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ABSTRACT. Let G be a reductive group over a local field F and let p : “G — GLy, (C)
be a representation of its L-group satisfying suitable assumptions. Braverman, Kazhdan
and Ngo conjectured that one has a Schwartz space S,(G(F')) of functions on G(F') that
admits a Fourier transform and satisfies certain desiderata. We prove a large portion of this
conjecture. More precisely, we construct these Schwartz spaces over non-Archimedean local
fields and construct an approximation to them over Archimedean fields. Our methods are

spectral in nature.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a (connected) reductive group over a local field, and let p : “G — GLy,(C)
be a representation of its L-group. We assume for the introduction that we are given an
isomorphism d : G/G¥ G, and that the dual map

pod’ :C* — GLy,(C)

is the inclusion of C* into the center.

It was conjectured by Braverman and Kazhdan [BKO0O0] that there exists a Schwartz space
for S,(G(F)) attached to p that generalizing the familiar case in which G = GL,,, p is the
standard representation, and S,(GL,(F)) = S(M,x,(F))|det|"2. Our goal in this paper is
to construct these Schwartz spaces in the non-Archimedean case and construct an approxi-
mation to them in the Archimedean case.

Let L2(G(F)) be defined with respect to a choice of Haar measure, let R : G(F)xG(F) —
Aut(L?(G(F))) denote the regular representation, and let ¢ : FF — C* be a nontrivial
additive character. For any function h: G(F') — C write hV(g) := h(g™!).

Conjecture 1.1 (Braverman-Kazhdan, Ngo). There are spaces
(1.0.1) S, <C*(G(F))nL*(G(F)),
dense in L?(G(F)), that are equipped with a Fourier transform
(1.0.2) Four i 8p — S,

that is unitary and satisfies

fp,w OR(gth) = R(g%gl) o fp,wa
fp,zp o fp,w‘l = Id

Moreover, for all f €S, and tempered representations w, the operator w(f) is well-defined

and

(1.0.3) T(Fpu(f)) =757 p. )7 (f).

Here the ~-factor is defined using the local Langlands correspondence as in (3.0.4).

Since 1 is usually fixed, we drop it from notation when no confusion is likely, e.g. F, = F, .

Remark 1.2. In the non-Archimedean case L. Lafforgue has constructed a space of functions
that satisfies a weak analogue of the desiderata of Conjecture 1.1 [Lafl4]. Roughly his space
of functions is designed to satisfy Conjecture 1.1 at the level of traces (not operators).

The spaces S, are not uniquely determined by the conjecture above. In fact we can take
S, to be independent of p:



Theorem 1.3. Assume the desiderata on the local Langlands correspondence explained in §3
below. Then Conjecture 1.1 is true; we may take S, = C(G(F')), the Harish-Chandra space
of G(F).

Remark 1.4. The desiderata on the local Langlands correspondence we require are rather
weak, and are known in many cases as we explain in §3. For example, if one restricts attention

to G = GL,, then everything we require about the local Langlands correspondence is known.

The space C(G(F")) is usually referred to as the Harish-Chandra Schwartz space, but we
omit “Schwartz” for brevity and to distinguish it from other spaces we consider. The space
C(G(F)) is too large for many purposes. Thus one must impose some additional conditions.
Let C(m) denote the space of smooth matrix coefficients of 7. For f € C*°(G(F)) and ¢ € C(7),
let

Z2(s.1.0)= [ F(@)ld(g)le(g)dg.
G(F)
whenever this function converges absolutely.

Conjecture 1.5 (Braverman-Kazhdan, Ngo). One can choose S, as in Conjecture 1.1 that
additionally satisfies the following for all f €S, and tempered representations = of G(F') :

(S§1) For all ¢ € C(m) the local zeta integral Z (s, f,c) converges for Re(s) sufficiently large
and
Z(s, f,c)
L(3+s,m,p)

1s holomorphic as a function of s. Moreover

Z(=5,Fp(f),¢") =7(5 +s,m.p,0) Z(s, f.c)

as meromorphic functions in s.

(§2) For F' Archimedean, and for a <b, let Vo := {s € C:a < Re(s) <b}. If peC[s] is
such that s — p(s)L(s,m,p) has no pole on V,p, then s p(s)Z(s, f,c) is bounded
on V.

(§3) For F non-Archimedean there is a function b, € S, such that F,(b,) = b, when 1) is
unramified, Z(s,b,,c) is nonzero only if m is unramified, and Z(s,b,,c°) = L(s,m,p)
when ¢° is the zonal spherical function.

(S4) When F is non-Archimedean the space S, consists of functions that are almost com-

pactly supported.

Conjectures 1.1 and 1.5 are a large part of the local conjectures on Schwartz spaces of
Braverman-Kazhdan and Ngo [BK00, Ng614, Ngo20]. A nice summary is given in [LN24,
Conjecture 2.1.1]. To compare the conjectures, we point out that for technical reasons
we only consider tempered representations in this paper, whereas in loc. cit. the authors
consider all irreducible admissible representations. Moreover in loc. cit. the authors ask for
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an interpretation of F, as a convolution satisfying certain properties. We omit a discussion
of this in the introduction (but see §4.1 below).
Our main results on Schwartz spaces of reductive monoids are summarized in the following

theorem:

Theorem 1.6. If the desiderata on the local Langlands correspondence in §3 are valid then
Conjecture 1.5 holds.

Let us simultaneously outline the argument and the sections of this paper. We point out
at the outset that we work with more general G and p than those considered above in the
body of the paper. In §2 we collect various preliminaries, culminating with a description
of the matrical Harish-Chandra Plancherel formula in §2.8. We then turn to a statement
of a coarse version of the local Langlands correspondence in §3. We also prove uniform
bounds on v-factors in the Archimedean case in 3.3. These are important because we wish
to treat functions that are not necessarily finite under a maximal compact subgroup when
F'is Archimedean.

We then construct the Fourier transform in §4 and prove Conjecture 1.1 in Theorem 4.7.
Essentially we construct the Fourier transform using the Harish-Chandra Plancherel theorem
by declaring that (1.0.3) is valid. To our knowledge, the fact that the Harish-Chandra space
is sufficient to construct all p-Fourier transforms has not been observed in the literature. We
construct the kernel function for the Fourier transform spectrally in §4.1, define the basic
function in §4.2; and prove several estimates for later use in §4.3.

In §5 we construct the asymptotic p-Schwartz space Si5(G(F)) < C(G(F)). Briefly,
it is the inverse image under the Harish-Chandra Plancherel isomorphism of meromorphic
sections with poles no worse than the Langlands L-functions attached to p. We refer to
S3(G(F)) < C(G(F)) as the asymptotic Schwartz space due to the fact that it is formally
similar to the asymptotic Hecke algebra [BK18], as pointed out to us by Beuzart-Plessis.
The asymptotic Hecke algebra satisfies all of the desiderata of Conjecture 1.5 except (54).

At this point we narrow our focus to the non-Archimedean case and cut out a subspace
of §55(G(F)) to construct the Schwartz space S,(G(F)). A clue to the correct definition is
given by Example 6.2. It demonstrates that elements of S3*(G/(F')) need not lie in the space
of almost compactly supported smooth functions C2(G(F')) (see Definition 6.1). On the
other hand one expects the Schwartz space to consist of almost compactly supported smooth
functions. Thus we define the p-Schwartz space

(1.0.4) S,(G(F)) = S=(G(F)) n C(G(F)).

C

One way to think about this definition is that S5(G(F')) gives us spectral control of the

Schwartz space and C2(G(F')) gives geometric control. Happily, the space C3(G(F')) can

be understood using the Paley-Wiener theorem of Bernstein and Heiermann (see §6.1). By

carefully leveraging the Harish-Chandra Plancherel formula and the Paley-Wiener theorem
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we are able to prove that S,(G(F")) is preserved by the Fourier transform and that Theorem
1.6 is valid for S, = S,(G(F')) in §7.

We suspect that with additional work our methods could be extended to define Schwartz
spaces (and not just asymptotic Schwartz spaces) in the Archimedean setting, but several
points remain unclear. The key would be to obtain a subspace of S25(G(F')) such that an
Archimedean analogue of (§4) is valid and prove that it is stable under the Fourier transform.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Analytic number theory notation. Let X be a set. For functions f,g: X — Ry,

we write
f<g orequivalently f(x)=0(g(z)),

if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that f(z) < Cg(z) for all z € X. We say g dominates
fif f < g. Occasionally we write f <7 g if the implied constant depends (only) on 7. We
write f X g if f < g and g < f. By contrast, we say f is bounded by ¢ if f(x) < g(x) for all
reX.

2.2. Varieties. By a standard abuse of notation, if X and Y are reduced schemes over C
we say that a map X (C) — Y(C) is algebraic, regular, or polynomial if it is induced by a
morphism X — Y of schemes over C. Similarly, a rational map X (C) -» Y/(C) is the partial
defined map induced by a rational morphism X -> Y.

2.3. Linear algebras. For a ring extension # — S and an R-module M, let Mg := M ®p S
denote the base change to S. For a real vector space W, we write W¢ = W @ ¢W for the
splitting supplied by the identification C = R & iR, where 7 is a choice of square roots of —1.

For a real vector space W and a subset X ¢ W, let
(2.3.1) Vy={z+iw|reX, weW}cWc

be the cylinder over X.



2.4. Groups, characters and measures. Let F' be a local field of characteristic 0 with
normalized norm |-|. When F is non-Archimedean, we let O be its ring of integers. Let
w € F* denote a choice of uniformizer, and set ¢ := ||

Let G be a (connected) reductive group over F' and let Ay < G be a maximal split torus.
We denote by Ag the maximal split torus in Zg.

Put

Ag = HomZ(X*(G),R), GEZX*(G) ®ZR.
Define a homomorphism Hg : G(F) — ag by

(2.4.1) (X, Ha(9)) = log[x(9)I;
for (g,x) € G(F) x X*(G). Set
G(F)'=kerHg ={geG(F):|x(g)| =1 for all x e X*(G)},
Ag = Ag,r = Hompepap(G(F)/G(F)!, CY).
The subscript TopGp indicates that homomorphisms are taken in the category of topological

groups (i.e. the morphisms are continuous group homomorphisms). Thus Ag is the set of
unramified quasi-characters of G(F'). There is a surjective homomorphism
anc — Ag

Let
Re Ag = Homrpopap (G(F)/G(F)', Ryy),
Im A := Hompopap(G(F)/G(F)', SY).

Here St := {z € C: |z| = 1} is the unit circle. The restriction of (2.4.2) to a, induces an
isomorphism onto Re A, and the restriction of (2.4.2) to iaf, surjects onto Im Ag. We let

(2.4.3) iaf, = ker (iaj, — ImAg) = ker (ajc — Ag).

Thus ia/, is trivial when F' is Archimedean, and is a full rank lattice of a7, when F' is
non-Archimedean. We say a function on Ag is holomorphic if its pullback along (2.4.2) is
holomorphic.

When F' is non-Archimedean, there is a canonical identification of Ag with the complex
points of an algebraic torus [Renl0, §V.2.4]. The Lie algebra of this torus is agc, and the
map (2.4.2) is just the exponential map. We obtain an isomorphism

(2.4.4) ae/ial, — Ag.

Thus our earlier definition of a holomorphic function on Ag coincides with the usual notion
of a holomorphic function on a complex torus.
For later use, we make explicit the following fact [Renl0, §V.2.4]:
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Lemma 2.1. Assume F' is non-Archimedean. For g € G(F'), the map

AGf—>C
x — x(9)

1s algebraic. 0

Following [Wal03, §1.1], a parabolic subgroup P of G is called semi-standard if it contains
Ag. We denote by P°P the opposite parabolic with respect to Ag. A semi-standard Levi
subgroup M is the unique Levi subgroup of a semistandard parabolic P that contains Aj.
For a semi-standard Levi subgroup M, let P(M) denote the set of all semi-standard parabolic
subgroups with Levi subgroup M. Let M denote a set of representatives of conjugacy classes
of semi-standard Levi subgroups. For any P € P(M), by abuse of notation we write H; :
P(F) — ayy for the pullback of Hy, along P(F) — M(F).

When F is non-Archimedean, we normalize measures as in [Wal03, p.240]. Namely, let K
be the special subgroup associated to the maximal split torus Ag. For any algebraic subgroup
H of G, we normalize the left Haar measure on H(F') so that K n H(F') has measure 1.

Assume F is Archimedean. Since G(F') = ResprG(R), we may view G(F) canonically
as a real Lie group. Choose a maximal compact subgroup K of G(F'). We normalize the
measure following [Art, I, 1.6]. Briefly, let N be the unipotent radical of a minimal semi-
standard parabolic subgroup. Pick Haar measures on a4, and on Lie NV (viewed as a real Lie

algebra). We have
(2.4.5) G(F)=¢"*N(F)K.

We assume dg = da dn dk, where the Haar measure da (resp. dn) is the pushforward of the
Haar measure on a4, (resp. Lie N) under the exponential map, and measg,(K) = 1.

For a split torus A, equip Im A, with a Haar measure as follows. Take the counting
measure on i@y p, and choose the Haar measure on 7aj; so that the quotient measure on
ia* [2mik X *(A) has volume 1. Here

(logg)~t if F is non-Archimedean and
K =
2 it F=R.

Give Im A4 the Haar measure so that the isomorphism iaj‘/z’aﬁ’ » 2 ImA, is measure pre-
serving. When F' is non-Archimedean this simply means Im A 4 has volume 1.

The restriction map ImAg — Im A4, is surjective with finite kernel. Equip Im Ag with
the pullback of the Haar measure on Im A 4, that we have just chosen.

2.5. The tempered dual. Denote by

II,(G) < Temp(G)



the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible square-integrable (resp. irreducible tempered)
representations of G(F'). Here and throughout this paper we work in the category of con-
tinuous unitary representations of G(F') on a Hilbert space, and a representation of G(F’)
is square-integrable if its matrix coefficients are square integrable modulo center.

The group of unramified characters Ag acts naturally on the set II(G) of isomorphism
classes of irreducible admissible representations of G(F). For 7 € II(G) and x € Ag, one

obtains a representation
Ty =T X.
By pulling back along (2.4.2) we obtain an action of a,. :

[(G) x age — T(G)

2.5.1
( ) (m,A) — my =7 ® eMe (),

An orbit under this action is sometimes called an inertial orbit. Let
(2.5.2) iaém <iag

denote the stabilizer of 7; we have ia}, < 10g .-

Let II1(G)c € II(G) denote the set of all unramified twists of [I5(G). For each 7 € II1(G),
the inertial orbit af,.m may be identified with the complex manifold a&c/iaéﬂr. Thus the
space II(G)c is naturally a disconnected complex manifold whose connected components
are inertial orbits. The unitary representations inside the inertial orbit of 7 may be identi-
fied with the real manifold iag/iay, . When F' is non-Archimedean, the inertial orbits are
moreover complex algebraic tori.

Let Tempy,4(G) denote the set of isomorphism classes of tempered representations of
G(F) of the form Ind% (o), where M € M, P e P(M) and o ¢ II,(M). The set Temp;,4(G)
is a quotient of

Tempp,g(G) = || Ha(M).
MeM

Equip Tempy,4(G) with the natural structure of a smooth manifold. For later use we put

TE@Ind(G)C: L] Ma(M)c
MeM

and equip it with its natural structure as a complex manifold; when F' is non-Archimedean,
it is the C-points of a complex algebraic scheme, each of its connected components being a
complex torus.

We recall the Harish-Chandra canonical measure do on II5(G). For an orbit O in Il (G)
under the Im Ag-action, the restriction of do to O is the pushforward of the Haar measure
on Im Ag along the action map Im Ag — O € II,(G). This allows us to define a regular Borel

8



measure dr on Tempy,4(G) by means of
1
o(m)dm = —_—
/Tempmm) ™) MZE:M (WA(G, M)| S
for any ¢ € Co(Tempy,g(G)). Here W (G, M) := Ngpy(M(F))/M(F) is the Weyl group of
M(F), deg(o) is the formal degree of o, and j(o)~! is the Harish-Chandra p-function; see
[BP20, §2.4, 2.6] and the references therein.

p(M,0)deg(0)j(o) " do,

Lemma 2.2. The map (M,o) — (M,0") defines an involutive homeomorphism on Tempy, 4(G)

that preserves the measure dr.

Proof. 1t is clear from the definition of the formal degree that deg(o) = deg(oV). Moreover,
j(o) =7(c") by [Wal03, p.286 (2)]. Strictly speaking, in loc. cit. only the non-Archimedean
case is discussed. The proof used [Wal03, p.283 (11)]. Its Archimedean counterpart remains
true by [Wal92, Lemma 10.5.6]. O

To ease notation, for semi-standard parabolic subgroups P = M N of G with Levi subgroups

M and admissible representations o of M(F'), write
I§(0) == IndS(0)

for the unitarily normalized induction. By the Langlands classification, every irreducible
tempered representation 7 is a subrepresentation of some I§(o) with M € M, P € P(M),
and o € IIo(M) (c.f. [Wal03, Proposition I11.4.1] and [Wal88, Proposition 5.2.5]). It is unique
in the sense that 7 — (M, o) determines a well-defined map

(2.5.3) Temp(G) — Tempy,4(G).

We mention that each I§(o) has finite length (topologically), and decomposes as a direct
sum of irreducible tempered representations as G-representations. We will need the following
fact from [Pou72, Corollary 5.1] in the sequel:

Lemma 2.3. Assume F is Archimedean. The map
(I (o)™ — 0o
fr—f(1)

1s well-defined and continuous. The superscript sm denotes the smooth part of the represen-
tation. [

Let M € M and P, P' e P(M). Moreover, let o be an admissible representation of M (F")
of finite length. For A € aj, we denote by

(254) Jp‘p/(O’)\) : Ig/(()')\)sm e I]g(O')\)Sm

the usual G(F)-intertwining operator [Wal03, Théoreme IV.1.1] [Wal92, 10.1.11].
9



2.6. Function spaces. For a scheme X smooth and of finite type over F' with X (F') # @,
recall the spaces

CZ(X(F)) <S(X(F)) < C*(X(F)).

The first and the last spaces have their usual meaning. When F' is non-Archimedean, we
set S(X(F)):=C>(X(F)). In the Archimedean case, let S(X(F')) be the Schwartz space
defined in [AGO8]; this is a nuclear Fréchet space.

2.7. Functions on groups. Let G be a connected reductive group over F. Let L2(G(F))
denote the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions on GG with respect to a choice of Haar

measure. Let
( ) R:L*(G(F))xG(F)x G(F) — L*(G(F))
2.7.1
(. (91,92)) — (x> o(g1 ' g2))
be the action map. We use the same notation for any G(F') x G(F')-invariant space of
functions on G(F).

When F is non-Archimedean, a function G(F) — C is uniformly smooth if it is fixed
on the left and right under a compact open subgroup K < G(F"). Let C>(G(F")) denote the
space of uniformly smooth functions. One has

CZ(G(F)) < CR(G(F)) < C=(G(F)).

When F'is Archimedean, the space S(G(F')) coincides with the Schwartz space of rapidly
decreasing functions defined in [Cas89], and it is a smooth Fréchet representation of G(F) x
G(F) of moderate growth.

In the rest of this subsection, we recall the definition of the Harish-Chandra space C(G(F')).
Choose a closed immersion ¢ : G — GL, and a norm |[-|,, = on the vector space of n x n

matrices M, (F"). Define a norm and a log-norm on G(F') by
(27 gl = = max{e(a) as, oy » 147 (D gy}
0c(g) : =1 +log(max{1, |g[}).

We will only use |g|| and o to define growth rates of functions. The spaces of functions we
obtain in this manner are independent of the choice of embedding ¢ and norm. For conve-
nience, we will assume that the norm is K-biinvariant. For every continuous f: G(F) — C
and all d € R, set

(2.7.3) pa(f) = sup |f(9)IE“(9) 'oc(g)".

geG(F)

Here Z¢ is the Harish-Chandra =-function [BP20, §1.5].
Suppose F' is non-Archimedean and K’ < G(F') is a compact open subgroup. Let

C(G(F)IK")={f e C(G(F)/|K'") : pa(f) < oo for all d > 0},
10



and
C(G(F)) := E(J,C(G(F)//K’)-

The seminorms (pg)4s0 endow C(G(F)//K") with a Fréchet topology, and we equip C(G(F))
with the locally convex colimit topology. Thus, C(G(F)) is a smooth LF-space representation
of G(F) x G(F).

If F'is Archimedean, let g := LieResp/rG and U(g) be the universal enveloping algebra.
The action of G(F)x G(F) on C*~(G(F)) induces an action of U(g) x U(g) on functions on
C>(G(F)). We define a seminorm

pu,v,d(f) = pd(R(U,U)f),
for all d >0 and u,v € U(g). Let
C(G(F)):={feC®(G(F)) : puwa(f) <oo forall d>0, u,veU(g)}.

These semi-norms make C(G(F')) a nuclear Fréchet space. By [Wal88, Theorem 7.8.1], it is
a smooth Fréchet representation of G(F') x G(F).

It is clear that C=(G(F)) < S(G(F)), and the inclusion is continuous. Using standard
estimates for Z¢ [BP20, Proposition 1.5.1(i)] one checks that =%(g)'og(g)? is dominated
by a polynomial function of g € G(F"). This implies that there are continuous inclusions

C(G(F)) < S(G(F)) < C(G(F)).
For fi, fo € C(G(F')), the convolution

fixfola)= [ R ()R g)dh

is absolutely convergent and f; * fo € C(G(F)); see [Wal88, §7.1] and [Wal03, Lemme II1.6.1].
For f e C(G(F)), let

[ (g)=f(g7).
The map f — f* defines a topological involution on C(G(F')) since og(g) < og(g™') and
E9(g7") = E%(9).
2.8. Harish-Chandra Plancherel. For a Hilbert representation H of G(F)), let
(2.8.1) HS(H)=H"®H

denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on the Hilbert space H, where the completed
tensor product is with respect to the Hilbert space structure. This space is naturally a
Hilbert representation of G(F') x G(F').

Assume (M, 0),(M’,0") € Tempy,q(G) such that I§(o) = 15 (0’). The theory of inter-

twining operators provides a canonical isomorphism
(2.8.2) HS(IS (o)) 2 HS(I5, ("))
11



(for example, the Archimedean case is discussed in [Art, 11.(2.2)]). This allows us to define
HS () unambiguously for 7 € Tempy,4(G).

Define
HS = | | HS(15(0)),
(M,0)eTempy,,q(G)c
HS™ = |_| ’HS(IE(U))SHI.

(Mzg)ETempII)d (G)(C

For A € Ay, one has a K-equivariant isomorphism I§(0y)|x 2 ]g(F)nK(UW(F)ﬂK)' This
realizes HS and HS™ as (infinite dimensional) vector bundles over the measurable space
Tempy, 4 (G)c. We denote the pullbacks of %S and HS™ along Tempy, 4(G) — Tempy,q(G)c
by the same symbols. In view of the identifications (2.8.2), these pullback descend to bundles
over Tempy,4(G).

Put

C*(Tempy,g(G))

| T(Tempy,g(G),HS™) n C=(Tempy,q(G),HS™) , if F is non-Archimedean,
- [(Tempy, g (G), HS) n C(Temp,4(G),HS) , if F'is Archimedean.

By abuse of notation, for a section T and (M,0) € Tempyq(G), we write T(M,0) =
T(I§(0)). Here the spaces of smooth functions are defined as in [BP20, §2.6].

We now discuss algebraic and topological structures on this space of sections. For 7 €
Temp;,4(G) the space HS(7w) is a Hilbert algebra. Since HS (7)™ is a dense subalgebra
of HS(w), it inherits the structure of a Hilbert algebra. Consequently, C*(Tempy,4(G))
is naturally an algebra under pointwise composition [BP20, Proposition A.3.1.(v)], and for
a section T € C*(Tempy,4(G)), taking the adjoint pointwise defines another section 77*.
Secondly, for g,h € G(F') and T € C*°(Tempy,4(G)), we define the section 0(g, h)T by

a(g, )T (x) = (g) o T o ()™,

This defines an abstract representation (O, C*(Tempy,4(G))) of G(F) x G(F).
For M € M and o € [I5(M) define

(2.8.3) N(o) =1+ x|

as in [BP20, §2.2]. Here x, is the infinitesimal character of ¢ and the norm is defined as in
loc. cit. Define

(2.8.4) C(Tempy,q(G)) < C%(Tempy,q(G))

to be the subspace of sections 7' such that

(nA) if F' is non-Archimedean, then 7" € I'.(Tempy,4(G), HS*™);
12



(A) if F is Archimedean, then for any M € M, any parabolic subgroup P € P(M), and
any invariant differential operator D on Im Aj;, one has
sup [18(0)(w) o DT(M, ) o IE(0)(v)], N(0)* < oo,
oells (M) °op
for all £ > 0 and u,v € U(Lie(K)). Here D is viewed as a differential operator on
Tempy,4(G) in the obvious way.

If F'is Archimedean, the topology on C(Tempy,4(G)) is defined by the seminorms in (A).
When F' is non-Archimedean, it is topologized as in [BP20, (2.6.3)].

It is not obvious that the definition in (A) is independent of the choice of K. Thus we
state and prove the following

Lemma 2.4. Let F' be Archimedean. One has that T € C(Tempy,q(G)) if and only if
sup 190} () 0 DT(M,0) o 190} ()], N (o) < oo

UEH2(M)
for allu,v e U(g) and all invariant differential operators D on Im Ay, where all unexplained

notation is as in (A).

Proof. The “only if” direction is clear. Thus assume 7" € C(Temp;,4(G)).

Combining [War72, Lemma 4.4.4.8] and [Kna0l, p.211], it suffices to prove the bound in
the statement of the Lemma when u,v are powers of Cy —2C1¢(k), Where Cy and Cre(k) are
the Casimir elements of g and Lie(K') (with respect to some symmetric bilinear form). By
assumption it then suffices to prove the bound for u,v being powers of Cy. The infinitesimal
character of I§ (o) is the infinitesimal character x, of 0. Hence Cy acts on the space of I§ ()
by a scalar bounded above by N (o). We deduce the bound for 7" in the statement of the

Lemma. ]

Lemma 2.5. C(Tempy,4(G)) is a subalgebra of C*(Tempy,q(G)) invariant under the O-
action.

Proof. The only point requiring clarification is G(F')xG(F')-invariance when F' is Archimedean.
But this follows from the identity 7(X)7(g) = 7(¢)7(Ad(g~')X), for g €e G(F') and X € U(g),
and Lemma 2.4. O

The matrical Paley-Wiener theorem, a strong form of the Harish-Chandra Plancherel
formula, is the following Theorem; see [Wal03] and [Art] for the proofs. We follow the
formulation in [BP20, Theorem 2.6.1].

Theorem 2.6. The map
HP : C(G) — C(Tempy,q(G))
fr—lm—=m(f)]
13



is a topological isomorphism. Its inverse sends a section T € C(Tempy,4(G)) to

HP(T)(9) = [ tr(r(g™) o T(x))dr.

Tempy,q (&)

The integral on the right is absolutely convergent by [Art, IT, Theorem 6.3].

Corollary 2.7. For f € C(G), one has the inversion formula
f(g) = (g ) om(f)dn,

Templnd (G

and the inner product formula

Jo @ Pdz= [ () om (D))

Proof. The inversion formula follows from Theorem 2.6. The inner product formula follows

at once by applying Harish-Chandra Plancherel to the function f* * f. O

For g,h e G(F) and f € C(G(F)), one sees readily that m(R(g,h)f) =n(g)n(f)n(h71), so
that

(2.8.5) HP(R(h,g)f) = O(h, g)HP(f).
This implies the map HP is G(F') x G(F')-equivariant, and (0,C(Tempy,4(G))) is a contin-

uous representation.
For a Hilbert space H and S € HS(H), let

(2.8.6) ST e HS(H)

denote the usual dual operator, which is given by ¢ — ¢ o S. We choose to not write SV
to distinguish from other v that have already appeared. We point out that ST is again
Hilbert-Schmidt and

(2.8.7) tr(S*S) = tr((ST)*ST).
We record some observations for future use:

Lemma 2.8. For f e C(G(F)) and (w,V) a tempered representation of G(F'), one has the
equality

T (f) =7
as operators on VV. ([l
Lemma 2.9. For T € C*(Temp,4(G)), define a section TT by
T (m)=T(x")" e HS (7).

Then TT € C*=(Tempy,q(G)). Moreover, if T € C(Tempy,4(G)) then TT € C(Tempy,4(G)).
Finally, if f € C(G), then HP(f)T = HP(fV). O
14



2.9. Constant terms. Let M ¢ M and P = MN € P(M). For f e C(G(F)), define the
constant term f(): M(F) — C of f along P by

1
F () =85 m) [ fmn)dn.
N(F)
By [Wal03, II1.6] and [Wal88, §7.2.1], the integral is absolutely convergent and f() €
C(M(F)). Moreover,
C(G(F)) — C(M(F))

fr—s &

is continuous.

Lemma 2.10. Let P = MN > P’ = M'N" be semi-standard parabolic subgroups of G. For
feC(G(F)), one has fF) = (f(P))MF) !

Lemma 2.11. One has
(R(my,m2) )T = 6p(m1)26p(ma) 2 R(ma, ma) f)
for (my,ma, f) e M(F)* xC(G(F)). O

Let P=MN. For (M',0") € Tempy,4(G) with M’ < M, there is a canonical isomorphism

~ M(F)nK
lp' P’ Indg,(F)nK(U'|M/(F)mK)—>Ind§(F)nK (IndP’EF;EM(F)OK(OJ|M,(F)”K)) .

For each ¢1, g2 € G(F), this induces a map
VPPt g g HS(IndE (o)) — HS(Indprn (") ar(ryak)
T'— ((tpr por ® tP,po')T) (91, 92)-
Here we are using the identification (2.8.1). This in turn yields a map between sections

C* (Tempy,4(G)) — C%(Tempy, (M)
(2.9.1)
T — TP
given by
T(P)(M,, O',) = eVpr’gl,Ll(T(M,, OJ)) € %S(Ind%nM(a’NM(F)nK).
Lemma 2.12. For T € C(Tempy,(G)), one has T") € C(Tempy,q(M)). There is a com-

mutative diagram

C(G(F)) —% C(Tempy(G))

l(—)“”’) l(—)“’)

C(M(F)) = C(Tempy,g(M))
15



Proof. Explicitly, we are claiming
evpr por 11 (HPG(f)(M',0")) = HPy (f) (M, 0")
Let my,me € K n M(F). By transitivity of induction, we have

CVPIAM,M,0' my,me © €VP Po’ 1,1 = €VP/ G o' my,msa-
It then suffices to show
eV 1.6t ma (HPG(f) (M, 0")) = eV pront at,ormr ma (HPar (f ) (M7, 07)).
By [Wal03, Lemme VII.1.2], for (M’,0") € Tempy,4(G(F)), one has

eV pr 6ot mima (HPG () (M, 0")) = HPyp (R (ma,ma) f) ) (M, o)

and
evpians, ot mms (HPar(FE) (M7, 07)) = HP ppr ((R(ma, ma) fEN)E MDY (M7, o).

Strictly speaking, loc. cit. only treats the non-Archimedean case, but the proof is valid in the
Archimedean case as well. The application of [Wal03, Lemma VII.1.1(ii)] may be replaced
by [Wal92, Lemma 13.1.7]. By Lemma 2.10,

(R(m17m2)f)(P,) = ((R(mh mz)f)(P))(P,nM)
so 1t remains to show
(R(my,ma) )T = R(mq,ms) fE)

for my,mq € K n M(F"). This follows from Lemma 2.11. O

3. LocAL LANGLANDS CORRESPONDENCE

We pin down a precise, weak version of the local Langlands correspondence for our pur-
poses. For a connected reductive group G over F, we take LG = @(C) x W the Weil form
of the L-group. If M < G is a Levi subgroup then we obtain an L-map “M — LG in the
standard manner [GH24, §7.4].

By a representation of LG, we mean a continuous group homomorphism p : 'G —
GLy,(C) where V, is a finite dimensional complex vector space, such that the restriction
,0|@(C) is given by a morphism G — GLy, of algebraic groups over C.

Let

W Wg xSLe(C) if F' is non-Archimedean, and
F Wr if F'is Archimedean.

An L-parameter ¢ : W;. — LG is called tempered, if the projection of ¢(Wr) down to
G(C) has a bounded image; i.e. is contained in a compact subset in the usual Hausdorff
16



topology. It is discrete, if its image is not contained in any proper Levi subgroup of *G.
Two L-parameters are equivalent if they are conjugate by elements in G (C). Let

Dy(G) € 24(G) € 2(G)

be the set of equivalence classes of discrete L-parameters (resp. tempered L-parameters,
L-parameters).

Let |-|: Wp — Ry be the usual norm, defined as in [Tat79, §1.4.6]. We extend it to W,
by pullback along the projection W} — Wg.

For

(3.0.1) Aeage = X (G)®C< X, ((G)G))e = X (Z8)c

we can form the L-parameter

P iWh G
(3.0.2) .
There is an action of a},~ on ®(G) given by
(G) x age — (G)
(9, ) — oa =0l - M,

The restriction of the action to ia?, preserves ®;(G) and ®,(G).

(3.0.3)

By a local Langlands correspondence, we mean a map
LL =LLg : II(G) — ®(G),

satisfying a list of properties. We make the list as short as possible to indicate precisely

what we require.

(LLC1) If G is torus, LLg is given by class field theory as in [Bor79, §9].

(LLC2) If G = GLx when F' is non-Archimedean, LL¢ is the correspondence constructed by
Harris-Taylor and Henniart [HT01, Hen00].

(LLC3) When F'is Archimedean LL is the correspondence constructed by Langlands [Lan89].

(LLC4) One has LLZ'(®,(G)) = Temp(G).

(LLC5) The map LL¢ is af,--equivariant.

(LLC6) If p: G — GLy, (C) is any representation, then po LLg(7V) = (p o LLg())".

(LLC7) Let (M,0) € Tempy,(G) and 7 an irreducible subquotient of 1§ (o). Then

LLg(m) = (*M — LG) o LLy(0).

Remarks.
(1) In the Archimedean setting the local Langlands correspondence constructed by Langlands
[Lan89] satisfies all the conditions above; see [Bor79, §11] for a survey.
(2) Due to the work of Fargues and Scholze [FS21, Theorem 1.9.6], one has a map LLg
satisfying (LLC1), (LLC2), (LLC5) and (LLC6) when F'is non-Archimedean.
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(3) If G = GL,, then the local Langlands correspondence constructed by Harris-Taylor and
Henniart satisfies (LLC1) (when G = GL,), (LLC2), (LLC4), (LLC5), (LLC6) and (LLCT).
(4) If one is only interested in constructing Schwartz spaces for a particular group G, then our
argument only requires a local Langlands correspondence satisfying the conditions (LLC1),
(LLC2), (LLC3), (LLC4), (LLC5), (LLC6) and (LLCT) for all Levi subgroups of G.

We henceforth assume (LLC1), (LLC2), (LLC3), (LLC4), (LLC5), (LLC6) and (LLCT)
throughout the paper. We say that a representation

p:LG — GLy, (C)

is tempered if the image of Wy is bounded. We point out that this implies that p is
Frobenius semisimple.

The local Langlands correspondence for GL,, in (LLC2) tells us that L-functions, e-factors,
and ~-factors defined either from the automorphic or Galois theoretic perspective agree, see
[GH24, §12.4]. In loc. cit. this is stated in terms of Rankin-Selberg L-functions, which agree
with Godement-Jacquet L-functions when both are defined; see [Jac79, Theorem 5.1] for the
Archimedean case and [JPSS83, §5] for the non-Archimedean case.

Now, we can define the local factors attached to a tempered representation p as follows.

Fix a nontrivial additive character ¢ : F' — C*. Consider the sequence of maps
Temp(G) —% &,(G) —— ®,(GLy,).
For m € Temp(G), put
L(s,m,p) = L(s, p o LLa()),
(3.0.4) (s, m,p,¢) :=e(s,poLLg(7),9),
V(s p,90) = (s, po LLa(m), ¥).

We require the following compatibility assumption:

(LLC8) Assume F' is non-Archimedean. Let M € M, P € P(M), o be a unitary supercuspidal
representation of M (F) and g € a},. If m € [I,(G) is a quotient of I§(0y,), then the
meromorphic function (3,0, pleas) is analytic at A = Ay and

7(%7 T Py w) = 7(%7 OX, IO|LM7 ¢)|)\:)\0-

In the following we show that GL,, satisfies (LLC8). Let a € Zso and let ¢ : Wy — GL,,/,(C)
be an irreducible representation. Let

A WF — WF X SLQ(C)
3.0.5 1/2
0 e (0 (" )

Then we have L-parameters

¢ ® Sym® " : Wp x SLy(C) — GL,(C)
18



a-1
¢poSym* o A=P ||V Wr — GL,(C).

=0

Here we extend the second homomorphism trivially to SLy(C) to regard it as an L-parameter.

Lemma 3.1. Assume ¢ is tempered. Then the function (%, DLy ¢l
morphic in a neighborhood of A =0 and

Ait(a-1)/2-i 1/)) is holo-

a-1 )
(s oS v) = (1 @ol- 1007 ).
Proof. Assume first that ¢ is ramified. Then
a—1
L(s,6®Sym*™") = L(s+(a-1)/2,¢) =1=] L(s + (a-1)/2-1i,¢).
i=0

On the other hand

a-1 a—1
e(3.0@8ym" ™ 0) =e(3,0,¢9) = Qé(%mﬁ,@b) = Qé(% +(a-1)/2-1,6,9)

[GR10, (11)]. Thus we deduce the lemma in this case.

Now assume that ¢ is unramified. The quotient Wr/Zp of Wy by the inertial subgroup
Ir is abelian, so we deduce that n = a and ¢ is an unramified character, say ¢ = |-|*. Then
using [GR10, (11)] again one has

)2 S o@SmT )G A (@ D)f2)_ (g) G-+ (- 1)f2)
C(3+A+(a-1)/2) C(3+X+(a-1)/2) '

7(3, 60 ®Sym™™, 4
On the other hand
(2 @¢|_|<a_1)/2_i y :ﬁ C(3-XA+(a-1)/2-1)
i 7 i=0 C(%+>\+(G_1)/2_i)
B C(% “\+ (a _ 1)/2) H?=_11 (1 _ q7(1/2+)\+(a71)/271’))
G+ (a=1)/2) T (1 - gD /2-0)
_ g(% “\+ (a - 1)/2) H;zz—ll q—(1/2+)\+(a—1)/2—i) (q1/2+/\+(a—1)/2—i) _ 1)
(G5 + A+ (a-1)f2) [ (1= g2 D)

Changing variables ¢ — a — 4 in the top product this is

C(% -A+(a- 1)/2) H?z—ll(_q7(1/2+)\+(a71)/27(a7i)) (1- q1/2+)\+(a71)/27(a72‘)))
(Lot (a-1)2) [ (1 - 2o D/2ei)
GG @)

(Corv(a-n2) © 70

Proposition 3.2. If G = GL,, then (LLC8) is true.
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Proof. Let an, and let M be the semi-standard Levi subgroup isomorphic to GL; . Let o
be a unitary supercuspidal representation of GL,,/,(F'). Then 0®® is a unitary supercuspidal
representation of GL{., (F). Let A\, € aj, be the point such that

nja
(HM(m1

ma )”\“) - ﬁ | det mi|i—1f(a—1)/2'

i=1

e

Then the induced representation 75" (a®?, \,) has a unique irreducible quotient Q(®, \,)
which is a discrete series representation. Moreover all unitary discrete series representations
of GL, (F") are isomorphic to Q(c®*,\,) for some o and a|n. One can consult [GH24, §8.4]
for references for these facts.

Let ¢ : Wp — GL,,(C) be the L-parameter of o. Then the L-parameter of Q(c®?,\,) is
¢ ® Sym“® ™" [Zel80, §10]. Therefore

k
(3.0.6) p(¢p®Sym*™) =P ¢; ® Sym* .
i=1
Then
Pi=go A Wp — M

is the L-parameter of o¥*. Moreover (3.0.6) implies that

k (1,'—1 )
(3.0.7) pla(9$") =D D ¢ ®|- (ai=1)/2-j
i=1 j=0
Thus the proposition follows from Lemma 3.1. 0]

Proposition 3.3. Let M e M, P € P(M), o be a unitary supercuspidal representation of
M(F) and Mg € a},. If m € Temp(G) is a subrepresentation of IS (0y,), then

7(%7 ™ P, ¢) = 7(%7 O, P|LM, 1/})|)\=)\0'
In particular, the meromorphic function 7(%,0,\,p|LM,w) 1s analytic at X = \.

Proof. Let (M’,¢") € Tempy,,(G) be chosen so that 7 is a subrepresentation of Ind$, (o").
Then (s, m, p) =v(s,0', plrar). By [Renl0, Corollaire VI.2.1] we can find a semi-standard
Levi M of G contained in M’, P € P(M), o a unitary supercuspidal representation of M (F')
and A € aj,. such that o’ is a subrepresentation of Ind}.,;(0x). Applying (LLCS), we
have v(s,0', plear) = v(s,0,plear). By transitivity of induction, 7 is a subrepresentation of
Ind$% (o). Thus we deduce the proposition. O

For the rest of this section we record several consequences of the local Langlands corre-
spondence for later use.
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3.1. Local factors as functions on Tempy ,(G). Let (M,0) € Tempy,4(G) and 7 be an
irreducible subquotient of 1§ (o). From (LLCT7), we see

L(s,m,p)=L(s,0,p|lea)-

Suppose that the elements (M, c’) and (M, o) map to the same point in Tempy,4(G). Then
I§(0) and I§(0') have the same semisimplification. In particular, if 7 is a common con-
stituent, then

L(s, 0", plear) = L(s,m, p) = L(s, 0, plear).-

This shows that

L,(M,0):=L(3,0,plu),
(3.1.1) pp(M,0) = (5,0, plear, V),

Vouwr(M,0) :=7(5,0,plear, ¥),
are well-defined functions on Tempy,4(G). We usually drop ¢ from notation for simplicity.
Writing 7 = I§ (o) with P € P(M), we set
Ly(7) = Ly(M,0) = L(3,0, plen),

and define the remaining local factors similarly. By pulling back along the map (2.5.3), we
obtain functions

L,.c,,7,: Temp(G) — C.

Moreover, since 7 is tempered, we have L,(7) = L(3,, p), defined as in (3.0.4), and similarly
for €, and ~,.

Lemma 3.4. The composition
Templnd(G) I Templnd(G) l)

is a smooth function and extends to a rational (resp. meromorphic) function on T?IerInd(G)C
when F' is non-Archimedean (resp. Archimedean). The same holds if 7y, is replaced by L,
or €,. In the case of €,, the extension is reqular (resp. entire) when F is non-Archimedean
(resp. Archimedean). Moreover, the extensions of L, and vy, are holomorphic in an (analytic)
open neighborhood of Tempy,4(G).

The inverse L' : (M, o) — L(3,0,plear)”" is well-defined, and extends to a regular (resp.

entire) function Tempy,4(G)c — C when F is non-Archimedean (resp. Archimedean).

Proof. Let M be a semi-standard Levi subgroup of G. Since M(C) is reductive and p is
tempered, the restriction plry; : “M — GL,(C) is semisimple. On the other hand, the
functions L;l, Y, and €, are additive. Indeed, this is obvious for the L;l, it is stated in
(Tat79, (3.4.2)] for €,, and then follows for ~,.
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Combining the additivity observation above with (LLC5) reduces the assertions in the
Lemma regarding v, to studying the function

way, — C
A 7(%70A7p)

for irreducible p. Specifically, to prove the assertions in the lemma involving ~, it is enough
to show that this function is smooth and extends to a rational (resp. meromorphic) function
on a7, when F' is non-Archimedean (resp. Archimedean).

By irreducibility of p, the image of po|-|* lies in the center Zgy,, (C) = C*, so pol-|* = |-[*M)
where 1@ a%,~ — C is a linear functional. By (LLC2) and (LLC5), we deduce that

v(3.0x.0) =7(5 + 1(A),LLgL, (p o LLas(0)), ),

and similarly for L' and €,. The claims in the Lemma are now standard; see [Jac79] and
the reference therein, for example. O

Lemma 3.5. Let m € Temp(G) and o = LLg), (poLLg(w)). Let X, be the central character
of 0. One has

6(8,7T,p,77/))6(1 - 577TV7107¢) = XU’(_]‘)7

’y(saﬂapﬂ/])’y(l - 577rv7p7¢) = XU(_l)‘

Proof. When G = GL,, and p is the standard representation the first relation follows from
the local Langlands correspondence and [Jac79, 1.3.10], and the second relation follows from
the first. One reduces the general case to this one using (LLC6). O

Lemma 3.6. For w € Temp(G), one has

(3,7, p,0) = (5,7, p, ),
|7(%77T’p’77b)| =1.

Proof. As in the previous lemma, using (LLC6), the argument reduces to the special case
where G = GL,, and p is the standard representation. We henceforth assume we are in this
special case.

For any f e S(M,(F)), recall the local zeta integral of Godement-Jacquet:

Z(s.0.)= [ @) detaf 5 da,

where ¢ is a matrix coefficient of w. Let ¢¥(z) := ¢(z7!), and F, be the usual Fourier

transform against the additive character v:

Fow)= [ F@yli(ey)ds
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Here, we use the Haar measure that is self-dual with respect to . Then the functional

equation

Z(l —57fw(f)’cv) :7(577T71/})Z(57f70)

holds [GJ72, Theorems 3.3 and 8.7]. Strictly speaking, in the Archimedean case, Godement
and Jacquet work with a subspace of S(M,,(F')), but the argument we are about to make is
insensitive to the difference. For s e R

Z(1=s,Fy1(f), ") = Z(1 = 5, Fy(f), ") =1(s,m, ) Z(s, f,¢) =1(s,m,9) Z(s, [, ).
Since ¢ is a matrix coefficient for 7V, upon comparing the last two displayed equations, we
obtain the first identity.

For the second identity, using the first equality, [Tat79, (3.4.4)] and Lemma 3.5 we have

|7(%77Tﬂ/})|2 = ’7(%aﬂ-777/})’7(%77(71/}) = Xn(_l)V(%aWa@b)V(%»WV:%U) = Xﬂ(_l)Q =1

O

3.2. Poles of L-functions. In this subsection, we assume F is an Archimedean local field.
By applying Weil restriction of scalars, we may assume £’ = R without loss of generality.

In the Archimedean setting, L-functions have infinitely many poles. We will require some
control on these poles that is uniform over all irreducible square-integrable representations
of G(F'). This control is formalized in Theorem 3.9 below.

Now, we recall two well known properties of the Archimedean local Langlands correspon-
dence. First, following ([Lan89], [Bor79, §11]), we have:

Theorem 3.7. One has LLg ($2(G)) = TIy(G).

We write Wi = C* u jC*, and identify the subgroup C* with W¢ as usual [Tat79, §1.4.3].
Thus j2=-1 and jzj~! =% for z € W. By [AV16, Theorem 1.3], we have the following

Theorem 3.8. Let Cy, € Aut Wy be the involution defined by Cyy(2) = 271 for z € W, and
Cwy(j) =7. Then LLg(7) o Cyy = LLg(7Y).

Now we are ready to state the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 3.9. There exists a set D c l1y(G) of representatives of II,(G)/iaf,, stable under
contragredients, with the property that for any C > 0 there exists a finite set P(G,C) of
polynomials in C[s] such that for all o € D there exists a p € P(G,C) such that p(s)L(s,o,p)
has neither pole nor zero in {|Re(s)| < C}.

The key point in this theorem is that the finite set P(G,C) does not depend on o.

Corollary 3.10. There exists a set D of representatives of lo(G)/[iaZ, in ly(G) stable
under contragredient, such that following holds. For any compact subset K ¢ af,, there exists
a finite set of polynomials P(G,K) on af,. with the property that for all o € D there exists a
p e P(G,K) such that p(A\)L(3,0x,p) has neither pole nor zero on the cylinder Vi.
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Here Vi is defined as in (2.3.1).

Proof. We may assume p is irreducible. Retain the notation in the proof of Lemma 3.4 (view
M therein as G here). Then

L(%,O’)\,p) = L(% + ,U()\),U,p)
Take C' > 0 such that {3+x()\) | A € K} ¢ {|Re(s)| < C}, and let P(G, C) ¢ C[s] be a finite set
satisfying the statement of Theorem 3.9. Then P(G,K) = {\ — p(3 + u(N)) |p € P(G,C)}

is a finite set of polynomials on af,. satisfying the statement of the Corollary. This finishes
the proof. [l

The proof of Theorem 3.9 will occupy the rest of the subsection. In view of (LLC5) and
Theorem 3.8, it suffices to find a complete set D of representatives of ®(G)/iaf; in ®2(G)
invariant under precomposing with Cfy,, such that for every compact subset K c R there
exists a polynomial p such that p(s)L(s,po¢) has no pole and no zero in Vi for all ¢ € D.

The following lemma can be extracted from [She83, §3]:

Lemma 3.11. If ®3(G) is nontrivial, then there is a torus T < G such that (T n G9er)° is
anisotropic and an L-map 1: YT — LG, such that ®3(G) € 1. D¢(T). O

Here ¢, : ®4(T) — ®,(G) is the pushforward.
Lemma 3.12. To prove Theorem 3.9, it suffices to consider the case where G is a torus T.

Proof. We may assume ®5((G) is nontrivial. Let ¢: “T — LG be the L-map of Lemma 3.11.
Restriction to X*(7") induces a morphism ¢aj, — ia}.. Thus we obtain an action of iaf, on
¢, (T) via (3.0.3), and ¢, is iaj,-equivariant.

Since the torus T is anisotropic modulo Zg, the torus Ag is the maximal split subtorus of
T. Thus

X*(T)c = X*"(Ag)c = X*(G)c.
Take ¢ € ®o(G) and say ¢ = 1,¢' for some ¢’ € ®,(T). Then
L(s,¢,p) = L(s,¢',por),
8(87 ¢7 p) = 6(87 ¢I7p o [/7 w)'

The representation p o ¢ is again tempered. In view of Lemma 3.11 we have completed our
reduction. 0

We are going to prove the Theorem by reducing it to manageable computations. First, we

classify all representations of LT

Lemma 3.13. All tempered representations of LT are semisimple. Moreover, all irreducible
representations of T are either
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(1) continuous homomorphisms x : *T' — C* such that x|z, is algebraic and x(t,z) =
X(jtj‘ ,Z) for (t,2) e T(C) x Wg, or

(2) IndT(C)XW (x0) where xo : T(C)x W¢ — C* is a continuous homorphism with Xolz(c)
algebraic such that xo(t, z) # xo(jtj~',2) for some (t,z) € T(C) x We.

Proof. Let p: *T' — GLy,(C) be a tempered representation. Since p is tempered ply, is
semisimple. Decompose p into We-eigenspaces. Each eigenspace being T((C)—invariant, by
reductivity it can be decomposed into irreducible T((C)—invariant subspaces. Thus P‘T(C)ch
is semisimple. Since [LT : T(C) x W¢] is finite and we are considering complex represen-
tations, this implies p itself is semisimple by a standard argument (see the proof of [BH06,
Lemma 2.7]).

Now, let p: 1" — GLy, (C) be irreducible. The restriction plzcy.y, is a direct sum of one-
dimensional representations. Let xq : T (C) x W — C* be one of these representations; in
particular XO‘T((C) is algebraic. By Frobenius reciprocity, we then have a nonzero intertwining
map

p— Indz(c . (x0).
The representation on the right is two dimensional. It is reducible if and only if y, is fixed
under Wg/We, and hence extends to a homomorphism x as in (1). U

To prove Theorem 3.9, by Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13, we may assume that G' =T is a torus
and p is irreducible. Moreover, by [Cas08, Theorem 2|, we may take

(3.2.1) T = G, x (Resc/gGm.c)" x U5,
for some a,b, ¢ € Zso, where Uy (R) := {x € R®g C: 27 =1} for any R-algebra R. Thus
(3.2.2) P = ((C¥)% x (C* x C*)® x (C*)®) x W.

We write elements of this group as (¢, (21, 22),u) x w, where w € Wg. One has
((17 17 1) X j)((éa (2172:2)72) . ’LU)((L 17 1) A jil) = (é? (22721)a271) ijj71

Lemma 3.14. The one-dimensional representations of “T are given by the homomorphisms
Pew soe indexed by (0,0, s, e) € 20 x Zb x C x {0,1} defined by stipulating that

a b

. o0

pe,e',so,e((L (21,22),u) x 2) = |2]*® H tfl H 2137245
— i=1 =1

pé,é’,so,e((L 17 1) X]) = (_1)6'

The representation pyy s, 15 tempered if and only if sg € iR.

Proof. A general algebraic homorphism T(C) — C* is of the form

(t, (21, 22), 1) — Ht thzmnuf”ﬂ

for (£,0,07 0" e Z2 x Z° x Z* x Z¢. By Lemma 3.13, we must have ¢} = ¢/ and ¢ = 0. O
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Again, applying Lemma 3.13 and a similar argument, we obtain the following:

Lemma 3.15. Two dimensional irreducible representations of “T are given by the induction
of the homomorphisms pep g o so.m * YT — C* indezed by (€, 0, 0", 0" sg,m) € L% x Zb x Zb x
7¢ x Cx Z given by

a b c

. o o o

pee oo som((E, (21,22),0) % 2) = |Z|fc0(2/|z|<1c/2)m | I tfl I I 21i%9; l l u;"
— =1 =l i1

where £ # 0" for some i, U # 0 for some i, or m # 0. The representation is tempered if and
only if so € iR. O

Now we compute ®,(7"). In the following table, we record a family of homomorphisms

Wr — T(C) associated with each basic torus:
T Wg — T(C)
Gm, Xe(2) =1, xc(jz) =(-1)¢, whereee{0,1}.

RescrGe | Xe(2) = (i) () ). amd
xk(jz) = ((T)k(w)’“) for keZ.

|21

Uy xk(2) = (@)k, xk(j2) = (ﬁ)_k, for keZ.

For any real torus 7' and any continuous homomorphism y : Wg — T(C) that is algebraic
upon restriction to W¢, the canonical extension of y to an L-parameter ¥ : W — LT is

defined by X(z) = x(2) x 2z, and X(jz) = x(jz) % jz.

Lemma 3.16. Let T € {G,,, Resc/rGm.c, Uy }. The canonical extensions of the characters

in the table above provide a complete set of representatives for ©.(T')[iak.. O

Proof of Theorem 3.9. We have already explained how to translate the Theorem to a state-
ment about L-parameters after the proof of Corollary 3.10. By Lemma 3.12, it suffices to
consider the case where GG is a torus, and by Lemma 3.13 it suffices to consider the case
where p is irreducible.

Using Lemma 3.16, we may take our set of representatives of L-parameters to be

(3.2.3) Di={pepw:€€{0,1}", keZ’ k eZ},
where ¢ € (1) is given by the canonical extension of

Pekkr = (X0sers -+ -5 X0,eas XOJE1s - - - 3 X0,kps Xkise - ,ng)-

The set D is stable under precomposing with Cyy, defined as in Theorem 3.8.

In view of Lemma 3.13, the only possibilities for irreducible representations of LT are listed
in Lemma 3.14 and Lemma 3.15. To complete the proof it suffices to check the following
claim: For each representation p, as in Lemma 3.14 or Lemma 3.15, and for any C' > 0 there
is a polynomial p € C[s] such that p(s)L(s,po ¢) has no pole in {Re(s) < C} for all ¢ € D.
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Assume p = pyp s, . is one dimensional. Then for all ¢ € D,

(3-24) pod(z) =22, pod(j) = (~1)e

s+sQ +ep,¢

for some e, 4 € {0,1}, so that L(s,¢,p) =7~

po(s) = H (s=s0—n),

TLG[—C,C] N2Z<o

I (¥25%2). Take

and

pi(s) = I (s—s0—n).

ne[-C,C1n(2Z<0-1)

Then

Pr(s)L(s, ¢, p)

has no pole and is nonvanishing in |Re(s)| < C for all ¢ € D with e, 4 = k. In this case the
finite set P(G,C) = {po, p1} satisfies the assertion of Theorem 3.9 for all ¢ € D.
Now, let pg = poer g s9.m and consider (Ind;{c)chpo) o¢ for ¢ € D. By [Bor79, §4.2] have

L
(a2 p0) o & = IndiiE (o o dlwe)

Since L-factors are invariant under induction we deduce

L
(3.2.5) Ls: b IndTC(FC)xWCPO) = L(s,p0 © Pe i)
L - 2(27T)—S—SO_fP7¢F (S + SO + fp,¢)

where

1 b c
(3:2.6) o=y [+ R0 -0+ SR

i=1 i=1

For k € Z, set

pi(s) = H (s—s9—n).

ne[-C,CIn(Z<o-2k)

For all but finitely many k € Z, we have pi(s) = 1. By construction we see

L
P (8) LS, Pei s Iy P0)

has no pole and is nonvanishing in |[Re(s)| < C for all ¢ € D with 2f, 4 = k. In this case the
finite set P(G,C) = {px | k € Z} satisfies the assertion of Theorem 3.9 for all ¢ € D. O
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3.3. Bounds for y-factors. Continue to take F' = R. We assume G admits a maximal torus
T such that T'/Ag is anisotropic, and that we have a tempered representation

p: G — GLy, (C).
A well-known Theorem of Harish-Chandra implies that this is equivalent to the statement
that II5(G) # @. For a parameter ¢ : Wg — LG, the restriction ¢|y, to W¢ is a group
homomorphism, and is G(C)-conjugate to a morphism of the form z — (227", z) for some
A i€ X, (T)c such that A — e X,(T). Let || be a Weyl group invariant norm on X, (T)¢
and set
N(¢):=1+|A.
Recall the definition of N (o) from (2.8.3).
Lemma 3.17. If |-| is normalized appropriately then N(o) = N(LLg(0)) for all o € TIy(G).

Proof. This follows from the behavior of the local Langlands correspondence with respect to
infinitesimal characters, see [BG14, §2.3]. O

We point out that N(¢) and N (o) depend on a choice of norm. These choices are irrelevant
for our purposes since we will only use these quantities to study coarse growth rates of

functions.
Lemma 3.18. One has N(po ¢) <, N(¢) for ¢ € D,(G). O
In the remainder of this subsection, we prove the following bound for later use:

Proposition 3.19. There exists a complete set D of representatives of Ily(G) [iaf, in Iy (G)
stable under taking contragredient that satisfies the following: for

(1) any o €D,

(2) any compact set K ¢ af,,

(3) any polynomials p(X), p¥(X) on ake such that p(A)L(5,0x, p) and p*(N)L(3,0,,p)

have no poles in Vic and p(N)L(%,0Y,,p) is nonvanishing on Vi,
there exist an integer k € Zy1 and a polynomial py on aj, both independent of p,p,p¥ such
that
PN (5:9% 0,)
p'(A)

The following combines [Mor05, §II1.5, Lemma 3 and Lemma 5]:

< (1+ [PV (N () + oMD"

AeVie

Lemma 3.20. Let d e {1,2}. For @ >0 and -1 <Re(s) <1 one has

‘F(%(Qu—s))
I(4(Q+s))

d d(3-Re(s))
< (5 |Q +1+ 8|) .
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Corollary 3.21. Let d € {1,2}, Q € 125 and n € Zsg. Let p,p¥ € C[s] be the monic
polynomials such that p(s)F( (Q + 2 - s)) and pY (s)I‘( (Q +14 s))) are holomorphic and
nowhere vanishing for |[Re(s)| < n. Then

pIL(5(Q+5-5))

A (1+p(s +1+ s+ 2n[md+?
G (G| < poie |

for |Re(s)| < n.

Proof. We follow the proof of [GL21, Lemma 3.3, filling in additional details.

Assume for the moment that ) < 3n+2. Then there are only finitely many possibilities for
the polynomials p, p¥, and the parameters d and @) in the expression we wish to bound. Of
course, the possibilities depend on n. Thus if we assume further that |[Im(s)| < 1 the bound
follows.

On the other hand if Q) > 3n+2 then p = p¥ = 1. Combining this with our earlier comments,
we see that it suffices to show that

r(E(Q+3-5)
F(5(Q+3+9))

provided either |Im(s)| > 1 or @ > 3n + 2.
Assume that 0 < Re(s) < n. For any N € Zy, using the functional equation I'(z + 1) =

< |Q + 1+ 5+ 2n| 42

2I'(2), one has

F(%(Q+%+s)):ﬁ(g(Q+%+s)—k)F(g(Q+%+s)—N)

and
N CICRTN) S SUAR
11 (5( +§—s)+kz)
Then
‘F(%(Q+%—8))
r(5(Q+3+5))

r(5(Q+5-5)+N)
F(4Q+1+s)-N)|

Assume N <n+ 1. Since either Im(s) > 1 or @ > 3n + 2 the above is bounded by a constant

2 (@ 1-5) e ) [T(2Q+ 3 +9)-)

k=1

depending on n times

F(5(Q+3-5)+N) _‘ (5(Q+1-G+s-2F ))‘
F(é(Q+l+s)—N) F(4Q+G+s-4)) |
Take N so that Re(s) — 2¥ € (-=2,0]; then 0 < N <n+1. Write

Q+(3+s-H= (Q Loo-1)(Re(s) = 20)) + (2 +5 - 2 + 15 1) (Re(s) - 2Y))
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and
Q+1-(L+5-2)=(Q+ 1o n(Re(s) - Z)) +1- (3 +s - + 15 _1(Re(s) - &)
so that
Re(3+5- 2 + Lo ny(Re(s) - 27)) € [-5, 3]
Now we apply Lemma 3.20. If d = 2, then
‘F@(Q+%—S)+N)
I'(4(Q+1+s)-N)

lé Q+1+1+5- NPO-Re()

< |Q+1+%+s|2

If d = 1, then
'F(g(Q+%—s)+N)
I'(4(Q+3+s)-N)

| P(4(Q+1-35)+N)
D(HQ+ 5 +5) - N+ 1o 1 (Re(s) - 5))
<(31Q+ Lo ny(Re(s) = 2F) + L+ 5+ 5= 2 + Lo y(Re(s) - 27)])
x[5(Q+3+5) - N|

<|Q+1+s]

4(Q+3+5)-N)| if Lo 1j(Re(s) - ) =1
1 otherwise

—Re(s)+2N-1(_3 _1](Re(s)-2N)

Hence we obtain that

F(5(Q+3-5))
F(5(Q+3+5))
for @ >3n+2, |Im(s)|>1 and 0 < Re(s) <n.

Assume —n < Re(s) <0. Set s":= s+mn, so that 0 < Re(s’) <n. Then

F(%(Q+%—S))‘=F(%(Q+%+n-5’))‘= F(§(Q+n+3-5)) ‘

(3.3.1)

< |Q+1+%+s|2

I'(4(Q+3+5)) F(4(Q+3-n+9)) F(4(Q+n+i+s)-nd)
o [P 3-0)
- ,g) §(Q+n+§+s)—k‘x F(4(Q+n+3+s))

F(5(Q+n+3-5))
F(4(Q+n+i+s))

«|Q+n+3i+s|m

Applying the bound (3.3.1), we see

‘F(g(Q+%—8))
I(4(Q+3+5))

< Q+n+3+s+n"Q+n+1+1+s+nf

<, |@Q + 1+ 5+ 2|42,
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Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.12, and using (LLC5) and Lemma 3.17, to prove
Proposition 3.19 it suffices to prove the following lemma:

Lemma 3.22. Let T be a real torus. There exists a complete set D of representatives of
Q,(T)/iak in ®,(T) stable under precomposition with Cyy, that satisfies the following: for
(1) any 6 <D,
(2) any compact set K c a%.,
(3) any tempered representation p: LT — GLy, (C),
(4) any polynomials p(X), p¥(X) on aj such that the functions

A= p(N)L(3,000), A p (M) L(5, 010 Cws, p)
have no poles in Vi and are nonvanishing on a%,

there exist an integer k € Zyy and a polynomial po(X) on ai both independent of p,p,p¥ such
that

p()‘)f)/(%a (,b)\ © CWR7 P, w)

op ) e (1+ POV (N(0) + [po(V)])"

for ¢ €D.

Proof. As in the last subsection, we may assume 7" is in the form of (3.2.1), and take D as in
(3.2.3). Using Lemma 3.13 and the fact that v-factors are additive, we may assume that p is
irreducible. The irreducible representations are 1 or 2-dimensional and classified in Lemma
3.14 and Lemma 3.15 above.
Either p = pgp s, 15 one-dimensional, or p = Ind;{c)XWCpg’glng’gIH’SO’m is two-dimensional
(see Lemma 3.14 and 3.15 for notation). By (3) and Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15 one has s € iR.
Let ¢ € D. If p is two-dimensional as above let f,, be as in (3.2.6). Then (3.2.4) and
(3.2.5) imply that
1 +|so| if p is one-dimensional

(3.3.2) N(po¢) <<{

1+ |so|+ frs if pis two-dimensional
We have
L(§: 63 ° Ciesp) = L(3,6%2.0) = LG5~ (). 67" p)

for some linear functional y : a},c — C. Similarly L(3, ¢x, p) = L(5 + (N), ¢, p). The analo-
gous identities hold for the e-factor. Applying (3.2.4) and (3.2.5) again we see that

L (552 (ep0+ 5= 50— (V)
L (552 (ep0 + 3 + 50+ 1(V))

where e, 4 € {0,1} in the one-dimensional case and e, = f, 4 in the two-dimensional case.

7(%7 ¢)\ ° OWRa P ¢) = E(%? ¢/\ o OWmPﬂﬁ) X ((dimp)ﬂ—)(dimp)(so_"#()\))

By Corollary 3.21, we see

p(A)’Y(%a ¢>\ © CWR7pa ’17/})
pY(A)

<eppr (L+pN)leps + 1+ 50+ p(N) + MM
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< (L+[p]) (N(po @) +|u(A) + MY

for some M € Z,. Now the lemma follows from Lemma 3.18. 0

4. THE FOURIER TRANSFORM

Fix once and for all a nontrivial additive character ¢ : F — C* on the local field F, and
let p: £G' — GLy,(C) be a tempered representation. By Lemma 3.4 we have a well-defined

smooth function
3y Tempy,y(G) — C.

We now investigate the multiplication map
(£0.1) Vp+ : C(Tempy,g(G)) — C(Tempy,a(G))
h T — (7= 7,(m)T(7))

For the reader’s convenience, we record a version of multivariable Cauchy integral formula.
Lemma 4.1. Let Q2 € C™ be an open subset and let f: €2 — C be a holomorphic function.
ForpeQ andr>0 assume {zeC:|z—p|<r} cQ. Let (my,...,my,) € (Zso)"™. One has

gt f L, / / f(2)
- dzy---dz,
821”1---8272”“( ) (2mi)n (21— pr)™* L2 — pr )7 Arnds

where the ith integral is over |z; — p;| = r, oriented counter-clockwise.

Proof. When my = --- = m,, = 0, this is the usual Cauchy integral formula [Voi07, Theorem
1.17]. The formula for general my,...,m, follows upon differentiating under the integral
sign. 0

Lemma 4.2. The map v, is a well-defined continuous linear operator.

Proof. When F' is non-Archimedean the lemma is immediate.
Assume F' is Archimedean. To prove that 7,- is well-defined and continuous, we must
prove the continuity of the seminorm on C(Temp;,4(G)) given by
I s |IE(0)(w) e D3 T)(M.0) e (@) 0], N(o)*
o€llo
for M € M, D an invariant differential operator on ia},, k € Zsy and u,v € U(Lie(K)c). By
the product rule, to prove this it suffices to show there exists some L € Zsq such that

(4.0.2) |Dy(%, 0, plear,¥)| <p,p N(o)"

for all o € IIo(M). We first observe that there is an open neighborhood of 0 in iay; with

compact closure K such that (4.0.2) holds for D = id and A € Vi by Proposition 3.19. To

prove it for general D we use Lemma 4.1 to reduce to the case of D =id. O
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We remind the reader that 7, = 7, also depends on a choice of ¢ (see (3.1.1)). Define
Fow 1 C(G(F)) — C(G(F)) by

(4.0.3) Fpy = () oHP oy,  HP

where HP is the map in Theorem 2.6. By loc. cit, for f € C(G)

(4.0.4) FoslD@)= [ spu(mtr(m(g) o n(f))dr.
Tempy,q(G)

We usually drop the ¢ from notation, writing F, := F,,. By Lemma 4.2 and Theorem 2.6
F, is a continuous linear operator. By (2.8.5) HP is G(F') x G(F)-equivariant. It follows
that

(4.0.5) FooR(h,g) =R(g,h)oF,.

where R is the action map (2.7.1).
By Lemma 2.9 one has

(4.0.6) F,=HP ™o ()"0, oHP.
In view of this, define F,* : C(Tempy,q(G)) — C(Tempy,q(G)) by
(10.7) Fp = () o0ny

This is again a continuous linear operator. The two operators just introduced are related by

the commuting square:

C(G(F)) —— C(G(F))
(4.0.8) le \LHP
C(Tempy,4(G)) ]_-—gp> C(Tempy,q(G))

We shall refer to F, = F,, as the Fourier transform attached to p and ¢ on the Harish-

Chandra space.
Lemma 4.3. For f e C(G(F)) and w € Temp(G) u Tempy, 4(G), one has
T(Fo(f)7) = 2p(m)m () and 7(F,(f)) = 7, (x")mw(f7).

Proof. First assume 7 € Tempy,4(G), and write m = I§(o) for some (M,0) € Tempy,4(G)
and P e P(M). By (4.0.3), we have

m(Fp(f)7) = HP(F,(f)*)(7) = (7, HP(f))(7) = v,(m)7(f).
This proves the first equality. By Lemma 2.8 and the first equality (with 7 replaced by 7V)
m(Fo(f))T =7 (Fo(f)*) = 2(m)m*(f).

We conclude the proof of the second equality by applying Lemma 2.8 again.
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If 7 € Temp(G), it is a subrepresentation of I (o) for some (M,o0) € Tempy,4(G) and
P eP(M) (see the discussion near (2.5.3)), and 7(f) is the operator obtained by restricting
IS(o)(f) to the subspace . The claim for Temp(G) then follows. O

Lemma 4.4. The Fourier transform F,:C(G(F)) — C(G(F)) is unitary.
Proof. We first observe that Corollary 2.7 implies that
1Ffln= [ (m(E) o n(F())dn
Tempy,q(G)
[ RGP () e m(f))dr (by Lemma 4.3)
Tempy,q(G)

= Aemplt,d(G) tr (w(fY) onm(fY))dr (by Lemma 3.6).

Changing variables 7 +— 7V and using Lemma 2.2 this is

| tr (7 (/) 0w (f*))dn

emplnd(G)

- f tr ((x(f)") ox(f)")dr  (by Lemma 2.8)
Templnd(G)

= [ ) e () (by (287))
= £13 (by Corollary 2.7).
OJ

Lemma 4.5. One has -7:,0@ o Fuu = ideary) and .7-";171/) = ide(a(ry)- In particular F,, is a
topological isomorphism.

Proof. For the first identity, by applying both Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 3.6 twice, we get

T(F,5 0 Fou(£)) =757 p, )T (Fpu()Y)
=v(5. 7, p, ) (5., p, )T ()
=7(3,mp,0) (5,7, p, )7 (f)
=7(f).
For the second identity, by Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 3.5,

m(Fo () =G, p,0)m(Fo L (f)Y)
=v(5, 7", 0, )V (5,7, p, )T (F) 4 (f))
= (v, 7" 0, 0V (5, 7, p, )P (f) = 7 (f).

Lemma 4.6. Let M e M and P e P(M). The diagram
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C(Tempyya(G)) —2—— C(Tempyq(G))

l(—)“” l(—)“”

C(Tempy,q(M)) T C(Tempy,q(M))

1s commutative. Consequently, the diagram

C(G(F)) —2— C(G(F))

l(—W’) l<—><f’>

C(M(F)) . C(M(F))
18 commutative.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the definitions and the fact that V,|mm. () = Volr,, -

The second assertion follows from the first assertion and Lemma 2.12. O
The following is a restatement of Theorem 1.3:

Theorem 4.7. Assume the desiderata on the local Langlands correspondence explained in
§3. Then Conjecture 1.1 is true; we may take S, = C(G(F')), the Harish-Chandra space of
G(F).

Proof. The Fourier transform is constructed in (4.0.3). It is unitary by Lemma 4.4, the
twisted equivariance property is (4.0.5) and the identity F 7 ° Fow = ide((r)y) is part of
Lemma 4.5. The fact that 7w(f) is well-defined for tempered 7 and f € C(G(F)) is well-
known, and is implicit in Theorem 2.6. The identity (1.0.3) is part of Lemma 4.3. U

4.1. The kernel. For a continuous linear functional 7' : C(G(F)) — C and f € C(G(F)),
define T'* f : G(F') — C by the formula

T f(x)=T(R(x,1)f*) = T((R(1,2)[)").

Definition 4.8. A continuous linear functional 7' : C(G(F')) — C is called invariant if
ToR(g,g9) =T for ge G(F).

Lemma 4.9. If ®:C(G(F)) — C(G(F)) is an G(F) x G(F)-equivariant continuous linear
operator, then there exists an invariant continuous linear functional T : C(G(F')) — C such

that ®(f) =T * f for f € C(G(F)).
Proof. The linear functional T is given by T'(f) = ®(f)(1). 0
By (4.0.5) we see that
Fpo(=)":C(G(F)) — C(G(F))
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defines an element of Endg(pyxar)(C(G(F))). By Lemma 4.9 there exists an invariant

continuous functional

J,:C(G(F)) —C
satisfying J, * f = F,(fV) for f e C(G(F')), or
(4.1.1) Fo(f)=d,* fV.
We refer to J, as the kernel of F,.

For the rest of this subsection assume F' is non-Archimedean. For any compact open

subgroup K’ < G(F'), the Fourier transform F, restricts to an isomorphism
Fp: C(G(F)[|K") — C(G(F)[[K").

Let

exr = measgy (K') .

Definition 4.10. Let K’ < G(F') be an open compact subgroup. Let I'xr € C(G(F)//K")
denote the unique function such that

HP(I'k/) =, HP(ex).
Lemma 4.11. Let K' <G(F) be a compact open subgroup. For feC(G(F)//K"), one has
Folf) =Thow [V = [ * Ter.
Proof. Since (f * g)¥ =g" * fV, it suffices to show
]:p(f)V:FK'*f:f*FK'-
One has
HP(F,(f)") =7, HP(f).
Since f is K’-biinvariant, we see f % egr = exr * f = f. It follows that
7o HP(f) =7, HP (e ) HP(f) = HP(D'ger * f).
and
7, HP(f) = 3, HP(f) HP(excr) = HP(f # T'c).
0
The kernel J, is represented by a uniformly smooth function on C°(G(F')). More precisely:
Lemma 4.12. Assume F' is non-Archimedean. There is a w € C*°(G(F')) such that
we (1) =, (1)

for all f e C>(G(F)).
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Proof. Let K’ < G(F') be a compact open subgroup; then {gK'}gcq(r) is an open cover of
G(F). The problem is local, so it suffices to show that there exists an w € C=(G(F)) such
that J, = fV(1) = w = fY(1) for all f e C~(gK’). Note that C=(gK’) < C(G(F)//(K'n
gK’g7')), so by (4.1.1) and Lemma 4.11 we see

Jpx [Y(1) = Fo(f)(A) = Torgrergr + (1),
Since I'y, i1 € C(G(F)) € C=(G(F)), we are done. O

4.2. The basic function. Upon taking K x K-invariant subspaces on both sides of HP, we

obtain an isomorphism
HP : C(G(F)//K) — C(Temp,q (G)) .

In the rest of this subsection when F' is non-Archimedean we assume G is unramified, K
is hyperspecial and v is unramified. Let P, be a minimal parabolic subgroup containing
Ap; then Aj is a maximal split torus in Py, My = Cg(Ap) is a Levi subgroup of P, and
Ay, = Ap. Since Ap is maximal, it follows that the quotient My/A, is anisotropic, so
(Mo/Ap)(F) = Mo(F)/Ao(F) is compact. In particular, the trivial representation trivy,
of My(F') is square integrable; by abuse of notation we write Im A4, for the connected
component of Tempy, 4(G) containing (Mo, trivyg ). When F' is non-Archimedean, G is quasi-
split, so M is a maximal torus in G.

Lemma 4.13. For T € C(Temp,4(G))5*K, one has supp(T) € Tm A4, .

Proof. Let M € M, P e P(M) and o € IIy(M). Put 7 =I5 (). We claim that 7% # 0 if and
only if P = Fy, M = My, and 0 € ImA,4,. The if direction is clear. We check the “only it”
direction.

For F' Archimedean, this follows from [Wal92, §13.8.2]. Recall we’ve viewed the C-points
of a complex connected reductive group as the R-points of its restriction of scalars to R. (In
fact the proof is much simpler when F' = C.)

Assume F' is non-Archimedean. Let 7 be an irreducible subrepresentation of 7 such that
7K % 0. Then 7 is an unramified tempered representation of G(F"). It is known that 7 is
a subrepresentation of I (x) for some x € Ay, [GH24, Theorems 7.6.9 and 7.6.10]. Let
¢: W} — LG denote the L-parameter of 7. Since 7 is tempered the set gb(Frob]Z:) is bounded,
and therefore y is unitary. Now 7 = I§(o) and IIC;;(X) share a constituent, and o and 7 are
both square-integrable. Therefore, M and My, and likewise o and 7, are W (G, Ag)-conjugate
[Wal03, Proposition I11.4.1].

O

Let dx denote the restriction of dr to ImA4,. Let

(4.2.1) S, (9) = {I5, () (9)e, ")
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where (@, 0¥) € IT (X)X x (I (x)¥)¥ is the unique element such that @[k = 1 and (@, ") = 1.
Thus &, is the zonal spherical function for I (x).

Corollary 4.14. For f e C(G(F)//K), one has

1= [\ (L @ @)z) 8 ()i
Proof. By Corollary 2.7 and Lemma 4.13, we must show
U002 IR0 = 8 (0) [ 1@)8 (@)

For ¢ as in (4.2.1) one has HP(1x)(x) = ¢ ® ¢V € I (x) ® I (x)". Hence

00D =W = ( [ @8 (@) -y
so that

(15,006 e 5, 00(N) = 1 (1500 o) [ (
e ([, @8 () )
-6,1(9) fG o [ (D)8 (@)

, [@8 (@)da)

O

Definition 4.15. Assume F' is non-Archimedean. The basic function b, is the unique
element in C(G(F')//K) such that

(4.2.2) HP(b,) = L,HP (1) € C(Tempy,q(G)) K.
By Corollary 4.14, one then has

(4.2.3) b,,(g)zfIA L (5. plras) Sy-1(9)dx.
mAy,

Previously in the literature the basic function has been defined using the spherical Fourier
transform [Lil6, Luo19]. In view of (4.2.3), this agrees with our definition.

Lemma 4.16. If ¢ is unramified then F,(b,) = b,.

Proof. By Lemma 4.3, for x € Im A4, we have

I}%(X)(Fp(bp)v) = 7(%>XaP|LA07¢)II§)(X)(bp)
= ’7(%7Xvp|LA07w)L(%?X7p|LA0a,¢})HP(]1K)(X)
= 5(%7Xap|LAo>w)L(%7Xﬁlap|LA07w)HP(ﬂK)(X)
= (3. X Pleag: VIR, 00)()  (by (4.2.2)).
Since ¢ and y are unramified e(3, X, plca,, %) = 1. Combining Lemma 4.13 with the Harish-
Chandra Placherel theorem (Theorem 2.6) we deduce that F,(b,)" = by and hence F,(b,) =
b,. O
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4.3. Certain growth conditions. In this subsection we recall several growth conditions
necessary for the next section.

For our use in this subsection, for any semi-standard parabolic P of G we choose a con-
tinuous function a x k : G(F) — P(F) x K such that

(4.3.1) g=a(g)k(g) for ge G(F).
When F' is non-Archimedean we choose a to be locally constant.

4.3.1. The non-Archimedean case. Assume F' is non-Archimedean.

Definition 4.17. A section T' € C*(Tempy,4(G)) is polynomial if for all (M, o) € Temp,,4(G),
the map

Im Ay — HS(IE (o)) ™
x+—T(M,0® )

has image contained in a finite-dimensional space W and the induced map ImA,; — W is
the restriction of an algebraic map Ay, — W.

Here we give Ay, the structure of the C-points of a torus over C as discussed above (2.4.4).
To clarify the role of the assumptions in the definition we prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.18. If T € C*(Tempy,4(G)) then T(ImAyy) is contained in a finite dimensional

subspace.

Proof. By definition of C*(Temp;,4(G)) and [BP20, Proposition A.3.1(ii)], for any T €
C*(Tempy,q(G)), the image T'(Im Aj) is contained in a bounded subset. Here when we
say bounded we mean with respect to the topology on (I§(0) ® I§(0v))*™ that is the strict
colimit

colimg (1§ (o) ® I§(av))s™) K=K
over compact open subgroups K’, where each (I§(0) ® I§(0V))™)K™*K" is endowed with
the canonical topology on a finite dimensional complex vector space. Bounded subsets with

respect to this colimit topology are contained in (I§(c) ® I§(oV))™ )K" K" for some K’
[SW99, §6.5]. 0

The extension of a polynomial section to a morphism from Aj; is unique and we will iden-
tify polynomial sections and their extensions when convenient. Thus a polynomial section
may be regarded as a section of HS™ — Tempy,4(G)c.

For polynomial sections 7' € C*°(Tempy, (G)) and (x, (M, 0)) € Ag x Tempy,4(G) define

(4.3.2) T(M,0):=T(M,o0 ® x|m)-
Lemma 4.19. Let T € C>(Tempy,4(G)) be a polynomial section.

(1) For x € Ag, T\, is a polynomial section.
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(2) If T € C(Tempy,(G)), then T € C(Tempy,q(G)) for all x € Ag.

(3) One has T € C(Tempy,4(G)) if and only if the support of T is contained in a finite
set of connected components of Tempy4(G).

(4) The section TT € C>(Tempy,4(G)) defined in Lemma 2.9 is a polynomial section.

(5) Let T, S be two polynomial sections. Then T'S is a polynomial section.

Lemma 4.20. If f e C(G(F)) then HP(f) is a polynomial section.

Proof. Let (M,0) € Tempy,4(G) and P € P(M). A standard argument using K-finiteness
reduces the problem to showing that for any (p, ") € I§ ()™ x I§ (o)™ and g € G(F') the
map

AM e C
(4.3.3) ; .
x— (Ig(e®x)(9)¥: ¢")

is algebraic. We have

(I8 8 )(@)e.8") = [ (150 ©0)(@)e(k). " (k))dk

) L(déX)(a(kQ))(@(k(lﬁg)%sov(k))dk.

As noted after the definition of a and k in (4.3.1), we can take a to be locally constant.
Hence, by Lemma 2.1, we conclude that (4.3.3) is algebraic. O

4.3.2. Archimedean case. Now assume F' is Archimedean.

Let V' be a quasi-complete locally convex vector space over C. A fairly comprehensive dis-
cussion of the notion of a holomorphic function C* — V' is given in [Kru20]. In what follows
we will use the fact that holomorphy is equivalent to separate holomorphy (holomorphy in
each variable separately). Moreover holomorphy is equivalent to weak holomorphy.

Definition 4.21. An element 7' ¢ C*(Temp;,4(G)) is called a holomorphic section if for
all (M, o) € Tempy,4(G), the map

Im Ay — HS(IS(0))
x+—T(M,0®Xx)
extends to a holomorphic map Ay — HS(I5(0)).

If T is a holomorphic section we continue to denote by 7" its extension to Tempy,4(G)c. It
is a holomorphic section of the bundle HS — Tempy,4(G)c.
For any holomorphic section T" and y € Ag let

(4.3.4) T(M,0) :=T(M,0 ® x|m(r))

for (M, o) € Tempy,4(G).
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Lemma 4.22. Let T € C*(Tempy,4(G)) be a holomorphic section.

(1) For x € Ag, T\, € C~(Temp;,4(G)), and is a holomorphic section.
(2) The section TT € C>(Tempy,4(G)) defined in Lemma 2.9 is a holomorphic section.

O

Lemma 4.23. Let T, S € C*(Tempy,4(G)) be two holomorphic sections. ThenT'S € C*(Tempy,4(G))
1$ a holomorphic section.

Proof. The section T'S is the composition
Im Ay — Im Ay x Im Ayy —2 HS(IS(0)) x HS(IS (o)) — HS(IS (o))
TxS:(x,x)— (T(M,o®x),5(M,0@X'))
where the first arrow is the diagonal and the last arrow is composition.
Using the fact that weak holomorphy is equivalent to holomorphy we see that the composite

of the last two arrows is separately holomorphic. Since separate holomorphy is equivalent to
holomorphy in the setting at hand we deduce that T'S is holomorphic. U

For the next proof, recall the definition of the Fréchet algebra S(G(F')) given in [Cas89).
By Weil restriction we may assume F' = R. Define the norm |-| on G(F') as in (2.7.2). For
feC=(G(F)) and n>1, u,veU(g), let

[ llum = sup lg]™ [R(u,v) f(g)]-

geG(F)

Then
(4.3.5) S(G(F))={f e C(G(F)) : | fllypn <00 for all n>1, u,v e U(g)}.

Lemma 4.24. For f € S(G(F)), the section HP(f) is a holomorphic section, and satisfies
the bound

sup sup “Ig(aA)(u) oHP(M,0,) 0 Ig(a,\)(v)Hop N (o)) < oo.

oella (M) fia}, AeVic

for all M e M, u,v e U(Lie(K)c), k>0 and compact subsets K c a},.

Proof. Let (M, o) € Temp;,4(G) and f e S(G(F)). For X €iaj,, the operator HP(f)(M,0y)
is given by the absolutely convergent integral

@)= [ J0)IE@)9)ds

Since the representation I§(0y)® has moderate growth, the integral remains absolutely
convergent for A € a;,(C). We continue to denote by I§(c,)(f) the resulting operator.
We first prove the bound. By [Del05, (1.25)], we have

|15 (@), < lgl ™"
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Then
| @R N, < [ R0 @) )™V dg < 1],

for some k > 0 depending on K. Now argue as in [Del05, Lemme 1] to obtain the bound.
We now prove that HP(f) is a holomorphic section. The continuous dual of HS(I§(0)) is
isomorphic to HS(I5(0")). In this space smooth finite rank operators are dense. Employing
[Grob3, §2, Remarque 1], to prove that HP(f) is a holomorphic section it suffices to check
that each ¢ € I§ (o)™ and ¢ € I§(c¥)™ the function
ay — C

A— (I5(02)(f)e, ") e C

is holomorphic. One computes

(UE@)Dee’) = [ () [ 8@ (0)ek). o (k))dkdg

= elpp+AHa (a(9))) v
- famf (9) [ elor @ s ((kg)), " () )odidg

where pp is the half-sum of the positive roots. Differentiating under the integral sign we
deduce the result. 0J

5. THE ASYMPTOTIC p-SCHWARTZ SPACE

In this subsection we give a definition of a Schwartz space attached to a tempered repre-
sentation p : “G' — GLy, (C). We assume the weak form of the local Langlands conjecture
discussed in §3. When F' is Archimedean, if M € M denote by

(5.0.1) D(M) ¢ Ty (M)

a set satisfying the conclusion of Corollary 3.10 with (G, p) replaced by (M, p|zy;).
Define the space

Sp°(Tempy,q(G)) < C(Tempy,g(G))

to be the collection of all T € C(Tempy,4(G)) satisfying the following properties:

Suppose first F' is non-Archimedean. Then T € S,(Tempy,4(G)) if and only if L 'T" is a
polynomial section. Next, assume F' is Archimedean. Then 7" € S,(Tempy,4(G)) if and only
if

(1) L;'T is a holomorphic section, and

(2) for any M € M, any compact set K c a},, any polynomial p : a}, — C such that
p(N)L(3,0x, p) has no pole in Vi for all ¢ € D(M), and any u,v € (Lie K)c, the
operator

p(NIE (o) (u) o T(M, 0) 0 IE () (v),
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originally defined for X € ia},, extends to a bounded operator on I§ (o) for all A € Vi.
Moreover for any k € Z.y we have

1T pscp = sup sup [p(NIE(02)(w) o T(M,03) o I5(0x)(v)], N(0x)* < co.
B oeD(M) AeVic p

Corollary 3.10 states that p as in (2) exist.
Lemma 5.1. 835(Tempy,4(G)) is a G(F) x G(F)-invariant subspace of C(Tempy,q(G)).

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.4 the bound in (2) implies the analogous bound for all
u,v € U(g). Thus the proof is the same as that of Lemma 2.5. O

Definition 5.2. The asymptotic p-Schwartz space S25(G(F')) € C(G(F)) is defined as
S (G(F)) = HP™H(S;*(Tempy,(G))).
By Lemma 5.1 this is a G(F') x G(F')-invariant subspace of C(G(F")).

We call this the asymptotic Schwartz space for two reasons. First, it is a subspace of
C(G(F)) specified by stipulating the asymptotics of functions after applying HP. Second, it
is formally similar to the asymptotic Hecke algebra considered in [BK18].

Lemma 5.3. The space S5*(G(F')) is preserved by F,.

Proof. By commutativity of the diagram (4.0.8) and the fact that HP is an isomorphism by
Theorem 2.6, it suffices to prove that S2(Tempy,4(G)) is stable under F,”, defined as in
(4.0.7).

Let T' € 835(Tempy,q(G)). By the defintion of T in Lemma 2.9, we have

oy EOO WY (o) IESo)( L) o

By Lemmas 4.19, 4.22 and 3.4, this proves that L,'F,”(T) is polynomial in the non-

Archimedean case and holomorphic in the Archimedean case.

It remains to show that F is Archimedean one has |F5"(T)|, ., rxp < °°, Where u, v, k, K, p
are as in (2). Let p¥ be another polynomial such that p¥(A)L(3,0",,p) is nonvanishing and
holomorphic in V. By Corollary 3.10 we can choose p¥ from a finite set depending on K.
Write

Ip(N)IE (0, X) (u) 0 FP(T) (M, 03) o I§ (cr,/\)(v)Hop

P! (NIE(o,\)(w) o T(M,0¥y)" 0 IE (0, A)(v)

Hp(A 1(3.0%.p)
p'(\)

In view of Proposition 3.19, it follows that |F,*(T)]|
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Lemma 5.4. One has S(G(F)) < 855(G(F)), and

S(G(F)) = SP(G(F)) < SP(G(F)),

S(G(F)) » S(G(F)) < SP(G(F)).
Proof. The first containment follows from Lemma 4.20 and Lemma 4.24. To prove the first
displayed equation, let ¢ € S(G(F)) and f € §33(G(F)). Then

HP(p+ f) _ HP(f)
P HP(¢) I,

In view of Lemma 4.19(5) and Lemma 4.23, we are left with proving that the seminorms
defined in (2) are bounded in the Archimedean case. This follows from the bound in Lemma
4.24. The proof of the second displayed equation is essentially the same. 0]

Lemma 5.5. Let M e M and P e P(M). The map (2.9.1) induces a map
(-)* + §p°(Tempyg(G)) — S?\SLM(TempInd(M))'
Consequently, the constant term map f v+ f) induces a map
(1)) 8H(G(F)) — 8% (M(F)),

Proof. By Lemma 2.12 it suffices to prove the first statement. Observe that Lp|’TEEf)I JM) =

Ly, - Using Lemma 2.3 in the Archimedean case we deduce that if T' € §53(Tempy,(G))

then L;|1L T(P) is polynomial (resp. holomorphic). The required bound for 7" in the
M

Archimedean case follows from Lemma 2.3. [l

The following is clear:
Lemma 5.6. If I is non-Archimedean then b, € S35(G(F)). O

5.1. Tempered local zeta integrals. For a representation m of G(F') and (¢, ¢") € 5™ x
(V)™ let

(5.1.1) Cop(9) = (m(g)p, ")
be the corresponding smooth matrix coefficient. We let
(5.1.2) C(7) = (g : (9 6") €70 x (7)) < O (G(F)).

be the C-span of these matrix coefficients in C*(G(F')). Note that {¢V:ceC(m)} =C(n),
where we recall for a function ¢ € C*(G(F')) we have set ¢¥(g) :=c(g7}).

Definition 5.7. For a representation 7 of G(F), and (A, f,¢) € af,c x C=(G(F)) x C() set
ZO L= [ O f(g)e(g)dg
G(F)

whenever the integral is absolutely convergent. We refer to Z(\, f,p) as a local zeta
integral.
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We point out that for any f e C(G(F)), m € Temp(G), (¢, ") € 7™ x (7V)*™ and A € iag
one has
(513) Z()‘7f7 C%‘PV) = <7T)\(f)(p7()0v>'
In particular, the integral defining Z(\, f,¢) is absolutely convergent.
Lemma 5.8. For (A, f,c) eial, x C(G(F)) xC(m) one has
Z(=\Fp(f) ") =v(5,mx,0) Z(A, f.0).
Proof. In view of (5.1.3), this follows from Lemma 4.3. O

Proposition 5.9. Let m € Temp(G). For (f,c) € S53(G(F)) xC(n), the local zeta integral
Z(\, f,c) extends to a meromorphic function of \ € al,., and is a holomorphic (resp. poly-
nomial) multiple of L(3,mx, p) when F is Archimedean (resp. non-Archimedean). It satisfies
the functional equation

(514) Z(_)\7fpf7cv):7(%777-)\;:0)2()‘7][76)'

The statement that Z(A, f,c) is a polynomial multiple of L(3,7y,p) means there exists
p € C[A¢] such that Z(A, f,¢) = p(eMHeON)L(L, 7y, p).

Proof. For X €iaf,, we rewrite (5.1.3) as

m(f)
L( %7 X, p)
Realizing 7 as a subrepresentation of I§ (o) for some (M, o) € Tempy,4(G), we get
HP(M, 02)(f) | v>

LP(M> OA) 7 '

Since f € S3(G(F')), the right hand side extends to a meromorphic function in A € af,.. This

Z()\,f,C%SOV):L(%,ﬂ')\,,O)( 90790\/)'

Z(\, fyeppv) = L,(M, o)) (

provides a meromorphic continuation of Z (A, f, ¢, ,v). Moreover, it shows that Z(\, f, ¢y v)
is a holomorphic (resp. polynomial) multiple of L(3, 7y, p) when F is Archimedean (resp.
non-Archimedean). Finally, since both sides of (5.1.4) are meromorphic functions in A, the

equality holds by Lemma 5.8 and the identity principle. U

In fact the local zeta integrals converge for a larger range of A. Write p = p; ®---® p,, where
each p; is irreducible. By irreducibility and (LLC5), there exist linear functionals y; : af, — R
for all 1 <7 <m such that

3

LP(Mao-/\) = | L(%+Mi()‘)7avpi|LM)

~
1]
—_

for all (M, o) € Temp,4(G). Put
C= Q{)\ eag | u(A) > -3}

and form the cylinder Ve € aj, as in (2.3.1).
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Lemma 5.10. Let f € S3(G(F)). Then feMHcO) e C(G(F)) for X e Ve.
Proof. For X\ € Vi we have a well-defined operator
HP(f)n(M,0) := (L, HP(f))(M,0) - L,(M,05) e HS(IE(0)).

Indeed, the quotient is a polynomial section in the non-Archimedean case and a holomor-
phic section in the Archimedean case by definition of S55(G(F)). It is clear that HP(f)x €
C(Tempy,4(G)) in the non-Archimedean case.
We claim the same is true in the Archimedean case. We must show
(5.1.5) lsIu(pM) ng(d)(u) o DHP(f)x(M,0) o ]g(a)(v)HOp N(o)* < oo
o€lly
where all unexplained symbols are as in §2.8. Let K c a}, be the closure of a bounded
neighborhood of the origin. Choose K small enough that L(3,0.,p) has no pole in Vi for
all o0 e II,(M) and all A" € A + Vic. Noticing A + Vic = Vre(r)+k; by definition of S3(G(F)) we
have
sup  sup [p(\)IE (on) () o T(M,0x) o I§ (o) (v)]| | N(0)F < o0
UEHQ(M)/iaR{ )\'E)\+V,C
for any polynomial p on a%,.. Restricting the bound to ia}, € Vi proves (5.1.5) when D is
constant one (by taking p(A) = 1). Since we chose K to be the closure of an open set, bounds

for general D follow from Lemma 4.1.
To conclude the proof, we contend that for each g € G(F') that

(5.1.6) f(g)ePHe@) = HP™(HP(£):)(9)

provided A € V. This is clear when Re(\) = 0, so by identity principle it suffices to show
that both sides are holomorphic in A. This is immediate for the left hand side. For the right
hand side this follows from the fact that HP™! is a continuous linear map. 0

Corollary 5.11. For (f,m) € S&5(G(F)) x Temp(G) and c € C(w) the local zeta integral
Z(A, f,c) converges absolutely for A € V. d

6. THE p-SCHWARTZ SPACE

Except in §6.5, throughout this section F'is a non-Archimedean local field.

Definition 6.1. The space C2(G(F)) of almost compactly supported smooth func-
tions is the space of uniformly smooth functions f : G(F) — C such that for all compact

sets Q € ag the function g — f(g)1o(Hg(g)) is compactly supported.

Elements of the asymptotic Hecke algebra S3(G(F')) need not be of almost compact
support:
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Example 6.2. Let G = GLy and let p : GLy — GLs be the identity (i.e. the standard
representation). Let I < GLy(Op) be the Iwahori subgroup. Let St denote the Steinberg
representation; then St’ is one dimensional [BHO06, §14.4]. Pick any ¢ € St’ with (@, ) = 1.

Let f € C(GLy(F')) be the unique function such that HP(f) is zero outside of St ® iag, ,

and the restriction of HP(f) to St®iag,  is the orthogonal projection to St’ ®iag;, . Clearly
HP(f) € 83%(Tempy,q(GLz)), so that f € S55(GLy(F)). One computes

f(9) = Tox (det g){St(g™") g, ¢).

Then supp(f) € {g € GLo(F) | |detg| =1} = {g € Ma(F') | |detg| = 1}. Note that supp(f)
cannot be compact in My(F’) since this would imply the Steinberg representation is super-

cuspidal.

Thus we are led to introduce a smaller Schwartz space S,(G(F)), which will correct this
defect.

6.1. The Paley-Wiener theorem for C°(G(F')). We recall the Paley-Wiener theorem
proved independently by Bernstein and Heiermann.
Let

Iy (G) c I (G)

be the subset of unitary supercuspidal representations, equipped with subspace topology,
and let

Templnd,o (G) ¢ Tempy,,(G)

be the subset of I§ (o) with o € IIo(M) for some M e M. This is a union of components of
Temp;,4(G), and is naturally a quotient of

Templnd,o(G) = |_| o (M).
MeM

We continue to denote by HS™ — Tempy,yo(G) the pullback of the bundle HS™ —
Tempy,4(G). We say a section T € I'(Tempy,q o(G), HS®™) is polynomial if 1" satisfies the
condition in Definition 6.7 but only for all M € M and o € II(M). Let

(6.1.1) Poly (Tempy,q(G), HS™) < I'o(Tempy,q 0(G), HS™)

be the subspace of polynomial sections with compact support. The following is a rephrasing
of [Hei01, Théoreme (0.1)]:
Theorem 6.3. The map
BH: CZ(G(F)) — Poly(Tempy,q o(G))
f — HP(f)|TempInd,O(G)

is an isomorphism. l
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6.2. The Paley-Wiener theorem for C(G(F")). In this subsection we extend Theorem

C

6.3 to C2(G(F)). We warn the reader at the outset that C22(G(F")) is not an algebra under

C

convolution, but it does admit the structure of a left and right module over C*(G(F')), either

by convolution or multiplication.
The map Hg : G(F') — ag factors through Homgz (X *(G), (logq)Z). For a € Homz(X*(G),Z),
set
(621) I, = ﬂHél(—(logq)a)'
Lemma 6.4. One has

CR(G(F)) ={feC3(G(F)) | f1,e CZ(G(F)) for all a« e Homz(X*(G),Z)} .

O
For o € Homz(X*(G),Z), set
Co(G(F))a=A{f e CZ(G(EF)) | fla = [} = CZ(G(F)) Lo
The following is an immediate corollary of Lemma 6.4:
Corollary 6.5. One has an isomorphism of C-vector spaces
Coe(G(F)) —>( [ C?(G(F))a)
acHomy (X*(G),Z)
fr—(f1a)
where the superscript ™ indicates tuples fized on the left and right by a compact open subgroup
K'<G(F). O

For o € Homz(X*(G),Z), let
(6.2.2)
Poly(Tempy,q o(G))a = {T € Poly(Tempy,q o(G)) : T(M,0,) = ¢ MIT(M, o) for X e iag}

be the a-isotypic component under the action of ia7,. Then

(6.2.3) Poly(Tempy,q0(G)) = ) Poly (Tempy,q,0(G))a-
acHomy (X*(G),Z)

We define
(6.2.4) FL(Tempy,qo(G)) = ( H POIY(TempInd,O(G))a)
aeHomyz (X*(G),Z)
where the superscript sm denotes tuples (7,), that are fixed under K’ x K’ for a compact

open subgroup K’ < G(F') (independent of «). The FL stands for “formal Laurent.” For
a € Hom(X*(G),Z) we let

(6.2.5) €q : FL(Tempy,q o(G)) — Poly(Tempy,q4(G))a

be the projection.
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Lemma 6.6. For a ¢ Homy(X*(G),7Z) one has
BH(OCOO(G(F))a) = POIY(TempIncLO(G))a
and the isomorphism BH of Theorem 6.3 extends to an isomorphism
BH : C2(G(F)) — FL(Tempy,q,o(G)),
f— (BH(f1a))a-
Proof. For (M, o) € Tempy,q(G(F)), A eiaz, and f € C2(G(F))a, one has
HP(N)(M.02) = [ F(@) (o) (0)dg

6.2.6 - G (o) (a)eMHe ()
(6.2.6) fg(F)f(g)lp( )(9) La(9)dg
= ¢ MHP(f) (M, 0).
This shows
BH(CZ (G(F))a) < Poly(Tempy,q o(G))a-

It follows from (6.2.3) and Theorem 6.3 that this inclusion is an equality. The explicit
extension is now clear from Corollary 6.5. 0

6.3. The extended Bernstein center. Let
3(G) = = Endaryxair) (C (G(F)))
3G+ = Endgryecry (C2(G(F))).
Thus 3(G) is the Bernstein center. We refer to 3'(G) as the extended Bernstein center.

(6.3.1)

Definition 6.7. A function 7" : Tempy, ,(G) — C is polynomial if for all (M, o) € Tempy, (G),
the map
ImA,, — C
x—T(M,0®Y)
is the restriction of an algebraic map Ay, — C.

Here we give Ay the structure of the C-points of a torus over C as discussed above (2.4.4).
We denote by

(6.3.2) Poly(Tempy,q,4(G), C)

the space of polynomial functions on Tempy,qo(G). Define Poly(Tempy,q,(G),C), and
FL(Tempy,q¢(G),C) via the natural analogues of (6.2.2) and (6.2.4), respectively. Then
the natural analogue of (6.2.3) holds.

For each

(f,a,T) e CZ(G(F)) x Homz(X*(G),Z) x FL(Tempy,q o(G), C)
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define

(6.3.3) maT(f) = BH ' (e, TBH(f)).

Proposition 6.8. One has m,T € 3'(G) for all (o, T') € Hom(X*(G), Z)xFL(Tempy, 4 1(G), C).

Proof. If f e C&(G(F)) then e, TBH(f) € Poly(Tempy,q ¢(G))a. Therefore, by Lemma 6.6
maT(f) € CZ(G(F))a < CZ(G(F)),

so maT" € Endg(myixar) (CP(G(F))). One can check directly that mqT is G(F)! x G(F)!-

invariant. 0

6.4. X*(G)-eigendecomposition of C(Tempy, 4(G)).

Lemma 6.9. Let K’ < G(F) be an open compact subgroup. For f € C(G(F)//K') and
a € Homz(X*(G),Z), one has fl1, € C(G(F)//K'). Moreover,
f = Z fﬂa
acHomy (X *(G),Z)

where the sum is convergent in the Fréchet topology of C(G(F)//K').

Proof. If Homy(X~*(G),Z) = 0 then the two assertions of the lemma are trivial, so assume
Homgz(X*(G),Z) # 0.

The first assertion follows directly from the definition of C(G(F')//K"). To prove the second
assertion, let € >0 and d > 0. Let S be a finite subset of Homyz(X*(G),Z). If a # o' then
f1, and f1, have disjoint support. Thus

pd(z f]la) =sup sup |fl(2)|2¢(x) tog(x)?
a¢s atS xeG(F)

where pg is the seminorm (2.7.3). Trivially pgy1(f1la) < pas1(f), so

[f1a(@)] < pani (f)La(@)E(2)o6(2)
for all x € G(F'). Hence
Pd (Z f]la) <pa(f)sup sup Lo(z)oe(z)™.
atS atS zeG(F)

By the Cartan decomposition, this is dominated by

pasi(f)sup sup Lo(M(@))og(M(@))™".
afS AeX.(Ag)

Choose a norm ||-| on X,(Ag)r. Then og(A(w)) ¢ (1 +|A]). We can choose S = S. large
enough that if 1,(A(w)) =1 for some « ¢ S then |A| >e~1. Hence

pd( > f]la) <g,fE.

afSe
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For a € Homz(X*(G),Z), let

C(G(F))a=C(G(F))1a

and
C(Tempy,g(G))a = {T € C(Tempy,4(G)) | T(M,0y) = ¢MIT(M, o) for all X €ial}.
Lemma 6.10. The map HP restricts to an isomorphism
HP : C(G(F))a — C(Tempy,(G)).a
for a e Homyz(X*(G),Z). For feC(G(F)), one has
HP(f) = > HP(1.f),

aeHomg (X*(G),Z)

the sum being convergent in the topology of C(Tempy,4(G)).

Proof. The computation (6.2.6) shows that HP(C(G(F'))a) < C(Tempy,4(G))a. Then

a€el a€el

HP (eB c<G<F>>a) < @ C(Tempya(Q))..

Taking the closure gives

C(Tempya(G)) = HP(C(G(F))) = HP (e% c<G<F>>a) @ T,
and hence

(6.4.1) @ C(Temp;,4(G))a < C(Tempy,y(GQ))

ael

is dense. Since each C(G(F)), is closed, it follows that
HP(C(G(F))a) = C(Tempr(G))a-
The last statement follows from Lemma 6.9 and the continuity of HP .
For a € Homz(X*(G),Z), denote by
eq : C(Tempy,g(G)) — C(Tempy,g(G))a
the projection. For feC(G(F)) and a € Homy(X*(G),Z), one has
(6.4.2) HP(1.f) = e HP(f).
This is compatible with the notation (6.2.5) in the sense that for f e C(G(F')) one has

(6.4.3) ea BH(f) = (ea HP(f)|rempynq o(6)-

To proceed further it is helpful to recall some facts on reductive monoids.
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6.5. Reductive monoids. We briefly review the Ngo’s construction of L-monoids from
[Ng620, §5]. Let F be a local field of characteristic 0, and let G be a connected reductive
group over F. Let p: G — GLy(C) be a finite dimensional representation of “G that
factors through LG — G(C) » Gal(E/F) for some finite Galois extension E/F. We make this
assumption because we have worked with the Weil form of the L-group in this paper.

We recall the construction of M,. One has

(651) /0|Z%:X1@"'@Xt

for some collection of characters y; € X *(Z%), possibly occurring with multiplicity. We
assume that

(6.5.2)  x; #1 for all ¢ and the y; generate a strongly convex cone CZ%(p) c X*(Z%)R.

Here a strictly convex cone is a convex cone containing no line.

Fix an algebraic closure F' of F, and let G be the base change of G to F. Let T < G
be a maximal torus and B a Borel containing T%. Let Q(p) ¢ X*(T) = X.(T%) be the
convex span of the weights of p and let C(p) ¢ X, (T%)r denote the cone generated by Q(p).
As explained in [Ngo20, §5], assumption (6.5.2) implies that C(p) is strictly convex. Let
ay, ..., € X*(TF) be a set of elements lying in the positive Weyl chamber with respect to
B such that their W (G, T)(F)-orbits generate Q(p)" := {a € X*(T5) : (o, 2(p)) > 0}. Let
Wa, : G — GLy, denote a representation of highest weight «;, and let

(6.5.3) w,: G — €B1 Endy,

be the canonical map.
By our assumption that the characteristic of F' is zero, claim (a’) in the proof of [Wanl7,
Proposition 2.3.2] implies the following:

Lemma 6.11. The closure of the image of w, in @;_; Endy,_ is normal. O

In [Ngo20, §5], the monoid M,z is defined to be the normalization of the closure of
the image of w,. By Lemma 6.11, in our setting no normalization is necessary. In [Ngo20,
Proposition 5.1] it is proved that M o F admits an F-model independent of the choice of
a1, ..., ap; hence M 5 is independent of the choice of aq,...,a,. We will proceed slightly
differently to define our model so that the whole representation w, descends. In any case by
loc. cit. the unit group of M o 18 G7 and the map Gz — M ,F 1S an open immersion.

Lemma 6.12. For an appropriate choice of oy, ..., o, the morphism w, descends to a mor-
phism
w,:G— E,, =®pEy
where each Eg is an irreducible representation of Gx G, with Eg 2 Eor if and only if O = O'.
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Proof. There is a natural action of Gal(F/F) on T% and hence X*(T%). We consider the
twisted action

Gal(F/F) x X*(T5) — X*(T%)

(o,v) — w(oov)

where w € W (@G, T) is the unique element such that the automorphism v — w(oov) preserves
the positive Weyl chamber with respect to B. This is the same action as that given in [Tit71,
§3.1].

As mentioned above without changing M 7 we may enlarge {ov,...,a,}. From this fact
and the definition of M, £ as a closure we can even enlarge {aq,..., .} to be a multiset, or
in other words allow multiplicities greater than 1 in the representation w,. We first enlarge
{ai,...,a,} so that it is a union of Gal(F/F)-orbits. For each orbit O choose a; € O and
let F; be the fixed field of the stabilizer Gal(F/F),,. This group is also the stabilizer of

(ai,wo(-ai)) € X*(TF) x X*(TF)

where wy is the long Weyl element; this is the highest weight of Endy,  as a G x G represen-
tation.
By [Tit71, Théoreme 7.2] one can attach a division algebra D; over F; to (o, wo(—;))
such that
Resg, rResp,/r, Endvai

descends to an irreducible representation of G x GG. By loc. cit., up to isomorphism over F,
this representation does not depend on the choice of a; in the Gal(F/F)-orbit so we denote

it by Ep.
Thus we choose the multiset {ay, ..., .} so that it is a union of Gal(F/F)-orbits, where
the multiplicity of an orbit O 3 «; is dimpg, D;. Then the representation descends as claimed.
O

We let M, be the closure of w,(G) in E,,. We refer to it as the L-monoid attached
to p. The notation is consistent, as the base change of M, to Fis M , 7 This model may
be identified with the model constructed by Ngo by the uniqueness statement in [Ng620,
Proposition 5.1].

Lemma 6.13. One has codim(M, - M5™, M,) > 2.

Proof. By Lemma 6.11 M), is normal, so it is regular in codimension 1 [Sta2l, Tag 0345].
Over a field of characteristic zero regular is equivalent to smooth [Sta21, Tag 0B8X]. O

We have X, (G/Gdr) = X*(GF/G%”)GMF. Hence the cone C'ze X*(Zg)r defines a strictly
convex cone

Cre (p) 1 Xu(GIG*" ).
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The canonical isomorphism X, (Ag)r—Hom(X*(G),Z)r =: ag and the map Ag — G/G
induce an isomorphism

ag——X, (Ag)r—X.(G/G%*).
We denote by

(6.5.4) Ca,,(p) € ag

the inverse image of Cgfl(z ) under this isomorphism.
a

6.6. The Schwartz space. We continue to assume that p satisfies condition (6.5.2). We
then define

(6.6.1) S,(G(F)) =83(G(F))nCoa(G(F)).

C

We refer to this space as the p-Schwartz space of G(F).

Remark 6.14. The definition (6.6.1) still makes sense if p does not satisfy (6.5.2), but the
resulting space has unexpected properties. For example, if G = SLy and p : “SLy — GLy is
any nontrivial representation then b, ¢ C32(G(F)) = C(SLo(F)).

Let
(6.6.2) Sp(Tempy,q o(G))

be the set of all sections T": Tempy,4 o(G) — HS™ such that
(1) there exists (T4 )s € FL(Tempy,q,(G)) such that

- Y T,
acHomy (X*(G),Z)

and the sum converges in C(Tempy,4(G)), and
(2) the section T'is the restriction of an element of S3*(Tempy,q(G)).

Lemma 6.15. One has an injection of C-vector spaces
S,;(G(F)) - Sp(TemPInd,o(G))
fr— Z BH(f1,).

aeHomz (X *(G),Z)
Proof. By Lemma 6.10, for f € C(G(F')) one has
HP(f) = > HP (/1)
aceHomy (X*(G),Z)
where the sum on the right converges in C(Tempy,4(G)). In particular, on each connected

component of Tempy,(G) the sum converges absolutely. Since BH(f14) = HP(f1La)|Temp;,q 0(G)
we can now apply Lemma 6.6 to see that the map in the lemma is well-defined. Since

EB C(Tempy,q(G))a = C(Tempy,a(G))

ael

by (6.4.1) we can recover the T, from 7 in (1). Hence injectivity follows from Lemma 6.6. [
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We now prepare to prove that the Fourier transform preserves S,(G(F')). Recall Ca,,(p),
defined as in (6.5.4).

Lemma 6.16. One has

Lp’TempInd,O(G) = Z LP@
acHomz (X*(G),2)nCag ()
(6.6.3) ., ;
LP |Temp1nd,O(G) = Z LP,Oé

aeHomyz (X*(G),Z)n-Cag(p)

where Ly, LY, € Poly(Tempy,q o(G),C)s and both sums converge absolutely. — Moreover

g, € Poly(Tempy,q,(G), C).

Proof. Write p = @', p; where each p; : LG — GLy, (C) is an irreducible tempered repre-
sentation. Then, after possibly reindexing, p;| 72 = xily, where the characters x; are as in
(6.5.1). In particular for A € ia, we have

to
(6.6.4) po|.|A=@|.

where we view A as an element of X.(Z3)c as in (3.0.1).
Assume 7 = I§(0) with o € IIo(M). Moreover let A € iaj;. Using (LLC5) we have

iA) g (EB din(0)® Sym”)
n=0

where each ¢, ,,(0) : Wp — GLy, (C) is a representation of Wg. Let Fr € Wy be a lift of the

Frobenius element and Zp < W the inertia subgroup. Then

(Xi7>‘> ® p,“

(6.6.5) pi|LM o LL(U)\) = Pi|LM °© LL(0)| ) |)\ = | )

m to

Lo(m) = [T [T det(1 - g D20 ()] 2 (Fr)
n=0 i=1 "
m to ki(n—l)
=TITI X Tr(Sym®™ (¢sn(0)l, ze (Fr)))g 2 b,
n=0 i=1 k;0 n
Thus for (ki, ..., k) € Z%, we define
m 1o s 7ki(n_l)fk'(x~)\)
L5t (72) 3= TTTT TS ym™ (o)l (B 2 =00,
and moreover define L,, = 0 if « is not of the form 2221 kixi, for ky,... ky, € Zso. Since

Ca.(p) is a convex cone, we then obtain the first identity of the lemma.
For L,(m") we use (LLC5) and (LLCG6), obtaining the isomorphisms

pilear o LL((02)") 2 pileas o LL(0Y)| - | 2 (pleas o LL(0))¥ ® |- [0,

Arguing as before we obtain the assertions involving Ly .
Since e-factors are additive, using (LLC5) we have

(6.6.6) gp(my) = ﬁa(%,m,pi,lb) = 1_0{5(% +{Xi, A), T, pi, V).
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We can now use [GR10, (11)] to relate these e-factors to e-factors of representations of Wp.
The well-known behavior of e-factors of representations of Wr under twisting [Tat79, (3.4.5)]
implies the last assertion of the lemma. U

Define 3!(G) as in (6.3.1).

Lemma 6.17. Let o € Homz(X*(G),Z). There are unique elements mae, LY, maL, € 3*(G)
with the property that

7T(7noﬂc’:pL;(f)) = eagp(ﬂ')Lp(Wv)W(f) and 7T(TnOAL,o(f)) = eaLp(ﬂ')ﬂ'(f)

for all (7, f) € Tempy,q0(G) x C(G(F)). Moreover, there is an element my7y, of 3'(G)
such that

(6.6.7) T(mapf) = €ap(m)7(f)
for all (m, f) € Tempy, 4 (G) x C=(G(F)).
Proof. By Lemma 6.16 and Proposition 6.8

MaLy = ma(Lpa)a € 31(G).

One constructs mqe, Ly € 3'(G) by an analogous argument. Thus we are left with proving
the last claim.

Since mae,Ly € 3'(G) and L;! is a polynomial function on Tempy,q,(G) we have that
MaY, € 3'(G). Thus the identity (6.6.7) holds if 7 € Tempy,q,(G). Now assume that 7 €
Tempy,4(G) is irreducible. We can choose a semi-standard parabolic subgroup P with semi-
standard Levi M and a (possibly nonunitary) supercuspidal representation o of M (F) such
that m < If(0). By Proposition 3.3 we then have v,(7) = 7,/ (), so we deduce (6.6.7) for
7. Since the subset of irreducible representations in Tempy,4(G) is dense [Renl0, Théoreme
VI.8.5] the identity (6.6.7) follows for general 7 € Tempy,4(G) by continuity of both sides in
. U

Lemma 6.18. For f € C*(G(F)), one has F,(f) € S,(G(F)). More precisely, for a €
Homgz(X*(G),Z), one has e,y,BH(f) € Poly(Tempy,q0(G))a and

]:p(f)\/ - Z BH™! (eoﬁp BH(f)) ]

acHomy (X*(G),Z)

where the sum on the right converges in C(G(F)).

Proof. The last assertion of Lemma 6.17 implies that e,y,BH(f) € Poly(Tempy,q(G))a-
By the Harish-Chandra Plancherel formula (Theorem 2.6) and Lemma 4.3 the operator
f = 1,F,(f)" is the unique operator on C(G(F)) such that

(6.6.8) T(LaFo(f)") = eavpo(m)m(f)
for all € Tempy,4(G). Since C*(G(F)) is dense in C(G(F')) it is also the unique operator
that satisfies (6.6.8) for (7, f) € Tempy,4(G) x C=(G(F)).
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In the proof of Lemma 6.17 the operator m,7, is constructed using the general procedure
in Proposition 6.8. In particular

(6.6.9) Lo F,(f)" = BH (ea,BH([))

for f € C°(G(F)). We deduce in particular that F,(f) € Cg2(G(F)). Since F,(f) € S25(G(F))
by lemmas 5.3 and 5.4 we deduce F,(f) € S,(G(F)).
By Lemma 6.9 and (6.6.9),

Fo(f)" = > LaFo(f)" = 2. BH ™ (eq,BH(f))
acHomy (X*(G),Z) acHomy (X*(G),Z)
where the sum on the right converges in C(G(F)). O

Lemma 6.19. Let o € Homz(X*(G),Z). If T € S,(Tempy,q0(G)) then exypeaT =0 for all
but finitely many o € Homz(X*(G),Z).

Proof. The section L;'T is polynomial. Thus by Lemma 6.16 there are only finitely many
o' € Homy(X*(G),Z) that are not in Cs.(p) such that e, T # 0. Thus it suffices to show
that e,7y,eq/T vanishes for all but finitely many o € Homz(X*(G),Z) n Ca,(p).

Let (M, o) € Tempy,qo(G). The sum defining Ly(oy) converges absolutely for A € iay,.

Thus by Fourier inversion

0x)
(6.6.10) eaVpearT(M,0) = g Ne (o A) Ly

iaf, fiad, ,\)

eaT(M,oy)dA.

We observe that e, T(M, o))
A. Hence (6.6.10) vanishes unless

s = = ¢@'MNey,, for some operator cmo that is independent of

/ Ly(03)
6.6.11 f oM e () L—2dA
( ) iag, [ial, p( /\)Lp(O')\)
is nonzero. Since €,(0\)L,(0y)! is a polynomial in A the expansion (6.6.3) implies that
(6.6.11) is zero for all but finitely many o’ € Homz(X*(G),Z) n Ca,(p). O

Theorem 6.20. The Fourier transform F,: §3(G(F)) — S3(G(F)) preserves S,(G(F)).

Proof. We already know that F, preserves S35(G(F)) by Lemma 5.3. Thus it suffices to show
that for f € S,(G(F)) and arbitrary o € Hom(X*(G),Z) one has 1,F,(f)¥ € C>2(G(F)).
For any f € S,(G(F)) the sum Y, f1, converges to f in C(G(F')) by Lemma 6.9 and F, is
a continuous automorphism of C(G(F')). We therefore have

v
ﬂozfp(f)v = ﬂozfp( Z ﬂa’f) = Z ﬂozfp(ﬂoz’f)v'
a’eHomy (X *(G),Z) a’eHomy (X*(G),Z)

By Lemma 6.18 this is

(6.6.12) > BH " (ea7,BH(1a f)).
a’eHom(X*(G),Z)
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Now ea7,BH(1a/f) = €aVpHP (Lar )| Temprog 0(6) = €aVo€ar HP(f)|Tempy,q o(c)- Thus by defini-
tion of S§33(G(F)) and Lemma 6.19 the sum over o’ in (6.6.12) has finite support. This
implies 1,F,(F)Y € C(G(F)). O

Proposition 6.21. Assume that G is unramified over F with hyperspecial subgroup K <
G(F). One has b, € S,(G(F))5*K.

Proof. By Lemma 5.6, b, € S3*(G(F’)). Thus we just have to prove that b, € Co2(G(F)). This
is equivalent to the assertion that 1,b, € C*(G(F)) for all @ €e Hom(X*(G),Z).

The Haar measure on G(F’) is normalized so that K has measure 1. Consider the operator
maL, € 31(G) of Lemma 6.17. We have
eoL,(m) if 7 is unramified

0 otherwise

m(maLy(1k)) = {
In other words 1,b, = moL,(1f). Since m,L, € 3*(G) one has myL,(1x) € C(G(F)). O

The following conjecture is important for global applications:

Conjecture 6.22. The support of any f € S,(G(F)) is contained in a compact subset of
M,(F).

If one wants to construct modulation groups as in [GGH*25|, then one must prove that

S,(G(F)) is local as defined in loc. cit. This means that the following conjecture is valid:

Conjecture 6.23. If (¢, f) e C°(M,(F)) x S,(G(F)) then ¢f € S,(G(F)).

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

In this section we collect our previous work to prove Theorem 1.6. Let us fix a nontrivial
additive character ¢ of F' and a tempered representation p: G — GLy(C). We assume
that we have an isomorphism d : G/G" =G, such that

pod’:C* — GLy, (C)
satisfies (pod¥)(z) = z-idy, for all z € C*.
In §4 we defined the p-Fourier transform
Foa: C(G) = C(G),
= ()Y o HP oy, JHP(f),

which depends on both p and . Unless otherwise specified, we suppress the dependence on

1 from the notation. We recall that Theorem 1.3 holds with this definition of the Fourier

transform by Theorem 4.7. This theorem also shows that any subspace of C(G(F')) that is
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stable under the Fourier transform also satisfies Conjecture 1.1. Lemma 4.3 implies that for
any (m, f) € Temp(G) x C(G(F)) one has

T(Fp(f)) =57, p, )7 ().
Let us now consider the p-Schwartz space of G(F), which we recall is defined as
Sp(G(F)) = S (G(F)) n C(G(F)),

where §55(G(F)) and Cg2(G(F)) were defined in definitions 5.2 and 6.1 respectively. This
is a subspace of C(G(G)) which, by Theorem 6.20, is stable under the Fourier transform F,.
Consequently, the space S,(G(F')) satisfies Conjecture 1.1.

We now show that the space S,(G(F')) also satisfies Conjecture 1.5. For any tempered
representation m of G(F'), we denote by C(7) the space of smooth matrix coefficients of .
Given f € S,(G(F')) and c e C(m), we consider the local zeta integral

Z(s. f.c) = f d(9)*c(9)dg,

(0.0 = [ F@lilo)Felo)dy
whenever the integral converges absolutely. Note that
|d(g)|5 = e(SAvHG(g)>

for some \ € af,. Since f € S53(G(F)), Corollary 5.11 implies that the zeta integral Z(s, f, c)
converges for Re(s) sufficiently large. Proposition 5.9 shows that Z(s, f,c) extends mero-
morphically to all s and that
Z(87 f7 c)
L(5 +sp(A),m,p)’
is a holomorphic as a function of s, where 1 : af, — C is the linear functional characterized
by the identity

pol-P=|- "Ny,

Here |- |* : W}, — LG is the L-parameter defined in (3.0.2). Moreover, Proposition 5.9 also
shows that
Z(=5,Fp(f).c") =v(5 +su(N), 7, p)Z(s, f.c).
By our assumption on d, it follows that p(A) = 1, confirming (S1).
When F' is non-Archimedean, Proposition 6.21 shows that the basic function b,, con-
structed in Definition 4.15, belongs to S,(G(F"))%*X. By Lemma 4.16, it is invariant under
the Fourier transform F,. Furthermore, the definition of b, implies that Z(s,b,, c) is non-zero

only when 7 is unramified, and in this case
Z(S7 bp7 CO) = L(87 Tr? p)7

when ¢° is the zonal spherical function. This establishes (S3) of Conjecture 1.5. The condi-
tion (S4) is valid by construction of S,(G(F')). When F' is Archimedean, (52) automatically
follows from the definition of §3¢(G/(F')). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6. O
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