arXiv:2511.21798v1 [math.NT] 26 Nov 2025

Residues of Rankin—Selberg Zeta integrals and the split
non-tempered Gan—Gross—Prasad conjectures

Paul Boisseau

December 1, 2025

Abstract

We construct a regularization of the Rankin—Selberg period on general linear groups for
non-tempered automorphic representations using residues of Zeta integrals. We prove that it
satisfies the global non-tempered Gan—Gross—Prasad conjecture and its Ichino—Tkeda refinement.
We also build a local version of our regularization and show that it defines a non-zero invariant
linear form on non-tempered representations. Combined with previous works of Chan, Chen
and Chen, this settles the conjectures over local fields of characteristic zero.
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In [GGP12], Gan, Gross and Prasad made a series of conjectures on restrictions problems for
classical groups over local fields, and on periods of automorphic forms over global fields. These
conjectures were concerned with tempered and generic representations, and have sparked a lot of
interest in recent years (see e.g. [BP23] for a recent survey). In [GGP20], the authors generalized
their framework to non-tempered representations. This paper is concerned with the split setting for
Bessel models, i.e. the situation where the classical groups are general linear groups and the period
is the Rankin—Selberg integral. Our results prove the "relevance implies distinction" direction of the
non-tempered conjectures, both globally and locally. In what follows, we take F' to be a number
field with adele ring A. All algebraic groups will be defined over F.
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1.1 The split global non-tempered Gan—Gross—Prasad conjecture

We first state our global result. We start by recalling the content of the conjecture of [GGP20].

1.1.1 Rankin—Selberg periods of Arthur type representations

Let n be a positive integer. Consider G = GL,, x GL,4+; and H = GL,, embedded in G via the
h ) Write A(G) for the space of automorphic forms on G,
and set [H| = H(F)\H(A) which is given a right-invariant measure. We define the Rankin—Selberg

period to be the (a priori non-convergent) integral

diagonal embedding h <h,

v € A(G) = Prl(p) = - (h)dh.
If ¢ ranges inside a cuspidal representation IT = II,, X II,,41 (so that the integral converges), a
celebrated theorem of [JPS83] states that Py vanishes on II if and only if L(1/2,1I,, x II,,41) = 0.
The conjecture in [GGP20] aims to extend this result to automorphic representations of Arthur
type, whose definition we now recall.
For any non-negative integer d, let S; be the unique d-dimensional irreducible algebraic repre-
sentation of SLo(C). A global Arthur parameter v, for GL,, is a formal sum

U =Y 0i XS,
i=1

where 01, ..., 0y, are (unitary) cuspidal automorphic representations of some smaller GL,,,, ..., GLy,,
respectively and where " n;d; = n. To v one can associate a global Arthur-packet IL;, which
contains a unique automorphic representation II,, of GL,,. It can be written as a parabolic induction

I1,, = Speh(oy,dy) x ... X Speh(om,, dp,), (1.1)

where for any cuspidal automorphic representation o of GL; and any d > 1, Speh(o,d) is the
discrete automorphic representation of GLg spanned by residues of Eisenstein series induced from
o \det|(d_1)/2 X ...X0o |det|(1_d)/2. If d = 0, we write Speh(o,0) for the trivial representation of
the trivial group. If dy = ... = d,,, = 1, the parameter is said to be tempered, otherwise it is
non-tempered. Automorphic representations of GL,, that lie in global Arthur packets are said to
be of Arthur type. These notions naturally extend to parameters and representations of G, and we
write Arthur parameters of G as pairs ¥ = (¥n, Ypt1)-

Following [GGP20], we say that an Arthur parameter ¢ = (¢, ¥n4+1) of G is relevant if it
decomposes as

mi m2
Un=> 01 RS, +> 05K 1, (1.2)
i=1 j=1
mi m2
Ypy1 = Z O-Y,z’ X Sdl,i—l + Z 02,4 X SdQ’j, (1.3)
i=1 j=1

where ¢V stands for the contragredient of o, and we ask that all the d; ;’s and ds ;’s are positive.
The conjecture in [GGP20] can now be stated as follows.



Conjecture 1.1. Let II be an automorphic representation of Arthur type of G with Arthur param-
eter 1. There exists an extension Pj; of Py defined on I1. Moreover, Pj; does not vanish on II if
only if the following conditions are satisfied.

1. v is relevant.
2. For all place v of F' we have Hompy g, )(Il,, C) # {0}.

3. The quotient of special values of L-functions defined in [GGP20, Conjecture 9.1] is non-zero.

1.1.2 The tempered case

If the parameter ¢ is tempered, so that is is relevant, then Conjecture 1.1 is known. Indeed, in that
case we have P = MpNp a standard parabolic subgroup of G and ¢ is a cuspidal representation
of Mp such that II is the parabolic induction Igo. Decompose it as IgnL"O'n X Ig::l“on“ and
consider the quotient of completed Rankin—Selberg L-functions

L(o) = L(1/2, I on X I o)
7= L(1,0,Adp) ’

(1.4)

where Adp is the adjoint representation of the Langlands dual group ]\/J;(C) on the Lie algebra of
Np(C). In [IY15], Ichino and Yamana built a regularization PLY defined on a subspace A(G)"& C
A(G). Because 1 is tempered, any Eisenstein series induced from IT lies in A(G)™8. Moreover,
[IY15, Theorem 1.1] shows that PL computes the global Zeta integral Z of [JPS83]. It follows that
if ¢ = @,y € II we have a finite set S of places of F' such that

PH (E(¢,0)) = Z(E(¢,0)) = L(o) ]| Z3.,(¢0), (1.5)

vES

where the Zg,v(cpv) are local Zeta integrals on IS0, normalized by the local version of (1.4).
Because the o,’s are generic, [JPS83] implies that they can be chosen to be non-zero. This proves
Conjecture 1.1 for tempered parameters.

1.1.3 The non-tempered case

The first main result of this paper is an extension of [IY15] to non-tempered parameters. It turns
out that the period P is not the correct regularization in that case as it automatically vanishes
on non-generic (hence in particular non-tempered) automorphic representations. We now explain
how to circumvent this issue.

Let II be a automorphic representation of Arthur type of G with relevant Arthur parameter .
We write II = Igﬂ', where 7 is the tensor product of Speh representations determined by (1.2) and
(1.3). By [MW89], there exist P, a standard parabolic subgroup of G, o a cuspidal automorphic
representation of Mp_ and v an unramified character of Mp_ such that II is spanned by residues
of Eisenstein series induced from I]C;;a at v. We denote this map by EP*.

Let a} ¢ be the vector space of unramified characters of Mp. The relevance condition of (1.2)
and (1.3) can be twisted by a subspace a’ ~ C ap. We refer to (5.6) for an explicit description
in coordinates (see also §1.5 below where we write down this subspace in an example). We can
further identify ay o + v as a subspace of aj_¢. It is contained in an union of singularities of



A= L(o)), where we write o) for 0 ® A\. These singularities are all affine hyperplanes coming from
the numerator of (1.4). By multiplying £(o)) by the appropriate product of affine linear forms
and restricting, we obtain a meromorphic function on a7 ¢ + v which we denote by L(A, 7). It may
have poles at A = v, and we further write £*(7) for its regularlzatlon at this point. We emphasize
that, due to the straightforward nature of the poles of Rankin—Selberg L-functions, our residues are
simply defined by multiplying by products of affine linear forms and evaluating. Moreover, £*(7)
can be written explicitly in terms of special values of L-functions, and in particular

[T (Bt tl o0
LH(m) £ 0 = —2I £ 0, (1.6)

H H I (dk,i ;dk,j7o_k7i y Ulg,j)

k=1 1<i<j<my,

where L* stands for the residue of the L-function if it is evaluated at a pole.

For every place v of F', using Jacquet integrals the local factor Z (qbv) extends to a meromorphic
function A € ap ¢ — U’v(qbv, A) so that A — PL (E(¢,\)) is meromorphlc. We denote by
Res P} (E(¢,v)) its residue at v obtained by multiplying by the same products of affine linear
forms as above. Note that it is not obviously well-defined as the local factors ng may have
additional poles at v. Our main result in the global setting is a refinement of Conjecture 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. The following assertions hold.

o The residue Res Py (E(¢,v)) is well-defined and factors through Igﬂal, — II. We denote by
Pr the resulting H(A)-invariant linear form on II.

o (Ichino-Ikeda conjecture) For ¢ = EP*(¢,v) € I1 with ¢ = ®¢, € IJC;;U, there exists a finite
set of places S such that
Pa( ™) [1 Z%.(¢0,v)
vES
where all the local factors are regular.

o For every place v of F' the linear form ZE}U(-, v) is non-zero so that

PrA0 < L) #£0.

As indicated by the notation, P, depends on the choices of the parabolic P and representation
7. However, choosing different inducing data P’ and 7’ will result in a functional equation between
P, and P, (see Proposition 5.8). Moreover, the vanishing of £*(7) only depends on II. The second
point can be seen as a split avatar of [II110, Conjecture 3.2]. We also note that our quotient £*()
is not exactly the one predicted by [GGP20, Conjecture 9.1], which is in fact often zero due to the
presence of poles in the denominator, and therefore would need to be regularized.

1.2 The split local non-tempered Gan—Gross—Prasad conjecture

We now pick a place v of F' and address the issue raised by the second point of Conjecture 1.1,
namely the vanishing of Homg g, )(Il,, C). This space is known to be of dimension at most 1 by
[AGRS10], and if it is non-zero II, is said to be distinguished. In [GGP20], Gan, Gross and Prasad
made a conjecture on distinction for smooth irreducible representation of Arthur type. We extend
it to a more general version for representations of weak Arthur type, and then state our main local
result which is one direction of this conjecture.



1.2.1 An enhanced local conjecture for representations of weak Arthur type

Let W, be the Weil group of F,, and let WD, be the Weil-Deligne group of F;, which is W, is
v is Archimedean, and W, x SLy(C) is v is non-Archimedean. By local class field theory, the
abelianization of W, is isomorphic to F* and we let |-| be the normalized absolute value of F,*,
which we identify with a morphism WD, — C* trivial on the second factor. We define a weak
Arthur parameter 1, , to be a morphism WD, x SLy(C) — GL,(C) of the form

m

wv,n = @(Mz ® Hyz) X Sdia

i=1

where each M, is a finite dimensional irreducible representation of W D,, whose restrictions to W,
and SLy(C) are bounded and algebraic respectively, and where v, ..., v, are real numbers with
vils. .o vm] < 1/2.

One can associate to the weak Arthur parameter 1, , a Langlands parameter, and therefore a
smooth irreducible representation II,, ,, of GL,,(F,) by the local Langlands correspondence ([Lan89],
[Hen88], [HT01] and [Sch13]). More precisely, to each M; the correspondence associates an irre-
ducible square integrable (unitary) representation d,; of some GLy, (F;) and we have

II, ,, = Speh(d,1,d1) |[det|™ x ... x Speh(dy m, dm,) |det]™ . (1.7)

where if §, is an irreducible square integrable representation of some GLg(Fy), then Speh(d,,d) is
—(d—1

the unique irreducible quotient of &, |det| &L x ... x &, |det| ™2 ). By [MW89, Proposition 1.9],
such II, ,, is indeed irreducible. This defines a class of representations of weak Arthur type of G(F,).
By [Vog86] and [Tad86], it contains the unitary dual of G(F}).

By setting (M; ®|-]"")Y = (MY ®|-|""") and copying (1.2) and (1.3), we get a notion of relevance
for weak Arthur parameters v, of G(F,). Our enhanced version of the conjecture is the following.

Conjecture 1.3. Let II, be a representation of weak Arthur type of G(F,) with parameter 1, Then
Hom g,y (ILy, C) # {0} if and only if 1, is relevant.

If v is non-Archimedean, the direct implication for unitarizable representations was shown in
[Gur22], and the full conjecture for Arthur type representations was proved in [Cha22]. However,
this last proof is not constructive and does not give an explicit element in Hom g g, ) (Il,, C). For v
Archimedean, the direct implication is obtained in [CC25] for the weak Arthur variant.

Note that the local component II, of an Arthur type automorphic representation II of G is of
weak Arthur type, unconditionally on the Ramanujan conjecture. It is straightforward that if the
global Arthur parameter of II is relevant, so will that of II,. However, it is not obvious that the
converse holds as illustrated in [GGP20, Remark 9.2].

1.2.2 Residues of local Zeta functionals

We now state the main local result of this paper, which logically comes before Theorem 1.2.

We take v a place of F' and II,, a weak Arthur type representation of G(F),) with parameter ,,.
As in the global setting, we may write I, as a parabolic induction Igm, where 7, is a product of
essentially Speh representations, and further realize it as a quotient of an induction Igr Ov,v, Where
dy is a unitary square integrable representation of Mp,_(F,) and v € ap_. This induction is chosen
relatively to the decompositions (1.2) and (1.3) so that I]C;; 0y, may not be a standard module. For



A € ap_c in general position, we have the Zeta integral Zs, (¢, A) on I]Cjﬂ&v’ » built using a Jacquet

integral. It is meromorphic in A, and we consider the normalized version ZEU (¢v, \) obtained by
taking the quotient by the local version L£(d, ) of (1.4).
If we now assume that 1, is relevant, we can define an affine subspace aj‘nc +v C a”jgm(c as in

§1.1.3. It is not contained in any of the singularities of ZE,, (¢, A). Therefore, the restriction RZEU
of Z% is a well-defined meromorphic functional on a* ~ + v, but it may a priori have poles at v
v P ,C y p p

coming from the denominator of (1.4). RZEU should be interpreted as a residue of a local Zeta
integral. Our second result is an Ichino—Ikeda refinement of the non-tempered Gan—Gross—Prasad
conjecture which is the split avatar of [II10, Conjecture 3.1].

Theorem 1.4. Let I, be an irreducible representation of G(F,) of weak Arthur type with relevant
parameter. Then RZEU(~, A) is reqular at X = v. It factors through the quotient Igﬂdw — 1I, and
defines a non-zero element in Hompgp, (I, C).

As explained in §1.2.1, the Archimedean case of Theorem 1.4 was the final missing piece to
complete the proof of the local non-tempered conjecture 1.3 in the Arthur type setting. However,
we emphasize that our result is also new in the non-Archimedean case, as we explicitly build a
non-zero element in Hom g (g, (I, C).

We provide two proofs of Theorem 1.4. The first is uniform in v and relies on a globalization
argument using a weak version of Theorem 1.2. We use it to complete the proof of our global result.
The second method is independent and local, but only works if v is non-Archimedean.

1.3 Remarks on Theorems 1.2 and 1.4
1.3.1 Relation with the BZSV formalism

We explain the connection of our global result Theorem 1.2 with [BZSV24, Conjecture 14.3.5] which
relates automorphic periods and special values of L-functions (a priori in the function field case).
The formalism is roughly the following. Let G be a reductive group over F, and let M be an
Hamiltonian G-variety so that one can define a (possibly regularized) period Pps. Assume that
M has a dual Hamiltonian variety M with action of the Langlands dual group *G. If II is an
automorphic representation of G with Arthur parameter ¢ (possibly non-tempered), we obtain an
action of the hypothetical Langlands group L of F' on M by composition. One can then define a
subvariety Majico of M stable under this action. If M is polarized (which is the case here), [BZSV24,
Conjecture 14.3.5] says that

) ~ 3 L0, Ty MY, pell (1.8)

where {z1, ..., 2y} is the finite set of £p-fixed points on Mice, L(0, T, Msihce
of L-function coming from the action of L on the tangent space T, Mshce, and ~ means that (1.8)
holds up to local factors.

In our case, we have M = T*(H\G) and M = T*std.g the cotangent bundle of the standard
representation of G. One can check that fixed points of 1 correspond to the correlators of [GGP20,
Section 4]. In particular, as asserted by [GGP20, Lemma 4.3], ¢ is relevant if and only if it has a
fixed point on M. However, we claim that Theorem 1.2 lies slightly outside of the framework of

(1.8) as both sides of this equation are undefined in our case.

) is some special value



On the LHS, the regularized period Py is 77}}(. But as soon as the Arthur parameter of II is
non-tempered the Eisenstein series induced from II don’t lie in A(G)™8. This is reflected by the
fact that we have to take residues to define P,. In particular, P, should not be interpreted as an
extension of Py to the whole space of automorphic forms of Arthur type, but rather as a regularized
integral along a degeneration of [H|. More precisely, we explain in §5.4 how to associate to II two
standard parabolic subgroups Py r and P, as well as a Weyl element w.. Set P, gy = P, N H and
write the standard Levi decomposition Py g = M, g N, g. Using the construction of [Zyd22], we
consider a linear form P™* which regularizes the integral along Z° M, y(F)Ny g (A)\H(A), where
Z%° is a certain subgroup of the center of My y. Then we show in Proposition 5.9 that

Pr(p) = PP (BP (M(wi)er, ), ¢elfm, (1.9)

where pp,  is the constant term of ¢ along Py ., M(wy) is an intertwining operator, and EP+
is a generalized Eisenstein series. The relevance condition on %) implies that this series transforms
appropriately under the action of Z5°.

On the RHS of (1.8), the corresponding failure is that the set of fixed points is infinite as soon
as 1 is not tempered. Because P+ can be interpreted as a product of Petersson inner-products and
of a smaller Zeta integral on the Levi M (see Remark 4.13 and Proposition 4.20), one can easily
cook up a new © M -Hamiltonian variety which will yield the correct L-factor from (1.6). However,
it is at the moment not clear to us how to define it for general M and 1, but we believe that the
regularization procedure of 73}}( carried out by Theorem 1.2 should have a spectral analogue on M.
We plan to investigate this question in a future work.

1.3.2 Relation to non-tempered Gan—Gross—Prasad conjectures on unitary groups

We expect our results to have applications to the other conjectures of [GGP20] for unitary groups. In
the global case, the tempered conjecture from [GGP12] was proved in [BPCZ22] using a comparison
of relative trace formulae pioneered by [JRI11]. On the general linear groups’ side, the spectral
expansion of the trace formulae involves Rankin—Selberg and Flicker—Rallis periods of automorphic
forms (see [F1i88] for the latter). To prove the conjectures of [GGP20] using this approach, it
is necessary to derive the non-tempered contributions to this trace formula. This was done for
the Flicker—Rallis period in [Cha25], and we will compute in a subsequent work [Boi25b] the fine
expansion of its Rankin—Selberg counterpart. It involves the linear forms P, from Theorem 1.2.
Therefore, it is crucial to understand their connections with L-functions.

1.3.3 Rankin—Selberg integrals for non-tempered representations

If F, is non-Archimedean, Rankin—Selberg integrals for Speh representations have been studied in
the equal rank case in [LM20], and in the almost equal rank case in [AKY22]. These integrals are
respectively split Fourier—Jacobi and Bessel functionals and are built using degnerate Whittaker
models. Our approach is different as we consider Rankin—Selberg integrals on standard modules
and show that they factor through the Langlands quotient. Our proof only requires the knowledge
of the derivatives of the standard module and not of the non-tempered representations themselves,
which enables us to obtain our non-vanishing result. Nevertheless, it would be interesting to know
if RZgU can be written as an integral of a degenerate Whittaker function.



1.4 About the proofs: computation of residues of Zeta integrals
1.4.1 About Theorem 1.2

To prove Theorem 1.2, we compute the residue of the meromorphic functional A — P (E(-,\)),
defined on the induction I]Cjwa)\, in two ways. The first is to start from the relation P (E(¢, \)) =
Z(E(¢,\)) given by [IY15, Theorem 1.1]. Because the Zeta integral admits the Euler product
expansion (1.5), this readily yields a similar expansion for its residue Res PL (E(¢,\)) for A in
general position, and thus gives the second point in Theorem 1.2. However, it is not clear from
this expression that this linear form factors through IICDT; o\ —» Igﬂ')\. To prove this fact, we realize
PLY using the truncation techniques of [Zyd22], which we show agrees with the ones of [IY15].
This allows us to express PL (E(¢,A)) as a sum of truncated periods of Eisenstein series, which
can be thought of as a reversed Maafi—Selberg relation. By carefully analyzing the constant term
of Eisenstein series series and their decomposition according to cuspidal exponents, we show that
Res PL (E(-, \)) factors through a certain regularized intertwining operator M*(w¥, \). Because
the latter realizes the map IgﬂU)\ —» Igm\, we obtain the desired factorization property. To go
beyond A in general position, we have to deal with local factors and use Theorem 1.4.

We emphasize that the singular affine hyperplanes of PLY (E(¢, \)) are not those of the Eisenstein
series E (¢, A). Indeed, if H is one such affine hyperplane, we can show that

Res (7;}}((]5@7 A))) =P (Rﬁs E(¢, A)) =7 (Rﬁs E(¢, A)) ;

where the last point is [[Y15, Theorem 1.1]. But because residual Eisenstein series are not generic,
this is zero. Therefore, the factorization property of Res P (E(:, \)) is less straightforward.

1.4.2 About Theorem 1.4

In the local setting, the key point is to prove that RZEU(', A) factors through Igﬁv’)\ —» I}C;fm,A for
A € a; ¢ + v in general position. Indeed, from there it is enough to prove the regularity and non-

vanishing of RZEU(-, v) if If 6, is a standard module, which then follows from [JPS83]. Because
we know that this factorization property holds globally (at this point only in general position), it
also does locally using a globalization argument. This yields the first proof of Theorem 1.4.

Our second proof parallels the global method. We realize the map Igr dp )\ = Igww ) as a local
intertwining operator N,(w?, \) and write a local analogue of the reversed Maafi—Selberg equation.
To do this, we first prove in Proposition 7.6 an asymptotic formula for Whittaker functionals which
mirrors that of matrix coefficients from [Casal. In fact, this formula is alluded to in [Casb]. We
then obtain an expression for the local Zeta integral Zs, (¢y, A) which lets us compute ZEU(%, A)
and prove the factorization property.

1.5 A simple example

To help the reader get a better understanding of Theorems 1.2 and 1.4, we explain their proofs on
a simple example. We take G = GL; x GLo and H = GL;. We choose II to be the trivial character
of G (either locally or globally). Then P, = P is the Borel subgroup of upper-triangular matrices,
and o (or d,) is 1 the trivial character of the torus. The space a},_ is 3-dimensional, and we write
elements A € ap ¢ as A = (a, (b,¢)). The space aj¢ is 2-dimensional, and a7 is the anti-diagonal
subspace (z,—2). Finally, v = (0, (1/2,-1/2)) € a}_.



1.5.1 The global factorization

We first study the global case. Let ¢ be the completed Zeta function of F'. By (1.5), we have S a
finite set of places such that for A € ap_ in general position and ¢ = ®,¢, € Igﬂl

Cla+b+1/2)¢(a+c+1/2)
P(E(, ) = e ] Zi(6 ) (1.10)
There are two singular hyperplanes passing through v which are directed by the affine linear forms
A(N) = —(a+c+1/2) and A'(\) = a+b—1/2. Note that the singular affine hyperplane b — ¢ =1
of E(¢, ) is not a pole of P(E (¢, \)).
Let w be the non-trivial element in the Weyl group of GLy. By the reversed Maaf3—Selberg
relation, for a sufficiently positive truncation parameter 7' € R we have

T elat+b+1/2)T s elatet1/2)T s
E =P (FE - P - PY(M
P(E(,N) =P~ (E(¢, A)) a+b+1/277 (¢, A) a+c+1/27) (M (w, )¢, wA)
elake-1/2T . elath-1/2T o A
+m77 (¢, )+m73 (M(w, A, wA),

where PT is a truncated period and P and PP are relative periods. Let Ky be the maximal
compact subgroup of H. Then we have the simple expressions

PRGN = | olhk)dk, PRGN = [ p(wk)dk

Kpg

We write RAeS P(p, A) for the evaluation of A(N\)P (¢, A) along the zero locus of A. Because we know
that PT(E(¢,\)) inherits the analytic behaviour of E(¢, \), we conclude that

Res P(, 1) = PEO(M (w, N) g, w).

Note that along the hyperplane A(A) = 0, we have A/(A\) = b — ¢ — 1. Moreover, A~}({0}) N
Aoy = ay ¢ +v. Therefore, for A in this affine subspace we obtain

P}\e,s RAes P(p, \) = PPO(M* (w, \)p, w)).
This is the desired factorization property.

1.5.2 The local factorization

We now go to the local setting and take v a place of F'. Let W}é’ 1(- A) be the Jacquet functional
defined on the induction I§ P, A with respect to some non-trivial character ¢ of F;,. In what follows,
the formulae hold for suitable choices of measures and 1, but we suppress here this dependence.

Let ¢, €1 go 1. Write (, for the local Zeta function of F,,. Our formula for the Jacquet functional
from Proposition 7.6 says that there exists € > 0 such that for ¢t € F* with |t| < £ we have

W (1 (11)) 0d) = ciem P e ey GO N ),



where N,(w, \) is Shahidi’s normalized intertwining operator IIC;;)\ — Il%w)\. Here Z1(¢y, A) is the
integral of Wgo’l(gbv, A) along F,. Using the conditions on the supports of Whittaker functions
from [CS80, Proposition 6.1], we conclude that that there exist ¢y, ..., tn+1 € FS such that

a+b+1/2 CU(C - b)Cv(a +b+ 1/2)
Co(b—c+1)

Zy (g0, N) = Y WE (i, Rlek,im) v, A) + [tmr1] R(ex,m)du(1)
=1

a+tct+1/2 Cv(b - C)C”U(a +c+ 1/2)
G(b—c+1)

+ [tm1] Ny(w, \)R(eg,1)pu(1),

where R(ex i) is the convolution by the characteristic function of OF . Note that (1.4) reads

Cola+b+1/2)(a+c+1/2)
Co(b—c+1) '

[’(511,)\) =

It follows that ZE(%, A) is regular at A = v and that

RZ¥ (¢, v) = No(w, ) R(ek 1) do(1).

This linear form factors through Igoy — 1 as claimed.

1.6 Organization of the paper

This paper is organized as follows. In §2, we introduce some notation on automorphic forms. In
§3, we recall the description of the discrete spectrum of GL,, from [MW89]. In §4, we introduce
the formalism of [Zyd22] needed to define the regularization of Py. In particular, we show that it
coincides with the one of [IY15]. Finally, we compute the residue of the period using the reversed
Maafi-Selberg relation. We then use this result in §5 to build the extension Pr(-, A) and to prove that
it factors through the quotient for A in general position. We also provide the alternative description
PP+ of (1.9). In §6, we build on our global results to give the first proof of Theorem 1.4. We use
it to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. Finally, in §7 we switch to the non-Archimedean setting
and provide an independent proof of Theorem 1.4 by computing residues of local Zeta integrals.
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2 Preliminaries on automorphic forms

2.1 General notation

Let F be a field of characteristic zero. All algebraic groups are defined over F.
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2.1.1 Reductive groups, parabolic subgroups, characters

Let G be a connected reductive group. Let Zg be the center of G. Let Ng be the unipotent
radical of G and let X*(G) be the group of F-algebraic characters of G. Set af, = X*(G) @z R and
ag = Homz(X*(G),R). Let (-,-) : a5, x ag — R be the canonical pairing.

Let Py be a minimal parabolic subgroup of G. Let My be a Levi factor of Fy. We say that a
parabolic subgroup of G is standard (resp. semi-standard) if it contains Py (resp. if it contains
My). If P is a semi-standard parabolic subgroup of G, we will denote by Np its unipotent radical
and by Mp its unique Levi factor containing My. We have a decomposition P = MpNp.

Let Ag be the maximal central F-split torus of G. If P is a semi-standard parabolic subgroup
of G, set Ap = An,. We set aj = ap, a9 = ap, and Ag = Ap,.

Let P C @ be semi-standard parabolic subgroups of G. The restriction maps X*(Q) — X*(P)
and X*(Ap) — X*(Ag) induce dual decompositions ap = ag ® ag and a} = ag’* ® ap. In
particular, we have projections ag — ag and aj — aP denoted by X — X which only depend
on the Levi factors Mp and MQ If @ = G, we omit the exponent G in the previous notation.

Set agc = ag ®r C and aPC = af” ®r C. We still denote by (-,-) the pairing obtained by

extension of scalars. We have decompositions agc = ag@iag, aIQD(C = ang’ @iag’*, where i = —1.

We denote by R and S the real and imaginary parts associated to these decompositions.

2.1.2 Roots, coroots, weights

Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let A} C ag’* (resp. BF C aOP’*) be the set of
simple roots (resp. of roots) of Agin MpN Py. If P = G, we write Ag and Xy. Let Ap (resp. Xp)
be the image of Ag \ AL (resp. $o\ Xf) by the projection a; — ap. More generally, for P C @ let
AQ (resp. EQ) be the prOJection of AQ \ AO in ag™ (resp. EOQ \ 2F). Let A Ve aP be the set of
simple coroots. If a € A9 5, we denote by oV the associated coroot. By duality, let Ag be the set
of simple weights. Set

ag’Jr:{HeapHa,H) > 0, VaGAiQ)}.
ot ={Aeap| (\aY) >0, vae AR}

If @ = G, we drop the exponent. We denote by a *and a b “T the closure of these open subsets

in anD and ap” respectively. If A € a},\ {0}, we write A > 0 if \ is a nonnegative linear combination

of the simple roots Ap.

We say that a functional A on a}¢ is an affine linear form if it is of the form A(\) = (A\,7") —a
for vV € ap and a € C. We call its set of zeros an affine hyperplane. If vV is a coroot, then it
is an affine root hyperplane. By "A € ap in general position', we mean that A lies outside of a
countable union of affine hyperplanes.

2.1.3 Weyl group

Let W be the Weyl group of (G, Ap), which is by definition the quotient of the normalizer N¢r)(Ao(F))
by the centralizer Zg(py(Ao(F)). It acts on ag and by duality on aj. We henceforth fix an invariant
inner product (-,-) on a for this action. If w € W, we write again w for a representative in G(F)
which we choose as in [KS88, Section 2].
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Let P = MpNp and QQ = MgNg be two standard parabolic subgroups of G. Let oWp be the
set of w € W such that Mp Nw ' Pyw = Mp N Py and Mg N wPyw™! = Mg N B.

Let w € gWp. Set P, = (Mp Nw Qw)Np. By [Renl0, Lemme V.4.6.], P, is a standard
parabolic subgroup of G included in P, with standard Levi factor Mp N w_lMQw. In the same
way, Qu = (Mg N wa_l)NQ is standard parabolic subgroup of GG included in @, with standard
Levi factor Mg NwMpw~!. Note that wzﬁw C ¥g, and w_lzgw C Xp,. Set

W(PQQ) :{WGQWP | Pw:P}:{U)EQWP | Mp Cw_lMQw},
W(P,Q) = {w € gWp | Mp = w™ ' Mgw}.

Note that w € Wp implies w € W(Py, Quw). Set

W(P) =W (P,Q).
Q

Write wp for the longest element in W (P).

If R is another standard parabolic subgroup of G, we write QW}E (resp. WE(P;Q) and
WHE(P,Q)) for gnm,Wenny, (tesp. W(P N Mg;Q N Mg) and W(P N Mg, Q N Mg)) relatively
to the reductive group Mpg.

Lemma 2.1 ([Cha25, Lemma 2.2.1.1]). Let P,Q, R be standard parabolic subgroups of G such that
Q CR.

1. For any w € gWp, we have QWgww C oWhp.
2. For any we € QWp, there is a unique decomposition wy = wiw with w € gWp and wy €
QWgww. Moreover, wo € W (P; Q) if and only if w € W(P; R) and wy € WE(Ry; Q).
2.2 Functions on automorphic quotients

We now assume that F' is a number field. Let G be a connected reductive group over F'.

2.2.1 Automorphic quotients

Let A be the adele ring of F, let A be its ring of finite adeles. Set Fi, = F' ®g R. Let V¢ be the
set of places of F' and let Vp o, C VF be the subset of Archimedean places. For v € Vp, let F, be
the completion of F' at v. If v is non-Archimedean, let ¢, be the cardinality of the residual field
of F, and O, be its ring of integers. Let |-| be the absolute value A* — R given by taking the
product of the normalized absolute values |-|, on each F,.

Let P = MpNp be a semi-standard parabolic subgroup of G. Set

[G]p = Mp(F)Np(A)\G(A).

Let Apg be the maximal Q-split subtorus of the Weil restriction Resp/gAp, and let AP be the
neutral component of Apg(R). Set

[Glpo = AP Mp(F)Np(A)\G(A).

If P = G, we simply write [G] and [G]o for [G]¢ and [G]g,o respectively.
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Let P be a semi-standard parabolic subgroup of G. There is a canonical morphism Hp :
P(A) — ap such that (x, Hp(g)) = log|x(g)| for any g € P(A) and x € X*(P). The kernel of Hp
is denoted by P(A)!. We extend it to Hp : G(A) — ap which satisfies: for any g € G(A) we have
Hp(g) = Hp(p) whenever g € pK with p € P(A). If P = Py, we write Hy = Hp,.

We set

(Gl = Mp(F)Np(4)\P(A)'K.

If P = G, we simply write [G]!. Let pp be the unique element in a} such that for every m € Mp(A)
we have |det(Adp(m))| = exp((2pp, Hp(m))), where Adp is the adjoint action of Mp on the Lie
algebra of Np. For every g € G(A), we then set dp(g) = exp((2pp, Hp(g))).

Let K = [l ey, Kv C G(A) be a "good" maximal compact subgroup in good position relative
to Mo. We write K = Koo K° where Koo = [iey, Ko and K = [[cv,\v, . Ko- By a level J
of G, we mean an open-compact subgroup J of G(Ay).

2.2.2 Haar measures

We take a Haar measure dg on G(A), with factorization dg = [], dg, where for all place v, dg, is a
Haar measure on G(F,). This implicitly implies that for almost all place v the volume of K, is 1.

Let P be a semi-standard parabolic subgroup of G. We equip ap with the Haar measure that
gives covolume 1 to the lattice Hom(X*(P),Z). We equip A% with the Haar measure compatible
with the isomorphism A¥ ~ ap induced by Hp. If P C @, we equip ag = ap/ag with the quotient
measure.

For each v € V, we give K, the invariant probability measure. This yields a product measure
on K. If N is an unipotent group, we give N(A) the Haar measure whose quotient by the counting
measure on N (F) gives [N] volume 1. We equip Mp(A) with the unique Haar measure such that

/G 9o = /N " /MM) /K F(nmik) exp(—(2pp, Hp(m)))dkdmdn (2.1)

for every continuous and compactly supported function f on G(A). We equip Mp(A)! with the
Haar measure compatible with the isomorphism Mp(A)! x A% — Mp(A).

We give [G]p the quotient of our measure on G(A) by the product of the counting measure on
Mp(F) with our measure on Np(A). Moreover, note that the action of a € A% by left translation
on [G]p multiplies the measure by 65" (a). By taking the quotient of the measure on [G]p by that
of A¥, we obtain a "semi-invariant" measure on [G]py.

2.2.3 Functions

We say that a function ¢ : G(A) — C is smooth if it is right-invariant by a level J, and if for all
g5 € G(Ay) the map goo € G(Fuxo) — ¢(gf9o0) is smooth in the usual sense. The space of smooth
functions receives an action by right-translation of G(A) and U(g~) (the enveloping algebra of the
complexification of g, the Lie algebra of G(F)). We denote it by R.

For every semi-standard parabolic subgroup P of G, we have a height function [-||p as in
[BPCZ22, Section 2.4.1]. For every smooth function ¢ on [G]p, every X € U(goo) and N € R, set

lellyx = sup 23 [(R(X)@) ()] -

IE[G}P
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If X =1, we simply write [¢|| ;. The function ¢ is said to be of rapid decay if all the |¢[| v x are
finite, and of uniform moderate growth if there exists N € R such that all the [[¢]y x are finite.

Let L?([G]pp) the space of functions on [G]p that transform by 5113/ ? under left-translation by
A% such that the Petersson norm

(ere)rpa = Pl ppa = [ lelo)dg
[Glro
is finite.

2.3 Automorphic representations

We keep the assumption that F' is a number field and that G is connected reductive over F. We
take P to be a semi-standard parabolic subgroup of G.

2.3.1 Automorphic forms and representations

We denote by A(G) the space of automorphic forms on G as in [BPCZ22, Section 2.7]. More
generally we have a space of automorphic forms Ap(G) which are functions on [G]p.

Let A%(G) be the subspace of ¢ € Ap(G) which transform by 5]13/ ® under left-translation by
A®. Set Apgisc(G) = AL(G)NL?([G]py). The spaces AL (G) and Ap qisc(G) are given the topology
of [BPCZ22, Section 2.7.1].

We define a discrete automorphic representation of G(A) to be a topologically irreducible sub-
representation of Agisc(G). Let Ilgise(G) be the set of such representations. For 7 € Ilgisc(G), let
Ax(G) be the m-isotypic component of Agisc(G). Note that 7 has trivial central character on Ag.

For 7 € Hgisc(Mp), let Ap(G) be the subspace of ¢ € Apgisc(G) such that for all g € G(A)
the map m € [Mp] — dp(m)~'/%p(mg) belongs to A,(Mp). For any \ € apc, set Ty = T @
exp((\, Hyp (+))), and for ¢ € Ap(G) define

ealg) = exp((A, Hp(9)))p(9)-

The map ¢ — ¢, identifies Ap,(G) with a subspace of Ap(G) denoted by Apr (G).
For any standard parabolic subgroup @@ C P and any ¢ € Ap(G), we have a constant term ¢q
defined by

vq(g) = /[NQ] p(ng)dn, g € [Glg.

Let Apcusp(G) C A%L(G) be the subspace of ¢ such that ¢g = 0 for all @ € P. Let eysp(G) be
the set of topologically irreducible subrepresentations of Acysp(G), where we equip this space with
the subspace topology from A(G). It is a subset of s (G).

We say that ¢ € Apgisc(G) is residual if it is orthogonal to Ap cusp(G) under (-, -) p,pet.

Let 7 € Hgise(Mp). By [Fla79], it decomposes as m = ®/ m,. For every place v, we write Igﬂv
for the smooth parabolic induction of m, for G(F}).

2.3.2 Intertwining operators

Let @ be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let 7 € Ilgisc(Mp). Let w € W(P,Q) and X € a??,«:
such that (R(\), ") is large enough for any a € Ap such that wa < 0. For ¢ € Ap.(G), consider
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the absolutely convergent integral

(M(w, \)p)uwr(g) = ex(wtng)dn, g € [Glg.

/(NQﬂwpr—l)(A)\NQ (A)

By [Lan76] and [BL24], it admits a meromorphic continuation to ap . This defines a continuous
intertwining operator for any regular A

M(w,\) : Apr(G) = Agwn(G). (2.2)

By [BL24, Theorem 2.3], the singularities of M (w, A) are located along affine root hyperplanes.
If R is another standard parabolic and if w; € W(P,Q) and we € W(Q, R), by [BL24, Theo-
rem 2.3.5] we have the functional equation

M (wa, wiA) M (w1, A)p = M (wawr, A)ep. (2.3)

2.3.3 Eisenstein series

Let P C @ be standard parabolic subgroups of G. For any ¢ € Apgisc(G) and A € apc we define

E9g,0,N) = Y exvg) = > ex(79), g€ GA). (2.4)
e P(FNQ(F) ©eMgnP(F)\Mq(F)

We call it a generalized Eisenstein series. The sum is absolutely convergent for R(\) in a suitable
cone. It admits a meromorphic continuation to ap by [Lan76] and [BL24]. If @ = G, we write

E(g,¢,\). By [BL24, Theorem 2.3], the singularities of E% (¢, \) are along affine root hyperplanes.
For regular A, let Eg(¢, A) be the constant term of E(p, A) along Q. By [BL24, Lemma 6.10],

Eq(p,N) = > E9(M(w,\)gp,, wh). (2.5)
weQWp

If ¢ € Apcusp(G), this formula reduces to

Eq(p, )= > E9(M(w,\)p,wh). (2.6)
weW (P;Q)

We also have the following easy relation between intertwining operators and Eisenstein series.

Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ € Apgisc(G). Let Q,Q" be two standard parabolic subgroups of G such that
PcCQ. Let we W(Q,Q'). Then for reqular A € apc we have

M(w, N E®(p,\) = E? (M(w, N)p, wh). (2.7)

Proof. This holds in the region of absolute convergence, and then for A in general position by
analytic continuation. O
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2.4 Exponents and cuspidal components

Let p € Ap(G). By [MWO95, Section 1.3.2.], ¢ admits a finite decomposition

v(g) = ZQi(HP(g))exp(<)‘iaHP(g)>)90i(g)a g€ G(A), (2.8)

where ¢; € Clap], \; € apc and @; € A%(G). The set of distinct exponents \; occurring in (2.8) is

uniquely determined by ¢ and is denoted Ep(p). For Q C P, let £g(y) be the exponents of ¢g.
Let ¢ € A%(G). As cuspidal automorphic forms are of rapid decay ([MW95, Section 1.2.18.]), for

every o € Apcusp(G) the pairing (¢, ¢o) ppet makes sense. By [MW95, Section 1.2.18.], there exists

a unique p°*P € Ap cusp(G) such that for all oo € Apcusp(G) we have (p, ©o) pret = (P, ¥0) P,pet -
If p € Ap(G) admits a decomposition (2.8), we set

PP () = > ai(Hp(9)) exp((Ni, Hp(9)))ei"™ (9).

cusp

It is independent of the choice of the decomposition. The tuple (¢, )gcp (Where ™" is the
cuspidal component of the constant term ¢q) is called the family of cuspidal components of ¢. The
following result is classical.

Lemma 2.3 ([MW95, Proposition 1.3.4]). Let ¢ € Ap(G). If all the cuspidal components of ¢ are
zero, then p = 0.

If ¢ € Apgisc(G), for any regular A we have E(p, \) € A(G). If this Eisenstein series is proper
(that is if P # G), then E(p, \) is orthogonal to cusp forms, i.e. E(p, )P = 0.
2.5 Pseudo-Eisenstein series

Let PW(ap ) be the Paley-Wiener space of functions on a} ¢ obtained as Fourier transforms of
compactly supported smooth functions on ap. If V is a finite-dimensional subspace of Ap cusp(G),
we define PWpy to be the space of V-valued entire functions on apc of Paley—Wiener type. We
write PWp for the direct sum of all the PWpy. For & € PWp and any s € ap, consider

Fo(9) = freay,. P expl\ He(9)dA g € GA). (2.9)
R(N)=k

It is independent of the choice of k. We define the pseudo-Eisenstein series associated to ® by

E(g.Fe)= Y.  Falyg), g€lq.
YEP(F)\G(F)

where this sum is actually over a finite set which depends on g by [Art78, Lemma 5.1]. This
pseudo-Eisenstein series is rapidly decreasing. Moreover, by [MW95, Section I1.1.11] we have

Blo.Fa) = [ Blg.®0).NdA, g6, (210

for any & in the region of the absolute convergence of Eisenstein series.
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3 Discrete Eisenstein series on GL,

The goal of this section is to fix specific notation in the case G = GL,, and to recall the classification
of the discrete automorphic spectrum of GL,, from [MW89].

3.1 Choice of coordinates
3.1.1 Standard parabolic subgroups

We choose Py to be the standard Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices, and My = T to be
the diagonal maximal torus. The group K is the standard maximal compact subgroup of GL, (A).

If P is a standard parabolic subgroup of GL,,, its standard Levi factor is of the form Mp =
GL,, x ... x GL,,, for some integers ni,...,n,. With this notation, we associate to P the tuple
n(P) :=(n1,...,ny). This completely characterizes P among the standard parabolic subgroups of
GL,,. We will often write Mp = [[ GL;,, where we implicitly assume that the product is taken in
the order i =1,...,m.

We identify ap and a} with R™ in the following way. The canonical basis (e]) of X*(P) is
sent to the canonical basis of R™ (still denoted (e})). Then we let (e;) be the dual basis of ap
under the pairing (-, -, ), which is sent to the canonical basis of R™ (still denoted by (e;)). In these
coordinates, the injections ap — aj and ap — ag read

(Al,...,)\m)*—) ()\1,...

ni

i
,Al,...,)\m,...,)\m), (Hy, ..., Hp) s | =2, 2L, 2 2om
n nm

ni Nm,

We equip the space ag with its canonical inner product (-, -). By restriction, we obtain a Euclidean
structure (-,-) on ap, but the basis (e;) is not orthonormal. This yields an identification a} ~ ap,
and under this identification any e} is sent to n;e;.

Let 1 <i < j <mandlet a € ¥p be the simple root corresponding to the transposition of the
it" and j*" blocks of Mp. Then with our choices of coordinates we have

ef el
o = 71_7]’ a\/ =e; — €j. (31)
n; nj

We identify the Weyl group W of GL,, with &,, the symmetric group of degree n. If w € W
corresponds to the permutation o, we define the representative w € GL,(F) by

we; = (—1)li<ile@<ellle ., 1<i<n,

where eq,...,e, are the vectors in the canonical basis of F™. This is the choice made in [KS88,
Section 2| and it plays a role in the normalization of local intertwining operators (see §7.1.2). We
will often write again w for the lift w € GL,,(F).

3.1.2 Representatives of double quotients

If P = MpNp is a standard parabolic subgroup of GL,, we have an embedding of W (Mp) the
Weyl group of Mp inside W. Write Mp = GL,, X ... x GL,,,. We have an identification (of sets)
W(P) ~ &, such that, if o € &,,, we have

oMpo~' = M,

Me=1(1)

X ...X...M,

M
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We will often identify a w € W (P) with an element in &,,. We will write w.P for the standard
parabolic subgroup of GL, with standard Levi factor wMpw™'. We say that w € W acts by
permutation on the blocks of Mp (or simply acts by blocks on P) if it belongs to W (P).

Let @ be another standard parabolic subgroup of GL,,. Let w € gWp. Then w acts by blocks
on P,, and w~! by blocks on Q,. Write Mp, = [, HT:il GLy, ;, where for each i we have
Z;n:il n;; = ng. If Mg =TI, GLn;, we have a similar decomposition Mg, = [I; I, GLn;J. The
condition w € oWp means that for each i, w preserves the order of the blocks GLy, ;, j =1,...,m;,
and that w™! preserves the order of the blocks GLn; K j=1,...,m}. Conversely, let P and Q be

standard parabolic subgroups of GL,. Let w € W. Then if w and w™! preserve the order of the
blocks of P and () as explained above, then w € oWp.

3.2 Discrete automorphic forms for GL,
3.2.1 The classification of [MW89]

Let m € Ilgisc(GLy). There exist integers r,d > 1 with n = rd and o € Il¢,sp(GL;) such that any
¢ € Az(GLy) is obtained as the residue of an Eisenstein series built from a ¢ € Ap_,=i(GLy)
where P, C GL, is the standard parabolic subgroup of Levi factor GLf. More precisely, define

Upr = —pp,. T, Op = o%d ¢ Hewsp(Mp, ), (3.2)

and set for A € a}_¢

Lrres(N) = [[ (N aY)—1). (3.3)
QGAPW
Note that Lr res(—vx) = 0. We introduce a minus sign in (3.2) to follow the convention of [Cha25].
For every g € GLy,(A), denote by E*(g, ¢,-) the map A — L 1es(A)E(g, ¢, A). It is holomorphic in
a neighborhood of —v,. By [MW89] we have

e(9) = E*(9, ¢, —vr). (3.4)

As 7 is the unique irreducible quotient of Ap, ». —.. (GL;,) (see Corollary 3.3), it deserves to be
called a Speh representation and we write m = Speh(o, d).

3.2.2 The induced case

We now deal with representations induced from the discrete spectrum of a Levi subgroup, i.e.
with representations of Arthur type of GL,. Let P = MpNp be a standard parabolic subgroup.
Let m € Mgise(Mp). Write Mp = GL,, X ... x GL,, and 7 = m X ... X 7, accordingly. By
§3.2.1, there exist integers r;,d; > 1 with n; = r;d; and some representations o; € Ilousp(GLy,)
such that any ¢; € Ar,(GLy,) is obtained as the residue of an Eisenstein series built from a
¢ € A ud; (GLy,;) where P, C GL,, is the standard parabolic subgroup of Levi factor Gij.

Set Pr = (P, X ... x Py, )Np and o, = oigdl X ... X ¢%4m which is a cuspidal automorphic
representation of Mp,_.

Note that any ¢ € Ap(GLy,) is residual unless 7 is cuspidal (i.e. P = P). Indeed, this follows
from the fact that Eisenstein series are orthogonal to cusp forms (in the sense of §2.3.3) and that
we may compute the residue under the Petersson inner-product by [Lap08, Theorem 2.2] (see also
[Boi25a, Lemma 9.4.2.1] for a closely related argument).

Pr, 0,
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Let QQ and R be a parabolic of GL,, such that P, C Q C P. Write Q " Mp = Q1 X ... X Q.
GLTL/L7

We have a decomposition aQ = Djz 0, . Set
GLy,
vom = (=po," /7 )1§i§r (3:5)

written accordingly. If the context is clear, we omit the subscript w. If Q = Py, we will write v,.
By construction, if P, C Q@ C P, for any ¢ € Ap,(GLy) we have ¢q ., € A%(GLn) (see
Lemma 3.2). Moreover, note that pg = 0 unless Pr C Q. If w € oWp such that P, C P, then we
set @y = @p, and vy, :=vp, .
Set
Lrres(N) = J[ (A aY)—1). (3.6)

aeAgﬂ

For every g € GL,,(A) and ¢ € Ap, . (GL,) denote by EF**(g, ¢, ) the partial residues of Eisenstein
series A — Ly res(\)EY(g,6,)). It is holomorphic in a neighborhood of —v,. By exactness of
induction, for every ¢ € Ap,(GLy) there exists ¢ € Ap, ,, (GL,) such that p = EP*(¢, —1). We
write m = X, Speh(o;, d;).

Finally, let w? be the longest element in W% (Py, Py), i.e. the unique element w in this set
such that w(P,; N Mp)uf1 is opposed to P N Mp. Note that it acts by identity on ap and that
wior = oy and Wivy = —v;.

3.3 Normalization of intertwining operators

In this section, let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of GL,, and let m € Ilgisc(Mp). Let @ be
a standard parabolic subgroup of GL,. Let w € W(P,Q) and take \ € apc in general position.
Denote by My (w, ) the restriction of M(w, ) (defined in (2.2)) to the subspace Ap(GL,) C
Ap(GL,). Following [Art82], we normalize M, (w, \) as

Mz (w, A) = ng(w, \) Np(w, \). (3.7)

Here n,(w, \) is a meromorphic function in A referred to as "the scalar factor', and Ni(w, ) is
the so-called "normalized operator". If the context is clear, we will remove the subscript . We
describe these objects below.

3.3.1 The scalar factor

Write Mp = GL,,, x ... xGL,,, and 7 = m X ... X m,. Let 8 € ¥p be the positive root of P
associated to the two blocks GL,,, and GLnj, with 1 <17 < j < m. Set

L(1 —s,m) x mj)

nﬂ'(/675)2 L(1—|—S,7TZ><7TJV)7

and  ng(w,\) H n (8 YY). (3.8)
BeXp
wB<0
Here L is the completed Rankin—Selberg L function from [JPS83].
Let 7 and 7" be discrete automorphic representations of some GLj and GLj. Write 7 =
Speh(o,d) and 7/ = Speh(o’,d’). Then we have the formula

d d . , .
d—2 1 d—-2 1
L(s,7 x 7') HHL<5+ S S e x ). (3.9)
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Moreover, the L-function L(s,o x ¢') is meromorphic and non-zero if R(s) > 1. It is holomorphic
unless 0¥ ~ ¢’ in which case it has a simple pole at s = 0 and s = 1.
3.3.2 Local normalized intertwining operators

Let ¢ € Apr(GL,). Assume that ¢ = ®/ ¢, is factorizable, so that for all place v we have
¢y € I](;’L”m,. Let 8 C VF be a finite set of places such that ¢, is unramified if v ¢ S. By [Art89,
Theorem 2.1], we have a factorization

Ne(w, ) = [ N (1, X6, (3.10)

vES

where the N (w, \) are meromorphic local intertwining operators II(;’L"WM N — ISL"wﬂu y. We will
define more closely these operators in Section 6. For now, we only recall their main properties
which follow from [Art89, Theorem 2.1] and [MW89, Proposition 1.10].

Theorem 3.1. Let m, be a smooth irreducible and unitary representation of Mp(Fy).

1. For each ¢, € IICD;L”WU the vector Ny, (w,\)¢y s a rational function in the variables (\, «)

(resp. qv_o"a)) for the « € Ap such that wa < 0 in the Archimedean case (resp. the non-
Archimedean case). It is holomorphic in the region

N {)\ € ape | (R(N), ) > o}.

aeEp
wa<0

2. If wy € W(P,Q) and wy € W(Q, R) we have

Nwlﬂ'v (’LUQ, wl)\)va (wl, /\) = Nm, (’U)le, )\)

3.4 Constant terms of discrete automorphic forms

Throughout all this section, we fix a standard parabolic subgroup P of GL,, and 7 € Igisc(Mp).
We have P and o, € Ileysp(Mp,) as in §3.2.2.

3.4.1 Regularized intertwining operator

For any ¢ € Ap, . (GLj,) consider the regularized operator
M*(wy, N)¢ := Lx res(A\) M (wy, N) . (3.11)

Note that for every aw € Xp_ such that wia < 0 we actually have a € E}%. In particular, for any
A € aj ¢ we have for such a the lower bound (R(—vr +A),a") = (R(~vx),a") > 0. Tt follows from
the properties of global L-functions recalled in §3.3.1 that there exists a constant ¢, such that for
any A € apc we have

M* (W}, —vr + N)p = ¢ Ny (Wi, —vr + ). (3.12)

By Theorem 3.1, we conclude that M*(w}, —vr 4+ A)¢ is regular on aj .
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3.4.2 Computation of the constant terms

We use the notation of §3.2.2. Let P, C @ C P. For each 1 < i < m there exist integers
dijy- .- dim, such that 350", d; ; = d; and Mg = [[;%; [1j%; GLyq4, ;- For each pair (4, j), set
ni; = ridij and P;j = Pr, N GLy, ;. Let m; ; be the discrete representation of GLj, ; spanned by
the residues of Eisenstein series built from ¢; ; € .AP.  Ba (GLy, ;). Set mg = X; W; m; ; which is

VERE

a discrete representation of Mg.

Lemma 3.2. For every ¢ € Apn(GLy) we have 9q, v, € AQro(GLy). In particular, ¢q,

—vg
is residual unless Q = P.. Moreover, in that case, assume that ¢ = ED*(¢, —vy) for ¢ €
Ap, ».(GLy,). Then we have

¢p, = M*(wy, —vr)¢. (3.13)

Proof. This property only depends on the restriction of g -, to Mg, so that it is enough to
prove it if P = GL,. Then the special case (3.13) is proved in [Jac83, Proposition 2.3], and the
general case follows by a similar argument. We refer the reader to [Boi25a, Lemma 9.4.2.1] where
we carefully write the details. O

Corollary 3.3. We have
Ker EP*(-, —vy) = Ker M*(w}, —vy) = Ker N,_(w?, —vy),
where all three maps are defined on Ap, o, —v, (GLy).

Proof. For the first equality, the inclusion C comes for (3.13). For the converse, let ¢ € Ap_ . ., (GLy).
By Lemma 3.2, the only cuspidal component of EF*(¢, —v,) that is not automatically zero is
E;;*(d), —vr) = M*(w}, —vz)¢. Therefore, if we assume ¢ € Ker M*(w}, —v) then all the cuspi-
dal components of E*(¢, —v,) are zero, and thus EP*(¢, —v,) itself is zero by Lemma 2.3. The
last equality is a direct consequence of (3.12). O

4 Ichino—Yamana—Zydor regularized periods

In this section, G is GL, X GLy,+1. We embed GL,, in GL, 41 by

g (9 1) . (4.1)

Let H ~ GL, be the diagonal subgroup in G. The goal of this section is to study the regularized
period P from [IY15], and to connect it to the construction of [IY15].

4.1 Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroups

We start by defining a subset Fgrs of the set of semi-standard parabolic subgroups of G which
appears in the definition of the regularized period P.
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4.1.1 Preliminary notation

Let Py C G be the product of the subgroups of upper triangular matrices in GL,, and GLj,41,
and Ty C G to be the product of the standard diagonal tori. If J is a subgroup of G, we write
J = Jp X Jpg1. Similarly we have ag = agn, @ agn+1-

All the constructions done relatively to H will be decorated by a subscript g. In particular, a
subgroup of H will typically be denoted Jp, and if J is a subgroup of G we set Jgy = J N H. The
pair (To,g, Po,u) is standard in H. Set ag g = a7, ;. It embeds into ap. We will often identify the
group GL,, either with H, either with its two copies in G from the left and right coordinates, using
the embedding (4.1) for the latter.

4.1.2 Definition of the set of Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroups

We define Fgrg the set of Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroups of G. This is the set of semi-standard
parabolic subgroups P = P, x P,41 of G such that P, is standard and, with respect to the
embedding (4.1), P, = P,4+1 N GL,,. In particular, if P € Frg then Py is a standard parabolic
subgroup of H isomorphic to P,. Conversely, if Py is a standard parabolic subgroup of H, set

Prs(Pu) ={Q € Frs | Qu = Pu}.

Then we have

Frs = | | Prs(Pr). (4.2)
Py CH standard

Recall that in §3.1.1 we have associated to any standard parabolic subgroup P of GL,, or GL, 4]
a tuple n(P). Let Py be a standard parabolic subgroup of H. Write n(PH) = (n1,...,ny) with
S n; = n. Let PP (Py) be the set of couples (P5td,ig) where P5%, is a standard parabolic
subgroup of GL,1 and %¢ is an integer such that one of the two following alternatives is satisfied:

1. @(PZE&) =(n1,...,Nig—1,Mig + L, Nig+1,-..,nm) and 1 < ig < m;

2. n(P) = (1, ...y mig—1, 1, Nigs - - -, M) and 1 < ip < m + 1.

In the first case, set N = 220:1 n;, and in the second set N = ZZO 11 n;. Let w(P,ifl, i9) € Gp41 be
the cycle
w(PEdig)=(N+2 ... n n+l N+1). (4.3)

n

We identify it with an element in W, 1 the Weyl group of GL,4;.

Lemma 4.1. There is a bijection
(P vio) € Pt (Pr) = Py x (w(PrE io)-Prty) € Prs(Prr)- (4.4)

Proof. Let (Pflffl, ig) € P(Py). Then w petd, P _HHGL is a semi-standard parabolic subgroup

td, Jio
of GL,, which has same semi-standard Levi factor as Pp. It is standard because w(Pntfl, ip) preserve
the order of the blocks. It is therefore equal to Pg. Thus (4.4) is well-defined.

We build its inverse. Let P, X P,+1 € Prs(Pr). We have P, = Py. There are two cases for
Poy.

1. Either Mp,,, = [I;Z; GL, for some nj which are all equal to n; except a nj  which is n;, + 1.
We define n(Ps%,) as in case 1 and we have w(P5td) o) 1. P = PSY,.

22



2. Either Mp, ., = [[{~; GLy,, x GL1. In that case, there is a unique w which acts by blocks on
Mp,, and such that w™!.P, 41 = PSE& is standard. This determines n(PStd ) and ig, and we

n
have w(PsY,ip) = w.

The two constructions are inverse of each other and this concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.2. We have a bijection

P C GLy 41 standard,
'FRS = (PrSLESlai()) MP:EEI = H?ll GLni? = I_I ’PTTLL+1(PH)
1 <ipg <m. Py CH standard

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, it is enough to prove the last equality. But this follows by construction of
the couples (PS5t ip). O

n

4.1.3 Standardization

Let P € Frs. Let (P54, ip) be the inverse image of P under the isomorphism of Corollary 4.2.

n
Let w$td = w(Ps%,,ip) be the element defined in (4.3). We have

Ppy1 = wpt P (4.5)

Because PStd is standard, we identify a Pt with R™ for some m > 1 by using the same basis as

in §3.1.1. By composing with w34, we obtain ap, 41 =~ R™. In this choice of coordinates we have

af  ={(Hi,...,Hy) €R™ | Hi/ny > ...> Hp/npm} .

Pt
In order to keep the notation consistent, we will also identify ap, with a subspace of R™. It is R™
if n(PStd ) is of type 1, and it is the subspace H;, = 0 if it is of type 2.
Set PStd =P, x Ps‘fl, which is a standard parabolic subgroup of G. This is the standardization
of P. Write (n;) = n(P5d;). We may decompose the standard Levi factor M5 of P4 as

M3? = MyS < MES.; = (Mpy x Mpn x Mp_) x (Mpy x MBS, x ML), (4.6)
where
Mp; = [[ GLn,, Mp_~M3L = [[ GL.;, Mpyu=GLy,, 1, MBS =Gl . (47)
1<ip i>ip

We add a st on M%fi_ to emphasize that, although they are isomorphic, the groups Mp_ and
M%fi are not identified by the embedding (4.1). By composing with wStd we get a decomposition
Mp~(Mpy X Mpp xMp_)x (Mpy X Mppi1 xMp_). (4.8)
The two copies of Mp_ in (4.8) are now identified by the embedding (4.1). The groups M%f}l 41
and Mp,,11 are isomorphic but in general embedded in two different ways in GL, 1. Set
Mp =Mpy xMp_, Mp=MpxMp, Mp=Mpyx Mppi1.

The restriction of the diagonal embedding H C G gives Mpy C Mp and we have Mppy ~ Mp,,.
Note that Mp, = Mpg = Mp x Mp . The group M p is isomorphic to GLmP,l X GLmP, and we
can define embedding of GLy, ,—1 in Mp as in (4.1). This is compatible with the inclusion H C G
in the sense that Mpyg = MpnN GLniP,l. In particular, we have f}/{vslp the set of Rankin—Selberg
parabolic subgroups of Mp. We describe the relative version of the set Frs.
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Lemma 4.3. Let Q € Frs. We have a bijection

Pe{PeFrs|PCQ}— (PNMg,PNMg) e {standard parabolic subgroups of Mg} x fﬁgQ.
(4.9)
Moreover, for any P € Frs with P C @ we have

Mg,std
Mp C Mg, w%d = wp Q wgd,

std

d . . . .
@St g WpAM,, S€en as an element in G via the embedding Mg C G.

where wéA
Proof. This follows from the classification of Corollary 4.2, noting that if P € Frg with P C @,
then Py C Qg and therefore n(Py) is a subdivision of n(Qm). O
4.1.4 Connection to [Zyd22]

We now connect the Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroups to the constructions of [Zyd22, Sec-
tions 3.1 and 3.2]. For any semi-standard parabolic subgroup P of G, set

_ + _ .+
3p=apNagy, and j3p=apNagq.

If P € FRrg, write MJS}’% 41 = [Ii%; GLy,. We have the descriptions

Hy; = Hpy1;if i #ip,

siP P

} = aMp = Di#ipAGLy, (4.10)

and

3;5 = OJJS N Cl;H = {H €3p ‘ Hl/nl >0 > Hip—l/nip—l >0 > Hip-i—l/nip-i-l > ... > Hm/nm}

(4.11)
where we write H; for H,,; = Hpq1.
Lemma 4.4. Let Py be a standard parabolic subgroup of H. We have
Prs(Pr) = {Q C G semi-standard | ag N alﬁH # @} . (4.12)

Remark 4.5. The set in the RHS of (4.12) is defined in [Zyd22, p. 23] by asking that @ the split
center of the centralizer of Ty i in G instead of Ty. As Zqr,,,,To,n = Ton+1, this is Tp.

Proof. Let @ belong to the RHS of (4.12). By [Zyd22, Proposition 3.1], we have Qg = Py,
Mg, = Mp i and Ng g = Np . As subgroups of GL,,, this implies that Py C Q,,, Mpg C Mg,
and Npy C Ngn, so that Py = @,. By playing the same game in the GL,{i-coordinate, we get
Py = Qn+1 N GL,, and therefore ) € Prg(Pr). Conversely, we have described a;S N a;H in (4.11)
in the case P € Prg(Py) and it is non-empty. O

Let P € Frs. We have a basis (e;,,;); of ap, | (see §3.1.1). If A € a}, denote by Ay its
restriction to 3p. Set ej = (e}, ;)u. This is zero if i = ip. Then the family (e} )ixi, is a basis of
3p the dual space of 3p. Let (e;); be the basis of 3p dual to (e]);xi, (with the convention e;, = 0).
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Denote by Ap, ., the set wp qutd Cap 1 and by Ap g its restriction to 3p. Note that Ap g

is a basis of 3p. Let ARH be the basis of 3p dual to Ap . In coordinates, we have

*

*
e e
[ i+1
AP,H = { -

n; ni4+1

1§i§m—1}, (4.13)

where we recall that e, = 0, and

AEH:{ZHJBJ' i<iP}U{—an€j i>ip}. (4.14)

Then

Recall that in §3.1.1 we have given ap an inner product (-,-). By restricting, we obtain an inner
product on 3p. Let A}, 5 be the basis of 3p dual to A} . Then we have

Appg={ei—eiy1|1<i<m—1}, (4.15)

where again e;, = 0. The inconsistency in the normalizations between (4.13) and (4.15) is due to
the fact that (e;,e;) =n; . Set

spt={ eap | (Aaf) >0, Yoy € Aby ).

Note that 35 C @ay{eAYDH R>oay, so that if X € 373’+ we have (\, H) > 0 for every H € 3.

4.1.5 Relative constructions

Let P C Q € Frs. Let 3?, be the orthogonal of 3¢ in 3p. Note that this is consistent with our
previous notation as 3¢ = {0}. If T € 3p, let Ty be its projection on 3¢ and Tg be its projection
on 3%, both with respect to 3p = 3% ® 3¢. This applies in particular to T' € ap, g = 3p, and we
simply write T9 for T]% .

Qn 1 td n
Let APn:l be the set w$ APQJI Cap,

a basis 357, Let A 1 be the basis ofg, dual to APH, and let A be the basis of 5 dual to
Aglg under the restrlctlon of the inner product. These sets are easy to describe. Indeed, using
Lemma 4.3 we may write

and let AQyH be its restriction to 3?,. Then AQH is

+1

Q _ Mg J_MQ

3p=0p° ip
where we set P = PN MQ (seen as a subgroup of Hyand P = PN /\/lQ It follows that we have
o Q MQ vV MQ \Y MQ \ MQ \Y
decompositions AP,H = A I_JAP g APH = A I_JA and APH =Ap g UAL where
A%/I?I, AMQ  and All\)/[’%’v can be respectively 1dent1ﬁed w1th the usual sets of roots cowelghts and

coroots of the standard parabolic subgroup P of Mg, and Ag‘g, AMQ " and AMQ’

by (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15) respectively.

are described
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4.1.6 The element Pp

Let P € Frg. Set
Pp = (PP —2ppPy)5p € 5P
In coordinates, we have (pp,); = $ifi<ip, and (pp)i = —Lifi>ip.
Note that we have a surjection a4 — 3p by composing with w%d and then restricting.
We now choose a lift pSt4 of p,,. Under the decomposition of M§? given in (4.6) and with the
coordinates of §3.1.1, we set

pjﬁd ((1/4,...,1/4,0,=1/4,...,—1/4),(1/4,...,1/4,0,—1/4,...,—1/4)), (4.16)

where the zeros correspond to the blocks Mp, and M%ﬁl 41- Note that pStd 6 ay Pbtd

4.1.7 Volumes of fundamental domains

Let P € Frs. Thanks to the isomorphism 3p ~ ®ii,acL, from (4.10), we give 3p the product of
the Haar measures described in §2.2.2. If P C @, we give 5% = 3p/3q the quotient measure. If B
is a basis of a lattice Z(B) in 3?3, let VOl(ij:,/Z(B)) be its covolume. If ) = G, we have

vol(3p/Z((e;))) =1, and vol(3p/Z( APH H n;. (4.17)
1#ip

Remark 4.6. In [Zyd22, Section 4.3], 3p is given the measure associated to the Euclidean structure
induced by (-,-). One can check that it differs from our measure by a factor of [[;;, ni. This
normalization cancels out with the choice of measure we make in §4.3.1.

4.2 Exponential polynomials and Fourier transforms on cones

Let V be a finite dimensional vector space, let 2 C V be an open subset. By an exponential
polynomial on €2, we mean a function f : {2 — C which belongs to the vector space generated by
the maps v — P(v) exp((\,v)) where P € C[V] and A € V*. Any exponential polynomial can be
uniquely written as f(v) = > \cp+ Pa(v) exp((A, v)) for a unique map A — Py with finite support.
The polynomial Py is called the polynomial part of f.

Let P C QQ € FRrs. Set
LQ im a@nt1
€9 = (—1)dmsp = (—1)T™ Py |

For A € afj, set A
0200 =vol6E/Z A% T (e,
wvedd)
and
02(\) = volGE/Z(AZN ™ I (N ak).
oy ealy
These polynomials are not identically zero on ap¢. In the special case where P = Fy, we omit the
subscript P. We set
@@= N {A €agc ‘ 03N+ pp) # 0} : (4.18)

PeFRrs
PCQ
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*,Q—reg

If R is a semi-standard parabolic subgroup of G, we set ag& " = aj ¢ N an@ree,

0,C

Remark 4.7. As noted in [Zyd22, Section 4.5], it is enough to take the intersection in (4.18) along
maximal proper Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroups P of ). In that case, the condition amounts
to asking that A + p,, is non-zero when restricted to 3?,.

We define as in [Zyd22, p. 7]
Al ap) = {r(H = 2) | H €35, r >0},
AGhiap)¥ = {H €3p | (H,H') 2 0, H' € AGh.3p)}

where Z is any Z € 55. We have

AGh.5p) = {H €sp|VaeAly, (o, H) > o} = B Rew'Pio (4.19)
wVEAIQD”}vI
AGSsh) = D Reoaj. (4.20)
a\éEAg’XI

Let Tg be the characteristic function of A(g, E), and let %g be the characteristic function of
A(g, g)v. These two functions are defined on ag f. Set
r9H,T)= S SrfH)GH-T), HTEan.
REFRs
PCRCQ

We now compute the Fourier transforms of these functions.

Lemma 4.8. 1. For every polynomial q € C[3p], the Fourier transform
FT%(q, ) := /ﬂ 79 (H)q(H) exp((\, H))dh, (4.21)
P

is absolutely convergent in the open subset N_, _xav{(R(N),@") < 0} and estends to a
P,H

meromorphic function on {\ | ég(/\) # 0}.
2. For every T € ag i the map H Fg(hﬂ T) is compactly supported with support contained in
the open ball B(T/2,|T|| /2) C agu- Let q € Clzp|. For fived A € a} ¢ the Fourier transform
FTY(T, T, q, ) := /Q T%(H, T)q(H) exp((\, H))dH
ip

is an exponential polynomial in T, and for X € ag?’(é such that ég(x\) = 0 its purely polynomial

term is constant equal to FTjQ_—,(q, A).
3. If ¢ =1, we have

FTY(1,)) = €269\ (4.22)
and for \ € ag,}é in general position
FIR(D, T, 1,0 = Y. ef0EO) 03N exp((A, T)). (4.23)
ReFRs
PCRCQ
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Proof. The first two points are contained in [Zyd22, Section 1.4] and [ZZ21, Corollary 2.6]. For the
last, note that the set of A € a}, ¢ such that, forall P C R C Q, all w” € Ag’lp (R(N),w") < 0and

all o} € A%I\iﬁ (R(N), a);) < 0, is non-empty. Indeed, it contains the \’s such that the restriction

of R()\) to 3p belongs to —35 7. For such A, we see using (4.19) and (4.20) that (4.22) and (4.23)
hold. We conclude that they hold for A in general position by analytic continuation. O

4.3 Regularized Rankin—Selberg periods a la Zydor

In this section, we fix ) € Frs. We write MS’%H = [[i% GLy,. Let Th e € ao,z be the element
defined in [Zyd22, Lemma 2.7]. We say that T € ag g is sufficiently positive if T € Ty reg + 0 -
We now define the truncated period PT and its regularization P.

4.3.1 Iwasawa decomposition and measures

Set
Mg, (8)2" = {m € Mg, (&) | (Hg, (m)o =0}, 2§ = AF N AZ,.

The restriction of Hg,, to Z7’ is an isomorphism with image 3. This gives Z7' a Haar measure.
We have a direct product decomposition of commuting groups Mg, (A) = ZZ Mg, (AL By

the Iwasawa decomposition, there is a unique Haar measure on Mg, (A)Q’1 such that for all f €
C.(H(A)) we have

/H(A)f(h)dh:/KH /NQH(A) /MQH(A)QJ /Zg; exp((—=2pq,, Hg, (am))) f(nmak)dadmdndk. (4.24)

We set
[Mq,|9" = Mg, (F)\Mg,, (A)®"

which is given the quotient by the counting measure. Note that we have

[Mqu]®" =~ (H [GLm]l) % [GLy,, 1] = [Mg]" x [Mq,n].
i#ig

Then the measure dh coincides the product of the ones on each [GL,,]! and on [GLniQ _1] described

in §2.2.2. Moreover, if Q = G we have Mg ;(A)%! = H(A) and Z¥ = {1}.

4.3.2 Truncation operators

Let T' € ag g. For ¢ a locally integrable function on Q(F)\G(A), we define a relative truncation
operator as

ATQphy= S % Y #8(Hou(On)E — TR)¢p(sh), he Qu(F)\H(A), (4.25)
Plgggs dEPH(FO\Qu(F)

where the sum over § is actually over a finite set which only depends on h and T by [Zyd22,
Lemma 2.8]. If Q = G we simply write A”. The main theorem on this operator is the following.
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Theorem 4.9. Let T € ag i be sufficiently positive. Let J be a level of G. For any N, N' > 0 there
exists a finite family (X;)icr of elements in U(goo) such that for any smooth and right J-invariant
function ¢ on [G]g, the function AT9¢ is a function on [H]q, and we have

sup [lml 3y, ,, [ATCe(mE)| <3 el _yex, -
e Mg, (4)2:1 Mg, ’ ’ Z; N/, X;

Proof. This is [Zyd22, Theorem 3.9]. Note that the statement in ibid. is weaker, but our version
can easily be extracted from the proof. O

The operator AT*Q also satisfies two unfolding properties.

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢ be a locally integrable function on Q(F)\G(A). For all T,T'" € ap g and all
h € H(A) we have

o(h)= S R (Hou(On)E — TE)ATT ¢(sh), (4.26)
Plgé‘gs 0EPr(F)\Qu(F)

and
AT Qg(h) = 3 > TR(Hou(6h)3 - T3, (T)3)A" " ¢(6h). (4.27)
Plgé'—gs SEPH(F)\QHu(F)

Proof. These formulae are [Zyd22, Lemma 3.7] and [Zyd22, Lemma 3.8]. Note that they are only
stated there for Q = G. However, the proof ultimately relies on combinatorics of cones and therefore
goes through in the general case. O

4.3.3 Truncated periods

Let ¢ € T([G]). We have ¢g € T([G]q). For T sufficiently positive, we define the truncated period
of ¢ relative to @ to be

PT() = /K /[M o O 20y Hiy (m)AT () dm.
H Q,H|Y

This integral is absolutely convergent by Theorem 4.9 and [BP21, Proposition A.1.1]. Note that if
@ = G it reduces to

PT(¢)= [ AT¢(h)dh.
[H]

4.3.4 Regularized periods

Let ¢ € Ag(G) be an automorphic form and let P € Frg which is contained in Q. By §2.4, we have
a decomposition of ¢ p as sum of normalized automorphic forms in A% (G) multiplied by exponents.
By reorganizing, we see that we also have a decomposition (where all terms are non-zero) such that

wp(ah) =3 api(Hpy(a) exp((Api Hpy(a))ppi(h), a € ZF, h € Npy(8)Mpy(8)™ Kp,
' (4.28)
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with gp; € Cl3p], Ap;i € 3p, and ¢p; € Ap(G) that are left Z¥-invariant. Let Epp(p) = {Ap;i}.
Note that this is the restriction to 3p of the elements in the set of exponents Ep(p) from §2.4. Let
Ag(G)™® be the subspace of ¢ € Ag(G) such that for all P € Frg with P C @ we have

Ep(p) C apd ™. (4.29)
The subspace Ag(G)"® is stable under right-translations by G(A).

Theorem 4.11. For ¢ € Ag(G)™® there exists a unique exponential polynomial on agp that
coincides with T +— PTR(p) for T sufficiently positive. Its purely polynomial part is constant and
equal to

PoR) = > Y exp((Api + pp. TENFTR((api)r. Apa + pp) PTE (0py), (4.30)
Ppefgs )
C

where (qp;)T(H) = qpi(H + Tg). Moreover, PY is H(A)-invariant.

Proof. The Q@ = G case is [Zyd22, Theorem 4.1]. For the general case, using Lemma 4.8, the
Iwasawa decomposition (4.24) and Lemma 4.10 we have for any for 7' sufficiently positive and

T e ag y the expression

,PT+T/7Q(()0) = Z Z exp(<)‘P7i + Bp? Tg»FTg(F’ T/7 (qP,i)Ta )\P,i + BP)IPTVP(SOPJ)- (431)
Ppefgs )
C

We now conclude by Lemma 4.8. O

The number P () is the regularized period d la Zydor along ZE Mg, (F)Ngy (A\H (A).

4.3.5 Parabolic descent

We describe AT@ by parabolic descent. Set Py q := PoNMg, and ag q := ap, - For every standard
parabolic subgroup P of Mg (with respect to P q), let 7%/1 ? be the characteristic function of

{H € ap,Q ‘ (w,H) >0, Vo € AP}.

Let T € a(l;/l (g . For ¢ a locally integrable function on [Mé], define the diagonal Arthur truncation
operator to be

T7M2 dim ClMQ AMQ
A7 egp(m) = Z (—1) P Z 7p “(Ho(ém) — T)pp2(dm,om), m € [Mg],
PerMe(py) S€P(F)\Mgq(F)
(4.32)
2
where P? is the standard parabolic subgroup of MQQ equal to P x P. Note that ATMG s the
truncation operator built in [Zyd22, Section 3.7] relatively to the diagonal embedding Mg C MQQ
In particular it takes smooth functions of uniform moderate growth on [Mé] to functions of rapid
decay on [Mg]! as in Theorem 4.9. We set

pTMG (¢) = / AT’M2Q¢(m)dm,
Mq]*
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The operator ATM% differs from the usual Arthur truncation operator of [Art80]. Indeed, in the
formalism of [Zyd22], the latter (say for some GLy) is associated to GLy C GLj, and not GLj, C GL3.

By [Zyd22, Theorem 4.1], pT-MG gives rise to a regularized period PM& when restricted to
.»4(1\/1262)reg the subset of ¢ € A(M%) such that for all standard parabolic subgroup P of Mg

VA € Ep2(p), Ya¥ € A%, (A, @) #0. (4.33)

If ¢ € A(Mé)reg , then the regularized period MG (¢) satisfies a relation of the form

2 M2
PMa(g) = > > exp((Ap,i, Tp))FTp “((qp,i)1, Ap.i)PTF (¢p.0), (4.34)
PCMg standard ¢

where the Ap;, gp; and ¢p; are respectively the exponents, polynomials and automorphic forms
2

appearing the normalized decomposition of ¢p2, and FTII\D/IQ is a Fourier transform defined as in
Lemma 4.8 (see [Zyd22, Section 4.4]).

Set Py,0 := PoN Mg, and ag g := ap, - Let T € ag,g. For ¢ a locally integrable function on
[Mg], we define A7 ¢ to be the operator A7 of (4.25) built with respect to Mg g C Mg. We
then have a truncated period P7Me($) and a regularized period PMe(¢), the latter being well
defined if ¢ € A(Mg)"™® where this set is described as in (4.29).

The behavior of the regularized period P? is summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.12. Let ¢ € Ag(G)™8. Set

Puq = (R(eku)P)ng(a),—pq

,—

Then we have

PRUp) = PMa (m € [MB] = PMO(R(m)pny)) = PM@ (m € [Mq] = PMe(R(m)pny)) -
(4.35)

Proof. For any T' € ag g we have a unique decomposition T = T+ T where T € ag%) and
T € ap,0. By Lemma 4.3, it is easily checked that we have for every m € [Mg] and m € [Mg ]

ATQp(mm) = ATME (m' € [M] = ATM (R(m')¢)(m)) (m)
= ATMa (' € [Mo] = ATM (R(m)p) (m)) (m).

If ¢ is a locally integrable function on [Mé], we know that the sum defining AT’M%qﬁ(m) is over a
finite set depending only on T and m and not on ¢ ([Zyd22, Lemma 2.8]). The same is true with

the other truncation operator A7Me. We may therefore switch ATMG with the integrals over
[Mg.x] and K (or A7"M& with those on [Mg]' and Ky ) and see that PT:Q(p) is

PTMa (m € M2] = PTMe(R(m)par,)) = PT9 (m € [Mo] = PTM2 (R(m)enr,)

It remains to say that the regularized periods can be expressed in terms of the truncated ones
(Theorem 4.11 and (4.34)) to conclude. O
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Remark 4.13. Note that if 1\/[%2 =TI~ GLZ and if ¢ € A(M%)reg, we may further decompose
PM2 () = @ PN (9), (4.36)
i=1

where PGL?H is the regularized diagonal Arthur period along GL,,. Moreover, by [Zyd22, Theo-
rem 4.6] we know that, when applied to a discrete automorphic form of some GL%, PCLE computes
the Petersson (bilinear) inner-product (:,~)gr, Pet-

4.3.6 Regularized periods of Eisenstein series

Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G, let m € Ilgisc(Mp). Recall that such 7 has trivial
central character on A%. Let ¢ € Apr(G). Let w € gwaWp. For A € ap, ¢ in general position, set

PO (p, A, w) = PTREL (W™, M(w, N, , wN)), (4.37)

Remark 4.14. The element wgd was defined in (4.5). We prefer to make it appear in (4.37) to
deal with the standard parabolic subgroup @5 rather than Q.

The truncated period in (4.37) is well defined for A in general position by [Lap08, Theorem 2.2]
(which ensures that generalized Eisenstein series are of uniform moderate growth), and if P, ¢ P,
it is zero. Let us compute the exponents of the generalized Eisenstein series. Let R € Frs. By
(2.5) and Lemma 4.3 we have

(B g M, N, wN) = Y BTt M, Nep,, w/h). (4.38)
std
w'E pstd Wgstd w
P.cP,,

Let w' € peta Wg:jw such that P, C P,s. Denote by (w'(\+ vy ))psta the projection of w' (A4 vy)
On apa - Then by Lemma 3.2 we know that

std d.—
(B M@, Npp, 0N w0y pua ) (W) € AR(G). (4.39)
Because 3r C ag, it follows that the exponents of (4.38) are the

(withe' (A + ”w')>| . (4.40)

iR

We will see in Lemma 4.15 that they are all contained in a}‘%’%_reg for A € apc in general position.
Therefore, for such A we set

PLUp, A w) = PUBEY (wih™ ™, M(w, Ngp,, wh)). (4.41)

std
Lemma 4.15. For every R C @ and every w' € Rstdes:dw such that P C P, we have for
A € ap in general position

0% (whdw' (A + v ) + BR)Gg(w%dw’()\ + V) +pp) #0
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Proof. By Lemma 2.1 we have w' € gwaWp. Set R = RN Mg and R = RN Mg. Write
P =P, x Pyypand A = A\ + A1, w = (wp,wyy1) accordingly. Let wV € A%XI By §4.1.5 we
have two cases.

1. w¥ e AI\R/I%’V: in that case we have (p,,@") = 0 and there exist w, € Ag:’v and w, | €

~ v
Ai;ﬁl such that
n+1

std,— Vi / / Vv / ! \Y,
<’UJ A+ Vw', Wp ’ZD > - <wn)‘n + Wy Y, wn> + <wn+1>‘n+1 + wn+1yw;+1’wn+1>'

By [Cha25, Lemma 3.1.5.1] and [Cha25, Lemma 3.1.5.2], because P C P,y if this expression
is constant then it is strictly negative.

2. w' e A;\{l?[,v: in that case by (4.14) A € apc — <w’)\,w§;§d’71wv> is clearly non-zero.

This shows that éQ(w%dw’ (A + vur) + pg) # 0 for A in general position. The argument for
0% (wiidw w' (X +vy) + pp) is the same. O

Proposition 4.16. For A € ap ¢ in general position and T sufficiently positive we have

exp((widw' (A + ) + p . TH))

PO p, N\, w) = Z 5R Z PLE(p, N\ w') - . (4.42)
ReFRrs w'e W Stdw QQ( Std (A+Vw')+BR)
RCQ Rstd Qstd
and
exp((wStw' (A + v ) + poy T
PIep A w) = Y S PR A pl{uw 'l )+ Lp R>>, (4.43)

Qs QQU)Sth) )\"—I/l +
i e ARt o

where in both cases we understand that the summands are zero unless Pr C P,y (whether or not
the denominator is identically zero).

Proof. The first point follows from (4.30) by the computation of the constant term in (4.38) and
of the exponents in (4.39). Indeed, we know by Lemma 4.15 that for A € a}@ in general position

EQstd (sttd,—l" M(w7 )\)()Opw s w)\) S AQ(G)I‘eg7

and by Lemma 4.8 we have FT% = eR(HQ)
We prove (4.43). To ease notation, we assume that () = G and w = 1, the general case being
similar. By the computation of the constant term in (4.38), we see by (4.31) that for T sufficiently

positive, T € ag g and A € ap ¢ in general position, PT+T,(g0, A) is

Yoo > exp((witw' (At vur) + pp TR)FTGE, TV, 1 witw' (A + v ) + p ) PT (0, A, w)
ReFrs w'€pstaWp

By Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.15, for A € apc in general position we have

Z Qexp((w%dw A+ vw) + pp, 10))

FTR(D, T, 1, widw' (A + v ) + p,.) = E— .
T GR T (0300) (Wit (A + vu) + py)

33



Note that if w' € RstdW st w for some w € gstaWp, for any H € 3¢ we have by Lemma 4.3

(wiw' (A + var) + pp, H) = (wwX +vw) + pgy, H).

By switching the sums over (2 and R and using Lemma 2.1 we now see that

/ std A " ,T T/
PIHT (5 \) = Z Z exp({wg (Std+ vw) + pp To + Th)) §
QEFRs WEHsta Wp QQ( w(A + vy) + pQ)

exp((wg dw' (A + vy + ,TQ
Z ngz Z PT’R(@j )\’w,) . ps< = ( ) pR >)
RCQ Qstd O (w3t (A + v) + pp)

w ERStdW btdw

By the first part of the theorem, the last line is P¢(p, A\, w’). We conclude by taking 7/ =0. [

Corollary 4.17. The map A € apc — PR (@, \,w) is meromorphic. Moreover, let f be a holo-
morphic function such that

A= M*(w, Ngp, = fF(N)M(w, Nep,
is holomorphic in a neighborhood of A\g. Then the map
A P (g, A w) = fA)PC e, A, w)
is meromorphic and we have in a neighborhood of X\
P (o, N\, w) = PY(M*(w, Npp,, A\, w). (4.44)

Proof. By Theorem 4.9 and the continuity of Eisenstein series from [Lap08, Theorem 2.2], for every
T sufficiently positive the map X — PT%(p, X\, w) is meromorphic. The first statement therefore
follows from Lemma 4.15 and Proposition 4.16. The other assertions are proved by the same
argument. O

4.4 Regularized periods and Zeta functions

In this section, we give a representation-theoretic interpretation of the regularized period P<?. By
Lemma 4.12 and Remark 4.13, it is enough to understand Zydor’s regularized period P. We show
that P it coincides with the Ichino-Yamana regularized period P?¥ built in [IY15]. It follows from
[IY15, Theorem 1.1] that it computes the Zeta integral of automorphic forms.

4.4.1 Local Whittaker functionals

Let ¥ be a non-trivial automorphic unitary character of F\A. We define 1y a generic automorphic
character of Ny(A) by the formula

n—1 n
Yo(u) =9 (Z _(un)i,i—f—l) (0 (Z(un+1)z‘,i+1> , u € No(A).

i=1 i=1
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This is a generic character of Ny(A) which is trivial on Ny g(A). It decomposes as 1o = [, ¥0,0-

We now fix v a place of F. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G, and let m, be a
smooth irreducible representation of Mp(F,). We say that m, is generic if it admits a non-zero
Whittaker model with respect to the restriction of v, to Mp(F,) N No(F,) (in which case it is
for every generic character). We denote by W(m,, 10,) the Whittaker model of m,, and take an
isomorphism W;ﬁ}o’” tmy = W(T, o).

Let w be the element in the Weyl group of G such that w(A¥f) C A and such that for every
root a in Np we have wa < 0. Let P’ = M’'N’ be the standard parabolic subgroup of G with
standard Levi factor wMpw™!. Let wiy be the generic character of (Mp N Ny)(A) such that for
n' € (Mpr N No)(A) we have wipg (v~ n/w) = 1o(n’). Let A € ap . For o, € I§(my ») with support
in P(F,)wPy(F,), we define the Jacquet functional by

Wo (oo X) = [ W (o) o 0 (4.45)

Then Wfﬁ(;:(-,)\) extends to a linear form on I§(m, ). We also write W}iﬁ;: for the associated
Whittaker function, i.e.

WS (gos pus A) = WS (R(90)00, V-

Moreover, the map A — W;ff;z (9v, Pv, A) is holomorphic (see [CS80]).

4.4.2 Local Zeta functions

For A € ap with R(A) in a positive cone, we define the local Zeta function by

Z, (9o, N) = WES (hy, o, Ndho, @ € IS, (4.46)

/NO,H(Fu)\H(Fv)
It admits a meromorphic continuation to ajp .

Write Mp = [[i" GLy, , x [T,-7" GL
every place v, set

b()\, 7TU) = H L(l + )\mi - An,j? Ty,n,i X 71',[\)/7”’]») H L(l + )\n-‘rl,i - )\n+17ja Ty,n+1,i X 7T1\)/,n+1,j)' (447)
i<j 1<J

_ m X Mp+1 X .
g and my = KTy i BT Ty 1 accordingly. For

Moreover, consider the Rankin—Selberg L-function

My Mn+1

1
L (/\ + 5, Ty, X 7Tv,n+1> = H H L(1/2 + /\n,i -+ )\n-i—l,jaﬂ'v,n,i X 7Tv,n+1,j)~ (4.48)
i=1 j=1

We now define the normalized local Zeta function by

Zr, (v, N)
()‘ + 1/27 To,n X 7Tv,n+1) .

Z2 (0, A) 1= b(\,
o (00 A) (Jr)L

Lemma 4.18. For any ¢, € Igm, the quotient

Zﬂ-v (()0'117 )\)
L(AN+1/2,mppn X Ty pt1)

is holomorphic on a%~. If we assume moreover that m, is unitary, the reqularized Zeta function
P PC Y, q

s (4.49)

A= ZE.U(QOU, A) is a meromorphic function on apc which is regular in the region R(N) € a}}’+.
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Proof. Assume by contradiction that (4.49) is not regular on apc. Then there exists some p such

that there is a single polar divisor passing through p and no zero divisor. Set W,, = W;ﬁ?;:(-, O, 1)
which belongs to the Whittaker model of Ing,u' Assume first that v is non-Archimedean. By
[JPS83, Theorem 2.7], there exists a meromorphic function L(s+1/2, I§,, ) such that the quotient

Zry(Wy, 5)
L(s+ 1/2,[%71’1,,#)

is entire, where Z, (W,,s) is the Zeta function from (4.46) associated to W,. By [JPS83, The-
orem 3.1], L(s + 1/2,18m, ) is equal to the product of L (1/2+ s+ A\, mypn X Tynt1) (where we
identify s with an element in agy, ) with a polynomial in ¢; and g, ®. Therefore, (4.49) is also
entire. This is the desired contradiction as the singularity at p cannot be compensated by a zero
by assumption. In the Archimedean case, one argues similarly using [Jac09, Theorem 2.1] instead.

Finally, because 7, is unitary and generic, b(\, m,) is regular in the region R(\) € a?f by
[BR94, Section 2|. This proves the last point. ]
4.4.3 Global Zeta functions

We now go back to the global setting. For any automorphic form ® € A(G), we may consider the
global Whittaker function

WY (g, ®) = [N]cp(ng)%(n)dn, g€ [aG]. (4.50)

For s € C, we consider the global Zeta integral
Z2(®,s) = / WY (h, B) |det h|* dh.
No,m (A\H (A)

By [BPCZ22, Lemma 7.1.1.1], this integral is absolutely convergent for R(s) large enough, and by
[IY15, Corollary 5.3], it admits a meromorphic continuation to C.
Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G, let 7 € Hgisc(Mp). If ¢ € Ap(G), we consider

e Cl*P,(‘C = Zﬂ'(()ov A) = Z(E((p, /\)70)

This is a meromorphic function in A by [IY15, Corollary 5.4] and [IY15, Equation (4.2)]. Moreover,
assume that ¢ = ®/ ¢, is factorizable and consider the product of global L functions L(A+1/2,m, X
Tn+1) and b(A, 7) which are the analogues of (4.47) and (4.48). By the unramified computations
of [CS80] and [Cog04, Theorem 7.1], there exists S a finite set of places of F' such that

L\ + %,ﬂn X 41
b(A, )

) T 7%, (00, 7). (4.51)

vES

ZW(‘P? )‘) =

The Zeta function is identically zero as soon as 7 is not cuspidal as residual representations are
not generic (see [Li92, Theorem 2.7] for a proof that their unramified components are not generic).
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4.4.4 Enter the Zeta integrals

We now relate the regularized periods P and the Zeta integrals Z,. We follows the strategy of
[IY15]. The starting point is a weak form of the fine expansion of the Rankin—Selberg period for
pseudo-Eisenstein series which vanish along singular affine hyperplanes. Its proof is nearly identical
to that of [IY15, Lemma 4.9] and [LRO3, Lemma 9.1.1].

Lemma 4.19. Let P,y be a standard parabolic subgroup of GL,y1. Let ® € PWp, , be a Paley-
Wiener function (see §2.5). Let ¢, € A(GLy,). Assume that ®(\) vanishes along the affine hyper-
planes of A € alp | ¢ such that

(WHTwA + A + Py @ Yy =0, (4.52)

for any Q € Frs, w € W(Poy1;Q54)), Ay € €0, (o) and w" € AY O.u (counted with multiplicities).

Then for k € apn+1 sufficiently positive we have

/ on(h)E(h, Fp)dh = P(on @ E(D(N), N))dA.
R(N)=k

Proof. Let k € ap  be sufficiently positive. By (2.10), we have

on(h)E(h, Fg)dh = / / E(h, ®(\), \)dAdh. (4.53)
" 1) Jroy=r

By Lemma 4.10 and the computation of the constant term of cuspidal Eisenstein series in (2.6), we
have for fixed h and A

eu(h)E(h, = > X meHuu(he—To)
QEFrs 0€Qp (F)\H(F)
xY AT ((en)q, ® B (M(w, NN, wh)) (3h),

weW( n+17Qn+1)

where we write E@n+1 (M (w, \)®(N\), w) for EQﬁil(wgd’_l-,M(w,/\)q)()\),w)\). Because these

three sums are finite, we see that (4.53) is

AT9 ((pn)q, ® B (M (w, \)®(), w)(3h) ) dAdh.

RN)=k
(4.54)

Fix @ and w. Write the normalized decomposition

(on)qnly qu Hq(9)) exp((Ag.is Ho(9)))pi(9), g € G(A)

as in (4.28). Let pStd be the element defined in §4.1.6. Because it belongs to a"%,, we see that for

every t > 0 it satlsﬁes the following properties:

Qstd )

1. if o € Ap,,, with wa < 0, then (—tw‘lpgd, aVv) > 0;

std

2. for every a € A Ztﬁl , (— tp," o
n+1 w

std \/> _ 0;
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Vo~ AV : td std A
3. for every w"’ € A g, tllglo(—thg ng wV) = li}}}o< tpy @ ) = —oo.
By 1 and 2, we can shift the contour of integration of the outermost integral of (4.54) to R(\) =
K — tw™ 1pgd without encountering any poles of M (w,A) or E(-,w\). Moreover, we stay in their
region of absolute convergence by [MW95], so that the integrand is of rapid decay in vertical strips
by Theorem 4.9. By 3, the factorization of the measures (4.24), Lemma 4.8 and Theorem 4.9, for

t large enough we have

/ 3" 1o (Ho,w(5h)g — To) / AT9 ((pn)q, ® B (M (w, \)®(N), wA)) (9h)dAdh
H] %5 R(N)=r

= / FTqla04, T, wSwA + Ao + pQ)PT’Q(api @ B9t (M (w, \)B(N), w))dA,
- K—tw~1pst -

where in the first line the first double integral is absolutely convergent. It follows the first quadruple
integral in (4.54) is absolutely convergent, and that by shifting back the contour to x, which is
possible because of the vanishing assumptions on ® by Lemma 4.8, it is

/ > FTq(aq T witwh + A + pQ)PT’Q(% ® EQn+1 (M (w, A\)D(N), wA))dA.
R(N)=k Quw,i
By (4.30) the integrand is P (¢, ® E(®()), A)), which concludes. O

Proposition 4.20. Let ¢ = ¢, @ o1 € A(G). For s € C, write ¢s = ¢ s @ pnt1. Then we have
the equality of meromorphic functions P(ps) = Z(p,s). In particular, if P is a standard parabolic
subgroup of G and if m € Ileysp(Mp), we have for X € apc in general position

P A) = Zz(@, M)

Proof. This is proved as in [IY15, Theorem 1.1]. Let us sketch the proof. [IY15], Ichino and
Yamana build a regularized period P’¥ with similar properties as Zydor’s version P. By [[Y15,
Lemma 4.9], it satisfies

| enhEh Fo)dh = [ P (o @ B@O), NN
[H] RN =k

under the same vanishing hypotheses on ® as in Lemma 4.19. Moreover, it is proved in [IY15,
Lemma 4.7] that, still with these vanishing requirements, for s € C with R(s) large enough and for
any f € CX(G(Fx)) we have

Jy s B x Faan = [ Z (o BUA, NP).2),5)

By repeating the argument of [[Y15, Section 4.10], we see that for all A sufficiently positive, and
therefore that for all regular A by analytic continuation we have

Plon @ E(@(X),A) = P (00 @ E(®(N),A) = Z(pn ® E(®(X),X),0).

Proposition 4.20 now follows from Franke’s theorem [Fra98] which states that any automorphic
form can be obtained as a linear combination of derivatives of cuspidal Eisenstein series (see [IY15,
Section 4.6]). O
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Remark 4.21. As a byproduct of the proof of Proposition 4.20, we obtain the equality P(y) =
PIY (o) for any ¢ € A(G)™. One may moreover check that the space A(G x G')* of [IY15,
Definition 3.2], which is the space of automorphic forms on which P is defined, is indeed equal
to our A(G)™8. However, the truncations A7 and AT'Y are different. In the case G = GL; x GLg,
we have Frs = {G, Py, Po} where Py is the opposite Borel. Then

AT p(h) = ¢(h) = 1y >t - 0Py (B) = gy <t - p, (R), b € GL1(A), (4.55)

while
AT ¢(h) = ¢(h) — Lay pmy>1 - 0P (R) = 1ay yny<—1 - 95,(h), h € GLi(A).
4.5 Residues of Rankin—Selberg periods

In this section, we compute some residues of the regularized period A — P(p, A).

4.5.1 A naive notion of residues

Let m > 1, let f be a meromorphic function on C™. Let A be a non-zero affine linear form on C™.
Write Hp for the affine hyperplane {v € C™ | A(v) = 0}. The map v — A(v)f(v) is a meromorphic
function on C™. Assume that H, is not contained in its polar divisor (i.e. Hp is at most a simple
polar divisor of f). Then its restriction to H, is a meromorphic function on #H, and we set

R/E:sf = (M), -

Let Aq,..., A, be a family of affine linear forms such that the underlying family of linear forms is
linearly disjoint. We consider the iterated residue

Res f :=Res...Res
AT<—A1f A As 1,

provided each residue is defined in the above sense. This is a meromorphic function on H := (| Hj,.
Note that the iterated residue a priori depends on the order of the affine linear forms. The following
easy lemma gives a condition for when it does not.

Lemma 4.22. Assume that there exists a meromorphic function g on C™ such that

_ 9
RS T TEN)

and that moreover H is not contained in any of the singularities of g. Then the residue ARG?\ f
re—A1

may be taken in any order and we have Res f = g3.
Ar(—/\l

4.5.2 Residues as regularized periods

Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G and 7 € Ilcusp(Mp). Write the Levi factor Mp =
(H;i"l Gan) X (HT:"fl GLnnH’j) and m = KX, ; K 7,41 ; accordingly.

Proposition 4.23. Let 1 < iy, ..., 0m < my, (resp. 1 < J1,. ., jm < mp41) be distinct indices such
that mn4 = 7y 5, for 1<T<m. Setk=mn—3 1.
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1. For every I, let A; be the affine linear form Aj(X) = Mg, + Ant1, + % Let fof&l be the
standard parabolic subgroup of GL,y1 of standard Levi factor (Hfll Ganl) X GLgy1. Let
Q@ € Frs be the element corresponding to (Qf}ﬁl,m + 1) under the bijection of Corollary 4.2.
Let w = (wp,wny1) € W(P; Q') be the only element such that wy(i;) = wny1(j;) = 1 for
1 <1 <m. Then for every ¢ € Ap(G) we have

Res P(p,\) = (—=1)™"P% (o, A, w). (4.56)
Am<—A1

2. For every l, let A; be the affine linear form Aj(N) = i, + Ay, — % Let Qfltf&l be the

standard parabolic subgroup of GLy,11 with standard Levi factor GLgiq X (Hll:m GLnn,il)'

Let () € Frs be the element corresponding to (Qifﬁlj 1) under the bijection of Corollary 4.2.

Let w = (Wn,wn11) € W(P; Q%) be the only element such that wy,(i;) = my, — 1 + 1 and
Wn1(j1) = Mpt1 — L+ 1 for 1 <1 <m. Then for every ¢ € Ap(G) we have

Res P(p, \) = P (o, \, w). (4.57)

Am<—A1

Proof. We begin with the first case (4.56) under the assumption that m = 1. By the functional
equation of Eisenstein series [BL24, Theorem 2.3|, we have for A in general position

P, A) = P(M(w, \)p, wA).

Note that M (w, \)y is regular for X in general position in the affine hyperplane A, ;+ Ay 41 5 —I—% =0.
It follows from Corollary 4.17 that it is enough to prove (4.56) for i = j =1 and w = 1.

We now assume that i = j = 1 and w = 1. We set A(X) = A1 + A\pg11 + % By the first
statement of Proposition 4.16, we have for any T sufficiently positive

exp((witwA + p, Tr))
PN =>¢ern > PPpA\w) — =R
R weW(P;Rstd) Or(wi wA +pp)

(4.58)

By the description of O in §4.1.4 and §4.2, we see that A divides HAR(w%dw)\ + BR) if and only

if Mg, is of the form (GLy,, x ...) and wy,(1) = 1, wpy1(1) = 1. In that case, denote by é%

the quotient of éR(w%dw/\ + pp) by A. By [BL24, Theorem 2.3], the generalized Eisenstein series

ER (M (w, A)p, w)) appearing in (4.58) are regular along our affine hyperplane. By Theorem 4.9
and the continuity of Eisenstein series from [Lap08, Theorem 2.2], so are their truncated periods

so that d
exp((wwA + pp, Tr))

_ T,R .
RAQS ,P(()D? )‘) = Z erP (907 A, ’U}) ) (459)

(Rw) O (witdwA + )

where (R, w) ranges in the couples we just described. But these are exactly the pairs with R C @
a Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroup of G and w € WQStd(QStd;RStd). Moreover, because of
the volume computation of (4.17), Gﬁ(w%de + pp) is equal to the restriction to A=({0}) of

ég(w%tdw)\ + pp)- Because 5% = —¢p, it follows from Proposition 4.16 that

Res P(p, )) = —Pp, N). (4.60)
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To prove (4.56) if m > 1, it remains to do induction on k thanks to (4.60) and to use parabolic
descent by Lemma 4.12.

The second case is exactly the same, the only difference being a minus sign which appears
because of the signs in 4.14. O

5 Residues of global Zeta integrals

Let IT be an automorphic representation of Arthur type of G, realized as a quotient of Ap, » —,. (G)
as in §3.2.2. In this section, we build a H(A)-invariant linear form Pr on Ap_, . (G), and show
that it factors through II if IT is in general position (see Theorem 5.2). Because it is a residue of a
global Zeta integral, it admits an Euler product decomposition. We also show in §5.4 that P, is a
regularized period along a degeneracy of [H|.

5.1 Periods for relevant inducing pairs
Because P, is defined on an induction, we prefer to keep track of the choice of the inducing data
for TI. We translate the relevance condition of §1.1.1 for Arthur parameters in this language.

5.1.1 The relevance condition

Let I be the set of relevant inducing pairs. This is the set of pairs (P, ) where P is a standard
parabolic subgroup of G’ whose standard Levi factor Mp = Mp,, x Mp 41 admits a decomposition

mi m2
Mpyn = [ GLaq.iyri) % ] GLa@i)-1yr@i)» (5.1)
i—1 i=1
mi m2
Mpnr1 = ]] GLq,i -1 % I GLaiyr@.; (5.2)
i=1 i=1

and 7 € Ilgsc(Mp) is a discrete automorphic representation (with trivial central character on A¥)
and such that, with respect to (5.1) and (5.2), 7 = m, K 7,41 decomposes as

_ ~gqma sqme2 o,V _ sgm1 LV ggma2 .
T = B i B2 g s Mnn = BT G G o, (5:3)

where we set Speh(o, d)”™ = Speh(c, d—1), and we have 71 ; = Speh(o1,4,d(1,1)), m2; = Speh(o24, d(2,17))
for some representations o1 ; € Tleusp(GLy(1,4)) and 02;; € Heusp(GLy(2,5)). By convention Speh(o, 0)
is the trivial representation of the trivial group.

Let (P, ) € 1. With the choices of coordinates made in §3.1.1, a} is realized as a subspace

ap C (R™ x R™2) x (xR™ x R™?). (5.4)
A similar decomposition holds for ap¢. If A € a}p, we write

A= (AW, A2)n), ADnt1, M2)n+1)) (5:5)

according to this decomposition. Note that A(2),; = 0if d(2,7) = 1, and A(1),41,; = 0if d(1,7) = 1.
We define the anti-diagonal subspace a; C ap to be

ADpi = =ADnyrs, 1<i<my, ifd(1,i) #1, }

A2ni = -AN2nsts 1<i<mo, if d(2,i) # 1, (5-6)

a;:{)\ea*p
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We have an isomorphism
Aear— (A1), A2) := (A1)n, A(2)pt1) € R™ x R™2, (5.7)

We also have an anti-diagonal subspace a;  C ap ¢ defined by the same equations. Note that a7 is
exactly the subspace of A € ap ¢ such that (P, 7)) € Iy if we lift the requirement that the central
character is trivial on A¥’, and ask that it is unitary instead.

5.1.2 Singular affine linear planes

Let (P, ) € I be a relevant inducing pair. Let o and v, be respectively the cuspidal automorphic
representation of Mp_ and the element of aj,_such that Ap,(G) is obtained by taking residues of
Eisenstein series on the induction Ap, o, ., (G) (see §3.2.2). For A € a},_ in general position, we
have the global Zeta function Z,_(-,A) from §4.4.3. We can identify a;b — v, with a subspace of
ap_c- It is contained in a finite union of singularities of Zg. (-, A) which are all affine hyperplanes.
We now describe the corresponding affine linear forms.

By assumption, we can write Mp_ the standard Levi factor of P, as follows:

mi
MPW,TL H(GL (1, ) L) ¢ H GL (2,1) ) 42 Z)_la (58)
i=1 i=1
my ma
MPﬂ—JH-l = H(GL’I’(l i) b H GLT(2 z) d(2 ' (59)
=1 i=1

This yields an identification
mi m2
a*Pm(C _ <H (Cd(l,i) > H Cd(?,i)—l) <H (Cd (1,9) >< H Cd(Q i ) ]
i=1 i=1
We will from now on write the coordinates of any A € aj_ with respect to these identifications.
More precisely, if A = (A, Ant1) € ap_ ¢ Wwe write A, as
()‘(17 1)117 B 7)‘(17 ml)n7 /\(27 1)n7 cee A(27 m2)n) (510)

where for example A(1,1),, € C*%1 has coordinates (1, Dns-- -, A1, 1) g(1,1)- The same applies
for Apy1.
We now build a set Ly of affine linear forms on aj_. They are defined as

N . , 1<i<my,
Ar(14,5)(A) = =L Dnai—j+1 + ML Dy +1/2), 1<j< d(ll i)—1
Lo ’ T (5.11)
) ‘ . <i < 'my,
Ay (2,4, 5)(A) = =A@, Dnj + A2 Dntrai—j+1 +1/2), 1<j< d(22 i) —1.

Set Hy = Na er, Ha, - We also have the set L_ of linear forms defined by the following equations.

. B , , ' 1 <i<my,
A (L4, 5)(A) = ML D) agriy—j + ML )ng1y — 1/2, 1<j<d(l,i)—1

o (5.12)
A_(2,4,5)(A) = M2, 0)n,5 + A2, 1) nt1,a02,0)-5 — 1/2, 1<j<d?2,i)—1.
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Set H_ =NA_er_Ha_. If we restrict to A € H4, we have (for ¢ and j in the suitable range)

A_(1,4,5)(A) = AL Dnaiy—j — AL Dnas—j+1 — 1= ML )nt15 — AL )nt1541 — 1,
A_(2,4,5)(N) = A2, )n; — A2, )nj+1 — 1 = N2, Dni1a@i—5 — M2 Dnr1d@i—jr1 — 1
(5.13)
It follows that

H+ NH_ = Cl;k.r’(c — Ur. (514)
Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ € Ap, o, 1, (G). The residue LRueg Zg, (P, N) is a well-defined meromorphic
+ —
function on oy « — vy and can be computed with respect to any order on the set Ly U L_.

Proof. We can assume that ¢ = ®! ¢, is factorizable. By (4.51), we have the Euler product
expansion for S large enough

Zoo(9,3) = LA 200 X Orar)

b\, o)

11 Z:. (00, N).

VES

Because —v, € aﬁf*, we see using the description of a’ in (5.6), that for every a € ¥p_ the

map A € ay ¢ — U H> (A, aV) is either non-constant, either constant equal to a positive integer.
By Lemma 4.18, we conclude that a o — vz is not contained in any of the singularities of the
product of the local terms, which all come from b(\, 07 ,). By the properties of Rankin-Selberg
L-functions, the affine linear forms in L, U L_ direct all the singularities of the quotient of global
L-functions containing a; ¢ — Vx, which are all affine hyperplanes with multiplicity one coming from
L(AN+1/2,05n X 07 n+1). Therefore, Lemma 4.22 concludes. O

5.1.3 Residues of Zeta functions and main result

Let (P,m) € Iy be a relevant inducing pair. We denote by Res Z, (-, A) the iterated residue
obtained in Lemma 5.1. For A € a} - we set, with the coordinates of (5.7),

d(1,7) — d(2,7) + 1
[J 2 (A(l)i +A(2); + (1,9) 2( J) 01,0 X 02,]')
]

LT) =~ d(k,i) + d(k, 7) |
II 1I L(A(k»—w)ﬁ ’ | v”'fﬂ'“’iﬂ‘)

k=11<i<j<my, 2

Theorem 5.2. The following properties hold.

1. For A € a} ¢ in general position, Res Zy, (-, A\ — vr) factors through Ap, o, -0, (G) —
Apxa(G) and yields a H(A)-invariant linear form Pr(-, X) on this induction.

2. There exists a regular never vanishing function € (which is a product of epsilon factors and
of special values of L-functions) such that for \ € a; ¢ in general position and ¢ € Ap(G)
with ¢ = EP*(¢, —vy) and ¢ = @,¢, we have

Pr(eA) = eMWLO ™[] 28, (60, X = vi),
veES
where S is any sufficiently large finite set of places of F'.

v

Remark 5.3. The possible singularities of P (i, A) come either from L(\, 7), either from the ng
It turns out that the latter are regular for A € ¢aj. This will be proved in Theorem 6.1.
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5.2 Computation of the residues

We now compute Res Z,_ (-, A — vz) by varying the order of the linear forms in L4 U L_. Because
we know that Z,_ (-, A — vr) is P(-, A) (Proposition 4.20), we can use Proposition 4.23.

5.2.1 Residues along L

Let ¢ € Ap, »,(G). By Lemma 5.1, we have the meromorphic function I%es P(p, ) on Hy. We
+
compute it using Proposition 4.23 by varying the order in L .

We start by taking the order

(e@<—d(?’i)‘l A+<2,z‘,j>>e<¥”—le—l A+(1,z’,j)> (5.15)
=1 j=1 i=1 j=d(1,i)—1

where for example the notation %(ﬁ A4 (1,4,7) means
= J= t)—

A(l,my, 1) oo Ap(1,2,d(1,2) — 1) = Ap(1,1,1) < ... < Ap(1,1,d(1,1) — 1)
By Proposition 4.23, we have an explicit description of %es P(p, A). Set
+

mi ma

k=Y r(Li)=> r(2,) -1 (5.16)

i=1 i=1

es

Let Pf‘tdm 11 be the standard parabolic subgroup of GL,, 1 with standard Levi factor

mi m2
Mprsetéjv"‘f'l = H(GLT(17i))d(l’z)_1 H(GLT(QJ))d@’Z)_l X GLk+1. (517)
i=1 =1

To ease notation, set

A1, < ) =Y (d1) 1), d2<i) =325 1), D=d1<m)+d2<m). (5.18)
= =1

Let Ps be the Rankin-Selberg parabolic subgroup of G' associated to (Pfetsdn +1,D + 1) by the
bijection of Corollary 4.2. Note that it is standard. We simply write M?es and M for M%,ms and
Mp,.. respectively. We now describe the element w appearing in (4.56). It belongs to W (Pr; Pres).
We first build an element wy = (w1, w1 p+1) € W(Px). Let myy, (resp. my 1) be the number
of blocks of Mp, ,, (resp. Mp, n41) so that we identify w; , with a permutation in &(my ) (resp.
w1 n+1 With a permutation in &(my n41)). Then wy is a product of cycles. More precisely, for every

1 <i<my let w,; € &(mgy) be the cycle
wp; = (d(1,<i—1)+1 D+m; D+m—1 ... d(1,<i—1)+2)
and let for 1 <7 < mg let wy41; € S (Mg n+1) be the cycle following the same pattern

Wny1i = (d(1,<my) +d(2,<i)+1 D+myg ... d(1,<mp)+d(2,<i)+2)
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Then we set

Win = Wnmy ---Wnl, Wintl = Wptlmg---Wntl,1, W1 = (wl,na wl,n—i—l)- (519)

More concretely, wy, sends Mp, , to

mi

H(GLT‘(L’L)) 4L9)- ' H GLT(? 1))d(QZ X H GL (1,8)» (520)

=1 =1 =1

by sending the first GL,(1; in each product (GL,, ))d(l ") to the bottom-right corner. On the
other hand, wi n4+1 sends Mp,_ 41 to

mi

H(GL’I‘(L’L)) Lo)- ' x H GLr(Z 1))d(QZ X H GL (2,8)» (521)

=1

this time by sending the last block of each (GL,. (2 Z))d(2 ) to the corner. By elementary computations,
the element w which appears in (4.56) is wiwy ,, 1, where wy 1 € GLj41 is the element defined
in §3.2.2 such that Ap, | r,,,(GL,41) is the image of M* (wmhq, —Vrn+1). By Proposition 4.23,
we have for A € H in general position

Res P(6, A) = PP (6, N, wnw ) (5.22)
+

We now compute R}Jes P(¢, A) by choosing a different order on L. Consider
+

<ﬁ<7 A+(2,z,])> — ((%& Ap(1,1 ])) (5.23)
% j=d(2,i) =1 7j=1

For every 1 <i < my, let wj,; € &(my,) be the cycle
wy,; = (d(1,<i)+1 D4+mi D+my—1 ... d(1,<i)+2)
and for 1 < i < myg, set

wy ;= (d(1,<m1)+d(2,<i—1)+1 D+mg ... d(1,<m1)+d(2,<i—1)+2).

Write
/ / / /
Wo = Wy -+ Wyt W2ntl = Wyig my -+ Wy 1, W2 = (W20, W2n41).- (5.24)

The action of wz can be described as in (5.20) and (5.21). In particular, wiwy ,, 1. Pr = wow} ,. Pr.
Another application of Proposition 4.23 gives for A € H in general position

Res P(¢, \) = Pl (¢, X, wows ). (5.25)
+
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5.2.2 Residues along L_

We now compute the residues along L_. The key property we need is the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. The following assertions hold.

o For every o € Xp, such that wy. ,, .1 <0, the map A (A, aV) is non-constant on Hy, and
either non-constant or equal to a positive integer on Hy NH_. Let 31 be the subset of a’s
such that this integer is 1. Then for A € H4

[Maer . A-(N)
H;ill A—(17 i, d<17 Z) - 1)<)‘) '

H ((Avav> - 1) =

a€d

o For every a € ¥p_ such that wia < 0, the map A — (w;nﬂ)\, aV) is non-constant on H,
and either non-constant or equal to a positive integer on Hy NH_. Let X} be the subset of
a’s such that this integer is 1. Then for A € Hy

TT (i ha¥) — 1) = [[ A (L. d(1,i) — 1)(A).

ae i=1

Proof. For the first assertion of each point, note that the maps A € Hy — A\, € a*Pmn,C and
A€ Hy = Apy1 € ap_ 1 ¢ are both surjective. The second assertion follows from the explicit
description of wy in (5.20) and (5.21), and of the restriction of the A_’s to H in (5.13). O

We can now fully compute the residue using the first order (5.15).

Lemma 5.5. For A € Hy, define the meromorphic map

M (wy, w41 A) = (H A_(1,4,d(1,i) — 1)()\)> M (w1, w41 A (5.26)
=1

Then we have the equality of meromorphic functions on Hy N H_

Res Res P(6,A) = P (M (wr, ] s VM (W] 141, Ny wrus 1 M) |
- L4

where M*(w}, 11, \)¢ is the regularized global intertwining operator (on the GLy1 component) de-
fined in (3.11). Moreover, HyNH_ is not contained in any of the singularities of M* (w1, wy ;1 A).

Proof. By Lemma 5.4, the restriction of M (w1, w} 1)) to Hy is well-defined, and moreover
by Theorem 3.1 all its singularities that contain H; N H_ must come from poles of the global
factor n,, (w1, wy 1 A). As this factor is a product of Rankin-Selberg L-functions of cuspidal
representations by (3.8), they must lie along affine hyperplanes such that (w} .\, a") is constant
equal to 1. Therefore, H, NH_ is not contained in any of the singularities of M*(wy, w;nﬂ)\) by
Lemma 5.4. By the same argument, the map

HA_ eL_ A ()‘)

A AL (L d(L 1) - DY

M(w:r,n+1a >‘)¢
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is M*(w} 11, A)¢ when restricted to H4 NH_. Therefore, we see that

M (wiwr i1, A)@ = ( I1 A(>\)> M (wiwy 1, A)@
A_el_

is meromorphic on H 4 and equal to M* (w1, wy 1 A)M*(w} 11, A)¢ when restricted to Hy NH_.
We now study the possible poles coming from PTres. Set @, = WiwWy y41-Pr = w1.Pr. Let

Q be a Rankin-Selberg parabolic subgroup such that Qr C QY and Q C P, and let w €

Whes (Qr, Q**%). Note that we have described in (5.20) and (5.21) the standard Levi of Q,, and it

follows that Q, N M2, = Q N M2, = M2,.. If we set Qr = Qr N Mpes and Q = Q N Mg, then

w E V[/'./\/lrcs,(g7r7 Qstd) and

égres (wgdwwlw;nﬂ)\ + BQ) = %\4”5 (wsgtdwwlw;nﬂ)‘ + BQ)' (5.27)

However, the map A € Hy NH_ = (wiwy 41\ )ag. o € a5, ¢ Is surjective given the explicit
description of (5.6). Lemma 4.15 concludes that (5.27) is indeed non-zero for A € Hy NH_ in
general position.

Finally, we claim that the map

std % " N .
Ao B (M(w, w1w7r,n+1)\)M (w1w7r,n+1, Ao, wwlwmnﬂ)\)

is meromorphic on Hy and that H, N 7H_ is not contained in any of its singularities. Note that
std . . o . .

both E@™ and M (w, w1wgr p11A) live in M,es because of the conditions on Q% and w described

above. But as A € Hy NH_ — (1w} 11 )jag. o € 05, ¢ is surjective, we easily conclude by

[BL24, Theorem 2.3] that both M (w, wiw} ,1A) and B wwiwy , 1 A) satisfy the claim.
By Corollary 4.17, we have the equality of meromorphic functions on H
Pl (M (Wi, 1, )b, w01 i\, 1)
HA_eL_ A—(/\)

Moreover, H, NH_ is not contained in any of the singularities of the numerator. We now conclude
by Lemma 4.22 that

Pgis P, \) =

Res Res P(¢, \) = Plres (M*(wlw; nils Ao, wiwy n+1)‘) .
L_ Ly ' ’

O
The proof of the following lemma is exactly the same.
Lemma 5.6. For A € H, define the meromorphic map
ma
M* (w2, wy ,\) = (H A_(2,4,d(2,i) — 1)()\)) M (w2, wy ,N). (5.28)
i=1

Then we have the equality of meromorphic functions on Hy N H_
Res Res P(¢,A) = PP (M*(wn, w) M) M* (W}, M), waw A
L Ly ’ ’ ’

where M* (w5, ,, \)¢ is the reqularized global intertwining operator (on the GLy component) defined
in (3.11).
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Proposition 5.7. The linear form

LFIL?Ei P(7 )\ o Vﬂ-) : AP"V’U‘"»)\_VW (G) — (Ca

well defined for A € a} ¢ in general position factors through the quotient

EP’*(~,>\—I/7|—
— 7

APTUUW,)\_VW (G) ) APJT,)\(G)

and yields a H(A)-invariant linear form Pr(-,A) : AprA(G) — C.

Proof. Recall that by (5.14) we have Hy N'‘H_ = a} ¢ — vr. The proposition follows from Corol-
lary 3.3, Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6. The linear form P, (-, \) is H(A)-invariant as a residue of the
H(A)-invariant linear form P(-, A — v;) (Theorem 4.11). O

5.2.3 Proof of Theorem 5.2

We can now end the proof of Theorem 5.2. Because P(¢, \) = Z,, (¢, A) by Proposition 4.20, the
first part is a reformulation of Proposition 5.7. The second part is proved by computing the residues
of Z, (¢, ) from its Euler product expansion in (4.51), as we know that the local factors don’t
contribute by the proof of Lemma 5.1.

5.3 Functional equations of P,

The regularized linear form Pr(-,A\) on Apr (G) a priori depends on the choice of inducing datum
(P, 7). We now show that changing it results in a functional equation for P.

Let (P,m) € Il. Note that any w € W (P) can be identified with a pair (wy, wp+1) € &(my +
mz)?, where we recall that we allow blocks of size zero in the case d(1,i) = 1 or d(2,j) = 1. We
define W (7) to be the set of w € W (P) which satisfy

Wy, = Wpy1 € &(my) X S(mg) C &(my + mya). (5.29)

Therefore, with the definitions in §5.1.1, Wa(7) is exactly the set of wa € W(P) such that
(wa.P,wam) € Ilg. Moreover, we have WALy ¢ = Oy o C
The functional equations satisfied by P, are summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. Let wa € Wa(m). For ¢ € Ap(G) and A € ay ¢ in general position we have
PF(@? )\) = P’U)Aﬂ(M(wAa A)SO7 UJA)\) (530)

Proof. Assume that ¢ = EP*(¢, —vy) for ¢ € Ap, o, (G). By Lemma 2.2 and [Lap08, Theorem 2.2]
we have for A in general position the equality M (wa, \)p = E¥2P*(M(wa, A — V), WA — Vig 1 )-
We have E(M(wa, p)o, wan) = E(p, u) so that the proposition follows from the definition of Py
and the fact that we can take the residues in any order by Lemma 5.1. O
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5.4 The residue-free construction

We explain an alternative construction of P, without residues. The idea is to realize Ap.(G) as a
subrepresentation of some parabolic induction rather than as a quotient.
Let P » be the standard parabolic subgroup of G' with standard Levi factor

mi ma
Mp, .n=1]] (GL(d(u)q)r(u) X GLr(l,i)) 11 GLaei-1yrei
i—1

=1
mi m2

Mp, i1 = [T Gl e TT (Gl -1res X Gloes) -
i=1 =1

Then P C Py, C P. Recall that we have defined in (5.19) an element wj 5,41 and in (5.24) an
element wy . Set wi = (wan, w1 pt1). Then wy € W(Py 7). Set Q4 » := wy. Py ». Then we have

mi ma mi

Mg, .. = [T GLa -1, [T GLwen-vrei T Gl (5.31)
i=1 =1 =1
mi ma m2

Mg, n+1 = [ GLas-vrws 1] CLai-vr@s 1T Glr@- (5.32)
=1 =1 =1

In words, w4 sends the GL,(; ;) and GL, ;) blocks at the bottom right corners, while preserving
their order.
Let Pf‘rt,d 41 be the standard parabolic subgroup of GL,, 1 with standard Levi factor

n

mi ma2
Mpsa = T CLiai-1)r5) * TT GLa@i)-1)r(2,4) X GLkt1, (5.33)
' i=1 i=1

where we recall that £+ 1 = >, 7(2,7). Let Py be the Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroup of G
corresponding to the pair (PJS:% +1,m1 +mg + 1). It is standard. Note that wy € p, Wp and that
Py C Py, = Py 5. We also have Pes C Py

We now consider the regularized period A € apc — PP+ (p, A\, w,) which is well-defined for
A € ap in general position by Corollary 4.17.

Proposition 5.9. Let ¢ € Ap.(G). Then A\ — PP+ (p,\,wy) is a well-defined meromorphic
function on ay . Moreover, for X in general position we have

PP (0, A wi) = Prlp, ). (5.34)

Proof. The proof is very similar to Proposition 5.7, so that we only sketch it. We start from
¢ = EP* (¢, —v,). We compute Res, P(¢, A) by taking the residues in the following order:

m2 1 .. mi 1 .o
<Zm A+(2,Z7J)> — (Zm A+(1,l,j)> .
Recall that by Remark 4.13 we know that the Arthur diagonal period computes the Petersson inner
product. By the computation of the constant term of residual automorphic forms in Lemma 3.2,
it follows that (5.34) reduces to the adjunction between residues of Eisenstein series and constant
terms (see [Boi25a, Proposition 9.4.4.1]). We refer the reader to [Boi25a, Proposition 12.2.4.1]
where this computation is carried out. ]
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6 Split non-tempered Gan—Gross—Prasad conjectures

We keep the notation from §4 and §5, so that G = GL,, x GL,+1 and H = GL,,.

In this section, we prove the global non-tempered GGP conjecture from Theorem 1.2. By the
Euler product factorization of Theorem 5.2, it remains to study the local linear forms ngv. We
prove in Theorem 6.1 that they yield non-zero H-invariant linear forms on the local components
of Ap(G). As explained in §1.2.2, we will provide two proofs of this result. In this section, we
show that it follows from the factorization property of the global regularized period P,. We then
end the proof of Theorem 1.2 in §6.3.

6.1 The split non-tempered local Ichino—Ikeda conjecture

We spell out the result that we need on ngv. Because the problem is purely local, we fix a place
v and henceforth drop it from the notation. In particular, F' is a local field of characteristic zero.
6.1.1 Setting

Recall that we have defined in §1.2.1 a notion of irreducible representation IT of weak Arthur type
for G(F) with relevant parameter. Such IT = IT,, X II,, 1 ; decomposes as a parabolic induction

mi ma2
I, = X Speh(d14,d(1,)),,, x X Speh(8s;,d(2,i) — 1)y, ,, (6.1)
i=1 i=1
mi m2
I, 11 = X Speh(dY;,d(1,i) = 1)_p,, x X Speh(d2,d(2,%))u,,, (6.2)
i=1 i=1

where the 01 ; and 03 ; are irreducible square integrable representations of some GL,(; ;) and GL,(24
respectively, and the vy ; and v ; are all real numbers of absolute value strictly less than 1/2.
Foreach k € {1,2} and index 1 < ¢ < my, set m; = Speh(dy 4, d(k, 7)) and Tei = Speh(0y 4, d(k,i)—
1). Define
7= (R R Y ) R (R R )

This is an unitary irreducible representation of Mp(F') a standard Levi factor of a standard
parabolic subgroup P of G. In particular, we have II = Igw,,n for v € ap which accounts
for the twist by the v1; and 15 ;. Note that (P, m) is of the same shape as the relevant inducing
pairs in IIgz that we considered in the global setting in §5.1.1. In particular, we may define the
space ay ¢ as in (5.6). We have vy € aj.

Let P, be the standard parabolic subgroup of G such that

br = Opn®br i1 = (&lmzll(g?i;i(l,i) @?;21 (5;/7i)lx(d(2,i)—1)) < (&2111(5}/,i)®(d(1’i)_1) g?gl 55?(2@')) (6.3)

is a square integrable representation of Mp, (F). We define v, € ap_as in §3.2.1 so that II is a
quotient of Igﬁ5w,—uw+un~ Note that this is not a standard module in general.

6.1.2 Normalized Zeta functional

By [Zel80, Theorem 9.7], the square integrable representation 0. is generic. After choosing a
Whittaker functional for §,, for any ¢ € Igﬁ dr and A € ap_, we can consider the Jacquet integral

50



W;ﬁ:,gﬁ (¢, A) and the Zeta integral Zs_(¢, A) from (4.45) and (4.46). We also have the local L-factors
b(A, 0x) and L(A+1/2,07 n X 07 nt1) from (4.47) and (4.48). We form the normalized Zeta integral
ZEW (¢, A) as in (6.4). The formula is

25, (9, A)
(A +1/2,0r0 X O t1)

73 (6,0 =7 b(\, bx). (6.4)

By Lemma 4.18, A € ap,_ Z§7r (¢, A) is regular outside of the singularities of b(\, 0;), and by the
proof of Lemma 5.1 we know that az ¢ — Vr is not contained in this union of affine hyperplanes.
We may therefore consider the restriction and define

RZ; (9,)) = (Zi(qﬁ, Il ) (N, A€arc—va

TI',(C_VW

o . . _—
This is a meromorphic function on ay ¢« — vr.

6.1.3 Statement of the main theorem

The goal of §6 is to prove that RZEﬁ enjoys the following properties.
Theorem 6.1. The following assertions hold.

1. Regularity: For every ¢ € Igﬂ%, the meromorphic function RZEW(cb, A) is reqular at the point
—Vg + 1.

2. Non-vanishing: The map RZEW(-, —vr +vn) is non-zero and H(F')-invariant.

3. Factorization: The linear form RZEW(‘, —vx + vpp) factors through Igﬂ57r,—u,r+un — II.

We will provide two proofs of Theorem 6.1. The first uses a local-global argument and the Euler
product expression of P, given in Theorem 5.2. It works equally well in the Archimedean and non-
Archimedean cases, and is the content of this section. The second proof is local and specific to the
non-Archimedean setting. It will be given in §7.

6.1.4 Factorization is enough

It turns out that having condition 3 in Theorem 6.1 generically is enough to prove the other two
points. To prove this, we first recall some properties of Zgﬂ.

Lemma 6.2. Let m; and w2 be two irreducible representations of GLy, (F) and GLy,(F'), with

GL GL
m = Ip k1617,,1 and mg = Ip, F

and Mp,(F) respectively, and let vy € ap and vy € ap,. Further decompose 61 = K™ 61; and
0y = &}Elégm where the 61, and 62 ; are representations of some general linear groups. Write
(v14) and (v ;) for the coordinates of v1 and vy. Then

2021, for some square integrable representations 01 and 62 of Mp, (F')

mi mo

L(S, T X 7'('2) = H H L(S + Vi + V2.4, 5171‘ X (520‘). (65)
i=1j5=1

o1



Proof. By [MW89, Lemme 1.8] we may assume that v € a?;r and vy € a?;r. Then we take

@1 D P, and Q3 D P such that vy € agj and 1y € C‘B: Consider 1 = I%Qlél and 5 = IIZZQQ 09.
They are irreducible tempered representation by [Jac77]. In the non-Archimedean case, by [JPS83,

G G
Proposition 8.4] we are reduced to proving (6.5) for [QlLkl T1,, and IQ2Lk2 To,u,. But this is now
[JPS83, Proposition 9.1]. In the Archimedean case, we use the analogous results from [Jac09]. O

Recall that we have defined a normalized intertwining operator Ns_ in §3.3.2.
Lemma 6.3. The following assertions hold.

1. Let w € W(Pr). For A € ap,_¢ in general position, we have
Z3,(6:0) = Ziys, (N5, (w, N)g,w)).

2. For any A outside of the singularities of b(\,0r), the linear form ¢ — Zgw(qb, A) is non-zero.

Note that for the first assertion to hold we need to pinpoint the measures and Whittaker
functionals involved, otherwise it may only be true up to scalar. We will explain how to make
adequate choices in §7.1.1, and for now leave this issue unresolved to ease the exposition.

Proof. The first point is a consequence of the computation of 7-factors (see e.g. [Kim04, Sec-
tion 11.1]) (see also §7.1.3 below where we recall the formulae).

For the second, we first take A € a},_¢ such that R(\) € cthr Let Q@ D P; be a standard

parabolic subgroup of G such that () € CLQJr Set 7 = I}]ym Mo 0. This is an irreducible tempered
representation of Mg(F) by [Jac77]. By the definition of Jacquet functionals and by the compati-

bility of L-factors with respect to induction from Lemma 6.2, we have Z; 1= = Z3. 2. The result now
follows from [JPS83, Proposition 9.4] in the non-Archimedean case, and [J ac09] in the Archimedean
case. If now A is any element outside of singularities of b(\, d5) so that ¢ — 7 5 (@, A) is well-defined,

we may choose w € W (Py) such that R(w\) € afﬂ’jgﬂ, and then reduce to the previous case by the
first point of the lemma. O

We can now prove that "factorization is enough" in Theorem 6.1.

Proposition 6.4. Assume that for \ € ay ¢ in general position the linear form RZEW(O,)\ — Vr)
factors through the quotient Igﬂém)\_yw —» Igm\. Then Theorem 6.1 holds.

Proof. Let w € W (Py) so that w(—vy 4+ vpp) € aQ , where Q; = w.P;. By Theorem 3.1, the
normalized operator Ny (w™1, w) is regular at —v, + vy (as a meromorphic operator on a Po.C)
We may therefore consider the composition

N(w™ ' w(—va+vm)) N(wk,—vr+vm)
_—

II.

G
1§, wor —ve v I Or,—vatvn

By [MW89, Section I.11], the last map realizes the quotient II(’;W Or,—vrtvy — 1. We claim that the
composition is also surjective. Because II is irreducible by [MW89, Proposition 1.9] (this is where
we use the hypothesis that all the components of v are of absolute value strictly less that 1/2), it
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is enough to show that it is non-zero. But by Theorem 3.1, it is Nyg(wiw ™!

[MW89, Equation (I.1.2)] it is indeed non-zero.
Letpel gﬂ 0. By the preceding discussion, in a neighborhood i of —v;+vyy in apc—Vx We may

,w(—vr +v11)) and by

choose a local section of the holomorphic map A — Nj_(w%, \)¢ by the operator Nys_(wiw™ wl).
This means that there exists a holomorphic family A € U — ¢(\) € Igﬂwéﬂ)\ (where all these
spaces are identified by restriction to K) such that for A € U we have

N, (w3, A) (Nus, (™!, wA)o(A) = ¢) = 0.

By assumption, for A € a} - — vr in general position the linear map ¢ — Zgﬁ (¢, A) factors through
N, (wy, A). By Lemma 6.3, for A € U N (a}, ¢ — vx) in general position we have

RZ%; ($(N),wA) = RZL (¢, N).

By Lemma 6.3, the LHS is holomorphic at —v; 4 v, so that the RHS is as well.

That ¢ — RZE(qS, —vr +v) factors through IT follows from the fact that this holds generically
and that for any u € a} - we have Ns_(wyr, pu — vr)¢ = (Ns, (wr, —vz)d)p

Finally, it remains to prove that this linear map is non-zero. But this follows immediately from
Lemma 6.3 by lifting the problem to a standard module. O

6.2 A local to global proof of the factorization property
We prove that the factorization property required in Proposition 6.4 holds.

Proposition 6.5. Let F' be a local field of characteristic zero. Let 11 be a representation of weak
Arthur type of G, with relevant Arthur parameter. Then for X € a7 ¢ in general position the linear
form, RZEW(~, A — vr) factors through the quotient Ilg’wéﬂ,A,yﬁ — IST.

Proof. Recall that ¢, decomposes as a tensor product of d1; and d2; in (6.3), which are discrete
series of some GL,(; ;)(F) and GL,( ;) (F') respectively. By applying the globalization result of

[Clo86, Theorem 1.B], we obtain a number field K, a place v of K such that K, = F, and a family
of cuspidal automorphic representations oy ; and o2 ; whose components at v are d1; and dz ;. Set

S (&Qllagg(l,i) &7]71:21 (U;j)x(d(z,j)q)) X (ggll(gxi)x(d(u)q) @;nzzl UE?(QJ)) 7

so that o € Heusp(Mp, ), and define maye € Haise(Mp) by
Taut,n = X4 Speh(o 4, d(1,4)) K2 Speh(a;j, d(2,j)—1)

Taut,n+1 = &ﬁllspeh(a}/,iv d(la Z) - 1) IE;”:21 Speh(UQ,j7 d(27]))

We now have (P, mayt) € Iy, Let ¢ = QLo € I]Cfﬂaﬂ. By the Euler product expansion of
Theorem 5.2, there exists a finite set of places S of K (containing v) such that for A € a; - in
general position we have

Res fﬁs Plo A —vr) =e(NL7) [] RZE,, (duw A — vr).

weS
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Here we recall that e(A\)L£(A, ) is a not identically zero meromorphic function on a; . For A € a; ¢
in general position, we know by Lemma 6.3 that the RHS is non-zero for a suitable choice of ®,cs¢w.
Therefore, for any ¢, € I]CD’; dx We obtain

RZ} ($u, A — vz) = Res Res P(¢, A — vn)e(N) L 1) ™[] RZE L (dun A = ve) ™!
- + weS
wifu
But by Corollary 3.3 and Proposition 5.7, we know that Pj%es f]%es P(-, A — vy) factors through
- +

Ny (wi,\ —vy) for A € af in general position. Therefore, ¢, — RZEW((;SU,)\ — v,) also factors
through Ns_(wk, A — vy) for such A, i.e. through Igrd,r,)\,,,r — Ilg"m\. This concludes. O

Using Proposition 6.4, we conclude that Theorem 6.1 holds.

6.3 The split non-tempered global Gan—Gross—Prasad conjecture

We now go back to the global setting to prove Theorem 1.2.

Let (P,m) € Il be a relevant inducing pair. By the Euler product expansion of Theorem 5.2
and by the first point of Theorem 6.1, we know that the only singularities of Pr(-,A) at A = 0
come from the numerator in the quotient £(\, 7), and all they all lie along affine hyperplanes. We
denote by P and L*(7) the regularized values of Pr(-,\) and L(A, 7) at 0, defined by multiplying
by the corresponding product of affine linear forms and evaluating. In particular, P still defines a
H(A)-invariant linear form on Ap,(G). The lemma that remains to prove is the following.

Lemma 6.6. Let v be a place of F. The map Rngv(-,)\) is reqular at A\ = —v, and the linear
form ¢, — RZB.mv(qﬁv, —Vy) 1S non-zero.

Proof. The representation o, is unitary and generic. By [JS81] and [MW89, Section I.11], there
exist a standard parabolic subgroup Pj of G, a square integrable representation 6, of Mp, (F;) and
an element v, € ap whose coordinates are all of absolute value strictly less than 1/2 such that
Onp = II];;[?MP,, dyv,- By Lemma 6.2 we have Zﬂ,mv(', A) = Zgu(-, A+ vy). By the assumption that
(P,m) € Iy, we see that there exists an element w € W (Ps) such that wd is of the form prescribed
in (6.3). If we write II, for the induction of the Speh representations built from wd, at —v; + v,
like in (6.1) and (6.2), then I, is a relevant representation of weak Arthur type. Moreover, because
of the bound on v, by Theorem 3.1 we can choose w so that the normalized intertwining operator
N5, (w, A) is regular at —v; + v,,. It remains to use the functional equation of Zeta integrals from
Lemma 6.3 and the non-vanishing and regularity statements of Theorem 6.1. O

Theorem 6.7. The linear form P is non-zero if and only if L*(7) # 0.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.2 and Lemma 6.6. 0

7 Residues of local Zeta integrals

In this section, we provide an alternative purely local proof for the explicit non-tempered GGP
conjecture from Theorem 6.1 in the case where F' is a p-adic field. We keep the notation from §4,
so that G = GL,, x GL,,4+1 and H = GL,,.
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7.1 Preliminaries on local factors

We recall some results on local intertwining operators and several normalizing factors. Let ¢ be the
residual characteristic of F. Let k be a positive integer. We fix P a standard parabolic subgroup
of GL. Let ¢ be a non-zero unitary character of F.

7.1.1 Measures

If N is the unipotent radical of a parabolic subgroup of GLj, we have an isomorphism of varieties
N ~ A™ for some m. We equip N(F) with the measure [[;™, dyx;, where dyx; is the -autodual
measure on F.

For subgroups of H(F'), it is convenient to choose measures differently. Let Ky = H(OF) be
the standard maximal compact subgroup of H, equipped with the probability measure. We equip
the F-points of the maximal torus To i = 1o N H and of the unipotent group No g = No N H with
the Haar measures such that vol(Kyg N Tp g (F)) = vol(Kg N No g (F)) = 1. This determines a
Haar measure on H(F') by the Iwasawa decomposition, and we use it to define the Zeta integrals
Z; from (4.46).

7.1.2 Intertwining operators

Let 7 be a smooth irreducible unitary representation of Mp(F). Let @ be another standard
parabolic subgroup of GLj and let w € W (P, Q). Recall that in §3.1.1 we have chosen a repre-
sentative w € G(F') of w. For ¢ € I]Cg;LkT and A € apc, we define an unnormalized intertwining
operator by

T (w. Nélg) = [ ox(@ ng)dn, g € GLL(F). (1)
(NN pi—)(F)\Ng(F)

Here, ¢, is the only element in IIS’L’“ 7x whose restriction to GLg(Op) coincides with the restriction
of ¢. This integral is absolutely convergent for A in some positive cone, and admits a meromorphic
continuation to a} ¢ by [Sha81]. For A in general position, we obtain J;(w, M) : II(D}L’“ TN — ISLkwT,\.

We have already met these operators in a disguised way in §3.3.2. Indeed, write Mp = GLj, x
...xGLg, and 7 =7y X ... X 7, accordingly. If o € X p is the positive root switching GLj, and

GLy, with 1 <i < j <m, set 7, = 7; X T]V. Write
L(s,Ta)
L(1+ 8,7a)e(8, Tay V)

Here, the L and ¢ factors are those defined in [JPS83] (see also [Sha83]). In particular, the latter is
monomial in ¢7% and is regular and never-vanishing. Then we set for A € a},(c in general position

nr(w, \) = H nr(a, (A, aV)). (7.3)

aEXp
wa<0

nr(a,s) = (7.2)

The normalized intertwining operator N, (w, \) of §3.3.2 is defined by
Ny (w, A) = ny(w, \) LT (w, \). (7.4)

The choice of representatives w ensures that N(wjwa, A) = N(wy, weA) N (wa, \) by [KS88].
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7.1.3 ~-factors

We now assume that 7 is generic. Let ¢y be a generic character of Ny(F') the unipotent radical
of the standard Borel of GLj;. Recall that wp is the longest element in W(P). Let WYF¥* be a
non-zero Whittaker functional for 7 with respect fo wptr. We then have the Jacquet functional
WEE (-, A) on I5M 7, from (4.45).

Let w € W(P,Q). Starting from the Whittaker functional WX“F¥k on w obtained by conju-
gating with w, we obtain Wwfm. By uniqueness of Whittaker models we get a functional equation

Wk (T (w, N, wA) = 3 (w, \) " WHE (¢, M), (7.5)
The ~ factor is a meromorphic function in A which can be described. For any a € X p, set

L(1—s,71))

Vo (e, 8) = e(8,7a, V) L(s,7)

Then by [Kim04, Section 11.1] the formula is
Yr(w, A) = H Fr(a, (N, aY)). (7.7)

OLEZP
wa<0

7.1.4 Bernstein—Zelevinsky classification

We recall the main results of the Bernstein—Zelevinsky classification for square integrable represen-
tations of GLy(F).

Let § be an unitary irreducible square integrable representation of GLy(F'). By [Zel80, Theo-
rem 9.3], there exist some integers d,r > 1 and ¢ an unitary irreducible supercuspidal representation
of GL,(F") such that § is the unique irreducible quotient of the induction _a—1 X ... X ga—1. This

is a generalized Steinberg representation and we write 6 = St(o,d). This (2:1u0tient can2 also be
realized in the following way. Denote by Pj the standard parabolic subgroup of GLj with standard
Levi factor GLY. Let w} be the longest element in W (Pj), set 05 = 0™ which is a supercusp-
idal representation of Mp,(F). We set vs = —pp;/r. By [Renl0, Lemme VIIL.3.2] the operator
Jos (w5, v5) is well-defined and by the same argument as in [Ren10, Théoreme VII.4.2 (i)], its image
is an irreducible subrepresentation of Ig(sL’“ 05—vs- Therefore, it has to be .

We now assume that 0 is a square integrable representation of Mp(F'). We decompose § =
61X ... W dy,. Set Ps = ([] P5;,)Np (a standard parabolic subgroup of G), 05 = Koy, wi = [Jwy..
Define vs as in (3.5). By exactness of induction, ISLké is equal to the image of Jy;(wj, vs).

If now m = Speh(d, d) is a Speh representation of GLg4(F'), we can define Py, w} and v, as in
§3.2.2, so that 7 is the image of Js(w}, —v,). We naturally generalize this notation to inductions
of Speh’s as above.

7.1.5 Formulae for local factors

Denote by ¢ the local zeta function ¢(s) = (1 —¢~%)~!. Let o1 and o9 be irreducible supercuspidal
representations of GLg, (F) and GLg, (F') respectively. By [JPS83, Proposition 8.1], we have

L(s,01 X 03) = H C(s—1), (7.8)

q teC
01,60y
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where we recall that 1, = o7 @ |det|* (|-] being the normalized absolute value on F).
Now, let §; and d2 be irreducible square integrable representations of GLy, (F') and GLy,(F).
Write 01 = St(o1,d;1) and d; = St(o2,d2). Assume that dy < dy. By [JPS83, Theorem 8.3] we have

-1 do—21+1
91 X 62) L d ,01 X . 7.9
S 1 2 H <S + + 9 o1 O'2> ( )
7.1.6 Compatibility of v factors with respect to induction

Let 6 be an irreducible square integrable representation of Mp(F'). Denote by WIJD‘E[ F;’(Sw’“ the partial

Jacquet functional built on I ij” os.

PT/Jk(

Lemma 7.1. The restriction of Wp’ vs) to d is non-zero and defines a Whittaker functional

on this representation.

Proof. We can assume that P = GLg. By (7.5), we have for any ¢ € I%Lkag

Wg;igé(Ja'g (wSk, V(S)(b: _V5) = Yos (wgv V(S)_lW}qff:y(s (¢7 Vﬁ)-

By (7.6) and (7.8), 7o, (w},vs)"! is well-defined and non-zero. By Rodier’s theorem (see [CS80,
Theorem 1.6]), there exists ¢ such that W;ﬁy’;g (¢,v5) # 0. This concludes the proof. O

Using Lemma 7.1 we obtain the following compatibility of y-factors.

Lemma 7.2. Let Q be a standard parabolic subgroup of GLy and let w € W(P,Q). Then for
A € ap ¢ in general position we have the equality

Ys(w, A) = Yo (W, X — vs).

Proof. 1f we take WwMewpr (—vs) as a Whittaker functional on 0, which is possible by Lemma 7.1,

Ps,os
we see that for every ¢ € Ig § (identified with a submodule of ]géL’“a(;,_,,é) we have W K, \) =

W}f}’;é(@ A — vs). But given the definition in (7.1) we also have J.(w,\)¢ = J,, (w, A — 1/5)(15. We
conclude by noting that wos = 0,5 and by also applying this discussion to wd. O
7.2 Asymptotics of Whittaker functionals

Let k£ > 1. Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of GLj. For simplicity, we will simply write v
instead of v, so that all Whittaker functionals are denoted by W¥.

7.2.1 Positive cones in Ap

For any standard parabolic subgroup @) of GLj, we write Ag for the split center of Mg. For any
A € af ¢ we write A for the character t € Ag(F) — exp((A, Hg(t))). If w € W(Q), we denote by
w the character A(w™! - w) of Ay o(F).

For every € > 0, define

Agl< &) = {a € Ag(F) | Ya € Ag, |a(a)| < &}.

Our goal is to describe the behavior of the Jacquet functional W}g 5 on these Ag[< el.
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7.2.2 The supercuspidal case

We begin with o an irreducible supercuspidal representation of Mp(F'). We denote by x, its central

character. We fix WY a Whittaker functional on o. Let Q be a standard parabolic subgroup of

G containing P. For simplicity, we will write IIZXIQ for I%QMQ. Then we have the partial induction

IIJLJQU and the partial Jacquet functional Wé‘f[f ¥ defined on it. If o € IgL’“a, we denote again by

Mo, . 1/2 _ M, Mg,
W@ (¢, \) the image of ¢jary(r) € g~ © Ip 20 by Wp 2" (-, N).
Let wg be the longest element in W(Q). We set Q' = wg.Q. We also have wg € W(P) and we
set R = wg.P. Then we can also consider wg € W(R) and set R’ = wg.R. Note that wg = wgwél

where wg is the longest element in W (P N Mg).

Lemma 7.3. For A € ap in general position, there exists ¢ € Ing’wQO' and € > 0 such that for
any a € Ag[< €] we have

1 Mg _
WY oo (06,00 N) = 53(a) (0xe) @ Wi (Juga (w3, wgA), N, (7.10)
and moreover such that both sides of this equality are non-zero.

Proof. We set Xy = I]]yQU)\. If A = 0, we drop the subscript. We have an isomorphism ¢ €
IgL’“wQa — ®(p) € IG,L’“wQE. We denote by ng

Mgy, ~1
from the Whittaker functional WR’iQZ}Q v

in R(F)wp' Ng/(F), we see that
Wi oo (@ 0QA) = Wi 05, (8(6),0). (7.11)

By [CS80, Theorem 1.6], this implies that (7.11) holds for any ¢ € IngwQa.
Let ® = ®(¢) € IS,LkaZ with support in Q'(F)wgNg(F). Then using (7.11) we obtain for
a € AQ(F)

woa the Jacquet integral on IS,L *wgXy built

(-,wgA) on wgXy. For any ¢ € IngwQa with support

Morw; e -
WﬁwQU(a,qb,wQ)\):/N . WRﬁQUQ (®(wgna), woA)Y(n)dn
@
1 Mg wg ' _—
— 53(a) Ao (@) /N oy Wiiigo® " (®wen), wgNi(aTna)dn (712
Q

Because ® has compact support modulo @'(F'), the integral takes place over a compact set wg.
But there exists € such that a € Ag[< €] implies ¥(a~'na) = 1 for every n € wg. By induction by
stages for intertwining operators ([Renl0, Proposition VII.3.5 (ii)]) and the integral formula for J
from (7.1), we see that (7.12) reduces to (7.10) (note that wélw is replaced by 1 by conjugation).

It remains to show that we can choose ¢ such that (7.10) is non-zero. We may take A in
general position so that X is irreducible. Denote by Jng(wél,wQ)\) the intertwining operator
IS,L’“wQEA — ISL’“ 3y obtained by induction by stages. Let ¢ € I]A;JQU such that W]]:[f’w(go, A) # 0.
By [Renl0, Proposition VII.3.4], there exists & € IG,L’“wQE,\ with support in Q'(F)wgNg(F) such
that we have Jng(wél, wgA)(®)(1) # 0. Because this condition on the support is stable under the
action by right translation of Mg (F), there exists such ® which satisfies Jng(wél, woA)(®)(1) =

. If & = P(¢), this yields leg\j[f’w(Jng(wél, wgA)¢) # 0, which concludes. O
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We can now state our result on the asymptotics of Whittaker functionals induced from supercus-
pidal representations. It is a generalization of a formula used in the proof of [CS98, Theorem 3.4],
and was inspired by [Casb].

Proposition 7.4. Let Q be any standard parabolic subgroup of GLg. For every ¢ € IngO' there
exists € > 0 such that for X\ € ap ¢ in general position and a € Ag[< €] we have

1
Wg,g (a7 (bv )‘) - Z C? (’U}, )‘)w()‘XU)(G’)éé (G)Wé‘{ﬁ{zi(NU ('UJ, )‘>¢7 UJ)\), (713)
weW (P;Q)
where
cQ(w, A) = 1o (w0, \) Yo (W, A Yoy (wg, —w) . (7.14)

Proof. Let (IICD;L’c oA)N, be the (unnormalized) Jacquet module of [gL’“ o with respect to ). This is
a representation of Mg (F'). Let (II(D;L’“ o))y,N, be the twisted Jacquet module of (ISL’“ o) @y~ with
respect to the minimal parabolic By of GLg. The Jacquet functional factors through (ISL"‘ TN) e, Ny -
By [CS80, Proposition 6.4] there exists a map of C-vector spaces s : (ISL’“ ONNg — (ISL’c ON), Ny »
and by [CS98, Lemma 3.6] for every ¢ € ISL’“a there exists € > 0 such that for all a € Ag[< €] we
have

Wio(a,0.8) = Wi, (so (Do (@érng ) 1) (7.15)

where ¢ v, is the image of ¢, in (ISL’“U,\)NQ and I n,, is the action of Mq(F) on this represen-
tation. It is easily seen by [Casa, Section 4.1] that € can be chosen independently from .

More precisely, the application sg is the composition of the canonical lifting (ISLRO'A) Ng —
I]C_—,}LkO')\ from [Casa, Section 4.1] with the projection to (ISL’“JA)¢’N]€. It follows that the map

W;ﬁ”a o s5q is a Whittaker functional on (I](;’L’“ O\)Ng- For A in general position we have a morphism

1
pelgHorm Y (New, Ny € B 030 IH won (7.16)
weW (P;Q) weW (P;Q)

It factors through (I gL’“ o) Ng- By [Ren10, Proposition VII.3.4], the projection on each components
of the RHS is non-zero. Because A is in general position, these components are all irreducible. By
computing their Jacquet modules using the geometric lemma [Renl0, Théoreme VI.5.1], we see
that they are also mutually non-isomorphic. But by applying the geometric lemma to IngO')\

instead, we know that (ISL’“U,\)NQ is isomorphic to the RHS of (7.16), so that this map must be

1
an isomorphism. Because the representations 63 ® Ié\Q{u “woy are generic, we conclude by (7.15) that

there exist constants ¢ (w, \) such that (7.13) holds. We now have to compute them.
We begin with ¢2(1,)), so that in particular P C Q. Let A be in general position. Let
o€ IEL’“ (wgo) be given by Lemma 7.3. By definition, we have

W o0 (8, 0QA) = Yugo (WG, WA W, (Jugs (g weA) 6, N).

But it is easily checked using (7.5) that ’yU,QJ(wél, wQA) = Vv (wg, —A). It now follows from (7.13)
that the formula for ¢¢(1,\) holds.
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We now compute ¢ (w, \) for w € W(P; Q). By (7.4) and (7.5), we obtain for any ¢ € I](D;L’“a
and A in general position

W e (No(w, N, wA) = g (w, )5 (w, ) T WE (6, A).
By isolating the terms in w(Ax,) on each sides we obtain
go(la ’LU)\) - nU(w7 )‘)7170(7”7 A)ilcoQ(w’ /\)

This concludes as we already know that ¢% (1, wA) = Yo (wg, —wA) ™t by the previous case.
O

Let @ be a standard parabolic subgroup of GLj and let w € W(P; Q). Using (7.2) and (7.6),
the function c?(w, A) can be explicitly written in terms of L-factors. More precisely, let wgw be
the longest element in W (Q,, N Mg). Set

ngo(wQ ,WA) = H Nuwe (, (WA, V).
aEng

Then we have

L({wgu, &V, (wowo)q)

@ (w,\) = b\, o)t 80(11@ L, wA) H (7.17)

= e((wow, aV), (wouwo)a, 1)’

7.2.3 The case of square integrable representations

We now take § an irreducible square integrable representation of Mp(F'). We have o5 the supercus-
pidal representation of Mp,(F) given by the Bernstein-Zelevinsky classification recalled in §7.1.4.
We will consider IgL’“(S as a subrepresentation of IIC%L’“ O5,—vs-

Lemma 7.5. Let Q be a standard parabolic subgroup of GLy and let w € W (Ps;Q). Then
Nos(w, X — vs) is well-defined for \ € apc in general position. When restricted to IJ(J}L’WS, it s
zero unless w € gWp.

Proof. That Ny, (w, A —v5) is well-defined follows from Theorem 3.1 and the fact that —v; € ap’*’+

We have to study the restriction of the composition Ny (w,wsu)Jys(wy, p) for p € ap o + vs, Doth
operators being defined there generically. If we assume that w ¢ oWp, there exists a positive
root o € E% such that wa < 0, which is equivalent to the existence of 5 € E% with ww3B > 0.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that 5 € Ag. By Theorem 3.1, the composition

Nos (w(";‘, /‘)_INULS (wv w;M)JUs (w;, M) = NU& (ww;';‘, :u)

is regular generically along the affine hyperplane (i1, 3V) = —1 which contains apc+vs. But by the
formulae for the normalizing factor in (7.2) and for Rankin—Selberg L-functions of supercuspidal
representations in (7.8), we see that ny; (w}, 1) ! has a pole along this affine hyperplane. Therefore,
Ngs(w, w3 p)Jos (w5, 1) must be zero there, which concludes the proof. O
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Proposition 7.6. Let QQ be any standard parabolic subgroup of GLg. For every ¢ € Ig’L’“(s there
exists € > 0 such that for X\ € ap ¢ in general position and a € AQ[< €] we have

3 Mg
W}p,’a(a, D, N) = Z c(% (w, A — vs)w((A — V(;)Xaé)(a)éé(a)ww.g&woé(NU(; (w, X — vs)p, w(\ — v5)),
’LUGQWP
PsCPy
(7.18)
where c(% (w, A — v5) is defined in (7.14) and well-defined on apc.
Proof. By Lemma 7.1, we may take leg\? 1;’;” as Whittaker functional on ISLI“(S . Therefore, Propo-
sition 7.6 is a direct consequence of Proposition 7.4 and Lemma 7.5 once we know that for every
w € W (Ps; Q) the affine hyperplane apc — Vs C ap, ¢ Is not contained in any of the singularities of

ch6 (w, ). But this follows easily from the expression given in (7.17). O

7.3 A formula for the Zeta function

Let Q41 be a standard parabolic subgroup of GLj, 11, with standard Levi factor Mg, ,, = [[{2; GLy,.
We denote by @ the Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroup of G associated to the pair (Q,+1, m) by
the bijection of Corollary 4.2. This is simply the standard parabolic subgroup (Qy+1NGLy) X Qn+1
of GG, and every standard Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroup of GG arises in this way.

We identify the group of cocharacters X, (Ag) of Ag with a lattice in ag. Set Ag v = X.(Ag)N
30, which is a lattice of 3¢ (see (4.10)). We will denote its group law additively, and its neutral
element by zero. Recall that we have defined in §4.1.4 a set Ag . These are the linear forms on
3¢ which are obtained by restricting those in Ag, ., and this defines a bijection between these two
sets. For every M € R, set

Aou[> M]={a € Agu | Vo€ Agnu, (a,a) > M}.

We identify all the groups Ag z as subgroups of Ap, i, where we recall that Py is the standard
Borel of G. We now state a combinatorial lemma on partitions of Ap, .

Lemma 7.7. For every a € Ap, g, choose M, € Z. Then for every M € Z there exists a finite
family (a;q) of elements in Ap, g[> M|, indezed by standard Rankin-Selberg parabolic subgroups
Q and 1 <i <iqg for some integer i, such that

iQ
Apy > M) =| || ] (ain +Aqu[> MQLQ]) ’
Q i=1

!/
for some Mai,Q > Ma, -

Proof. We prove the stronger statement: for every standard Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroup R
of G and every M we have a decomposition of the form

iQ
Arpul>M] =[] || (“in +hqul> Mflw]) ‘
QORi=1

Let My be the integer associated to 0 € Ag . Assume that My > M. For each subset I C Ag y,
set

Ag1.a[Mo, M| = {a € Arn

Yo eI, My > {(a,a) > M,
Ya € AR,H\L <a,a> > M. ’
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Note that Ag g is a basis of the dual lattice of Ag . The map
Q> ARy ={a € Apuy | ayy, =0} (7.19)

induces a bijection between the set of standard Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroups of G containing
R, and the subsets of Ag . Moreover, Ag g is exactly the set of the restrictions of the elements
in Ar g\ A%H to 3. We denote by I — R the inverse of (7.19). Note that Ry = R. If I # J
we have Ag 1 5[Mo, M) N AR, ju[Moy, M] = 0, and moreover for every I there exist air,...,a;,1 €
AR g[> M] for some integer iy such that

ir

Ag 1Mo, M] = | | (ais + Ar,u[> M)).

i=1

It follows that

iy
Apu(> M) =Apu[> Mol | || || (ais+ A, u[> M)).
RiDRi=1
We can now conclude by decreasing induction on the rank of R up to replacing the function a — M,
by a = Mg, ;+q for each I and i. O

Take the elements a; g given by Lemma 7.7. For every ) and every 1 < i < iQ, there exists
a; o € Mg, such that Ag y[> Mg, o) = a; o + Agu[> 0]. Then we set b; g = a;qa;o. We also
1dent1fy X.(Ag) with a subgroup of AQ by evaluating at o a uniformizer of F.

Let P be a standard parabolic subgroup of G. Let ¢ be an irreducible square integrable repre-
sentation of Mp(F'), and let o5 and vs be respectively the associated supercuspidal representation
of Mp,(F') and element of a}g from §7.1.4. To ease notation, we simply write o for o5. We denote
again by x, an element in a*P&C such that for every a € X,(Ap,) we have x,(a) = g Xo0) - We
now write a formula for the Zeta function.

Proposition 7.8. For cvery ¢ € Igé, there exists a finite family (b; ) such that for X € apc in
general position we have

=3 Y Ewar-v) I WO —vs+x0)+pp "))

TR =B
M
x Z Ork, (@)Wl e (biq. R(ex ) No(w, A — v5) b, w(A - v5)) (7.20)

Here @) ranges over the standard Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroups of G, AéH is the set of
coweights defined in §4.1.4, and eg,, s the normalized characteristic function of K.

Proof. By the condition on the support of the Whittaker functions from [CS80, Proposition 6.1],
the definition of Z;s in (4.46) and the Iwasawa decomposition, there exists M € Z such that

Zs@, N = Y opl(a a)Whs, (a, R(ek, )b, ). (7.21)

G,GAPO’H[ZM]

We will show below that this sum is absolutely convergent for ®(\) in some open subset. For each
a € Ap,[> M], let g, be the element given for I(a)(R(ex, )¢) in Proposition 7.6, where I is the
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action of G(F) on I§8y. Then choose M, € Z such that ¢~Me < ¢,. By Proposition 7.6 and
Lemma 7.7, we obtain a finite family (b; ) such that

Y Y Q- Y (vt xe) +p)a)

Q 'LUEQWP aGAQJ-[[ZO}
P(;CPw
M )
x Z Opt (bW, & (bigs Rlexy ) No(w, A — v5)d, w(h — v5)). (7.22)

These manipulations are legitimate if the sums 3 cn,, ;>0 (WA — Vs +Xo) + BQ)(CL) are absolutely
convergent. But they are for any A € apc such that for all standard Rankin—Selberg parabolic
subgroups @, all w € gWp and all w” € AéH we have (R(w(A — v5 + Xo)) + £y, w") > 0. Using
the explicit description of §4.1.4, we see that this defines a non-empty open set of ap . This can
also be seen by translating A by an element s € af, with s > 0. In any case, we conclude that (7.20)
holds for A in this subset, and that it holds for A in general position by analytic continuation. [

7.4 Computation of the residues

For the rest of this section, we let II be a smooth irreducible representation of G(F') of weak Arthur
type with relevant parameter. We define the representations 7 of Mp(F') and 6, of Mp (F) as in
§6.1.1. We also have the associated supercuspidal representation o5 of Mp;(F') from the Bernstein—
Zelevinsky classification of §7.1.4. Therefore, Py C P, C P. Because the representation 7 is fixed,
we will simply write § for §, and o for o5. We also have the space ay ¢ as well as vy from §6.1.1.

Our goal is to compute RZE(-, A) the restriction of ZE(-, A) to ay o — vy for A in general position.
The calculation mirrors that of Proposition 4.23, but the combinatorics is slightly more involved.

7.4.1 Preliminary notation

The pair (P, ) is of the same combinatorial shape as the global "relevant inducing pairs" IIy from
§5.1.1. In particular, we can define the two sets L, and L_ of affine linear forms on ajp_ as in
(5.11) and (5.12), and the spaces H and H_. Recall that H{ NH_ = a} - —vx. We had described
some orders on the elements of L in (5.15) and (5.23). We denote the corresponding ordered sets
by LZ 41 and L respectively. For m € {n,n+1}, if f is a meromorphic function on ap_ ¢ we denote
by Rest f its restriction to H, computed by restricting to the affine hyperplanes in the prescribed

order This object has the same properties as the iterated residue from §4.5.1.

Recall that we have defined in (5.17) a Rankin-Selberg parabolic subgroup Pres. With the
notation of (6.3), assume that each d;; (resp. each dg;) is a square integrable representation of
GL,(14 (resp. GL,(2;)) and write m1; = Speh(d1,,d(1,4)) and m2; = Speh(d2,d(2,7)). Then Pres
is standard with standard Levi factor

Myes := Mp,, = (H GL{ H GLIGY ' x G ) (H GLi ) H GLIGH ! GLk+1> ,

(7.23)
where k = > 7(1,4). We may further write Myes = M2, X Mues, Where Myes = GLg X GLg 1.
Recall that we have defined in §5.2.1 two elements w; and wa (see also (5.20) and (5.21) where
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their action on Mp, was explicitly described). Then wow} ,, and wiw}, ;1 belong to W (Pr; Pres)-
For simplicity, we set w;, = wawy ,, and wy,; = wiwy 11, but we warn the reader that they do not
belong to GL, or GLy;1. We denote by @, the standard parabolic subgroup wy,.Pr = w;,,.Px.
We have Qr C Pres and we set Qr = Qr N Myes. We also write Qs for wy,.Ps = wy, 1.FPs, and we
set Qs = Qs N Mies.

Let @ be a standard Rankin-Selberg parabolic subgroup G such that Q C Prs. We set Q% =
QNM?2,. and Q = QN M,es. Note that the latter is a standard Rankin-Selberg parabolic subgroup

res

of Myes. We consider the two subsets of W

Wﬂ,n(Q) = {w, € QVVQ7r ’ Q5 C Qﬂ',w’}w:w Wﬂ’,nJrl(Q) = {w, € QWer ‘ Qs C Qﬂ-,w’}w;—&-l'

By Lemma 2.1 we see that they are both subsets of {w € QWp, | P5 C Pry}. Finally, if A € ap_¢
or ap, ¢ we write (wy,A)o for its restriction to ag_¢ or ap, . In particular, (—wy,vs)o € a%;’*’+.
More precisely, if we decompose w;,0 as (w;,0)q; X (w;,0) g4, then (wy,v5)0 = Vs 5, We will

also write A = (A, Ant1), and use the notation of (5.10) for the coordinates of A.

7.4.2 Restriction of meromorphic functions

In this subsection, we compute the restriction of the different terms appearing in ZE. We fix a
standard Rankin—Selberg parabolic subgroup @ of G and a w € gWp, such that Ps C Pr,. We
take m € {n,n +1}. We set for A € aj,_( in general position

HWVEAc\é . C(<w()‘ — Vs + XJ) +BQ’ w\/))
L()‘ + 1/27671 X 5n+1)

FO(w, \) = (7.24)

Lemma 7.9. The restriction ReTst F2(w, \) is a well-defined meromorphic function on H,. It
L,

is identically zero unless QQ C Pues and w € Wi (Q). In that case, none of the singularity of
ReTst FQ(w, \) contain Hy NH_.
Ly,

Proof. First, let us remark that the element w belongs to W(Ps). If GL, is a factor of Py, we say
that w preserves the block GL, if it preserves the product of factors of Mp; contained in GL,.
We now prove the lemma. We deal with the m = n case, the other one being treated with the
same argument. We can assume that d(1,1) > 1. The first affine hyperplane that we restrict to is
A4 (1,1,1)71({0}). Recall that this affine linear form is —(A(1, 1), g¢1.1) + A1, Dng1,1 +1/2). By
direct computation, we see that it is singular (with multiplicity 1) for the product [ . Ay, (in

the numerator of £ (w, \) if and only if the three following conditions are satisfied:
¢ Mg is contained in (GLy(1,1) X GLy,_y(1,1)) X (GLyp(1,1) X GLygi—r(1,1));
o w, preserves the d(1,1)t" GL,(1,1) block of Mp,_,, and sends it in first position;
» wp41 preserves the first GL,(; 1) block of Mp_ 11, and leaves it in first position.

Note that in that case the pole comes from only one factor of the product, which corresponds to
the first element in A%rcmH’ i.e. e; with the notation of (4.14). On the other hand, using the
formula (7.8) for L-functions of supercuspidal representations and (7.9) for square integrable ones,
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we see that L(A+1/2, 6, X d,+1) always has a simple zero passing through A, (1,1,1)~({0}), which

comes from L(—Ay(1,1,1)(A),01,1 x 6y;). Therefore, we conclude that the restriction of F8(w, \)

to Ay(1,1,1)71({0}) is always well-defined, and is zero unless @ and w meet the three conditions

described above. By repeating the procedure for each linear form, we see that ReTst F(f? (w, \) is
L

m

indeed well-defined and zero unless @ C Pres and w € Wy ,,,(Q) as claimed.

We now fix @ and w and assume that Q) C Pes and w € Wy ,,(Q). Denote by A* the subset of
w’ € Aé g that give rise to poles in the precedent construction. Then we see that for A € H, in
general position

[  CwO-vstxo)+pg@)=c [ ¢ ((w(/\ — Vs + Xo) + BQ,wV>) ., (7.25)

wVeAY ,\A* @VeAY

where ¢ is some constant. If we write w = w'w},, the RHS only depends on w’(w},\)g. But the
map A € ay ¢ — v = (wp,\)g € ag_ ¢ is surjective and we see by a variation of Lemma 4.15 that
for all w" € AVQH the map p € ay ¢+ (w'p, @w") is non-zero. Because RLeTst FQ(w, \) is equal to

m

(7.25) divided by some additional L functions, none of its singularities contain H4 N H_. O]

Lemma 7.10. Let ¢ € Igé. Then no singularities of the meromorphic map
@ (w, X — v§) Ny (w, X — v5)¢)

contain Hy. Moreover, if Q C Pres and w = w'w}, € Wr 0 (Q), we have a meromorphic function
GQ(w, \) on ap_c such that

¢ (w, A = V5) N (w, X = v5)¢ = G (w, \) Nus, o (0, wyy (A = v5)) N5 (wy;,, )b,
where no singularity of GL(w, \) nor of the intertwining operators on the RHS contain Hy NH_.

Proof. Note that the maps A € Hy — A\, € a};mm(c and A € Hy — Ay € a*Pw,nH,(C are surjective.
Therefore, the first assertion follows from Lemma 7.5 and Proposition 7.6.

Let now @ and w be as in the second part. By Theorem 3.1, because w}, € W(P;) and ¢ € [ gﬂé ,
we can write using (7.4)

Ny (w, A — v5)p = no(wh, A — v5) " Ing(wh, ) Nz o (W', wh (X — v5) ) Ns (wik,, A) .

This holds a least for A € H4 in general position as above. We study each term.

Assume that m = n + 1. Decompose Ns(wy,,A) = Ns(w1,wy ,, 1 A)Ns(wy 11, A). For A €
ar ¢ — Vry N(wy 1, A) = Ns(w; o1, —Vx) is regular by Theorem 3.1. Moreover, by Lemma 5.4
no singularity of Ns(w},, \) contain Hy NH_, and the same applies to ns(w},, A). This arguments
also works if m = n.

The regularity of N,(w’,w},(A — v5)) only depends on (wj,\)g. Because Q5 C Q. and
(—w}vs)o € ag;’*’Jr, for any o € Yo, such that w'a < 0 the map p € ag_¢ = (1 — wy,v5,a")
is either non-zero, either equal to a positive integer. But A\ € Hy NH_ = (wy,\)g € ag_c is
surjective so no singularity of the operator contain H, N H_ by Theorem 3.1.

It now remains to deal with c@(w, A — vs)ne (w,, A — v5) 1. Let wq (resp wpyres) be the longest

Pires

element in W (Q) (resp. W(Pres)). Because Q C Pres, we have wg = wpyreswg’res where wy" is
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the longest element in W(Q N Mp,.). As w = w'w}, (resp. wg = wp’reswg’res) is longer than w,
(resp. wpes), We see by going back to the definition of the factors n(w, \) and vy(w, A) in (7.3) and
(7.7), and by using the inductive properties of y-factors (Lemma 7.2), that for A € H in general
position we have

c?(w, A— Vé)na(w:w A— Vé)il = '76(71):17 )\)’Yw;*,ﬁv (wP,resn —w; )\) ! Q Mres(w wy, <)\ - V&))a

Q7 res( /

where the coefficient ¢ w’,-) is defined as in (7.14) for the partial induced representation

Iy M“esw o with respect to the standard parabolic subgroup Q? x Q of Mes.

We claim that no singularity of cQ Mres (w',w, (A — vs)) contain Hy N H_. Indeed, because
Myes = M2, X Mies, this term breaks into a product Q. Using (7.17), we see that the first
is actually constant and well-defined along 4 NH_. By Proposition 7.6 and because (w},vs)g =
V(ws,6)o» We know that c2(p — wi,vs) is well-defined for p € ag, ¢ in general position. But A €
Hy NH_+— (w;,\)g € ay_ is surjective as seen above, which concludes.
We finally deal with vs(w,, )Yz, 6v (Wpres, —wj,A) 1. By (7.7), we have the explicit description

L(1 =\ a¥),6q)

> L(<_w:n)‘7av>v (w:n(s)a)
L({A, @), ba)

11 L(1+ (wp, A a¥), (wh0)y)

wP,rcsa<O

Vs (Wi MYz, 57 (Weress —wiA) =[]

wi, <0

This can further be decomposed as a product over roots of GL, and GL,1;. We deal with the
GL,, case. Because A € Hy NH_ — A\, € a*Pn,C — Urn is surjective, it suffices to show that
no singularities contain ap, ¢ — vrn. We first assume that m = n, so that w;, = wowy,. We
claim that the L({(-wjA, aY),(w;,0)q) terms cause no issues. Indeed, for A\ € ap ¢ — vrn We

have —wi\ = —wol + wavy . But if wpresar < 0 with A — (—wo), V) constant, then we must
have o € Zi:s (see §5.4), and therefore (wovy ,, ") < 0. Moreover, let a such that wia < 0 and
A€dp ¢~ Vrp (\,aV) is constant. Then 3 € Ef,&. If we set, 5 = —w} v then one can check that

B > 0and wpyesS < 0. It follows that this pole is compensated by a factor L(1+(wil, o), (w}d)y).
The argument for m = n + 1 is the same.
We conclude that G2 (w, \) = c2(w, A — vs)ng (w,, A — vs) "'ns(wk,, \) works. O

7.4.3 The formula for the normalized Zeta integral
We can now write our formula for the restriction of Z§ to a;‘r,(c — Uy

Proposition 7.11. Let ¢ € Igré. For m € {n,n+ 1} and A € a} o — vy in general position we
have

Zu (¢, A) Z Z ReTst FQ(w, \) x G (w, \)

QCPres UJEWﬂ- m ) Lm
M * *
x Z 0y 1 (0iQ)W,,. 2 (b3,0s R(eksy) Nus o (', wiy (A — v5)) Ny (W, N, w(A — v5)) . (7.26)

where we write w = w'w}, and GL(w, \).

Proof. By Lemmas 7.9 and 7.10 this holds if we restrict to H4, and by Lemma 7.10 again we may
further restrict to ajr,(c — Up. O
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Remark 7.12. The functions Re%st FQ(w, \) and G2(w, \) can be explicitly computed. This can
L

m

be used to show that RZ};i (¢, \) is a local factor of the global regularized period P (o, A\, w, ) from
Proposition 5.9. For more details, we refer the reader to [Boi25a, Proposition 13.6.0.1].

7.5 The split local non-tempered Ichino—Ikeda conjecture - second proof

The upshot of Proposition 7.11 is that we obtain the factorization property of ZE.

Corollary 7.13. For A € a} - —vr in general position, the linear form ¢ — Zg(qb, A) factors through
the quotient Igﬂd)\ — IS, where i = X+ vy

Proof. By [MW89, Section I.11], the quotient is realized by Ns(w?, ). The corollary is now a direct
consequence of Proposition 7.11 once we know that Nj(ws,w;. ,A) and Ns(w1,w ,, 11 A) are regular
for A in general position, which follows from the proof of Lemma 7.10. 0

By Proposition 6.4, we know that this property implies the split non-tempered Ichino—Ikeda
conjecture from Theorem 6.1. This therefore gives a local alternative proof of this result.
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