
COUNTING LATTICES WITH LOCAL HECKE SERIES

GAUTAMI BHOWMIK AND MASAO TSUZUKI

Abstract. We count the maximal lattices over p-adic fields and the rational number
field. For this, we use the theory of Hecke series for a reductive group over nonar-
chimedean local fields, which was developed by Andrianov and Hina-Sugano. By treating
the Euler factors of the counting Dirichlet series for lattices, we obtain zeta functions of
classical groups, which were earlier studied with p-adic cone integrals. When our count-
ing series equals the existing zeta functions of groups, we recover the known results in
a simple way. Further we obtain some new zeta functions for non-split even orthogonal
and odd orthogonal groups.

1. Introduction

In this paper we count lattices over the p-adic field Qp and over the rational number
field Q, a topic that fits in a broad family of the enumeration of the finite-index subgroups
of a finitely generated group. We start with the GL-case, a classical example, which can
be seen as a prototype of our study. A very simple problem would be to count the number
of subgroups L of the free abelian group Zn, n a natural number, with index m (⩾ 1),
i.e., to understand the generating series of the arithmetic function

ν(m) := #{L ⊂ Zn | [Zn : L] = m}.

Definition 1.1. The lattice counting series of Zn is defined by

(1.1) ζZn(s) :=
∞∑

m=1

ν(m)

ms
=

∑
L⊂Zn

[Zn : L]−s.

We easily see that the series ζZn(s) is absolutely convergent on Re(s) > n and can be
explicitly written as the product of shifts of the Riemann zeta function

ζZn(s) = ζ(s)ζ(s− 1) · · · ζ(s− n+ 1), Re(s) > n,(1.2)

a folkloric result, see for example [31]. This expression yields a meromorphic continuation
of ζZn(s) to C, with the residue ζ(n)ζ(n− 1) · · · ζ(2) at its right-most pole s = n, which
gives an elementary asymptotic result∑

m<X

νL(m) =
( n∏
j=2

ζ(j)
)
Xn +O(Xn−1 logX), X → ∞

for the number of sublattices of Zn with index at most X.
The lattice counting function (1.1) introduced above can be seen as a special case of a

more general subgroup counting function for groups, which we recall now:

Definition 1.2. Let Γ be a finitely generated group and h a family of its finite-index
subgroups. The subgroup growth zeta function of Γ is defined by

ζΓ(s) :=
∑
H∈h

1

[Γ : H]s
=

∞∑
n=1

νhΓ(n)

ns
,
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where νhΓ(n) denotes the number of subgroups in h of index n in Γ.

This includes the following well-known examples of the zeta functions for the lattice
counting with additional structures:

(i) the Dedekind zeta-function, where Γ is the maximal order of a number field and
h is the set of all invertible ideals of Γ.

(ii) the zeta-function of orders, where Γ is the maximal order of a number field and h
is the set of all orders ([22], [19]).

In a by-now classical work, Grunewald, Segal and Smith [14] showed that for a finitely
generated torsion-free nilpotent group and the family of its all finite-index subgroups, the
Euler p-factors are rational in p−s. Under certain nice properties of Γ, for example for
nilpotent groups, the above series is known to decompose locally into a convergent Euler
product of ζΓp(s) for the pro p-completion Γp of Γ over all prime numbers p. In this paper
we do not exploit the subgroup growth zeta function in its full generality, but keep track
of it to establish its links with the counting of lattices. A first observation is that (1.1)
is indeed the subgroup-growth zeta function of Zn; in this case, the pro p-completion
Γp is the p-adic integer lattice Zn

p , for which ζΓp(s) is a product of p-components of the
Riemann-zeta functions,

ζZn
p
(s) = (1− p−s)−1(s− p−(s−1))−1 · · · (1− p−(s−n+1))−1.

We now extend the setting of the GL-case by introducing a bilinear form on the ambient
vector space Qn of Zn. Let S ∈ GLn(Q) (n ⩾ 2) be a symmetric matrix (i.e., tS = S) or
an alternating matrix (i.e., tS = −S), and let us introduce a bilinear form β(x,y) = txSy

on Qn to invoke the dual L̂ := {x ∈ Qn | β(x, L) ⊂ Z} of a lattice L ⊂ Qn. Then we
recall the notion of maximal lattices, which is viewed as a generalization of fractional
ideals over the maximal order of a quadratic field.

Definition 1.3. Given a Z-lattice L ⊂ Qn, when S is symmetric (resp. alternating), we
define its norm µ(L) to be the fractional Z-ideal generated by 2−1β(x,x) (x ∈ L) (resp.
β(x,y) (x,y ∈ L)). Then a lattice L is called a maximal lattice if it is maximal in the
set of all lattices with the same norm.

Maximal lattices occur naturally in the theory of automorphic forms on classical groups
and related Hecke algebras. We give more details in §2.1.1 and §3.3. Now let Lmax

β denote
the set of all maximal lattices in Qn. Assume Zn ∈ Lmax

β . We are interested in counting
the number of maximal lattices contained in Zn with a given index m ⩾ 1:

Nβ(m) := #{L ∈ Lmax
β | L ⊂ Zn, [Zn : L] = m}.

Definition 1.4. The maximal lattice counting series of Zn is given by

(1.3) ζβ,Zn(s) :=
∞∑

m=1

Nβ(m)

ms
=

∑
L∈Lmax

β

L⊂Zn

[Zn : L]−s.

This series is again in the realm of Definition 1.2 with Γ = Zn and h = Lmax
β . There

is another class of lattices, the polarized lattices, that is defined below to include both
symmetric and alternating forms.

Definition 1.5. A Z-lattice L ⊂ Qn is said to be even β-polarized if there exists c ∈ Q×

such that L̂ = cL and β(x,x) ∈ 2c−1Z for all x ∈ L, i.e., if L is an even unimodular
lattice with respect to the bilinear form cβ.
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Let Lpl
β denote the set of all even β-polarized lattices in Qn and assume that Zn ∈ Lpl

β .
We now evoke the polarized lattice counting series, which was introduced in [5]:

(1.4) ζplβ,Zn(s) :=
∞∑

m=1

Npl
β (m)

ms
=

∑
L∈Lpl

β

L⊂Zn

[Zn : L]−s.

Since an even β-polarized lattice is a maximal lattice, ζplβ,Zn(s) is a sub-series of ζβ,Zn(s);

in the split cases, the two zeta functions coincide.1

The study of group zeta functions over the last thirty years in particular by du Sautoy,
Grunewald, Lubotzky, Segal [9, 8, 20], often use an Euler product to obtain analytic
information through the p-factors by writing them as p-adic cone integrals. In their work
we encounter the p-adic zeta function, which occurs in earlier works of Hey[15] and Weil
[33] and was particularly brought in the forefront through the work of Igusa [17]. Let us
recall the definition of this zeta function :

Definition 1.6. The p-adic zeta function of G, a linear algebraic group over Qp, is
defined by the Haar integral

ZG(Qp),ρ(s) =

∫
G+

p

| det ρ(g)|sp dµ(g) s ∈ C,

where G+
p = ρ−1(ρ(G(Qp)) ∩ Matn(Zp)), | · |p denotes the p-adic valuation, and µ a

normalized Haar measure on G(Qp). Further, ρ : G → G is a rational representation
defined over Qp.

The above two definitions 1.2 and 1.6 can be linked in the local case. For example, in
the GL-case, i.e., when G = GLn, and ρ is the natural representation, ZGLn(Qp),ρ(s) =
ζZn

p
(s) = ζp(s)ζp(s − 1) · · · ζp(s − n + 1), so that ζZn(s) =

∏
p ZGLn(Qp),ρ(s) between the

generating series and the Euler product of p-adic zeta functions of GLn. Tamagawa
studied the GL-case in detail and included the situation when G is the multiplicative
group of a division algebra over a number field ([31]).

In what follows, the p-adic zeta function is considered only for G := {g ∈ GLn | tgSg =
µ(g)S (∃µ(g) ∈ GL1} with ρ being the standard inclusion G ↪→ GLn; this case is closely
related to our maximal lattice counting series ζβ,Zn(s). However, we note, once again,
that we do not use the p-adic zeta function except to compare results obtained earlier in
this context.

1.1. Counting problem of the number of maximal lattices. We work in the general
setting of maximal lattices. To study the analytic behavior of

∑
m<X Nβ(m) as X → ∞,

as is commonly done for Dirichlet series (for example in the GL-case), the following issues
are addressed for (1.3):

(a) Determine a region D where the series converges absolutely.
(b) Construct a meromorphic continuation beyond D to find the rightmost pole s0 if

any.
(c) Find the leading Laurent coefficient at s0 explicitly.

In [11, §6], du Sautoy and Woodward conduct a study of the group zeta-function defined
as the Euler product ZG,ρ(s) :=

∏
p ZG(Qp),ρ(s) of the p-adic zeta-functions ZG(Qp),ρ(s) for

1This will be elaborated later. In this paper, ζplβ,Zn(s) will appear only as the maximal lattice counting

series ζβ,Zn(s) with a split β and the superscript is omitted.
3



the following S :[
0 Jℓ

−Jℓ 0

]
(Cℓ-type),

[
0 Jℓ
Jℓ 0

]
(Dℓ-type),

[
0 0 Jℓ
0 2 0
Jℓ 0 0

]
(Bℓ-type)(1.5)

with Jℓ =

[
0 1

. .
.

1 0

]
. For each p, the explicit formula of the form

ZG(Qp),ρ(s) =
PG(p, p

−s)

QG(p, p−s)
(1.6)

can be found in ([17], [9]), where QG(X, Y ) and PG(X, Y ) are two variable polynomials
with integer coefficients described in terms of the root system of G. With the help of
the explicit formula, the above authors studied the analytic issues listed above and found
an abscissa of absolute convergence and the natural boundary. In fact, (1.6) is obtained
by linking ZG(Qp),ρ(s) to Igusa’s p-adic cone zeta-integrals. Although the denominator
QG(X, Y ) is simple, the available formula of the numerator PG(X, Y ) ([11, Pg.156]) is
expressed as an alternating sum over the Weyl group of the root system.

As we shall see in Proposition 2.13, the group-zeta function ZG,ρ(s) is the same as our

ζβ,Zn(s), when S is of type Cℓ or Dℓ, i.e., S =
[

0 εJℓ
Jℓ 0

]
(ε ∈ {±}). Our aim is to use a

different method to provide a simple and uniform expression of PG(X, Y ) which enables
us to express the Laurent coefficient in (c) concisely. In what follows we shall obtain an
explicit expression of ζβ,Zn(s) for a general S including forms listed in (1.5) through its
Euler p-factors, without invoking the theory of Igusa’s p-adic zeta-integral. Instead we
use the theory of local Hecke series for G(Qp) on the lines of Tamagawa and Satake and
apply the theory developed by Andrianov and Hina-Sugano (§1.3 for detail). As far as
the authors know, such an approach has not been taken earlier to study subgroup growth
zeta functions for a lattice.

We would like to mention that our result is new for the type Bℓ-case and more generally
for a case when S is symmetric and there exists a prime number p over which the matrix
S is not equivalent to the split form

[
0 Jℓ
Jℓ 0

]
. For such a p, the natural action of the

group G(Qp) on the set of maximal lattices of Qn
p is not transitive but has 2 orbits. Thus,

the local p-factor of the counting series ζβ,Zn(s) is expressed as a sum of both ZG(Qp),ρ(s),
which is indeed the p-adic zeta-function treated in [11, §6], but also has a second summand

pBsZ
(1)
G(Qp),ρ

(s) with the constant B ∈ 1
2
Z specified in Table (2.36), with Z

(1)
G(Qp),ρ

(s) being

a variant of the p-adic zeta-function as in Lemma 2.43. We calculate not only ZG(Qp),ρ(s)

but also Z
(1)
G(Qp),ρ

(s) explicitly (Theorem 2.30) by extending an argument of Hina-Sugano

[16]. The explicit formula of the last function is new. As an example, this result can be
applied to all p for symmetric matrices of odd degree including the type Bℓ-case in (1.5).
Another new example is the Witt tower over a norm form of a quadratic field. This case
exhibits an interesting new phenomenon that the zeta-function ζβ,Zn(s) is meromorphic
on a certain half-plane only after being squared. For a general statement, we refer the
reader to Theorem 3.13.

1.2. Description of main results. In this section, rigorous statements are made only
when S is of type Cℓ or of type Dℓ in (1.5). This is only for the sake of simplicity. Note
that in these two cases the notions of β-polarized and maximal lattices are the same.
Before stating the results we need a polynomial, which already occurred, though not
explicitly, in [16]; here we resurrect it with a more explicit description and name it the
ASH (Andrianov-Hina-Sugano) polynomial. In the definition, the following notations are
used. For ℓ ⩾ 2, let Sℓ be the symmetric group of ℓ letters {1, . . . , ℓ}. For π ∈ Sℓ, let
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I(π) denote the set of all pairs (i, j) of the letters such that i < j and π(i) > π(j), and
inv(π) := #I(π). Set D(π) := {i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} | (i, i+ 1) ∈ I(π)}.

Definition 1.7. For ℓ ⩾ 1, the ASH polynomial W
(ε)
ℓ (X,T ) ∈ Z[X,T ] for ε ∈ {±1} is

defined as

W
(ε)
ℓ (X,T ) := 1 +

ℓ−1∑
d=1

( dβ
(ε)
ℓ,d∑

j=dα
(ε)
ℓ,d

Γ
(ε)
ℓ,d(j)X

j
)
T d

with

Γ
(ε)
ℓ,d(j) := #

{
π ∈ Sℓ | d = #D(π), j = ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2
d−

∑
ν∈D(π)

ν(ν−ε)
2

− inv(π)
}
,

and, for ℓ ⩾ 2 and d ∈ [1, ℓ− 1],

α
(ε)
ℓ,d := 1

2
ℓ(d− 1)− 1

6
(d+ 1)(d+ 3ε−5

2
),

β
(ε)
ℓ,d := 1

2
ℓ(ℓ− ε)− 1

6
(d+ 1)(d− 3ε−7

2
).

Note that dβ
(ε)
ℓ,d and dα

(ε)
ℓ,d are non-negative integers.

Theorem 1.8. The ASH polynomial satisfies the functional equation

W
(ε)
ℓ (X−1, T−1) = X

ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

− 1
3
(ℓ−1)ℓ(ℓ+ 1−3ε

4
)) T 1−ℓW

(ε)
ℓ (X,T ).

For j = dα
(ε)
ℓ,d and for j = dβ

(ε)
ℓ,d , we have that Γ

(ε)
ℓ,d(j) = 1

Remark 1.9. Subsequently, to describe our results for a general maximal lattices, we will
introduce the total ASH polynomial in (2.41).

We now define :

A
(ε)
ℓ :=

ℓ∏
r=1

ζ
(

r(r−ε)
2

+ 1
)
×

∏
p:primes

W
(ε)
ℓ (p, p−

ℓ(ℓ−ε)
2

−ε).

Now we present the following uniform description of ζβ,Zn(s) to cover both cases of

type Cℓ and Dℓ by letting ε = 1 or ε = −1 respectively in the matrix Sε =
[

0 Jℓ
εJℓ 0

]
.

Theorem 1.10. Let Sε =
[

0 Jℓ
εJℓ 0

]
with ε ∈ {±1}. Then,

ζβ,Z2ℓ(s) =
ℓ∏

r=0

ζ
(
ℓs+ r(r−2ℓ−ε)

2

)
×

∏
p:primes

W
(ε)
ℓ (p, p−ℓs)(1.7)

when Re(s) is large and admits a meromorphic continuation on some half-plane; its right-

most pole is at s0 = 1
ℓ
( ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2
+ 1). The Euler product in A

(ε)
ℓ converges and A

(ε)
ℓ > 0. If

ε = −1, σn is a simple pole with Ress=s0ζβ,Z2ℓ(s) = A
(−1)
ℓ . If ε = +1, then s0 is a double

pole with ζβ,Z2ℓ(s) = 1
(s−s0)2

{
A

(+1)
ℓ +O(1)

}
.

We write out explicit expressions of ζβ,Z2ℓ(s) for ℓ ≤ 4. For S of type Bℓ and for a
general S, we still obtain an explicit formula for ζβ,Zn(s); though it is not as neat.

In the setting of Theorem 1.10, the series ζβ,Zn(s) is shown to be the same as the group
zeta function studied in [11, §6]. Moreover, QG(p, p

−z) (z = ns) (see [11, Pg.156 and Table

6.1]) considered by earlier authors after being multiplied by
∏ℓ− ε+3

2
j=0 (1 + p

j(2ℓ−j+ε)
2

− z
2 )−1,

5



coincides with the inverse of the Euler p-factor of the Riemann zeta factors in (1.7). In
this way we end up with the equality

PG(p, p
−z) =W

(ε)
ℓ (p, p−z)×

ℓ− ε+3
2∏

j=0

(1 + p
j(2ℓ−j+ε)

2
−z).(1.8)

Thus, in our setting, [11, Corollaries 6.4, 6.11 and 6.13] yield the following :

Theorem 1.11 ([11]). The abscissa of convergence of the Euler product
∏

pW
(ε)
ℓ (p, p−z)

is ℓ(ℓ−ε)
2

. The natural boundary of ζβ,Z2ℓ(s/ℓ) for S =
[

0 Jℓ
εJℓ 0

]
with ε ∈ {±1} is equal to

β
(−1)
ℓ,1 = ℓ(ℓ+1)

2
− 2 if ε = −1, and to β

(+1)
ℓ,1 = ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
− 1 if ε = +1.

Our description of PG,ρ(X, Y ) as in (1.8) simplifies the arguments in [11, §6]. However,
for type Bℓ-case, the counting series ζS,Zn(s) is not the group zeta-function of G studied
in [11, §6].

It is worth noting that the ASH polynomial W
(ε)
ℓ (p, T ) ∈ Z[T ] is related to the p-

Euler factor f(s1, . . . , sℓ−1) of a multi-variable zeta function in [23, Theorem 3.1] with
the equality

W
(ε)
ℓ (p, p−z) = f

(
z − (ℓ−1)(ℓ−ε−1)

2
, s2, . . . , sℓ

)
, sj := ℓ− j + 1−ε

2
(j ∈ [2, ℓ]) z ∈ C,

(1.9)

Moreover, for type Cℓ-case, we have the following relation between our counting-series
ζβ,Zn(s) and a one-variable specialization of the Petrogradsky’s multivariable Dirichlet
series ζZℓ(s1, . . . , sℓ):

ζβ,Zn(z/ℓ) = ζ(z) ζZℓ

(
z − ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
, s2, . . . , sℓ−1, , sℓ

)
, sj := ℓ− j + 1−ε

2
(j ∈ [2, ℓ]).

(1.10)

By comparing the coefficients of the Dirichlet series in (1.10), we obtain an exact formula
representing the number of β-polarized lattices in Z2ℓ of indexmℓ in terms of the counting
function of sub-lattices in Zℓ with a given type of elementary divisors:

Nβ(m
ℓ) =

∑
d|m

d
ℓ(ℓ−1)

2

∑
(δ1,...,δℓ−1)

νZℓ(d, δ)
ℓ−1∏
j=1

δj−ℓ
j ,

where δ = (δ1, . . . , δℓ−1) runs over all (ℓ−1)-tuples of divisors of d such that δj | δj−1 (j ∈
[2, ℓ]), and νZℓ(d, δ) denotes the number of lattices L ⊂ Zℓ such that Zℓ/L ∼=

⊕ℓ−1
j=0 Z/δjZ

with δ0 = d.
From Theorem 1.10, by the simple use of Tauberian theorems, we get asymptotic results

for the number of β-polarized lattices in Zn as :

Corollary 1.12. Let S and ε ∈ {±1} be as in Theorem 1.10. Set σ := 1
ℓ
( ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2
+ 1).

Then,

Nβ(X) ∼ σ−1A
(ε)
ℓ Xσ(logX)

ε+1
2 , X → ∞.

Remark 1.13. For ℓ = 3 and ε = −1, this agrees with the main term c1X
7/3, c1 = 2.830...

in the asymptotic result corresponding to Z6 ([6]).

For the more general context of maximal lattices, see Corollaries 3.14, 3.11 and 3.17.
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1.3. Hecke series. The local Hecke series was originally defined as a multi-variable
formal power series in an indeterminate T and other independent variables X1, . . . , Xℓ

for the Satake parameters of the class 1 representations of G(Qp). The rationality of the
local Hecke series of a symplectic group was a conjecture due to Shimura ([28]) and the
explicit form of its denominator was a conjecture due to Satake ([26]), both of which
were solved by Andrianov ([2], [3], [4]); these studies are later used by Hina-Sugano
[16] to obtain similar results for general classical groups. Actually, in their work, the
denominator of the local Hecke series is completely worked out and the numerator has a
rather complicated explicit description . The local index function series, which is related
to the Euler factors of our ζS,Zn(s), is the specialization of X1, . . . , Xℓ in the local Hecke
series at the Satake parameter of the trivial representation of G(Qp). Starting from Hina-
Sugano’s formula of the local index function series, we work out the formula further in
terms of the q-multinomial coefficients. As mentioned above, for the odd orthogonal case
or the non-split even orthogonal case, we need to handle another kind of index-function
series that is not calculated in [16]. We include a detailed account for this in §2.5.

Finally, we mention some related work on the numerator of the Hecke series. The
symplectic cases of ranks 1 and 2 already occur in the works of Shimura and Andrianov
and specialize to give ζ(s)ζ(s−1) and ζ(2s)ζ(2s−2)ζ(2s−3)

∏
p(1 + p1−2s) respectively.

For the symplectic groups of rank 3 and 4, the numerator of the Hecke series as well as
its specialization is explicitly worked out using computers in [25],[32] and a functional

equation is obtained. The polynomials W
(−1)
ℓ (p, Y ) for ℓ = 3, 4, explicitly worked out

in Example 4.2 (3), are indeed factors of the specialization of the numerator of the full
Hecke series. A conjecture on the functional equation for the symplectic groups of general
rank posed therein was solved recently in [1].

1.4. Detailed organization of paper. In §2, we study local index series for the or-
thogonal similitude group over local fields. In §2.1, we collect basics on the maximal
lattices as described in [26] and [30]. For the convenience of readers we include proofs for
some specially relevant results. In §2.2 we introduce the index-function series as a count-
ing series of maximal lattices relating it to the p-adic zeta function (Proposition 2.13).
We recall the result of Hina-Sugano on the explicit formula of the index-function series,
then introduce permutation descent polynomials wℓ,K(q) to express the above result in
a concise form in (2.19). In §2.23, we provide a simple proof of the functional equation
(Theorem 1.8) by using a result due to Stanley([24]). Our results on the numerator
of Hina-Sugano’s local-index series is stated uniformly in Theorem 2.26. The technical
contribution of the paper is in §2.5 where we study an index-function series that is not
treated by Hina-Sugano. We introduce another main polynomial W total

ℓ,A,B(X, Y ) together
with an auxiliary one U•

ℓ,B(X, u;T ) that depend on the local invariants (ℓ, A,B) of the
maximal lattice and specialize to the ASH case. To handle the counting zeta-function
for the GO(2ℓ+1)-case and non-split GO(2ℓ)-case, we need results obtained in this sub-
section, in particular Theorems 2.30 and 2.31. Having local inputs from the previous
section, we study Euler products related to the index-counting series of maximal lattices
in a quadratic space over Q in §3. The global results including Theorem 1.10 and Corol-
lary 1.12 are proven in §3.3. Since the theory of the symplectic case is parallel to the
GO(n)-case, it is treated only briefly in §4.

Notation : For integers n,m, set [m,n] := {x ∈ Z | m ⩽ x ⩽ n}. Thus, [m,n] = ∅
if m > n. Any non-empty subset of Z of the form [a, b] is called an interval of Z. For
n ∈ Z>0, let 1n denote the identity matrix of degree n, and Jn := (δi,n−j+1)1⩽i,j⩽n. The
set of all prime numbers is denoted by P.

7



2. The GO(n)-case: the local theory

In this section, we fix a prime number p and let F be the p-adic field Qp. We denote
by O the ring Zp of p-adic integers. Let ordp : Q×

p → Z denote the additive valuation so

that |α|p = p−ordpα for α ∈ Q×
p .

2.1. Lattices in a quadratic space over p-adic fields. The notions of quadratic forms
used here are standard. We include a few for the sake of completion and refer the reader
to classical texts like [27, Chapitre IV] and [30, §22] for details. Let V ∼= F n be a F -vector
space of dimension n. Let β : V × V → F be a non-degenerate symmetric F -bilinear
form on V , so that

Q(v) = 1
2
β(v, v) (v ∈ V )

is a quadratic form on V related to β as

Q(v + w) = Q(v) +Q(w) + β(v, w).

There exist systems of vectors {vj}ℓj=1, {v∗}ℓj=1 satisfying β(vi, v
∗
j ) = δij such that T =∑ℓ

j=1 Fvj and T ∗ =
∑ℓ

j=1 Fv
∗
j are totally isotropic subspaces of maximal dimension.

Thus W := T⊥ ∩ (T ∗)⊥ is an F -anisotropic subspace, i.e., w ∈ W , Q(w) = 0 if and only
if w = 0. We have the direct sum decomposition

V = T ⊕ T ∗ ⊕W =
ℓ∑

j=1

(Fvj + Fv∗j ) +W.(2.1)

The integer ℓ := dimF (T ) = dimF (T
∗) is called the Witt index of (V,Q), which is an

isometry invariant of the quadratic space([30, Lemma 22.4]). If n = 2ℓ, i.e., dimF (W ) = 0,
the β (or Q) is said to be F -split. Let D be the quaternion division algebra over F , which
is unique up to isomorphism, and trD : F → F (resp. ND : D → F ) the reduced trace
map (resp. the reduced norm map). Let D0 := {ξ ∈ D | trD(ξ) = 0}; then dimF (D) = 4
and dimF (D

0) = 3.

Lemma 2.1. We have exactly one of the following cases:

• n0 = 0, i.e., W = (0).
• n0 = 1, and there exists u ∈ F× such that (W,Q|W ) ∼= (F, uq1), where q1(x) =
x2 (x ∈ F ).

• n0 = 2, and there exists a quadratic field extension E/F and u ∈ F×, such that
(W,Q|W ) ∼= (E, uNE/Q).

• n0 = 3, and there exists u ∈ F× such that (W,Q|W ) ∼= (D0, uND).
• n0 = 4, and there exists u ∈ F× such that (W,Q|W ) ∼= (D, uND).

Proof. cf. [30, §25]. □

From this lemma, we have dimF (W ) ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} which means that n ⩾ 5 implies
ℓ ⩾ 1.

A subset L ⊂ V is called an O-lattice, if it is a finitely generated sub O-module of V
of rank n = dimF (V ). Let LV denote the set of all the O-lattices in V . For L ∈ LV , set

L̂ := {v ∈ V | β(v, L) ⊂ O},

which is an element of LV called the dual lattice of L. The operation L 7→ L̂ is an
involution on LV . We now recall some special lattices relevant to our work. The first two
are easier to state.
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Definition 2.2. When L̂ = L, we say that L is a unimodular lattice. If a unimodu-
lar lattice L further satisfies the condition β(v, v) ∈ 2O (∀v ∈ L), then L is called an
even unimodular lattice.

Definition 2.3. An O-lattice L ⊂ V is called a β-polarized lattice (resp. even β-polarized)
if L is unimodular (resp. even unimodular) with respect to cβ for some c ∈ F×.

Explicitly, L is β-polarized (resp. even β-polarized) if L̂ = cL for some c ∈ F× (resp.

L̂ = cL and β(v, v) ∈ 2c−1O for all v ∈ L for some c ∈ F×).

Lemma 2.4. Suppose p ̸= 2. Then, L ∈ LV is even β-polarized if and only if it is
β-polarized.

Proof. It suffices to show that if p ̸= 2, L̂ = cL implies β(v, v) ∈ 2c−1O (∀v ∈ L). Let

v ∈ L; then, since cv ∈ cL = L̂ and O = 2O because p ̸= 2, we have

cβ(v, v) = β(cv, v) ∈ β(L̂, L) ⊂ O = 2O.

□

2.1.1. Maximal lattices. To introduce this we need the notion of the norm of a lattice
([26]). For an O-lattice L ⊂ V (of rank n), its norm µ(L) is the fractional O-ideal in F
generated by the values Q(v) (v ∈ L). The following properties are evident:

(a) L,L′ ∈ LV , L ⊂ L′ =⇒ µ(L) ⊂ µ(L′),
(b) µ(cL) = c2µ(L), L ∈ LV , c ∈ F×.

Let a be an invertible fractional ideal of F .

Definition 2.5. An O-lattice L is called a maximal a-(integral) lattice if µ(L) = a, and
it is maximal among all the O-lattices in V of norm a. A lattice is called maximal if it
is a maximal a-lattice for some fractional ideal a.

Note that [30, §29] only deals with maximal O-integral lattices.

Lemma 2.6. For any L ∈ LV , there exists a µ(L)-maximal lattice containing L.

Proof. cf. [30, Lemma 29-2] . □

For a maximal a-integral lattice L. There exists a Witt decomposition (2.1) of V such
that

L =
ℓ∑

j=1

(Ovj + av∗j ) + L0

with L0 := {w ∈ W | Q(w) ∈ a}. (It is known that L0 is a maximal lattice in W such

that µ(L0) is a or pa.) For v =
∑ℓ

j=1(xjvj + yjv
∗
j ) + w with xj ∈ O, yj ∈ a, w ∈ L0), we

have Q(v) =
∑ℓ

j=1 xjyj +Q(w). The dual of L is given as

L̂ =
ℓ∑

j=1

(a−1vj +Ov∗j ) + L̂0,(2.2)

where L̂0 is the dual lattice of L0 ∈ LW with respect to βW = β|W ×W . Therefore,

Lemma 2.7. An O-lattice L is even β-polarized if and only if L̂0 = µ(L)−1L0; if this is

the case, then L̂ = µ(L)−1L. In particular, if (V,Q) is F -split, then any maximal lattice
is even β-polarized.
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We have

L ⊂ µ(L) L̂, L ∈ LV .(2.3)

Indeed, if µ(L) = pmO, then for any v, u ∈ L,

β(v, u) = Q(v + u)−Q(v)−Q(u) ∈ µ(L) = pmO

because Q(u+ v), Q(u), Q(v) all belong to µ(L); hence, β(p−mL,L) ⊂ O, which is equiv-

alent to p−mL ⊂ L̂, i.e., L ⊂ µ(L) L̂.

Lemma 2.8. Any even β-polarized lattice L ∈ LV is a maximal lattice and L̂ = µ(L)−1L.

Proof. Suppose L is even β-polarized, so that L̂ = cL and Q(v) ∈ c−1O (∀v ∈ L); note
that the latter condition is equivalent to µ(L)c ⊂ O. These conditions, combined with
(2.3), yields L ⊂ µ(L)cL ⊂ OL = L. Thus, L = µ(L)cL. This implies µ(L)c = O, or

equivalently L̂ = µ(L)−1L. It remains to show that L is a maximal lattice. Let L ⊂ M
and µ(L) = µ(M). then

M̂ ⊂ L̂ = µ(L)−1L = µ(M)−1L ⊂ µ(M)−1M.

Hence µ(M)M̂ ⊂ M , which combined with (2.3) applied to M implies M = µ(M)M̂ .

Then, all the inclusions above become equalities; in particular L̂ = M̂ , or equivalently
L =M . □

Lemma 2.9. Suppose ℓ ⩾ 1. Let α ∈ Z, and cj, dj (1 ⩽ j ⩽ ℓ) be a set of fractional
O-ideals in F such that djcj = pαO (1 ⩽ j ⩽ ℓ). For any Witt decomposition (2.1), set

L
(α)
0 := {w ∈ W | Q(w) ∈ pαO}; then, the O-lattice L :=

∑ℓ
j=1(cjvj + djv

∗
j ) + L

(α)
0 is a

maximal pαO-integral lattice.

Proof. Indeed, µ(L) = pαO is easy to confirm due to ℓ ⩾ 1. Then, by Lemma 2.6, we can
find a maximal pαO-integral latticeM containing L. As such, it has a Witt decomposition
M =

∑ℓ
j=1(Ouj+p

α+1Ou∗j)+M0 with β(uj, ui) = β(u∗j , u
∗
i ) = 0, β(ui, u

∗
j) = δij andM0 is

an O-lattice in the orthogonal U := (
∑ℓ

j=1 Fuj + Fu∗j)
⊥ given as M0 = {u ∈ U | Q(u) ∈

pαO}. Set T :=
∑ℓ

j=1 Fvj and T ∗ :=
∑ℓ

j=1 Fv
∗
j , and S :=

∑ℓ
j=1 Fuj, S

∗ :=
∑ℓ

j=1 Fu
∗
j .

Define a bijective F -endomorphism g : T ⊕ T ∗ → S ⊕ S∗ by g(vj) = pγjvj, g(v
∗
j ) =

p−γju∗j (j ∈ [1, ℓ]), where γj := ordpcj; then it preserves the bilinear form β, so that it can
be extended to an isometry g : V → V by Witt’s extension theorem. Note that µ(g) = 1.

Since W = (T ⊕ T ∗)⊥ and U = (S⊕S∗)⊥, we have g(W ) = U and g(L
(α)
0 ) =M0. Noting

cjdj = pαO, we get g(L) =M . SinceM is maximal, so is its isometric image L = g−1(M).
Thus, L =M . □

Let

G̃ := {g ∈ GLF (V ) | (∃µ(g) ∈ F×)(∀v ∈ V )(Q(g(v)) = µ(g)Q(v))} = GO(V,Q)

be the orthogonal similitude group of Q. The character of similitude µ : G̃ → F× is
related to the determinant by the relation

(det g)2 = µ(g)n, g ∈ G̃.(2.4)

Let G be the identity connected component of G̃ with respect to the Zariski topology;

G̃ = G if n is odd and G coincides with the locus det(g) = µ(g)n/2 if n is even. Given a

Witt decomposition (2.1), we write G̃0 for the orthogonal similitude group of (W,Q|W )

and G0 the identity connected component of G̃0 and for µ0 : G̃0 → F× the character of
10



similitude. The group G acts on the set LV by G × LV ∋ (g, L) 7→ gL ∈ LV . For any
L ∈ LV and g ∈ G, we easily have

µ(gL) = µ(g)µ(L), (̂gL) = µ(g)−1 gL̂.

By using this, it is easy to show that the set of maximal lattices, say Lmax
β , and the set

of even β-polarized lattices, say Lpl
β , are preserved by the action of G. Given a Witt

decomposition (2.1), we define elements of G as follows. For any (t1, . . . , tℓ) ∈ (F×)ℓ,
λ ∈ F× and g0 ∈ G0 such that µ0(g0) = λ, define an F -endomorphism [t1, . . . , tℓ; g0, λ] of
V by

[t1, . . . , tℓ; g0, λ] :


vj 7−→ tjvj (1 ⩽ j ⩽ ℓ),

v∗j 7−→ λt−1
j v∗j (1 ⩽ j ⩽ ℓ),

w 7−→ g0(w), (w ∈ W ).

(2.5)

Then, [t1, . . . , tℓ; g0, λ] ∈ G and µ([t1, . . . , tℓ; g0, λ]) = µ0(g0) = λ. When n0 = 0, i.e.,
W = (0), we define [t1, . . . , tℓ;λ] for any t1, . . . , tℓ, λ ∈ F× and suppress g0.) We now
recall a result due to Satake [26, (E2) §9].

Lemma 2.10. Let L and M be maximal lattices with α = ordpµ(L) and β = ordpµ(M).
Then we can find a Witt decomposition (2.2) of L in such a way that

M =
ℓ∑

j=1

(pγjOvj + pβ−γjOv∗j ) +M0(2.6)

with M0 = {w ∈ W | Q(w) ∈ pβO} and a set of integers γj (j ∈ [1, ℓ] such that γ1 ⩾
. . . ⩾ γℓ ⩾ 1

2
(β − α).

Lemma 2.11. Let L,M ∈ Lmax
β ; then, there exists g ∈ G such that M = g(L) if and

only if µ(M)µ(L)−1 = µ(g)O (∃g ∈ G).

Proof. If M = g(L) with g ∈ G, then µ(M) = µ(g)µ(L), so that µ(M)µ(L)−1 = µ(g)O.
Let us prove the converse. We can fix a Witt decomposition (2.1) such that (2.2) and (2.6)
hold simultaneously to define elements (2.5). Suppose µ(M)µ(L)−1 = µ(g)O for some g ∈
G. We have µ(gL) = µ(g)µ(L) = µ(M). Hence, to complete the proof, we may suppose
µ(L) = µ(M) and find h ∈ G such that M = h(L). Define h := [pγ1 , . . . , pγℓ ; IdW , 1].

Then, h ∈ G̃ and deth = 1, and, by (2.2), (2.6) and (2.5), we have M = h(L). □

Define f ∈ Z by

fZ = ordpµ(G).(2.7)

By Lemma 2.11, G acts on Lmax
β transitively if f = 1.

Choose a Witt decomposition (2.1); If W = (0), set (F×)Q = F×, otherwise, define
(F×)Q to be the image of the similitude character µ0 of G0 := GO(W )0, which is a
subgroup of F× independent of the choice of (2.1).

Lemma 2.12. We have ordpµ(G) = ordp(F
×)Q. Moreover, (F×)Q = F× if n0 = 0, 4,

(F×)Q = (F×)2 if n0 = 1 and (F×)Q = NE/F (E
×) for some quadratic field extension E

of F if n0 = 2, 3. We have f ∈ {1, 2}.

Proof. Let P be a parabolic subgroup of G whose Levi subgroups is formed by all
the elements in (2.5). Then, we have the Iwasawa decomposition G = PU . Suppose
n0 > 0; due to µ([t1, . . . , tℓ;h, λ]) = µ0(h), we have µ(P ) = µ0(G0) = (F×)Q. Since
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µ(U) ⊂ O×, we have ordpµ(G) = ordpµ(P ) = ordp(F
×)Q. Suppose n0 = 0, then due to

µ([t1, . . . , tℓ;λ] = λ, we have µ(P ) = F×. Hence µ(G) = µ(P )µ(U) = F×.
We use Lemma 2.1 to describe G0 and µ0. If n = 1, then G0 = F× and the similitude

norm of x ∈ F× is x2. Hence µ(G) = (F×)2. If n = 2, then G0 = GO(E, uNE/F )
0 =

E× and the similitude of α ∈ E× is NE/F (α). The norm-image NE/F (E
×) contains a

prime element of F if and only if E/Q is a ramified extension. If n = 4, then G0 =
GO(D, uND)

0 ∼= (D× × D×)/Z with Z := {(z, z−1) | z ∈ F×} with the action (α, β) ∈
(D× ×D×)/Z on x ∈ D being (α, β)x = αxβ−1; the similitude norm of (α, β) ∈ (D× ×
D×)/Z is ND(αβ). Hence µ0(G0) = F×. If n = 3, then G0 is isomorphic to the stabilizer
of GO(D, uND)

0 of the vector 1 ∈ D, i.e, G0 is the diagonal of (D× × D×)/Z, and the
similitude of g = (α, α) ∈ G0 is µ0(g) = (ND(α))

2; thus, µ0(G0) = (F×)2. □

2.2. The local index series. Fix L ∈ Lmax
β once and for all. The stabilizer of L in G,

U := {g ∈ G | gL = L},

is a maximal compact subgroup of G (cf.[26, §9.4, 9.5]). For any integer m ⩾ 0, consider
the set of lattices

Lmax
β,L (pm) := {Λ ∈ Lmax

β | Λ ⊂ L, µ(Λ) = pmµ(L)}.(2.8)

Define a formal power series

ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) :=

∞∑
m=0

(#Lmax
β,L (pfm))Tm (∈ Z[[T ]])

for counting the number of maximal lattices contained in L with the index being a power
of pf . The series coincides with the p-adic zeta function (cf. [5, Theorem 2]).

Proposition 2.13. Let dg denote the Haar measure on G such that
∫
U
dg = 1. Define

G+ := {g ∈ G | gL ⊂ L}.

Then, ∫
G+

| det(g)|sp dg = ζ
(0)
β,L(p

−fns/2), Re(s) ≫ 0

as an integral and a series are absolutely convergent for sufficiently large Re(s).

Proof. For m ⩾ 0, set

XL(m) := {g ∈ G | gL ⊂ L, µ(g)O = pfmO}.

If g ∈ G+, then µ(g)µ(L) = µ(gL) ⊂ µ(L), which implies that µ(g) ∈ O so that
µ(g)O = pfmO with fm = ordpµ(g) ⩾ 0. Hence, we have the disjoint decomposition

G+ =
⊔
m⩾0

XL(m).

For g ∈ XL(m) we have | det g|p = |µ(g)|n/2p = p−fmn/2 by (2.4). This allows us to write
the integral as the sum

∞∑
m=0

∫
XL(m)

dg × p−sfmn/2.
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The group U acts on the set XL(m) by the right-multiplication. By Lemma 2.11, we have
a bijection XL(m)/U ∋ gU 7−→ g(L) ∈ Lmax

β,L (pfm). Since vol(U) = 1 and since XL(m) is
bi-U -invariant, we have∫

XL(m)

dg = #(U\XL(m)) = #(XL(m)/U) = #Lmax
L (pfm).

In this way, we get the equality∫
G+

| det g|sp dg =
∞∑

m=0

(#Lmax
L (pfm)) p−fmns/2

at least formally. The absolute convergence of the series
∑∞

m=0 #(XL(m)/U) p−sfmn/2 for
large Re(s) results from the explicit formula of #(XL(m)/U) = #(U\XL(m)) given in
[16, Proposition 1]. □

Corollary 2.14. Let Λ ∈ Lmax
β,L (pfm). Then, [L : Λ] = pfmn/2. We have

ζ
(0)
β,L(p

−fns/2) =
∑

Λ∈Lmax,(0)
L

[L : Λ]−s,

where L
max,(0)
β,L := {Λ ∈ Lmax

β | Λ ⊂ L, ordp(µ(Λ)µ(L)
−1) ∈ fZ}.

Proof. We may set Λ = gL with g ∈ G+. Then,

[Λ : L] = | det g|−1
p = |µ(g)n/2|−1

p = |pfmn/2|−1
p = pfmn/2

as desired. □

Due to the bijectionXL(p
m)/U ∼= Lmax

β,L (pfm) and the equality #(U\XL(m)) = #(XL(m)/U)

in the proof of Proposition 2.13, we have the expression ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) =

∑∞
m=0 #(U\XL(p

m))Tm,
which is exactly the index function series in [16, Definition 1]. Let us recall a result by
Hina-Sugano ([16]), which concerns an explicit description of the index function series;

in that paper, the case ℓ = 0 is handled separately by saying that ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) = (1 − T )−1

([16, (2.1.6)]) is obtained immediately. We quote the result including this case from [16,
Theorem 2].

Theorem 2.15 (Hina-Sugano [16]). Set n0 = n − 2ℓ and A := 1
2
n0 − 1. Then, we have

that

Pβ,L(T ) :=
ℓ∏

r=0

(1− (pA+ℓ− r−1
2 )frT )× ζ

(0)
β,L(T )

is a polynomial in T with constant term 1 and of degree no greater than ℓ− 1.

2.3. The numerator of the index function series: the case f = 1. A description

of the numerator of the rational function ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) is also given in [16]. By Lemma 2.12,

we have two cases f = 1 and f = 2. We first deal with the simpler case f = 1. Let
t1, . . . , tℓ be a set of independent variables, where ℓ(⩾ 1) is the Witt index of Q. Define

zr := pr(ℓ−r) tℓ · · · tr+1 (r ∈ [1, ℓ− 1])

and set

q(t1, . . . , tℓ) :=
ℓ∏

i=0

(1− zi), p(t1, . . . , tℓ) :=
∑

I⊂[1,ℓ−1]

φ(I)(p
−1)

∏
i∈I

zi
∏

j∈[1,ℓ]−I

(1− zj),

f(t1, . . . , tℓ) :=
p(t1, . . . , tℓ)

q(t1, . . . , tℓ)
,
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where, for any subset I ⊂ [1, . . . , ℓ− 1], φ(I)(q) is a polynomial in a variable q defined as

φ(I)(q) :=
φℓ(q)

φi1−i0(q) · · ·φir+1−ir(q)
with φi(q) :=

i∏
j=1

(qj − 1)

with I = (i1 < · · · < ir), i0 := 0, ir+1 := ℓ. We quote [16, Proposition 2] and a formula
on [16, Pg.147 line 4] in the following form:

Theorem 2.16 (Hina-Sugano [16]). When f = 1, we have

ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) = (1− T )−1f(pA+ℓ, . . . , pA+2, pA+1T ).

To make the formula of ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) more explicit, we introduce the following :

Definition 2.17. For ℓ ∈ Z⩾0, ε ∈ {+1,−1} and K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1], set

wℓ,K(q) :=
∑
I⊂K

(−1)#(K−I)φ(I)(q) (∈ Q(q)),(2.9)

a
(ε)
ℓ (K) :=

∑
i∈K

(
− i(i−ε)

2
+ ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2

)
(∈ Z⩾0),(2.10)

bℓ(K) :=
∑
i∈K

(ℓ− 1− i) (∈ Z⩾0).(2.11)

Note that wℓ,∅(q) = 1 and a
(ε)
ℓ (∅) = bℓ(∅) = 0; K = ∅ is the only possible choice of K

for ℓ = 0, 1. We have

a
(+1)
ℓ (K) = a

(−1)
ℓ (K)− bℓ(K)−#(K).(2.12)

Lemma 2.18. Suppose f = 1. Set A := n0

2
− 1. Then, we have

(1− T )q(pA+ℓ, . . . pA+2, pA+1T ) =
ℓ∏

r=0

(1− (pA+ℓ− r−1
2 )rT )

and

Pβ,L(T ) = p(pA+ℓ, . . . pA+2, pA+1T ) =
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(p
−1) pa

(−1)
ℓ (K)+Abℓ(K) (pAT )#(K).

(2.13)

Proof. A direct computation. □

Definition 2.19. For any subset K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1], set K ′ := [1, ℓ− 1]−K.. Let IK denote
the set of maximal intervals I of Z such that I ⊂ K. Set

N(K) :=
∑
I∈IK

#I(#I + 1)

2
= #(K) +

∑
I∈IK

#I(#I − 1)

2

and

µ(ε)(K) :=
∑
k∈K

k(k − ε)

2
+N(K).

Note that
∑

I∈IK #(I) = #(K). Write K = {k1 < · · · < kr} and set k0 = 0, kr+1 =
ℓ; let a1, . . . , ac denote the length of maximal segments consisting of 1’s in the tuple

(kν+1 − kν)
r−1
ν=1. Then, Nℓ(K) = r +

∑c
j=1

aj(aj+1)

2
(cf . [23, Theorem 5.3(2)]). We have

the relation:

µ(ε)(K) = N(K)− a
(ε)
ℓ (K) + #(K) ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2
.(2.14)
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Moreover, we have a bound

N(K) ⩽ ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

, K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1](2.15)

by using the inequality i(i+1)
2

+ j(j+1)
2

⩽ (i+j)(i+j+1)
2

for any i, j ∈ Z⩾0.
We have the following property of the rational functions wℓ,K(q) (K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1]):

Lemma 2.20. Let K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1]. If K = ∅, then wℓ,K(q) = 1. If K ̸= ∅, then wℓ,K(q) is
a monic polynomial in q such that wℓ,K(q) = qN(K) +O(qN(K)+1).

Proof. Recall that the q-analogue of the integer k ∈ Z>0 is defined to be [k]q :=
qk−1
q−1

=

1 + q + · · · + qk−1, which recovers k in the limit q → 1. For n ∈ Z>0, the q-factorial

is defined as [n]q! :=
∏n

k=1
qk−1
q−1

=
∏n

j=1[k]q. With this standard notation, we have

φj(q) = (q − 1)j[j]q!, and for any subset I = {i1 < · · · < ir} ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1],

φ(I)(q) =
[ℓ]q!∏r+1

ν=1[iν − iν−1]q!
=:

(
ℓ

i1 − i0, . . . , ir+1 − ir

)
q

, with i0 = 0 and ir+1 := ℓ.

This is the q-multinomial coefficient, which is known to be a polynomial in q. For K ⊂
[1, ℓ− 1], we have the expression

wℓ,K(q) = (−1)#K
∑

I={i1<···<ir}⊂K

(−1)r
(

ℓ

i1 − i0, . . . , ir+1 − ir

)
q

,(2.16)

which shows that wℓ,K(q) is the same polynomial as the so called the permutation-descent
polynomial that was originally introduced by [24] and later used in [7] and [23] (with the
notation wℓ,λ(q)) to study a variant of the sublattice-number- counting zeta functions
on Zℓ. The last claim on the minimal degree term of wℓ,K(q) is due to [23, Theorem
5.3(2)]. □

This is an appropriate moment to introduce the following:

Definition 2.21. Let T , u and q be independent variables. For ℓ ∈ Z⩾0 and ε ∈
{+1,−1}, define

P
(ε)
ℓ (q, T ) :=

∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(q)q
−a

(ε)
ℓ (K) T#(K) ∈ Q[q, q−1][T ],(2.17)

Pℓ(q, u;T ) :=
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(q)q
−a

(−1)
ℓ (K) ubℓ(K) T#(K) ∈ Q[q, q−1, u][T ].(2.18)

Note that Pβ,L(T ) = Pℓ(p
−1, pA, pAT ), and

P
(−1)
ℓ (q, T ) = Pℓ(q, 1, T ), P

(+1)
ℓ (q, T ) = Pℓ(q, q, qT )

due to (2.12). By Theorem 2.14 and Lemma 2.18, we have the formula (which also covers
the case ℓ = 0) valid when f = 1:

ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) =

Pℓ(p
−1, p

n0
2
−1, p

n0
2
−1T )∏ℓ

r=0(1− p
r(n−r−1)

2 T )
,(2.19)

which shows that ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) initially defined relying on a maximal lattice L ⊂ V actually

depends only on the isometry class of the quadratic space (V,Q) over F .

Examples We give a list of a
(ε)
ℓ (K), wℓ,K(q) (K ⊂ [1, ℓ − 1]) for ℓ = 2, 3, 4 for later

reference:
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• (ℓ = 2)

K ∅ {1}
a
(−1)
2 (K) 0 2
b2(K) 0 0

a
(+1)
ℓ (K) 0 1
w2,K(q) 1 q

(2.20)

• (ℓ = 3).

K ∅ {1} {2} {1, 2}
a
(−1)
3 (K) 0 5 3 8
b3(K) 0 1 0 1

a
(+1)
3 (K) 0 3 2 5
w3,K(q) 1 q + q2 q + q2 q3

(2.21)

• (ℓ = 4).

K ∅ {1} {2} {3} {1, 2} {1, 3} {2, 3} {1, 2, 3}
a
(−1)
4 (K) 0 9 7 4 16 13 11 20

b4(K) 0 2 1 0 3 2 1 3

a
(+1)
4 (K) 0 6 5 2 11 9 8 14

w4,K(q) 1 q + q2 + q3 q + 2q2 + q3 + q4 q + q2 + q3 q3 + q4 + q5 q2 + q3 + 2q4 + q5 q3 + q4 + q5 q6

(2.22)

2.4. The properties of P
(ε)
ℓ (q, T ). In these examples, we observe the symmetry:

a
(ε)
ℓ (K) + a

(ε)
ℓ (K ′) = 1

3
ℓ(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 1−3ε

4
),(2.23)

wℓ,K(q
−1)× q

ℓ(ℓ−1)
2 = wℓ,K′(q)(2.24)

for all K ⊂ [1, ℓ − 1] and its complement K ′ := [1, ℓ − 1] − K. This is true in general.
For the proof we need the following notation.

Definition 2.22. For ℓ ∈ Z>0, let Sℓ denote the symmetric group of ℓ letters {1, . . . , ℓ}.
For π ∈ Sℓ. Let

D(π) := {i ∈ [1, ℓ] | π(i) > π(i+ 1)},
inv(π) := #{(i, j) ∈ [1, ℓ]2 | i < j, π(i) > π(j)}.

Proposition 2.23. The relations (2.23) and (2.24) hold for all ℓ ⩾ 2 and for all K ⊂
[1, ℓ− 1].

Proof. The first formula (2.23) is elementary. Indeed,

a
(ε)
ℓ (K) + a

(ε)
ℓ (K ′) = −

ℓ−1∑
i=1

i(i−ε)
2

+ (ℓ− 1)× ℓ(ℓ−ε))
2

= 1
3
ℓ(ℓ− 1)

(
ℓ+ 1−3ε

4

)
.

For a proof of (2.24), we invoke a formula due to Stanley ([24]) for the permutation-
descent polynomial :

wℓ,K(q) =
∑
π∈Sℓ

D(π)=K

qinv(π).(2.25)

16



Let τ ∈ Sℓ be the element defined by τ(i) = ℓ− i+ 1 (i ∈ [1, ℓ]). Then, i < j if and only
if τ(i) > τ(j), so that D(τ ◦ π) = [1, ℓ]−D(π) and inv(τ ◦ π) =

(
ℓ
2

)
− inv(π). By this,

wℓ,K′(q) =
∑

D(π)=K′

qinv(π) =
∑

D(τ◦π)=K′

qinv(τ◦π)

=
∑

D(π)=K

q(
ℓ
2)−inv(π) = q(

ℓ
2)wℓ,K(q

−1)

as desired. □

Corollary 2.24. The polynomial wℓ,K(q) is a monic polynomial of degree ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

−N(K ′).

Proof. This follows immediately from the last claim of Lemma 2.20 and (2.24). □

Concerning the numbers a
(ε)
ℓ (K) and N(K) (Definitions 2.17 and 2.19), we need a

lemma:

Lemma 2.25. For d ∈ [1, ℓ − 1], the minimum value m
(ε)
d := min{µ(ε)(K) | K ⊂

[1, ℓ− 1], #(K) = d} is attained only at K = [1, d], and

m
(ε)
d = 1

6
d(d+ 1)

(
d+ 7−3ε

2

)
, d ∈ [1, ℓ− 1].

Proof. We give a proof only for ε = −1 setting µ(K) = µ(−1)(K); the case ε = +1 is
almost the same. Let K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1] with #K = d. Let I1, . . . , It denote the enumeration
of IK such that Ix ≺ Iy for x < y; then p(K) := (#I1, . . . ,#It) is a partition of d. For
any partition a = (a1, . . . ar) of d, set K(a) denote the set of K ⊂ [1, ℓ − 1] such that
p(K) = a. Let µa denote the minimal of µ(K) (K ∈ K(a)). Then, mℓ,d := {µ(K) | K ⊂
[1, ℓ− 1],#(K) = d} is the minimum of µa for all partitions a of d. When K moves over

the set K(a), the number N(K) =
∑r

j=1
aj(aj+1)

2
is constant; for such K, the number

sℓ(K) :=
∑

k∈K
k(k+1)

2
gets minimal when r intervals Ij ∈ IK (j ∈ [1, r], aj = #(Ij))

should be placed as left as possible in such a way that they are not neighboring each
other. The choice is

I1 = [1, a1], Ij = [Aj−1 + j, Aj + j − 1] (2 ⩽ j ⩽ r).

with Aj :=
∑j

i=1 ai. Note that Ar = d. Let Ka be the union of these intervals. Then,
since [1, d+ r]−K = {Aj + j | j ∈ [1, r]}, we have

sℓ(Ka) =
d+r∑
k=1

k(k + 1)

2
−

r∑
j=1

(Aj + j)(Aj + j + 1)

2

=
1

6
(d+ r)(d+ r + 1)(2d+ 2r + 1)−

r∑
j=1

(Aj + j)(Aj + j + 1)

2
.

Hence

µ#
a :=µa −

1

6
(d+ r)(d+ r + 1)(2d+ 2r + 1) +

1

2
(d+ r)(d+ r + 1)(2.26)

=
(d+ r)(d+ r + 1)

2
+

r∑
j=1

aj(aj + 1)

2
−

r∑
j=1

(Aj + j)(Aj + j + 1)

2

=
r∑

j=1

aj(aj + 1)

2
−

r−1∑
j=1

{(Aj + j)(Aj + j − 1)

2
+ (Aj + j)

}
17



=
r∑

j=2

aj(aj + 1)

2
−

r−1∑
j=2

(Aj + j)(Aj + j − 1)

2
+

r−1∑
j=1

(Aj + j)

=
r−1∑
j=2

aj(aj + 1)

2
+
ar(ar − 1)

2
−

r−1∑
j=2

(Aj + j)(Aj + j − 1)

2
+
r(r − 1)

2
+ d.(2.27)

It remains to minimize µa when a = (a1, . . . , ar) moves over all partitions of d, i.e.,

a1, . . . , ar ∈ Z>0, r ⩾ 1,
r∑

j=1

aj = d.

For a fixed r ∈ [1, d], let m(d, r) denote the minimum of µa as a moves over partitions
of d by r numbers. The formula in (2.27) shows that µ#

a is a sum of the quadratic
polynomial 1

2
ar(ar − 1) added by some quantity that does not depended on ar. Hence, to

minimize µa, we need to choose ar = 1 minimizing ar(ar−1)
2

. Then, the remaining variables

(a1, . . . , ar−1) should satisfy
∑r−1

j=1 aj = d − 1, or equivalently Ar−1 = d − 1. Then, by

(2.27), µ#
(a1,...,ar−1,1)

equals the quadratic polynomial ar−1(ar−1+1)
2

added by a quantity that

is independent of ar−1. Hence to minimize µ(a1,...,ar−1,1), we need to choose ar−1 = 1

minimizing ar−1(ar−1+1)
2

. By repeating the same argument, we obtain the unique choice
aj = 1 (2 ⩽ j ⩽ r), a1 = d−r that minimize µa for partitions a of d by r numbers. Hence
Aj = d− r + j − 2 (1 ⩽ j ⩽ r) and m(d, r) = µ(d−r+1,1,1,...,1), which equals

1
6
(d+ r)(d+ r + 1)(2d+ 2r + 1)− 1

2
(d+ r)(d+ r + 1)

+ (r − 2)−
r−1∑
j=2

(d−r+2j−1)(d−r+2j−2)
2

+ r(r−1)
2

+ d.

This simplifies to a degree 3 polynomial

F (r) = r3 + d
2
r2 + (5

6
d− 3

2
)r + 1

6
d3 + d2 + 17

6
d− 5

6
.

Since F ′(r) = 3r2 + dr + 5
6
d − 3

2
> 0 (1 ⩽ r ⩽ d), the function F (r) turns out to be

increasing on [1, d] so that it gets minimal when r = 1. Therefore, we have mℓ,d =
m(d, 1). □

Theorem 2.26. Let ℓ ⩾ 2. We have the following properties of P
(ε)
ℓ (q, T ) (ε ∈ {+1,−1}).

(i)

P
(ε)
ℓ (q, T ) =

∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(q)
∏
j∈K

(q
j(j−ε)

2
− ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2 T ).

(ii) The functional equation

P
(ε)
ℓ (q−1, T−1) = T 1−ℓq

1
3
ℓ(ℓ−1)(ℓ+ 1−3ε

4
)− ℓ(ℓ−1)

2 P
(ε)
ℓ (q, T ).

(iii) The coefficients of P
(ε)
ℓ (q, T ) viewed as a polynomial in T are identified as follows.

P
(ε)
ℓ (q, T ) = 1 +

ℓ−1∑
d=1

C
(ε)
ℓ,d (q

−1)T d with C
(ε)
ℓ,d (q) =

∑
j∈Z

b
(ε)
ℓ,d(j) q

j,(2.28)

where

b
(ε)
ℓ,d(j) := #

{
π ∈ Sℓ | #D(π) = d, j = − ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2
d+

∑
ν∈D(π)

ν(ν−ε)
2

+ inv(π)
}
.(2.29)
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(iii) For d ∈ [1, ℓ− 1], set

j
(−1)
+ (ℓ, d) := d

{
−ℓd− 1

2
+

1

6
(d+ 1)(d− 4)

}
, j

(+1)
+ (ℓ, d) = d

{
−ℓd− 1

2
+

1

6
(d+ 1)(d− 1)

}
,

(2.30)

j
(−1
− (ℓ, d) := d

{
−ℓ(ℓ+ 1)

2
+

1

6
(d+ 1)(d+ 5)

}
, j

(+1)
− = d

{
−ℓ(ℓ− 1)

2
+

1

6
(d+ 1)(d+ 2)

}
.

(2.31)

The support of the function j 7→ b
(ε)
ℓ,d(j) is contained in the interval [j

(ε)
− (ℓ, d), j

(ε)
+ (ℓ, d)]

of Z<0, so that C
(ε)
ℓ,d (q

−1) is a polynomial in q with non negative integer coefficients

b
(ε)
ℓ,d(j) of degree −j(ε)− (ℓ, d) without terms of degree less than −j(ε)+ (ℓ, d). We have

b
(ε)
ℓ,d(j

(ε)
+ (ℓ, d)) = b

(ε)
ℓ,d(j

(ε)
− (ℓ, d)) = 1.

Proof. The formula in (i) is immediate from (2.17). The functional equation follows from
(2.17) and Proposition 2.23. We have the equality (2.28) with

C
(ε)
ℓ,d (q) :=

∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
#(K)=d

wℓ,K(q)q
−a

(ε)
ℓ (K),

which is surely an element of Z[q, q−1]. By (2.25), we see that the coefficient of qj is given

by (2.29). By Lemma 2.20 and Corollary 2.24, wℓ,K(q)q
−a

(ε)
ℓ (K) is a sum of monomials qj

with j ∈ Z such that

N(K)− a
(ε)
ℓ (K) ⩽ j ⩽ −N(K ′) + ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
− a

(ε)
ℓ (K).(2.32)

Let j
(ε)
+ (ℓ, d) (resp. j

(ε)
− (ℓ, d)) denote the maximum (resp. minimum) of the function K 7→

−N(K ′) + ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

− a
(ε)
ℓ (K) (resp. j 7→ N(K)− a

(ε)
ℓ (K)) defined for subset K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1]

with #(K) = d. Moreover, by Lemma 2.20, the coefficients of qj±(ℓ,d) is the number of

K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1] with #(K) = d that attains the value j
(ε)
± (ℓ, d). We first examine j+(ℓ, d).

By (2.23), we have −N(K ′)− a
(ε)
ℓ (K) = −N(K ′) + a

(ε)
ℓ (K ′)− 1

3
ℓ(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 1−3ε

4
). Hence

we need to minimize N(K ′)−a(ε)ℓ (K ′), which equals µ(ε)(K ′)− ℓ(ℓ−ε)
2

(ℓ−1−d) by (2.14).
By Lemma 2.25, we get

j
(ε)
+ (ℓ, d) = −m(ε)

ℓ−1−d +
ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2
(ℓ− 1− d)− 1

3
ℓ(ℓ− 1)(ℓ+ 1−3ε

4
) + ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
,

which is simplified as in (2.30) after a computation, and the j
(ε)
+ (ℓ, d) is attained only

when K ′ = [1, ℓ− d]. Hence, the coefficient of qj
(ε)
+ (ℓ,d) is 1, i.e., bℓ,d(j

(ε)
+ (ℓ, d)) = 1.

The value j
(ε)
− (ℓ, d) is identifies as

j
(ε)
− (ℓ, d) = m

(ε)
d − ℓ(ℓ−ε)

2
d

due to (2.14), and by Lemma 2.25, the value is attained only at K = [1, d]. Thus, the

coefficient of qj
(ε)
− (ℓ,d) is 1, i.e., b

(ε)
ℓ,d(j

(ε9
− (ℓ, d)) = 1. □

To get Theorem 1.8 from this theorem, we only have to make the following definition:

Definition 2.27.

W
(ε)
ℓ (X,T ) := P

(ε)
ℓ (X−1, T ), Wℓ(X, u, T ) := Pℓ(X

−1, u, T ),

α
(ε)
ℓ,d := −d−1 j

(ε)
+ (ℓ, d), β

(ε)
ℓ,d := −d−1 j

(ε)
− (ℓ, d).
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Let us confirm formula (1.9). From Theorem 2.26(i) and [23, Theorem 3.1], the equality

W
(ε)
ℓ (p, p−z) = f(s1, . . . , sℓ−1) holds when

ν(ν−ε)
2

− ℓ(ℓ−ε)
2

+ z =
ν∑

j=1

sν − ν(ℓ− ν), ν ∈ [1, ℓ].

This linear system has the unique solution s1 = z− (ℓ−1)(ℓ−1−ε)
2

, sj = ℓ−j+ 1−ε
2

(j ∈ [2, ℓ]).

2.5. The numerator of the index function series: the case f = 2. Let V , β and
Q be as before. In this subsection, we suppose that the Witt index of (V,Q) is ℓ ⩾ 1.
Recall that G is the connected component of the orthogonal similitude group of Q and
µ : G → F× the character of similitude. Our natural target of study is the generating
series

ζβ,L(s) :=
∑

Λ∈Lmax
β,L

[L : Λ]−s, s ∈ C(2.33)

with Lmax
β,L := {Λ ∈ Lmax

β | Λ ⊂ L}. As we saw in Corollary 2.14, ζβ,L(s) = ζ
(0)
β,L(p

−ns/2) if

f := [Z : ordpµ(G)] = 1. If f = 2, the local index-function series ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) only accounts for

sub-lattices of L with the ratio of norms being even powers of p. To cover the remaining
lattices, i.e., those Λ in

L
max,(1)
β,L := {Λ ∈ Lmax

β,L | ordp(µ(Λ)µ(L)
−1) ≡ 1 (mod 2)},

we introduce a power series

ζ
(1)
β,L(T ) :=

∞∑
m=0

#(Lmax
β,L (p2m+1))Tm (∈ Z[[T ]])

with notation as in (2.8). At this point we need a lemma to create a link between the

group index [L : Λ] and the ratio of the norms µ(Λ)/µ(L) for Λ ∈ L
max,(1)
β,L . Hence we

need an additional definition. Take a Witt decomposition (2.2) of L with L0 = {w ∈ W |
Q(w) ∈ µ(L)}; then , L

[+1]
0 := {w ∈ W | Q(w) ∈ pµ(L)} is a sub O-lattice of L0 and

L0/L
[+1]
0 naturally becomes an O/pO ∼= Fp-module. Set ∂ := dimFp(L0/L

[+1]
0 ), which is

independent of the choice of a Witt decomposition (2.2).

Lemma 2.28. For M ∈ L
max,(0)
β,L , we have [L :M ] = |µ(M)/µ(L)|−n/2

p . For M ∈ L
max,(1)
β,L ,

we have

[L :M ] = p−B|µ(M)/µ(L)|−n/2
p with B := −∂ + n0

2
.

Proof. The caseM ∈ L
max,(0)
β,L is treated in the proof of Lemma 2.14. LetM ∈ L

max,(1)
β,L . Set

α = ordpµ(L) and β = ordpµ(M). Then we can take (2.2) so that M is decomposed as in
(2.6) simultaneously; note that β−α ⩾ γj ⩾ 0 due toM ⊂ L and ordp(µ(M)µ(L)−1) ≡ 1

(mod 2). Set L1 :=
∑ℓ

j=1(p
rjOvj + pr

′
j+αOv∗j ) + L

[+1]
0 with rj, rj ⩾ 0, rj + r′j = 1. Then,

L1 ∈ Lmax
β,L and µ(L1) = pµ(L) by Lemma 2.9 (here we need ℓ ⩾ 1); we also have

M ⊂ L1. Moreover, L/L1 is isomorphic to a direct sum of ℓ copies of O/pO ∼= Fp

and L0/L
[+1]
0

∼= F∂
p , we have [L : L1] = pℓ+∂. Since ordpµ(M)/µ(L1) is even, we have

[L1 : M ] = |µ(M)/µ(L1)|−n/2
p . Then, we have the desired formula by using the relations

µ(L1) = pµ(L), [L :M ] = [L : L1][L1 :M ] and n = 2ℓ+ n0. □
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By using this lemma, we easily have an identity of formal series:

ζβ,L(s) = ζ
(0)
β,L(p

−ns) + ζ
(1)
β,L(p

−ns) p−(n/2−B)s.(2.34)

To state our final formula exactly, we need some additional notation. For a power
series F (T ) =

∑∞
m=0 amT

m ∈ R[[T ]] with coefficients in a commutative ring R, define its
even part and the odd part as

F even(T ) :=
∞∑

m=0

a2mT
2m, F odd(T ) :=

∞∑
m=0

a2m+1T
2m+1.

Let X, u be indeterminates served as parameters and set R = Q[u,X,X−1].

Definition 2.29. For any ℓ ∈ Z>0 and for any subset J ⊂ [0, ℓ − 1], define an element
Uℓ,J(X, u;T ) ∈ R[T ] as

Uℓ,J(X, u, T ) := ubℓ(J)Xa
(−1)
ℓ (J)

∑
I0⊂J∩[1,ℓ−1]
I1⊂[1,ℓ−1]−J

wℓ,I0∪I1(X
−1) (Xa

(−1)
ℓ (I1)ubℓ(I1)T#(I1))2,(2.35)

where wℓ,K(q) is an in (2.16), a
(−1)
ℓ (K) as in (2.10), and bℓ(K) as in (2.11).

Let L be a maximal a-integral lattice in (V,Q) with the Witt decomposition (2.2).

Recall L0 = {w ∈ W | Q(w) ∈ µ(L)}; we set L
[+1]
0 := {w ∈ W | Q(w) ∈ pµ(L)}.

Let R0 ∈ µ(L)Matn0(O) be a matrix representing the quadratic form Q|W with respect
to an O-basis of L0. Let α denote ordpµ(L) (mod 2).2 For convenience we include a

classification list of (R0, α) together with n0 = dimW , ∂ := dimFp L0/L
[+1]
0 , A := n0/2−1

and B := −∂ + n0/2 below, which is a part of [16, Table 1 (Pg.148)] with f = 2 (see
Lemma 2.12)3 :

(R0, α) n0 ∂ A B
(2s, 0)∗, (2ps, 1) 1 1 −1/2 −1/2
(2s,−1), (2ps, 0) 1 0 −1/2 1/2
(S2, 0)

∗, (pS2, 1) 2 2 0 −1
(S2,−1), (pS2, 0) 2 0 0 1

(2ps⊕ S2, 0), (2p
2s⊕ pS2, 1) 3 2 1/2 −1/2

(2s⊕ pS2, 0), (2ps⊕ p2S2, 1) 3 1 1/2 1/2

(2.36)

Here, S2 is a symmetric matrix of the form

S2 =
[
2a2 b2
b2 2c2

]
(a2, c2 ∈ O×, b2 ∈ O, F (

√
− detS2) is an unramified field extension of F ),

and s denotes an element of O×. Note that ℓ and A are isometry invariants of the
quadratic space (V,Q), whereas B depends on the lattice L. Define

U•
ℓ,B(X, u, T ) :=

∑
J⊂[0,ℓ−1]

#(J)≡ϵ (mod 2)

XB⟨J⟩Uℓ,J(X, u, T )T
#(J) (• ∈ {even, odd})(2.37)

with ϵ = 0 if • = even and ϵ = 1 if • = odd and, for J = {j1 < · · · < jt} ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1], set

⟨J⟩ :=
t∑

ν=1

(−1)ν(jν − ℓ).(2.38)

2µ(L0) equals µ(L) or pµ(L).
3two cases with ∗, referred to as the unramified cases, are of particular importance when we consider

global Euler products (see §3.2).
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It is easy to see ⟨J⟩ ∈ [0, ℓ]. Moreover, depending on 3 parameters (ℓ, A,B), we define

W
(0)
ℓ,A,B(X,T ) := U even

ℓ,B (X,XA, XAT ) + Uodd
ℓ,B (X,XA, XAT )T,(2.39)

W
(1)
ℓ,A,B(X,T ) := U even

ℓ,−B(X,X
A, XAT )T + Uodd

ℓ,−B(X,X
A, XAT ),(2.40)

and, with n = 2(ℓ+ A+ 1) we define

W total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y ) := W

(0)
ℓ,A,B(X, Y

n) +W
(1)
ℓ,A,B(X, Y

n)Y −2B(2.41)

and call it the total ASH polynomial.
The variable s will be related to the indeterminates T and Y by Y = p−s/2 and

T = Y n = p−ns/2. The following theorem gives us an explicit formula of ζβ,L(s).

Theorem 2.30. For each of cases on table (2.36), we have

ζ
(0)
β,L(T

2) =
ℓ∏

r=0

(1− p2(A+ℓ− r−1
2

)rT 2)−1W
(0)
ℓ,A,B(p, T ),(2.42)

ζ
(1)
β,L(T

2)T =
ℓ∏

r=0

(1− p2(A+ℓ− r−1
2

)rT 2)−1W
(1)
ℓ,A,B(p, T ).(2.43)

Moreover,

ζβ,L(s) =
ℓ∏

r=0

(1− p2(A+ℓ− r−1
2

)rp−ns)−1W total
ℓ,A,B(p, p

−s/2).(2.44)

Proposition 2.31. The total ASH polynomial belongs to Z[X, Y ] with positive coeffi-
cients, with constant term 1 and with 2ℓn as its degree in Y . We have the functional
equation

U even
ℓ,B (X−1, u−1, T−1) = X− 2

3
ℓ(ℓ2−1)−(B+1)ℓu−(ℓ−1)2T 1−2ℓUodd

ℓ,B (X, u, T ).

Remark 2.32. The pair (A,B) is from table (2.36), so that B = 0 does not occur when
f = 2. However we can view B ∈ 1

2
Z in (2.41) as a parameter. Then, the value at B = 0

recovers Wℓ(X, u, T ) (in Definition 2.27) as

W total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )|B=0 =

ℓ∏
r=0

(1 +X− r(r+1)
2

+
ℓ(ℓ+1)

2 XA(ℓ−r−1)Y n)Wℓ(X,X
A, XAY n).(2.45)

Actually, B = −∂ + n0

2
is defined including the case f = 1, and B = 0 happens if and

only if f = 1 by [16, Table 1]. Then, (2.45) means that (2.44) reduces to (2.19) when
f = 1.

2.5.1. Proof of Theorem 2.30: step 1. The formula (2.42) is obtained by the argument in

[16, Pg.147]. Though the series ζ
(1)
β,L(T ) is not treated in [16]; the same argument can be

easily carried over. Since the index function series is treated rather briefly as a secondary
object in [16], we include a detailed account. Let µ(L) = pαO treating the new case.
Fixing the Witt decomposition (2.2), define

L[+1] :=
ℓ∑

j=1

(Ovj + pα+1Ov∗j ) + L
[+1]
0 ,(2.46)

where L
[+1]
0 := {w ∈ W | Q(w) ∈ pα+1O}. Since ℓ ⩾ 1, by Lemma 2.9, we have that L[+1]

is a maximal pα+1O-integral lattice contained in L. Fix an O-basis {w1, . . . , wn0} of L0,

and set R0 = (β(wi, wj))ij ∈ Matn0(F ). Then, for any t ∈ Z, L(t)
0 := {z ∈ Matn0,1(F ) |
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1
2
tZR0Z ∈ ptO} is an O-lattice in F n0 := Matn0,1(F )

∼= W . For example, L0 = L
(α)
0 and

L
[+1]
0 = L

(α+1)
0 . By the basis {v1, . . . , vℓ, w1, . . . , wn0 , v

∗
1, . . . , v

∗
ℓ} of V , we represent any

F -endomorphism g of V by an n× n-matrix. Let P be the minimal parabolic subgroup
of G consisting of all g ∈ G whose matrix is of the form

φC,h(Y, Z) :=

µ0(h)
tC−1 −t(thR0ZC

−1) Y
0 h Z
0 0 C


with h ∈ G0, C ∈ GLℓ(F ), Y ∈ Matℓ(F ) and Z ∈ Matn0,ℓ(F ) such that

tY C + tC Y + tZR0Z = 0.

Note that µ(φC,h(Y, Z)) = µ0(h). Define

U := {g ∈ G | g(L) = L}, U ′ := {g ∈ G | g(L[+1]) = L[+1]}.

Since L and L[+1] are maximal, we have Iwasawa decompositions G = PU = PU ′ (for
a proof see [26, §9, Pg.52]). By Lemma 2.11, the group G acts transitively on the set
of Λ ∈ Lmax

β with ordp(µ(Λ)µ(L)
−1) ≡ 1 (mod 2), which in turn implies that the left

U ′-cosets contained in

X ′
L(m) := {g ∈ G | g(L[+1]) ⊂ L, ordpµ(g) = 2m}, m ∈ Z⩾0

is in a bijective correspondence with Lmax
β,L (p2m+1) (see (2.8)) by the map g 7→ g(L[+1]).

Thus, in the same way as in the proof of Lemma 2.13, we have 4

ζ
(1)
β,L(T ) =

∞∑
m=1

#(X ′
L(m)/U ′)Tm.

The group U ′∩P acts on the set X ′
L(m)∩P by the right-multiplication so that the natural

mapX ′
L(m)∩P → X ′

L(m)/U ′ induces an injectionX ′
L(m)∩P/U ′∩P → X ′

L(m)/U ′, which
is surjective due to the Iwasawa decomposition G = PU ′. Define a group homomorphism
µP : P → GLℓ(F )×G0 by µP (φC,h(Y, Z)) = (C, h). For C ∈ GLℓ(F ) and h ∈ G0, define

F ′(C, h) := µ−1
P (C, h) ∩ {g ∈ P | g(L[+1]) ⊂ L}.

Let NP be the unipotent radical of P , which coincides with the fibre µ−1
P (1ℓ, 1n0). The

group NP ∩ U ′ acts on the set F ′(C, h) by the right-multiplication. Let F̄ ′(C, h) denote
the quotient set F ′(C, h)/NP ∩U ′. Fix an element ϖ ∈ G0 such that µ0(ϖ) ∈ p2O×. For
r = (r1, . . . , rℓ) ∈ Zℓ with r1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ rℓ, let

R(r) := GLℓ(O)diag(p
r1 , . . . , prℓ)GLℓ(O), R(r) := R(r)/GLℓ(O).

Lemma 2.33. The set F ′(C, h) is non-empty if and only if µ0(h) ∈ O−{0} and C ∈ R(r)
with −1 ⩽ r1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ rℓ ⩽ ordpµ0(h), in which case F ′(C, h) coincides with the set of
points φC,h(Y, Z) such that

Y ∈p−α−1Matℓ(O), Z = (z1, . . . , zl) ∈ (L
(−α−2)
0 )⊕ℓ,(2.47)

tR0ZC
−1 ∈ (L

(α)
0 )⊕ℓ, tY C + tCY = −tZR0Z.(2.48)

4The set X ′
L(m) is stable by the left translations by U ; note that #(X ′

L(m)/U ′) may differ from

#(U\X ′
L(m)), where as #(XL(m)/U) = #(U\XL(m)) in the case of ζ

(0)
β,L(T ).
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When C = diag(pr1 , . . . , prℓ), these conditions are replaced with

Y ∈p−α−1Matℓ(O), Z = (z1, . . . , zl) ∈
ℓ⊕

i=1

L
(ri−α−1)
0 ,(2.49)

tY C + tCY = −tZR0Z.

We have the equality NP ∩ U ′ = F ′(1ℓ, 1n0).

Proof. Due to (2.2) and (2.46), the condition φC,h(Y, Z)(L
[+1]) ⊂ L is equivalent to the

following:

µ0(h)
tC−1 ∈ Matℓ(O),(2.50)

thR0ZC
−1 ∈ (L

(α)
0 )ℓ⊕,(2.51)

h(L
(α+1)
0 ) ⊂ L

(α)
0 ,(2.52)

pα+1Y ∈ Matℓ(O),(2.53)

pα+1Z ∈ (L
(α)
0 )ℓ⊕,(2.54)

pα+1C ∈ pαMatℓ(O).(2.55)

By (2.50) and (2.55), we have µ0(h) ∈ p−1O, which is equivalent to µ0(h) ∈ O due to
f = 2. Then these two conditions are equivalent to C ∈ R(r) with −1 ⩽ r1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ rℓ ⩽
ordpµ0(h). Set 2m := ordpµ0(h). Then, Since h(L

(α+1)
0 ) = L

(α+1+2m)
0 , condition (2.52)

is equivalent to L(α+1+2m) ⊂ L
(α)
0 , which is implied by 2m ⩾ 0. Since ptL(α) = L(α+2t),

condition (2.54) is written as Z ∈ (L
(−α−2)
0 )ℓ⊕. Suppose C = diag(pr1 , . . . , prℓ); then

taking the (i, i)-entry of the second equation in (2.48) yields 1
2
tziR0zi = −priyii, whose

right-hand side is in pri × p−α−1O due to (2.53). Hence zi ∈ L
(ri−α−1)
0 for all i. Since

ri ⩾ r1 ⩾ −1 as shown above, we have L(ri−α−1) ⊂ L(−α−2). Hence the second condition
in (2.47) is implied. We have

thR0zip
−ri = µ0(h)R0h

−1zip
−ri ∈ R0(p

2m−rih−1(L
(ri−α−1)
0 )).

Moreover, p2m−r1h−1(L
(ri−α−1)
0 ) = L

(4m−2ri−2m+ri−α−1)
0 = L

(2m−ri−α−1)
0 , which is contained

in L
(−α−1)
0 due to 2m− ri ⩾ 0. Since L

(α+1)
0 is defined to be the set of z ∈ F n0 such that

1
2
tzR0z ∈ pα+1O, we have R0 ∈ pα+1Matn0(O), which implies R0(L

(−α−1)
0 ) ⊂ L

(α+1)
0 ⊂

L
(α)
0 . Thus, the first condition in (2.48) is implied. □

Lemma 2.34. The set X ′
L(m)∩P is a disjoint union of its subsets F ′(C, h) for C ∈ R(r),

h ∈ G0 with
−1 ⩽ r1 ⩽ · · · ⩽ rℓ ⩽ 2m, µ0(h) ∈ p2mO×.

The set X ′
L(m) ∩ P/U ′ ∩ P is a disjoint union of sets F̄ ′(C,ϖm) with C ∈ R(r), −1 ⩽

r1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ rℓ ⩽ 2m.

Proof. The group U ′ ∩P is a semi-direct product of U ′ ∩NP = F ′(1ℓ, 1n0) and the group
of points φu,v(0, 0) (u ∈ GLℓ(O), v ∈ O×). Since F ′(C, h)φu,v(0, 0) = F ′(Cu, hv), the
claim follows from the definition of F̄ ′(C, h). □

Lemma 2.35. #F̄ ′(u1Cu2, ϖ
m) = #F̄ ′(C,ϖm) for any u1, u2 ∈ GLℓ(O).

Proof. (cf. [16, Lemma 2]) We have a bijection from F ′(C, h) onto F ′(u1Cu2, h) defined
by g 7→ φu1,1(0, 0)gφu2,1(0, 0). Since U

′ ∩NP is a normal subgroup of U ′ ∩ P , by passing
to the quotients, the bijection yields a bijection F̄ ′(C, h) → F̄ ′(u1Cu2, h). □

24



Lemma 2.36. Let m ∈ Z⩾0 and C = diag(pr1 , . . . , prℓ) with −1 ⩽ r1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ rℓ ⩽ 2m.
Then,

F ′(C,ϖm) ∋ φC,ϖm(Y, Z) 7−→ Z ∈ Z(r) :=
ℓ⊕

i=1

L
(ri−α−1)
0

is a surjective map, any of whose fibers has a simply transitive action by the additive
group

Y(r) := {Y = (yij)ij ∈ p−α−1Matℓ(O) | yii = 0 (i ∈ [1, ℓ]), prjyij + priyji = 0 (i > j)}.
Proof. (cf. [16, Lemmas 3, 4]). □

For Z ∈ Z(r), fix YZ ∈ F ′(C,ϖm) such that φC,ϖm(YZ , Z) ∈ F ′(C,ϖm). Define

Z ′(r) :=
ℓ⊕

i=1

L
(ri−α−1)
0 /L

(2m−α−1)
0 ,

Y ′(r) := {Y = (yij)ij | yii = 0, yji ∈ p−α−1O/p2m−rj−α−1O, yij = −prj−riyji (i < j)}.

For any r = (rj)
ℓ
j=1 ∈ Zℓ, set

s(r) := {i ∈ [1, ℓ] | ri ≡ 1 (mod 2)}, ε(r) := #s(r).

Lemma 2.37. Let m ∈ Z⩾0 and C = diag(pr1 , . . . , prℓ) with −1 ⩽ r1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ rℓ ⩽
2m. The points (YZ + Y, Z) with Y ∈ Y ′(r), Z ∈ Z ′(r) comprise of a complete set of
representatives of the quotient set F̄ ′(C,ϖm). We have

#Z ′(r) = p
n0
2

∑ℓ
i=1(2m−ri)+(∂−n0

2
)ε(r), #Y ′(r) = p

∑
1⩽i<j⩽ℓ(2m−rj),

where ∂ := dimFp L
(α)
0 /L

(α+1)
0 .

Proof. Consider three neighboring lattices L
(t+2)
0 ⊂ L

(t+1)
0 ⊂ L

(t)
0 (t ∈ Z) in W . Since

pL
(j)
0 = L

(j+2)
0 , the sequence j 7→ ∂j := dimFp L

(j)
0 /L

(j+1)
0 is 2-periodic. Since [L

(t)
0 :

L
(t+2)
0 ] = #(Fn0

p ) = pn0 and [L
(t)
0 : L

(t+1)
0 ] = p∂t , we have [L

(t+1)
0 : L

(t+2)
0 ] = pn0−∂t , which

implies ∂t+1 = n0− ∂t. From these observations, we have the formula for #(Z ′(r)) easily.
The formula for #(Y ′(r)) is evident. □

Proposition 2.38. For m ∈ Z⩾0, we have

#(X ′
L(m)/U ′) =

∑
0⩽r2⩽...⩽rℓ⩽2m+1

pϱ(r)+Aσ(r)+B′ε(r)#(R(r)),

where ϱ(r) :=
∑ℓ

j=1(ℓ− j + 1)rj, σ(r) :=
∑ℓ

j=1 rj and B′ := ∂ − n0

2
.

Proof. By Lemmas 2.34, 2.35, and 2.37,

#(X ′
L(m)/U ′) = #(X ′

L(m) ∩ P/U ′ ∩ P )

=
∑

C∈R(r)

#(F̄ ′(C,ϖm))

= #(F̄ ′(diag(pr1 , . . . prℓ), ϖm)×#(R(r)) = #(Z ′(r))×#(Y ′(r))×#(R(r)).

Define r̃ = (r̃j)
ℓ
j=1 as r̃j := 2m − rℓ−j+1 (j ∈ [1, ℓ]). Then, 0 ⩽ r̃1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ r̃ℓ ⩽ 2m + 1,

and

ε(r̃) = ε(r),

ℓ∑
i=1

(2m− ri) =
ℓ∑

i=1

r̃i = σ(r̃),
∑

1⩽i<j⩽ℓ

(2m− rj) =
∑

1⩽i<j⩽ℓ

r̃i = ϱ(r̃).
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Having these, by Lemma 2.37, we get

#(X ′
L(m)/U ′) =

∑
r

#(Z ′(r))#(Y ′(r))#(R(r)) =
∑

0⩽r̃1⩽...⩽r̃ℓ⩽2m+1

p(
n0
2
−1)σ(r̃)+(∂−n0

2
)ε(r̃)+ϱ(r̃)#(R(r)).

To complete the proof, it suffices to confirm the equality #(R(r)) = #(R(r̃)). Set
r′ = (r2ℓ−j+1)j and (2m) := (2m, . . . , 2m) so that r̃ = (2m)−r′. ThenD(r̃) = p2mD(r′) =

p2mw0D(r)w−1
0 , where D(r) denotes diag(pr1 , . . . , prℓ) and w0 ∈ GLℓ(O) is the longest

permutation matrix of ℓ letters. Thus R(r̃) = p2m R(r′). □

For any subset I ⊂ [1, ℓ], define two formal power series ζ
(i)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T ) ∈ Z[[t1, . . . , tℓ]][[T ]]

(i = 0, 1) by

ζ
(i)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T ) :=

∞∑
m=0

( ∑
0⩽r1⩽...⩽rℓ⩽2m+i

s(r)=I

tr11 . . . t
rℓ
ℓ #(R(r)

)
Tm (i = 0, 1).

(Remark: The same notation is used in [16] for a different object.) Let B := −∂ + n0

2
for

L and B′ := −∂′ + n0

2
for L[+1] be as in the table (2.36). Note that ∂ + ∂′ = n0, so that

B′ = ∂ − n0

2
= −B.

Proposition 2.39. We have that ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) and ζ

(1)
β,L(T ) are obtained from∑

I⊂[1,ℓ]

pB#(I)ζ
(1)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T ),

∑
I⊂[1,ℓ]

pB
′#(I)ζ

(1)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T )

respectively, by the specialization tj = pA+ℓ−j+1 (j ∈ [1, ℓ]) with A := n0

2
− 1.

Proof. The statement for our ζ
(0)
β,L(T ) is essentially proved and is stated on [16, Pg.147(line

7)]. The formula for ζ
(1)
β,L(T ) is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.38, because the

specialization of tr11 · · · trℓℓ at tj = pA+ℓ−j+1 turns out to be p(
n0
2
−1)σ(r)+ϱ(r). □

The power series

f(t1, . . . , tℓ) :=
∑

0⩽r1⩽...⩽rℓ

tr11 · · · trℓℓ #(R(r)) (∈ Z[[t1, . . . , tℓ]])

is the multi-index function series of GLℓ(F ) studied by Andrianov. By an easy calcula-
tion,

f(t1, . . . , tℓ−1, tℓT )

1− T
=

∞∑
m=0

( ∑
0⩽r1⩽...⩽rℓ⩽m

tr11 · · · trℓℓ #(R(r))
)
Tm.(2.56)

For a power series g(t) = g(t1, . . . , tℓ) ∈ Z[[T ]][[t1, . . . , tℓ]] and a subset I ⊂ [1, ℓ], define
gI(t) ∈ Z[[T ]][[t1, . . . , tℓ]] as

gI(t) := 2−ℓ
∑
I0⊂I

I1⊂[1,ℓ]−I

(−1)#I0g(t′I0∪I1)

where t′J = (t′1, . . . , t
′
ℓ) with t

′
j = −tj if j ∈ J and t′j := tj if j ̸∈ J . By [16, Lemma 5], for

a monomial gr(t) := tr11 · · · trℓℓ with r = (r1, . . . , rℓ) and for any I ⊂ [1, ℓ],

(gr)I(t) =

{
gr(t) (s(r) = I),

0 (s(r) ̸= I).
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From this and (2.56), we get

fI(t1, . . . , tℓ−1, tℓT )

1− T
=

∞∑
m=0

( ∑
0⩽r1⩽...⩽rℓ⩽m

s(r)=I

tr11 · · · trℓℓ #(R(r))
)
Tm,(2.57)

which means that ζ
(1)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ : T

2)T is the odd part of this formal series in T .

Definition 2.40. Fix an integer ℓ ∈ Z>0. For H ⊂ [0, ℓ − 1],K ⊂ [1, ℓ − 1], their
symmetric difference is defined as H△K := (H ∪ K) − (H ∩ K). Let H△K = {j1 <
· · · < jt}; then, define

d(H,K) =
⋃

1⩽ν⩽t
ν≡1 (mod 2)

[jν + 1, jν+1] with jt+1 := ℓ.

Note that d(H,K) ⊂ [1, ℓ].

Lemma 2.41. For any I ⊂ [1, ℓ],

fI(t1, . . . , tℓ−1, tℓT )×
ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1− p2r(ℓ−r)(tr+1 · · · tℓ)2T 2)

=
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(p
−1)paℓ(K)+aℓ(H)+A(bℓ(H)+bℓ(K))δI,d(H,K) (p

AT )#(K)+#(H)

and
ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1− p2r(ℓ−r)(tr+1 · · · tℓ)2T 2) =
ℓ∏

r=1

(1− p2(A+ℓ− r−1
2

)ℓT 2)

when tj = pA+ℓ−j+1 (j ∈ [1, ℓ]).

Proof. Recall the notation from (2.3). For i ∈ [0, ℓ − 1], zi := pi(ℓ−i)ti+1 · · · tℓ. By [16,
Proposition 2],

f(t1, . . . , tℓ)×
ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1− zr) =
∑

I⊂[1,ℓ−1]

φ(I)(p
−1)

∏
i∈I

zi
∏

j∈[1,ℓ−1]−I

(1− zj).

The product on the right-hand side expands to∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(p
−1)

∏
k∈K

zk.

We also have
∏ℓ−1

r=0(1 + zr) =
∑

H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

∏
h∈H zh. Hence,

f(t)×
ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1− z2r ) =
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(p
−1)

∏
h∈H

zh
∏
k∈K

zk.

The monomial zj substituted with t = t′I0∪I1 (I0 ⊂ I, I1 ⊂ [1, ℓ]−I0) equals (−1)#(I0∪I1)∩[j+1,ℓ] zj.
If G(t) ∈ C[[t1, . . . , tℓ]] is even in each variables tj (j ∈ [1, ℓ]), then obviously

(FG)I(t) = FI(t)G(t), I ⊂ [1, ℓ].
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Noting these observations, we get

fI(t)×
ℓ∏

r=1

(1− z2r ) = 2−ℓ
∑
I0⊂I

I1⊂[1,ℓ]−I0

(−1)#(I0)
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(p
−1)εI0∪I1,KεI0∪I1,H

∏
h∈H

zh
∏
k∈K

zk,

where εJ,H := (−1)#{(h,j)|j∈J,h∈H,h<j}. We compute the sum

∆(I;H,K) := 2−ℓ
∑
I0⊂I

I1⊂[1,ℓ]−I0

(−1)#(I0)εI0∪I1,KεI0∪I1,H .

For any J ⊂ [1, ℓ], we have

εJ,KεJ,H =
∏
h∈H

εJ,{h}
∏
k∈K

εJ,{k} =
∏

i∈H△K

εJ,{i} = εJ,H△K =
∏
j∈J

(−1)r(j)

with r = (r(j))j, r(j) := #(H△K ∩ [1, j − 1]) for j ∈ [1, ℓ]. Then, we apply [16, Lemma
5] to have

∆(I,H,K) = 2−ℓ
∑
I0⊂I

I1⊂[1,ℓ]−I0

(−1)#(I0)
∏

j∈I0∪I1

(−1)r(j) = δI,s(r).

It is easy to see s(r) = d(H,K). Hence, ∆(I;H,K) = δI,d(H,K). Therefore,

fI(t)×
ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1− z2r ) =
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(p
−1)∆(I;H,K)

∏
h∈H

zh
∏
k∈K

zk

=
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(p
−1)δI,d(H,K)

∏
h∈H

zh
∏
k∈K

zk.

To complete the proof it remains to note that the specialization at tj = pA+ℓ−j+1 (j ∈
[1, ℓ− 1]), tℓ = pA+1T of

∏
h∈H zj

∏
k∈K zk equals

pa
(−1)
ℓ (K)+a

(−1)
ℓ (H)+A(bℓ(H)+bℓ(K))+A(#(K)+#(H))T#(H)+#(K).

□

Define Pℓ,I(q, u;T ) ∈ Z[q, q−1, u][T ] as

Pℓ,I(q, u;T ) :=
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

δI,d(H,K)wℓ,K(q)q
−a

(−1)
ℓ (K)−a

(−1)
ℓ (H)ubℓ(H)+bℓ(K) T#(H)+#(K).(2.58)

Then, by (2.57) and Lemma 2.41,

∞∑
m=0

( ∑
0⩽r1⩽...⩽rℓ⩽m

s(r)=I

tr11 · · · trℓℓ #(R(r))
)
Tm =

1 + T∏ℓ
r=0(1− p2(A+ℓ− r−1

2
)rT 2)

× Pℓ,I(p
−1, pA, pAT ).

Note that the denominator includes the factor 1 − T 2 = (1 + T )(1 − T ). The left hand

side equals ζ
(0)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T

2) + ζ
(1)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T

2)T . By comparing the even and the odd
part, we obtain the following.
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Proposition 2.42. Let tj = pA+ℓ−j+1 (j ∈ [1, ℓ]). Then,

ζ
(0)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T

2) =
ℓ∏

r=0

(1− p2(A+ℓ− r−1
2

)rT 2)−1 × {P even
ℓ,I (p−1, pA, pAT ) + P odd

ℓ,I (p−1, pA, pAT )T},

ζ
(1)
I (t1, . . . , tℓ;T

2)T =
ℓ∏

r=0

(1− p2(A+ℓ− r−1
2

)rT 2)−1 × {P odd
ℓ,I (p−1, pA, pAT ) + P even

ℓ,I (p−1, pA, pAT )T}.

In the same way as in Lemma 2.13, we have the integral representation:

Lemma 2.43. ∫
G++

| det g|sp dµ′(g) = ζ
(1)
β,L(p

−ns), Re(s) ≫ 0,

where G++ := {g ∈ G | g(L[+1]) ⊂ L} than G+ and µ′ the Haar measure on G normalized
by µ′(U ′) = 1.

The measure µ′ is different from µ in Lemma 2.13. With an element δ0 ∈ GLn(F ) such
that L[+1] = δ0(L), we have G++ = G+δ−1

0 ∩G.

2.5.2. Proof of Theorem 2.30: step 2. In this step, we make a link between Pℓ,I(q, u;T )
and Uℓ,J(X, u;T ) to complete the proof of Theorem 2.30 and prove Proposition 2.31 on
the way.

For any H ⊂ [0, ℓ−1], set H† = [0, ℓ−1]−H. For K ⊂ [1, ℓ−1], set K ′ := [1, ℓ−1]−K,
so that K† = {0} ∪K ′.

Lemma 2.44. Let H ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1] and K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1]. Then,

d(H†, K ′) = [1, ℓ]− d(H,K).

Proof. It is easy to see that

H†△K ′ =

{
(H△K) ∪ {0} (0 ̸∈ H),

(H△K)− {0} (0 ∈ H).

Let j1 < · · · < jt be the enumeration of elements of H△K. Then, since 0 ̸∈ K, we have
that 0 ∈ H if and only if j1 = 0.

H†△K ′ =

{
{0, j1, . . . , jt}, (0 ̸∈ H),

{j2, . . . , jt} (0 ∈ H).

Having this observation, the claim follows from Definition 2.40. □

Proposition 2.45. For any I ⊂ [1, ℓ], we have the following properties of Pℓ,I(q, u, T ):

(i) The functional equation

Pℓ,[1,ℓ]−I(q
−1, u−1, T−1) = q

2
3
ℓ(ℓ−1)(ℓ+1)+ℓu−(ℓ−1)2T 1−2ℓ Pℓ,I(q, u, T ).

(ii) We have

∑
I⊂[1,ℓ]

Pℓ,I(q, u, T ) =
ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1 + q
r(r+1)

2
− ℓ(ℓ+1)

2 uℓ−r−1T )× Pℓ(q, u, T ).
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Proof. (i) For H ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1] and K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1], we easily confirm the relation H†△K† =
H△K. By (2.10) and (2.11),

a
(−1)
ℓ (K) + a

(−1)
ℓ (K ′) = ℓ(ℓ+1)(ℓ−1)

3
, a

(−1)
ℓ (H) + a

(−1)
ℓ (H†) = ℓ(ℓ−1)(ℓ+1)

3
+ ℓ(ℓ+1)

2
,

bℓ(K) + bℓ(K
′) = (ℓ−1)(ℓ−2)

2
, bℓ(H) + bℓ(H

†) = ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

.

Using these and (2.58), together with Lemma 2.44 and 2.24 on the way, we have

Pℓ,[1,ℓ]−I(q
−1, u−1, T−1)

=
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

δ[1,ℓ]−I,d(H,K)wℓ,K(q
−1)qa

(−1)
ℓ (K)+a

(−1)
ℓ (H)u−bℓ(H)−bℓ(K) T−#(H)−#(K)

=
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

δ[1,ℓ]−I,[1,ℓ]−d(H†,K′)wℓ,K′(q)q−
ℓ(ℓ−1)

2 q
2
3
ℓ(ℓ+1)(ℓ−1)+

ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

−a
(−1)
ℓ (K′)−a

(−1)
ℓ (H†)

× u−
ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
+bℓ(H

†)− 1
2
(ℓ−1)(ℓ−2)+bℓ(K) T 1−2l+#(H†)+#(K′)

= q
2
3
ℓ(ℓ−1)(ℓ+1)+ 1

2
ℓ(ℓ+1)− 1

2
ℓ(ℓ−1)u−(ℓ−1)2T 1−2ℓ

×
∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

δI,d(H†,K′)wℓ,K′(q) q−a
(−1)
ℓ (K′)−a

(−1)
ℓ (H†)ubℓ(H

†)+bℓ(K
′) T#(H†)+#(K′).

Since (H,K) 7→ (H†, K ′) is an involution of the index set, the last sum is Pℓ,I(q, u, T ).
(ii) By (2.58) and (2.17), the sum

∑
I⊂[1,ℓ] Pℓ,I(q, u, T ) equals∑

K⊂[1,ℓ−1]
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(q) q
−a

(−1)
ℓ (K)−a

(−1)
ℓ (H)ubℓ(H)+bℓ(K) T#(H)+#(K)

=
( ∑
H⊂[0,ℓ−1]

q−a
(−1)
ℓ (H)ubℓ(H)T#(H)

)
×
( ∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(q)q
−a

(−1)
ℓ (K)ubℓ(K)T#(K)

)

=
ℓ−1∏
h=0

(
1 + q−a

(−1)
ℓ ({h})ubℓ({h})T

)
× Pℓ(q, , u, T ).

□

Definition 2.46. (a) set ∅♭ := ∅. For ∅ ̸= I ⊂ [1, ℓ], let [aν , bν ] (1 ⩽ ν ⩽ t) be the
set of maximal intervals of Z contained in I; then define I♭ := {aν − 1, bν | ν ∈
[1, t]} ∩ [0, ℓ− 1].

(b) Set ∅♮ := ∅. For ∅ ̸= H = {h1 < · · · < ht} ⊂ [0, ℓ − 1], let H♮ be the union of
intervals [hν + 1, hν+1] with ht+1 := ℓ for 1 ⩽ ν ⩽ t, ν ≡ 1 (mod 2).

The following is clear from Definitions 2.46 and 2.40.

Lemma 2.47. The map I 7→ I♭ is a bijection from the power set of [1, ℓ] onto the power
set of [0, ℓ− 1], whose inverse is H 7→ H♮. We have #(I) = ⟨I♭⟩. For H ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1] and
K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1], we have d(H,K) = (H△K)♯ and H△K = d(H,K)♭.

Proposition 2.48. For any I ⊂ [1, ℓ], we have the formula

Pℓ,I(q, u, T ) = T#(I♭) Uℓ,I♭(q
−1, u;T ).(2.59)
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Proof. We may set H = I2 ∪ I1, K = I0 ∪ I1 with three mutually disjoint sets I0, I1 ⊂
[1, ℓ−1], I2 ⊂ [0, ℓ−1]; then H△K = I0∪I2. In the summand of (2.58), the delta-symbol
δI,d(H,K) is 1 if and only if I = d(H,K), which happens if and only if H△K = I♭ by the
previous lemma. Thus, we may write the sum in (2.58) as a sum over (I0, I1, I2) such that
I0 ∪ I2 = I♭, which in turn becomes a sum over I0 ⊂ I♭ ∩ [1, ℓ− 1] and I1 ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1]− I♭

as claimed. □

2.5.3. Completion of proof. Theorem 2.30 follows from Proposition 2.42, 2.48 and Propo-
sition 2.39 readily by noting that B + B′ = 0 from table (2.36) because the parity of
ordpµ(L) and ordp(µ(L

[+1])) are different. The relation B + B′ = 0 is also proved from
∂t + ∂t+1 = n0 noted in the proof of Lemma 2.37.

Let us prove Proposition 2.31. By Proposition 2.48, we have

U•
ℓ,B(X, u;T ) =

( ∑
I⊂[1,ℓ]

XB#(I)Pℓ,I(X
−1, u;T )

)•
(2.60)

for • ∈ {even, odd}, from (2.37) by changing the running index in (2.37) from I to J = I♭

using Lemma 2.47. Then, the functional equations are immediate from this expression and
Proposition 2.45(i). From the above expression and (2.58), we see that U•

ℓ,B(X,X
A, XAT )

is a sum of terms wℓ,K(X
−1)Xj(H,K)T#(H)+#(K) for H ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1], K ⊂ [1, ℓ− 1] with

j(H,K) := B#(d(H,K)) + a
(−1)
ℓ (H) + a

(−1)
ℓ (K) + A(bℓ(H) + bℓ(K)) + A(#(H) + #(K)).

(2.61)

Recall that wℓ,K(X
−1) is a polynomial in X−1 with positive integer coefficients, whose

degree is N(K ′)− ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

by Lemma 2.20 and Proposition 2.23. It suffices to confirm that

j(H,K) ∈ Z and j(H,K)−N(K ′) + ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

⩾ 0. We may set H = I2 ∪ I1, K = I0 ∪ I1 so
that H△K = I0∪I2 as in the proof of Proposition 2.48. If we set H△K = {i1 < · · · < it}
and it+1 = ℓ, then by (2.38), #(d(H,K)) ⩽

∑t
ν=1(−1)ν(ℓ− iν), i.e.,

#(d(H,K)) ⩽ bℓ(H△K) + #(H△K).(2.62)

We also have the congruence #d(H,K) ≡ bℓ(H△K) + #(H△K) (mod 2). Noting that
2A, 2B ∈ Z and A+B,A−B ∈ Z from table (2.36), we have the following mod 2 relation:

2j(H,K) ≡ 2Bbℓ(H△K) + 2B#(H△K) + 2A(bℓ(H) + bℓ(K)) + 2A(#(H) + #(K))

≡ 2B(bℓ(I0) + bℓ(I2)) + 2B(#(I0) + #(I2)) + 2A(bℓ(I0) + bℓ(I2) + 2bℓ(I1))

+ 2A(#(I2) + #(I0)) ≡ 0.

This shows j(H,K) ∈ Z. By (2.15), j(H,K) − N(K ′) + ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

⩾ j(H,K). Set B− :=
min(0, B). Then, by (2.61), (2.15) and aℓ(J) ⩾ bℓ(J) + #(J) for all J ⊂ [0, ℓ − 1], we
have

j(H,K)

⩾ B−(bℓ(H△K) + #(H△K)) + aℓ(K) + aℓ(H) + A(bℓ(H) + bℓ(K)) + A(#(H) + #(K))

⩾ B−(bℓ(H△K) + #(H△K)) + (bℓ(K) + #(K)) + bℓ(H) + #(H)

+ A(bℓ(H) + bℓ(K)) + A(#(H) + #(K)).

It is easy to check that the last formula is non-negative for (B−, A) = (−1/2,−1/2)
and (B−, A) = (−1, 0). By Table (2.36), this is sufficient to imply the non-negativity

of j(H,K) − N(K ′) + ℓ(ℓ−1)
2

. The formula (2.45) follows from Proposition 2.45(ii) and
Proposition 2.48 readily.
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2.6. Examples. We have the following explicit formula of U•
ℓ,B(X, u, T ) for ℓ = 1, 2, 3

computed by (2.35) and (2.37):

ℓ U even
ℓ,B (X, u;T ) Uodd

ℓ,B (X, u;T )
1 1 XB+1T
2 1 + {X3 +X4+B(1 +X)u}T 2 {XB+1(1 +X) +X2B+3u}T +X2B+6uT 3

and for ℓ = 3,

U even
3,B (X, u;T ) = 1 +

{
X4(1 +X)(1 + u2X4) + u2XB+7(1 +X)(uX2 +XB)

+ u2XB+9(uX2 +XB) + uXB+5(1 +X)(1 +X +X2)
}
T 2

+
{
u2X13 + u3XB+14 + u3XB+15(1 +X) + u4X2B+16(1 +X +X2)

}
T 4,

Uodd
3,B (X, u;T ) =

{
u2X3B+6 + uX2B+5 + uX2B+3(1 +X) +XB+1(1 +X +X2)

}
T

+
{
u2X3B+10(1 +X)(1 + u2X4) + uXB+9(1 +X)(XB + uX2)

+ uXB+8(XB + uX2) + u3X2B+11(1 +X)(1 +X +X2)
}
T 3 + u4X3B+19T 5.

By these formulas we can check the functional equation in Proposition 2.31. For example,

U even
3,B (X−1, u−1;T−1) = u−4X−3B−19Uodd

3,B (X, u;T ).

Let V = F 2ℓ+1, the space of column vectors of dimension 2ℓ+ 1, and

((2)⊕ βℓ,ℓ)(x,y) :=
tx

[
J2

2
J2

]
y, x,y ∈ V.

The standard O-lattice L = O2ℓ+1 ⊂ F 2ℓ+1 is a maximal O-integral lattice; table (2.36)
tells us A = B = −1

2
. By Theorem 2.30, the series Z(2)⊕βℓ,ℓ,L(s) for ℓ = 1, 2, respectively,

are given as

(1− p−3s)−1(1− p1−3s)−1(1 + (1 + p)p−2s + p−3s),

(1− p−5s)−1(1− p3−5s)−1(1− p4−5s)−1{1 + [4]pp
−3s + [3]p(1 + p2)p−5s + [4]pp

2−8s + p3−10s),

where [n]p := 1 + p+ · · ·+ pn−1.

3. The GO(n)-case: Euler products

In this section, we prove Theorems 3.10, 3.13 and 3.15 in a general setting explained
in §3.3. Theorem 1.10 for ε = +1 is a special case of Theorem 3.10 as is spelled out in
§3.4 (1) followed by explicit examples. In the first 2 subsections, we settle technical issues
related to the convergence of Euler products.

3.1. Preliminary lemmas. This subsection is a preliminary to §3.2. Let R⩾0[X
±1/2, Y ]

denote the set of all those F (X, Y ) ∈ R[X±1/2, Y ] whose coefficients are non-negative real
numbers; it is obvious that R⩾0[X

±1/2, Y ] is a cone in the R-vector space R[X1/2, Y ]. For
two elements F (X, Y ) =

∑
ij fijX

iY j and G(X,Y ) =
∑

ij gijX
iY j from R⩾0[X

±1/2, Y ],

we write F (X,Y ) ≺ G(X,Y ) if fij ⩽ gij for all i, j. By writing F (X, Y ) =
∑

d⩾0 Fd(X)Y d

with Fd(X) ∈ R[X1/2, X−1/2], set bd(F ) := deg(Fd) for d ⩾ 0, where the degree of f(X) =∑
n∈ 1

2
Z⩾n0

fnX
n ∈ R[X1/2, X−1/2]− {0} is defined as degf(X) := max{n ∈ 1

2
Z | fn ̸= 0}

with the convention max ∅ = −∞. The following is obvious:

(∀F (X, Y ), ∀G(X, Y ) ∈ R⩾0[X
±1/2, Y ]) (∀d ∈ Z⩾0)(F (X, Y ) ≺ G(X, Y ) =⇒ bd(F ) ⩽ bd(G) ).

(3.1)
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Moreover,

bd(FG) = max{bi(F ) + bj(G) | i, j ∈ Z⩾0, i+ j = d}.(3.2)

In this and the next subsections, ℓ ∈ Z>0 and (A,B) denotes (0,−1) or (−1/2,−1/2); we
set n := 2(ℓ+A+1). In the following, the negativity of B is important. From Definitions
1.7 and 2.17,

bne
(ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1 + p
ℓ(ℓ+1)

2
− r(r+1)

2
+A(ℓ−r)Y n)

)
= max{a(−1)

ℓ (I) + Abℓ(I) + A#(I) | I ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1], #(I) = e},

(3.3)

bnd(W
(ε)
ℓ (X, Y n)) = d× β

(ε)
ℓ,d (d ∈ [0, ℓ− 1])(3.4)

Set

β(A; d) := bnd(Pℓ(X
−1, XA, XAY n)).

Then,

Lemma 3.1. For d ∈ [0, ℓ− 1],

β(A; d) =

{
dβ

(−1)
ℓ,d (A = 0),

1
2
d(β

(−1)
ℓ,d + β

(+1)
ℓ,d ) (A = −1/2).

Proof. If A = 0, then Pℓ(X
−1, 1, T ) = W

(−1)
ℓ (X,T ), so that the value β(0; d) is given by

(3.4). When A = −1/2, then

Pℓ(X
−1, X−1/2, X−1/2T ) =

∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]

wℓ,K(X
−1)Xa

(−1)
ℓ (K)− 1

2
bℓ(K)− 1

2
#(K)T#(K).

We have a
(−1)
ℓ (K) − 1

2
bℓ(K) − 1

2
#(K) = 1

2
(a

(−1)
ℓ (K) + a

(+1)
ℓ (K)). Hence, by the same

argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.26, the value bnd(Pℓ(X
−1, X−1/2, X−1/2Y n)) is

identified with the maximum of

−N(K) + 1
2
(a

(−1)
ℓ (K) + a

(+1)
ℓ (K))

for K ⊂ [0, ℓ], #(K) = d. Since the maximum of −N(K) + a
(ε)
ℓ (K) is dβ

(ε)
ℓ,d attained at

K = [1, d] both for ε = +1 and for ε = −1 (see Lemma 2.25), we have the conclusion. □

For polynomials in (2.37), we have the following inequalities.

Lemma 3.2.

bnd(U
•
ℓ,±B(X,X

A, XAY n)) ⩽ Ψ±(A; d)

with

Ψ±(A; d) := d
{

1
2
ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 1

6
(d2 − 10)

}
+ δ±1,−1ℓ (A = 0, B = −1),(3.5)

Ψ±(A; d) := d
{

1
2
ℓ2 − 1

12
(d+ 7)(2d+ 1)

}
+ 1

2
δ±1,−1ℓ (A = B = −1/2),

where • ∈ {even, odd} being the parity of d.

Proof. In the defining formula (2.58), if we neglect the delta symbol δI,d(H,K), the ex-

pression is factored to a product of the polynomials
∑

H⊂[0,ℓ−1] q
−a

(−1)
ℓ (H)ubℓ(H)T#(H) =
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∏ℓ−1
r=0(1 + q−a

(−1)
ℓ ({r})ubℓ({r})T ) and

∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]wℓ,K(q)q

−a
(−1)
ℓ (K)ubℓ(K)T#(K) = Pℓ(q, u;T ).

Since all polynomials involved are of positive coefficients, we have

Pℓ,I(X
−1, XA, XAY n) ≺

ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1 +Xaℓ({r})+Abℓ({r})+AY n)P
(−1)
ℓ (X−1, XA, XAY n).

Combining this with (2.60), we obtain

U•
ℓ,−B(X,X

A, XAY n) ≺ X |B|ℓ
∑

I⊂[0,ℓ−1]

Pℓ,I(X
−1, XA, XAY n)

≺ X |B|ℓ
ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1 +Xaℓ({r})+Abℓ({r})+AY n)Pℓ(X
−1, XA, XAY n).

For U•
ℓ,B, we may omit X |B|ℓ. Then, by using (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), we have

bdn(U
•
ℓ,±B(X,X

A, XAY n))

⩽ δ±1,−1|B|ℓ+ bnd
(ℓ−1∏
r=0

(1 +Xaℓ({r})+Abℓ({r})+AY n)Pℓ(X
−1, XA, XAY n)

)
= δ±1,−1|B|ℓ+max{a(−1)

ℓ (H) + Abℓ(H) + A#(H) + dβ
(−1)
ℓ,e | H ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1], d = e+#(H)} =: Ψ(d).

It is easy to see that the maximum

ψ(e) := max{a(−1)
ℓ (H) + Abℓ(H) + A#(H) | H ⊂ [0, ℓ− 1], #(H) = e}

is attained at H = [0, e] and

ψ(e) = ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

e− 1
6
e(e+ 1)(e+ 2) + A

2
e(2ℓ− e+ 1).

Hence, Ψ(d) = |B|δ±1,−1ℓ + maxe∈[0,d]

{
β(A; e) + ψ(d − e)

}
. By Lemma 3.1, this is the

maximum of a quadratic polynomial in e, so that it is easy to evaluate the value as in
(3.5). □

Recall the total ASH polynomial in (2.41).

Corollary 3.3. Let d ⩾ 1. Then, we have bd(W
total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )) = −∞ unless d ≡ 0 (mod n)

and d ⩾ 2n or d ≡ −2B (mod n) and d ⩾ n− 2B, so that the minimum value of such d
is n− 2B. We have

bn−2B(W
total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )) = 1

2
ℓ(ℓ+ 1) + (A−B)ℓ.

For all e ⩾ 2, both ben(W
total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y ))) and ben−2B(W

total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )) are no greater than

Ψ−(A; e). We have a better bound b2n(W
total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )) ⩽ Ψ+(A; e).

Proof. We abbreviate U•
ℓ,B(X,X

A, XAY n) to U•
ℓ,B. Then,

W total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y ) = U even

ℓ,B + Uodd
ℓ,−BY

−2B + U even
ℓ,−BY

n−2B + Uodd
ℓ,B Y

n.

Since U even
ℓ,B is an even polynomial in Y n and Uodd

ℓ,B is an odd polynomial in Y n, the first

assertion is evident from this. Then, the second lowest degree term in Y of W total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )

is C(X)Y n−2B, which arises from the constant term 1 of U even
ℓ,−B and the lowest term of

Uodd
ℓ,−B Y

−2B in the above expression. Set κr :=
r(n−r−1)

2
−Br for r ∈ [1, ℓ]. We have

C(X) = 1 +
ℓ−1∑
j=0

∑
K⊂[1,ℓ−1]∩{j}

wℓ,K(X
−1)X

ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

− j(j+1)
2

+(A−B)(ℓ−j) = 1 +
( ℓ∑

r=1

Xκr

)
(1 +O(X−1)).
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The exponent κr gets its maximum at r = ℓ, so that bn−2B(W
total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )) = κℓ. To prove

the last statement, we only have to note that the term involving Y 2n (the third lowest
degree in Y ) only arises from U even

ℓ,B for which a smaller majorant Ψ+ can be invoked. □

3.2. Convergence of certain Euler product. Let ℓ ∈ Z>0. Let P denote the set of
all prime numbers. We are concerned with the convergence region of the Euler product

Etotal
ℓ,A,B(s) :=

∏
p∈P

W total
ℓ,A,B(p, p

−s/2)(3.6)

for (A,B) = (0,−1), referred to as the even case, and for (A,B) = (−1
2
,−1

2
) referred

to as the odd case; these correspond to the unramified cases in Table (2.36). The Euler
product (3.6) covers the almost all Euler factors arising from a global maximal lattice in
the next section.

Lemma 3.4. Set κ := ℓ(n−ℓ−1)
2

−Bℓ. Then, for some η > 0,

(1− pκ−(n−2B)s/2)W total
ℓ,A,B(p, p

−s/2) = 1 +O(p−1−η)

for all prime numbers p and for all Re(s) ⩾ 2
n−2B

(κ + 1 − ϵ) for some ϵ > 0 with the
implied constant independent of p.

Proof. Set W toal
ℓ,A,B(X, Y ) = 1 +

∑
d⩾1Cd(X)Y d; then, Cd(X) = 0 unless d ≡ 0,−2B

(mod n) and smallest among such d is n−2B; moreover, Cn−2B(X) = 1+Xκ+O(Xκ−1)
from the proof of Corollary 3.3. Thus, by multiplying (1−XκY n−2B), we can cancel the
term XκY n−2B, which is the largest degree-in-X term of the smallest degree n − 2B in
Y . Thus, it suffices to show that, for all degree d > n − 2B in Y , the term Cd(p)p

−sd/2

is bounded by p−1−ϵ for some ϵ > 0 when (n − 2B)Re(s)/2 > κ. We have the bound
Cd(p) ≪ pbd for p with bd = bd(W

total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y )). Hence, by Lemma 3.2, it suffices to show

that, for some ϵ > 0,

Ψ−(A; e)− dRe(s)
2

< −1 when (n− 2B)Re(s)
2

> κ+ 1− ϵ.

for d = en, en− 2B unless d = 2n, in which case we may replace Ψ− with Ψ+.

• Let A = 0, B = −1, so that n = 2ℓ+2 and κ = 1
2
ℓ(ℓ+3). Let d = en with e > 2.

Then

Ψ−(0; d)− dRe(s)
2

= e{ ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

− 1
6
(e2 − 10)− nRe(s)

2
}

< e
{

ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

− 1
6
(e2 − 10)− n

2

(
ℓ(ℓ+3)
n+2

+ 2(1−ϵ)
n+2

)}
+ ℓ

= e
{

−ℓ(ℓ+1)
2(ℓ+2)

− 1
6
(e2 − 10)− (ℓ+1)(1−ϵ)

ℓ+2

}
+ ℓ < −1.

When e = 2, by replacing Ψ− with Ψ+, we ends up with the same formula as above

without the last summand ℓ, so that Ψ+(0; 2) − nRe(s)
2

< −1. Let d = ne − 2B,

Then Ψ−(0; e) − dRe(s)
2

= (Ψ−(0; e) − neRe(s)
2

) + BRe(s), which means we repeat
the same estimation as in the case d = ne with an extra negative term BRe(s).

Hence, Ψ−(0; e)− dRe(s)
2

< 0 in this case.

• Let A = B = −1/2, so that n = 2ℓ + 1 and κ = ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

. Let d = en with e ⩾ 2.
Then

Ψ−(0; d)− dRe(s)
2

= e{ ℓ2

2
− 1

12
(e+ 7)(2e+ 1)− nRe(s)

2
}

< e
{

ℓ2

2
− 1

12
(e+ 7)(2e+ 1)− n

2

(
ℓ
2
+ 1−ϵ

ℓ+1

)}
+ 1

2
ℓ

= e
{−ℓ

4
− 1

12
(e+ 7)(2e+ 1)− 2ℓ+1

2
1−ϵ
ℓ+1

}
+ 1

2
ℓ < −1.
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The case n = en− 2B is similar.

□

Set

bo :=
2

n−2B

(
ℓ(n−2B−ℓ−1)

2
+ 1

)
=

{
1

ℓ+2
( ℓ(ℓ+3)

2
+ 1) (B = −1),

1
ℓ+1

( ℓ(ℓ+1)
2

+ 1) (B = −1/2).

Proposition 3.5. The Euler product (3.6) converges absolutely and locally uniformly on
Re(s) > bo. It has a meromorphic continuation to a half-plane containing the point bo
admitting bo a simple pole. The point bo is the abscissa of convergence of (3.6).

Proof. By the comparison of the p-factors, we have

Etotal
ℓ,A,B(s) =

∏
p

ζp
(
n−2B

2
s− κ

)
×
∏
p

{
(1− pκ−

n−2B
2

s)W total
ℓ,A,B(p, p

−s/2)
}
.(3.7)

The first Euler product converges for Re(s) > bo and has a meromorphic continuation to
C admitting a simple pole at s = bo. By Lemma 3.4 the second Euler product converges
on the half-plane Re(s) > b′o with b′o < bo. Since Etotal

ℓ,A,B(s) is a Dirichlet series of positive
coefficient by Proposition 2.31, the abscissa of convergence is indeed bo by Landau’s
lemma. □

3.3. Global counting of maximal lattices. Let V be a finite dimensional Q-vector
space and β : V × V → Q be a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form. For p ∈ P, set
Vp := V ⊗Q Qp. Then, by extension of scalars, β yields a symmetric Qp-bilinear form
βp : Vp × Vp → Qp. Endowed with the quadratic form Qp(v) :=

1
2
βp(v, v), the Qp-vector

space Vp is viewed as a quadratic space. Fix a Witt decomposition Vp = Tp ⊕ T ∗
p ⊕Wp

as in (2.1) of Vp for each p; let ℓp denote the Witt index of (Vp, Qp) and define n0,p by
n0,p := dimQpW0,p. Let fp ∈ {1, 2} be the integer defined as in (2.7) for the quadratic
space (Vp, Qp). Let L ∈ LV . The number DL := det((β(vi, vj))ij) ∈ Z with {vj}j being
any Z-basis of L is called the discriminant of L, which is independent of the choice of

{vj}j. Let L̂ := {v ∈ V | β(v, L) ⊂ Z} be the dual lattice of L. For a prime p, set

Lp := L ⊗Z Zp, which is a Zp-lattice in Vp so that we can form its dual lattice L̂p in Vp
with respect to βp. Note that (L̂)p = L̂p. We have L̂p = Lp if and only if DL ∈ Z×

p . By
lemma 2.8, if DL ∈ Z×

p , then µ(Lp) = Zp; this is the case for almost all p ∈ P. Noting this,
for L ∈ LV , we define the norm µ(L) of L to be a positive rational number determined
by µ(L)Zp = µ(Lp) for all p ∈ P.

Definition 3.6. A lattice L ∈ LV is said to be maximal if L is a maximal element of
{M ∈ LV | µ(M) = µ(L)}. Equivalently, L is maximal if for each p ∈ P, the Zp-lattice
Lp is a maximal µ(Lp)-integral lattice in Vp = V ⊗Q Qp. Let Lmax

β denote the set of all
the maximal lattices in V .

The next lemma shows that Lmax
β is an infinite set.

Lemma 3.7. For any Λ ∈ LV , there exists L ∈ Lmax
β such that Λ ⊂ L and µ(L) = µ(Λ).

Proof. Let S := {p ∈ P | DL ̸∈ Z×
p }; then S is a finite set. If p ̸∈ S, then Λ̂p = Λp,

and Λp is a maximal lattice in Vp by Lemma 2.8. If p ∈ S, by Lemma 2.6, we can find
a maximal lattice Lp in Vp containing Λp and µ(Lp) = µ(Λp). Then, L :=

⋂
p∈P(V ∩ Lp)

with Lp = Λp (p ̸∈ S) is a maximal lattice in V containing Λ. □
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Fix L ∈ Lmax
β and define

Lmax
β,L := {Λ ∈ Lmax

β | Λ ⊂ L}.
Then, we consider the (formal) Dirichelt series

ζβ,L(s) :=
∑

Λ∈Lmax
β,L

[L : Λ]−s, s ∈ C.(3.8)

From §2.5, recall the local counterpart ζβp,Lp(s) given as in (2.33); it is related to the local

index functions series ζ
(i)
βp,Lp

(T ) as ζβp,Lp(s) = ζ
(0)
βp,Lp

(p−ns/2) (Corollary 2.14) if fp = 1

and as in (2.34) if fp = 2.

Lemma 3.8. We have the formal Euler product decomposition

ζβ,L(s) =
∏
p∈P

ζβp,Lp(s).

Proof. The set Lmax
β,L is in bijective correspondence with the set of all systems {Λ(p)}p∈P

such that Λ(p) ∈ Lmax
βp,Lp

with Λ(p) = Lp for almost all p ∈ P by the map Λ 7→ {Λp}p∈P
and its inverse {Λ(p)}p<∞ 7→ Λ :=

⋂
p∈P(V ∩Λ(p)). Since [L : Λ] =

∏
p∈P[Lp : Λp] for any

Λ ∈ LL, we have the Euler product decomposition ζβ,L =
∏

p∈P ζβp,Lp(s). □

Now, we move on to showing the convergence of the series (3.8) on a half-plane and
to studying its analytic nature. For that we need a lemma. We say that a prime p is
unramified if DL ∈ Z×

p ; this is the case for almost all p. Let (Z×
p )

2 := {u2 | u ∈ Z×
p }.

For L ∈ Lmax
β , by choosing a Witt decomposition (2.2) of Lp for each p and set ∂Lp :=

dimFp((Lp)0/(Lp)
[+1]
0 ) with (Lp)

[+1]
0 := {w ∈ Wp | Qp(w) ∈ pµ(Lp)}.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose DL ∈ Z×
p .

(i) If n is odd, then ℓp = (n− 1)/2, n0,p = 1, ∂Lp = 1 and fp = 2.

(ii) If n is even and (−1)n/2DL ∈ (Z×
p )

2, then ℓp = n/2, n0,p = 0, ∂Lp = 0 and fp = 1,

If n is even and (−1)n/2DL ̸∈ (Z×
p )

2, then ℓp = n/2 − 1, n0,p = 2, ∂Lp = 2 and
fp = 2.

Proof. Since DL ∈ Z×
p , we have L̂p = Lp, which implies L̂0,p = L0,p, where L0,p is from

the Witt decomposition (2.1) of Lp, µ(L) ∈ Z×
p and DL0,p ∈ Z×

p . By the classification of
the maximal integral lattices in an anisotropic quadratic spaces (§28 [30]), we have the
following 3 possibilities of L0,p:

• L0,p = (0), so that n0,p = ∂Lp = 0 and fp = 1.
• L0,p = Zpw1 with 2−1β(w1, w1) ∈ Z×

p . This falls in the first case in the first line
of table (2.36), so that fp = 2 and ∂Lp = 1.

• there is an isometry (L0,p, β) ∼= (OE, utrE/Qp) with u ∈ Z×
p and E being the

unramified quadratic extension of Qp and trE/Qp the trace map. If p ̸= 2, then

OE = Zp ⊕
√
cZp with c ∈ Z×

p − (Z×
p )

2; if p = 2, then OE = Z2 ⊕ 1−
√
5

2
Zp. This

falls in the first case of line 3 in table (2.36), so that fp = 2 and ∂Lp = 2.

If n (= 2ℓp+n0,p) is odd, we necessarily have case (i) so that n0,p = 1 and ℓp = (n− 1)/2.
Suppose n is even. The Witt decomposition (2.1) of Lp also implies

DL(Z×
p )

2 = (−µ(L)2)ℓpDL0(Z×
p )

2 = (−1)ℓpDL0(Z×
p )

2.

Thus, DL ∈ (Z×
p )

2 is equivalent to (−1)ℓpDL0 ∈ (Z×
p )

2. If n0,p = 0, then DL0,p = 1

and DL(Z×
p )

2 = (−1)n/2(Z×
p )

2, which means (−1)n/2DL ∈ (Z×
p )

2. If n0,p = 2, then
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DL(Z×
p )

2 = (−1)n/2−1 (−DE)(Z×
p )

2 = (−1)n/2DE(Z×
p )

2 with DE the discriminant of the

unramified quadratic extension E/Qp, which means (−1)n/2DL ̸∈ (Z×
p )

2. □

3.3.1. Euler product (Even degree case). Suppose n = dimQ(V ) is even. Let I(L) (resp.

S(L)) denote the set of primes p such that DL ∈ Z×
p and n0,p = 2 (resp. DL ∈ Z×

p and

n0,p = 0); by Lemma 3.9, I(L) = {p ∈ P | (−1)n/2DL ∈ Z×
p − (Z×

p )
2} and S(L) = {p ∈

P | (−1)n/2DL ∈ (Z×
p )

2}. Let k be the discriminant field of the quadratic space (V,Q)

(see [30, Pg.119]). Since k = Q(
√
(−1)n/2DL), the set I(L) is infinite if and only if k is a

quadratic field, in which case I(L) contains all primes inert in k. For any finite set S of
containing all prime factors of DL, consider the Euler products

ES
n (s) := E

S(L)∪S
n
2
−1,0,−1(s)×

∏
p∈S(L)−S

W
(+)
n
2

(p, p−
ns
2
−1),

where the first factor is the partial Euler product obtained from En
2
−1,0,−1(s) (see (3.6))

by removing its local factors over p ∈ S(L) ∪ S. Let ζSβ,L(s) be the Euler product of the
local factors ζβp,Lp(s) over all p ∈ S. Below, we will obtain the Euler product expression

ζSβ,L(s) =

n
2∏

r=0

ζS
(

ns
2
− r(n−r−1)

2

)
(3.9)

×
∏

p∈I(L)−S

{n
2
−1∏

r=0

(1 + p−
ns
2
+ 1

2
r(n−r−1))−1 × (1− p−

ns
2
+ 1

8
n(n−2))

}
× ES

n (s).

on a half-plane, where ζS(z) denotes the Euler product of (1− p−z)−1 over p ̸∈ S.
First we deal with the case k = Q. Set

σn := 2
n

(
n(n−2)

8
+ 1

)
.(3.10)

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that n is even and that k = Q. Then, the Euler product
ES

n (s) converges absolutely on Re(s) > σ with some 0 < σ < σn. The function ζβ,L(s)
is meromorphic on Re(s) > σ and its right-most pole is identified with σn, which is
a double pole. Let Aβ,L be the leading Laurent coefficient of ζβ,L(s) at s = σn, i.e.,
ζβ,L(s) = Aβ,L(s− σn)

−2(1 +O(s− σn)). Then Aβ,L is a positive real number.

Proof. Since I(L) is a finite set, we only need to show the absolute convergence of∏
p∈S(L)−S W

(+1)
n
2

(p, p−
ns
2
−1), which follows from Theorem 1.11. Below is a direct argument

free from inputs from[11]. By Theorem 2.26 (iii), the Euler product converges absolutely

for Re(s) > maxd∈[1,ℓ−1]
2
n
β
(+1)
n/2,d. The maximum is attained at d = 1, which yields the

value 2
n
( ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
− 1). Since σn = 2

n
(n(n−2)

8
+ 1) is larger than this number, we are done.

The poles of the Riemann zeta factors in (3.9) are

s = 2
n
{ r(n−r−1)

2
+ 1} (0 ⩽ r ⩽ n/2),

the largest of which is σn corresponding to r = n
2
, n
2
−1. By the first claim of Proposition

2.31, the functions s 7→ W total
ℓp,Ap,Bp

(p, , p−s/2) for each p <∞ are positive for s ∈ R. Hence,
the poles of ζSβ,L(s) coming from the Riemann zeta factors are indeed poles of ζβ,L(s).

The last claim results from the explicit description of Aβ,L in terms of W toral
ℓ,0,−1(p, p

−σn)

and W
(+1)
ℓ (p, p−σnn/2−1), which are positive. □
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Corollary 3.11. Suppose n is even and k = Q. Then, We have the asymptotic formula

Nβ,L(X) := #{Λ ∈ Lmax
β,L | [L : Λ] < X} ∼ σ−1

n Aβ,LX
σn logX, X → ∞.

Suppose that k is a quadratic field. Let I(k) denote the set of all primes inert in k. Set

σ′
n := 2

n+2

(
(n−2)(n+4)

8
+ 1

)
,

which is larger than σn.

Lemma 3.12. The partial Euler product ηk(s) :=
∏

p∈I(k)(1 − p−z)−2 is absolutely con-

vergent on Re(z) > 1. The square ηk(s)
2 has a meromorphic continuation to Re(z) > 1/2

having a simple pole z = 1. We have Resz=1(ηk(z)
2) > 0.

Proof. Up to a finite Euler factors, ηk(s) equals to ζk(z)
−1ζ(z)2×

∏
p∈I(k)(1−p−2z). From

this, it has a meromorphic continuation to a half-plane Re(z) > 1/2. Since Resz=1ζk(z) >
0 and the all the Euler factors involved are positive at z = 1, we have the last assertion.

□

Theorem 3.13. Suppose that n is even and that k is a quadratic extension. Then,

the Euler product E
S(L)∪S
n
2
−1,0,−1(s) converges absolutely on the half plane Re(s) > σ′

n. The

squared function (E
S(L)∪S
n
2
−1,0,−1(s))

2, as well as ζβ,L(s)
2, has a meromorphic continuation to a

half-plane containing σ′
n, admitting σ′

n as a unique simple pole with Ress=σ′
n
(ζβ,L(s)

2) > 0.

Proof. The first assertion results from Proposition 3.5. We have I(L) ⊂ I(k) and I(k)−
I(L) is a finite set, so that it suffices to consider the Euler product E

S(k)∪S
n
2
−1,0,−1(s), which

is a partial Euler product of (3.7) over p ∈ I(k)− S. From the proof of Lemma 3.4, the
second partial Euler product in (3.7) is absolutely convergent on Re(s) > σ′

n. The first
partial Euler product in (3.7) is ηk(z) with z = s−2B

2
s − κ, whose behavior at z = 1 is

given by Lemma 3.12. By the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 3.10, the Euler

product
∏

p∈S(L)−S W
(+1)
n
2

(p, p−ns/2−1) is absolutely convergent on Re(s) > σn, which is

larger than Re(s) > σ′
n. □

Corollary 3.14. Suppose n is even and k is a quadratic field. Then, We have the
asymptotic formula

Nβ,L(X) := #{Λ ∈ Lmax
β,L | [L : Λ] < X} ∼ Aβ,L

σ′
n

√
π

Xσ′
n

(logX)1/2
, X → ∞

with Aβ,L :=
√

Ress=σ′
n
(Zβ,L(s)2).

Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.13 by applying [18, Theorem 2]. □

3.3.2. Euler product(Odd degree case). Suppose n = dimQ(V ) is odd. For any finite set

S of primes containing all the prime factors of DL, let E
S
n (s) be the partial Euler product

obtained from En−1
2

,− 1
2
,− 1

2
(s) by removing Euler factor over S. Set

σn := n2+1
n+1

.

Theorem 3.15. The Euler product ES
n (s) converges absolutely on a half plane Re(s) > σ

and admits a meromorphic continuation to a half plain containing σn, admitting the
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simple pole at s = σn. We have

ζSβ,L(s) =

n−1
2∏

r=0

ζS (ns− r(n− r − 1))× ES
n (s),(3.11)

ES
n (s) = ζS

(
(n+1)s−n2+1

2

)
×

∏
p∈P−S

{
(1− p−

(n+1)s−n2+1
2 )W total

n−1
2

,− 1
2
,− 1

2
(p, p−

s
2 )
}

(3.12)

for Re(s) > σ. The function ζβ,L(s) has a simple pole at σn, which is right-most. The
residue Aβ,L := Res

s=n2+1
n+1

ζβ,L(s) is a positive real number.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.5. Note that bo for n = 2ℓ+1 equals
σn. □

Remark 3.16. The right-most pole σn of ES
n (s) exceeds the right-most pole ℓ2+1

n
of the

Riemann zeta factors in (3.11). Examples suggest that n2−1
n+1

would be the natural boundary

of ES
n (s).

As a corollary to Theorem 3.15, by the Tauberian theorem, we have the asymptotic
formula

Corollary 3.17.

Nβ,L(X) := #{Λ ∈ Lmax
β,L | [L : Λ] < X} ∼ Aβ,LX

n2+1
n+1 , X → +∞.

3.4. Explicit Zeta Functions.

(1) (Dℓ-case) Let V = Q2ℓ, the space of column vectors of dimension 2ℓ, and

βℓ,ℓ(x, y) :=
tx

[
0 Jℓ
Jℓ 0

]
y, x, y ∈ V.

The standard lattice Z2ℓ is even unimodular, in particular maximal Z-integral.
We have (ℓp, n0,p) = (ℓ, 0) for all p ∈ P. We write Z(Dℓ; s) for ζβℓ,ℓ,Z2ℓ(s), because
this coincides with the group-zeta function

∏
p∈P ZG(Qp),ρ(s) for the inclusion ρ :

G := GO0(βℓ,ℓ) ↪→ GL2ℓ. By Theorem 3.10 and its proof,

Z(Dℓ; s) =
ℓ∏

r=0

ζ
(

ns
2
+ r(r−n+1)

2

)
×
∏
p∈P

W
(+1)
ℓ (p, p−ℓs−1), Re(s) ≫ 0

The right-most pole is σn = 1
ℓ
( ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
+ 1), which is a double pole and the leading

coefficient in the Laurent series expansion at σn is

ℓ∏
r=1

ζ
(

r2−r+2
2

)
×
∏
p∈P

W (+1)(p, p−
ℓ(ℓ−1)

2
−2).

This is a positive real number becauseW
(+1)
ℓ (p, T ) has positive integer coefficients.

Example 3.18. (i) Let ℓ = 2. By (2.20) and Theorem 3.10,

Z(D2; s) = ζ(2s)ζ(2s− 1)2
∏
p

(1 + p−2s).

This agrees with Example 2 of [5] where the canonical orthogonal form is
used.
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(ii) Let ℓ = 3. By (2.21) and Theorem 3.10,

Z(D3; s) = ζ(3s)ζ(3s− 2)ζ(3s− 3)2
∏
p

(1 + (1 + 2p+ p2)p−3s + p−6s).

(iii) Let ℓ = 4. Then by (2.22) and Theorem 3.10,

Z(D4; s) = ζ(4s)ζ(4s− 3)ζ(4s− 5)ζ(4s− 6)2 ×
∏
p

1 + w+(p)p
−4s + w+(p

−1)p−8s+8 + p−12s+8)

(3.13)

with

w+(p) := 1 + 2p+ 2p2 + 3p3 + 2p4 + p5.(3.14)

(2) (Bℓ-case) Let V = Q2ℓ+1, the space of column vectors of dimension 2ℓ + 1, and

((2) ⊕ βℓ,ℓ)(x, y) := tx
[

J2
2

J2

]
y for x,y ∈ V . It turns out that the standard

Z-lattice L = Z2ℓ+1 ⊂ Q2ℓ+1 is a maximal Z-integral lattice. For an odd prime
p < ∞, Zp is unimodular, whereas the dyadic completion L2 is not (2) ⊕ βℓ,ℓ-
polarized. We have (ℓp, n0,p) = (ℓ, 1) for all p < ∞. We write ζ(Bℓ; s) for
ζ(2)⊕βℓ,ℓ,Z2ℓ+1(s). Note that ζ(Bℓ; s) is different from the group zeta function

Z(Bℓ; s) :=
∏

p∈P ZG(Qp),ρ(s) for ρ : G := GO0((2)⊕ βℓ,ℓ) ↪→ GL2ℓ+1. By Theorem
2.30,

Z(Bℓ; s) =

n−1
2∏

r=0

ζ (ns− r(n− r + 1))×
∏
p∈P

W
(0)
n−1
2

,−1/2,−1/2
(p, p−ns),

ζ(Bℓ; s) =

n−1
2∏

r=0

ζ (ns− r(n− r + 1))×
∏
p∈P

W total
n−1
2

,−1/2,−1/2
(p, p−1/2, p−s/2).

The Euler products are absolutely convergent on a half plane (By Theorem 3.15).

Example 3.19. By §2.6,

ζ(B1; s) = ζ(3s)ζ(3s− 1)
∏
p

(1 + [2]pp
−2s + p−3s),

ζ(B2; s) = ζ(5s)ζ(5s− 3)ζ(5s− 4)
∏
p

(1 + [4]pp
−3s + [3]p(1 + p2)p−5s + [4]pp

2−8s + p3−10s)

with [n]p = 1 + p+ · · ·+ pn−1.

(3) (non-split GO(6)-case) Let β(x,y) := tx
[

0 0 J2
0 212 0
J2 0 0

]
y for x,y ∈ Q6; then the

lattice Z6 is a maximal lattice such that µ(Z6) = 1. The discriminant field is
k = Q(i) and

(ℓp, n0,p; fp;Ap, Bp) =


(3, 0; 1;−1, 0) (if p ≡ 1 (mod 4)),

(2, 2; 2; 0,−1) (if p ≡ 3 (mod 4)),

(2, 2; 1; 0, 0) (if p = 2).
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Thus, ζβ,Z6(s) equals

ζ2(3s)ζ2(3s− 3)2(1 + 21−3s)

×
∏

p≡1 (mod 4)

ζp(3s)ζp(3s− 2)ζp(3s− 3)2
(
1 + (1 + p)2p−3s + p−6s

)
×

∏
p≡3 (mod 4)

ζp(6s)ζp(6s− 4)ζp(6s− 6)
(
1 + (1 + p2)(1 + p3)p−4s + (1 + p)(1 + 2p3)p−6s

+ (1 + p2)(1 + p3)p3−10s + p4−12s
)
.

The first Euler product converges on Re(s) > 4/3 and the second one converges
on Re(s) > 3/2 = σ′

6. The square (ζβ,Z6(s))2 has a meromorphic continuation
to a half-plane Re(s) > 3/2 − ϵ admitting the simple pole s = 3/2 as a unique
singularity.

4. The GSp(n)-case

In this section, Theorem 1.10 for ε = −1 is restated as Theorem 4.1 with some further
explanation followed by concrete examples. In [16], all classical groups are handled with a
unified notation and the theorems and proofs are so described to cover all cases including
the symmetric and the alternating cases. Similarly these two cases could have been
treated simultaneously here. Instead, for a clearer presentation, we separate the sections
for the two cases, though the explanation for the alternating case is brief and without
all the proofs since these are basically the same as for the orthogonal case. Since the
arithmetic of alternating forms tends to be much simpler than that of the quadratic
forms, this makes sense.

Let β : V × V → Q be a non-degenerate alternating form (i.e., β(v, w) = −β(w, v))
on a Q-vector space V of dimension n, i.e., β(v, v) = 0 (∀ v ∈ V )). Then, n = dimV is
even, so that we may set n = 2ℓ with ℓ ∈ Z>0. There exists a Q-basis {vi, v∗i }ℓi=1 of V
such that

β(vi, vj) = β(v∗i , v
∗
j ) = 0, β(vi, v

∗
j ) = δij (i, j ∈ [1, ℓ]).

Such a basis is called a symplectic basis. The dual lattice of L ∈ LV is defined as

L̂ := {v ∈ V | β(v, L) ⊂ Z}. Then, L ∈ LV is called β-polarized if L̂ = cL for some
c ∈ Q×. The norm µ(L) of L ∈ LV is defined as a unique positive rational number such
that µ(L)Zp is the fractional ideal in Qp generated by the values β(v, w) (v, w ∈ Lp).
Then a Z-lattice L is referred to as being maximal if it is maximal among all lattices
with the same norm µ(L). A lattice L is maximal if and only if there exists a symplectic

basis vi, v
∗
i (1 ⩽ i ⩽ ℓ) of V and c ∈ Q× such that L =

∑ℓ
i=1(Zvi + cZv∗i ) with c = µ(L).

Hence a maximal lattice L satisfies the relation L̂ = µ(L)−1L, i.e., L is β-polarized and
conversely, a β-polarized lattice is maximal (cf. Lemmas 2.7, 2.8). Thus, there is no
difference between the maximal lattices and the β-polarized lattices in the alternating
case.

Let Lmax
β denote the set of all the maximal lattices. Fix L ∈ Lmax

β , and let Lmax
β,L :=

{Λ ∈ Lmax
β | Λ ⊂ L}. Arguing the same way as in §2, we have the following result on the

Dirichlet series

ζβ,L(s) :=
∑

Λ∈Lmax
β,L

[L : Λ]−s,

with W
(−1)
ℓ (X,T ) as in Definition 2.27.
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Theorem 4.1. The Euler product

Eℓ(s) :=
∏
p∈P

W
(−1)
ℓ (p, p−ℓs)

converges absolutely on Re(s) > σ with some σ > 0. We have

ζβ,L(s) =
ℓ∏

r=0

ζ
(

ns
2
+ r(r−2ℓ−1)

2

)
× Eℓ(s), Re(s) > σ.

The right-most pole of ζβ,L(s) (Re(s) > σ) is s0 =
1
ℓ
( ℓ(ℓ+1)

2
+1), which is simple. We have

Ress=s0ζβ,L(s) =
ℓ∏

r=1

ζ
(

r2+r+2
2

)
×

∏
p∈P

W
(−1)
ℓ (p, p−

ℓ2+ℓ+2
2 ) > 0.

The function ζβ,L(s) coincides with the group-zeta function Z(Cℓ; s) :=
∏

p∈P ZSp2ℓ(Qp),ρ(s).
In particular it is independent of the lattice L.

4.1. Explicit Zeta functions (Cℓ-case). Let Jℓ be as above. Then

αℓ(x, y) =
tx

[
0 Jℓ

−Jℓ 0

]
y, x, y ∈ Q2ℓ

is the standard symplectic space of dimension 2ℓ, and Lℓ = Z2ℓ is a self-dual lattice.
Theorem 4.1, together with (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22), yields the following:

Example 4.2. (1) If ℓ = 2, then

Z(C2; s) = ζ(2s)ζ(2s− 2)ζ(2s− 3)
∏
p

(1 + p−2s+1).

The same formula is obtained in Example 1 of [5] using the canonical symplectic
form.

(2) ℓ = 3, then

Z(C3; s) = ζ(3s)ζ(3s− 3)ζ(3s− 5)ζ(3s− 6)
∏
p

(1 + (p+ p2 + p3 + p4)p−3s + p−6s+5).

This agrees with the formula in [9, Pg.48].
(3) If ℓ = 4, then

Z(C4; s) = ζ(4s)ζ(4s− 4)ζ(4s− 7)ζ(4s− 9)ζ(4s− 10)

×
∏
p

(1 + w−(p)p
−4s+1 + w−(p

−1)p−8s+13 + p−12s+14)

with

w−(p) := 1 + p+ 2p2 + p3 + 2p4 + 2p5 + p6 + p7.

The last Euler p-factor of Z(C4; s) is factorized as

(1 + p5X){1 + (p+ p2 + 2p3 + p4 + p5 + 2p6 + p7 + p8)X + p9X2}(4.1)

with X = p−4s. Vankov [32, Theorem 1] obtained an explicit expression of the numerator,
using computers, for the full Hecke series of GSp8. Its specialization in [32, Proposition
5] factors into polynomials of degree one or two in X = p−4s containing the factors of
(4.1), as is expected ([16, Pg.140]).
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5. Remarks and further problems

For a general quadratic space (V, β), for almost all primes p, the form β is represented
over Qp by the matrix of type Dℓ or of type Bℓ in (1.5), which means that the group
zeta function ZG,ρ(s), up to a finite number of Euler p-factors, coincides with Z(Dℓ, s)
or Z(Bℓ; s). We computed the exceptional p-factors in Theorem 2.30. For Z(Dℓ, s) and
Z(Bℓ, s), their natural boundaries are determined in [11, §6]. When dim(V ) = 2ℓ + 1,

for each square-free integer N > 0, we can consider the Dirichlet series, say ζ
(N)
β,L (s), that

counts the number of maximal lattices Λ ∈ Lmax
β such that Λ ⊂ L and µ(Λ)/µ(L) =

Nm2 (∃m ∈ Z>0). This series ζ
(N)
β,L (s), up to a finite number of Euler factors at primes

dividing NDL, coincides with the group zeta-function Z(Bℓ; s) spelled out in §3.4 (2). By
[11, Corollary 6.4], it has a simple pole at σ := 2

n+1
(n−1

2
)2, so that the Tauberian theorem

yields an asymptotic∑
m⩽X

#{Λ ∈ Lmax
L,β | µ(Λ)/µ(L) = Nm2} ∼ σ−1A

(N)
β,L X

σ.

Our result gives a very explicit description of the residue A
(N)
β,L := Ress=σζ

(N)
β,L (s). We

should note that σ is smaller than the pole n2+1
n+1

of the full counting series ζβ,L(s).
For non-split even orthogonal case or the odd orthogonal case, the counting series

ζβ,L(s) is different from the group zeta-function. Given an explicit nature of ourW total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y ),

the theory in [11, §5] may be applied to W total
ℓ,A,B(X, Y ) to yield the natural boundary of

ζβ,L(s) (cf. Remark (3.16)).
The theory of maximal lattices in a finite dimensional vector space over a quadratic

field E with a non-degenerate hermitian form is fully developed by Shimura [29]. The
same method pursued in this paper also works on the counting problem of the hermitian
maximal lattices. We will discuss this case elsewhere. In [5], another kind of Dirichlet
series that counts numbers of double cosets Sp2ℓ(Z)\Sp2ℓ(Q)/Sp2ℓ(Z) with given deter-
minant is mentioned; the orthogonal group analogue may be interesting.
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Laboratoire Paul Painlevé LABEX-C2EMPI , Université de Lille, Batiment M2, 59655
Villeneuve-d’Ascq Cedex, France

Email address: gautami.bhowmik@univ-lille.fr

Faculty of Science and Technology, Sophia University, Kioi-cho 7-1 Chiyoda-ku Tokyo,
102-8554, Japan

Email address: m-tsuduk@sophia.ac.jp

45


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Counting problem of the number of maximal lattices
	1.2. Description of main results
	1.3. Hecke series
	1.4. Detailed organization of paper

	2. The -case: the local theory
	2.1. Lattices in a quadratic space over p-adic fields
	2.2. The local index series
	2.3. The numerator of the index function series: the case 
	2.4. The properties of 
	2.5. The numerator of the index function series: the case 
	2.6. Examples

	3. The -case: Euler products
	3.1. Preliminary lemmas
	3.2. Convergence of certain Euler product
	3.3. Global counting of maximal lattices
	3.4. Explicit Zeta Functions

	4. The -case
	4.1. Explicit Zeta functions (-case)

	5. Remarks and further problems
	References

