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Abstract

We state and prove a formula for the Whittaker–Shintani functions associated to Fourier–
Jacobi models for p-adic unitary groups and general linear groups. These generalized spherical
functions play a fundamental role in the proof of the Gan–Gross–Prasad conjecture for Fourier–
Jacobi models. As an application we prove the unramified Ichino–Ikeda conjecture.
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1. Introduction

1.0.1. Let V be a non degenerate n-dimensional skew-Hermitian space relative to a quadratic
extension of number fields k′/k, and let W ⊂ V be a non degenerate subspace of dimension m
such that the corank n − m =: 2r is even. Set G := U(V ) × U(W ). Assume that the orthogonal
complement W⊥ is split, which means that it contains an isotropic subspace X of dimension r.
Gan Gross and Prasad have introduced in [GGP12] a subgroup H ≤ G and an automorphic
representation νµ,ψ = ⊗νµ,ψ,v of H built from the Weil representation of U(W ). It depends on µ
a character of the idele class group (k′)×\A×

k′ lifting the quadratic character ηk′/k attached to k′/k
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by global class field theory, and on ψ a non trivial character of k\Ak. If σ = ⊗σv is a cuspidal
automorphic representation of G(Ak), one can define a global Fourier–Jacobi period

PH(ϕ, φ) :=

∫

H(k)\H(Ak)
ϕ(h)θ(h, φ)dh

for ϕ ∈ σ, φ ∈ νµ,ψ, where θ is a theta series. Assume that HomH(kv)(σv ⊗ νµ,ψ,v,C) 6= {0} for any
place v of k. The Gan–Gross–Prasad conjecture for Fourier–Jacobi models then states that PH is
non-zero if and only if the central value of the complete Rankin–Selberg L-function L(1

2 , σ ⊗ µ) is
non-zero. Progress has been obtained by Xue in [Xue14] and [Xue16] in the corank 0 case under
local assumptions on π. With Lu and Xue, we proved the conjecture for any even corank and for
every cuspidal representation of G whose base change is generic in [BLX24].

By uniqueness of local Fourier–Jacobi functionals, PH decomposes as an Eulerian product of
linear forms LHv ∈ HomHv(σv ⊗ νµ,ψ,v,C). In [BPC23], Beuzart-Plessis and Chaudouard used an
unfolding argument to reduce the conjecture in the Bessel case (i.e. when n−m is odd) to the corank
1 situation. Moreover, if σ is assumed to be everywhere tempered, integrating matrix coefficients
yields a Hv-invariant sesquilinear form PHv on σv⊗νµ,ψ,v. In this setting, Xue formulated in [Xue16]
a variation of the Ichino–Ikeda conjecture [II10] relating |PH |2 to

∏
v PHv . For both problems, it is

necessary to first check that the corresponding local statement holds in the unramified setting in
order to regularize the Eulerian product. The goal of this article is to understand the unramified
behaviour of the local Fourier–Jacobi functionals LHv . This includes two cases: if the place v is
inert, then U(V )v and U(W )v are quasi-split unitary groups, if it is split they are isomorphic to
GLn(kv) and GLm(kv).

1.0.2. We now describe our main results. We work in the local unramified situation and we drop
the place v from the notation, so that E/F is an unramified quadratic extension of p-adic fields,
or E = F × F . Denote by qF and qE the cardinals of the respective residual fields (if E = F × F ,
take qE = qF ). Assume that 2 does not divide qF , that V and W are split in the sense of §2.1.2
and that µ and ψ are unramified. We identify any algebraic group over F with its group of F -
points. Let (T,B+) be a Borel pair in G such that HB+ is open in G and T contains NG(H)∩B+.
Write T = TV × TW . Let K = KV × KW be a hyperspecial open-compact subgroup of G in good
position relatively to T . Let χ and η be unramified characters of TV and TW . Assume that σ is
the unramified irreducible subquotient of the parabolic induction IGB+(χ ⊠ η). Let ϕ◦ ∈ σK be a
non-zero K-spherical vector. The representation νµ,ψ of H extends to a representation of a group
J , named the Jacobi group (see (2.1.5.3) for the definition). There is a maximal compact subgroup
KJ in J , and νKJµ,ψ has dimension 1. Let φ◦ ∈ νKJµ,ψ be non-zero. Consider

Wχ,µη(g) := LH(σ(g)ϕ◦ ⊗ φ◦), g ∈ U(V ). (1.0.2.1)

This Wχ,µη belongs to the space WSχ,µη of Whittaker–Shintani functions associated to (χ, µη). It
is roughly defined as follows. In §2.3 we introduce a space WS of functions W ∈ C∞(U(V )) which
satisfy some bi-invariance properties. It is a module on the Hecke algebra H(U(V ),KV )⊗H(J,KJ )
by left and right convolutions. WSχ,µη is then the eigenspace of functions that transform by the
Satake character of σ ⊗ νµ,ψ. Our first result is multiplicity one for such functions. It is proved in
§3.3.

Theorem 1.0.2.1. The space WSχ,µη has dimension one.
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The space WS admits another more natural description. Let νµ,ψ be the complex conjugate of
νµ,ψ and consider (IndGHνµ,ψ)K the space of spherical vectors in the smooth induction. This is a
H(G,K)-module. There exists a surjective map of C-algebras H(U(V ),KV )⊗H(J,KJ) → H(G,K)
and we have an isomorphism of H(U(V ),KV ) ⊗ H(J,KJ)-modules

WS ≃
(
IndGHνµ,ψ

)K
. (1.0.2.2)

Note that a modification is needed if r = 0 (see §3.4). Let Λ ⊂ T be the group of cocharacters of
T , and let Λ− be the subset of negative cocharacters relatively to B+. By duality, Theorem 1.0.2.1
is a consequence of the following result which is of independent interest. It is a combination of
Proposition 3.2.2.2 and Proposition 3.2.2.3.

Proposition 1.0.2.2. The spherical space in the compact induction (indGHνµ,ψ)K decomposes as

(
indGHνµ,ψ

)K
=
⊕

λ∈Λ−

C Φλ,

where Φλ is the unique vector in (indGHνµ,ψ)K such that supp (Φλ) ⊂ HλK and Φλ(λ) = φ◦.
Moreover, (indGHνµ,ψ)K is a free H(G,K)-module of rank 1.

The image in (IndGHνµ,ψ)K of the function Wχ,µη defined in (1.0.2.1) is easy to describe. By
choosing an invariant inner product (·, ·)ν , we have an identification ν∨

µ,ψ ≃ νµ,ψ. By duality, the
operator LH corresponds to L∨

H ∈ HomH(σ, νµ,ψ). Consider the map

Φχ,µη(g) = L∨
H(σ(g)ϕ◦) ∈ νµ,ψ, g ∈ G. (1.0.2.3)

Then Φχ,µη ∈ (IndGHνµ,ψ)K is the image of Wχ,µη by (1.0.2.2).
Our second main result is a formula for Φχ,µη. Set n− = ⌊n/2⌋, m− = ⌊m/2⌋ and r′ = m + r.

Let δB+ be the the modular character of B+. Denote by Σ+
nd the set of non-divisible positive

roots of T in B+. Then T is identified in a natural way with the canonical maximal torus TG
of G which is (ResE/FGm)n−+m− in the inert even case, (ResE/FGm)n−+m− × U(1)2 in the inert
odd case, and Gn+m

m in the split case. We identify the character χ ⊠ η with a couple (χ, η) ∈
(C×)n−+m− or (C×)n+m. Let WG be the Weyl group of G and let w0 be its longest element.
Define ζF (s) = (1 − q−s

F )−1 and ζE(s) = (1 − q−s
E )−1 the local zeta functions, and for x, s ∈ C set

LF (s, x) = (1 − xq−s
F )−1 and LE(s, x) = (1 − xq−s

E )−1. The RHS of Theorem 1.0.2.3 is well-defined
for generic (χ, η) and in fact extends to a regular function. The exact constants involved in the
formula depend on whether E/F is inert or split, and n is even or odd. The theorem is proved in
two steps in §5.5 and §7.2.

Theorem 1.0.2.3. We have (Φχ,µη(1), φ◦)ν = 0 if and only if Φχ,µη = 0. Moreover if Φχ,µη 6= 0
then for all λ ∈ Λ− we have

(Φχ,µη(λ), φ◦)ν
(Φχ,µη(1), φ◦)ν

=
∆U(W )

∆TW

∑

w∈WG

b(wV χ,wWµη)d(w(χ ⊠ η))

(
w(χ⊠ η)δ

− 1
2

B+

)
(λ), (1.0.2.4)

where w = (wV , wW ),

∆TW =





ζE(1)m− inert even case,
ζE(1)m−LF (1, ηE/F ) inert odd case,

ζF (1)m split case,
∆U(W ) =

{ ∏m
i=1 LF (i, ηiE/F ) inert case,∏m
i=1 ζF (i) split case,
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d(χ⊠ η) =
∏

α∈Σ+
nd

1

1 − 〈χ⊠ η, α∨〉
,

and b(χ, η) is





∏

1≤i≤n−

1≤j≤m−

L−1
E (

1

2
, χiηj)

∏

i<r+j

L−1
E (

1

2
, χiη

−1
j )

∏

i>r+j

L−1
E (

1

2
, χ−1

i ηj) inert n even,

∏

1≤i≤n−

1≤j≤m−

L−1
E (

1

2
, χiηj)L

−1
E (

1

2
,−χi)L

−1
E (

1

2
, ηj)

∏

i<r+j

L−1
E (

1

2
, χiη

−1
j )

∏

i>r+j

L−1
E (

1

2
, χ−1

i ηj) inert n odd,

∏

i+j<r′+1

L−1
F (

1

2
, χiηj)

∏

i+j>r′+1

L−1
F (

1

2
, χ−1

i η−1
j ) split.

(1.0.2.5)

Although Theorem 1.0.2.3 is the appropriate result for applications, the factors b(χ, η) lack
a satisfying interpretation. In the split case, we propose a more robust version. Let Ĝ be the
Langlands dual group of G with Borel pair (T̂ , B̂+). We have the L-groups LG and LT . Let
S ∈ LT be a representative of the Satake parameter of σ. We define in §7.1.2 a representation
Rµ : LG → GL(Cn ⊗ Cm ⊕ Cn ⊗ Cm). It satisfies

L(s, σ ⊗ µ) = det(1 − q−s
F Rµ(S)). (1.0.2.6)

The representation Rµ is symplectic. In §7.1.3 we choose a Lagrangian subspace Y which is stable
by the restriction of Rµ to LT . Let Yµ be this representation of LT . Denote by D

Ĝ/B̂+(S) the

determinant of 1 − Ad(S) on Lie(Ĝ)/Lie(B̂+). We introduce in §3.1.3 an element φ× ∈ νµ,ψ. It is
not spherical but is fixed by IW ∩w0IWw

−1
0 , where IW is a Iwahori subgroup of GLm. The vector

φ× depends on the choice of a Schrödinger model of νµ,ψ which is equivalent to the choice of a
Lagrangian subspace Y of the symplectic space ResE/FW . The Lagrangian subspaces Y and Y are
chosen to be compatible. The following proposition is proved in §7.2.5.

Proposition 1.0.2.4. Assume that we are in the split case and that Φχ,µη 6= 0. For λ ∈ Λ− we
have

(Φχ,µη(λ), φ×)ν
(Φχ,µη(1), φ◦)ν

= ∆U(W )

∑

w∈WG

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F Yµ(wS))

D
Ĝ/B̂+(wS)

(
w0w(χ⊠ η)δ

− 1
2

B+

)
(λ).

In the inert case, there is no counterpart to φ× as any IW ∩w0IWw
−1
0 -fixed vector is KW -fixed

(see Lemma 3.1.3.1), and moreover there is no Lagrangian subspace of Rµ stable by LT . However,
the representation Rµ makes sense and (1.0.2.6) is satisfied. The factor b(χ, η) of Theorem 1.0.2.3

can then be interpreted as det(1− q
− 1

2
F (Rµ)|V−

(S)), where V− is an isotropic subspace of Rµ which

is not Lagrangian but which is stable by LT .
Our proof of Theorem 1.0.2.3 and Proposition 1.0.2.4 follows the strategy initiated in [Cas80]

and [CS80] for Whittaker functionals, which has been used to establish formulas for Whittaker–
Shintani functions for GLn in [KMS], orthogonal groups in [KMS03], Bessel models for unitary
groups in [Kho08] and GLn in [Zha18], and for symplectic groups in [She13a]. This last case
is the closest in spirit to ours. In our setting, the main difficulties come from dealing with the
representation νµ,ψ: this is done in §2.2 by interpreting σ⊗ νµ,ψ as a principal series on the bigger
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Jacobi group U(V ) × J . This does not fit into the usual theory of induction on reductive groups
and complicates the computations.

Note that our formulae lie outside of the abstract result established in [Sak13] for functions on
spherical varieties. Ben-Zvi, Sakellaridis and Venkatesh have recently proposed in [BZSV24] a new
framework that could be used to interpret them.

1.0.3. We give an application of Theorem 1.0.2.3 to the Ichino–Ikeda conjecture for Fourier–Jacobi
periods formulated in [Xue16]. Assume that σ is tempered. We equip it with an invariant inner
product (·, ·). We take a model over OF of H (see §2.1.8) and give H the left-invariant measure dh
normalized so that H(OF ) has volume 1. Define the local Ichino–Ikeda period for ϕ ∈ σ, φ ∈ νµ,ψ

PH(ϕ, φ) :=

∫

H
(σ(h)ϕ,ϕ)(νµ,ψ(h)φ, φ)νdh. (1.0.3.1)

This integral is only convergent if r = 0 and needs to be interpreted as the unique continuous
extension of a linear form on C∞

c (G) to the space of tempered functions Cw(G) otherwise (see §6.2
for a precise statement which is not specific to the unramified setting and will be given for any
local field of characteristic zero). The following theorem is the unramified Ichino–Ikeda conjecture.
It had been proved in [Har12] for Bessel models on unitary groups. For Fourier–Jacobi models it
was only known in corank zero by [Xue16]. It is proved in §7.3.

Theorem 1.0.3.1. Let ϕ◦ ∈ σ be a non-zero spherical vector. Then

PH(ϕ◦, φ◦)

(ϕ◦, ϕ◦)(φ◦, φ◦)ν
= ∆U(V )

L(1
2 , σ ⊗ µ)

L(1, σ,Ad)
.

1.0.4. The paper is organized as follows. In §2 we give a precise definition of Whittaker–Shintani
functions for Fourier-Jacobi models using the Jacobi group J . In §3, we relate these functions
to the Heisenberg-Weil representation νµ,ψ and prove the multiplicity one Theorem 1.0.2.1. In
the process, we show Proposition 1.0.2.2. We then proceed in §4 to produce an element WI

χ,η ∈
WSχ,η defined by an integral expression for (χ, η) in some open subset, which we then extend
to generic (χ, η) by meromorphic continuation. In §5, we compute an explicit formula for WI

χ,η:
this is done by calculating the γ factors caused by the uniqueness of Fourier–Jacobi models. To
prove Theorem 1.0.2.3, it then remains to compute the normalization value WI

χ,η(1). In §6 we
temporarily leave the unramified setting to discuss convergence and state an unfolding identity for
tempered Ichino–Ikeda periods. In §7, we reformulate our results in terms of Satake parameters
and representations of the Langlands dual group LG. We then use the Weyl character formula
to determine WI

χ,η(1) (thus completing the proof of Theorem 1.0.2.3), and finally prove Theorem
1.0.3.1 by reduction to the known corank zero result using §6.

1.0.5. Acknowledgement The author thanks Raphaël Beuzart-Plessis for helpful discussions
and comments on many parts of this article. He is also grateful to Hang Xue for explanations on
his results.

This work was partly funded by the European Union ERC Consolidator Grant, RELANTRA,
project number 101044930. Views and opinions expressed are however those of the author only and
do not necessarily reflect those of the European Union or the European Research Council. Neither
the European Union nor the granting authority can be held responsible for them.
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2. Whittaker–Shintani functions

2.1. General notations

2.1.1. Unless specified otherwise, F will be a non-Archimedean local field of characteristic zero,
with ring of integers OF and maximal ideal pF . We denote by qF the cardinality of the residual
field OF /pF and assume that it is odd. We fix an uniformizer ̟ and normalize the valuation vF

and the absolute value |·|F on F such that vF (̟) = 1 and |x|F = q
−vF (x)
F for x ∈ F .

Let E be a quadratic unramified extension of F (referred to as the inert case), or E := F × F
(the split case). In the inert case, write OE and qE as before, and normalize vE and |·|E such

that vE(̟) = 1 and |x|E = q
−vE(x)
E . Let c ∈ Gal(E/F ) be the non-trivial element, and set

E− := {x ∈ E | c(x) = −x}. Fix τ ∈ O×
E ∩ E− (which exists as qF is odd). In the split case,

write OE := OF × OF . We have Gal(E/F ) = {1, c} where c switches the coordinates of elements
in F × F . Let TrE/F and NE/F be the trace and norm maps of E/F which make sense in both
settings. Let |·| be |·|E in the inert case and |·|F in the split case, v be vE in the inert case and vF
in the split case, q be qE in the inert case and qF in the split case.

2.1.2. Let (V, 〈., .〉V ) be a n-dimensional non-degenerate skew-Hermitian space over E/F and
W ⊂ V be a non-degenerate subspace of dimension m such that n = m + 2r with r ≥ 0. In the
inert case, set n− :=

⌊n
2

⌋
and m− :=

⌊m
2

⌋
. If n is even (referred to as the even case), define n+ = n−

and m+ = m−, while if n is odd (the odd case), set n+ = n− + 1 and m+ = m− + 1. In the split
case, set n− = n+ = n and m− = m+ = m. Set r′ = m+ r.

In the inert case, we assume that V = W ⊕ W⊥ is split. This means that there exists an
E-basis {vi, v

∗
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ r} of W⊥ and an E-basis {wi, w

∗
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ m+} of W (with the convention

wm+ = w∗
m+

in the odd case) such that for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r, 1 ≤ i′ ≤ m+ and 1 ≤ j′ ≤ m− we have





〈vi, vj〉V = 〈v∗
i , v

∗
j 〉V = 〈wi′ , wj′〉V = 〈w∗

i′ , w
∗
j′〉V = 0,

〈vi, v
∗
j 〉V = δi,j,

〈wi′ , w
∗
j′〉V = δi′,j′,

〈wm+ , wm+〉V = τ in the odd case.

(2.1.2.1)

We obtain an E-basis B = (v1, . . . , vr, w1, . . . , wm+ , w
∗
m−

, . . . , w∗
1 , v

∗
r , . . . v

∗
1) of V .

In the split case, the above construction can be made explicit and it will be convenient to choose
a particular B. We have V = Fn × Fn and we can and will assume that 〈., .〉V is given by

〈(x, y), (x′, y′)〉V = (txy′,−tyx′),

where we identify Fn with column vectors. Let {ei} and {e∗
i } be the canonical basis of Fn×{0} and

{0} ×Fn respectively. Define for 1 ≤ i ≤ n+ the elements vi = ei + e∗
n−i+1 and v∗

i = −en−i+1 + e∗
i .

The basis B = (v1, . . . , vn+ , v
∗
n−
, . . . , v∗

1) is an E-basis of V satisfying (2.1.2.1) with τ = (1,−1) (up
to taking wi = vr+i and w∗

i = v∗
r+i). Set

W = spanE(vi, v
∗
i | r + 1 ≤ i ≤ n+).

For 1 ≤ j ≤ m, set wj = ej+r and w∗
j = e∗

j+r ∈ W . Note that (w1, . . . , wm, w
∗
1 , . . . , w

∗
m) is a F -basis

of W .
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In both cases, set

X = spanE(vi | 1 ≤ i ≤ r), and X∗ = spanE(v∗
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ r),

so that V = X ⊕W ⊕X∗.

2.1.3. Denote by U(V ) and U(W ) the subgroups of GL(V ) and GL(W ) consisting of the E-linear
unitary transformations of V and W respectively. Note that n− (resp. m−) is always the split F -
rank of U(V ) (resp. U(W )). We will identify U(W ) as the subgroup of U(V ) of g ∈ U(V ) which act
by the identity on W⊥. The basis B chosen in §2.1.2 yields an isomorphism GL(V ) ∼= GLn(E) and
two embeddings U(W ),U(V ) →֒ GLn(E). Denote by (TV , BV ) and (TW , BW ) the inverse image
in U(V ) and U(W ) of the torus of diagonal matrices and the Borel subgroup of upper triangular
matrices by this morphism. In the split case, we will furthermore identify U(V ) with GLn(F ) and
U(W ) with GLm(F ) by projecting on the first coordinate. Note that through this isomorphism
BV and BW are identified with the Borel subgroups of upper triangular matrices in GLn(F ) and
GLm(F ) respectively.

Denote by NV and NW the unipotent radicals of BV and BW respectively. The opposite Borel
subgroups will be denoted by B−

V = TVN
−
V and B−

W = TWN
−
W . Set T = TV × TW , B = BV × BW

and B+ = B−
V ×BW .

Any tV ∈ TV is of the form tV (t) where

tV (t) =





diag(t1, . . . , tn− , c(tn−)−1, . . . , c(t1)−1), t ∈ (E×)n− inert even case,
diag(t1, . . . , tn− , tn+ , c(tn−)−1, . . . , c(t1)−1) t ∈ (E×)n− × U(1), inert odd case,
diag(t1, . . . , tn) t ∈ (F×)n, split case.

(2.1.3.1)
If t ∈ TV we will write ti for the coordinates of t in (2.1.3.1). Set |t| =

∏n−

i=1 |ti|. We let ΛV be the
group of cocharacters of TV , and Λ+

V be its cone of positive cocharacters with respect to BV , i.e.

Λ+
V :=

{
{(a1, . . . , an−) ∈ Zn− | a1 ≥ . . . ≥ an− ≥ 0} inert case;
{(a1, . . . , an) ∈ Zn | a1 ≥ . . . ≥ an} split case.

If λV ∈ Λ+
V , we will simply write λV for λV (̟).

The subgroup of U(V ) of automorphisms preserving X and X∗ and acting by identity on W is
isomorphic to GLr(E) and is denoted by Gr. Set Tr = Gr ∩ TV and Br = Gr ∩BV . Let Λr be its
group of cocharacters and Λ+

r be its the subcone of positive cocharacters with respect to Br.
With the same definitions, we also have TW , tW (t), ΛW , Λ+

W , Λ−
W and |·|. Let Λ = ΛV × ΛW

be the group of cocharacters of T , and let Λ− = Λ+
V × Λ−

W be the cone of negative cocharacters
relatively to B+.

2.1.4. Let AV (resp. AW ) be the split component of TV (resp. TW ). Let 〈., .〉 be the canonical
pairing between the groups of characters X∗(AV ) and cocharacters X∗(AV ) of AV . Denote by ΣV

the set of roots of AV in U(V ), ΣV,nd the subset of non-divisible roots, Σ+
V,nd the set of non-divisible

positive roots with respect to BV . Let ∆V be the simple roots in Σ+
V,nd. If α ∈ ΣV , write α∨ for

the associated coroot. Then we write α > 0 if for all β ∈ ∆V we have 〈α, β∨〉 > 0. Let WV be the
Weyl group of U(V ). It has an action on ΣV which we will write w.α. The longest element in WV

will be denoted by w0
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For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let ei be the character of AV such that ei(t) = ti with t ∈ AV . If α ∈ ∆V ,
we will write Nα for the corresponding root subgroup. Denote by Pα the parabolic subgroup
corresponding to α, with Levi component Gα whose derived group is D(Gα). Denote by wα the
simple reflection corresponding to α. The Nα’s are isomorphic to product of copies of F or E
through maps nα. More precisely, denote by {Ei,j} the canonical basis of Mn(E) in the inert case,
and Mn(F ) in the split case, where Mn(E) (resp. Mn(F )) is the vector space of n×n-matrices over
E (resp. over F ). Then we can write each α ∈ ∆V as α = ei − ei+1 and we have the description

Case nα D(Gα)

1 ≤ i < n− inert nα(x) = In + xEi,i+1 − c(x)En−i,n−i+1, x ∈ E SL2(E)

1 ≤ i < n split nα(x) = In + xEi,i+1, x ∈ F SL2(F )

i = n− inert even nα(x) = In + xEn−,n−+1, x ∈ F SL2(F )

i = n− inert odd
nα(x1, x2) = In − τc(x1)En−,n+ + x1En+,n++1 + x2En−,n++1

x1, x2 ∈ E, TrE/F (x2
τ ) = −NE/F (x1)

SU3(F )

Similar notations hold for U(W ). To avoid any confusion we will write n′
β if β ∈ ΣW .

2.1.5. Consider the F -vector spaces V := ResE/FV and W := ResE/FW equipped with the
symplectic form 〈., .〉V := TrE/F ◦ 〈., .〉V and let H(W) = W × F be the associated Heisenberg

group, with group law (w1, z1).(w2, z2) = (w1 + w2, z1 + z2 + 1
2 〈w1, w2〉V). If r ≥ 1, we have an

injective morphism h : H(W) → NV characterized by





h(w, z)(vi) = vi 1 ≤ i ≤ r,
h(w, z)(w′) = w′ − 〈w′, w〉V vr w′ ∈ W,
h(w, z)(v∗

r ) = (−1
2 〈w,w〉V + z)vr + w + v∗

r ,
h(w, z)(v∗

i ) = v∗
i 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1.

(2.1.5.1)

If g1, g2 ∈ U(V ), we will write g1g2 := g1g2g
−1
1 . The subgroup H(W) of U(V ) is stable by conjugation

by U(W ) and satisfies

gWh(w, z) = h(gWw, z), gW ∈ U(W ), w ∈ W, z ∈ F. (2.1.5.2)

We define
J := U(W ) ⋉H(W) (2.1.5.3)

the Jacobi group of W . If r ≥ 1 it is a subgroup of U(V ) by (2.1.5.1). Its center h(0, F ) will be
simply denoted by Z.

Let U be the unipotent radical of the parabolic subgroup of U(V ) stabilizing the flag Ev1 ⊂
Ev1 ⊕ Ev2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ Ev1 ⊕ . . . Evr−1. Define

G = U(V ) × U(W ), H := J ⋉ U if r ≥ 1, H = U(W ) if r = 0. (2.1.5.4)

Then H is a subgroup of G by the natural inclusion in the first component and the projection on
U(W ) in the second (this is the diagonal embedding if r = 0). Set WG := WV ×WW .
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2.1.6. For 1 ≤ k ≤ r, set Gk := GLk(E) seen as the subgroup of U(V ) stabilizing SpanE(vi | 1 ≤
i ≤ k) and SpanE(v∗

i | 1 ≤ i ≤ k) and acting trivially on their orthogonal complement. Set
Bk := Gk ∩ BV = TkNk. Let P (X) be the parabolic subgroup of U(V ) stabilizing X. Its Levi
subgroup stabilizing X∗ is isomorphic to Gr × U(W ). Let N(X) be its unipotent radical. Set
L := G×Gr. It is a Levi subgroup of the parabolic U(V ) ×P (X) of U(V ) × U(V ). If r ≥ 1 define

HL = H ×Nr ⊂ L.

Let P be the parabolic subgroup of U(V ) stabilizing the full flag 0 ⊂ Ev1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ X of X, and
N be its unipotent radical. Then we have the alternative description H = U(W ) ⋉N . Note that
HB+ is open in G.

2.1.7. In the inert case, if R is a subgroup of E set W (R) := spanR(wi, w
∗
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ m+),

Y−(R) := spanR(wi | 1 ≤ i ≤ m−), Y ∗
−(R) := spanR(w∗

i | 1 ≤ i ≤ m−) and Ym+ = {0} in the even
case, Ym+(R) = Y ∗

m+
(R) = Rwm+ in the odd case. Let Y+ := Y− ⊕ Ym+ and Y ∗

+ := Y ∗
m+

⊕ Y ∗
−. Set

Y := Y−(E) ⊕ Ym+(OE).

In the split case, we use the same notations with Y−(R) = spanR(wi | 1 ≤ i ≤ m), Y ∗
−(R) =

spanR(w∗
i | 1 ≤ i ≤ m) and Ym+ = {0}. Set Y := Y−(E). All these groups embed into J by h and

we identify them with their image. Consider

NJ := NW ⋉ Y Z, and BJ := TW ⋉NJ . (2.1.7.1)

Note that we can identify Y−(E) and Y ∗
−(E) with Em− (inert case) or Fm (split case) with our

choice of basis. For y ∈ Y−(E) or y∗ ∈ Y ∗
−(E), we will use (yi) and (y∗

i ) to write the coordinates
and write tW (y) or tW (y∗) as in (2.1.3.1) if they are all non-zero. Let 1∗

Y+
be the element of Y ∗

+(E)
whose coordinates are all 1′s. Define µ∗

+ := h(1Y ∗
+
, 0).

The subgroup of U(W ) stabilizing Y− and Y ∗
− and acting by identity on Ym+ can be identified

with GLm−(E) in the inert case and GLm(F ) in the split case by restricting to Y−. Then g ∈
GLm−(E) (resp. GLm(F )) acts by g on Y−(E) and (g∗)−1 on Y ∗

−(E), where g∗ = tc(g) (resp.
g∗ = tg). Note that this property holds in the split case because of our particular choice of
F -basis {wj , w

∗
j} of W (see §2.1.2). Combined with (2.1.5.2), we get for w = y + ym+ + y∗ ∈

Y−(E) ⊕ Ym+(E) ⊕ Y ∗
−(E) = W and g ∈ GLm−(E) (resp. GLm(F ) in the split case)

gh(w, 0) = h(gy + ym+ + (g∗)−1y∗, 0). (2.1.7.2)

In the odd inert case, there is also a copy of U(1) contained in TW that acts on Ym+(E).

2.1.8. Let KV ≤ U(V ) be the stabilizer of the lattice ⊕v∈BOEv and set KW = KV ∩U(W ). These
are hyperspecial maximal open compact subgroups of U(V ) and U(W ) respectively. Recall that
U(V ) ⊂ GLn(E) and set for i ≥ 0

Gi = G ∩KV ∩ (In +Mn×n(̟iOE)),

where G is any of the groups we have considered so far.
Set KJ := KW ⋉ W 0Z0, an open-compact subgroup of J . Set IV = N−,1

V T 0
VN

0
V and IW =

N−,1
W T 0

WN
0
W which are Iwahori subgroups of U(V ) and U(W ). Define IJ := IW ⋉ W 0Z0. Set

K = KV ×KW ⊂ G.
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2.1.9. We equip equip all our groups G with the left invariant Haar-measure giving G0 volume 1.
In particular, dbJ := dbW dydz will be our measure on BJ = BW ⋉ Y Z. The modular character is

δBJ (tWnJ) = δBW (tW ) |tW | tW ∈ TW , nJ ∈ NJ . (2.1.9.1)

where we recall that |tW | =
∏m−

j=1 |tW,j|.

2.1.10. Denote by ζF and ζE the zeta functions associated to F and E, i.e. ζF (s) = (1 − q−s
F )−1,

ζE(s) = (1 − q−s
E )−1 in the inert case and ζE(s) = (1 − q−s

F )−2 in the split case. For x ∈ C, define

LF (s, x) = (1 − xq−s
F )−1 and LE(s, x) = (1 − xq−s

E )−1.

Set ∆U(V ) = LU(V )(0), ∆Gk = LGk(0) and ∆TW = LTW (0), where LG is the Artin–Tate L-function
associated to G defined in [Gro97]. In our case,

∆U(V ) =
n∏

i=1

LF (i, ηiE/F ), ∆Gk =
k∏

i=1

ζE(i), ∆TW =

{
ζF (1)m−L(1, ηE/F )m+ inert case,

ζF (1)m split case,

(2.1.10.1)
where ηE/F is the quadratic character associated to E/F . We will also use ∆′

TW
which is ∆TW in

the inert even case and the split case, and ∆′
TW

= ζF (1)m−L(1, ηE/F )m− in the inert odd case.

2.2. Representations

Let G2 be a locally compact totally disconnected group, let G1 ≤ G2 be a closed subgroup. If π is
a smooth representation of G1, let IndG2

G1
π be the smooth induction, and indG2

G1
π be the compact

smooth induction (see [Ren10, Section III.2.2]). We reserve the notation I for parabolic induction.
We fix once and for all ψ an unramified character of F of conductor OF which will appear in

the definition of Whittaker–Shintani functions. It is a consequence of Theorem 1.0.2.3 that the
latter are independent of ψ, so that we will often drop it from the notations.

Let χ and η be unramified characters of TV and TW extended to BV and BW , that we iden-

tify with elements of (C×)n− and (C×)m− via the rules χ(tV (t)) =
∏n−

i=1 χ
v(ti)
i and η(tW (t)) =

∏m−

j=1 η
v(tj )
j . We also extend |·| to BV and BW . Note that the map

(ηψ)(bWh(y, z)) := η(bW )ψ(z), bW ∈ BW , y ∈ Y, z ∈ F,

defines a character of BJ . We introduce the parabolic induced representations

I
U(V )
BV

(χ) = Ind
U(V )
BV

(χδ
1
2
BV

), I
U(W )
BW

(η) = Ind
U(W )
BW

(ηδ
1
2
BW

), IJBJ (ηψ) = IndJBJ (ηψδ
1
2
BJ

).

It is well-known that the parabolic induction I
U(V )
BV

(χ) and I
U(W )
BW

(η) are compact inductions.

Lemma 2.2.0.1. We have IJBJ (ηψ) = indJBJ (ηψδ
1
2
BJ

). Moreover, the spherical subspace (IJBJηψ)KJ

is of dimension 1.

Proof. Let f ∈ IJBJ (ηψ). By the Iwasawa decomposition we have J = BJY
∗

+(E)KJ . Let y∗ ∈
Y ∗

+(E). By smoothness, there exists an open neighbourhood U of 0 in Y independent of y∗ such
that for all k ∈ KJ and y ∈ U we have f(h(y∗, 0)h(y, 0)k) = f(h(y∗, 0)k). But f(h(y∗, 0)h(y, 0)k) =
ψ(〈y∗, y〉W)f(h(y∗, 0)k). If f(h(y∗, 0)k) 6= 0, this implies that y∗ lives in a compact of Y ∗

+(E).
If f is KJ invariant, we can take U = Y+(OE) so that f(h(y∗, 0)) 6= 0 implies y∗ ∈ Y ∗

+(OE) as
ψ is unramified.
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For G ∈ {U(V ),U(W ), J}, let C∞
c (G) be the space of smooth compactly supported functions

on G. Set

Fχ(fV )(gV ) =

∫

BV

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)(bV )fV (bV gV )dbV , fV ∈ C∞
c (U(V )), gV ∈ U(V ),

Fη(fW )(gW ) =

∫

BW

(η−1δ
1
2
BW

)(bW )fW (bW gW )dbW , fW ∈ C∞
c (U(W )), gW ∈ U(W ),

F Jη (fJ)(gJ ) =

∫

BJ

(η−1δ
1
2
BJ
ψ)(bJ )fJ(bJgJ)dbJ , fJ ∈ C∞

c (J), gJ ∈ J.

This yields surjective intertwining maps Fχ : C∞
c (U(V )) → I

U(V )
BV

(χ), Fη : C∞
c (U(W )) → I

U(W )
BW

(η)

and F Jη : C∞
c (J) → IJBJ (ηψ). In particular, we introduce the spherical vectors

Φ◦
χ := Fχ(1KV ), Φ◦

η := Fη(1KW ) and Φ◦,J
η := F Jη (1KJ ), (2.2.0.1)

and for wV ∈ WV and wW ∈ WW the Iwahori-fixed vectors

ΨwV ,χ := Fχ(1IV wV IV ), ΨwW ,η := Fη(1IWwW IW ) and ΨJ
wW ,η := F Jη (1IJwW IJ ). (2.2.0.2)

2.3. Whittaker–Shintani functions

Let H(U(V ),KV ), H(U(W ),KW ) and H(J,KJ) be the spherical Hecke algebras of U(V ), U(W )

and J . By Lemma 2.2.0.1, they act by characters ξχ, ξη and ξJ
ηψ

on (I
U(V )
BV

χ)KV , (I
U(W )
BW

η)KW and

(IJBJ ηψ)KJ respectively. For any function f on U(V ), U(W ) or J , we have the regular actions

L(g)f = f(g−1.) and R(g)f = f(.g). Set ψE := ψ ◦ 1
2TrE/F and consider the generic character of U

ψU (u) := ψE

(
r−1∑

i=1

〈u(vi+1), v∗
i 〉V

)
, u ∈ U.

We define the space WS of Whittaker–Shintani functions to be the C-vector space of functions
W ∈ C∞(U(V )) if r ≥ 1, or W ∈ C∞(J) if r = 0, such that for z ∈ Z, u ∈ U, kJ ∈ KJ , kV ∈ KV

and g ∈ U(V ) if r ≥ 1, g ∈ J if r = 0, we have

W(zukJgkV ) = ψ(z)ψU (u)W (g).

It has a structure of H(U(V ),KV ) ⊗ H(J,KJ)-module by the R ⊗ L action. We denote by WSχ,η
the ξχ ⊗ ξJ

ηψ
-isotypic component of WS, that is the space of Wχ,η ∈ WS such that for all fV ∈

H(U(V ),KV ) and fJ ∈ H(J,KJ) we have

R(fV )L(fJ)Wχ,η = ξχ(fV )ξJ
ηψ

(fJ)Wχ,η.

3. Multiplicity one for Whittaker–Shintani functions

In this section we show that for every unramified characters χ and η of TV and TW respectively,
the space WSχ,η has dimension at most one. In §4 and §5 we will build a non zero element W ◦

χ,η,
so that it has dimension exactly one. This proves the multiplicity one result Theorem 1.0.2.1.
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3.1. Heisenberg–Weil representation of the Jacobi group

By the p-adic Stone–von Neumann Theorem [MVW87, Théorème I.1] there exists a unique smooth
irreducible representation ρψ of H(W) with central character ψ. Consider a S1 metaplectic cover
Mp(W) of the symplectic group Sp(W), which is unique up to isomorphism. There is a natural
map U(W ) → Sp(W). The data of ψ determines a smooth representation ωψ of Mp(W) ([MVW87,
Section 2.II]), realised on ρψ. Let µ be a character of E× lifting ηE/F . Then the data of (µ,ψ)
determines a splitting of Mp(W) over U(W ) which yields the Weil representation ωµ,ψ of U(W ).
We will write ωµ,ψ = ωµ,ψ and ρψ = ρψ.

By definition, for any g ∈ U(W ) the automorphism ωµ,ψ(g) is an intertwining operator between
ρψ and ρgψ and moreover the action of J by conjugation on ψU is trivial, so that we can define the
representation νµ,ψ of J ⋉ U by the rule

νµ,ψ(gWhu) = ψU (u)ωµ,ψ(gW )ρψ(h), u ∈ U, gW ∈ U(W ), h ∈ H(W).

Let νµ,ψ be its complex conjugation which is defined by the same formula with ψU , ωµ,ψ and ρψ.

3.1.1. Mixed Schrödinger-lattice models. In the split case or the inert even case, we have
a polarization W = Y−(E) ⊕ Y ∗

−(E), so that νµ,ψ is realized on C∞
c (Y ∗

−(E)) = C∞
c (Y ∗

+(E)) by the
Schrödinger model ([MVW87, Section II.6]). Otherwise, set

C∞
c (Ym+(E), ψ) := {f ∈ C∞

c (Ym+(E)) | f(y+y′) = ψ(
1

2
〈y, y′〉V)f(y), y ∈ Ym+(E), y′ ∈ Ym+(OE)}.

(3.1.1.1)
We may realize νµ,ψ on C∞

c (Y ∗
−(E)) ⊗C∞

c (Ym+(E), ψ) ⊂ C∞
c (Y ∗

+(E)) by mixing a Schrödinger and
a lattice model ([MVW87, Sections II.7 and II.8]). Then νµ,ψ is unitary for the inner product

(φ, φ′)ν =

∫

Y ∗
+(E)

φ(y∗)φ′(y∗)dy∗, φ, φ′ ∈ νµ,ψ. (3.1.1.2)

This identifies ν∨
µ,ψ with νµ,ψ. There is a unique φ◦ ∈ νKJµ,ψ with (φ◦, φ◦)ν = 1, namely φ◦ := 1Y ∗

+(OE).

Let P (Y ) be the parabolic subgroup of U(W ) stabilizing the flag {0} ⊂ Y− ⊂ Y+ ⊂ W . Let
M(Y ) be its Levi subgroup stabilizing Ym+ and Y ∗

−. Then M(Y ) is isomorphic to GL(Y−) in the
inert even case and the split case, and GL(Y−) × U(1) in the inert odd case, where GL(Y−) =
GLm−(E) in the inert case and GL(Y−) = GLm(F ) in the split case. In the mixed Schrödinger-
lattice model, the representation νµ,ψ admits an explicit description as a P (Y ) ⋉ H(W) module
([GI16, Section 7.4]). It implies in particular that

(νµ,ψ)|BW⋉H(W) ≃ Ind
BW⋉H(W)
BJ

|·|
1
2 µψ ≃ ind

BW⋉H(W)
BJ

|·|
1
2 µψ, (3.1.1.3)

where we write µ for µ ◦ det. Moreover, for φ ∈ νµ,ψ, a ∈ GL(Y−), y ∈ Y−(E), y∗ ∈ Y ∗
−(E) and

y∗
0 ∈ Y ∗

+(E) we have

νµ,ψ(a)φ(y∗
0) = µ(det a) |det a|

1
2 φ(a∗y∗

0), (3.1.1.4)

νµ,ψ(h(y + y∗, 0))φ(y∗
0) = ψ

(
〈y∗

0, y〉W +
1

2
〈y∗, y〉W

)
φ(y∗ + y∗

0). (3.1.1.5)

and in the inert odd case, for g ∈ U(1), y∗ ∈ Y ∗
−(E) and y∗

+ ∈ Ewm+

νµ,ψ(g)φ(y∗ + y∗
+) = φ(y∗ + g−1y∗

+). (3.1.1.6)
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3.1.2. Lattice models. There exists another model of νµ,ψ called the "lattice" model (see [GKT23,

Section 1.2.3]). Set H(W0) = H(W 0, F ). Then νµ,ψ can be realized on the induction Ind
H(W)
H(W0)ψ.

In this model, H(W) acts by right translations and the subgroup KW acts by left translation : for

φ ∈ ind
H(W)
H(W0)ψ, kW ∈ KW , w ∈ W and z ∈ Z we have

νµ,ψ(kW )φ(h(w, z)) = φ(h(k−1
W w, z)), (3.1.2.1)

which by (2.1.5.2) amounts to

(νµ,ψ)|KW⋉H(W ) ≃ Ind
KW⋉H(W)
KW⋉H(W0)ψ ≃ ind

KW⋉H(W)
KW⋉H(W0)ψ (3.1.2.2)

The space (νµ,ψ)KJ has dimension one and is spanned by φ◦
latt : h(w, z) 7→ ψ(z)1W (OE)(w).

There is an unitary isomorphism FW 0,Y between the two models described in [GKT23, Propo-

sition 1.23]. For φ ∈ ind
H(W)
H(W0)ψ and y∗ ∈ Y ∗

+(E) we have

FW 0,Y (φ)(y∗
+) =

∫

Y−(E)
φ(h(y, 0)h(y∗

+, 0))dy, (3.1.2.3)

and it sends φ◦
latt to φ◦ = 1Y ∗

+(OE).

3.1.3. Spherical vectors. Set φ1 = 1Y ∗
−(̟OE)⊗Ym+ (OE) and φ× = ∆′

TW
1Y ∗

−(O×
E )⊗Ym+ (OE) in the

Schrödinger-lattice model of νµ,ψ. By (3.1.1.4) and (3.1.1.5) we have

φ× = qm−νµ,ψ(1T 0
W

)νµ,ψ(µ∗
+)φ1, (3.1.3.1)

where we recall that vol(T 0
W ) = 1. Note that in the split case ∆TW = ∆′

TW
and m = m−.

Lemma 3.1.3.1. In the inert case, νIW∩w0IW
µ,ψ = Cφ◦. In the split case, φ× ∈ νIW∩w0IW

µ,ψ .

Proof. We first treat the inert case with U(W ) = U(1). Let φ ∈ ν
U(1)
µ,ψ which we identify with a

subspace of C∞
c (E,ψ) by (3.1.1.1). Let y = u̟d ∈ E with u ∈ O×

E and d < 0. Let s2 ∈ O×
F . By

Hensel’s Lemma and because qF is odd, there exists s1 ∈ OF such that s := ̟d

(̟d+s1+τs2)
∈ U(1).

By (3.1.2.1) we have
φ(y) = νµ,ψ(s)φ(y) = ψ(NE/F (u)τ2s2̟

d)φ(y).

As s2 is arbitrary this implies that φ(y) = 0 and therefore that φ ∈ C φ◦.
To conclude the proof in the inert case, by (3.1.1.6) it remains to show that νIW∩w0IW

µ,ψ = Cφ◦

in the even case. For c ∈ Hom(Y ∗
−, Y−), let c∗ ∈ Hom(Y ∗

−, Y−) be such that 〈cy, y′〉W = 〈y, c∗y′〉W
for all y, y′ ∈ Y ∗

−. Set
Herm(Y ∗

−, Y−) = {c ∈ Hom(Y ∗
−, Y−) | c∗ = −c}.

By [GI16, Section 7.1], there is an embedding Herm(Y ∗
−, Y−) ⊂ P (Y ). By our choice of basis,

Herm(Y ∗
−, Y−) has an integral structure over OF and ̟Herm(Y ∗

−, Y−)(OF ) ⊂ IW ∩ w0IW . By
[GI16, Section 7.4], the action of Herm(Y ∗

−, Y−) in the Schrödinger model is given by

νµ,ψ(c)φ(y) = ψ(〈cy, y〉W )φ(y), c ∈ Herm(Y ∗
−, Y−), y ∈ Y ∗

−.

13



Therefore, any φ ∈ ν
w0IW
µ,ψ is in fact fixed by Herm(Y ∗

−, Y−)(OF ) and thus supported in Y ∗
−(OE).

By [GI16, Section 7.4], w0 acts by the Fourier transform ·̂ on νµ,ψ. Thus, νIW∩w0IW
µ,ψ is contained in

the space of functions φ such that φ and φ̂ are supported in Y ∗
−(OE). They are multiple of φ◦.

In the split case, note that φ1 = µ(̟)q
m/2
F νµ,ψ(tW (̟, . . . ,̟)−1)φ◦, so that φ1 ∈ νKWµ,ψ . More-

over, for any g ∈ IW ∩ w0IW we have gµ∗
+ ∈ T 0

Wµ
∗
+T

0
W . The result follows from (3.1.3.1).

3.2. Spherical vectors of indGHνµ,ψ

In this subsection, we always assume that r ≥ 1. We show that the space of K-spherical vectors
of the compact induction indGHνµ,ψ is a free H(G,K)-module of rank 1. We explain in §3.4 how to
adapt this result to the r = 0 case.

3.2.1. We first record some results on the homogeneous space X = H\G. Set ΛX = Λr + Λ+
W and

Λ−
X = Λ+

r + Λ+
W , which we identify with subsets of ΛV ⊂ G. By the Iwasawa decomposition on

U(V ) and the Cartan decomposition on U(W ), we see that ΛX is a complete set of representatives
of H\G/K. Recall that Λ = ΛV × ΛW and Λ− = Λ+

V × Λ−
W . There is a projection λ = (λV , λW ) ∈

Λ− 7→ λX := λV −λW ∈ Λ−
X . Note that λX = λ′

X is equivalent to HλK = Hλ′K. For λV , λ
′
V ∈ ΛV ,

we write λV ≤V λ′
V if λ′

V − λV =
∑
α∈∆V

cαα
∨ for some cα ∈ Z≥0. For λX , λ

′
X ∈ Λ−

X , we write
λX ≤X λ′

X if λX ≤V λ′
X . Note that here there is a slight inconsistency of notation as any λX ∈ Λ−

X

satisfies λX ≥X 0. The following lemma holds for any quasi-split reductive group.

Lemma 3.2.1.1. Let λV , λ
′
V ∈ Λ+

V . Then KV λVKV λ
−1
V ∩KV (λ′

V )−1KV λ
′
V ⊂ KV .

Proof. Denote by ∗ the convolution on H(U(V ),KV ). By [Gro98], 1KV λ′
VKV

∗1KV λVKV (λ′
V λV ) = 1,

which is equivalent to vol(KV λ
′
VKV ∩ λ′

V λVKV λ
−1
V KV ) = 1. As we have λ′

VKV ⊂ KV λ
′
VKV ∩

λ′
V λVKV λ

−1
V KV , this implies that

λ′
VKV = KV λ

′
VKV ∩ λ′

V λVKV λ
−1
V KV .

and in turn that
KV ⊃ (λ′

V )−1KV λ
′
V ∩ λVKV λ

−1
V KV ,

which is the desired inclusion.

We now describe the combinatorics between the K ×K and H ×K orbits in G. Recall that we
can write H = U(W ) ⋉N , where N is the unipotent radical of P the parabolic subgroup of U(V )
stabilizing the flag 0 ⊂ Ev1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ X of X.

Lemma 3.2.1.2. Let λ, λ′ ∈ Λ−. Assume that

KλK ∩Hλ′K 6= ∅. (3.2.1.1)

Then λ′
X ≤X λX . Moreover, H ∩KλKλ−1 ⊂ K.

Proof. Let us prove the first point. The hypothesis (3.2.1.1) implies that

KWλWKW (λ′
W )−1 ∩KV λVKV (λ′

V )−1N 6= ∅
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It follows that there exists n ∈ N such that

(λ′
W )−1

n(λ′
W )−1λ′

V ∈ KWλ
−1
W KV λVKV .

Choose λr ∈ Λ+
r with λr − λW ∈ Λ+

V and λr(λ′
W )−1

n ∈ KV . As λr commutes with U(W ), we get

λr(λ
′
W )−1λ′

V ∈ KV λrλ
−1
W KV λVKV .

By [Gro98, Equation (2.9)], we have

KV λrλ
−1
W KV λVKV ⊂

⊔

λ̃V ∈Λ+
V

λ̃V ≤V λr−λW+λV

KV λ̃VKV ,

so that λr − λ′
W + λ′

V ≤V λr − λW + λV . This is exactly λ′
X ≤X λX .

Assume now that gW ∈ U(W ) and n ∈ N are such that (gW , gWn)λ ∈ KλK. Choose λr as
before. Then we get

gWn ∈ KV λVKV λ
−1
V ∩KWλWKWλ

−1
W n = KV λVKV λ

−1
V ∩KWλ

−1
r λWKW

λrλ
−1
W nλrλ

−1
W

⊂ KV λVKV λ
−1
V ∩KV λ

−1
r λWKV λrλ

−1
W

Lemma 3.2.1.1 yields gWn ∈ KV , which concludes the proof.

3.2.2. Proof of Proposition 1.0.2.2. In this section, we prove that (indGHνµ,ψ)K is a free
H(G,K)-module of rank 1 (Proposition 1.0.2.2).

Lemma 3.2.2.1. We have a decomposition as a direct sum

ν
B0
W

µ,ψ =
⊕

λW∈Λ+
W

C νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦. (3.2.2.1)

Moreover, let λ̃X ∈ Λ−
X . Then

ν
λ̃XKW∩KW⋉λ̃XH(W)0

µ,ψ =
⊕

λ∈Λ−

λX=λ̃X

C νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦. (3.2.2.2)

Proof. We identify νµ,ψ with its Schrödinger-lattice model which is included in the space C∞
c (Y ∗

+(E)).

By Lemma 3.1.3.1, every φ ∈ ν
B0
W

µ,ψ is of the form φ− ⊗1Y ∗
m+

(OE) for φ− ∈ C∞
c (Y ∗

−(E)). By (3.1.1.4),

for any λW ∈ ΛW we know that νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦ is, up to a scalar, the function 1λW Y ∗

+(OE). By doing

induction on any finite subset of ΛW equipped with the lexicographic order, we see that the family

(νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦)λW∈ΛW is a basis of ν

T 0
W

µ,ψ so that the RHS of (3.2.2.1) is indeed a direct sum.

We now prove (3.2.2.1). Let φ ∈ ν
B0
W

µ,ψ be non-zero. By the previous discussion, there exist a

finite set Λφ ⊂ ΛW and constants cλW ∈ C× for λW ∈ Λφ such that φ =
∑
λW∈Λφ

cλW νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦.

Let β ∈ ∆W , and set l := min{〈λW , β〉 | λW ∈ Λφ}. We have to show that l ≥ 0. Assume by
contradiction that l < 0. Write

φl :=
∑

λ∈Λφ
〈λW ,β〉=l

cλW νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦, φ>l :=

∑

λ∈Λφ
〈λW ,β〉>l

cλW νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦.
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Recall that Gβ is the Levi subgroup of the parabolic subgroup Pβ of U(W ) corresponding to
β. Set Kβ = KW ∩ Gβ ⊂ H. For λW ∈ ΛW , the subgroup λ−1

W KβλW only depends on 〈λW , β〉. If
〈λW , β〉 = k, write Kk

β = λ−1
W KβλW . Set ΛW,β = ΛW ∩Gβ . By the Cartan decomposition on Gβ ,

Gβ = K l
βΛW,βK

l
β.

Note that φl is stabilized by K l
β . Moreover, as the family (νµ,ψ(λ−1

W )φ◦)λW∈ΛW is free the stabilizer

of φl in ΛW,β is trivial. Therefore, the stabilizer of φl in Gβ is exactly K l
β .

For any k, set Bk
β = Kk

β ∩ BW so that Bk+1
β $ Bk

β. Then for any λW ∈ ΛW with 〈λW , β〉 > l,

νµ,ψ(λ−1
W )(φ◦) is stable by Bl+1

β . It follows that φ>l is invariant by Bl+1
β , but by the previous

discussion φl is not as its stabilizer in BW ∩ Gβ is Bl
β. This is a contradiction as Bl+1

β ⊂ B0
W

because l < 0, which concludes the proof of (3.2.2.1).
We now show (3.2.2.2). The inclusion ⊃ is automatic so that we prove the reverse. Write

λ̃X = λ̃r + λ̃W with λ̃r ∈ Λ+
r and λ̃W ∈ Λ+

W . As λ̃XB0
W ⊂ λ̃XKW ∩KW and w0B0

W ⊂ λ̃XKW ∩KW

(where w0 is the longest element in WW ), we see by (3.2.2.1) that

ν
λ̃XKW∩KW⋉λ̃XH(W)0

µ,ψ ⊂
⊕

λW∈Λ−
W

λ̃W+λW∈Λ+
W

Cνµ,ψ(λ−1
W )φ◦. (3.2.2.3)

To conclude, we have to show that any λW appearing in the RHS of (3.2.2.3) satisfies λ̃X+λW ∈ Λ+
V ,

which means that 〈λ̃X + λW , α〉 ≥ 0 for α = er − er+1 ∈ ∆V (or α = er′ − er′+1 ∈ ∆V in the split
case). This follows from similar considerations as in the proof of (3.2.2.1), noting that by (3.1.1.5)
the stabilizer of φ◦ in NV ∩Gα ⊂ H is N0

V ∩Gα.

Proposition 3.2.2.2. We have a decomposition

(
indGHνµ,ψ

)K
=
⊕

λ∈Λ−

C Φλ,

where Φλ is the unique vector in (indGHνµ,ψ)K such that supp (Φλ) ⊂ HλK and Φλ(λ) = φ◦.

Proof. As ΛX is a complete system of representatives of H\G/K, by evaluating we have

(
indGHνµ,ψ

)K
=

⊕

λ̃X∈ΛX

ν
λ̃XKW∩KW⋉λ̃X (H(W)0U0)
µ,ψ .

As ψ is unramified, ν
λ̃XU0

µ,ψ is zero unless λ̃XU0 ⊂ U0 which implies that λ̃X ∈ Λ−
X . The lemma

now follows from Lemma 3.2.2.1 by letting Φλ be the unique vector in (indGHνµ,ψ)K such that
supp (Φλ) ⊂ HλK and Φλ(λX) = νµ,ψ(λ−1

W )φ◦.

We now end the proof of Proposition 1.0.2.2.

Proposition 3.2.2.3. The H(G,K)-module (indGHνµ,ψ)K is free of rank 1 generated by Φ0.

16



Proof. Let λ ∈ Λ−. By Lemma 3.2.1.2 and Proposition 3.2.2.2, for every λ′ ∈ Λ− there exists
c(λ, λ′) ∈ C with

R(1Kλ−1K)Φ0 =
∑

λ′∈Λ−

λ′
X≤XλX

c(λ, λ′)Φλ′ ,

and the c(λ, λ′) are almost all zero. By the second part of Lemma 3.2.1.2, we haveR(1Kλ−1K)Φ0(λ) =
φ◦, so that by Proposition 3.2.2.2 we see that

R(1Kλ−1K)Φ0 = Φλ +
∑

λ′∈Λ−

λ′
X<XλX

c(λ, λ′)Φλ′ . (3.2.2.4)

As r ≥ 1, the map Λ− → Λ−
X has finite fibers, and for every λX ∈ Λ−

X the set of λ′
X ∈ Λ−

X such
that λ′

X ≤X λX is finite. Moreover, by the Cartan decomposition the family (1Kλ−1K)λ∈Λ− is
a basis of H(G,K). We conclude by induction on (3.2.2.4) and by Proposition 3.2.2.2 that the
H(G,K)-module (indGHνµ,ψ)K is generated by the torsion-free element Φ0, so that it is free of rank
1.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.0.2.1

We prove Theorem 1.0.2.1 under the assumption that r ≥ 1 (see §3.4 for the r = 0 case).

Lemma 3.3.0.1. Let η be an unramified character of TW . There is an isomorphism of H-
representations (which also holds for r = 0)

Sµη :
(
I

U(W )
BW

η
)

⊗ νµ,ψ → ψU ⊠

(
IJBJµηψ

)
(3.3.0.1)

which satisfies Sµη(Φ
◦
η ⊗ φ◦) = Φ◦,J

µη and Sµη(Ψw,η ⊗ φ◦) = ΨJ
w,µη.

Proof. The existence of Sµη follows from (2.1.9.1), (3.1.1.3) and the isomorphisms of J-representations

(
I

U(W )
BW

η
)

⊗ νµ,ψ ≃ IndJBW⋉H(W)

(
δ

1
2
BW

η ⊗ (νµ,ψ)|BW⋉H(W)

)
≃ IndJBW⋉H(W)

(
δ

1
2
BJ
η ⊗ I

BW⋉H(W)
BJ

µψ

)

≃ IJBJµηψ.

Explicitly, we have Sµη(f ⊗ φ)(hgW ) = (νµ,ψ(hgW )φ)(0)f(gW ) for h ∈ H(W) and gW ∈ U(W ).
This implies the last point.

Proposition 3.3.0.2. There exists a surjective morphism of C-algebras

fJ ∈ H(J,KJ) 7→ fψJ ∈ H(U(W ),KW ) (3.3.0.2)

such that for all fJ ∈ H(J,KJ ) we have ξJ
µηψ

(fJ) = ξη(f
ψ
J ). Moreover, there exists an isomorphism

of H(U(V ),KV ) ⊗ H(J,KJ )-modules

W ∈ WS 7→ ΦW ∈
(
IndGHνµ,ψ

)K
. (3.3.0.3)
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Remark 3.3.0.3. Let LH ∈ HomH(I
U(V )
BV

χ ⊗ I
U(W )
BW

η ⊗ νµ,ψ,C), and let L∨
H ∈ HomH(I

U(V )
BV

χ ⊗

I
U(W )
BW

η, νµ,ψ) be the associated operator by duality. If Wχ,µη is of the form Wχ,µη(g) = LH(R(g)Φ◦
χ⊗

Φ◦
η ⊗ φ◦) for Φ◦

χ and Φ◦
η spherical, then we have

ΦWχ,µη
(gV , gW ) = L∨

H(R(gV )Φ◦
χ ⊗R(gW )Φ◦

η), gV ∈ U(V ), gW ∈ U(W ). (3.3.0.4)

Proof. We first describe the map W 7→ ΦW and show that it is an isomorphism of C-vector spaces.
Let W ∈ WS. For every gV ∈ U(V ), consider the function φW ,gV : h ∈ H(W) 7→ W(hgV ). Then

φW ,gV ∈ ind
H(W)
H(W0)ψ, which we identify with the lattice model of νµ,ψ by §3.1.2. We now define

ΦW : (gV , gW ) ∈ G 7→ νµ,ψ(gW )φW ,g−1
W gV

∈ νµ,ψ.

This yields the desired morphism WS → (IndGHνµ,ψ)K . For Φ ∈ (IndGHνµ,ψ)K , define

WΦ : gV 7→ Φ(gV )(0) = (Φ(gV ), φ◦
latt)latt ∈ C, (3.3.0.5)

where we identify Φ(gV ) with an element of Ind
H(W)
H(W0)ψ. Then WΦ ∈ WS. Indeed, the key point is

that by (3.1.2.1) for every w ∈ W 0, kW ∈ KW and gV ∈ U(V ) we have

WΦ(h(w, 0)kW gV ) = Φ((kW , kW )(gV , 1)(1, k−1
W ))(w) = (νµ,ψ(kW )Φ(gV , 1))(0) = WΦ(gV ).

The maps W 7→ ΦW and Φ 7→ WΦ are inverse of each other.
We now describe the morphism (3.3.0.2). Let C∞

c ((KJZ,ψ)\J) be the compact induction
indJKJZ , ψ. Define H(J,KJZ,ψ) to be the Hecke algebra of functions J which transform by ψ
under left and right translations by KJZ, and which have compact support modulo the action of
KJZ. Note that KJZ is an open subgroup of the locally compact totally disconnected group J
which is compact modulo its center. We therefore have an isomorphism of C-algebras

EndJ (C∞
c ((KJZ,ψ)\J)) ≃ H(J,KJZ,ψ), (3.3.0.6)

where H(J,KJZ,ψ) acts on C∞
c ((KJZ,ψ)\J) by left-translations. Using (3.1.2.2) we see that

indJKJZψ ≃ indJKW⋉H(W)

(
ind

KW⋉H(W)
KW⋉H(W0)ψ

)
≃ indJKW⋉H(W)(νµ,ψ)|KW⋉H(W) ≃ indJKW⋉H(W)(1) ⊗ νµ,ψ

≃ C∞
c (KW \U(W )) ⊗ νµ,ψ,

(3.3.0.7)

where J acts on U(W ) by the composition of R with the projection J → U(W ). As νµ,ψ is irreducible
(it is already as a H(W)-representation), Schur’s lemma implies that we have an isomorphism of
C-algebras

EndJ (C∞
c ((KJZ,ψ)\J)) ≃ EndU(W )(C

∞
c (KW \U(W ))) ≃ H(U(W ),KW ). (3.3.0.8)

Composing (3.3.0.8) with (3.3.0.6) and the surjective morphism H(K,KJ ) → H(K,KJZ,ψ) given
by integrating against ψ on Z, we obtain the desired map (3.3.0.2).

Let us show that W 7→ ΦW is an morphism of H(U(V ),KV ) ⊗ H(J,KJ )-modules. For any
fV ∈ H(U(V ),KV ), we have R(fV )ΦW = ΦR(fV )W . Let W ∈ WS and fJ ∈ H(J,KJ ). It is enough
to show that for any gW ∈ U(W ) we have

R(fψJ )ΦW(1, gW ) = ΦL(fJ )W(1, gW ).
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Note that j 7→ W(j) ∈ indJKJZψ. We can assume that this element is sent to fW ⊗ φ ∈
Cc(KW \U(W )) ⊗ νµ,ψ by (3.3.0.7). By definition, we have

L(fJ)W = L(fψJ )fW ⊗ φ, and ΦW(1, gW ) = fW (g−1
W )φ.

This concludes that R(fψJ )ΦW = ΦL(fJ )W and therefore that (3.3.0.3) is indeed an isomorphism of
modules.

Finally, let us prove that ξJ
µηψ

(fJ) = ξη(f
ψ
J ) for every fJ ∈ H(J,KJ ). We have

∫

Z
fJ(zgWh)ψ(z)dz = fψJ (gW )νµ,ψ(gWh)φ◦

latt(0), gW ∈ U(W ), h ∈ H(W). (3.3.0.9)

By Lemma 3.3.0.1, the isomorphism of J-representations
(
I

U(W )
BW

η
)

⊗νµ,ψ → IJBJµηψ sends Φ◦
η⊗φ◦

to Φ◦,J
µη . Let fJ ∈ H(J,KJ). It follows from (3.1.1.5), (3.1.2.3) and (3.3.0.9) that

ξJ
µηψ

(fJ) =

∫

U(W )

∫

W

∫

Z
fJ(h(w, z)gW )Φ◦

η(gW )νµ,ψ(h(w, z)gW )φ◦(0)dzdwdgW

=

∫

U(W )
fψJ (gW )Φ◦

η(gW )

∫

W
νµ,ψ(h(w, 0)gW )φ◦

latt(0)νµ,ψ(h(w, 0)gW )φ◦(0)dwdgW

=

∫

U(W )
fψJ (gW )Φ◦

η(gW )

∫

Y ∗
+(E)

νµ,ψ(gW )φ◦(y∗)

∫

Y−(E)
νµ,ψ(h(y∗, 0)gW )φ◦

latt(y)dydy∗dgW

=

∫

U(W )
fψJ (gW )Φ◦

η(gW )(νµ,ψ(gW )φ◦, νµ,ψ(gW )φ◦)νdgW .

As νµ,ψ is unitary, we see that this last expression reduces to ξη(f
ψ
J ), which concludes the proof.

We now end the proof of Theorem 1.0.2.1. Let χ and η be unramified characters of TV and TW
respectively. The space WSχ,µη is the ξχ⊗ξJ

µηψ
-eigenspace in WS (see §2.3). By Proposition 3.3.0.2,

it is therefore enough to prove than for any character ξ of H(G,K) the ξ-eigenspace (IndGHνµ,ψ)Kξ
has dimension at most one. As νµ,ψ is unitary and admissible, its contragredient ν̃µ,ψ is νµ,ψ. By
[Ren10, Théorème III.2.7] we have the isomorphism of H(G)-modules

IndGHνµ,ψ ≃ (indGHνµ,ψ) .̃

Let L ∈
(
(indGHνµ,ψ)˜

)K
ξ

. Then L is determined by its values on (indGHνµ,ψ)K , and therefore by

L(Φ0) by Proposition 3.2.2.3. This shows that (IndGHνµ,ψ)Kξ has dimension at most one. In §4 and
§5 we build a non-zero element in this space. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.0.2.1.

3.4. The r = 0 case

We now assume that r = 0 and briefly explain how to adapt the proof of Theorem 1.0.2.1. Set
Λ−
X = Λ+

V embedded in the first factor of G. Define ∆J = ∆V ∪ {−e1} in the inert case, and
∆J = ∆V ∪ {−e1, en} in the split case. Set

Λ−
J = {λV ∈ ΛV | ∀α ∈ ∆J , 〈λV , α〉 ≥ 0}.
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For any λV ∈ Λ−
X , the proof of Lemma 3.2.2.1 shows that

ν
λV KV ∩KV ⋉λV H(W)0

µ,ψ =
⊕

λ∈Λ−
V

λV +λ∈Λ−
J

C νµ,ψ(λ−1)φ◦.

But Λ−
J = {0}, so that ν

λV KV ∩KV ⋉λV H(W)0

µ,ψ = C νµ,ψ(λV )φ◦.
As all the other results of §3.2 remain valid, we prove as in Proposition 3.2.2.3 that the

H(U(V ),KV ) ⊗ H(J,KJ )-module (ind
U(V )×J
J νµ,ψ)KV ×KJ is free of rank 1. An easy adaptation

of Proposition 3.3.0.2 shows that we have an isomorphism WS ≃ (Ind
U(V )×J
J νµ,ψ)KV ×KJ with the

same properties as in the r ≥ 1 case. Theorem 1.0.2.1 now follows from argument of §3.3. Note
that (3.3.0.4) still holds in this case.

4. Integral expression and analytic continuation

In this section we produce a non trivial element WI
χ,η in WSχ,η, first for (χ, η) in a non-empty open

subset of (C×)n− × (C×)m− using Frobenius reciprocity and a convergent integral pairing, and then
for (χ, η) generic by analytic continuation.

4.1. Integral pairing

4.1.1. For A and B subsets of {1, . . . , n} and {1, . . . ,m} respectively with |A| = |B| and g ∈ U(V ),
we define ∆A,B(g) to be the determinant of the A × B minor of g. We will also use this notation
if g ∈ J by identifying it with a (m+ 2) × (m+ 2) matrix.

If r ≥ 1, define for 1 ≤ k ≤ n+ the set Ik = {n + 1 − k, . . . , n}, and for 1 ≤ l ≤ m+ the sets
Jl = {1, . . . , l} and J ′

l = {1, . . . r−1, r+1, . . . , r+l}. If r = 0, we use rather Ik = {n+2−k, . . . , n+1},
I ′
l = {1, n + 3 − l, . . . , n+ 1} and Jl = {2, . . . , 1 + l}. Set

αk(g) = ∆Ik,Jk(g) and βl(g) = ∆Ir+l−1,J
′
l
(g) if r ≥ 1

(
resp. βl(g) = ∆I′

l
,Jl(g) if r = 0

)
. (4.1.1.1)

We define β̃m+ to be βm+ in the inert odd case, and 0 otherwise. It is easily checked that these
applications enjoy the following properties for all g. Recall that µ∗

+ = h(1Y ∗
+
, 0) (see §2.1.7).

• For n1, n2 ∈ NV , αk(n1gn2) = αk(g) (n2 ∈ NJ if r = 0),

• αk(tV (t)gtV (s)) =

{ ∏k
i=1

ct−1
i si · αk(g) inert case,∏k

i=1 tn−i+1si · αk(g) split case.

• If w ∈ WV , then αk(w) 6= 0 for all k if and only if w = w0.

• For any nV ∈ NV , βl(nV g) = βl(g).

• For any nJ ∈ NJ , u ∈ U and l ≤ m−, βl(gnJu) = βl(g), and in the odd inert case, for
y ∈ Y−(E), z ∈ F , nW ∈ NW , β̃m+(gh(y, z)nWu) = β̃m+(g).

• βl(tV (t)gtW (s)) =

{ ∏r
i=1

ct−1
i ·

∏l−1
i=1

ct−1
r+i ·

∏l
i=1 si · βl(g) inert case,∏r

i=1 tn−i+1 ·
∏l−1
i=1 tn−r−i+1 ·

∏l
i=1 si · βl(g) split case.
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• For y∗ ∈ Y ∗
−(E) and l ≤ m−, βl(w0h(y∗, 0)) = ±y∗

l , and in the inert odd case, for ym+ ∈ E
we have β̃m+(w0h(y∗ + ym+wm+ , 0)) = ±ym+ .

Proposition 4.1.1.1. We have the equality

BV w0µ
∗
+BJU =

{
g

∣∣∣∣∣ αk(g) 6= 0, βl(g) 6= 0,

∣∣∣∣∣
β̃m+(g)

∏m−

i=1 αr+i−1(g)

αn−(g)
∏m−

i=1 βi(g)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1,
1 ≤ k ≤ n+,
1 ≤ l ≤ m−

}
,

where g ∈ U(V ) if r ≥ 1 and g ∈ J if r = 0.

Proof. Assume r ≥ 1 and that we are in the inert odd case. For a = (ai) ∈ {0, 1}m− , write
y∗

a =
∑
aiw

∗
i . Then the Bruhat decomposition on U(V ) yields

U(V ) =
⋃

w∈WV

⋃

a∈{0,1}m−

⋃

ym+ ∈E/U(1)

BV wh(y∗
a + ym+wm+ , 0)BJU,

where U(1) acts on E by multiplication. The result now follows from the above properties of the
αk and βl. The proof is the same for r = 0 and for the other cases.

4.1.2. Let χ and η be unramified characters of TV and TW . For g ∈ U(V ) (or g ∈ J for r = 0) set

Yχ,η(g) := χ−1(δ
1
2
BV

)(bV )(ηψδ
− 1

2
BJ

)(bJ )ψU(u) if g = bV w0µ
∗
+bJu ∈ BV w0µ

∗
+BJU, (4.1.2.1)

and Yχ,η(g) = 0 if g /∈ BV w0µ
∗
+BJU . From section 4.1.1 we see that for g = tV (t)nV w0µ

∗
+tW (s)nJu

we have, writing αi (resp. βj) for αi(g) (resp. βj(g))

|Yχ,η(g)| =
r−1∏

i=1

∣∣∣χiχ−1
i+1 |.|−1

E

∣∣∣ (αi)
n−−1∏

i=r

∣∣∣∣χiη
−1
i−r+1 |.|

− 1
2

E

∣∣∣∣ (αi)
m−∏

j=1

∣∣∣∣ηjχ
−1
j+r |.|

− 1
2

E

∣∣∣∣ (βj)×





∣∣∣∣χn− |.|
− 1

2
E

∣∣∣∣ (αn−)
∣∣∣χn− |.|−1

E

∣∣∣ (αn−)

in the inert case, depending on whether n is even or odd, and

|Yχ,η(g)| =

∣∣∣∣χ
−1
1 |.|

n−1
2

F

∣∣∣∣ (det(g))
r∏

i=1

∣∣∣χiχ−1
i+1 |.|−1

F

∣∣∣ (αn−i)
r′∏

i=r+1

∣∣∣∣χ
−1
i+1η

−1
r′−i+1 |.|

− 1
2

F

∣∣∣∣ (αn−i)

×
n−1∏

i=r′+1

∣∣∣χiχ−1
i+1 |.|−1

F

∣∣∣ (αn−i)
m∏

j=1

∣∣∣∣ηjχr′−j+1 |.|
− 1

2
F

∣∣∣∣ (βj).

in the split case. We now define U to be the non empty open subset of (χ, η) satisfying




∣∣∣χiχ−1
i+1

∣∣∣ < q−1
E 1 ≤ i < r,

∣∣∣χiη−1
i−r+1

∣∣∣ < q
− 1

2
E r ≤ i < n−,∣∣∣χ−1

i+1ηi−r+1

∣∣∣ < q
− 1

2
E r ≤ i < n−,∣∣∣χ−1

n−

∣∣∣ < q
− 1

2
E even case,∣∣∣χ−1

n−

∣∣∣ < q−1
E odd case,

and





∣∣∣χiχ−1
i+1

∣∣∣ < q−1
F 1 ≤ i ≤ r,

∣∣∣χ−1
i+1η

−1
r′−i+1

∣∣∣ < q
− 1

2
F r < i ≤ r′,∣∣∣χiχ−1

i+1

∣∣∣ < q−1
F r′ < i < n,

∣∣ηjχr′−j+1

∣∣ < q
− 1

2
F 1 ≤ j ≤ m,

in the inert and split case respectively. It follows from Proposition 4.1.1.1 that for any (χ, η) ∈ U
the function Yχ,η is continuous on U(V ).
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4.1.3. For (χ, η) ∈ U , fV ∈ C∞
c (U(V )), fJ ∈ C∞

c (J), consider the absolutely convergent integral

Lχ,η(Fχ(fV ) ⊗ F Jη (fJ)) =

∫

U(V )

∫

J
fV (gV )fJ(gJ )Yχ,η(gV g

−1
J )dgV dgJ . (4.1.3.1)

Then Lχ,η defines a non zero element in HomH(I
U(V )
BV

χ⊗ ψU .I
J
BJ
ηψ,C), and it follows that

WI
χ,η(g) :=

{
Lχ,η(R(g).Φ◦

χ ⊗ Φ◦
η), g ∈ U(V ), if r ≥ 1;

Lχ,η(Φ
◦
χ ⊗R(g−1).Φ◦

η), g ∈ J, if r = 0.
(4.1.3.2)

is a Whittaker–Shintani function. We will explicitly compute WI
χ,η(1) in Proposition 5.5.2.1.

4.2. Analytic section

By Lemma 3.3.0.1 we have

HomH(I
U(V )
BV

χ⊗ I
U(W )
BW

(µη) ⊗ νµ,ψ,C) = HomH(I
U(V )
BV

χ⊗ ψU .I
J
BJ

(ηψ),C). (4.2.0.1)

For χ and η generic, I
U(V )
BV

χ ⊗ I
U(W )
BW

(µη) is irreducible. By the multiplicity one result [GGP12,
Corollary 16.3] we have

dim HomH(I
U(V )
BV

χ⊗ I
U(W )
BW

(µη) ⊗ νµ,ψ,C) ≤ 1. (4.2.0.2)

We can now apply Bernstein’s Theorem [Ban98] (see also [She13a, Lemma 5.1]).

Proposition 4.2.0.1. There exists a dense subset V of (C×)n− × (C×)m− such that for every fV
and fJ the map (χ, η) 7→ Lχ,η(Fχ(fV ) ⊗ F Jη (fJ)) defined on U by (4.1.3.1) extends to a rational
function on V.

In particular, we obtain a non zero WI
χ,η ∈ WSχ,η for (χ, η) generic. Let ΦI

χ,η ∈ (IndGHνµ,ψ)K

((Ind
U(V )×J
J νµ,ψ)KV ×KJ if r = 0) be the associated function by Proposition 3.3.0.2.

5. Formula for the normalized Whittaker–Shintani function

We prove the formulas for Whittaker–Shintani functions of Theorem 1.0.2.3 and Proposition 1.0.2.4.

5.1. Iwahori-invariant vectors

5.1.1. Let χ be a generic unramified character of TV . For α ∈ Σ+
V,nd, let cα(χ) be the constant

defined in [Cas80, Section 3], i.e.

cea±eb(χ) =





1−q−1
E χaχ

±1
b

1−χaχ
±1
b

inert case,

1−q−1
F χaχ

−1
b

1−χaχ
−1
b

split case,
and




c2ea(χ) =

1−q−1
F
χa

1−χa
inert even case,

cea(χ) =
(1−q−1

E χa)(1+q−1
F χa)

1−χ2
a

inert odd case,

where we only consider ea − eb in the split case. For w ∈ WV , set

cVw (χ) =
∏

α∈Σ+
V,nd

wα<0

cα(χ). (5.1.1.1)

22



There exists an intertwining operator Tw,χ : I
U(V )
BV

χ → I
U(V )
BV

wχ introduced in [Cas80, Section 3].

Define the normalization Tw,χ := cVw (χ)−1Tw,χ. Recall that we have introduced a spherical vector
Φ◦
χ and Iwahori-fixed vectors Ψw,χ in (2.2.0.1) and (2.2.0.2) respectively. By [Cas80, Theorem 3.1]

it satisfies the relations Tw1,w2χ ◦ Tw2,χ = Tw1w2,χ and Tw,χ(Φ◦
χ) = Φ◦

wχ.
Using the Bruhat decomposition and evaluating Φ◦

χ on WV , we have

Φ◦
χ =

1

vol(IV )

∑

w∈WV

cVw0
(wχ)Tw−1,wχΨ1,wχ,

and it follows from [KMS03, Proposition 1.10] that for λV ∈ Λ−
V

R(IV λV IV )Φ◦
χ =

vol(IV λV IV )

vol(IV )

∑

w∈WV

cVw0
(wχ).(wχ)δ

− 1
2

BV
(λV )Tw−1,wχΨ1,wχ. (5.1.1.2)

5.1.2. Let η be a generic unramified character of TW and let w ∈ WW . We adapt the preceding

discussion to IJBJηψ. Denote by Tw,µη : I
U(W )
BW

µη → I
U(W )
BW

w(µη) the map built in §5.1.1. Then

T Jw,η := Swη ◦ (Tw,µη ⊗ id) ◦ S−1
η

provides an intertwining operator IJBJηψ → IJBJwηψ (where Sη is defined in (3.3.0.1)). Define

cWw (η) as in (5.1.1.1), and consider the normalized version T
J
w,η = cWw (µη)−1T Jw,η and recall that

φ◦ := 1Y ∗
+(OE) ∈ νµ,ψ. By Lemma 3.3.0.1 we have Sη(Φ

◦
µη ⊗φ◦) = Φ◦,J

η and Sη(Ψw,µη ⊗φ◦) = ΨJ
w,η,

where Φ◦
µη and Ψw,µη are the spherical and Iwahori fixed vectors in I

U(W )
BW

µη introduced in (2.2.0.1)

and (2.2.0.2) respectively. In particular, T
J
w,η(Φ

◦,J
η ) = Φ◦,J

w.η. By the same proof as Lemma 2.2.0.1,

we now see that any f ∈ (IJBJ ηψ)IJ is supported on BJWW IJ so that we also obtain

Φ◦,J
η =

1

vol(IJ)

∑

w∈WW

cWw0
(wµη)T

J
w−1,wηΨ

J
1,wη, (5.1.2.1)

and therefore for λW ∈ Λ−
W

R(IWλW IW )Φ◦,J
η =

vol(IWλW IW )

vol(IJ)

∑

w∈WW

cWw0
(wµη).(wµη)δ

− 1
2

BW
(λW )T

J
w−1,wηΨ

J
1,wη. (5.1.2.2)

5.2. γ-factors

For generic χ, η ∈ (C×)n− × (C×)m− , set ΓV1 (χ) =
cVw0

(χ)

dV (χ) , ΓW1 (η) =
cWw0

(η)

dW (η) and let Γ2(χ, η) be





m−∏

j=1



(n−∏

i=1

LE(
1

2
, χiηj)LE(

1

2
, χ−1

i ηj)

)

r+j−1∏

i=1

LE(1
2 , χiη

−1
j )

LE(1
2 , χ

−1
i ηj)




 ,

m−∏

j=1



(n−∏

i=1

LE(
1

2
, χiηj)LE(

1

2
, χ−1

i ηj)

)

r+j−1∏

i=1

LE(1
2 , χiη

−1
j )

LE(1
2 , χ

−1
i ηj)






n−∏

i=1

LF (1,−χi)
m−∏

i=1

LF (1, ηi),

∏

i+j≤r′+1

LF (
1

2
, χiηj)

∏

i+j>r′+1

LF (
1

2
, χ−1

i η−1
j ),

(5.2.0.1)
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in the inert even case, inert odd case and split case respectively. Set Γ(χ, η) := ΓV1 (χ)ΓW1 (µη)Γ2(χ, η).

For w = (wV , wW ) ∈ WG, set Tw,χ,η = TwV ,χ ⊗ T
J
wW ,η. The proof of Theorem 1.0.2.3 relies on

the following result.

Theorem 5.2.0.1. For generic χ and η we have for every w ∈ WG the functional equation

Lχ,η
Γ(χ, η)

=
LwV χ,wW η ◦ Tw,χ,η

Γ(wV χ,wW η)
.

By the multiplicity one Theorem (4.2.0.2), for generic χ and η there exists γ(χ, η,wV , wW ) ∈ C
such that

LwV χ,wW η ◦ Tw,χ,η = γ(χ, η,wV , wW )Lχ,η.

It is enough to prove that γ(χ, η,wV , wW ) = Γ(wV χ,wW η)
Γ(χ,η) for (wV , wW ) = (wα, 1) or (1, wβ) with

α ∈ ∆V and β ∈ ∆W . By Proposition 4.2.0.1, γ is a rational function so that we now assume that
(χ, η) ∈ U is generic and use the integral expression (4.1.3.1). Theorem 5.2.0.1 will follow from
(5.2.0.1), Propositions 5.3.1.2 and 5.4.1.1, and elementary computations.

5.3. Computation of γ(χ, η, wα, 1)

5.3.1. Let α = ei − ei+1 ∈ ∆V . Define I1
J := IW ⋉ Y 0

+Y
∗,1

− Z0 and Ψ1,J
η = F Jη (1I1

J
). By [Cas80,

Theorem 3.4] we have
Twα,χ(Ψ1,χ + Ψwα,χ) = Ψ1,wαχ + Ψwα,wαχ,

so that

γ(χ, η,wα, 1) =
Lwαχ,η(R(µ∗

+w0)(Ψ1,wαχ + Ψwα,wαχ) ⊗ Ψ1,J
η )

Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)(Ψ1,χ + Ψwα,χ) ⊗ Ψ1,J

η )
, (5.3.1.1)

granted the denominator is non-zero, where we recall that µ∗
+ = h(1Y ∗

+
, 0).

Remark 5.3.1.1. In (5.3.1.1) we implicitly assume that r ≥ 1. Otherwise, we compute instead

γ(χ, η,wα, 1) =
Lwαχ,η(R(w0)(Ψ1,wαχ + Ψwα,wαχ) ⊗R((µ∗

+)−1)Ψ1,J
η )

Lχ,η(R(w0)(Ψ1,χ + Ψwα,χ) ⊗R((µ∗
+)−1)Ψ1,J

η )
.

As the calculations are identical, we ignore this issue to simplify the proof. We will work under the
assumption r ≥ 1 throughout this section, and leave the easy modifications for r = 0 to the reader.

Theorem 5.2.0.1 in that case therefore follows from the next proposition which we prove in the
rest of this subsection.

Proposition 5.3.1.2. The value of Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)(Ψ1,χ + Ψwα,χ) ⊗ Ψ1,J

η ) is

vol(IV )vol(I1
J) ×





qELE(1, χiχ
−1
i+1)−1 1 ≤ i < r inert case,

qFLF (1, χiχ
−1
i+1)−1

{
1 ≤ i ≤ r,
or r′ < i < n

split case,

(qE − 1)
LE( 1

2
,χiη

−1
i−r+1)LE( 1

2
,χ−1
i+1ηi−r+1)

LE(1,χiχ
−1
i+1)

r ≤ i < n− inert case,

(qF − 1)
LF ( 1

2
,χiηi−r′+1)LF ( 1

2
,χ−1
i+1η

−1
i−r+1)

LF (1,χiχ
−1
i+1)

r < i ≤ r′ split case,

qFLF (1, χn− )−1 i = n− inert even case,
qEqFLE(1, χn−)−1 i = n− inert odd case.
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5.3.2. The following lemma will also be used to compute γ(χ, η, 1, wβ). It is a straightforward
adaptation of [She13b, Lemma 2.8.2].

Lemma 5.3.2.1. Let α ∈ ∆V , β ∈ ∆W . Then for any values of ±1

IV w
±1
0 µ∗,±1

+ I1
JU

0 = B0
V w

±1
0 µ∗,±1

+ B0
JU

0, (5.3.2.1)

IV w
±1
0 µ∗,±1

+ IWU
0 ⊂ B0

V w
±1
0 B0

JY
∗,0

+ U0, (5.3.2.2)

IV wαIV w
±1
0 µ∗,±1

+ I1
JU

0 = B0
V wαN

0
αw

±1
0 µ∗,±1

+ B0
JU

0, (5.3.2.3)

IV w
±1
0 µ∗,±1

+ IJwβIJU
0 = B0

V w
±1
0 N0

βwβY
∗,0

+ B0
JU

0. (5.3.2.4)

Lemma 5.3.2.2. We have

Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ Ψ1,J

η ) = vol(IV )vol(I1
J).

Proof. Using the integral expression (4.1.3.1) we have

Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ Ψ1,J

η ) =

∫

IV ×I1
J

Yχ,η(gV w
−1
0 µ∗,−1

+ gJ)dgV dgJ .

The result follows from the invariance properties of Yχ,η in (4.1.2.1) and Lemma 5.3.2.1 (5.3.2.1).

5.3.3. We now compute Lwαχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,wαχ ⊗ Ψ1,J

η ). Using (4.1.2.1) and Lemma 5.3.2.1
(5.3.2.3) this is
∫

IV wαIV

∫

I1
J

Yχ,η(gV w
−1
0 µ∗,−1

+ gJ)dgV dgJ = vol(IV wαIV )vol(I1
J)

∫

N0
α

Yχ,η(wαnαw0µ
∗
+)dnα. (5.3.3.1)

Denote by Iα this last integral.
Case SL2 We first treat the case D(Gα) = SL2(E) or SL2(F ), so that Nα is isomorphic to E or

F . We write α∨ for the corresponding coroot of the maximal torus of D(Gα) (which is a cocharacter
over E in the first case). For t 6= 0 we have wαnα(t) = α∨(−t−1)nα(−t)n−α(t−1). Therefore

Iα =

∫

|t|≤1
(χ−1δ

1
2
BV

)(α∨(t−1))Yχ,η(w0nw0(−α)(t
−1)µ∗

+)dt.

Case SL2 1. In the inert case with 1 ≤ i < r − 1, or the split case with 1 ≤ i < r or
r′ + 1 < i ≤ n, then nw0(−α)(t

−1)µ∗
+ = µ∗

+nw0(−α)(t
−1). In the inert case with i = r− 1, or the split

case with i = r′ + 1, nw0(−α)(t
−1)µ∗

+ = µ∗
+nw0(−α)(t

−1)u with ψU (u) = 1. Finally, in the split case
with i = r, nw0(−α)(t

−1)µ∗
+ = µ∗

+nw0(−α)(t
−1)h(0, t−1). Therefore we always have

Iα =

∫

|t|≤1
(χ−1δ

1
2
BV

)(α∨(t−1))ψE(t−1)dt. (5.3.3.2)

Case SL2 2. In the inert case with r ≤ i < n− set j = i − r, and in the split case with
r + 1 ≤ i ≤ r′, set j = r′ − i. Let .̄ be c ∈ Gal(E/F ) in the inert case, and identity in the
split case. Define tj+1(t) = tW ((1 − t−1)wj+1) ∈ TW and y∗

j+1 =
∑m−

k=1w
∗
k − t

−1
w∗
j+1. Then

nw0(−α)(t
−1)µ∗

+ = h(y∗
1 , 0) if j = 0, and nw0(−α)(t

−1)µ∗
+ = h(y∗

j+1, 0)nw0(−α)(t
−1) otherwise. But

h(y∗
j+1, 0) = tj+1(t)−1µ∗

+tj+1(t) so that

Iα =

∫

|t|≤1
(χ−1δ

1
2
BV

)(α∨(t−1))(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)(w0tj+1(t)−1)(ηδ
− 1

2
BJ

)(tj+1(t))dt. (5.3.3.3)
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Case SL2 3. In the inert even case with i = n−, α = 2en− and D(Gα) is SL2(F ). Then
nw0(−α)(t

−1)µ∗
+ = µ∗

+h(t−1wm− , t
−1)nw0(−α)(t

−1) and

Iα =

∫

|t|≤1
(χ−1δ

1
2
BV

)(α∨(t−1))ψE(t−1)dt. (5.3.3.4)

Case SU3 Assume now that D(Gα) is SU3(F ), which occurs in the inert odd case with i = n−.
Replace en− by α = 2en− . In that case, recall that

nα(x1, x2) =




1 −τx1 x2

1 x1

1


 , x1, x2 ∈ E, TrE/F (

x2

τ
) = −NE/F (x1). (5.3.3.5)

Then for x2 6= 0 we have wαnα(x1, x2)w0 ∈ TV (OE)nα(x1
x2
, −1
x2

)α∨( 1
x2

)w0nα(x1
x2
, −1
x2

) and further-

more nα(x1, x2)µ∗
+nα(x1, x2)−1 = µ∗

+h(x1wm+ + (−τx1 + x2)wm− ,
1
2Tr(x2)). Therefore by Propo-

sition 4.1.1.1 we have

Yχ,η(wαnα(x1, x2)w0µ
∗
+) = (χ−1δ

1
2
BV

)
(
α∨(x−1

2 )
)
Yχ,η

(
w0µ

∗
+h

(
x1

x2
wm+ ,−

1

2
Tr(

1

x2
)

))
(5.3.3.6)

=





0 if
∣∣∣x1
x2

∣∣∣ > 1

(χδ
− 1

2
BV

) (α∨(x2))ψ
(
−1

2Tr( 1
x2

)
)

if
∣∣∣x1
x2

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

Let x ∈ E× and y ∈ F×. In our coordinates, x1 = x and x2 = y − τ N(x)
2 and we are computing

Iα =

∫

|x|E≤1

∫

|y|F≤1
(χδ

− 1
2

BV
)
(
α∨(x2)

)
ψ

(
−

1

2
Tr(

1

x2
)

)
1|x|E≤|x2|E

dydx.

We now split the integral.

• If |x|E = 1, then the integrand is 1 so that we get qE−1
qE

.

• If |x|E < 1 and |y|E ≤ |N(x)|E , then |x2|E = |N(x)|E < |x|E, and the integrand is 0.

• If |x|E < 1 and |y|E > |N(x)|E, we need |x|E ≤ |x2|E = |y|E otherwise the integrand is zero.

In this range, ψ
(
−1

2Tr( 1
x2

)
)

= ψ(−y−1).

Therefore,

Iα =
qE − 1

qE
+

∫

|x|E<1

∫
y∈F×

|x|E≤|y|E≤1

(χδ
− 1

2
BV

)
(
α∨(y)

)
ψ(y−1)dydx. (5.3.3.7)

The integrals (5.3.3.2), (5.3.3.3), (5.3.3.4) and (5.3.3.7) can now be computed by standard
techniques ([She13a, Lemmas 8.5, 8.9 and 8.11]) and Proposition 5.3.1.2 follows from Lemma 5.3.2.2,
(5.3.3.1) and the value of vol(IV wαIV ). Note that (χ, η) ∈ U implies that these integrals converge.
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5.4. Computation of γ(χ, η, 1, wβ)

5.4.1. Let β = ej − ej+1 ∈ ∆W . As in section 5.3.1 we have

γ(χ, η, 1, wβ) =
Lχ,wβη(R(µ∗

+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ (ΨJ
1,wβη

+ ΨJ
wβ ,wβη

))

Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ (ΨJ

1,η + ΨJ
wβ ,η

))
.

Proposition 5.4.1.1. Recall that ∆′
TW

was defined in §2.1.10. Set

Π(χ, η) = ∆
′,−1
TW

×





m−∏

j=1

LE(
1

2
, ηjχ

−1
r+j) inert case,

m∏

j=1

LF (
1

2
, ηjχr′−j+1) split case.

The value of Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ (ΨJ

1,η + ΨJ
wβ ,η

)) is

vol(IV )vol(IJ )Π(χ, η) ×





qE
LE( 1

2
,ηjχ

−1
r+j+1)LE( 1

2
,χr+jη

−1
j+1)

LE(1,ηjη
−1
j+1)LE(1,χr+jχ

−1
r+j+1)

1 ≤ j < m− inert case,

qF
LF ( 1

2
,ηjχr′−j)LF ( 1

2
,η−1
j+1χ

−1
r′−j+1

)

LF (1,ηjη
−1
j+1)LF (1,χr′−jχ

−1
r′−j+1

)
1 ≤ j < m split case,

qF
LF (1,χm−ηn− )

LF (1,−ηm− )LF (1,χn−) j = m− inert even case,

qEqF
LF (1,χm−ηn− )

LE(1,−ηm− )LE(1,χn− ) j = m− inert odd case.

5.4.2.

Lemma 5.4.2.1.

Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ ΨJ

1,η) = vol(IV )vol(IJ)Π(χ, η).

Proof. By Lemma 5.3.2.1 (5.3.2.4) we have

Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ ΨJ

1,η) = vol(IV )vol(IJ )

∫

Y ∗
−(OE)

Yχ,η(w0h(y∗, 0))dy∗.

For y∗ with all coordinates being non zero, we have h(y∗, 0) = tW (y∗)−1µ∗
+tW (y∗) so that

∫

Y ∗
−(OE)

Yχ,η(w0h(y∗, 0))dy∗ =

∫

Y ∗
−(OE)

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)(w0tW (y∗)−1)(ηδ
− 1

2
BJ

)(tW (y∗))dy∗.

This can be computed by decomposing as a product (see [She13a, Lemma 8.9]).

5.4.3. By Lemma 5.3.2.1 (5.3.2.4) again we have

Lχ,η(R(µ∗
+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ ΨJ

wβ ,η
) = vol(IV )vol(IJwβIJ)

∫

N0,′

β

∫

Y ∗
−(OE)

Yχ,η(w0n
′
βwβh(y∗, 0))dy∗dnβ.

(5.4.3.1)
Denote by Iβ this last double integral.
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Case SL2. Assume that D(Gβ) is SL2(F ) or SL2(E). We write again β∨ for the corresponding
coroot of the maximal torus of D(G(β)), so that n′

β(t)wβ = β∨(−t)n′
−β(t)n′

β(−t−1). Therefore

Iβ =

∫

|t|≤1

∫

Y ∗
−(OE)

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)(w0β∨(t))Yχ,η(w0n
′
β(t−1)h(y∗, 0)n′

β(t−1)−1)dy∗dt.

Case SL2 1. In the inert case with j < m− or in the split case with any j, set y∗(t) =
y∗ − yjt

−1
w∗
j+1 so that when all coordinates are non zero

n′
β(t−1)h(y∗, 0)n′

β(t−1)−1 = h(y∗(t), 0) = tW (y∗(t))−1µ∗
+tW (y∗(t)).

Therefore

Iβ =

∫

|t|≤1

∫

Y ∗
−(OE)

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)(w0β∨(t)w0tW (y∗(t))−1)(ηδ
− 1

2
BJ

)(tW (y∗(t)))dy∗dt. (5.4.3.2)

Case SL2 2. In the inert even case with j = m− we have β = 2em− and

n′
β(t−1)h(y∗, 0)n′

β(t−1)−1 = h(y∗+t−1y∗
m−
wm− , 0) = t−1

W (y∗)µ∗
+tW (y∗)h(t−1y∗

m−
wm− , t

−1NE/F (y∗
m−

)).

We get

Iβ =

∫

|t|≤1

∫

Y ∗
−(OE)

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)(w0β∨(t)w0tW (y∗)−1)(ηδ
− 1

2
BJ

)(tW (y∗))ψ(t−1NE/F (y∗
m−

))dy∗dt.

(5.4.3.3)
Case SU3 Assume that D(Gα) is SU3, which occurs in the inert odd case with j = m−. Take

β = em− . Using the same coordinates as in (5.3.3.6) and by a similar computation we see that
Yχ,η(w0n

′
β(x1, x2)wβh(y∗, 0)) is

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)
(
w0tW (y∗)−1β∨(x2)−1

)
(ηδ

− 1
2

BJ
)(tW (y∗))Yχ,η

(
w0µ

∗
+h

(
y∗
m−

x1

x2
wm+ ,−

1

2
Tr(

NE/F (y∗
m−

)

x2
)

))

=





0 if
∣∣∣y∗
m−

x1
x2

∣∣∣ > 1,

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)
(
tW (y∗)β∨(x2)−1

)
(ηδ

− 1
2

BJ
)(tW (y∗))ψ

(
−1

2Tr(
NE/F (y∗

m−
)

x2
)

)
if
∣∣∣y∗
m−

x1
x2

∣∣∣ ≤ 1.

Iβ is a product of an integral over y∗
1 , . . . , y

∗
m−−1, which is computed as in Lemma 5.4.2.1, and of

∫

|z|E≤1

∫
|x|E≤1
|y|F≤1

(χ−1δ
1
2
BV

)
(
β∨(x−1

2 z)
)

(ηδ
− 1

2
BJ

)(β∨(z))ψ

(
−

1

2
Tr(

NE/F (z)

x2
)

)
1|zx|E≤|x2|E

dydxdz,

(5.4.3.4)

where we recall that y ∈ F , x2 = y − τ
NE/F (x)

2 , and we have replaced y∗
m−

by z to ease notations.
We now split the integral.

• If |y|E ≤
∣∣∣NE/F (x)

∣∣∣
E

, then |x2|E =
∣∣∣NE/F (x)

∣∣∣
E

and the integrand is zero unless |z|E ≤ |x|E .

In that case ψ
(
−1

2Tr(
NE/F (z)

x2
)
)

= 1 and we are simply integrating a product of multiplicative

characters.
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• If |y|E >
∣∣∣NE/F (x)

∣∣∣
E

, then the integrand is zero unless |zx|E ≤ |y|E. In this case we see that

ψ
(
−1

2Tr(
NE/F (z)

x2
)
)

= ψ
(
−
NE/F (z)

y

)
.

The integrals (5.4.3.2), (5.4.3.3) and (5.4.3.4) can now be computed by splitting further depending
on valuations thanks to [She13a, Lemmas 8.5, 8.9 and 8.11], and Proposition 5.4.1.1 follows from
Lemma 5.4.2.1 and (5.4.3.1). This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.2.0.1.

5.5. Proofs of Theorem 1.0.2.3 and Proposition 1.0.2.4

In this section we work under the assumption that r ≥ 1. The case r = 0 follows from the
modification explained in Remark 5.3.1.1.

Let us first remark that the conventions of Theorem 1.0.2.3 are different from the ones we are
currently using as we are inducing from B rather than B+ = B−

V ×BW , and because moreover we
are working with WSχ,η instead of WSχ,µη. Set

dV (χ) =
∏

α∈Σ+
V,nd

1

1 − 〈χ,α∨〉
, dW (η) =

∏

β∈Σ+
W,nd

1

1 − 〈η, β∨〉
. (5.5.0.1)

Then d(χ⊠η) = dV (w0χ)dW (η). Moreover, because w0,V BV = B−
V the identification of T with the

canonical torus TG coming from T ⊂ B and T ⊂ B+ differ by a conjugation by w0,V . In particular,
after a change of variable we see that (1.0.2.4) in Theorem 1.0.2.3 is equivalent to, for λ ∈ Λ−,

(Φχ,η(λ), φ◦)ν
(Φχ,η(1), φ◦)ν

=
∆U(W )

∆TW

∑

w∈WG

b(wV χ,wW η)dV (wV χ)dW (wWµη)

(
(w0wV χ⊠wWµη) δ

− 1
2

B+

)
(λ).

(5.5.0.2)

5.5.1. Recall that ΦI
χ,η was defined in §4.2. By Remark 3.3.0.3, for any φ ∈ νµ,ψ we have

(ΦI
χ,η(gV , gW ), φ)ν = Lχ,η

(
R(gV )Φ◦

χ ⊗ Sη
(
R(gW )Φ◦

µη ⊗ φ
))
, (gV , gW ) ∈ G. (5.5.1.1)

Proposition 5.5.1.1. For every λ ∈ Λ− and generic (χ, η) we have

(ΦI
χ,η(λV , λW ), φ◦)ν

∆
′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, η)
=

∑

w∈WG

b(wV χ,wW η)dV (wV χ)dW (wWµη)

(
(w0wV χ⊠ wWµη) δ

− 1
2

B+

)
(λ).

Proof. Write λ = (λV , λW ) ∈ Λ+
V × Λ−

W . Note that w0λ−1
V B0

V
w0λV ⊂ B0

V and λ−1
W B0

Wλ
0
W ⊂ B0

W .
By (5.3.2.2) we have

(R(µ∗
+w01IV w0λV IV )⊗R(1IW λW IW )ΦI

χ,η(1), φ◦)ν = vol(IV
w0λV IV )vol(IWλW IW )(ΦI

χ,η(λV , λW ), φ◦)ν .
(5.5.1.2)

But by (5.1.1.2), (5.1.2.2) and (5.5.1.1) the LHS is

vol(IV
w0λV IV )vol(IWλW IW )

vol(IV )vol(IW )

∑

(wV ,wW )∈WG

cVw0
(wV χ)cWw0

(wV µη)(w0wV χ)(λV )(wWµη)(λW )δ
− 1

2

B+ (λ)

× Lχ,η ◦ Tw−1,wV χ,wW η

(
R(µ∗

+w0)Ψ1,wV χ ⊗ ΨJ
1,wW η

)
.

It remains to use Theorem 5.2.0.1 and Lemma 5.4.2.1 and to do elementary computations.
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5.5.2. We now state the formula for WI
χ,η(1) = (ΦI

χ,η(1), φ◦)ν . We postpone the proof until §7.2.

Proposition 5.5.2.1. We have

WI
χ,η(1) = ∆

′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, η)∆TW ∆−1
U(W ).

5.5.3. We end the proof of Theorem 1.0.2.3.

Lemma 5.5.3.1. The rational map

(χ, η) 7→ Φ◦
χ,η := (∆

′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, η)∆TW ∆−1
U(W ))

−1ΦI
χ,η (5.5.3.1)

extends to a regular function. In particular, for every (χ, η) there exists a unique W◦
χ,η ∈ WSχ,η

such that W◦
χ,η(1) = 1.

Proof. Let (., .) be the natural pairing between IndGHνµ,ψ and indGHνµ,ψ. We have to show that for ev-
ery Φ ∈ (indGHνµ,ψ)K the map (χ, η) 7→ (Φ◦

χ,η,Φ) is regular. Let Φ0 be the generator of (indGHνµ,ψ)K

built in Proposition 3.2.2.3. It is enough to show that (χ, η) 7→ (Φ◦
χ,η,Φ0) = (Φ◦

χ,η(1), φ◦)ν is regular.
But by Proposition 5.5.2.1 this map is constant equal to 1 so the result follows.

To conclude the proof of Theorem 1.0.2.3, note that by Theorem 1.0.2.1 and Lemma 5.5.3.1 we
have Φχ,η 6= 0 if and only if (Φχ,η(1), φ◦)ν 6= 0, and moreover in that case Φχ,η/(Φχ,η(1), φ◦)ν =
Φ◦
χ,η. Theorem 1.0.2.3 therefore follows from (5.5.0.2), Proposition 5.5.1.1, (5.5.3.1) and elementary

computations.

5.5.4. Recall that in Proposition 1.0.2.4 we have stated in alternative version of Theorem 1.0.2.3
in the split case. We now prove a key result towards this formula. The proof of Proposition 1.0.2.4
will be ended in §7.2.5 once we define the representation Rµ. Recall that φ× and φ1 were defined
in §3.1.3.

Proposition 5.5.4.1. Assume that we are in the split case. For every λ ∈ Λ− and (χ, η) we have

(Φ◦
χ,η(λ), φ×)ν = ∆U(W )

∑

w∈WG

b×(wV χ,wW η)dV (wV χ)dW (wW η)

(
(w0wV χ⊠ wWµη) δ

− 1
2

B+

)
(λ)

where

b×(χ, η) =
∏

i+j≤r′+1

L−1
F (

1

2
, χiηj)

∏

i+j>r′+1

L−1
F (

1

2
, χ−1

i η−1
j ). (5.5.4.1)

Proof. Using Lemma 3.1.3.1 we have, as with (5.5.1.2), that for generic (χ, η)

(R(w01IV w0λV IV ) ⊗R(1IWλW IW )ΦI
χ,η(1), φ×)ν = vol(IV

w0λV IV )vol(IWλW IW )(ΦI
χ,η(λV , λW ), φ×)ν .

Because φ1 ∈ νKWµ,ψ we know that Sη(Ψµη ⊗ φ1) = Ψ1,J
η . As ∆′

TW
= ∆TW , vol(T 0

W ) = 1 and

vol(I1
J) = q−mvol(IW ), we see by (3.1.3.1) and Lemma 5.3.2.2 that

Lχ,η(R(w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ Sη(Ψ
◦
µη ⊗ φ×)) = qmLχ,η(R(µ∗

+w0)Ψ1,χ ⊗ Ψ1,J
1,η ) = vol(IV )vol(IW ).

We now conclude that Proposition 5.5.4.1 holds for generic (χ, η) as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 5.5.1.1. For general (χ, η), we use Lemma 5.5.3.1.
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6. Unfolding of tempered periods

In this section, always assume that r ≥ 1 and temporarily leave the unramified setting: E/F is
any quadratic extension of local fields of characteristic zero, or E = F × F . All the other objects
are as described in §2.1, except that contrary to the situation of §2.1.2 we only assume that W⊥

is split. This means that exist two free families (v1, . . . , vr) and (v∗
1 , . . . , v

∗
r ) in V such that, with

X = Vect(v1, . . . , vr) and X∗ = Vect(v∗
1 , . . . , v

∗
r ), we have W⊥ = X⊕X∗ and for every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r,

〈vi, vj〉V = 〈v∗
i , v

∗
j 〉V = 0 and 〈vi, v

∗
j 〉V = δi,j.

6.1. Preliminaries

6.1.1. For f and g two positive functions on a set X, we write f(x) ≪ g(x) if there exists C > 0
such that for all x ∈ X we have f(x) ≤ Cg(x).

For G the F -points of a linear algebraic group over F , let ς be a (class of) logarithmic height
function on G, as in [BP20, Section 1.2]. Note that if G′ ≤ G we may take ς|G′ as the logarithmic

height function on G′, hence the absence of reference to the group in the notation. Denote by ΞG

the Harish-Chandra special spherical function on G and Cw(G) the weak Harish-Chandra Schwartz
space (see [BP20, § 1.5]). It contains C∞

c (G) as a dense subset. By definition, Cw(G) = ∪d>0C
w
d (G)

where for every f ∈ Cwd (G) we have

|f(g)| ≪ ΞG(g)ς(g)d, g ∈ G.

Realize U(V ) as a subgroup of U(V )×U(V ) by the diagonal embedding. By [Wal03, Lemma II.1.5.]
in the p-adic case, [Var77, Proposition 31] in the Archimedean case, for all ε > 0 we have

∫

U(V )
ΞU(V )×U(V )(g)e−ες(g)dg < ∞. (6.1.1.1)

6.1.2. In the unramified situation we have already equipped our groups G with a left-invariant
Haar measure dg in §2.1.9. In general, we have to make choices.

We give the vector spaces F k and Ek the k-fold product of dψx and dψEx the ψ- and ψE-
autodual measure respectively, which we simply write dx. This applies to X∗ ∼= Er via our basis
(v∗
i )
r
i=1. This also yields measures on the root subgroupsNα by the parametrizations nα (see §2.1.4).

The unipotent groups Nk and N(X) are then given the product measure on the root subgroups.
Note that this coincides with our choices in the unramified setting.

On Gk, U(V ) and U(W ), if our data are unramified we keep dg, and otherwise we take any Haar

measure. On Gk there is another natural choice, namely dψg :=

∏
1≤i,j≤r

dψE gi,j

|det g|k
. Let υ(Gk) > 0 be

the quotient dg(dψg)
−1. In the unramified situation we have υ(Gk) = ∆Gk . For k = r, denote by

ψr the restriction of ψU to Nr. Fourier inversion yields for f ∈ C∞
c (Gr) and g ∈ Gr

f(g) = υ(Gr−1)−1
∫

Nr−1\Gr−1

∫

Nr
f(γ−1nrγg)ψr(nr)dnrdγ. (6.1.2.1)

Let Pr = Gr−1⋉Er−1 be the mirabolic subgroup ofGr fixing vr on the left equipped with dp = dgdx.
Let Ur be its unipotent radical. The isomorphism Pr\Gr ∼= X∗ \ {0} implies that for f ∈ C∞

c (X∗)

∫

X∗
f(x∗)dx∗ =

υ(Gr−1)

υ(Gr)

∫

Pr\Gr
|det γ| f(γ∗v∗

r )dγ, (6.1.2.2)
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where we recall that γ∗ was defined in §2.1.7 as the transpose or conjugate transpose of γ.
All the other groups we integrate on will be products of the above-mentioned ones and we give

them the product measure.

6.2. Fourier–Jacobi periods

6.2.1. Denote by ωV the Weil representation of U(V ) associated to (µ,ψ) defined in §3.1. By the
mixed model described in [GI16, Section 7.4], we may realize it on S(X∗)⊗̂νµ,ψ, where S(X∗) is
the Schwartz space on X∗ and ⊗̂ is the completed tensor product. We can identify any Φ ∈ ωV
with a νµ,ψ-valued function on X∗, or a C-valued function on X∗ ⊕ Y ∗

+. Define

ΦY ∗
+

:= Φ(v∗
r) ∈ νµ,ψ

We equip ωV with the inner product

(Φ,Φ′)ω =

∫

X∗
(Φ(x∗),Φ′(x∗))νdx

∗,

where (., .)ν is the inner product on νµ,ψ defined in (3.1.1.2). By (3.1.1.4), we have

ωV (γ)Φ = µ |.|
1
2 (γ)Φ(γ∗.), γ ∈ Gr. (6.2.1.1)

By [BLX24, Lemma 20.1], there exists ε > 0 such that

|(ωV (gV )Φ1,Φ2)ω| ≪Φ1,Φ2 e
−ες(gV ), gV ∈ U(V ), Φ1,Φ2 ∈ ωV , (6.2.1.2)

|(νµ,ψ(gWh)φ1, φ2)ν | ≪φ1,φ2 e
−ες(gW ), gW ∈ U(W ), h ∈ H(W), φ1, φ2 ∈ νµ,ψ. (6.2.1.3)

Moreover, by [BLX24, Lemma 20.1] the linear forms

f ∈ C∞
c (G) 7→

∫

H
f(h)(νµ,ψ(h)φ1, φ2)νdh, and f ∈ C∞

c (Gr) 7→
∫

Nr
f(nr)ψr(nr)dnr

extend by continuity to Cw(G) and Cw(Gr) respectively, where we recall that G = U(V ) × U(W ).
We denote them by PH(f ⊗ φ1 ⊗ φ2) and PNr(f). We also introduce

PU(V )(f ⊗ Φ1 ⊗ Φ2) :=

∫

U(V )
f(g)(ωV (g)Φ1,Φ2)ωdg, f ∈ Cw(U(V ) × U(V )).

This integral converges absolutely by (6.1.1.1) and (6.2.1.2).
Recall that L = U(V ) × (U(W ) × Gr) and HL = H × Nr ⊂ L (§2.1.6). Let νL be the

representation of HL defined by
νL := νµ,ψ ⊠ ψr.

Recall that P (X) and N(X) were defined in §2.1.6. It follows from [GI16, Section 7.4] that for
nr, n

′
r ∈ Nr, n ∈ N(X), gW ∈ U(W ), and gV ∈ U(V )

ψr(n
′
r)ψr(nr)(ωV (n′

rngW gV )Φ)Y ∗
+

= νL(nrngW , n
′
r)(ωV (gV )Φ)Y ∗

+
. (6.2.1.4)

For φ1, φ2 ∈ νL, set

PHL(f ⊗ Φ1 ⊗ Φ2) :=

∫

HL
f(h)(νL(h)φ1, φ2)νdh, f ∈ C∞

c (L),

which we extend by continuity to Cw(L). Note that PHL = PH ⊗ PNr .
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6.2.2. For (G,H) ∈ {(U(V ) × U(V ),U(V )), (G,H), (L,HL)}, if σ is a tempered representation of
G equipped with an invariant inner product (., .), then for every ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ σ the map cϕ1,ϕ2 : g 7→
(σ(g)ϕ1, ϕ2) belongs to Cw(G). We set for Φi ∈ ωV , νµ,ψ or νL

PH(ϕ1 ⊗ Φ1, ϕ2 ⊗ Φ2) := PH(cϕ1,ϕ2 ⊗ Φ1 ⊗ Φ2). (6.2.2.1)

If ϕ1 = ϕ2 and Φ1 = Φ2, we will simply write PH(ϕ⊗ Φ) for PH(ϕ1 ⊗ Φ1, ϕ2 ⊗ Φ2).

6.3. Relations between local periods

We embed P (X) in L by inclusion on the U(V ) factor and projection on U(W ) ×Gr.

Lemma 6.3.0.1. For all f ∈ Cw(L), Φ1,Φ2 ∈ νL we have

∫

P (X)
f(p)(ωV (p)Φ1,Φ2)ωδP (X)(p)

1
2 dp

=υ(Gr)
−1
∫

(Nr\Gr)2
PHL

(
R(g1)L(g2)f ⊗ (ωV (g1)Φ1)Y ∗

+
⊗ (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
δP (X)(g1g2)− 1

2 dg1dg2,

(6.3.0.1)

where dp is a left invariant measure on P (X).

Proof. Fix Φ1 and Φ2. It can be proved that both sides are absolutely convergent and define
continuous linear functionals on Cw(L) by repeating the proof of [BPC23, Proposition 8.6.2.1]
using (6.2.1.1), (6.2.1.2) and (6.2.1.3). Therefore, we are reduced to proving (6.3.0.1) in the case
f = fG ⊗ fr ∈ C∞

c (G) ⊗ C∞
c (Gr). The integral on the left becomes

∫

Gr
fr(g1)δP (X)(g1)

1
2

∫

U(W )

∫

N(X)
fG(g1hn)(ωV (g1hn)Φ1,Φ2)ωdndhdg1. (6.3.0.2)

For fixed g1 ∈ Gr, write
∫

U(W )×N(X)
fG(g1hn)(ωV (g1hn)Φ1,Φ2)ωdndh

=

∫

U(W )×N(X)
fG(g1hn)

∫

X∗
((ωV (g1hn)Φ1)(x∗),Φ2(x∗))ν dx

∗dndh

=
υ(Gr−1)

υ(Gr)

∫

U(W )×N(X)

∫

Pr\Gr
fG(g1hn)

(
(ωV (g2g1hn)Φ1)Y ∗

+
, (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν
dg2dndh, (6.3.0.3)

where we have used (6.1.2.2) and (6.2.1.1). By applying the Fourier inversion formula (6.1.2.1) to
g ∈ Gr 7→ fG(g−1

2 gg2g1hn) for g = 1 we see that the inner integral in (6.3.0.3) is υ(Gr−1)−1 times

∫

Pr\Gr

∫

Nr−1\Gr−1

∫

Nr
fG(g−1

2 γ−1nrγg2g1hn)ψr(nr)
(
(ωV (g2g1hn)Φ1)Y ∗

+
, (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν
dnrdγdg2.

(6.3.0.4)
Let us prove that

∫

Pr\Gr

∫

Nr−1\Gr−1

∣∣∣∣
∫

Nr
fG(g−1

2 γ−1nrγg2g1hn)ψr(nr)dnr
(
(ωV (g2g1hn)Φ1)Y ∗

+
, (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν

∣∣∣∣ dγdg2

(6.3.0.5)
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is finite. By the description of the restriction of ωV to Gr in (3.1.1.4) and by (6.1.2.2) we know
that ∫

Pr\Gr

∣∣∣
(
(ωV (g2g1hn)Φ1)Y ∗

+
, (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν

∣∣∣ dg2 < ∞.

It is therefore enough to show that

g2 ∈ Gr 7→
∫

Nr−1\Gr−1

∣∣∣∣
∫

Nr
fG(g−1

2 γ−1nrγg2g1hn)ψr(nr)dnr

∣∣∣∣ dγ (6.3.0.6)

is bounded. By the Iwazawa decomposition every g2 ∈ Gr can be written as g2 = gr−1urtk where
gr−1 ∈ Gr−1, ur ∈ Ur, t = e∨

r (s) for s ∈ E× (i.e. the diagonal matrix with only 1’s and s at the last
coordinate) and k ∈ KV ∩ GLr. Note that GLr−1 normalizes Ur, that Nr is unimodular, and that
t commutes with GLr−1. For any nr ∈ Nr we have ψr(urnru

−1
r ) = ψr(nr) and t−1nrt = t′nrt

′−1

where t′ =
∏r−1
i=1 e

∨
i (s). Then t′ is in the center of Gr−1. Therefore, we see that

(6.3.0.6) =

∫

Nr−1\Gr−1

∣∣∣∣
∫

Nr
fG(k−1γ−1nrγkg1hn)ψr(nr)dnr

∣∣∣∣ dγ.

This proves that (6.3.0.6) is bounded and therefore that (6.3.0.5) is finite.
We may therefore collapse the two outer integrals in (6.3.0.4) to see that it is equal to

∫

Pr\Gr

∫

Nr\Pr

∫

Nr
fG(g−1

2 p−1nrpg2g1hn)ψr(nr)
(
(ωV (pg2g1hn)Φ1)Y ∗

+
, (ωV (pg2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν
dnrdpdg2

=

∫

Nr\Gr

∫

Nr
fG(g−1

2 nrg2g1hn)ψr(nr)
(
(ωV (g2g1hn)Φ1)Y ∗

+
, (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν
dnrdg2, (6.3.0.7)

where we have again used (6.2.1.1) to make p appear in ωV and to integrate on Nr\Pr rather than
Nr−1\Gr−1.

Note that in (6.3.0.2), the integrals over g1, n and h are all over compacts. We can therefore
plug (6.3.0.7) back into (6.3.0.2) and do the change of variables g1 = g−1

2 g1 to see that (6.3.0.2) is

υ(Gr)
−1
∫

Nr\Gr

∫

Gr

∫

U(W )×N(X)

∫

Nr
fr(g

−1
2 g1)δP (X)(g1g

−1
2 )

1
2 fG(g−1

2 nrg1hn)ψr(nr)

(
(ωV (g1hn)Φ1)Y ∗

+
, (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν
dnrdndhdg1dg2.

= υ(Gr)
−1
∫

(Nr\Gr)2

∫

U(W )×N(X)

∫

N2
r

fr(g
−1
2 n′

rg1)δP (X)(g1g
−1
2 )

1
2 fG(g−1

2 nrn
′
rg1hn)ψr(nr)

(
(ωV (n′

rg1hn)Φ1)Y ∗
+
, (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν
dnrdn

′
rdndhdg1dg2.

The changes of variables nr = nr(n
′
r)

−1 and g1nh = nhg1 (which gives δP (X)(g1)−1) and (6.2.1.4)
give

υ(Gr)
−1
∫

(Nr\Gr)2

∫

U(W )×N(X)

∫

N2
r

f1(g−1
2 n′

rg1)δP (X)(g1g2)− 1
2 f2(g−1

2 nrnhg1)

(
νL(nrnh, n

′
r)((ωV (g1)Φ1)Y ∗

+
), (ωV (g2)Φ2)Y ∗

+

)
ν
dnrdn

′
rdndhdg1dg2.

This is exactly what we were after by definition of PHL .
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Proposition 6.3.0.2. Let τ , σW and σV be irreducible tempered representations of Gr, U(W ) and

U(V ) respectively, equipped with invariant inner products. Let Σ := I
U(V )
P (X)τ ⊠ σW be the parabolic

induction equipped with its canonical inner product. Then for every ϕ1
V , ϕ

2
V ∈ σV , ϕ1

Σ, ϕ
2
Σ ∈ Σ, and

Φ1,Φ2 ∈ ωV we have

PU(V )(ϕ
1
V ⊗ ϕ1

Σ ⊗ Φ1, ϕ
2
V ⊗ ϕ2

Σ ⊗ Φ2)

=υ(Gr)
−1
∫

(H\U(V ))2
PHL

(
(σV (hi)ϕ

i
V ⊗ ϕiΣ(hi) ⊗ (ωV (hi)Φi)Y ∗

+
)i=1,2

)
dh1dh2.

Proof. By definition of the invariant inner product on Σ we have

PU(V )(ϕ
1
V ⊗ ϕ1

Σ ⊗ Φ1, ϕ
2
V ⊗ ϕ2

Σ ⊗ Φ2)

=

∫

U(V )

∫

P (X)\U(V )
(ϕ1

Σ(h2h1), ϕ2
Σ(h2))dh2(σV (h1)ϕ1

V , ϕ
2
V )(ωV (h1)Φ1,Φ2)ωdh1. (6.3.0.8)

By [CHH88, Theorem 2] and [Wal03, Lemma II.1.6] we know that

∫

P (X)\U(V )

∣∣∣(ϕ1
Σ(h2h1), ϕ2

Σ(h2))
∣∣∣ dh2 ≪ ΞU(V )(h1).

Moreover, we have
∣∣(σV (h1)ϕ1

V , ϕ
2
V )
∣∣ ≪ ΞU(V )(h1). This implies that (6.3.0.8) is absolutely conver-

gent by (6.2.1.2) and (6.1.1.1). Then

PU(V )(ϕ
1
V ⊗ ϕ1

Σ ⊗ Φ1, ϕ
2
V ⊗ ϕ2

Σ ⊗ Φ2)

=

∫

(P (X)\U(V ))2

∫

P (X)
(σV (ph1)ϕ1

V , σV (h2)ϕ2
V )(ϕ1

Σ(ph1), ϕ2
Σ(h2))(ωV (ph1)Φ1, ωV (h2)Φ2)ωdLpdhi

=υ(Gr)
−1
∫

(P (X)\U(V ))2

∫

(Nr\Gr)2
δ−1
P (X)(gi)PHL

(
σV (gihi)ϕV ⊗ ϕiΣ(gihi) ⊗ (ωV (gihi)Φi)Y ∗

+

)
dgidhi

=υ(Gr)
−1
∫

(H\U(V ))2
PHL

(
σV (hi)ϕ

i
V ⊗ ϕiΣ(hi) ⊗ (ωV (hi)Φi)Y ∗

+

)
dhi,

where in the second inequality we have applied Lemma 6.3.0.1 to the map

(gV , gW , gr) 7→
(
σV (gV h1)ϕ1

V , σV (h2)ϕ2
V

) (
(τ(gr) ⊗ σW (gW ))ϕ1

Σ(h1), ϕ2
Σ(h2)

)
,

which is in Cw(L).

7. Unramified L-function for Fourier–Jacobi models

We now go back to the unramified setting described in §2 and prove Proposition 5.5.2.1 (value of
WI
χ,η(1)) and Theorem 1.0.3.1 (formula for PH(ϕ◦, φ◦) in the tempered case).

7.1. Satake-parameters for unitary groups

7.1.1. Following [BPC23, Section 8.7], we introduce some notations on dual complex groups.
Define WF to be the Weil group of F , and let Fr ∈ WF be an absolute Frobenius. In the inert case,
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let WE be the Weil group of E. Note that Fr is sent to c in the quotient WF /WE ≃ Gal(E/F ).
For convenience, we write WE for WF in the split case, so that WF /WE is trivial.

For Vk a k-dimensional nondegenerate split skew-Hermitian space over E/F , we identify the
dual group Û(Vk) of U(Vk) with GLk(C) equipped with its standard pinning. The Langlands dual
group of U(Vk) is

LU(Vk) = GLk(C) ⋊WF ,

where the Galois action factorises through WF /WE , with c(g) = g⋆ in the inert case where

g⋆ = Jk
tg−1J−1

k , Jk =




1
...

(−1)k−1


 .

The dual group Ĝk of Gk is identified with GLk(C) × GLk(C), and its Langlands dual group is

LGk = (GLk(C) × GLk(C)) ⋊WF ,

where the Galois action factorises through WF/WE with c(g1, g2) = (g2, g1) in the inert case.
Note that in the split case there is also an action of Gal(E/F ) = {1, c} on LGk : c acts by
c(g1, g2) = (g2, g1) on Ĝk and by identity on WF . For S ∈ LGk, we denote it by Sc.

We write S 7→ S⋆ for the automorphism of LGk which is identity on WF and sends (g1, g2) ∈ Ĝk
to (g⋆2 , g

⋆
1). There is a base-change embedding BC : LU(Vk) → LGk which is given by

g ∈ Û(Vk) 7→ (g, g⋆) ∈ Ĝk (7.1.1.1)

and which is identity on WF . When the context is clear, we will identify an element S ∈ LU(Vk)
with its image in LGk.

We write (T̂VK , B̂Vk) for the standard Borel pair in Û(Vk), and (T̂k, B̂k) for the one in Ĝk. These
are subgroups of Û(Vk) and Ĝk respectively which are stable by the action of WF . Set

LTVk = T̂Vk ⋊WF ,
LBVk = B̂Vk ⋊WF ,

LTk = T̂k ⋊WF ,
LBk = B̂k ⋊WF .

Recall that G = U(V )×U(W ) and set G̃ := U(W )×U(W ). Their dual groups (resp. Langlands
dual groups) are

Ĝ = Û(V ) × Û(W ),
̂̃
G = Û(W ) × Û(W ),

(resp. LG = LU(V ) ×WF

LU(W ), LG̃ = LU(W ) ×WF

LU(W )).

Set B = BV × BW , T = TV × TW , B̃ = BW × BW and T̃ = TW × TW . Write B̂ = B̂V × B̂W ,

T̂ = T̂V × T̂W ,
̂̃
B = B̂W × B̂W and

̂̃
T = T̂W × T̂W and set LT = T̂ ⋊WF ,

LT̃ =
̂̃
T ⋊WF .

Recall that P (X) is the parabolic subgroup of U(V ) stabilizing X, with Levi decomposition
P (X) = M(X)N(X) where M(X) is the Levi subgroup stabilizing X∗. Set M = M(X)× U(W ) ⊂
G. The corresponding L-groups are LM(X) and LM which are identified with the corresponding
Levi subgroups in LU(V ) and LG respectively. Note that LM(X) is isomorphic to LGr×WF

LU(W )
via the map which is identity on WF and



g

(1)
r

gW

g
(2)
r


 7→ ((g(1)

r , g(2)⋆
r ), gW ).
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on M̂(X). For S ∈ LM(X), we denote by (S(r), S(m)) ∈ LGr ×WF
LU(W ) its image by this

morphism. If S = (SV , SW ) ∈ LT , we have SV ∈ LM(X) and we set S̃ := (S
(m)
V , SW ) ∈ LG̃.

For G ∈ {G, G̃,U(Vk), Gk,M,M(X)}, let WG be the Weyl group Norm
Ĝ

(LT)/T̂, where T̂ ⊂ Ĝ
is the standard maximal torus. Note that we have isomorphisms WU(V ) = WV , WU(W ) = WW and

WG = WV × WW . These groups act by conjugation on LTV , LTW , and LT respectively, and we
denote these actions by wS.

For a complex Lie groups LG and a subgroup LQ with respective identity components Ĝ and
Q̂, set

D
Ĝ/Q̂

(S) = det
(
1 − Ad(S) | Lie(Ĝ)/Lie(Q̂)

)
, S ∈ LQ.

For any k, the choice of the Borel pair (Tk, Bk) in Gk allows us to identify Λk the group of
cocharacters of Tk with the group of characters of LTk trivial on WF . We will denote by λk 7→ χλk
this identification. For λk ∈ Λ+

k (the cone of positive cocharacters with respect to Bk), we write
chλk for the character of the irreducible representation of LGk with highest weight χλk . If Sk ∈ LTk,
set µSk = ((Ik,−Ik), id).Sk in the inert case, and µSk = ((µ(̟)Ik, µ(̟)Ik), id).Sk in the split case.
Therefore, χλk(µSk) = µ(λk)χλk(Sk).

7.1.2. For k, l ∈ N, we define the representation

L(Gk ×Gl) = LGk ×WF

LGl → GL(Ck ⊗ Cl ⊕ Ck ⊗ Cl)

(Sk, Sl) 7→ Sk
I
⊗ Sl

which sends ((g
(1)
k , g

(2)
k ), (g

(1)
l , g

(2)
l )) ∈ Ĝk× Ĝl to g

(1)
k ⊗g

(1)
l ⊕g

(2)
k ⊗g

(2)
l , factorises through WF/WE

and sends c to the operator that swaps the two copies of Ck ⊗ Cl in the inert case.
By [LM14, Appendix A], for any quasisplit reductive group G over F , we have an isomorphism

H1(WF , Z(Ĝ)) ≃ Hom(G,C×). Let µk be the character (gl, gk) 7→ µ(det gk) of Gl × Gk. It

corresponds to a class [zµ] ∈ H1(WF , Z(Ĝl ×Gk)), and we choose a representative cocycle zµ. Set

aµ : (ĝ, w) ∈ L(Gl ×Gk) 7→ (zµ(w)ĝ, w) ∈ L(Gl ×Gk)

and set
I
⊗µ:=

I
⊗ ◦aµ. Note that if Sl ∈ Ĝl.Fr and Sk ∈ Ĝk.Fr, we have

Sl
I
⊗µ Sk = Sl

I
⊗ µSk. (7.1.2.1)

Composing
I
⊗µ with the embedding BC of (7.1.1.1), we obtain representations

L(U(V ) ×Gk) → GL(Cn ⊗ Ck ⊕ Cn ⊗ Ck), L(U(W ) ×Gk) → GL(Cm ⊗ Ck ⊕ Cm ⊗ Ck)

which we denote again by
I
⊗µ for simplicity, and

Rµ : LG → GL(Cn ⊗ Cm ⊕ Cn ⊗ Cm), R̃µ : LG̃ → GL(Cm ⊗ Cm ⊕ Cm ⊗ Cm).

Consider the subspace

V− =

〈
(ei ⊗ ej, 0)

∣∣∣∣
1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m
i+j>r′+1

〉
⊕

〈
(0, ei ⊗ ej)

∣∣∣∣
1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m
i+j>r′+1

〉
,

(
resp. Ṽ− =

〈
(ei ⊗ ej , 0)

∣∣∣∣
1≤i≤m
1≤j≤m
i+j>m+1

〉
⊕

〈
(0, ei ⊗ ej)

∣∣∣∣
1≤i≤m
1≤j≤m
i+j>m+1

〉)
,
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where (ei)
k
i=1 denotes the canonical basis of Ck for any k. It is stable by LT (resp. by LT̃ ) and we

set R−,µ(S) := Rµ(S)|V−
for S ∈ LT (resp. R̃−,µ(S̃) := Rµ(S̃)

|Ṽ−
for S̃ ∈ LT̃ ).

7.1.3. We can equip Cn ⊗ Cm ⊕ Cn ⊗ Cm with the symplectic pairing

〈(un ⊗ um, vn ⊗ vm), (u′
n ⊗ u′

m, v
′
n ⊗ v′

m)〉 := (tunJ
−1
n v′

n)(tumJ
−1
m v′

m) − (tu′
nJ

−1
n vn)(tu′

mJ
−1
m vm).

The representation Rµ is symplectic. The subspace V− is not a Lagrangian, but the subspace

Y− := V− ⊕ 〈(ej+r ⊗ em−j+1, 0) | 1 ≤ j ≤ m〉

is. In the split case it is stable by the action of LT . The Lagrangian subspace Y appearing in
Proposition 1.0.2.4 is

Y = Rµ(w0,V )Y−. (7.1.3.1)

It is also stable by LT , and we denote by Yµ this representation of LT .

7.2. Proof of Proposition 5.5.2.1

7.2.1. Let χ and η be generic unramified characters of TV and TW respectively as in §5. They
correspond to semisimple conjugacy classes in LU(V ) and LU(W ) which we identify with represen-
tatives SV ∈ T̂V .Fr and SW ∈ T̂W .Fr. Set S = (SV , SW ) ∈ LT . Recall that we have defined the
regular functions dV , dW and b in (5.5.0.1) and (1.0.2.5). Then we have

dV (χ)dW (η) = D
Ĝ/B̂

(w0,GS)−1, and b(χ, µη) = det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R−,µ(w0,GS)), (7.2.1.1)

where w0,G is the longest element in WG.

7.2.2. Proof of Proposition 5.5.2.1 for r = 0. We now write the proof of Proposition 5.5.2.1
assuming first that r = 0. We have to show that

WI
χ,µη(1) = ∆

′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, µη)∆TW ∆−1
U(W ).

By Proposition 5.5.1.1 and (7.2.1.1), this amounts to proving that for generic S ∈ T̂ .Fr we have

∑

w∈WG

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R−,µ(wS))

D
Ĝ/B̂

(wS)
=

∆TW

∆U(W )
. (7.2.2.1)

We claim that the LHS of (7.2.2.1) is constant in S. Indeed, note that the composition S 7→ S.Fr 7→

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R−,µ(S.Fr)) is a linear combination of WF -invariant characters of T̂ . Let λ ∈ X∗(T̂ )WF

be such a character. By the natural isomorphism X∗(T̂ ) ∼= Zn × Zn, we can write the coordinates
λ = (λV,1, . . . , λV,n, λW,1, . . . , λW,n). For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n we have i − n ≤ λV,i, λW,i ≤ i − 1. Let

ρ ∈ 1
2X

∗(T̂ ) be the half-sum of the positive roots in T̂ with respect to B̂. The coordinates of λ+ ρ
are all integers or all half-integers between 1−n

2 and n−1
2 , so that we have the following alternative.

• Either λ is singular, i.e. there exists a coroot α∨ such that 〈λ + ρ, α∨〉 = 0, in which case∑
w∈WG

λ(wS)
D
Ĝ/B̂

(wS) = 0 by the Weyl character formula [BPC23, Proposition A.0.2.1].
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• Either λ+ ρ is conjugated to ρ under WG and S 7→
∑
w∈WG

λ(wS)
D
Ĝ/B̂

(wS) is constant.

This shows that (7.2.2.1) is constant in S, and the claim follows from elementary computations

taking S corresponding to the characters (χ, η) = w0,G(δ
− 1

2
BV
, µδ−1

BV
δ

1
2
BJ

) in the inert case and

w0,G(δ
− 1

2
BV
, µδBV δ

− 1
2

BJ
) in the split case, noting that with this choice det(1 − q

− 1
2

F R−,µ(wS)) is zero
unless w = 1 in the split or inert odd case, and w = 1 or w is the element corresponding to
(1, (1, n)) ∈ WG ⊂ Sn × Sn in the inert even case.

7.2.3. Proof of Proposition 5.5.2.1 for r ≥ 1. We now prove Proposition 5.5.2.1 for r ≥ 1.
We first state two lemmas that will also be used in the proof of Proposition 7.3.1.1. Denote
by Λ++

r ⊂ Λ+
r the subcone of cocharacters that are dominant with respect to Br+1 through the

embedding g ∈ Gr 7→

(
g

1

)
∈ Gr+1. Note that Λ++

r ⊂ Λ+
V .

Lemma 7.2.3.1. For λr ∈ Λ++
r we have

WI
χ,µη(λr) = ∆

′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, µη)
∆TW

∆U(W )

∑

w∈WV

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r)⋆

I
⊗µ SW )

D
Û(V )/B̂V

(wSV )
chλr

(
(wSV )(r)

)
δBV (λr)

1
2 .

(7.2.3.1)

Proof. For any SW the map SV ∈ T̂V .Fr 7→ det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (SV )(r)⋆

I
⊗µ SW )chλr

(
(SV )(r)

)
is invariant

under the action of WM(X). By the Weyl character formula [BPC23, Proposition A.0.2.1], we have

∑

w∈WM(X)

D
Û(V )/B̂V

(wSV )−1 = D
Û(V )/P̂ (X)

(SV )−1.

It follows that the RHS of (7.2.3.1) is

∆
′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, µη)
∆TW

∆U(W )

∑

w∈WM(X)\WV

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r)⋆

I
⊗µ SW )

D
Û(V )/P̂ (X)

(wSV )
chλr

(
(wSV )(r)

)
δBV (λr)

1
2 .

By Remark 3.3.0.3 and Proposition 5.5.1.1 specialized to λV = λr ∈ Λ+
V and λW = 1, we know that

WI
χ,µη(λr) = ∆

′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, µη)
∑

w∈WG

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R−,µ(wS))

D
Ĝ/B̂

(wS)
χλr

(
(wSV )(r)

)
δBV (λr)

1
2 .

The natural projection WG → WV induces a bijection WM\WG = WM(X)\WV , where we recall
that M = M(X) × U(W ). Therefore we have to show that

∑

w∈WM

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R−,µ(wS))

D
Ĝ/B̂

(wS)
χλr

(
(wSV )(r)

)
=

∆TW

∆U(W )

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F S

(r)⋆
V

I
⊗µ SW )

D
Û(V )/P̂ (X)

(SV )
chλr(S

(r)
V ).

(7.2.3.2)
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We have the equalities WM = W
G̃

×WGr and

D
Ĝ/B̂

(S) = D
Û(V )/P̂ (X)

(SV )D̂̃
G/
̂̃
B

(S̃)D
Ĝr/B̂r

(S
(r)
V ),

R−,µ(S) = S
(r)⋆
V

I
⊗µ SW ⊕ R̃−,µ(S̃).

It follows that the LHS of (7.2.3.2) is

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F S

(r)⋆
V

I
⊗µ SW )

D
Û(V )/P̂ (X)

(SV )

∑

w̃∈W
G̃

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R̃−,µ(w̃S̃))

D̂̃
G/
̂̃
B

(w̃S̃)

∑

wr∈WGr

χλr(wrS
(r)
V )

D
Ĝr/B̂r

(wrS
(r)
V )

.

By the r = 0 case and the Weyl character formula [BPC23, Proposition A.0.2.1], we have

∑

w̃∈W
G̃

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R̃−,µ(w̃S̃))

D̂̃
G/
̂̃
B

(w̃S̃)
=

∆TW

∆U(W )
, and

∑

wr∈WGr

χλr(wrS
(r)
V )

D
Ĝr/B̂r

(wrS
(r)
V )

= chλr(S
(r)
V ).

This concludes.

For k ∈ N, denote by As(−1)k the Asai representation

As(−1)k : LGr → GL(Cr ⊗ Cr)

given by As(−1)k (g) = g(1)⊗g(2) for g = (g(1), g(2)) ∈ Ĝr, and which factorises through WF/WE with

As(−1)k(c) = (−1)ks in the inert case, where s ∈ GL(Cr ⊗Cr) is characterized by s(u⊗ v) = v⊗ u.

Lemma 7.2.3.2. Let SV ∈ T̂V .Fr, SW ∈ T̂W .Fr and Sr ∈ T̂r.Fr be generic. We have

det(1 − q−1
F SW

I
⊗ Scr) det(1 − q−1

F As(−1)m(Sr)) =
∑

w∈WV

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r)⋆

I
⊗µ SW )

D
Û(V )/B̂V

(wSV )
det(1 − q

− 1
2

F (wSV )(r)⋆ I
⊗µ Sr) det(1 − q

− 1
2

F (wSV )(m) I
⊗µ Sr),

where Scr is the conjugate of Sr by c.

Proof. By (7.1.2.1), this is the same proof as [BPC23, Equation (8.7.2.8)], noting that det(1 −

q−1
F µSW

I
⊗ (µSr)

c) = det(1−q−1
F SW

I
⊗ Scr) and det(1−q−1

F As(−1)m+1
(µSr)) = det(1−q−1

F As(−1)m(Sr)).

We now end the proof of Proposition 5.5.2.1 in the case r ≥ 1. We have to show that WI
χ,µη(1) =

∆
′,−1
TW

Γ(χ, µη)∆TW ∆−1
U(W ), which by Lemma 7.2.3.1 amounts to

∑

w∈WV

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r)⋆

I
⊗µ SW )

D
Û(V )/B̂V

(wSV )
= 1.

This follows from Lemma 7.2.3.2 by taking the limit Sr → 0.
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7.2.4. As the proof of Theorem 1.0.3.1 is now complete, we rewrite its formula using Satake
parameters. In the next section we will use it for λW = 1.

Theorem 7.2.4.1. Let ϕ◦
V ∈ σKVV and ϕ◦

W ∈ σKWW and LH ∈ HomH(σV ⊗ σW ⊗ νµ,ψ,C). For
every λ = (λV , λW ) ∈ Λ− we have

LH(σV (λV )ϕ◦
V ⊗ σW (λW )ϕ◦

W ⊗ φ◦) =
∆U(W )

∆TW

LH(ϕ◦
V ⊗ ϕ◦

W ⊗ φ◦)

×
∑

w∈WG

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F R−,µ(wS))

D
Ĝ/B̂

(wS)

(
((wV , w0wW )χ⊠ η) δ

− 1
2

B+

)
(λ).

7.2.5. Proof of Proposition 1.0.2.4. We end this section by completing the proof of the
alternative formula of Proposition 1.0.2.4 in the split case. It involved the Lagrangian subspace Y
defined in (7.1.3.1). Proposition 1.0.2.4 is now a consequence of Proposition 5.5.4.1, (7.2.1.1) and

the equalities b×(χ,w0µη) = det(1 − q
− 1

2
F Yµ(S)) and dV (χ)dW (w0η) = D

Ĝ/B̂+(S)−1, where b×

was defined in (5.5.4.1).

7.3. Proof of Theorem 1.0.3.1

7.3.1. In this section, let σV , σW and τ be irreducible unramified representations of U(V ), U(W )
and Gr respectively. Their Satake parameters are semisimple conjugacy classes in LU(V ), LU(W )
and LGr which we identify with representatives SV ∈ T̂V .Fr, SW ∈ T̂W .Fr and Sr ∈ T̂r.Fr respec-
tively. Set S := (SV , SW ) ∈ LT . Let ϕ◦

V ∈ σKVV , ϕ◦
W ∈ σKWW and ϕ◦

τ ∈ τKr be spherical vectors.
Let LH ∈ HomH(σV ⊗σW ⊗ νµ,ψ,C) and LW ∈ HomNr(τ, ψr). Set Φ◦ = 1X∗(OE) ⊗φ◦ ∈ ωV . Write
τ c = τ ◦ c. Recall that P is the parabolic subgroup of U(V ) stabilizing the flag 0 ⊂ Ev1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ X.

Proposition 7.3.1.1. Let s ∈ C. For ℜ(s) large enough we have the absolutely convergent sum

∑

λr∈Λr

LW (τ(λr)ϕ
◦
τ ) LH

(
σV (λr)ϕ

◦
V ⊗ ϕ◦

W ⊗ (ωV (λr)Φ
◦)Y ∗

+

)
(|.|s δ

1
2

P (X)δ
−1
P )(λr)

=
L(1

2 + s, σV × τ ⊗ µ)

L(1 + s, σW × τ c)L(1 + 2s, τ,As(−1)m)
LW (ϕ◦

τ )LH(ϕ◦
V ⊗ ϕ◦

W ⊗ φ◦). (7.3.1.1)

Moreover, if σV , σW and τ are tempered, (7.3.1.1) holds if ℜ(s) > −1
2 .

Proof. Let λr ∈ Λ+
r . By (6.2.1.1), (ωV (λr)Φ

◦)Y ∗
+

is µ(λr) |λr|
1
2 φ◦ if λr ∈ Λ++

r and 0 otherwise. By
Lemma 7.2.3.1 and the normalization of Proposition 5.5.2.1, we therefore have

LH
(
σV (λr)ϕ

◦
V ⊗ ϕ◦

W ⊗ (ωV (λr)Φ
◦)Y ∗

+

)
= LH(ϕ◦

V ⊗ ϕ◦
W ⊗ φ◦)×





∑
w∈WV

det(1−q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r)⋆

I
⊗µSW )

D
Û(V )/B̂V

(wSV ) chλr

(
(wµSV )(r)

)
δBV (λr)

1
2 |λr|

1
2 if λr ∈ Λ++

r ,

0 otherwise.

By Shintani and Casselman–Shalika formulas ([Shi76] and [CS80]), we know that for λr ∈ Λr

LW (τ(λr)ϕ
◦
τ ) =

{
LW (ϕ◦

τ )δBr (λr)
1
2 chλr (Sτ ) if λr ∈ Λ+

r ,
0 otherwise.
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By Cauchy identity [Bum04, Theorem 43.3], for ℜ(s) large enough and w ∈ WV we have

∑

λr∈Λ++
r

| detλr|
1
2

+schλr ((wµSV )(r))chλr (Sr) = det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r) I

⊗µ Sr,s),

where we have set Sr,s := q−s
F Sr. Moreover, if σV and τ are tempered, this series is absolutely

convergent for ℜ(s) > −1
2 as their Satake parameters have complex norm 1. Therefore, it follows

from Lemma 7.2.3.1 and the equality (δ
1
2
BV
δ

1
2
Br
δ

1
2

P (X)δ
−1
P )(λr) = 1 that the LHS of (7.3.1.1) is

LW (ϕ◦
τ )LH(ϕ◦

V ⊗ ϕ◦
W ⊗ φ◦)

∑

w∈WV

det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r)⋆

I
⊗µ SW )

D
Û(V )/B̂V

(wSV )
det(1 − q

− 1
2

F (wSV )(r) I
⊗µ Sr,s)

−1.

Proposition 7.3.1.1 now follows from Lemma 7.2.3.2, and the equality of L-functions for any w ∈ WV

L(
1

2
+ s, σV × τ ⊗ µ)−1 = det(1 − q

− 1
2

F SV
I
⊗µ Sr,s)

= det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r) I

⊗µ Sr,s) det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(m) I

⊗µ Sr,s) det(1 − q
− 1

2
F (wSV )(r)⋆ I

⊗µ Sr,s).

7.3.2. We now prove Theorem 1.0.3.1. Assume that σV , σW and τ are tempered. Set Σ :=

I
U(V )
P (X)τ ⊠ σW a tempered representation of U(V ). Without loss of generality we assume that

(ϕ◦
V , ϕ

◦
V ) = (ϕ◦

W , ϕ
◦
W ) = (ϕ◦

τ , ϕ
◦
τ ) = 1 for the chosen inner products. Let ϕ◦

Σ ∈ Σ be the spherical
vector with ϕ◦

Σ(1) = ϕ◦
τ ⊗ ϕ◦

W . Then (ϕ◦
Σ, ϕ

◦
Σ) = 1. By Proposition 6.3.0.2 and Proposition 7.3.1.1

and the Iwasawa decomposition U(V ) = TrHKV we have

PU(V )(ϕ
◦
V ⊗ ϕ◦

Σ ⊗ Φ◦) =

∣∣∣∣∣
L(1

2 , σV × τ ⊗ µ)

L(1, σW × τ c)L(1, τ,As(−1)m)

∣∣∣∣∣

2
PNr(ϕ

◦
τ )PH(ϕ◦

V ⊗ ϕ◦
W ⊗ φ◦)

∆Gr

.

By [CS80] and [Xue16, Proposition 1.1.1] we know that

PNr(ϕ
◦
τ ) =

∆Gr

L(1, τ,Ad)
and PU(V )(ϕ

◦
V ⊗ ϕ◦

Σ ⊗ Φ◦) = ∆U(V )

L(1
2 , σV × Σ ⊗ µ)

L(1, σV ,Ad)L(1,Σ,Ad)
.

Theorem 1.0.3.1 now follows from the following L-function equality

L(1
2 , σV × Σ ⊗ µ)

L(1,Σ,Ad)
=

L(1
2 , σV × σW ⊗ µ)

L(1, σW ,Ad)L(1, τ,Ad)

∣∣∣∣∣
L(1

2 , σV × τ ⊗ µ)

L(1, σW × τ c)L(1, τ,As(−1)m)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

.
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