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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 Q, 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 Z", n a natural number, with index m (> 1),
i.e., to understand the generating series of the arithmetic function

vim) =4#{L CZ" |[Z" : L] = m}.
Definition 1.1. The lattice counting series of Z" is defined by

(1.1) Can(s) =) @ = > [zr 1

m=1 Lczn»

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

(1.2) Cn(s) =C(s)C(s—1)---{(s—n+1), Re(s)>n,
a folkloric result, see for example [31]. This expression yields a meromorphic continuation

of (z-(s) to C, with the residue {(n)¢(n —1)---((2) at its right-most pole s = n, which
gives an elementary asymptotic result

> wv(m) = (Hg(j)) X"+ 0(X" logX), X — o0

m<X

for the number of sublattices of Z™ 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 I' be a finitely generated group and by a family of its finite-index
subgroups. The subgroup growth zeta function of I' is defined by

1 ()
Cr(s) izgm = ;n—
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where yg(n) denotes the number of subgroups in b of index n in .

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

(i) the Dedekind zeta-function, where I' is the maximal order of a number field and
b is the set of all invertible ideals of T'.

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

In a by-now classical work, Grunewald, Segal and Smith [I4] 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~°. Under certain nice properties of I', for example for
nilpotent groups, the above series is known to decompose locally into a convergent Euler
product of (r, (s) for the pro p-completion I', of I" 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
is indeed the subgroup-growth zeta function of Z"; in this case, the pro p-completion
I, is the p-adic integer lattice Z7, for which (r,(s) is a product of p-components of the
Riemann-zeta functions,

CZ;L (S) _ (1 - p—s>—1<s _p—(s—l))—l . (1 o p—(s—n—%l))—l.

We now extend the setting of the GL-case by introducing a bilinear form on the ambient
vector space Q™ of Z". Let S € GL,(Q) (n > 2) be a symmetric matrix (i.e., 'S = S) or
an alternating matrix (i.e., 'S = —S5), and let us introduce a bilinear form §(x,y) = ‘xSy
on Q" to invoke the dual L := {x € Q" | 8(x,L) C Z} of a lattice L C Q™. 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 C Q™, when S is symmetric (resp. alternating), we
define its norm (L) to be the fractional Z-ideal generated by 27'3(x,x) (x € L) (resp.
B(x,y) (x,y € L)). Then a lattice L is called a mazimal 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 gﬂ and . Now let £3** denote
the set of all maximal lattices in Q™. Assume Z" € £5**. We are interested in counting
the number of maximal lattices contained in Z" with a given index m > 1:

Ng(m) :=#{L € £5* | LC Z", [Z" : L] = m}.

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

[e.e]

(1.3) Cpan(s) = % = > [z": 1]

Lcz»

This series is again in the realm of Definition with I' = Z" and h = £5**. 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 C Q" is said to be even [3-polarized if there exists ¢ € Q"
such that L = cL and B(x,x) € 2¢7'Z for all x € L, i.e., if L is an even unimodular

lattice with respect to the bilinear form cf3.
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Let Sgl denote the set of all even S-polarized lattices in Q™ and assume that Z" € Sgl.
We now evoke the polarized lattice counting series, which was introduced in [5]:

X, N§ (m)
(1.4) Bnls) = Bm = > [z": 1)
m=1 Legl
Lcz»

Since an even f(-polarized lattice is a maximal lattice, Cg}zn(s) is a sub-series of (g zn(s);
in the split cases, the two zeta functions coincide]]

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 &, a linear algebraic group over Q,, is
defined by the Haar integral

Zowoals) = [ Idetplo)lyduls)  sec
®p
where & = p~'(p(&(Q,)) N Mat,(Zy,)), | - |, denotes the p-adic valuation, and u a
normalized Haar measure on &(Q,). Further, p : G — & is a rational representation
defined over Q.

The above two definitions [1.2] and can be linked in the local case. For example, in
the GL-case, i.e., when & = GL,, and p is the natural representation, Zgr,,(g,)»(5) =
Czp(8) = Gp(8)Gp(s — 1) -+ Gp(s — n + 1), so that (zn(s) = [[, ZaL.(q,)(s) between the
generating series and the Euler product of p-adic zeta functions of GL,. Tamagawa
studied the GL-case in detail and included the situation when & 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 € GL,, | 'gSg =
1(g) S (3u(g) € GLy} with p being the standard inclusion & < GL,,; this case is closely
related to our maximal lattice counting series (szn(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 ) _\ Ng(m) as X — o0,
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 & where the series converges absolutely.
(b) Construct a meromorphic continuation beyond Z to find the rightmost pole s if
any.
(c) Find the leading Laurent coefficient at sq explicitly.
In [I11, §6], du Sautoy and Woodward conduct a study of the group zeta-function defined
as the Euler product Zg ,(s) =[], Zs(Q,).,(s) of the p-adic zeta-functions Zgq,),,(s) for

IThis will be elaborated later. In this paper, (glzn (s) will appear only as the maximal lattice counting
series (g zn(s) with a split 8 and the superscript is omitted.
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the following S :

00Jy
(1.5) [ %, %] (Cetype), [ ¢] (Detype), [ 927 ] (B-type)
0 1
with J, = { . ] . For each p, the explicit formula of the form
10
P@ (pvpis)
1.6 Z S) —m ——
(1.6) o(@)#(%) Qe(p,p~°)

can be found in ([I7], [9]), where Qg (X,Y) and Ps(X,Y’) are two variable polynomials
with integer coefficients described in terms of the root system of &. 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, is obtained
by linking Zgq,),,(s) to Igusa’s p-adic cone zeta-integrals. Although the denominator
Qo(X,Y) is simple, the available formula of the numerator Pg(X,Y) ([I1, Pg.156]) is
expressed as an alternating sum over the Weyl group of the root system.

As we shall see in Proposition , the group-zeta function Zg ,(s) is the same as our
Cpzn(s), when S is of type C, or Dy, ie., S = [}L ‘] (e € {£}). 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 (g zn(s) for a general S including forms listed in 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 (Q,) on the lines of Tamagawa and Satake and
apply the theory developed by Andrianov and Hina-Sugano ( 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 By-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 [z ‘{ﬂ For such a p, the natural action of the
group &(Q,) on the set of maximal lattices of Q} is not transitive but has 2 orbits. Thus,
the local p-factor of the counting series (5 zn(s) is expressed as a sum of both Zg(q,),»(s),
which is indeed the p-adic zeta-function treated in [IT], §6], but also has a second summand

pBSZél()Qp)ﬁp(s) with the constant B € 1Z specified in Table (2.3€]), with Zq(;()(@p),p(s) being

a variant of the p-adic zeta-function as in Lemma [2.43] We calculate not only Zg(q,),,(s)

but also Zél()Qp) p(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 By-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 (s z(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 C; or of type Dy in . This is only for the sake of simplicity. Note
that in these two cases the notions of [-polarized and maximal lattices are the same.
Before stating the results we need a polynomial, which already occurred, though not
explicitly, in [I6]; 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 £ > 2, let S, be the symmetric group of ¢ letters {1,...,¢}. For m € Sy, let
4



I(7) denote the set of all pairs (7, 7) of the letters such that ¢ < j and 7 (i) > m(j), and
inv(7) := #I(m). Set D(mw) :={i e {1,...,0} | (¢,i+1) € I(m)}.

Definition 1.7. For ¢ > 1, the ASH polynomial WE(E) (X,T) € Z[X,T] fore € {1} is
defined as

— dﬁ(5>
we(x,T) Z( 3 )X ) T
=1 j=dal

with
) = #{m e Seld=#D(m), j = “52d— Y 52 —inv(m) |,
veD(r)
and, for £ > 2 and d € [1,{ — 1],

(e) .
O‘;d

(e) .
0d T

Ud—1) -

NI= N

Note that dﬂﬁ and da% are non-negative integers.

Theorem 1.8. The ASH polynomial satisfies the functional equation

0e—1)

WZ(E)(Xfl’Tfl) — XT*%(Z*I)E( +1 3¢ Tl ZW(E (X T)
For j = dag and for j = dﬁéi}, we have that Flgfd(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(a HC(T(T e)+ ) H Wea by G ),

p:primes

Now we present the following uniform description of (szn(s) to cover both cases of

type C; and Dy by letting € = 1 or € = —1 respectively in the matrix S, = [80Jz ‘{ﬂ

Theorem 1.10. Let S. = [&0, {f] with € € {£1}. Then,

(1.7) Cpz2¢(5) HC (ES + T e ) H W (p, p)

piprimes
when Re(s) is large and admits a meromorphic continuation on some half-plane; its right-
most pole is at sqg = %(@ +1). The Euler product in Ags) converges and Aé‘s) > 0. If
e = —1, 0, is a simple pole with Res,—,(g72¢(5) = Aé_l). If e = +1, then sg is a double

pole with (g z2e(s) = (5_20)2 {AEH) + O(l)}.

We write out explicit expressions of (g2 (s) for £ < 4. For S of type By and for a
general S, we still obtain an explicit formula for (g7 (s); though it is not as neat.

In the setting of Theorem the series (5 zn(s) is shown to be the same as the group
zeta function studied in [I1, §6]. Moreover, Qg (p, p~*) (2 = ns) (see [11, Pg.156 and Table

Jj(2¢—j+e)
s - %)—17

3
6.1]) considered by earlier authors after being multiplied by Hj:o (1+p
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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

/— €+3
3(21! J+6)

(1.8) Pe(p,p™") = ) X )

Thus, in our setting, [I1], Corollaries 6.4, 6.11 and 6.13] yield the following :

Theorem 1.11 ([11]). The abscissa of convergence of the Euler product Hp WZ(E) (p,p~%)
is W_E). The natural boundary of (g z2¢(s/l) for S = [532 ‘{ﬂ with & € {£1} is equal to

@5‘1 —WH —2ife=—1, and to +1) £(£21 —1ife=+1.

Our description of Py ,(X,Y) as in (1.8) simplifies the arguments in [11], §6]. However,
for type By-case, the counting series (s zn(s) is not the group zeta-function of & studied
in [I1), §6].

It is worth noting that the ASH polynomial We(s) (p,T) € Z[T] is related to the p-
Euler factor f(si,...,s,-1) of a multi-variable zeta function in [23, Theorem 3.1] with
the equality

(1.9)
WZ(E)(p,pfz) = f (Z— szmnwsf) ) ;zﬁ—j—i—%(j €[2,/]) zeC,

Moreover, for type Cy-case, we have the following relation between our counting-series
(szn(s) and a one-variable specialization of the Petrogradsky’s multivariable Dirichlet

series (ze(sy, ..., Sp):
(1.10)
Cﬂ,Z"(Z/E) = C(Z) CZE (Z - Z(£;1)7827 SR 78Z—177S€> y S5 = l— ] + % (j S [27€])

By comparing the coefficients of the Dirichlet series in ((1.10]), we obtain an exact formula
representing the number of 3-polarized lattices in Z of index m! in terms of the counting
function of sub-lattices in Z* with a given type of elementary divisors:

-1

Ns(m) =3 "d"7" 3 wu(d0) JT67°

dim (81,-,00—1) Jj=1

where 6 = (01, ...,d,—1) runs over all (¢ —1)-tuples of divisors of d such that §; | 6;_1 (j €
2, 4]), and vz (d, 6) denotes the number of lattices L C Z‘ such that Z°/L = @ﬁ;é Z]6;Z

From Theorem[I.10] by the simple use of Tauberian theorems, we get asymptotic results
for the number of S-polarized lattices in Z™ as :

Corollary 1.12. Let S and ¢ € {1} be as in Theorem . Set 0 = %<€(£2——5) +1).
Then,

Ng(X) ~ 0P AP X7 (log X)) X — oo

Remark 1.13. For{ = 3 and e = —1, this agrees with the main term c; X™/3, ¢; = 2.830...
in the asymptotic result corresponding to Z° ([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 7' and other independent variables Xi,..., X}
for the Satake parameters of the class 1 representations of &(Q,). 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 (szn(s), is the specialization of X1, ..., X, in the local Hecke
series at the Satake parameter of the trivial representation of &(Q,). Starting from Hina-
Sugano’s formula of the local index function series, we work out the formula further in
terms of the g-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

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 ((s)¢(s —1) and ((25)¢(2s —2)¢(2s —3) [, (1 + p'~>*) 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 Wg(fl)(p, Y) for ¢ = 3,4, explicitly worked out
in Example (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 we introduce the index-function series as a count-
ing series of maximal lattices relating it to the p-adic zeta function (Proposition .
We recall the result of Hina-Sugano on the explicit formula of the index-function series,
then introduce permutation descent polynomials wy x(q) to express the above result in
a concise form in . In , we provide a simple proof of the functional equation
(Theorem 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 where we study an index-function series that is not
treated by Hina-Sugano. We introduce another main polynomial W;%*%(X,Y") together
with an auxiliary one U} p(X,u;T) that depend on the local invariants (¢, A, B) of the
maximal lattice and specialize to the ASH case. To handle the counting zeta-function
for the GO(2¢ + 1)-case and non-split GO(2()-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 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] = 0
if m > n. Any non-empty subset of Z of the form [a,b] is called an interval of Z. For
n € Z-y, let 1, denote the identity matrix of degree n, and J,, := (0; n—j+1)1<ij<n- Lhe
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 ' be the p-adic field Q,. We denote
by O the ring Z, of p-adic integers. Let ord, : QF — Z denote the additive valuation so

that |, = p~o"%® for o € Q.

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™ be a F-vector
space of dimension n. Let § : V x V — F be a non-degenerate symmetric F-bilinear
form on V, so that

Q(v) =3B(v,v)  (veV)

is a quadratic form on V related to [ as

Qv+ w) = Qv) + Q(w) + B(v, w).
There exist systems of vectors {v;}i_;, {v*}|_, satisfying 5(v;,v}) = &;; such that T =
Z?:l Fvj; and T" = Zﬁzl Fvj are totally isotropic subspaces of maximal dimension.
Thus W := T+ N (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
¢
(2.1) V=ToT W => (Fv+Fv})+W.
j=1

The integer ¢ := dimp(T) = dimp(T*) is called the Witt index of (V. @), which is an
isometry invariant of the quadratic space([30, Lemma 22.4]). If n = 2¢, i.e., dimp (W) = 0,
the 3 (or Q) is said to be F-split. Let D be the quaternion division algebra over F', which
is unique up to isomorphism, and trp : ' — F' (resp. Np : D — F') the reduced trace
map (resp. the reduced norm map). Let D° := {£ € D | trp(§) = 0}; then dimp(D) = 4
and dimg(D") = 3.

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

e ng =0, ie., W=(0).

o ng = 1, and there exists u € F* such that (W,Q|w) = (F,uq), where ¢;(x) =
2?(x € F).

e ng = 2, and there exists a quadratic field extension E/F and w € F*, such that
(W, Qlw) = (E,uNgq).

e ng = 3, and there exists u € F* such that (W, Qlw) = (D° uNp).

e ng =4, and there exists u € F* such that (W, Q|w) = (D,uNp).

Proof. cf. |30} §25]. O

From this lemma, we have dimz(WW) € {0,1,2,3,4} which means that n > 5 implies
(> 1.

A subset L C V is called an O-lattice, if it is a finitely generated sub O-module of V'
of rank n = dimg (V). Let £y denote the set of all the O-lattices in V. For L € £y, set

L:={veV|BL)cC O},

which is an element of £y called the dual lattice of L. The operation L L is an
involution on £y. 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 L = L, we say that L is a _unimodular lattice. If a unimodu-
lar lattice L further satisfies the condition B(v,v) € 20 (Vv € L), then L is called an
even unimodular lattice.

Definition 2.3. An O-lattice L C 'V is called a $-polarized lattice (resp. even [-polarized)
if L is unimodular (resp. even unimodular) with respect to cf for some c € F*.

Explicitly, L is S-polarized (resp. even [-polarized) if L = cL for some ¢ € F* (resp.
L =cL and B(v,v) € 2¢O for all v € L for some ¢ € F*).

Lemma 2.4. Suppose p # 2. Then, L € £y is even [B-polarized if and only if it is
B-polarized.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that if p # 2, L = cL implies B(v,v) € 2¢710 (Vv € L). Let
v € L; then, since cv € cL = L and O = 20 because p # 2, we have

cB(v,v) = Blev,v) € B(E, L) C O =20.
U

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

(a) L,L' e &y, LC L/ = pu(L)C u(L),

(b) u(cL) = cAu(L), L€ Ly,ce 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 u(L) = a, and

it s mazimal among all the O-lattices in V' of norm a. A lattice is called maximal if it
1s @ 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 € £y, there ezists a p(L)-maximal lattice containing L.
Proof. cf. [30, Lemma 29-2] . O

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

that
;

L= Z(Ovj +avi) + Lo
j=1
with Lo := {w € W | Q(w) € a}. (It is known that Ly is a maximal lattice in W such
that p(Lg) is a or pa.) For v = Zﬁzl(xjvj +y;v7) +w with 7; € O,y; € a,w € Lg), we
have Q(v) = 2521 z;y; + Q(w). The dual of L is given as

¢
(2.2) L= Za u; + Ov) —i—LAo,

j=1
where EE is the dual lattice of Ly € £y with respect to Sy = S|W x W. Therefore,

Lemma 2.7. An O-lattice L is even B-polarized if and only if Ly = (L)t Lo; if this is
the case, then L = u(L)"'L. In particular, if (V,Q) is F-split, then any mazimal lattice

1s even [-polarized.
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We have
(2.3) LCcu(L)L, Le€&y.
Indeed, if u(L) = p™O, then for any v,u € L,
Blo,u) = Qv +u) = Qv) — Qu) € u(L) = p™O

because Q(u+v), Q(u), Q(v) all belong to w(L); hence, f(p~™L, L) C O, which is equiv-
alent to p~™L C L,ie., L C u(L) L.

Lemma 2.8. Any even [-polarized lattice L € £y is a maximal lattice and L= (L)L,

Proof. Suppose L is even (-polarized, so that L = cL and Q(v) € ¢ 'O (Vv € L); note
that the latter condition is equivalent to u(L)c C O. These conditions, combined with
[2-3), yields L € p(L)cL € OL = L. Thus, L = p(L)cL. This implies pu(L)c = O, or
equivalently L= wu(L)"'L. Tt remains to show that L is a maximal lattice. Let L C M
and p(L) = p(M). then

MCL=puL)'L=pM)"LcCuM) M.

Hence p(M )]\/4\ C M, which combined with (2.3) applied to M implies M = pu(M )]\/4\ .
Then, all the inclusions above become equalities; in particular L = M, or equivalently
L=M. O

Lemma 2.9. Suppose { > 1. Let a € Z, and ¢;,0; (1 < j < {) be a set of fractional
O-ideals in F such that djc; = p*O (1 < j < {). For any Witt decomposition (2.1)), set
Léa) ={w e W | Qw) € p*O}; then, the O-lattice L := Z§:1<ijj +0,v5) + L(()a) is a
mazimal p*O-integral lattice.

Proof. Indeed, (L) = p®O is easy to confirm due to ¢ > 1. Then, by Lemma , we can
find a maximal p®O-integral lattice M containing L. As such, it has a Witt decomposition
M = Z§:1(Ouj +p* T Out) + My with (uj, u;) = B(uf, uf) = 0, fu;, u}) = d;; and My is
an O-lattice in the orthogonal U := (Z§:1 Fuj + Fuj)* given as My = {u € U | Q(u) €
p*O}. Set T := Zﬁ:l Fov; and T* := Z§:1 Fvs, and S = Zﬁ:l Fu;, S* = Z§:1 Fu}.
Define a bijective F-endomorphism g : T'® 1™ — S @ S* by g(v;) = pYvj, g(vj) =
puj (j € [1,€]), where v; := ord,¢;; then it preserves the bilinear form j3, so that it can
be extended to an isometry g : V' — V by Witt’s extension theorem. Note that u(g) = 1.
Since W = (T @ T*)* and U = (S @ S*)*, we have g(W) = U and g(L(()a)) = M,. Noting
¢;0; = p*0, we get g(L) = M. Since M is maximal, so is its isometric image L = g~ ' (M).
Thus, L = M. ]
Let

G = {g € GLp(V) | (3ulg) € F*)(Vv € V)(Q(g(v)) = u(g) Q(v))} = GO(V. Q)

be the orthogonal similitude group of ). The character of similitude u : G — F*is
related to the determinant by the relation

(2.4) (det g)* = p(g)", g€G.

Let G be the identity connected component of G with respect to the Zariski topology;
G = G if n is odd and G coincides with the locus det(g) = pu(g)™? if n is even. Given a
Witt decomposition ((2.1)), we write G for the orthogonal similitude group of (W, Q|w)

and Gy the identity connected component of Gg and for g : Go — F* the character of
10



similitude. The group G acts on the set £y by G x £y 3 (¢9,L) — gL € £y. For any
L e £y and g € (G, we easily have

ugL) = u(g) (L), (9L) = p(g)~" gL.
By using this, it is easy to show that the set of maximal lattices, say £5**, and the set

of even [-polarized lattices, say Pl are preserved by the action of G. Given a Witt
decomposition (2.1), we define elements of G as follows. For any (t,...,t,) € (F>)",
A € F* and gy € Gy such that ug(go) = A, define an F-endomorphism [¢y, ..., ts; go, A of
V by

(I tjUj (1 gj < Ag),
(2:5) [ty ot g N s Q0 M (1< < 0),
(w e

Uj — go(w), W).

Then, [t1,...,t590,\ € G and p([t1, ..., 1590, A])) = po(go) = A\ When ny = 0, ie.,
W = (0), we define [tq,...,t; A for any t1,...,t,, A € F* and suppress go.) We now
recall a result due to Satake [20, (E») §9].

1
w

Lemma 2.10. Let L and M be mazimal lattices with o = ordyu(L) and f = ord,u(M).
Then we can find a Witt decomposition (2.2) of L in such a way that

(2.6) M =

M-

(p Ow; ~|—p’8_”01};) + M,
1

J

with My = {w € W | Q(w) € p’O} and a set of integers v; (j € [1,4] such that v, >
Lz i(B-a).

Lemma 2.11. Let L, M € £5*; then, there exists g € G such that M = g(L) if and
only if p(M)pu(L)™ = u(9)O (3g € G).

Proof. If M = g(L) with g € G, then u(M) = p(g)u(L), so that u(M)u(L)™' = u(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 pu(M)u(L)™" = 1u(g)O for some g €

G. We have u(gL) = p(g)u(L) = p(M). Hence, to complete the proof, we may suppose
u(L) = p(M) and find h € G such that M = h(L). Define h := [p™,... p"; Idw,1].

Then, h € G and det h = 1, and, by (2.2), (2.6) and (2.5, we have M = h(L). O
Define f € Z by
(2.7) fZ = ord,u(G).

By Lemma [2.11}, G acts on £ transitively if f = 1.

Choose a Witt decomposition (2.1); If W = (0), set (F*)g = F*, otherwise, define
(F*)g to be the image of the similitude character uy of Gy := GO(W)?, which is a
subgroup of F* independent of the choice of ([2.1).

Lemma 2.12. We have ord,u(G) = ord,(F*)g. Moreover, (F*)g = F* if np = 0,4,
(F¥)o = (F)? if ng =1 and (F*)g = Ng/p(E*) for some quadratic field extension E
of Fifng=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

ng > 0; due to p([ts,...,te;h,A]) = po(h), we have pu(P) = puo(Go) = (F*)g. Since
11



w(U) € O, we have ord,u(G) = ord,u(P) = ord,(F'*)qy. Suppose ng = 0, then due to
w([te, ... te; Al = A, we have u(P) = F*. Hence u(G) = u(P)u(U) = F*.

We use Lemma to describe Gy and pg. If n =1, then Gy = F* and the similitude
norm of x € F* is 2®. Hence pu(G) = (F*)?. If n = 2, then Gy = GO(E,uNg/p)? =
E* and the similitude of & € E* is Ng/p(a). The norm-image Ng/p(E*) contains a
prime element of F' if and only if F/Q is a ramified extension. If n = 4, then Gy =
GO(D,uNp)? = (D* x D*)/Z with Z := {(z,27') | = € F*} with the action (a,3) €
(D* x D*)/Z on x € D being (o, 8)z = azB~'; the similitude norm of (a, 8) € (D* x
D*)/Z is Np(af). Hence po(Go) = F*. If n = 3, then G| is isomorphic to the stabilizer
of GO(D,uNp)® of the vector 1 € D, i.e, Gy is the diagonal of (D* x D*)/Z, and the
similitude of g = (o, ) € Gy is po(g) = (Np(a))?; thus, ue(Go) = (F*)?. O

2.2. The local index series. Fix L € £ once and for all. The stabilizer of L in G,
U:={geG|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

(2.8) g (™) ={A e L [AC L, p(A) =p™u(L)}.
Define a formal power series

COL(T) =Y (#em (™) 1™ (e Z[[T))

m=0

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

Proposition 2.13. Let dg denote the Haar measure on G such that fU dg = 1. Define
Gt:={geG|gLCL}.
Then,

| detalds = G, Re(s) >0

as an integral and a series are absolutely convergent for sufficiently large Re(s).
Proof. For m > 0, set
Xp(m):={g€G|gL CL, p(g)O =p™0}.

If g € G, then p(g)u(L) = p(gL) C wp(L), which implies that p(g) € O so that
w(g)O = p/™O with fm = ord,u(g) = 0. Hence, we have the disjoint decomposition

Gt =] | Xi(m).

m=0

For g € X1 (m) we have | det g|, = |u(g)|s’® = p~/™/2 by ([2.4)). This allows us to write
the integral as the sum
o

Z/ dg > pfsfmn/Q.
m=0 " XL(m)
12



The group U acts on the set X (m) by the right-multiplication. By Lemma|2.11] we have
a bijection X (m)/U 3 gU — g(L) € £55*(p/™). Since vol(U) = 1 and since Xy (m) is
bi-U-invariant, we have

/X o= #U\Xm) = $(Xelm) /) = 427707,

In this way, we get the equality

o0

| detalydg = Sy i

m=0

at least formally. The absolute convergence of the series Y oo_ #(Xp(m)/U) p~*/™"/2 for
large Re(s) results from the explicit formula of #(X;(m)/U) = #(U\X(m)) given in
[T6, Proposition 1]. O

Corollary 2.14. Let A € £5%(p'™). Then, [L : A] = p/™/2. We have
Chalp ™) = 3 (LA
Aegp™©

where £57° = {A € £3% | A € L, ord,(u(A)u(L)™) € fZ}.
Proof. We may set A = gL with ¢ € G*. Then,

[A: L) = [detgl,* = |u(g)"?],t = P72t = p™"/2
as desired. 0

Due to the bijection X, (p™)/U = £5%(p/™) and the equality #(U\X1(m)) = #(X.(m)/U)

in the proof of Proposition|2.13, we have the expression Cg?)L (T) =0 o #(U\Xp(p™)T™,

which is exactly the index function series in [16, Definition 1]. Let us recall a result by

Hina-Sugano ([I6]), which concerns an explicit description of the index function series;
-1

in that paper, the case ¢ = 0 is handled separately by saying that Cé?,):(T) =(1-T)
([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 ng = n — 20 and A := ing — 1. Then, we have

that
;

=l gy 0
Par(T) = [J(1 = 0™ 7)"T) x ¢EL(T)
r=0

s a polynomial in T with constant term 1 and of degree no greater than ¢ — 1.

2.3. The numerator of the index function series: the case f = 1. A description
of the numerator of the rational function C/(BO)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,...,t; be a set of independent variables, where ¢(> 1) is the Witt index of ). Define

o=ty (re[1,0-1))

and set
i
q(ts, ..., te) = H(l —z), Pl,...,t):= Z () sz H (1 —2),
i=0 IC[1,0—1] el e[l -I
t1,...,1
£(ty, ... t) = Pty 1) 0,
q(tla . 7t2)
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where, for any subset I C [1,...,¢ — 1], ¢)(q) is a polynomial in a variable ¢ defined as

with ¢;(q) == [ [(¢/ = 1)

Jj=1

ve(q)
Pir—io <q> ER 2 M (q)

90(1)@ =

with [ = (i3 < -+ < i), ip := 0,441 := £. 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
Con(T) = (L=T) (", p* 2 p ),
To make the formula of Cg?)L(T ) more explicit, we introduce the following :

Definition 2.17. For { € Zs, € € {+1,—1} and K C [1,{ — 1], set

(2.9) wek(q) == > (=)**Dop(q) (€ Q)
(2.10) af) (1) ==Y (152 + 1452) (e Zs),
(2.11) b(K):=> ((—1-i) (€ ZLs).

Note that wg(g) = 1 and age)(@) = by(0) = 0; K = () is the only possible choice of K
for £ = 0,1. We have

(2.12) al"™(K) = ag—”(K) — b(K) — #(K).
Lemma 2.18. Suppose f =1. Set A:=22 — 1. Then, we have
¢
(1 . T)q(pA+é, - _pA+2’pA+1T) _ H(l _ (}U )TT)
r=0

and
(2.13)

1y gD

Py p(T) =p(p*, . .p" 2 p" ) = Y wc(ph)pte AR (pAT)#E),
KC[1.4-1]

Proof. A direct computation. O

Definition 2.19. For any subset K C [1,{—1], set K" :=[1,{ — 1] — K.. Let ZTx denote
the set of maximal intervals I of Z such that I C K. Set

K)m ST HE D s~ #IGH =1

2
IEIK IEIK
and F(k — o)
O(K) = —°
pE(K) =Y 5+ N(K).
keK

Note that > ;.7 #(I) = #(K). Write K = {k; < --- < k,.} and set ko = 0,k 1 =
l; let aq,...,a. denote the length of maximal segments consisting of 1’s in the tuple

(ki1 — k,)'Z1. Then, Ny(K) = r + > i1 M (¢f . [23, Theorem 5.3(2)]). We have
the relation:
(2.14) HO(K) = N(K) — 0 (K) + #(K) 52
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Moreover, we have a bound

(2.15) NK) <" U Kcl1,0—1]

P
by using the inequality i(i;rl) + j(jgrl) < (Hj)(’;rjﬂ) for any 4,7 € Zo.
We have the following property of the rational functions wy x(q) (K C [1,¢ — 1]):

Lemma 2.20. Let K C [1,(—1]. If K =0, then wyi(q) = 1. If K # 0, then wy k(q) is
a monic polynomial in q such that wy g (q) = ¢V + O(gNF+1),

Proof. Recall that the g-analogue of the integer k € Z-( is defined to be [k], := q:_—_ll =

1+q+---+ ¢"* !, which recovers k in the limit ¢ — 1. For n € Z, the ¢-factorial
k
is defined as [n],! = [[r_, = = [[}_,[k],- With this standard notation, we have

=0 j=1
vi(q) = (¢ —1)[4],!, and for any subset [ = {i; < --- <i,} C [1,£—1],
4], ( 1 > o .
= = . , , ], withiz=0and i,,q1 := /.
e (q) HZ; iy — 6 1]q! i =0y ir — 2 0 +1

This is the g-multinomial coefficient, which is known to be a polynomial in q. For K C
[1,¢ — 1], we have the expression

(2.16) wer(g) = (D) Y (_1)T(¢1—z‘0 f ) ’

cey g — 0
I={i1<-<iy}CK il o

which shows that wy x(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 wy x(q)) to study a variant of the sublattice-number- counting zeta functions
on Z‘. The last claim on the minimal degree term of wy(q) is due to [23, Theorem
5.3(2)]. g

This is an appropriate moment to introduce the following:

Definition 2.21. Let T, uw and q be independent variables. For { € Zsy and € €
{+1, -1}, define

€ —al® _
217 PP = Y wul@q T ¢ Qlg.q T).
KC[1.4-1]
(218)  PleuwT)= Y wuxlg)g™™ O THO ¢ Qlg, g, u]T).
KC[1,0-1]

Note that Ps 1 (T) = Pi(p~t, p*, pAT), and
P, T) = Pi(q,1.T), P™(q,T) = Pi(q.q,47)

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

Pi(p-! 0 ”—0—1T
C(BO,)L(T> - E(E[) ,p : r(’npf'rzfl) )7
H’I":O(l - p 2

T)
which shows that C(B(?)L(T) initially defined relying on a maximal lattice L C V actually
depends only on the isometry class of the quadratic space (V, Q) over F.

(2.19)

Examples We give a list of af)(K), wek(q) (K C [1,£ —1]) for ¢ = 2,3,4 for later
reference:
15



K 0|{1}

oS V) o] 2

(2.20) by (K) 0| O
) ol 1

war(q) | 1] ¢

. (1=3)

K 0 {1}y | {2} [{L2}

S V(K)[[o] 5 3 8

(2.21) b(K) [0] 1 0 1
ST o] 3 2 5

wsk(q) [1]a+¢*a+d®] &

. (1=1)

(2.22)

K 1] {1} {2} {3} {1,2} {1,3} {2,3} {1,2,3}
oS V() || o 9 7 4 16 13 11 20
ba(K) || O 2 1 0 3 2 1 3
oK) || o 6 5 2 11 9 8 14
wi(q [1]a++P | a+2¢+E+ e+ +8 [P+ +d5 [P+ d+2¢7+P [P+ + 8 q°

2.4. The properties of Pé(a)(q, T). In these examples, we observe the symmetry:
(2.23) o) (K) + o) (K') = Le(0 — 1) (0 + 152),

£(e=1)

(2.24) w&K(q_l) X g 2

for all K C [1,¢ — 1] and its complement K’ := [1,¢ — 1] — K. This is true in general.
For the proof we need the following notation.

= we,K'(Q)

Definition 2.22. For { € Z~q, let Sy denote the symmetric group of € letters {1,...,(}.
Forme Sy. Let

D(m):={ie[1,0|n()>n(i+1)},
inv(r) == #{(6,7) € 1,4 | i < j, 7(i) > 7(j)}.
Proposition 2.23. The relations (2.23)) and (2.24) hold for all ¢ > 2 and for all K C

(1,6 —1].
Proof. The first formula (2.23)) is elementary. Indeed,
-1
€ i(i—e L(l—e —3e
al (K) + S (00— 1) x A = g 1) (04 152
i=1

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

(2.25) we,r(q) = Z g™,
TESy
D(m)=K
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Let 7 € S; be the element defined by 7(i) = ¢ —i+ 1 (i € [1,¢]). Then, i < j if and only
if 7(i) > 7(4), so that D(r o) = [1,¢] — D(w) and inv(r o) = (4) —inv(m). By this,

2
We, K (q) = Z qinv(w) — Z qil’lV(TOﬂ')
D(m)=K"'

2)—inv(ﬂ') — q(g) wg,K(qil)

|
L)
—~

as desired. 0

Corollary 2.24. The polynomial wy (q) is a monic polynomial of degree WTH) —N(K').

Proof. This follows immediately from the last claim of Lemma [2.20] and ([2.24]). 0

Concerning the numbers af)(K ) and N(K) (Definitions and , we need a

lemma:

Lemma 2.25. For d € [1,0 — 1], the minimum value mf) = min{p®(K) | K C
(1,0 — 1], #(K) = d} is attained only at K = [1,d], and

m$) =Ld(d+1) (d+52), de[l,0-1]

Proof. We give a proof only for ¢ = —1 setting u(K) = uV(K); the case ¢ = +1 is
almost the same. Let K C [1,/ — 1] with #K = d. Let I,..., I; denote the enumeration
of Ty such that I, < I, for x < y; then p(K) := (#11,...,#1,) is a partition of d. For
any partition a = (ay,...a,) of d, set (a) denote the set of K C [1,¢ — 1] such that
p(K) = a. Let p, denote the minimal of p(K) (K € K(a)). Then, myq = {u(K) | K C
[1,¢ —1],#(K) = d} is the minimum of y, for all partitions a of d. When K moves over

the set K(a), the number N(K) = >77_, %ﬁl) is constant; for such K, the number

so(K) == > iek k(k;l) gets minimal when r intervals I; € Zg (j € [1,7], a; = #(I;))
should be placed as left as possible in such a way that they are not neighboring each

other. The choice is
L=[1al], Li=[A_+5A+7j-12<j<r).

with A; := ZLI a;. Note that A, = d. Let K, be the union of these intervals. Then,
since [1I,d+71] — K ={A;+j|J € [1,7]}, we have

d+r p ‘ ] ‘ .
sl = SO MERD 5~ (A +J)(z;1g +j+1)
k=1 j=1
-3 ~ (A DA+ 1)

(d+r)(d+r+1)Q2d+2r+1) =)

J=1

6 2

Hence

1 1
(2.26) p? =piq — 6(d+r)(cl+ r+1)(2d+2r +1) + 5(al+r)(d+r +1)

r T

_(d4r)(d+r+1) +Zaj(aj+1) _Z(Aj+j)(Aj+j+1)

2 ‘ 2 : 2
Jj=1 J=1
T r—1 . .
N lag 1) (A4 +J)(A+j - 1) L
- le . ]Zl{ ; +(45+) }
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T -1
_ N %le 1) (4, +])(A +Jj-
Sl 22 S
=2 7j=2
r—1 r—1 . .
aj(a; +1) a.(a, —1) (Aj + ) A<+]—1) r(r—1)
2.7 =y Y - ’ d d.
(2.27) ot X ; M
Jj=2 j=2
It remains to minimize p, when a = (ay, ..., a,) moves over all partitions of d, i.e.,

,
al,...,aTEZ>0,r>1,Zaj:d.
=1

For a fixed r € [1,d], let m(d,r) denote the minimum of y, as a moves over partitions
of d by r numbers. The formula in shows that p# is a sum of the quadratic
polynomial %ar (a, — 1) added by some quantlty that does not depended on a,. Hence, to

o« . . . . o —1 .« . .
minimize pq, we need to choose a, = 1 minimizing arler—) Then, the remaining variables

(ay,...,a,_1) should satisfy Z;;} aj = d — 1, or equivalently A, 1 = d — 1. Then, by
, /‘?Zl,...,arfl,l) equals the quadratic polynomial '”‘1(‘12;‘1” added by a quantity that
is independent of a,_;. Hence to minimize i, 4, 1), We need to choose a,_; = 1
minimizing w By repeating the same argument, we obtain the unique choice
a; =1(2<j<r), a; =d—r that minimize p, for partitions a of d by r numbers. Hence
Aj=d—r+3j—2(1<j<r)and m(d,r) = tya—rt1,1,1,.,1), which equals

%(d+7“)(d+7’+1)(2d+27"+1)—l(d+r)(d—i—7“+1)

7“—2 Z (d—r+2j—1) d r+2j—2) + r(r;l) +d.

This simplifies to a degree 3 polynomlal
Fir)y=r"+ %"+ 2d - 3)r+ id® + d* + ¥d -

Since F'(r) = 3r* +dr + 2d — 3 > 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 m,4 =
m(d, 1). O
Theorem 2.26. Let ¢ > 2. We have the following properties OfPZ(E)(q, T) (e € {+1,—1}).

(i) -
PO = Y wele) [[(a™7 7).

KcC[1,6-1] JjEK

(i1) The functional equation
_ _ 1 1— 35 £(£—1)
Pﬁ(a)(q LT =T D= Pe(e)(%] ).

(iii) The coefficients of P,Z(E)(q, T) viewed as a polynomial in T are identified as follows.
¢

(2.28) Pq,T) =1+ CEla T with C)(q) =Y b5)0) &,
d=1 JEZ
where
(220) () = #{7? €8 | #D(r) =d, j = 12+ Z 1e=e)  iny 71')}
VED
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(i1i) For d € [1,0 — 1], set

(2.30)

V0, d) = d{ £u+ (d+1)(d_4)}, 550, d)_d{ €u+6(d+1)(d—1)},
(2.31)

Py :—d{—@+l(d+1)(d+5)}, j<+1>=d{—@+1(d+1)(d+z)}.

The support of the function j +— bg d( ) is contained in the interval [j2 © (0, d), jy (E, d)]
of Zi<g, so that Cz,d( ~1YY is a polynomial in q with non negative integer coeﬁiczents
bg;(j) of degree —jf) (¢, d) without terms of degree less than —jf) (¢,d). We have
bGY (€ d) = b (6 d) = 1
Proof The formula in (i) is immediate from The functional equation follows from
and Proposition - We have the equahty ) with

a(e)

CEl) =Y wer(q)g™ ",
KC[1,6-1]
()=

which is surely an element of Z[q, ¢~']. By (2.25)), we see that the coefficient of ¢’ is given

by (2.29)). By Lemma [2.20] and Corollary [2.24] w&K(q)q_“Ee)(K) is a sum of monomials ¢’
with 7 € Z such that

(2.32) N(K) —al (K) <j < —N(K') + 2 — o{9(K).

Let j f (¢,d) (resp. 45 (6 d)) denote the maximum (resp. minimum) of the function K
—N(K')+ 420 al? (K) (resp. j — N(K) — a\(K)) defined for subset K C [1,£— 1]
with #(K) = d Moreover, by Lemma , the coefficients of ¢7+(“% is the number of

C [1,¢ — 1] with #(K) = d that attains the value i (¢,d). We first examine j (¢, d).
By (2.23)), we have —N(K’)—aéa)(K) = —N(K')—ka;)(K’) E(é 1)(¢+ 5%). Hence
we need to minimize N(K”) —ags)(K’) which equals p&)(K") — e D (g —1—d) by (.14 ([2-14).
By Lemma [2.25 we get

Jo e d) = mﬁd+“@w waiw—nw+%®+%#,
which is simplified as in after a computa’mon and the ] (€ d) is attained only
when K’ = [1,¢ — d]. Hence, the coefficient of q3+ (d) i 1, ie., bg’d(j_;'_ (¢,d)) = 1.
The value (¢, d) is identifies as
JE(d) = m) — 452
due to , and by Lemma [2 - the value is attained only at K = [1,d]. Thus, the
coefficient of qj(—s) 9 is 1, ie. bM( 89(5 d)) = O

To get Theorem [I.§| from this theorem, we only have to make the following definition:
Definition 2.27.
WX, T) = FO(X 1), Iwuufwzaa*mfx

af) = —d i, d), ) = —d 1O, ).
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Let us confirm formula (1.9)). From Theorem- ) and [23, Theorem 3.1], the equality
W (p,p7) = f(s1,... ,sH) holds when

vv—e) _ Hte) Zsy—y —v), velld.

This linear system has the unique solution s; = z— w =(—j+5=(j €[2,4).

2.5. The numerator of the index function series: the case f = 2. Let V', § and
@ be as before. In this subsection, we suppose that the Witt index of (V,Q) is ¢ > 1.
Recall that G is the connected component of the orthogonal similitude group of ) and
1 G — F* the character of similitude. Our natural target of study is the generating
series

(2.33) Gpu(s)i= > [L:A]™*, seC

Aegny

with €57 = {A € £§* | A C L}. As we saw in Corollary [2.14, (3 1(s) = C(O) (p~7s/?) if

f= [Z : ordpu(G)] = 1. If f = 2, the local index-function series CEO)L( ) 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 A in

W= (A € 22% | ord, (u(A)pu(L) ) =1 (mod 2)},

we introduce a power series

Z# s ()T (€ Z([T])

with notation as in . At this point we need a lemma to create a link between the
group index [L : A] and the ratio of the norms pu(A)/u(L) for A € Sgtix’(l). Hence we
need an additional definition. Take a Witt decomposition of L with Ly = {w e W |
Q(w) € u(L)}; then | L([)H] ={w e W | Qw) € pu(L)} is a sub O-lattice of Ly and
Lo/ Lgﬂ] naturally becomes an O/pO = F,-module. Set 0 := dimg, (Lo/ L([)H]), which is
independent of the choice of a Witt decomposition ({2.2]).

Lemma 2.28. For M € £7°", we have [L : M] = |u(M)/u(L)|,"?. For M € £}7°0,
we have

L M]= p‘B|M(J\4)/M(L)I;”/2 with B := =0 + 4.

Proof. The case M € £max ) is treated in the proof of Lemma 2.14] Let M € Sglf’(l). Set
a = ord,u(L) and g = ordp,u(]\/[ ). Then we can take so that M is decomposed as in
simultaneously; note that 8 —a > ~; > 0 due to M C L and ord,(u(M)p(L)™) =1
(mod 2). Set L := Zﬁzl(prjOUj -I—prﬁaOv}‘) + L%H] with 7;,7; > 0,7; + 7% = 1. Then,
Ly € £5% and pu(Ly) = pu(L) by Lemma (here we need ¢ > 1); we also have
M C Ly. Moreover, L/L; is isomorphic to a direct sum of ¢ copies of O/pO = F,
and LO/LEH] > F9, we have [L : Li] = p"*?. Since ord,u(M)/u(Ly) is even, we have
[Ly: M| = |pu(M)/p(Ly)|p >"/?. Then, we have the desired formula by using the relations

w(Ly) =pu(L), [L: M]=[L: Ly][Ly : M] and n = 2¢ + ny. O
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By using this lemma, we easily have an identity of formal series:

(2.34) Con(s) = ng}(p—ns) 4 C(ﬁl,)L (p7) p= /2B,

To state our final formula exactly, we need some additional notation. For a power
series F(T) =Y _, a,,T™ € R[[T]] with coefficients in a commutative ring R, define its

m
even part and the odd part as

Feven(T) — Z angZW, FOdd<T) — Z a2m+1T2m+1.
m=0

m=0

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

Definition 2.29. For any ¢ € Z~o and for any subset J C [0, — 1], define an element
U ;(X,u;T) € R[T] as

(235) us(X,u,T) = D XD Sy g (X0 (X e #00)2,
IpCJN[1,6—-1]
Lic[16-1]-J

where wy i (q) is an in ([2.16), aﬁfl)(K) as in (2.10), and by(K) as in (2.11)).

Let L be a maximal a-integral lattice in (V,Q) with the Witt decomposition ({2.2)).
Recall Ly = {w € W | Q(w) € u(L)}; we set L([;r” ={w e W | Qw) € pu(L)}.
Let Ry € u(L)Mat,,,(O) be a matrix representing the quadratic form Q| with respect
to an O-basis of Ly. Let a denote ord,u(L) (mod 2)E| For convenience we include a
classification list of (Ry, v) together with ng = dim W, 0 := dimg, LO/LEFH, A:=ny/2—1
and B := —0 + ny/2 below, which is a part of [16, Table 1 (Pg.148)] with f = 2 (see

Lemma E| :

(Ro,Oé) U 0 A B

(25,077, (2ps, 1) 11|12 -1/2

(25, 1), (2ps,0) 10 =1/2] 1/2

(2.36) (5,00, (952, 1) 2121 0 | -1
(SQ,_].),(pSQ,O) 210 0 1

(295 ® 55,0, 2% @ pSo, 1) [ 3 [ 2] 172 | =1/2

(25 @ pSs,0), (2ps ®p?Sa, 1) || 3 | 1] 1/2 | 1/2

Here, S5 is a symmetric matrix of the form

Sy = [2;22 b } (ag,co € O™, by € O, F(y/—det Sy) is an unramified field extension of F),

2c2

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

(2.37)  Upp(X,u,T):= > XPU (X0, T)T#Y (e € {even,0dd})
JC[0,6—1]
#(J)=e (mod 2)
with € = 0 if @ = even and € = 1 if @ = odd and, for J = {j; <--- < j,} C[0,€ — 1], set
¢

(2.39) () =S~ — D).

v=1

*(Lo) equals (L) or pu(L).
two 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, ¢]. Moreover, depending on 3 parameters (¢, A, B), we define

(2.39) WO (X, T) = U™ (X, XA, XAT) + UgS(X, XA, XAT) T,
(2.40) Wil 5 (X, T) = Ug<n(X, X4, XAT) T + U, (X, X4, XAT),
and, withn =2({ + A+ 1) we deﬁne

(2.41) WSRO Y) = WO (X, Y™ + W (X, Y)Y =28

and call it the total ASH polynomial.
The variable s will be related to the indeterminates 7" and Y by Y = p~%/2 and
T =Y" =p /2. The following theorem gives us an explicit formula of CL(s).

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

(242) Con(1?) = [L( =3 Wil (. 7).
r=0
(2.43) ¢ T = H PP S ) (p, 7).
Moreover,
¢
r=0

Proposition 2.31. The total ASH polynomial belongs to Z[X,Y| with positive coeffi-
cients, with constant term 1 and with 20n as its degree in Y. We have the functional
equation

Ueven(X—l’ U_l, T—l) _ X_%K(ZQ_l)_(B—i_l)KU_(E_l)QTl_QEUO%d(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 € ;Z m as a parameter. Then, the value at B =0
recovers Wy(X,u,T) (in Definition as
¢
(245)  WER(X,Y)|p=o = [J(1+ X~
r=0

Actually, B = —0 + %} is defined mcludmg the case f = 1 and B=0 happens if and
only if f =1 by [16, Table 1]. Then, means that | reduces to 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 Cg)L(T) is not treated in [10]; 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 p(L) = p®O treating the new case.
Fixing the Witt decomposition , define

14

r(r41) | £(4+1)
TRt

XA(@—T—I)yn) Wf(X, XA, XAYn>.

(2.46) LHY =3 " (0v; + p+ov)) + Ly,

j=1
where L[Jr i ={w e W | Q(w) € p**0O}. Since £ > 1, by Lemma we have that L]
is a max1mal p*T1O-integral lattice contained in L. Fix an O-basis {wy, ..., wy,,} of Lo,

and set Ry = (B(w;,w;));; € Mat,, (F). Then, for any t € Z, L(()t) = {z € Mat, 1 (F) |
22



$'ZRyZ € p'O} is an O-lattice in F™ := Mat,,1(F) = W. For example, Ly = LY and
L([)H] = L(()O‘H). By the basis {v1,...,vp, w1, ..., Wy, v5,...,v;} of V| we represent any
F-endomorphism ¢ of V' by an n x n-matrix. Let P be the minimal parabolic subgroup
of G consisting of all ¢ € G whose matrix is of the form

po(h)IC~Y —{(thRyZC-Y) Y
h Z
0 C

oon(Y,Z) =

0
0
with h € Gy, C € GL,(F), Y € Mat,(F') and Z € Mat,,, ,(F') such that
Y COC+'CY +'ZRyZ = 0.
Note that u(pcn(Y,Z)) = po(h). Define
U={geGlg(L)=L}, U :={geq|gL)=LM}

Since L and LI are maximal, we have Iwasawa decompositions G = PU = PU’ (for
a proof see [20, §9, Pg.52]). By Lemma [2.11] the group G acts transitively on the set
of A € £5* with ord,(u(A)u(L)~") = 1 (mod 2), which in turn implies that the left

U’-cosets contained in
X, (m):={g € G| gL'y C L, ord,u(g) = 2m}, m € Z

is in a bijective correspondence with Egaf‘(me“) (see (2.8))) by the map g — g(L[“]).
Thus, in the same way as in the proof of Lemma [2.13] we have []

<Oy =3 #(X)(m) /U T

The group U'NP acts on the set X} (m)N P by the right-multiplication so that the natural
map X7 (m)NP — X (m)/U" induces an injection X (m)NP/U'NP — X (m)/U’, which
is surjective due to the Iwasawa decomposition G = PU’. Define a group homomorphism

pp P — GL(F) x Gy by pp(ecn(Y,Z)) = (C,h). For C € GL/(F) and h € G, define
F'(C,h) := pp'(C,h)n{g € P | g(LM) C L},

Let Np be the unipotent radical of P, which coincides with the fibre uz' (14, 1,,). The
group Np N U’ acts on the set F'(C,h) by the right-multiplication. Let F'(C,h) denote
the quotient set F'(C,h)/NpNU’. Fix an element w € Gy such that pg(w) € p?O*. For
r=(ry,...,7m) € Z* with r; < ... <y, let

R(r) .= GL,(O)diag(p™,...,p"")GL,(O), R(r) := R(r)/GL,(0).

Lemma 2.33. The set F'(C, h) is non-empty if and only if po(h) € O—{0} and C € R(r)
with =1 < 1 < ... < 1y < ordppg(h), in which case F'(C,h) coincides with the set of
points pon(Y, Z) such that

(2.47) Y €p * "Mat (0), Z=(z,...,2) € (LS2)#,
(2.48) 'RoZC~" € (LE)®,  'YC +'CY = —'ZR,Z.
4The set X} (m) is stable by the left translations by U; note that #(X} (m)/U’) may differ from

#(U\X].(m)), where as #(X(m)/U) = #(U\XL(m)) in the case of Cg))L(T)
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When C = diag(p™,...,p"™), these conditions are replaced with
¢
(2.49) Y ep™Mat((0), Z=(x,...,2) e @@L,
i=1

YC+'CY = -"ZRyZ.
We have the equality Np NU' = F'(14,1,,).

Proof. Due to (2.2)) and (2.46)), the condition ¢¢ (Y, Z)(LIFY) € L is equivalent to the
following:

(2.50) po(h)'C~' € Mat,(0),
(2.51) ‘hRyZC ™ € (L{M)®,
(2.52) h(L Y ¢ L,
(2.53) p* ™Y € Mat,(0),
(2.54) p*Z € (L)),
(2.55) p* T C € p*Mat,(O).

By and (2.55)), we have pg(h) € p~'O, which is equivalent to po(h) € O due to
f = 2. Then these two conditions are equivalent to C' € R(r) with —1 <7 <... <71y <
ordypig(h). Set 2m := ordyjuo(h). Then, Since h(L{*™) = L™ condition
is equivalent to L(@+1+2m) L(()O‘), which is implied by 2m > 0. Since ptL(® = [(e+2)
condition is written as Z € (Léfa*z))é@. Suppose C' = diag(p™,...,p™); then
taking the (i,7)-entry of the second equation in yields 1'z;Roz; = —p"iy;;, whose
right-hand side is in p" x p~* 1O due to (2.53). Hence z € Lé”ia*l) for all 7. Since
r; =1 > —1 as shown above, we have L("i—=1) < L(=*=2) Hence the second condition

in (2.47) is implied. We have
thRoZip_n' — Ho(h)Roh_lzip_” c Ro(me_rih_l(L(()Ti_a_l)))'

Moreover, p?m-T1p= 1 (LY o7Yy = plim=2rim2mirizanl) _ plm=riza=) "which is contained
in Léﬁa*l) due to 2m — r; > 0. Since L(()O‘H) is defined to be the set of z € F™ such that
12Ryz € p*H10, we have Ry € p*t'Mat,,(O), which implies Ro(L{ ") < LY
LY. Thus, the first condition in ([2.48) is implied. O

Lemma 2.34. The set X} (m)NP is a disjoint union of its subsets F'(C, h) for C' € R(r),
h € Go with

1< <~ <rg<2m,  po(h) € PO,
The set X} (m) N P/U'N P is a disjoint union of sets F'(C,@™) with C € R(r), —1 <
<. <1< 2m.

Proof. The group U’ N P is a semi-direct product of U' N Np = F’'(14,1,,) and the group
of points ¢,,(0,0) (u € GL,(O),v € O*). Since F'(C,h) pyu»(0,0) = F'(Cu, hv), the
claim follows from the definition of F'(C, h). O

Lemma 2.35. #F'(u;Cuy, @w™) = #F'(C,@™) for any ui,us € GL,(O).

Proof. (cf. [16, Lemma 2]) We have a bijection from F'(C,h) onto F'(uyCug, h) defined

by g = ©u;,1(0,0)g¢u,1(0,0). Since U' N Np is a normal subgroup of U’ N P, by passing

to the quotients, the bijection yields a bijection F'(C,h) — F'(u;Cus, h). O
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Lemma 2.36. Let m € Zy and C' = diag(p™,...,p") with —1 < r; < ... <7y < 2m.
Then,

F'(C,@™) 3 goam (Y, Z) — Z € 3(r) EBL” 1)

s a surjective map, any of whose fibers has a simply tmnsztzve action by the additive
group
D(r) == {Y = (yij)ij € "' Mate(O) | yii = 0 (i € [1,4]), pysj + 1"y = 0 (i > j)}.
Proof. (c¢f. [16, Lemmas 3, 4]). O
For Z € 3(r), fix Yz € F'(C,w™) such that ¢c om(Yz, Z) € F'(C,w™). Define

l
ri—a—1 2m—a—1
— @,
i=1

Y/'(r) = A{Y = (yij)ij | i = 0,950 € p~°71O/p™™ 72710, iy = —p" "y (i < J)}-
For any r = (r;)i_, € Z*, set

s(ry:={ie[l,{|r=1 (mod2)}, e&(r):=#s(r).
Lemma 2.37. Let m € Z>o and C = diag(p™,...,p") with —1 < r; < ... < 17 <
2m. The points (Yz + Y, Z) with Y € Y'(r),Z € Z'(r) comprise of a complete set of
representatives of the quotient set F'(C,w™). We have

#7/(r) = p B i Cmor)+O-)0)  Ly/(p) = pTicice@nri),

where 0 := dimy, L L Lt

Pmof Consider three neighboring lattices L (t+2) L((]tH) C Lét) (t € Z) in W. Since
pLY = LY the sequence j — 8; = dimg, L 0]) /LYY s 2 periodic. Since [LY -
Le ") = #(Fpe) = po and [Lg” : Ly = pP, we have [L§™ ¢ L] = pro=?, which

implies 011 = ng — 0. From these observations, we have the formula for #(Z’(r)) easily.

The formula for #(Y”(r)) is evident. d
Proposition 2.38. For m € Z>q, we have
#(XL(m)/U") = > e ATEHEEE) 4 (R(r)),

0<r2<...<re<2mt1
where o(r) := Z§:1(€ —Jj+1)r;, o(r) := Z§:1 r; and B' := 0 — %L,
Proof. By Lemmas [2.34] 2.35] and [2.37],
#(XL(m)/U") = #(XL(m) N P/U N P)
= ) #F(Cwm)

CeR(r)
= #(F'(diag(p™, ... p"),@™) x #(R(r)) = #(Z'(r)) x #(Y"(r)) x #(R(r)).

Define T = (7;)5_, as 7 := 2m — re_j11 (j € [1,4]). Then, 0 <7 < ... <7 < 2m+ 1,
and




Having these, by Lemma [2.37] m we get
#(X7,(m)/U") = Z# (Z'(x)) #(Y'(r)) #(R(r)) = > pl 3 T De@HO-FIEE e L (R(r)).
0<F1 <. Ty <2mA1

To complete the proof, it suffices to confirm the equality #( (r)) = #(R(r)). Set
' = (roe—j1); and (2m) := (2m, ..., 2m) so that 7 = (2m)—r'. Then D(¥) = p*™ D(r') =

p?MwoD(r)wy !, where D(r) denotes diag(p™,...,p™) and wy € GL,(O) is the longest
permutation matrix of ¢ letters. Thus R(T) = p*™ R(r'). 0

For any subset I C [1, ¢], define two formal power series C(;) (t,...,ts; T) € Z[t1, ..., t][[T]]
(1=0,1) by

Pl teD=3( 3 R HE) T (=0,
m=0 \<w<2m+z

s(r)=I
(Remark: The same notation is used in [16] for a different object.) Let B := —0 4 % for

L and B := —0' + % for LY be as in the table ([2.36). Note that 9 + &' = ng, so that
B=0-"——B

Proposition 2.39. We have that C(ﬁo,)L(T) and C(BI)L(T) are obtained from

Z pB#(I 1) tlv"'atf;T)7 Z pB,#(I)Cgl)(tlw"vtf;T)

IC[1,f] IC[1,4

respectively, by the specialization t; = p**=11 (j € [1,(]) with A =" — 1.

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

7)]. The formula for C(BI)L(T) is a direct consequence of Proposition [2.38, because the
specialization of ¢}' - -5 at t; = pA**=7*1 turns out to be p(z ~Dow+el), O

The power series
f(ty,. te) = > ety #(R(r) (€ Z[[t,. .. )
0<ri <<y

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

(2.56) f(tl"'l_t‘ 1, tT) Z( > t’{1~~t7#(R(r)))T’"~

m=0 0<r;<...<rys<m

For a power series ¢(t) = g(ti1,...,t) € Z[[T]][[t1,.-.,te]] and a subset I C [1,/], define
g:1(t) € Z[[TN[[ts, ..., tel] as

ar(t):=27" Y (=1)*g(tur,)
IpCI
Ilc[l,é]ff

where t/; = (t},...,t)) with ), = —t; if j € J and ¢} :=¢; if j € J. By [16, Lemma 5], for
a monomial g,(t) :=¢{* ---¢;* with r = (ry,...,7¢) and for any I C [1,/],

_ Jee() (s(r) = 1),
(gr)l<t> - {O (S(I‘) 7£ ])
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From this and (2.56)), we get

sy Moo S S g re) T

which means that C}l)(tl, ..., tg : T*)T is the odd part of this formal series in 7.

Definition 2.40. Fix an integer { € Z~o. For H C [0,{ — 1],K C [1,{ — 1], their
symmetric difference is defined as HAK := (HUK) — (HNK). Let HAK = {j; <
- < ji}; then, define

0H,K) = U Uy + 1, dvs1] - with fi =L
1<v<t
v=1 (mod 2)
Note that 0(H, K) C [1,/].

Lemma 2.41. For any I C [1,/],

-1
£r(ty, ... te1,t,T) X H(l — p2r(f*r) (e ,tZ)QTz)
r=0
= Y wp(ppnETaITACAD T 5, ey (pAT)#EOTHUD
KC[1,6—1]
HC[0,6—1]
and
—1 , 1
H<1 — P (- 1)?T?) = H<1 — pHAH= I
r=0 r=1

when t; = pATItL (5 € [1,4)).

Proof. Recall the notation from (2.3). For i € [0,£ — 1], z; := p“"9t;,---t,. By [16,
Proposition 2],

/-1
f(tn....t)x [[A-20= Y ewe ) ][[= I -2
r=0 IC[1,6—-1] el je[le-1]-1

The product on the right-hand side expands to

Z we,K(Zfl) H Zk-

KC[1.4-1] keK

We also have Hf;é(l +2) = > ncpoe—1 [ new #n- Hence,

ft)xH)(l—zf): Z}w“( thsz

Kc[1,6-1 heH keK
HC[0,6—1]

{]—1y) equals (—1)#ToVI)NG+1.4 5

The monomial z; substituted with ¢ =t} ,; (lo C I, Iy C |1
,£]), then obviously

If G(t) € C[[t1,...,ts]] is even in each variables t; ( [1, /]

)
(FG)i(t) = FI(t)27G(t)7 c [1, 4.



Noting these observations, we get

l
) x [[a-=)=2" > 0" > wexp eronxenonm [ 20 ]] =
r=1

Iyl KC[1,6—1] heH keK
Lc1-1Io HC[0,6—1]

where € 1= (—1)#l(rI)lI€LIERR<T} Ve compute the sum

A([; H, K) = 27€ Z (_1)#(10)510u11,K510U11,H~

IpCI
Ilc[l,é]flo
For any J C [1, /], we have
EJKELH = H E1{n} H ET{k) = H EJ{i} = ELHAK = H(—l)r(j)
heH keK i€HAK jeJ

with r = (r(5));, 7(j) == #(HAK N [1,5 — 1]) for j € [1,¢]. Then, we apply [16, Lemma
5] to have

A(IH,K)=27" § (=D | | (=)D = 67 o
IgCI JjelULL
I1C[l,£]*[0

It is easy to see s(r) = 0(H, K). Hence, A(I; H, K) = 61,51,k Therefore,

It)xﬂ(l—zf): > we(p AT HE) [ 20 [ 2

KcC[1,6-1] heH keK
HcC[0,6-1]
-1
= 5 we,K(p )51,a(H,K) H Zh H Zk-
KC[1,6—1] heH  keK
HC[0,0—1]

To complete the proof it remains to note that the specialization at t; = pAT=+1 (5 €
(1,0 —=1]), te = p*'T of TT,cpr 2 [Lrer 21 equals

o O+ )+ Ao (H)+be (F))+ G+ () () +# ().

Define Py ;(q,u;T) € Zlq, ¢, u][T] as

(2.58) Pr(qwT) = Y Oraumm wer(q Ygo " UO=ai™ (H) be(H) oK) it (H)+#(K)

KC[1,0-1]
HC[0,—1]

Then, by (2.57) and Lemma [2.41],
- T T m 1 + T —
S(X meEe) T = e X Palp ).

m=0 0<r<...<rys<m Hr:O(l -Pp 2 )TT2)

s(r)=I
Note that the denominator includes the factor 1 — 7% = (1 + T)(1 — T'). The left hand
side equals C§0) (ty, ..., tg;T?) + C(Il)(tl, ..., tg; T*)T. By comparing the even and the odd
part, we obtain the following.
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Proposition 2.42. Let t; = pA™=91 (j € [1,{]). Then,

¢
_r=1y,. - even /, — o] -
O, e T =T = pP A2~ < Py (=t p™ pT) + P (=t p? p*T)T},
r=0

r—1

y4
¢Vt THT = [J(1 = p? A= 20r )~ s (P (! p™ pT) + P (! p™ p " T) T}
r=0

In the same way as in Lemma [2.13, we have the integral representation:
Lemma 2.43.
s 1 —ns
[ Idetalydito) = ¢hr™). Re(s) >0
G

where G+ .= {g € G | g(LFY) C L} than G* and i’ the Haar measure on G normalized
by ' (U') = 1.

The measure g is different from p in Lemma With an element ¢, € GL,,(F) such
that LI = §y(L), we have Gt = GT6,' N G.

2.5.2. Proof of Theorem[2.30: step 2. In this step, we make a link between Py (q,u;T)
and %,7(X,w; T) to complete the proof of Theorem and prove Proposition on
the way.

For any H C [0,{—1],set H = [0,/—1]—H. For K C [1,{—1],set K’ := [1,{—1]-K,
so that KT = {0} U K'.

Lemma 2.44. Let H C [0, — 1] and K C [1,{ —1]. Then,
W(HY K') =[1,0 —o(H, K).
Proof. 1t is easy to see that

(HAK)U{0} (0 ¢ H),

HAK' = {(HAK) —{0}  (0€H).

Let j; < --- < j; be the enumeration of elements of HAK. Then, since 0 ¢ K, we have
that 0 € H if and only if j; = 0.

e [0 g ),
Her {{jz,...,jt} e )

Having this observation, the claim follows from Definition [2.40] O

Proposition 2.45. For any I C [1,{], we have the following properties of Py (q,u,T):
(i) The functional equation

1 o 20— 1) ]
Popg-r(gtu, T = ¢3¢ DD ~ED =20 Py (g u, T).

(i) We have

-1
r(r+1)  £(£+1) S
> Po(quT)=[J0+q = 2 u77'T) x Pq,u,T).
Ic[1,0 r=0
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Proof. (i) For H C [0, — 1] and K C [1,¢ — 1], we easily confirm the relation HIAKT =
HAK. By (2.10) and (2.11),

af V(K + ol TV (K = DI (D () 4 D) = SN0 ),

bo(K) + bo(K') = D by (H) + by (HT) = 52
Using these and (2.58]), together with Lemma and on the way, we have
Prg-r(g u™, T

1y a1 o~V (H), —by(H)— C4(H)—
S S rami werc (g ) g T )b )b ) ()= (1)

KC[1,6-1]
HC[0,6—1]

(-1 2 _ Let)) (=) gy (=1 ot
Y Sgeng—ot e (q)g 2 qa DT I ma
KC[1,6—1]
Hc[oe 1]

o 1y G b ()= 3 (6=1) (=2)+be (K) p1=20+#(HT)+#(K)

_ q%K(Z—l)(é—i-l)-&-%Z(é—l—l)—%Z(Z—l)u—(i—I)QTl—%

Z Ora(mt, k) We,k' (q) q_ayl)(K,)_agil)(HT)ubE(HT)”Lb’Z(K/) THHEDHH#K)

KC[1,6-1]
HcC[0,0—1]

Since (H, K) — (H', K') is an involution of the index set, the last sum is Py ;(q,u,T).

(i) By (2.58) and (2.17), the sum >,y  Prr(g;u, T) equals
> wekl(g) g IO —ay V() be(H)+be () ot (H)-+4#(K)

KcC[1,-1]
HC[0,6—1]
3 gk z(H)T#(H)> « ( S wgK(q)q—“§_l)<K>ubZ<K>T#(K>)
HcC[0,0—1] KcC[1,0-1]

/—1
_ H(l + qfalg—l)({h})ube({h})T) X PZ((L , U, T)
h=0

g

Definition 2.46.  (a) set ¢’ := 0. For O # 1 C [1,], let [a,,b,] (1 < v < t) be the
set of maximal intervals of 7 contained in I; then define I’ := {a, — 1,b, | v €
[1,¢]} N[0, ¢ —1].
(b) Set 0F := 0. For ) # H = {hy < --- < by} C [0, — 1], let H* be the union of
intervals [h, + 1, hyy1] with hyyq =€ for 1 <v <t, v=1 (mod 2).

The following is clear from Definitions [2.46] and [2.40]

Lemma 2.47. The map I — I’ is a bijection from the power set of [1,£] onto the power
set of [0, ¢ — 1], whose inverse is H — H*. We have #(I) = (I"). For H C [0,¢ — 1] and
C [1,£—1], we have 0(H, K) = (HAK)* and HAK =0(H, K)".

Proposition 2.48. For any I C [1,¢], we have the formula

(2.59) Poi(qu,T) =T* %, (¢ u; T).
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Proof. We may set H = I, U I, K = Iy U I} with three mutually disjoint sets Iy, Iy C
[1,0—1], I C [0,£—1]; then HAK = IyUI. In the summand of (2.58), the delta-symbol
dro(m k) is 1 if and only if I = o(H, K'), which happens if and only if HAK = I’ by the
previous lemma. Thus, we may write the sum in as a sum over (1o, I, I5) such that
Iy U I, = I’, which in turn becomes a sum over Iy C I’ N [1,/—1] and [, C [I,{ —1] = 1"
as claimed. d

2.5.3. Completion of proof. Theorem follows from Proposition [2.42} [2.48 and Propo-
sition [2.39 readily by noting that B 4+ B’ = 0 from table (2.36) because the parity of
ord,u(L) and ord,(u(LFY)) are different. The relation B + B’ = 0 is also proved from
0; + 0y41 = ng noted in the proof of Lemma

Let us prove Proposition [2.31} By Proposition [2.48 we have

(2.60) Uzp(X, ) = (30 XP#OP (X7 T) )

IC[1,4]

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(1). From the above expression and ([2.58), we see that Uy 5(X, X4, XT)

is a sum of terms wy g (X 1) XIHK)T#ETH#E) for H C [0,¢ — 1], K C [1,£ — 1] with
(2.61)

JUH, K) = B#(0(H, K)) +ag (H) + 0y (K) + A(be(H) + bu(K) + AR (H) + #(K)).
Recall that wyx(X™!) is a polynomial in X! with positive integer coefficients, whose
degree is N(K') — @ by Lemma m and Proposition . It suffices to confirm that
J(H,K) € Z and j(H,K)— N(K')+ W;l) >0. Wemay set H =1,Ul;, K=1,Ul so
that HAK = [yUI, as in the proof of Proposition 2.48 If we set HAK = {i; < -+ < iz}
and i,q = ¢, then by [238), #(0(H,K)) < X! _,(=1)"(¢ —1i,), i.e.,

(2.62) 4(0(H,K)) < b(HAK) + #(HAK).

We also have the congruence #0(H, K) = by(HAK) + #(HAK) (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) =2Bb(HAK) + 2B#(HAK) + 2A(b(H) + by (K)) + 2A(#(H) + #(K))
= 2B(be(1o) + be(12)) + 2B(#(1o) + #(12)) + 2A(be(1o) + be(12) + 2be(11))
+ 2A(#(12) + #(1o)) = 0.

This shows j(H,K) € Z. By 1_; j(H,K) — N(K) + 420 > j(H K). Set B_ =
min(0, B). Then, by ([2.61), (2.15) and a,(J) > be(J) + #(J ) for all J C [0,¢ — 1], we
have

J(H, K)

2 B_(b(HAK) + #(HAK)) + a)(K) + ao(H) + A(b(H) + be(K)) + A(7#(H) + #(K))
2 B_(be(HAK) + #(HAK)) + (be(K) + #(K)) + be(H) + #(H)
+ A(be(H) + be(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') + WT_I). The formula follows from Proposition @(u) and
Proposition readily.
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2.6. Examples. We have the following explicit formula of U} (X, u,T) for £ = 1,2,3
computed by (2.35)) and (2.37)):

7 Us (X, u:T) UrE (%, T)

1 1 XBHT

2[ 1T+ {XP+ X7 P+ X)u}T? [ {XPT(1 + X) + XPPPu)T 4 X576, 13
and for £ = 3,

USS (X, u; T) = 1+ {X4(1 X1+ w2 XY + XL+ X)(uX? + X5

+ X BOuX? 4 XP) +uX PP+ X)(1+ X + X2)}T2
i {u2X13 P X B L BXBHIS(] 1 X) 4 AX2BHI8(] 4 X +X2)}T4,
U, s T) = {2 X350 4 w2840 4 X231 4 X) 4+ XPH (14 X + X2 T
+ {XOEHO(L 4 X) (14X + X P (14 X) (X 4 uX?)
FuXB(XE £ uX?) + X 4 X)(1+ X +X2)}T3 A X BB
By these formulas we can check the functional equation in Proposition [2.31} For example,
U (X~ u T = w X3P P09 (X, w; 7).
Let V = F?7! the space of column vectors of dimension 2/ + 1, and
()@ B (xy) =% |,

The standard O-lattice L = O?**! C F?**! is a maximal O-integral lattice; table (2.36)
tells us A = B = 5. By Theorem m, the series Z(9)a,,,.(s) for £ = 1,2, respectively,
are given as

1=p) A =p™ )"+ A +p)p +p %),
(L) (L= ) (0 p ) L ™ 4 B (14 2+ 4 4 7),
where [n], :=1+p+---+p" L

J
2 2]y, x,y € V.

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 for e = +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 Roo[X*1/2, Y]
denote the set of all those F(X,Y) € R[X*/2 Y] whose coefficients are non-negative real
numbers; it is obvious that R-o[X*/2) Y] is a cone in the R-vector space R[X'/2,Y]. For
two elements F(X,Y) = 3. f; X'V7 and G(X,Y) = 37, 9;; X'Y7 from Roo[X*1/2, Y],
we write F(X,Y) < G(X,Y) if fi; < gi; for all 4, j. By writing F(X,Y) =3 . Fa(X)Y*
with Fy(X) € R[XY/2, X~1/2] set by(F) := deg(F},) for d > 0, where the degree of f(X) =
Yneiz,,, JnX" € R[X'/2, X712 — {0} is defined as degf(X) := max{n € 1Z | f, # 0}
with the convention max () = —oo. The following is obvious:

(3.1)

(VE(X,Y), VG(X,Y) € Roo[XEV2 V) (Vd € Zoo)( F(X,Y) < G(X,Y) = by(F) < ba(G)).
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Moreover,
(3:2) ba(FG) = max{b,(F) + b;(G) | i,j € Zzo,i +j = d}.

In this and the next subsections, ¢ € Z~, and (A, B) denotes (0,—1) or (—1/2,—1/2); we
set n:=2({+ A+1). In the following, the negativity of B is important. From Definitions
and

(3.3)
TU/1 o e ey (1)
b (JJ(1+p 2 2 PAY")) = max{ay V(1) + Ab(I) + A#(I) | T C [0,£ — 1], #(I) = e},
r=0
(3.4) bua(W2 (X, Y™) = d x 8] (del0,f—1])
Set
B(A;d) == bua(P(X 71 XA, XAY™).
Then,

Lemma 3.1. Ford € [0,¢ — 1],
gy, (A=0),
—1 1
L+ 800 (A= —1)2).

Proof. If A =0, then Py(X~1,1,T) = W, "(X,T), so that the value 3(0;d) is given by
(3.4). When A = —1/2, then

PXTL XV XTPT) = ST (X)X (03030 T,
KcC[1,6-1]

B(A;d) = {

We have a} " (K) — th(K) — 1#(K) = Lal™(K) + al"™M(K)). Hence, by the same

2
argument as in the proof of Theorem [2.26] the value b,q(P/(X !, X~Y/2, X~12y™)) is

identified with the maximum of
—N(K) + §(a "V (K) + ag ™ (K))

for K C [0,€], #(K) = d. Since the maximum of —N(K) + a{” (K) is dﬁfd) attained at
K = [1,d] both for ¢ = +1 and for ¢ = —1 (see Lemma [2.25]), we have the conclusion. [

For polynomials in , we have the following inequalities.

Lemma 3.2.
bra(U7 5 (X, X7, XAY™)) < W (A;d)
with
(3.5) Uy(Asd) :=d {3000 +1) = :(d* = 10)} + 641, 1¢ (A=0,B=-1),
Uy(Aid) =d{30° - 5(d+T7)2d+ 1)} + 304110 (A=B=-1/2),

where o € {even,odd} being the parity of d.
Proof. In the defining formula , if we neglect the delta symbol 07 y(m k), the ex-

pression is factored to a product of the polynomials 3, , i q*“(_l)(H)ubf(H)T#(H) =
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_ (1) (-1)
[1, (1 + g @Dy hT) and Skcpe Wer(q)g % U OTHE) = Py(q,u;T).
Since all polynomials involved are of positive coefficients, we have
-1
P&[(X_l,XA,XAYn) =< H(l + Xag({r})-&-Abg({r})-i-Ayn) PZ(*l)(X—leA’XAyn)'
r=0
Combining this with (2.60|), we obtain
Us (X, XA XAY") < XIPE N Py (X1 XA, XY™
IClo6—1]
-1
< X|B|Z H(l 4 Xaz({r})-i—Abg({'r‘})-i-Ayn) P[(X_I,XA7XAYH).

r=0
For U} p, we may omit XIBIE. Then, by using (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), we have
ban(Up 1 5(X, X4, XAY™))

-1
< 5i1,71|B‘£ + bnd (H(l + Xaz({r})+Abe({T})+Ayn> P€<)(717 XA, XAyn))
r=0
= 01,1 Bl + max{ay "V (H) + Aby(H) + A#(H) +d8," | H C [0,0 — 1], d = e + #(H)} =: ¥(d).
It is easy to see that the maximum
W(e) = max{ay " (H) + Ab(H) + A#(H) | H € [0,6 — 1], #(H) = ¢}
is attained at H = [0, ¢] and
P(e) = Wgﬁe —le(e+1)(e+2)+ de(20 —e+1).

Hence, W(d) = |Blds, 1€ + maxeeoq { S(4se) + 1:(d — ) }. By Lemma f3.1] this is the
maximum of a quadratic polynomial in e, so that it is easy to evaluate the value as in

(3-5))- O
Recall the total ASH polynomial in (2.41]).

Corollary 3.3. Letd > 1. Then, we have by(W(%%(X,Y)) = —oco 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
isn—2B. We have

b on(WiAE(X,Y)) = 50(( + 1) + (A — B)L.

For all e > 2, both be,(Wi%5(X,Y))) and bep_op(Wi%%(X,Y)) are no greater than
U_(Ase). We have a better bound by, (Wi %5(X,Y)) < W, (4;e).
Proof. We abbreviate Up 5(X, X*, X4Y™) to U} 5. Then,

WiE(X,Y) = UPg" + UpdY 2P + U gy 2P + Upg'Y ™.
Since Ugs" is an even polynomial in Y™ and Up%! is an odd polynomial in Y™, the first
assertion is evident from this. Then, the second lowest degree term in Y of WZOAF%(X Y)

is C(X)Y" 2P which arises from the constant term 1 of U* and the lowest term of

Upd% Y25 in the above expression. Set &, := rnr=l) _ By for r € [1,£]. We have

2
- 2e+1)  j(+1) ¢
C(X> =1 + Z Z w&K(X_l)XT—%-F(A—B)(E—j) =1 + <Z XRT) (1 + O(X_l))
j=0 Kc[1,6—1]n{j} —
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The exponent s, gets its maximum at r = £, so that bn_QB(WZ‘j}%(X, Y)) = k¢. To prove
the last statement, we only have to note that the term involving Y?" (the third lowest
degree in Y') only arises from Ug%" for which a smaller majorant W, can be invoked. [

3.2. Convergence of certain Euler product. Let / € Z-y. Let P denote the set of
all prime numbers. We are concerned with the convergence region of the Euler product

(3.6) €in(s) = [ [ Wi e.p)

peP

for (A, B) = (0,—1), referred to as the even case, and for (4, B) = (—3, —3) referred
to as the odd case; these correspond to the unramified cases in Table . The Euler
product covers the almost all Euler factors arising from a global maximal lattice in
the next section.

Lemma 3.4. Set k := M — Bt. Then, for somen > 0,
(1—p 2By Wil (p,p™?) = 14+ O(p~' ")

for all prime numbers p and for all Re(s) > n_QB(K, + 1 —€) for some € > 0 with the
implied constant independent of p.

Proof. Set Wi%'5(X,Y) = 1+ 3,0, Co(X)Y% then, Cy(X) = 0 unless d = 0,-2B
(mod n) and smallest among such d is n — 2B; moreover, C,,_»5(X) =1+ X"+ O(X" 1)
from the proof of Corollary . Thus, by multiplying (1 — X*Y"25) we can cancel the
term X"Y" 28 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 Cy(p)p~*%/?
is bounded by p~'7¢ for some ¢ > 0 when (n — 2B)Re(s)/2 > x. We have the bound
Ca(p) < p* for p with by = ba(W;%%(X,Y)). Hence, by Lemma , it suffices to show
that, for some € > 0,

\P,(A;e)—%<—1 when (n QB)Re(s) >r+1—ec

for d = en,en — 2B unless d = 2n, in which case we may replace V_ with U,.

e Let A=0,B=—1,s0that n =20+ 2 and k = $£((+ 3). Let d = en with e > 2.
Then

U (0 d) __ dRe(s) _ { Z—l—l . l( ) nRe(s)}
A\ 2 6 2
< e{“‘;” - —10) -3 (R A o+

—e{Fn — (e~ 10) - LG9 4 o< 1,

When e = 2, by replacing ¥_ with ¥, , we ends up with the same formula as above
without the last summand ¢, so that W, (0;2) — ”Re(s) < —1. Let d = ne — 2B,
Then U_(0;e) — %(s) = (V_(0;e) — nep”e(s )+ BRe( ), which means we repeat
the same estimation as in the case d = ne with an extra negative term BRe(s).
Hence, ¥_(0;e) — %(s) < 0 in this case.

e Let A=B=—1/2,sothat n =20+ 1 and k = W;l). Let d = en with e > 2.
Then

\P,(O;d)—%(s):e e _

Lle+7)(2e+1) — 2Bl
Lle+e+1) -2 (b+ 50} + 5
1

Sle+7)(2e+1) — %Tﬂéﬁ} + 30 < —1.
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The case n = en — 2B is similar.

Set

b o— _2 (E(nf2BfEfl) n 1) o H%(W;g) +1) (B =-1),
° = 1
Sy (B=-1/2).

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

Proof. By the comparison of the p-factors, we have
67 €t = [[6 (5% =) H{ 1-

The first Euler product converges for Re(s) > b, and has a meromorphic continuation to
C admitting a simple pole at s = b,. By Lemma the second Euler product converges
on the half-plane Re(s) > b/, with b, < b,. Since €[°{*;(s) is a Dirichlet series of positive
coefficient by Proposition [2.31] the abscissa of convergence is indeed b, by Landau’s
lemma. U

W (.07 |

3.3. Global counting of maximal lattices. Let V' be a finite dimensional Q-vector
space and 3 : V x V — Q be a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form. For p € P, set
Vp ==V ®q Q,. Then, by extension of scalars, § yields a symmetric Q,-bilinear form
By : V, x V, = Q,. Endowed with the quadratic form @,(v) := 38,(v,v), the Q,-vector
space V, is viewed as a quadratic space. Fix a Witt decomposition V,, =T, & T & W),
as in (2.1)) of V,, for each p; let ¢, denote the Witt index of (V},,Q,) and define ng, by
nop := dimg,Wy,. Let f, € {1,2} be the integer defined as in for the quadratic
space (V,,@Q,). Let L € £y. The number Dy, := det((5(vs, v;))ij) € Z with {v;}; being
any Z-basis of L is called the discriminant of L, which is independent of the choice of
{vj}j Let L := {v € V | B(v,L) C Z} be the dual lattice of L. For a prime p, set
L, = L ®z Z,, which is a Z,-lattice in V so that we can form its dual lattice L in V,
Wlth respect to [3,. Note that (L) = L We have L = L, if and only if Dy, € Z). By
lemma [2 , 8, if Dy € Z), then u(L,) = Zp, this is the case for almost all p € P. Notlng this,

for L € £y, we define the norm u(L) of L to be a positive rational number determined
by u(L)Z, = p(L,) for all p € P.

Definition 3.6. A lattice L € £y s said to be maximal if L is a maximal element of
{M € Ly | u(M) = pn(L)}. Equivalently, L is mazimal if for each p € P, the Z,-lattice
L, is a mazimal p(L,)-integral lattice in 'V, = V ®q Q,. Let L3 denote the set of all
the maximal lattices in V.

The next lemma shows that £glax is an infinite set.

Lemma 3.7. For any A € Ly, there exists L € £ such that A C L and p(L) = p(A).

Proof. Let S := {p € P | D, & Z;}; then S is a finite set. If p ¢ S, then /A\p = A,
and A, is a maximal lattice in V, by Lemma 2.8 If p € S, by Lemma we can find
a maximal lattice L, in V}, containing A, and p(Ly) = u(Ap). Then, L=, (VN L,)

with L, = A, (p ¢ S) is a maximal lattice in V' containing A. 0
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Fix L € £5* and define
LT ={Ae &g | A C L}.
Then, we consider the (formal) Dirichelt series
(3.8) Guls)== > [L:A]™*, seC.
Aegh
From §2.5| recall the local counterpart (s, ,,(s) given as in (2.33)); it is related to the local
index functions series ng,Lp(T) as (g,,1,(5) = Cg;)’Lp(p_”s/Q) (Corollary [2.14)) if f, =1
and as in (2.34) if f, = 2.
Lemma 3.8. We have the formal FEuler product decomposition

Coo(s) = [ [ Sazn ().

peP

Proof. The set £39* is in bijective correspondence with the set of all systems {A(p)},ep
such that A(p) € L5 with A(p) = L, for almost all p € P by the map A — {A,},ep
and its inverse {A(p) }p<oo = A 1= (), cp(V N A(p)). Since [L: Al =[] ,cp[Ly : Ap] for any
A € £, we have the Euler product decomposition (g1, = [[,cp Cs,.1,(5)- d

Now, we move on to showing the convergence of the series 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 Dy € Z; this is the case for almost all p. Let (ZX)* := {u* | u € Z*}.
For L € £5*, by choosing a Witt decomposition of L, for each p and set 0, :=

dimg, ((Ly)o/(Ly)5"™") with (Ly)g™ = {w € W, | Qy(w) € pu(Ly)}.
Lemma 3.9. Suppose Dy, € Z; .
(i) If n is odd, then £, = (n —1)/2, ng, =1, 9, =1 and f, = 2.
(ii) If n is even and (—1)"*Dy, € (ZX)?, then £, =n/2, nop =0, 0p, =0 and f, =1,
If nis even and (—1)"/2Dy & (ZX)?, then €, = n/2 — 1, ngp = 2, O, = 2 and
f,=2.

Proof. Since Dy, € Z,, we have Ep = L,, which implies I//;),\p = Lo, where Lo, is from
the Witt decomposition (2.1 of Ly, u(L) € Z; and Dy, , € Z). By the classification of
the maximal integral lattices in an anisotropic quadratic spaces (§28 [30]), we have the
following 3 possibilities of Ly ,:
o Ly, =(0), so that ng, = 0z, =0 and f, = 1.
o Ly, = Zyw; with 27'B(wy,w;) € Z) . This falls in the first case in the first line
of table (2.36)), so that f, =2 and Jr, = 1.
e there is an isometry (Loy, ) = (Op,utrg/g,) with u € ZY and E being the
unramified quadratic extension of Q, and trg/g, the trace map. If p # 2, then

Op = Zy ® \/¢Zy with ¢ € ZX — (Z5)?; if p = 2, then Op = Zy ® 1_2*/5213. This

falls in the first case of line 3 in table (2.36]), so that f, = 2 and 9, = 2.
If n (= 20,4 ng,) is odd, we necessarily have case (i) so that ng, =1 and ¢, = (n—1)/2.
Suppose n is even. The Witt decomposition ({2.1)) of L, also implies
Dy(Zy)* = (=p(L)*)* Dry(Zy)? = (=1)" D, (Z;)*.

Thus, Dy € (Z))* is equivalent to (=1)?Dy, € (Z5)*. If ng, = 0, then Dp,, = 1
and Dp(Z))* = (—1)”/2(25)2, which means (—1)"2D; € (Zy)?. If ngp = 2, then
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Di(Z5)? = (—1)n/21 (=Dp)(Z5)? = (—1)”/2DE(Z;)2 with Dpg the discriminant of the
unramified quadratic extension E/Q,, which means (—1)"/2D/, ¢ (zy)?. d

3.3.1. Euler product (Even degree case). Suppose n = dimg(V) is even. Let I(L) (resp.
S(L)) denote the set of primes p such that Dy, € Z; and ng, = 2 (vesp. Dy, € Z, and
nop = 0); by Lemma 3.9 I(L) = {p € P | (—1)"2D, € Z} — (Z3)*} and S(L) = {p €
P | (—=1)"2Dy € (Z})*}. Let k be the discriminant field of the quadratic space (V, Q)

(see [30, Pg.119]). Since k = Q(1/(—1)"2Dy,), 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 Dy, consider the Euler products

Ey(s) == €307 (s) x H W (p,p 571,
pES(L)—

where the first factor is the partial Euler product obtained from €= _; 0 1(s) (see (3.6))
by removing its local factors over p € S(L) U S. Let (5, (s) be the Euler product of the
local factors (g, 1, (s) over all p € S. Below, we will obtain the Euler product expression

S ( ns r(n—r—1)
(-2
2-1

H {H 1+p 2+ r(n—r— 1)) (1_p—%+én(n—2))} % ES(S)

pel(L)—S r=0

.

(3.9) CﬁS,L(S) =

0

r

on a half-plane, where CS (2) denotes the Euler product of (1 —p~*)~! over p & S.
First we deal with the case k = Q. Set
(3.10) oy = 2 (@ + 1) |

n

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that n is even and that k = Q. Then, the Fuler product
E3(s) converges absolutely on Re(s) > o with some 0 < o < 0,. The function (s r(s)
is meromorphic on Re(s) > o and its right-most pole is identified with o,, which is
a double pole. Let Agp be the leading Laurent coefficient of (s.1(s) at s = o, i.e.,
Cor(s) = Apr(s —0,)2(1+O(s —a,)). Then Agy is a positive real number.

Proof. Since I(L) is a finite set, we only need to show the absolute convergence of

ns

Hpes( L)-8 Wgrl) (p,p~ 2 1), which follows from Theorem|1.11} Below is a direct argument

free from inputs from[I1]. By Theorem m (iii), the Euler product converges absolutely
for Re(s) > maxgep ¢ 2@,(1 /21)d The maximum is attained at d = 1, which yields the

value %(@ —1). Since o, = n(@ + 1) is larger than this number, we are done.
The poles of the Riemann zeta factors in (3.9) are

SZQ{?‘(nrl 1}( gn/2)’
the largest of which is o, corresponding to r = 4, 7 — 1. By the first claim of Proposition
| the functions s — W;Otjl 5, Dy —/2) for each p < oo are positive for s € R. Hence,
the poles of C@ (s) coming from the Riemann zeta factors are indeed poles of (s 1(s).
The last claim results from the explicit description of Ag in terms of WjeL (p, p~)

and WE(H)(p,p“’””/z_l), which are positive. O
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Corollary 3.11. Suppose n is even and k = Q. Then, We have the asymptotic formula
N@L( ) {Ae!lmax [LA] <X}NO';1A5,LXU"IOgX, X — o0o.

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

which is larger than o,,.

Lemma 3.12. The partial Euler product mi(s) := [],erq0(1 — p~*)72 is absolutely con-

vergent on Re(z) > 1. The square m(s)? has a meromorphic continuation to Re(z) > 1/2
having a simple pole z = 1. We have Res,—1(nk(2)?) > 0.

Proof. Up to a finite Euler factors, ni(s) equals to (i(2)'((2)? X [ [,ezg (1 —p~**). From
this, it has a meromorphic continuation to a half-plane Re(z) > 1/2. Since Res,—1(x(z) >
0 and the all the Euler factors involved are positive at z = 1, we have the last assertion.

i

Theorem 3.13. Suppose that n is even and that k is a quadratic extension. Then,
the Euler product in(Ll%S L(s) converges absolutely on the half plane Re(s) > o,,. The

squared function (Qfsn( iuos L(8))2, as well as Cs.1,(s)?, has a meromorphic continuation to a

half-plane contammg o1, admitting o/, as a unique simple pole with Ress—q1 (Ca.(s)*) > 0.

Proof. The first assertion results from Proposition [3.5] We have I(L) C I(k) and I(k) —
I(L) is a finite set, so that it sufﬁces to consider the Euler product @i(kiuos ,(s), which
is a partial Euler product of ( over p € I(k) — S. From the proof of Lemma the

second partial Euler product in 1} is absolutely convergent on Re(s) > of,. The first

partial Euler product in (3.7) is m(z) with z = =285 — x, whose behavior at z=11is

given by Lemma [3.12] By the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem [3.10] the Euler

product HpES ng)(p,p’"s/ 271) is absolutely convergent on Re(s) > o,, which is
2

larger than Re( ) > o). O

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

Agp  XOn
N Ae LB | [L:A] < X} ~ ’ X
with AB,L = \/Ress:cril(Z,B,L(sy)'
Proof. This follows from Theorem by applying [I8, Theorem 2]. O

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

S of primes containing all the prime factors of Dy, let E°(s) be the partial Euler product
obtained from anTq 11 (s) by removing Euler factor over S. Set

n2+1

On += 31

Theorem 3.15. The Euler product E%(s) converges absolutely on a half plane Re(s) > o

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

(3.11)  ¢5L(s) Hgs ns —r(n—r—1)) x E3(s),
r=0
(312) E;f(S) — CS <w> . H {(1 _ (n+1)s n +1)Wtota1 777%(]) P S)}

pelP—-S
for Re(s) > o. The function (s (s) has a simple pole at o,, which is right-most. The
residue Agr = Res__,24, (5 () is a positive real number.
T n+1

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition [3.5] Note that b, for n = 20+ 1 equals
On. O
Remark 3.16. The right-most pole o,, of E2(s) exceeds the right-most pole @T“ of the
Rien;ann zeta factors in (3.11). Ezamples suggest that 7;2;11 would be the natural boundary
of E2(s).

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

Corollary 3.17.
n2 1
Ngo(X) = #{A € £5% | [L: A] < X} ~ Ag X1, X — +o0.
3.4. Explicit Zeta Functions.

(1) (D-case) Let V = Q%, the space of column vectors of dimension 2¢, and

Bre(w,y) ="x[] 4]y, zyeV

The standard lattice Z% is even unimodular, in particular maximal Z-integral.
We have (€,,n9,) = (¢,0) for all p € P. We write Z(Dy; s) for (g, , z2¢(s), because
this coincides with the group-zeta function [[ cp Zc(g,),»(s) for the inclusion p :
G = GOO(Bg ¢) = GLy,. By Theorem and its proof,

Z(Dy; s) Hc(“s D) s TIWE DY), Re(s) 30

peP

1

The right-most pole is o, = 4( + 1), which is a double pole and the leading

coefficient in the Laurent series expansion at o, is

0(0—1)
2

L

ITc(2) < [TW 0,

pEP

This is a positive real number because WZ(H) (p, T) has positive integer coefficients.

Example 3.18. (i) Let { =2. By (2.20) and Theorem[3.10,
Z(Dy;s) = ((2s)¢(2s = 1) [ [ +p7>).
p

This agrees with FExample 2 of [5] where the canonical orthogonal form is

used.
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(i) Let ¢ = 3. By ([2.21) and Theorem[3.10,

Z(Ds;5) = ((35)¢(3s — 2)¢(3s — 3)° H(1 (14 2p+ pH)p~3 + p5).

P
(iii) Let £ = 4. Then by (2.22) and Theorem
(3.13)
Z(Dy; s) = ((45)C(4s — 3)((4s — 5)((4s — 6) x H L+ wy (p)p™™ +wy (p~)p™> 7 4 p7 12T
with
(3.14) wy(p) =1+ 2p+ 2p* + 3p® + 2p* + p°.

(2) (Bg-case) Let V = Q**!, the space of column vectors of dimension 2¢ + 1, and
((2) @ Bro)(z,y) == "x [JQ 2 2 ] y for x,y € V. It turns out that the standard

Z-lattice L = Z***! ¢ Q**! is a maximal Z-integral lattice. For an odd prime
p < 00, Z, is unimodular, whereas the dyadic completion L, is not (2) @ -
polarized. We have (€,,n0,) = (¢,1) for all p < oco. We write ((By;s) for
C)@pe,z2et1(s).  Note that ((By;s) is different from the group zeta function

Z(Be; ) = [pep Zaay)o(s) for p: G := GO’((2) ® Bre) — GLagr1. By Theorem
230,

n

Z(By; s) = H C(ns—r(n—r+1))x H W%,_1/z,—1/2<p’pim)’

r=0 pEP
n 1
BZ; HC ns — T n—r+1 ) X H W@}_l/l_l/z(pap_l/Qap_8/2)'
peP
The Euler products are absolutely convergent on a half plane (By Theorem [3.15]).
Example 3.19. By §2.4,

C(Biis) = ((35)C(3s — 1) [] (1 + 21> + ),

p

C(Bais) = C(5)C(53 = 3)C(55 = 4) [J(1+ [l + 3,0 + 9™ + [t~ + 5

p

with [n], =1+p+---+p* L

(3) (non-split GO(6)-case) Let 5(x,y) := [8 z }y for x,y € Q° then the
lattice Z° is a maximal lattice such that u(Z°) = 1. The discriminant field is
k = Q(i) and

(3,0;1; —1,0) (ifp=1 (mod 4)),
(€m0 foi Ay By) =4 (2,2:2:0,—1)  (ifp=3 (mod 4)),
(2,2:1;0,0) (if p = 2).
a1



Thus, (gzs(s) equals
(2(35)G(3s — 3)*(1 +2'7%)
< T GB96Bs = 26Bs = 32(1+ (14 p)%p > +p™)

p=1 (mod 4)

x ] (65)G(6s — 4)¢,(65 — 6) (1 (1) A+ )+ (L p) (L +2p°)p
p=3 (mod 4)

Q1 +p2)(1 +p3)p3—103 +p4—12s>‘

The first Euler product converges on Re(s) > 4/3 and the second one converges
on Re(s) > 3/2 = o§. The square ((3z6(s))? has a meromorphic continuation
to a half-plane Re(s) > 3/2 — e admitting the simple pole s = 3/2 as a unique
singularity.

4. THE GSp(n)-CASE

In this section, Theorem for ¢ = —1 is restated as Theorem [£.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 5 :V xV — Q be a non-degenerate alternating form (i.e., f(v,w) = —f(w,v))
on a Q-vector space V' of dimension n, i.e., f(v,v) = 0 (Vv € V)). Then, n = dimV is
even, so that we may set n = 2¢ with ¢ € Z-,. There exists a Q-basis {v;, v} }'_, of V
such that

B(vi,v;) = B, v;) =0, B(ui,vj) =0y (i, € [1,4]).

§uch a basis is called a symplectic basis. The dual lattice of L & Ly is defined as
L:={veV|pwL)CZ} Then L e £y is called f-polarized if L = cL for some
c € Q*. The norm p(L) of L € £y is defined as a unique positive rational number such
that u(L)Z, is the fractional ideal in Q, generated by the values ((v,w) (v,w € L,).
Then a Z-lattice L is referred to as being maximal if it is maximal among all lattices
with the same norm p(L). A lattice L is maximal if and only if there exists a symplectic
basis v;, vf (1 <@ < {) of V and ¢ € Q* such that L = Zle(Zvi + cZv}) with ¢ = p(L).
Hence a maximal lattice L satisfies the relation L = w(L)™1L, i.e., L is B-polarized and
conversely, a f-polarized lattice is maximal (¢f. Lemmas , . Thus, there is no
difference between the maximal lattices and the [-polarized lattices in the alternating
case.

Let £5* denote the set of all the maximal lattices. Fix L € £, and let £57" :=

B,L
{A € £ | A C L}. Arguing the same way as in , we have the following result on the

Dirichlet series
Couls) = > [L:A],
Aegpax

with We(_l)(X, T) as in Definition m
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Theorem 4.1. The Euler product

HW . —Zs

pelP

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

Cp.(s HC (”S M) x Ey(s), Re(s) >0

The right-most pole of Cs.1.(s) (Re(s) > o) is so = §( (231) + 1), which is simple. We have

l
_ 24042
ResGuas) = [T (2522 ) « JTWE 007755 >0
peP

The function (g 1.(s) coincides with the group-zeta function Z(Cy; s) := [[,cp Zsp,,(@,),0(5)-
In particular it is independent of the lattice L.

4.1. Explicit Zeta functions (C,-case). Let J; be as above. Then
a(r,y) ="x[ % ¢]y, x yeQ”
is the standard symplectic space of dimension 2/, and L, = Z*" is a self-dual lattice.
Theorem , together with , and , yields the following:
Example 4.2. (1) If £ =2, then
Z(Cas5) = ((25)¢(25 — 2)¢(2s = 3) [ J(1 + p~>*).
p

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

(2) £ =3, then
Z(Cs:5) = ((35)C(3s — 3)C(3s — 5)C(3s — 6) [[(1+ (p+ 9> + 1 + )" + p0*7).

p

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

Z(Cys8) = C(48)¢(4s — 4)¢(4s — T)¢(4s — 9)¢(4s — 10)
X H(l +w_(p)p BT 4 w_(p~p 8T 4 p 12T

with
w_(p) :==1+p+2p" +p* +2p" +2p° +p° +p".
The last Euler p-factor of Z(Cy; s) is factorized as
(4.1) T+ X) {1+ @+ +20° +p" + 9" +20° + p" +p*) X +p" X7}

with X = p=4%. Vankov [32, Theorem 1] obtained an explicit expression of the numerator,
using computers, for the full Hecke series of GSpg. Its specialization in [32, Proposition
5] factors into polynomials of degree one or two in X = p~1* 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, 3), for almost all primes p, the form § is represented
over Q, by the matrix of type D, or of type B, in , which means that the group
zeta function Zg ,(s), up to a finite number of Euler p-factors, coincides with Z(Dy, s)
or Z(By;s). We computed the exceptional p-factors in Theorem m For Z(Dy, s) and
Z(By, s), their natural boundaries are determined in [11], §6]. When dim(V') = 2¢ + 1,

for each square-free integer N > 0, we can consider the Dirichlet series, say ¢ g’\?(s), that
counts the number of maximal lattices A € £5* such that A C L and p(A)/u(L) =

Nm? (3m € Z~). This series g‘g’\g(s), up to a finite number of Euler factors at primes
dividing N Dy, coincides with the group zeta-function Z(By; s) spelled out in (2). By
[T1], Corollary 6.4], it has a simple pole at o := —2-(%1)2, so that the Tauberian theorem

n+1 2
yields an asymptotic

> #{A € &P | w(A) /(L) = Nm?} ~ o7 ALY X7,

m<X
Our result gives a very explicit description of the residue AgVL) = Ressz(,(é{VL)(s). We
. 2 . .
should note that o is smaller than the pole ’;jll of the full counting series (s 1(s).

For non-split even orthogonal case or the odd orthogonal case, the counting series
(s, (s) is different from the group zeta-function. Given an explicit nature of our W% (X,Y),

the theory in [11, §5] may be applied to W;}%%(X ,Y') to yield the natural boundary of

Cs,.(s) (¢f. Remark (3.16)).

The theory of maximal lattices in a finite dimensional vector space over a quadratic
field £ 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 Spy,(Z)\Spy(Q)/Spyr(Z) with given deter-
minant is mentioned; the orthogonal group analogue may be interesting.
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