentially the corresponding relative trace formula on Oy X Oy, and so exactly encodes the sum of
global spherical characters on Oy x Oy. For more on why these global spherical characters on Oy x Oy
are the correct objects of study (rather than those on SOy x SOy ), we once again refer the reader to
[Xue 2017b, Conjecture 6.3.1].

4B1. The geometric side. We turn to the geometric expansion of J(f) as a sum of orbital integrals.
These are defined purely locally in Part I: see Definition 1.9.

We can also easily define, for F a number field, y € SOy (F), and f# = X fv CX(SOy(A)) a
factorizable function, the global orbital integral by setting

I 19 = 1= | Sy an=TTho. 1.

Ow (A

As in Part I, if f € C2°(G(A)), then we associate a corresponding f # via
Fw= [ faao)dh.
SOow (A)

Again, it is easy to see that the map
C(G(A)) — C°(SOy (A)),
e (fFx e fso, @/ (h(1, X)) dh),
is surjective. We often abuse notation and interchangeably write J(y, f) for J(y, f¥).

Let us return to discussing the geometric expansion of J( f'). We can decompose J( /) as a sum of
global orbital integrals — in practice, this is little more than the double coset computation

A SOw \(SOw x SOy)/A SO => SOy /Y SOy,
(a,b) — a’lb,
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but where we also keep track of the outer automorphism of SOy, . Better said: consider the right action
of H on G given, if h = (h1s, hys), by
(a,b).h = (s hilahys, s bhys).

Then, we have .
(SOw xSOy)/H => SOy /°V Ow,

(a,b) a7 'b.

Recall that we have defined

J(f):/[H] > f@.hydh.

8€G(F)

Denote by Hj the stabilizer in H of § € G. We can take as orbit representatives of G(F)/ H (F') elements
of the form § = (1, y), with y a representative of SOy (F)/°% Oy (F), and for such §

Hs = A(Ow)y,

where by (Ow ),, we mean the stabilizer in O of y € SOy under the conjugation action. Note that this
group can be identified either as Oy, SOw, (2, or 1. When y is regular semisimple, it is either 1 or p5.
In any case, we may unfold the integral defining J( f) to find

J(fy= > vol((Hs) S(@.h)dh

8€G(F)/H(F) HS(A)\H(A)

= >, vol([(Ow),]) F(h~'yh) dh
y €SOy (F)/<n Oy (F) (Ow)y (AM)\ Ow (A)

or, even more simply,

J(f) = Z Jy(f) + non-r.s.s orbital integrals.
y€(SOy (F)/coni SOy (F))r-ss

Thus, the orbital integrals studied in Part I are exactly the terms appearing in the geometric side of our
first trace formula.

5. The relative trace formula on GL; x GL,

Having now produced a trace formula distribution which encodes “the periods side” of Waldspurger’s
formula, it remains to construct one which controls “the L-function side”. This is the goal of this section.
Our distribution in question will live on the group G’ := GL, x GL;. To define it, we will require some
ingredients.

5A. Preliminaries. Let I1 = I1{ ® I1, be an irreducible automorphic cuspidal representation of G'(A);
i.e., let I1; be irreducible cuspidal representations of GL,(A), and denote by w; and w, their (unitary)
central characters. The main ingredients for our trace formula will be certain period integrals rg and
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Pist of forms ¢’ € T1. These are integrals taken along two subgroups H/1 =AGL, and H, = Gng) X N,
but weighted by various functions (Eisenstein series and theta functions respectively).

Thus, before we can proceed, we must review some basics on how these periods are defined, what they
compute, and why we include them in our construction.

5A1. Rankin—Selberg convolution on GL,. We begin with a flurry of definitions regarding Eisenstein
series, and briefly survey their role in the theory of Rankin—Selberg convolution for GLy x GL,.

We first confront the global analogue of Section 2A2. Let ® € S(A?) be a Schwartz function on A2,
and let w be a unitary central character of GL5:

w: F\A* — C*.

[ 7)o

the usual “mirabolic” subgroup of GL;, and by

p-zp=|(; 1) <ot

the full Borel subgroup containing P. As in Section 2A2, we may define (via the identification A% — {0} =
P\ GL,) a section Fs by the Tate integral

Recall that we denote by

Fi() = detgl” [ @000l %

Again, Fy € Indg%Af)(A) (85=2(1,w™)), where

is the modular quasicharacter of B,

(l,w—l)((” ,’j)) =07l (b),

and Ind denotes normalized induction.

Definition 5.1. The Eisenstein series associated to ® and w is given, when Re(s) > 0, by the expression

E@Q) =E(.g)=E@s.(Lo™)ig.®:= Y  Fyg).
yEB(F)\GL2(F)

To us, the importance of this Eisenstein series stems entirely from the following application.

Proposition 5.2 (Jacquet, Piatetski-Shapiro, Shalika, Rankin, Selberg). Let I1 and T1, be irreducible
automorphic cuspidal representations of GL,(A), with central characters w1 and ws. Let ¢; € I1; be
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forms, and let ® € S(A?) be a Schwartz function. Then the integral

Z(5:01.92.®) : = [ 01 (D02 EG. (1o 03"): g. ) dg
Z(A) GL2(F)\ GL2(A)

_ / 01(2)02(2)E(s. 9) dg
[PGL>]

unfolds to an Euler product

—1
Z(5: 01, 92, ®) = / P 017V 02()((0. 1)g)| det g |° dg.
N(A)\ GL>(A)

where

2 o1 (g) = /[N] o1 ()Y (n) dn.
W oa(g) = /[N] 02(ng) ¥ (n) dn

are the W-th and ' -th Fourier coefficients of ¢1 and @, respectively. Once one fixes factorizations
of the global Whittaker functionals of taking y-th or ¥~ -th Fourier coefficient into products of local
Whittaker functionals, this gives a factorization

Z(s:01.92.9) = [ [ Zo(5: 01,0, 2.0. Po).
v

where each Z, is a local integral

-1
Zy(8:91,0. 92,0, Dy) =/ WY 010(@WY 02,0(8) Dy (eng)| det g|* dg
N(Fv)\GLZ(Fv)

which exactly computes the local factors Ly (s, I11 y x I3 y) for unramified places and unramified data.

Remark 5.3. The ramified places can be controlled by nonvanishing results for the local integrals, and
thus this integral gives a robust understanding of the analytic properties of L(s, [Ty x I15). In fact, even
more can be said: the L-function occurs as a “g.c.d.”” of zeta integrals Z(s, ¢1, @2, D) as ¢1, g2, O vary.
The functional equation follows from the functional equation of the Eisenstein series.

Proof. For a very readable discussion and proof in the general case of GL, x GL;, see [Cogdell and
Piatetski-Shapiro 2004]. O

We will interpret the map ¢1 ® g2 ® ® — Z(s, ¢1, @2, P) as a linear functional, which we denote by
Prs(s) 1 TH @ M2 ® S(A%) - C,
P12 @ P> Z(s, 91,92, P).

5A2. Fourier coefficients of E(g,s). The Fourier expansion of the GL,-Eisenstein series will be used
later. The relevant and well-known computation follows.
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Lemma 5.4. Let ® = D, be factorizable Schwartz function, and let Re(s) > 0. The Eisenstein series

E@) =E(s (Lo™)g®= Y  F(yg ;s 0)
y€B(F)\ GL2(F)
has a-th Fourier coefficient given by

E%(g) = fF L E00y (o) dy
_ {fA Fywn@gy () dx  if a £0,
Fs(g) + /A Fs(wn(x)g) dx lfOl =0

7y () if @ #0,
Fs(g)+M(s)Fs(g) if a=0.

Here M(s) is the usual intertwining integral between principal series of GLo, given by
MO): fil) = [ fitun(g)dx.

Proof. Recall the Eisenstein series is given by

E@= Y  Flyg.

Y€EB(F)\ GL2(F)

Taking a set of representatives of B(F)\ GL,(F) to be the identity matrix 1 (the small Bruhat cell) and
matrices of the form wn (¢) (the large cell), we find

E%(g) = fF y (Fs 0+ 3 Fs(wna)n(x)g))w(—ax) dx.
Note that

/ Fy(n()g)y (—ex) dx = Fi(g) / Y (—ax)dx =0
F\A F\A

unless o = 0.
So suppose first that & # 0. Then we unfold to find

B9 = [ Y Ftwont+ gy (-ax) dx

A teF

- /A Fy(wn(x)g)¥(—ax) dx

l/f_l
= 7Y (a@sg)
so this coefficient is factorizable.
If « = 0, the computation is similar. Proceeding as above, we get

E%(g) = Fy(g) + / Fy(wn(x)g) dx,
A
as desired. O
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5A3. The symmetric square L-function for GL,. Let us quickly review the construction of the symmetric
square L-function for GL, due to Shimura and Gelbart-Jacquet. This crucially involves the Weil
representation, treated adelically, and so, just as Section 2A1 did for the corresponding local picture, we
now give a brief tour of this global theory.
Once again, for these matters we follow [Takeda 2014]. Most details will be omitted. Recall that we
write, for any ring R,
GLP (R) = {g € GL,(R) : det(g) € (R*)2}.

These are not the R-points of an algebraic group, but we will still use this notation freely.
As in the local story, one can define a double cover SL,» (A) of SL,(A) as well as a central extension

1 - {*1} > GL?A) - GLP (a) - 1.

This central extension comes equipped with two important (partially defined) set-theoretic sections,
and s
k.s:GLP(A) - GLP (A).

More precisely, « is an honest set-theoretic section, defined for all , while s (%) only makes sense for
h e B® (A)orhe GLgZ)(F ). (For more discussion on «, s, and the precise cocycle used to write down
the global metaplectic group, see [Takeda 2014].)

(?I:g” (A) also comes equipped with a Weil representation r¥. It can be realized as an action on the
space ST (A) of even Schwartz functions on A, where it is given by the formulas

,w(s( 0 1))f(X)—y(w 2)f (),

r“f(s (1 }j)) £) = v (5) f ).

; (( 0 ))f(x) a1} ey (@) f (@),

a
0
(s (§ 2)) £ =l pa

rV () f(x) = £/ (%),

as in the local setting. The Schwartz space model of r ¥ gives rise to a well-known automorphic realization:
to any f € ST(A) we attach a theta function

0V f)=>Y_ r¥(h)f()
EeF

which is an automorphic form on ﬁ(z) (A).
The representation r ¥ can also be constructed via the residues of Eisenstein series on GL(Z) This
proceeds as follows. Let T (A) denote the preimage of the diagonal maximal torus T® (A) of GL(Z) (A)
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in the double cover. We define a character ¥ by
oV T2 (A) >
(1, §)s (1) = Epy (1),

where ¢ = diag(t, #) (again, the definition and properties of yty can be found in [Ranga Rao 1993,
Appendix]). Then, given a section

~7 (2)
iV emdoz @ V@552
fi" €ln 2 (s @) ® ’

one can construct an Eisenstein series

E(s;h, V)= > fY s

y€B@ (F)\GL@ (F)

on G\I:gz) (A). As E (s; h, fsw) lives on @gz) (A\), but does not descend on GLgZ) (A), we refer to it as a
3
4>
fact r¥ can be realized as the space of residues of these Eisenstein series at s = %. For a simple proof of
this fact, see [Gelbart and Piatetski-Shapiro 1980].

The importance of the functions 6 (h, f) and E (s; h, fs) rests in the following integral representation

genuine or half-integral weight Eisenstein series. E (s; h, f;/f) is known to have a pole at s = 3, and in

of the symmetric square L-function for GL,.

Proposition 5.5 (Jacquet, Gelbart, Bump, Ginzburg, Takeda). Let I1 be a cuspidal representation of
GL2(A), with quadratic central character v = wgf, with E = F(\/d). Let pell, f e ST(A), and

o
fU-d ¢ 1pg°tz @ V-d @ 553
Is 159 @ysvan @ ®

Then the integral

Z(s;¢, Y, fs,Symz) :=/
[PGL

aL®

]gp(h)e‘/’(fc(h),f)g(s;/c(h),f;‘/’—d)dh
unfolds to an Euler product

Z(s:0. V. f5.Sym?) = [ | Zv(s: . ¥y, f.v. Sym?),
v

where the local zeta integrals
Zy (55 9o, Yo, fs,v, Sym?)
have the property that, for unramified places v and unramified test data ¢y, Wy, fsv,

Zy(s;90p, Yo, fou, Symz) = Lv(2s — % IT, Symz)é‘F,v(4s -1

Proof. This, and a twisted form of it, are the main theorem of [Takeda 2014] in the more general setting
of GL,,. O
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Remark 5.6. The restriction above that the central character @ be quadratic is entirely artificial — with
some easy modification, the integral above can be defined for any irreducible cuspidal IT, not just those
with quadratic central character. It then follows from this representation of L(s, IT, Sym?) that the
symmetric square L-function cannot have a pole at s = 1 if w? # 1. See [Takeda 2014].

One can take the residue at s = % of the above integral representation to find an explicit period integral
which detects the existence of a pole of L(s, IT, Sym?) at s = 1. Before we state this result though, let us
repackage some of the ingredients slightly.

Consider the 2-dimensional quadratic space (£, N). We can, in a similar manner to what we did above,
define the representation RY of GL® (2,A) acting on STT(Ag), the space of Schwartz functions on
AEg invariant under z — Z and z — —z, by the formulas

RY ((_‘1) é))w(z) =y (1. NI).

(( )) Y(z) =y (ObN2)¥(2),

r((5 ) ve = ldo@vs

( 2))lIJ =la|" W@ 2).

Here, U(z) = fAE W(z")Y(N(z 4+ z') —=N(z) —N(z’)) dz’ is the Fourier transform, with dz’ normalized
so as to be self-dual.

RY has an automorphic realization by considering, given ¥ € ST+ (Af), the associated theta function

OV (h. W) = > " (RY (H)W)().

CeE
We are interested in this representation RY entirely because

RV =~V @)r‘/’—d

and because of its appearance in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.7 (Jacquet, Gelbart, Bump, Ginzburg, Takeda). Let I1 be a cuspidal representation
of GLa(A). L(s, I1, Sym?) has a pole at s = 1 if and only if for one (equivalently any) Y we have both

(1) the central character w of Il is of the form w = wg F for some E = F[Vd] (e, 0? = 1),
(2) the linear functional
TI® RV — C,

PRV [ @ @OV (h. W) dh,

Sym

is not identically zero.
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Proof. Indeed, this fact is also discussed in [Takeda 2014]. In addition to this reference, let us make some
quick remarks. The result we are after follows directly from the integral representation of Proposition 5.5
and the observation that RY is exactly the representation whose automorphic realization consists of forms
like

res;_: v (-, W)E(s;-, fs‘/’*d).

2w

This latter observation is a consequence of the dual identity of ¥ either as the Weil representation, as
described by the action of G\I:gz) (A) on ST(A) and its automorphic realization as theta functions, or as
the space of residues of metaplectic Eisenstein series. For more on this, see [Gelbart and Piatetski-Shapiro
1980], particularly Proposition 3.3.3 and their Section 6. O

Why are we concerned with Proposition 5.7? In Section 5B we will need to characterize those cusp
forms on GL,(A) which appear as functorial lifts (via the “standard” transfer map) from SOy (A).
Assuming Langlands functoriality, here is the conjectural answer. According to the Langlands philosophy,
an irreducible cuspidal automorphic representation IT of GL;(A) is a functorial lift from SOy (A) if and
only if its corresponding L-parameter factors through the L-group of SOy (A). This should occur if and
only if we have both

(1) the L-parameter preserves a symmetric bilinear form on C2,

(2) the determinant of the L-parameter corresponds under class field theory to the character wg .
This should be equivalent to

(1) the symmetric square L-function L(s, IT, Sym?) has a pole at s = 1,
(2) the central character w of IT is the quadratic character wg /.

Summarizing: IT should be a functorial lift from SOy (A) if and only if its central character @ happens
to be wg,f for E = F[/dw] and ,@Symz is not identically zero on IT ® RY. This is what @Symz is
really designed to detect.

Remark 5.8. The soft discussion above, where we relied on some unproven black boxes (such as
Langlands functoriality!) to arrive at a conjectural characterization of functorial lifts from SOp (A) can
be reformulated in a more concrete manner. This is largely because we know the construction of the
functorial transfer from SO (A) to GL,(A). Tt is the simplest case of the theta correspondence. Better
said, the theta correspondence (with similitude factors) explains our functorial transfer. Note that our
representation R is the restriction to Gng) (A\) of a Weil representation on Ag X GLgZ) (A) (which itself
is the restriction of a representation from the metaplectic double cover of GSp,). It is then not too hard to
see that RV is the sum of all possible dihedral forms with central character w g /F > hence integration next
to RY determines whether IT is a functorial lift from SOy .

We have avoided this perspective because it so crucially relies on the exceptional isomorphism
SL, = Sp, at its heart, and thus cannot offer any insight into the same problem for higher-rank even
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orthogonal groups SO, and their functorial transfers to GL,. On the other hand, the theory of integral
representations is bound by no such restriction.

Remark 5.9. It is also worth pointing out that the black boxes referenced in the remark above are largely
proven in the case we need, namely that of functorial transfer from a classical group to GL . See [Arthur
2013].

5Ad4. Fourier coefficients of ®(h, ). For later use, we include the following simple lemma.

Lemma 5.10. Let ©(h) = OV (h, ) be as above. Then the a-th Fourier coefficient is given by

%) = Y (RY()W)(Q).
CeE
Ni=a

Proof. We compute
O%(h) 2/ On(x)h)y(—ax)dx
F\A

= [ T @ ooy candx

CeEE

— v _
=) (R (h)‘l’)(é“)/F\/_\lﬂ(N(é“))lﬂ( ax)dx.

CeE
This last integral is O unless N({) = «. By our normalization of measures, it is | when N({) =«. O

SAS. The exterior square L-function for GL,. This is even easier. We record the following very simple
fact.

Proposition 5.11. Let I1 be an irreducible automorphic cuspidal representation of GLy. Then the exterior
square L-function L(s, T1, A?) has a pole at s = 1 if and only if, for W nontrivial, the linear functional

Ppo=2Y, 1> C,
¢ [izqezn) ¥ (n)dndz,

is not identically zero.

Proof. This follows immediately upon noting two things: first, that every irreducible cuspidal representation
of GL,(A) is generic; and second, that for GL, the exterior square L-function L(s, IT, A?) is nothing
more than the Hecke L-function L (s, wyy), where wry is the central character of IT. O

Just as in the discussion following Proposition 5.7, we can view Proposition 5.11 as identifying
which cusp forms on GL,(A) are functorial transfers from SOy (A). Once again, this is a consequence
of Langlands functoriality. Here, the pole of L(s, IT, A%?) at s = 1 keeps track of whether or not the
L-parameter of II factors through Sp,(C), which is the Langlands dual of SOy.
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5B. The global spherical character. We are now ready to define the GL, x GL, global spherical charac-
ter. This is designed to encode the L-function side of Waldspurger’s formula. That is, given IT=I1; ® 1,
a cuspidal representation of G’ = GL; x GLj, the spherical character 1y is a distribution that should both

¢ detect whether IT is a functorial transfer from G = SOy x SOy (more accurately, from Oy x Oy ),
e compute the Rankin—Selberg L-function L(s, IT) = L(s, IT; x I13).

Let us address the first point. If IT is a lift from G, then the central characters of I1; and I1, are
simple enough to determine: namely, the central character of ITy must be @ = wg/F, i.e., the quadratic
automorphic quadratic character of A% corresponding to E = F[+/dw |, while the central character of
IT, must be trivial. Furthermore, our discussion immediately following Propositions 5.7 and 5.11 shows
that in addition, IT = IT; ® I, should be a lift from G if and only if the linear functional

-1 _
P = Py 8P, (IQRY )BT —C,
neveps [ e’ hndh [ pEnymdnd:
[PGLS?] [ZN]
is not identically zero.
Remark 5.12. Note that in the above, we have used ¥ ~! rather than v in the definition of P syme- This

is so that the integrals appearing on the geometric side of our GL; x GL; trace formula are exactly the
tonal integrals defined in Part I.

As for the second point, by the discussion of the Rankin—Selberg integral representation, #rs exactly
computes the L-function we are looking for. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 5.13. Let /' € C®(G'(A)), ® € #(A®2), and ¥ € T (AE). We define the GL, x GL,
global spherical character by
I f/eeeW) =Y Zs1(f)p® D) Zau(p ® V).
@eON(IT)

The sum above runs over a fixed orthonormal basis of ON(IT) C IT C L?([G']), and the operator T1( f)
is defined by

M= [ F@needs.
G'(A)
5C. The GL3 x GL; trace formula. Let f' € C2°(G'(A)). Consider the kernel function

Kp(e,y)= > ' 'yy).
y€G'(F)
This kernel function is formally represented by the sum

Kp(x.y)= > (R(fH)x)e().

$€ON(L2([G'D)
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Here ON(L?([G'])) denotes a fixed orthonormal basis of automorphic forms of the L2 space of G'(F)\G'(A)
and R(f')¢ is the right regular representation, namely

R = [ e dr

Rather than sum over all ¢ in an orthonormal basis of the full L? space, it is helpful to sum only over
forms with given central character. That is, let

n=m®n:[ZsL, X ZgL,] = F*\A™ x F*\A* — U (R)

be an automorphic unitary character of the center of G. Then we define
Kyry(x, y) =/ Kyi(x,zy)n(z) dz.
[ZxZ]

If we write L2([G'], ) for the L? completion of the space of square integrable automorphic forms on G’
with central character 7, then we formally have

Kpgeo)= > (RO
$E€ON(L2[G'],n)
Now let n = w ® 1, where = wg,F.

Definition 5.14. The GL, x GL,-distribution 1V (s; f'@®QW) = I(s; f'@P®W) is defined formally as
I(s; /' @PQ V)
[ o [ Krwei((e 0. () B (Lo ©)6¥ Wy dg dhdn.
(N1 JpaL ] JpoLa]

Remark 5.15. Note that we are “ignoring” one integration over [Z] that should be appearing in the
exterior square period; this is since this integration is hidden in the definition of K,,g1-

The distribution 7Y (s; f/ ® ® ® W) is engineered to decompose formally as a sum of global spherical

characters I1(s; f’ ® ® ® W). This is done in the usual way: write L2([G], w ® 1) = € 1, where the
“sum” is over all automorphic representations IT of G’ = GL; x GL, with central character @ ® 1. Then

Krwe1(x,y) = Yo RUNO®eM =Y Y () x)e(y)
9eON(L2([G'],0®1)) IT peON(T)
and thus
L _ / ST (-]
1 reeen=[ [ [ Koo 0 EG. 00" By dg dhdn

2

:Z Z Prs(TII(f") @) Paist ()

IT ¢eON(IT)
= Z[H(s; ffeoxWw).
II

Thus I formally decomposes as a sum over all global spherical characters.
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5C1. Decomposition into tones. Let us now expand I(s; /' ® ® ® V) into a “geometric side”.

Theorem 5.16. The distribution 1(s) = I(s; f' ® ® ® W) decomposes formally as

I(s) = s(¥) Z L/(f' ® ® ® V) + non-r.s.s. tonal integrals

Y’ r.s.s.

Here the sum is over regular semisimple global tones y' = (a; ¢, B) and the expression I, (the global
tonal integral) is defined by

b eeew = [ (e e o0 (o 2)e) RV B0,

where the integration is over g € GL(A) and h € GL(22) (A). Fory' = (a: ¢, B) a tone, the constant s(y’)
is defined as the size of the fiber over  of the map

E — E/{£1} x {id, 7}.

It is either 1,2, or 4.

Finally, the term “non-r.s.s tonal integrals” refers to the sum
3 s((@:£,0)) / £((g7", g ™) al@), Dk, D) (Fs(2) + M(s) Fs (@) RY ()W(0).
CCE /{41100, N E=a
Remark 5.17. Note that if f’, ®, W are all factorizable, then the global tonal integral factors

Li(f'@®@W) =[[ly.(fy® Py ® V)
v

as a product of local tonal integrals. In the above equallity, we have used the fact that for o € X, our fixed

set of representatives of F*/(F*)?2, we have [], |a|z = 1.

Remark 5.18. For an obvious Zariski open subset of tones, s(y’) = 4.
Proof of Theorem 5.16. We unfold
=] X fEnmnhe e EE 98y e).
y=W1,y2)€G (F)

where, in the above, integration is over z; € [ZgL,], h € [PGL;z)], g € [PGL5], and n € [N]. First, change
variables z1 — zpz1. This gives

I(s) = Y g iz g nyan)w(22) E(g. )w(z1)O () y (n )
(v1,y2)€G/(F)

= Yo @ nnh g ) E(z3 g )0 )y (n ).
(y1,¥2)€G'(F)
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Collapsing the integrations over z; and z; into the integrations over g and /, we can rewrite

10=[ X e b Eesmye,
(v1,72)€G’
where now g € [GL,], h € [Gng)], and n € [N].
Now, we change variables y1 — 1 and unfold the summation in y» to find

10=[ ¥ S b nEEBmYe,
71€GL2(F)
where g € GLy(A), h € [Gng)], and n € [N].
We can write every element Y1 € GL,(F) uniquely as y; = a(«)§, where § runs over GL;Z)(F ) and
xX\2
)

where o runs over X, a fixed set of representatives of F*/(F*)*. We unfold in § and write

10 = [ ¥ £ at@h. g w98y (7).

a€X
where now g € GL,(A), h € Gng) (A), and n € [N].
Change variables g +— ng to find

10)= Y [ £ a@h. g™ Eng. )8 7).

aEeX
n=n<x>=(§ f),

with x € F\A and conjugate n~! by a(«) to find

160)= Y [ £/(e  a@m-a 0.~ Eng. 18D )

aEY

We write

= / £'(g  al@)h, g™ E(ng. )O @ x)h)y (n ™).

aEY

Now we change variables x > ax, noting that as « € F* the measure on [N] remains unchanged, to
arrive at

> [ F(e a@ih. s EG@x)g. ) Sy (-ax),

a€X

The integration is running over g € GLy(A), h € Gng) (A), and x € F\A. Note that the integration in x

can now pass through 1.
We are led to consider, for each « in our fixed set of representatives of F*/(F*)?

FC(a) = FC(ar. g, h: @, W, 5)

1= / E(n(ax)g, ®)OV ™" (n(x)h, W)y (—ax) dx.
F\A

, the inner integral
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We use the Fourier expansions

E(n(x)g)= Y EF' (e)y(Bx).

B’eF

OV (b = > oV F (hy(Bx)
,B”EF
to determine that

FC(a) = YT EF @y @) Y 0V )y (—p"x) | (—ax) dx
F\A

B’ eF B’eF
= Y EF e m.

B.B"€F
~B"+ap'=a

That is, this inner integral is a sum of products of Fourier coefficients of the Eisenstein series and theta

functions. Using Lemma 5.10 (while keeping in mind that we are using the theta function associated to
R¥ " instead of RY) we find that

FC@ = Y E&(g)(RV " (WW)(Q),
BeF.,eE
N{+B=a

where in the above we have substituted 8 = af8’.
Substituting this expression back into the decomposition of the distribution I gives

oo =Y Y [re @i ECQERTHYO).
= gl

where we integrate over g € GL,(A) and & € Gng) (A). Applying Lemma 5.4 and noting that
RV W) = RV W)(=0).

RV W)(¢) =RV w)())
concludes the calculation. O
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