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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

Two of the best known of Hecke’s achievements are his theory of L-functions with
grossencharakter, which are Dirichlet series which can be represented by Euler products,
and his theory of the Euler products, associated to automorphic forms on GL(2). Since a
grossencharakter is an automorphic form on GL(1) one is tempted to ask if the Euler prod-
ucts associated to automorphic forms on GL(2) play a role in the theory of numbers similar
to that played by the L-functions with grossencharakter. In particular do they bear the same
relation to the Artin L-functions associated to two-dimensional representations of a Galois
group as the Hecke L-functions bear to the Artin L-functions associated to one-dimensional
representations? Although we cannot answer the question definitively one of the principal
purposes of these notes is to provide some evidence that the answer is affirmative.

The evidence is presented in §12. It comes from reexamining, along lines suggested by
a recent paper of Weil, the original work of Hecke. Anything novel in our reexamination
comes from our point of view which is the theory of group representations. Unfortunately
the facts which we need from the representation theory of GL(2) do not seem to be in the
literature so we have to review, in Chapter I, the representation theory of GL(2, F') when F
is a local field. §7 is an exceptional paragraph. It is not used in the Hecke theory but in the
chapter on automorphic forms and quaternion algebras.

Chapter I is long and tedious but there is nothing hard in it. None the less it is necessary
and anyone who really wants to understand L-functions should take at least the results
seriously for they are very suggestive.

89 and §10 are preparatory to the Hecke theory which is finally taken up in §11. We
would like to stress, since it may not be apparent, that our method is that of Hecke. In
particular the principal tool is the Mellin transform. The success of this method for GL(2)
is related to the equality of the dimensions of a Cartan subgroup and the unipotent radical
of a Borel subgroup of PGL(2). The implication is that our methods do not generalize. The
results, with the exception of the converse theorem in the Hecke theory, may.

The right way to establish the functional equation for the Dirichlet series associated to
the automorphic forms is probably that of Tate. In §13 we verify, essentially, that this
method leads to the same local factors as that of Hecke and in §14 we use the method of
Tate to prove the functional equation for the L-functions associated to automorphic forms
on the multiplicative group of a quaternion algebra. The results of §13 suggest a relation
between the characters of representations of GL(2) and the characters of representations of
the multiplicative group of a quaternion algebra which is verified, using the results of §13, in
§15. This relation was well-known for archimedean fields but its significance had not been
stressed. Although our proof leaves something to be desired the result itself seems to us to
be one of the more striking facts brought out in these notes.

Both §15 and §16 are afterthoughts; we did not discover the results in them until the rest
of the notes were almost complete. The arguments of §16 are only sketched and we ourselves
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have not verified all the details. However the theorem of §16 is important and its proof is
such a beautiful illustration of the power and ultimate simplicity of the Selberg trace formula
and the theory of harmonic analysis on semi-simple groups that we could not resist adding
it. Although we are very dissatisfied with the methods of the first fifteen paragraphs we see
no way to improve on those of §16. They are perhaps the methods with which to attack the
question left unsettled in §12.

We hope to publish a sequel to these notes which will include, among other things, a
detailed proof of the theorem of §16 as well as a discussion of its implications for number
theory. The theorem has, as these things go, a fairly long history. As far as we know the first
forms of it were assertions about the representability of automorphic forms by theta series
associated to quaternary quadratic forms.

As we said before nothing in these notes is really new. We have, in the list of references
at the end of each chapter, tried to indicate our indebtedness to other authors. We could
not however acknowledge completely our indebtedness to R. Godement since many of his
ideas were communicated orally to one of us as a student. We hope that he does not object
to the company they are forced to keep.

The note&ﬂ were typed by the secretaries of Leet Oliver Hall. The bulk of the work was
done by Miss Mary Ellen Peters and to her we would like to extend our special thanks. Only
time can tell if the mathematics justifies her great efforts.

New York, N.Y. August, 1969
New Haven, Conn.

that appeared in the SLM volume



CHAPTER 2

Local Theory

81. Weil representations.

Before beginning the study of automorphic forms, we must review the representation
theory of the general linear group in two variables over a local field. In particular we have to
prove the existence of various series of representations. One of the quickest methods of doing
this is to make use of the representations constructed by Weil in [1]. We begin by reviewing
his construction adding, at appropriate places, some remarks which will be needed later.

In this paragraph F will be a local field and K will be an algebra over F' of one of the
following types:

(i) The direct sum F' & F.
(ii) A separable quadratic extension of F.

(iii) The unique quaternion algebra over F'. K is then a division algebra with centre F.
(iv) The algebra M (2, F) of 2 x 2 matrices over F'.

In all cases we identify F' with the subfield of K consisting of scalar multiples of the identity.
In particular if K = F & F we identify F' with the set of elements of the form (z,z). We
can introduce an involution ¢ of K, which will send = to z*, with the following properties:

(i) It satisfies the identities (z +y)" = 2* +y" and (zy)" = y'z".

(i) If « belongs to F' then x = z*.

(iii) For any z in K both 7(z) = z 4+ z* and v(z) = zz* = z'z belong to F.

If K =F@&F and x = (a,b) we set x* = (b,a). If K is a separable quadratic extension

of F' the involution ¢ is the unique non-trivial automorphism of K over F'. In this case 7(x)
is the trace of x and v(x) is the norm of x. If K is a quaternion algebra, a unique ¢ with
the required properties is known to exist. 7 and v are the reduced trace and reduced norm
respectively. If K is M(2, F') we take ¢ to be the involution sending

-8
= (%)

Then 7(z) and v(z) are the trace and determinant of x.

If ¢ = ¢r is a given non-trivial additive character of F' then ¥ = ¥ o7 is a non-trivial
additive character of K. By means of the pairing

(z,y) = ¥ (zy)
we can identify K with its Pontrjagin dual. The function v is of course a quadratic form on
K which is a vector space over F' and f = ¢r o v is a character of second order in the sense
of [1]. Since

to

v(z+y) —v(r) —v(y) = 7(zy")
1
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and

fla+y) @) (y) = (x,9")
the isomorphism of K with itself associated to f is just ¢. In particular v and f are nonde-
generate.

Let S(K) be the space of Schwartz-Bruhat functions on K. There is a unique Haar
measure dz on K such that if ® belongs to S(K) and

¥ () = /K B(y) brc(y) dy

then

The measure dx, which is the measure on K that we shall use, is said to be self-dual with
respect to Y.

Since the involution ¢ is measure preserving the corollary to Weil’s Theorem 2 can in the
present case be formulated as follows.

Lemma 1.1. There is a constant v which depends on the Vg and K, such that for every
function ® in S(K)

[ @« D@ vl dy = f ) (o)
K
® x f is the convolution of ® and f. The values of v are listed in the next lemma.

Lemma 1.2.
(i) If K=F&F or M(2,F) then v =1.
(i1) If K is the quaternion algebra over F' then v = —1.
(i) If F =R, K =C, and
r(/}F(x> — eQma:p7

then
a

Y=ot
|al

() If F is non-archimedean and K is a separable quadratic extension of F let w be the
quadratic character of F** associated to K by local class-field theory. If Ug is the group
of units of F* let m = m(w) be the smallest non-negative integer such that w is trivial
on

Up={acUp|la=1 (modpp)}

and let n = n(¢¥r) be the largest integer such that Yp is trivial on the ideal p5". If a is
any generator on the ideal p*™ then

Jo, w @) Yr(aa™) da |
Ju, w @) Yr(aat) da

The first two assertions are proved by Weil. To obtain the third apply the previous
lemma to the function

VIW(CL)‘

B(z) = e 27
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We prove the last. It is shown by Weil that |y| = 1 and that if ¢ is sufficiently large  differs
from

, Yp(ze') de
1%

by a positive factor. This equals

Yp(zxt) |z|g d e = / Yp(zx) |zt |pd™x
Pi Pi
if d*x is a suitable multiplicative Haar measure. Since the kernel of the homomorphism v is
compact the integral on the right is a positive multiple of

/ Yp(x)|z|pd” .
v(pRh)

Set k = 2¢ if K/F is unramified and set k = ¢ if K/F is ramified. Then v(pg’) =
pe" Nv(K). Since 1 + w is twice the characteristic function of ¥(K*) the factor v is a
positive multiple of

VYp(x)dx —|—/ Yr(x)w(z)de.
P P
For ¢ and therefore k sufficiently large the first integral is 0. If K/F is ramified well-known
properties of Gaussian sums allow us to infer that the second integral is equal to

f o (D) e (G) de

Since w = w™! we obtain the desired expression for v by dividing this integral by its absolute
value. If K/F is unramified we write the second integral as

S [ wedo= [ et ds
]:O p;k+.7 p;k+]+1
In this case m = 0 and
s Yp(z)de

is 0 if k —j > n but equals ¢"* 7 if k —j < n, where ¢ is the number of elements in the residue
class field. Since w(a) = (—1)" the sum equals

w(a) {qm ¥ 2(—1)%3‘ (1 - g) }

2w(a)q'm+1

A little algebra shows that this equals a1 SO that 7 = w(a), which upon careful
inspection is seen to equal the expression given in the lemma.
In the notation of [19] the third and fourth assertions could be formulated as an equality

It is probably best at the moment to take this as the definition of A(K/F,p).
If K is not a separable quadratic extension of F' we take w to be the trivial character.

Proposition 1.3. There is a unique representation r of SL(2, F') on S(K) such that
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)) () = w() lal}28(az)

a
(5
1 =z
i r (5 7)) o) = vrero)e)
i) r (( )) 2) = (@),
If S(K) is given its usual topology, r is continuous. It can be extended to a unitary rep-

resentatwn of SL(2,F) on L*(K), the space of square integrable functions on K. If F is
archimedean and ® belongs to S(K) then the function r(g)® is an indefinitely differentiable
function on SL(2, F') with values in S(K).

This may be deduced from the results of Weil. We sketch a proof. SL(2, F) is the group
generated by the elements (& 2,), (§%), and w = (% §) with o in F* and z in F subject
to the relations

(3 w§ L) = (% o)
(b) = (50 Y)
g oo t)e= (o )6 )6 )

together with the obvious relations among the elements of the form (§ %) and (§ ). Thus
the uniqueness of r is clear. To prove the existence one has to verify that the mapping
specified by (i), (ii), (iii) preserves all relations between the generators. For all relations
except (a), (b), and (c) this can be seen by inspection. (a) translates into an easily verifiable
property of the Fourier transform. (b) translates into the equality v* = w(—1) which follows
readily from Lemma 1.2.

If a = 1 the relation (c) becomes

(13.1) /K (') e (v(y)) (9 ) dy = 7op (—(2)) /K B(yr () y, —a*) dy

which can be obtained from the formula of Lemma 1.1 by replacing ®(y) by ®'(—y*) and
taking the inverse Fourier transform of the right side. If a is not 1 the relation (c¢) can again
be reduced to (1.3.1) provided ¢ is replaced by the character x — ¥ r(az) and v and dz are
modifed accordingly. We refer to Weil’s paper for the proof that r is continuous and may be
extended to a unitary representation of SL(2, F) in L?(K).

Now take F' archimedean. It is enough to show that all of the functions r(g)® are
indefinitely differentiable in some neighbourhood of the identity. Let

ve={(p 1|z
1= {(5 ) |aer]

and let
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Then NpwApNp is a neighbourhood of the identity which is diffeomorphic to Np x Ap x Np.
It is enough to show that
o(n,a,ny) = r(nwan,)®

is infinitely differentiable as a function of n, as a function of a, and as a function of n; and
that the derivations are continuous on the product space. For this it is enough to show that
for all ® all derivatives of r(n)® and r(a)® are continuous as functions of n and ® or a and
®. This is easily done.

The representation  depends on the choice of ¢g. If a belongs to F* and ¢'-(x) = ¢p(ax)
let 7’ be the corresponding representation. The constant 7/ = w(a)~.

Lemma 1.4.

1) The representation v’ is given b
p g Yy

(ii) If b belongs to K* let \(b)®(x) = ®(b~'x) and let p(b)®(x) = ®(xb). If a = v(b) then
r(@AD™) = Ab)r(9)

and

r'(9)p(b) = p(b)r(g).
In particular if v(b) = 1 both A(b) and p(b) commute with .

We leave the verification of this lemma to the reader. Take K to be a separable quadratic
extension of F' or a quaternion algebra of centre F. In the first case v(K*) is of index 2 in
F*. In the second case v(K*) is F* if F' is non-archimedean and v(K*) has index 2 in F'*
if F'is R.

Let K’ be the compact subgroup of K* consisting of all z with v(z) = zz* = 1 and
let G4 be the subgroup of GL(2, F') consisting of all g with determinant in v(K*). G, has
index 2 or 1 in GL(2, F'). Using the lemma we shall decompose r with respect to K’ and
extend r to a representation of G .

Let  be a finite-dimensional irreducible representation of K* in a vector space U over
C. Taking the tensor product of r with the trivial representation of SL(2, F') on U we obtain
a representation on

S(K) ©c U = S(K,U)

which we still call » and which will now be the centre of attention.

Proposition 1.5.
(1) If S(K,Q) is the space of functions ® in S(K,U) satisfying
d(xh) = Q1 (h)®(z)

for all h in K' then S(K, ) is invariant under r(g) for all g in SL(2, F).
(i1) The representation r of SL(2, F') on S(K, ) can be extended to a representation rq of

G satisfying
w((§ 1)) 2@ = wiomen

if a = v(h) belongs to v(K*).
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(111) If n is the quasi-character of F* such that

Qa) = nla)l
for a in F* then

(iv) The representation rq is continuous and if F' is archimedean all factors in S(K, Q) are
infinitely differentiable.

(v) If U is a Hilbert space and §) is unitary let L>(K,U) be the space of square integrable
functions from K to U with the norm

1o = /||<1> ) de

If L3(K, Q) is the closure of S(K,Q) in L*(K,U) then rq can be extended to a unitary
representation of G in L*(K, Q).

The first part of the proposition is a consequence of the previous lemma. Let H be the
group of matrices of the form
a 0
(6 1)

with a in v(K ™). It is clear that the formula of part (ii) defines a continuous representation
of H on S(K,(2). Moreover G, is the semi-direct product of H and SL(2, F') so that to
prove (ii) we have only to show that

(9 ( 1)) =0 () e (0 )

Let a = v(h) and let 1" be the representation associated ¥}.(z) = ¥ r(ax). By the first part
of the previous lemma this relation reduces to

ro(9) = p(h) ra(g) p~' (h),
which is a consequence of the last part of the previous lemma.

To prove (iii) observe that
a 0\ (a* 0\ [at 0O
0 a) \0 1 0 a

and that a* = v(a) belongs to v(K*). The last two assertions are easily proved.
We now insert some remarks whose significance will not be clear until we begin to discuss
the local functional equations. We associate to every ® in S(K,2) a function

(1.5.1) Wa(g) =ralg) ®(1)

on G, and a function

(1.5.2) pe(a) = We ((8 (1))>

on v(K*). The both take values in U.

It is easily verified that
1 =
we (g 1)a) = wrtama)
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If g € G4 and F is a function on G let p(g)F be the function h — F(hg). Then

p(g) We = Wi, (9)®
Let B, be the group of matrices of the form

(1)

with a in v(K*). Let £ be the representation of B, on the space of functions on v(K*) with

values in U defined by
(5 9)) w0 =)

(5 7))t = vrion) o)

and

Then for all bin B,

(1.5.3) £(b)pa = prqy(b)P.
The application ® — @g, and therefore the application ® — Wy, is injective because
(15.4) pa(v(h) = |h|5* Q(R) (R).

Thus we may regard rq as acting on the space V' of functions g, ® € S(K,€2). The effect of
a matrix in By is given by (1.5.3). The matrix (& ?) corresponds to the operator w(a)n(a)l.
Since G, is generated by B, the set of scalar matrices, and w = (% }) the representation
rq on V' is determined by the action of w. To specify this we introduce, formally at first, the
Mellin transform of ¢ = @g.

If 1 is a quasi-character of F'* let

(1.5.5) = [ elu@da
v(KX)
Appealing to (1.5.4) we may write this as

(15.6) Bolin) = 300 = [ ) 2B (k) a1

If X\ is a quasi-character of F'* we sometimes write A for the associated quasi-character A ov
of K*. The tensor product A ® 2 of A and €2 is defined by

(A®Q)(h) = A(h) Q2(h).
If age : h — |h|k is the module of K then
oy’ @ Qh) = | uw () (D).
We also introduce, again in a purely formal manner, the integrals

2(0,0) / Q(R) B(h) d*h

and
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so that
(15.7) () = Z(uay? © 0, ).

(I)/l(\lox)zv Et ¢ = Yrowye and let @ be the Fourier transform of ® so that ro(w) ®(x) =
v (xt). It po = wn

¢ lut)=2 (u L tag? ®Q7m(w)@>
which equals

Y /K 1 gt (v(h)Q(h) @' (RY) d*h.
Since po(v(h)) = n(v(h)) = Q(h*h) = Q(h*)Q(h) this expression equals

véﬂ*@werW@MAwh=w/M*WMMTRM@MMWL

K
so that
(1.5.8) Pt =2 (u‘l Lo <1>>

Take p = pyaf where p; is a fixed quasi-character and s is complex number. If K is a
separable quadratic extension of F' the representation {2 is one-dimensional and therefore a
quasi-character. The integral defining the function

Z(,uoz%2 ® Q, D)

is known to converge for Re s sufficiently large and the function itself is essentially a local
zeta-function in the sense of Tate. The integral defining

Z(,u 1 1/2®Q CD/)

converges for Res sufficiently small, that is, large and negative. Both functions can be
analytically continued to the whole s-plane as meromorphic functions. There is a scalar
C'(p) which depends analytically on s such that

Z(pat? @ Q,®) = C()Z(p'as? @ Q7 @),

All these assertions are also known to be valid for quaternion algebras. We shall return to
the verification later. The relation

P(p) ="' CP (1"
determines ¢’ in terms of .
If X is a quasi-character of F* and ; = A ® Q then S(K, Q) = S(K, Q) and

ra,(9) = Aldet g)ra(g)
so that we may write
r, = A X ro
However the space V; of functions on v(K*) associated to rq, is not necessarily V. In fact
Vi={dlpeV;

and ro, (g) applied to A, is the product of A(det g) with the function A-rq(g),. Given € one
can always find a A such that A ® €0 is equivalent to a unitary representation.
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If ©2 is unitary the map ® — g is an isometry because
/ loo(a)|? d*a = / 12(R) B (R) P[]k d*h = / |® (k)| dh
V(K X) KX K

if the measures are suitably normalized.

We want to extend some of these results to the case K = F & F. We regard the element
of K as defining a row vector so that K becomes a right module for M (2, F'). If ® belongs
to S(K') and g belongs to GL(2, F'), we set

p(g) ®(x) = ®(xg).

Proposition 1.6.
(i) If K = F @ F then r can be extended to a representation r of GL(2, F') such that

@)l

(i1) If ® is the partial Fourier transform

B(a,b) = / B(a,y) i (by) dy

and the Haar measure dy is self-dual with respect to ¥ then

[r(9)®]” = pg)®
for all ® in S(K) and all g in Gp.

It is easy to prove part (ii) for ¢ in SL(2, F'). In fact one has just to check it for the
standard generators and for these it is a consequence of the definitions of Proposition 1.3.
The formula of part (ii) therefore defines an extension of r to GL(2, F') which is easily seen
to satisfy the condition of part (i).

Let € be a quasi-character of K*. Since K* = F* x F'* we may identify €2 with a pair
(w1,ws) of quasi-characters of F'*. Then rq will be the representation defined by

ra(g) = | det | wi (det g)r(g).
If z belongs to K* and v(x) = 1 then z is of the form (¢,¢7') with ¢ in F'*. If ® belongs
to S(K) set
o) = [ e
FX

Since the integrand has compact support on F* the integral converges. We now associate
to ® the function

(1.6.1) Wa(g) = (2, 70(9)®)
on GL(2, F) and the function

(1.6.2) pe(a) = We ((8 [1))>

on F*. We still have
P(Q)ch - Wrsz(g)q)'
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w40 )

and if the representation £ of Br on the space of functions on F* is defined in the same
manner as the representation & of B, then

§(b)pa = Prom)e
for b in Br. The applications ® — Wy and & — ¢4 are no longer injective.
If pp is the quasi-character defined by

pola) = Q(a, a)) = wi(a) ws(a)

W ((g 2) g) = po(a) Wa(9)-

It is enough to verify this for g = e.

(5 0)) <ol ((6 2))

If
aEFX,xEF}

then

and
a 0\ (a* 0\ [at O
0 a) \O 1 0 a
so that
0 - _
(6 0)) ®0) = @1 ()l (e,
Consequently

= wl(a)cug(a)/ Wy (2)wy  (2)®(x, 27 1) d¥

FX
which is the required result.
Again we introduce in a purely formal manner the distribution

Z(Q, CD) = Z(wl, Wa, (I)) = / q)(l’l, [Eg) wl(l'g) LUQ(CL’Q) dXZEQ dxl’g.

If i is a quasi-character of F'* and ¢ = g we set

The integral is

[ron(on ()
_ /F () {/F ro ((‘5‘ g’)) Bz, 2 Yo ()3 (2) dxx} o

which in turn equals

/FX u(a)wl(aﬂa\}m {/FX O (ax, x™Hw (v)wy ' (1) dXx} d*a.
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Writing this as a double integral and then changing variables we obtain

[ [ ool aa s
X X

so that

(1.6.3) olp) =2 (uwla}/z,uwga}p, @) :

Let ¢" = ¢rg@w)e. Then

Pt =2 (u‘lwz‘lafwﬂ, ptwr g, m(w)‘b>
which equals

[ ¥t @ el as vy

so that

_ _ _ _ 1/2 — _ 1/2
(1.6.4) P peh) = Z(pn oyt al® i twy tagl?, @),

Suppose p = piaf where py is a fixed quasi-character and s is a complex number. We shall
see that the integral defining the right side of (1.6.3) converges for Re s sufficiently large
and that the integral defining the right side of (1.6.4) converges for Re s sufficiently small.
Both can be analytically continued to the whole complex plane as meromorphic functions
and there is a meromorphic function C(u) which is independent of ® such that

Z(pwrayf?, sy, ®) = C() Z(p~ ' wy Mo, i wy T2, @),

Thus
P() =C(W& (W 'ng)
The analogy with the earlier results is quite clear.
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§2. Representations of GL(2, F') in the non-archimedean case.

In this and the next two paragraphs the ground field F' is a non- archimedean local field.
We shall be interested in representations m of Gr = GL(2, F') on a vector space V over C
which satisfy the following condition.

(2.1). For every vector v in V the stabilizer of v in Gg is an open subgroup of Gp.

Those who are familiar with such things can verify that this is tantamount to demanding
that the map (g,v) — m(g)v of Gr x V into V is continuous if V' is given the trivial locally
convex topology in which every semi-norm is continuous. A representation of G satisfying
(2.1) will be called admissible if it also satisfies the following condition.

(2.2). For every open subgroup G' of GL(2,OF) the space of vectors v in 'V stabilized by G’
1s finite-dimensional. O is the ring of integers of F.

Let Hr be the space of functions on G which are locally constant and compactly sup-
ported. Let dg be that Haar measure on Gy which assigns the measure 1 to GL(2,Op).
Every f in Hp may be identified with the measure f(g) dg. The convolution product

fi* fa(h) = ; f1(9) f2(g~'h) dg

turns Hp into an algebra which we refer to as the Hecke algebra. Any locally constant
function on GL(2, Of) may be extended to G by being set equal to 0 outside of GL(2, Or)
and therefore may be regarded as an element of Hpg. In particular if m;, 1 < i < r,is a
family of inequivalent finite-dimensional irreducible representations of GL(2, Or) and

&i(g) = dim(m;) trmi(g™)
for g in GL(2,Op) we regard &; as an element of Hp. The function

E=> &
=1

is an idempotent of H . Such an idempotent will be called elementary.
Let 7 be a representation satisfying (2.1). If f belongs to Hr and v belongs to V' then
f(g) m(g)v takes on only finitely many values and the integral

flg)m(g)vdg = n(f)v

Gr
may be defined as a finite sum. Alternatively we may give V the trivial locally convex
topology and use some abstract definition of the integral. The result will be the same and
f — w(f) is the representation of Hr on V. If g belongs to G then A\(g)f is the function
whose value at h is f(g~'h). Tt is clear that

T(Mg)f) =m(g) = ([).
Moreover

(2.8). For every v in'V there is an [ in Hp such that wf(v) = v.

In fact f can be taken to be a multiple of the characteristic function of some open and
closed neighbourhood of the identity. If 7 is admissible the associated representation of Hpg
satisfies
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(2.4). For every elementary idempotent & of Hp the operator w(€) has a finite-dimensional
range.

We now verify that from a representation 7 of Hp satisfying (2.3) we can construct a
representation m of G satisfying (2.1) such that

©(f)= [ f(g)~n(g)dyg.

GF

By (2.3) every vector v in V' is of the form

v= Zﬂ-(fz) V;

with v; in V' and f; in Hp. If we can show that
(2.3.1) > w(fi)vi=0
i=1

implies that

w = Z W()‘(g)fi)vi

is 0 we can define 7(g)v to be

Z d ()\(g)fi)vi
i=1
7 will clearly be a representation of G satisfying (2.1).
Suppose that (2.3.1) is satisfied and choose f in Hp so that 7(f)w = w. Then

T

w = Zﬂ'(f * Xg) fi)vi.

i=1
If p(g)f(h) = f(hg) then

FxXNg) fi=plg ") f* fi
so that

w=> m(pg™)f * fi)vi =7 (p(g")f) {Z W(fi)vi} =0.
i=1 i=1

It is easy to see that the representation of G satisfies (2.2) if the representation of Hp
satisfies (2.4). A representation of Hp satisfying (2.3) and (2.4) will be called admissible.
There is a complete correspondence between admissible representations of G and of Hp.
For example a subspace is invariant under G if and only if it is invariant under H g and an
operator commutes with the action of G if and only if it commutes with the action of Hp.

From now on, unless the contrary is explicitly stated, an irreducible representation of
Gr or Hp is to be assumed admissible. If 7 is irreducible and acts on the space V' then
any linear transformation A of V' commuting with g is a scalar. In fact if V' is assumed,
as it always will be, to be different from 0 there is an elementary idempotent £ such that
(&) # 0. Its range is a finite-dimensional space invariant under A. Thus A has at least one
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eigenvector and is consequently a scalar. In particular there is a homomorphism w of F'*

into C* such that
a 0
T ((0 a)) =w(a)l

for all @ in F*. By (2.1) the function w is 1 near the identity and is therefore continuous.
We shall refer to a continuous homomorphism of a topological group into the multiplicative
group of complex numbers as a quasi-character.

If x is a quasi-character of F'* then g — x(det g) is a quasi-character of Gp. It determines
a one-dimensional representation of G which is admissible. It will be convenient to use the
letter x to denote this associated representation. If 7 is an admissible representation of Gg
on V then y ® 7 will be the representation of Gg on V defined by

(x ® 7)(g) = x(det g)7(g).

It is admissible and irreducible if 7 is.
Let m be an admissible representation of Gr on V' and let V* be the space of all linear
forms on V. We define a representation 7* of Hr on V* by the relation

(v, 7 (f)v*) = (n(f)v,v*)
where f(g) = f(g~!). Since 7* will not usually be admissible, we replace V* by Vo=
7 (Hp)V*. The space V' is invariant under Hp. For each f in Hp there is an elementary
idempotent ¢ such that £ x f = f and therefore the restriction 7 of 7* to V' satisfies (2.3). It

is easily seen that if ¢ is an elementary idempotent so is €. To show that 7 is admissible we
have to verify that

V() =RV =" (EV*
is finite-dimensional. Let V(§) = m(£)V and let V. = (1 — x(£))V. V is clearly the direct
sum of V(f ), which is finite-dimensional, and V.. Moreover V (§) is orthogonal to V. because

(v = (&), 7(E)V) = (n(E)v — 7(E)v, V) = 0.

It follows immediately that 17(5 ) is isomorphic to a subspace of the dual of V(€) and is there-
fore finite-dimensional. It is in fact isomorphic to the dual of V' (£) because if v* annihilates
V. then, for all v in V,

(v, (E)v") — (v,07) = —(v =7 (E)v, V") =
so that 7*(&)v* = v*

7 will be called the representation contragredient to 7. It is easily seen that the natural
map of V into V* is an isomorphism and that the image of this map is 7 (U-CF)V* so that 7
may be identified with the contragredient of 7.

If V] is an invariant subspace of V and V2 = V;\V we may associate to m representations
m and m on V; and V5. They are easily seen to be adm1581ble It is also clear that there is
a natural embedding of Vo in V. Moreover any element 7, of V; lies in Vl(g) for some £ and
therefore is determined by its effect on V4 (€). It annihilates (I — m(£))V;. There is certainly
a linear function ¥ on V' which annihilates (I — ﬂ(f))V and agrees with V4 on V4 (). 7 is

necessarily in V so that V may be identified with VQ\V Since every representation is the
contragredient of its contragredient we easily deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5.
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(a) Suppose Vi is an invariant subspace of V. [f‘72 is the annihilator of Vi in V then Vi is

the annihilator of Vo in V.
(b) m is irreducible if and only if 7 is.

Observe that for all g in G

(m(g)v,7) = (v,7(g7")D).
If 7 is the one-dimensional representation associated to the quasi-character y then 7 = x~
Moreover if y is a quasi-character and 7 any admissible representation then the contragre-
dient of y @ 7is x ' @ 7.

Let V' be a separable complete locally convex space and 7 a continuous representation of
Gp on V. The space Vy = m(Hp)V is invariant under G and the restriction 7y of 7 to Vj
satisfies (2.1). Suppose that it also satisfies (2.2). Then if 7 is irreducible in the topological
sense Ty is algebraically irreducible. To see this take any two vectors v and w in Vj and choose
an elementary idempotent £ so that m(§)v = v. v is in the closure of 7(Hp)w and therefore
in the closure of 7(Hp)wNm(§)V. Since, by assumption, w(£)V is finite-dimensional, v must
actually lie in m(Hp)w.

The equivalence class of 7 is not in general determined by that of my. It is, however,
when 7 is unitary. To see this one has only to show that, up to a scalar factor, an irreducible
admissible representation admits at most one invariant hermitian form.

1

Lemma 2.6. Suppose m; and ms are irreducible admissible representations of G on Vi and
Vo respectively. Suppose A(vy,vs) and B(vy,vs) are non-degenerate forms on Vi x Vo which
are linear in the first variable and either both linear or both conjugate linear in the second
variable. Suppose moreover that, for all g in Gg

A(7T1(Q>U1,7T2(g)7)2) = A(vy, v9)
and

B(7T1(Q>'U1,7T2(g)7}2) = B(vy,v9)
Then there is a complex scalar \ such that

B(Ul, ’UQ) = )\A(Ul, ’UQ)

Define two mappings S and T' of V5 into i by the relations
A(vr,v2) = (1, Svg)

and
B(Ul, ?}2) = <’Ul, TU2>,

Since S and T" are both linear or conjugate linear with kernel 0 they are both embeddings.
Both take V5 onto an invariant subspace of V7. Since V; has no non-trivial invariant subspaces
they are both isomorphisms. Thus S~!7 is a linear map of V5 which commutes with G and
is therefore a scalar A\I. The lemma follows.

An admissible representation will be called unitary if it admits an invariant positive
definite hermitian form.

We now begin in earnest the study of irreducible admissible representations of Gg. The
basic ideas are due to Kirillov.

Proposition 2.7. Let m be an irreducible admissible representation of G on the vector
space V.
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(a) If V is finite-dimensional then V is one-dimensional and there is a quasi-character x of
F* such that

m(g) = x(det g)
(b) If V is infinite-dimensional there is no nonzero vector invariant by all the matrices (L 9),
x el

If 7 is finite-dimensional its kernel H is an open subgroup. In particular there is a positive
number € such that
1 =z
0 1

belongs to H if |x| < e. If z is any element of F' there is an a in F™* such that |ax| < e. Since

(o D666 )
1)

belongs to H for all z in F'. For similar reasons the matrices

()

do also. Since the matrices generate SL(2, F') the group H contains SL(2, F'). Thus 7(g1)7(g2) =
7(g2)m(g1) for all g; and go in Gp. Consequently each 7(g) is a scalar matrix and 7(g) is
one-dimensional. In fact

the matrix

m(g) = x(det g)I
where x is a homomorphism of F'* into C*. To see that y is continuous we need only observe

that
() v

Suppose V' contains a nonzero vector v fixed by all the operators

(1)

Let H be the stabilizer of the space Cv. To prove the second part of the proposition we need
only verify that H is of finite index in Gg. Since it contains the scalar matrices and an open
subgroup of G it will be enough to show that it contains SL(2, F'). In fact we shall show
that Hy, the stabilizer of v, contains SL(2, F'). Hy is open and therefore contains a matrix

a b
c d
with ¢ # 0. It also contains
1 —ac™\ fa b\ (1 —=dc'\ [0 b\ _
0 1 cd)\o 1 )7 \eo)T"
1 0 . 1 =z -1
y 1)~ "\ 1)%

also belongs to Hy. As before we see that Hy contains SL(2, F).

Ifa::bfy then
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Because of this lemma we can confine our attention to infinite-dimensional representa-
tions. Let v = ¢r be a non-trivial additive character of F'. Let Br be the group of matrices

of the form
a T
= (5 1)

with a in F* and z in F. If X is a complex vector space we define a representation &, of
Bpr on the space of all functions of F'* with values in X by setting

(£ (0)¢) (@) = ¥(az)p(aa).

&y leaves invariant the space S(F*, X) of locally constant compactly supported functions.
The function &, is continuous with respect to the trivial topology on S(F*, X).

Proposition 2.8. Let m be an infinite-dimensional irreducible representation of Gp on the
space V. Let p = pr be the mazximal ideal in the ring of integers of F', and let V' be the set
of all vectors v in 'V such that

[ ) oees
for some integer n. Then

(i) The set V' is a subspace of V.
(i1) Let X = V'\V and let A be the natural map of V onto X. If v belongs to V' let o, be

the function defined by
= ))

The map v — @, 1s an injection of V into the space of locally constant functions on
F> with values in X.
(i11) If b belongs to Br and v belongs to V' then

(b)yv = gl/l(b) Pu

If m > n so that p~™ contains p~" then

[ oo ((5 1)) vas
> ({5 1)) | vt (5 1))

yeEp~m /pn

is equal to

Thus if the integral of the lemma vanishes for some integer n it vanishes for all larger integers.
The first assertion of the proposition follows immediately.
To prove the second we shall use the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8.1. Let p~™ be the largest ideal on which 1 is trivial and let f be a locally
constant function on p~* with values in some finite-dimensional complex vector space. For
any integer n < £ the following two conditions are equivalent

(i) f is constant on the cosets of p~" in p~*
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(i1) The integral
(—az) f(x)dz

p—é
is zero for all a outside of p~™*™.

Assume (i) and let a be an element of F* which is not in p~*". Then 2 — ¢(—ax) is
a non-trivial character of p~™ and

[ECETCUED S|

yep~t/p

$(—az) dx} Fy) =0,

pf’n

f may be regarded as a locally constant function on F' with support in p~*. Assuming
(ii) is tantamount to assuming that the Fourier transform f” of f has its support in p~"*".
By the Fourier inversion formula

f@) = [ o) ) dy

If y belongs to p~™*" the function x — ¥ (—=zy) is constant on cosets of p~™. It follows
immediately that the second condition of the lemma implies the first.

To prove the second assertion of the proposition we show that if ¢, vanishes identically
then v is fixed by the operator 7 ((19)) for all x in F' and then appeal to Proposition 2.7.

Take
o==((} )

The restriction of f to an ideal in F' takes values in a finite-dimensional subspace of V.
To show that f is constant on the cosets of some ideal p~™ it is enough to show that its
restriction to some ideal p~* containing p~" has this property.

By assumption there exists an ng such that f is constant on the cosets of p~"°. We shall
now show that if f is constant on the cosets of p~™*! it is also constant on the cosets of p~™.
Take any ideal p~—* containing p~". By the previous lemma

| ptan) fyar =0

if @ is not in p~™™~1 We have to show that the integral on the left vanishes if a is a
generator of p~m "1,
If U is the group of units of Op the ring of integers of F' there is an open subgroup U

of Up such that
6
for b in Uy. For such b
) o () )
is equal to
/p[ W(—az)m ((é bf’)) 7r ((8 ?)) vde = /pe " <—%x> f(x) dx.
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Thus it will be enough to show that for some sufficiently large ¢ the integral vanishes when a
is taken to be one of a fixed set of representatives of the cosets of U; in the set of generators
of p~™*"~1 Since there are only finitely many such cosets it is enough to show that for each
a there is at least one ¢ for which the integral vanishes.

By assumption there is an ideal a(a) such that

1 z\ fa O
a(a) o (<0 1) (0 1)> vdr =10
But this integral equals

(3 ) (s )

so that ¢ = ¢(a) could be chosen to make
p~f =a'a(a).

To prove the third assertion we verify that

((2.8.2)) A (w ((é ?{)) v) = (y) A(v)

for all v in V and all y in F. The third assertion follows from this by inspection. We have

to show that
T Ly v—Y(y)v
0 1 y
is in V' or that, for some n,

[ (6 9) 7 (6 4)) o= [ wt=mrvtom (5 7)) v

is zero. The expression equals

/pn () (((1) ot y>) vdr — /,,n V(=2 + )7 (((1) 916» o d

If p~™ contains y we may change the variables in the first integral to see that it equals the
second.

It will be convenient now to identify v with ¢, so that V' becomes a space of functions
on F* with values in X. The map A is replaced by the map ¢ — ¢(1). The representation
m now satisfies

m(b)p = &y (b)y

if b is in Bp. There is a quasi-character wg of F* such that

(s ) o
(% )

the representation is determined by wy and 7(w).

If

Proposition 2.9.
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(i) The space V' contains
Vo =S(F*, X)
(i1) The space V' is spanned by Vo and m(w)Vj.

For every ¢ in V there is a positive integer n such that

(6 7))

if x and a — 1 belong to p”. In particular p(aa) = ¢(a) if a belongs to F'* and a — 1 belongs
to p™. The relation
Plaz)p(a) = ¢(a)

for all x in p™ implies that ¢(a) = 0 if the restriction of 1 to ap™ is not trivial. Let p=™
be the largest ideal on which ¢ is trivial. Then ¢(a) = 0 unless |a| < |w| ™" if w is a
generator of p.

Let Vy be the space of all ¢ in V' such that, for some integer ¢ depending on ¢, p(a) =0
unless |a| > |@|*. To prove (i) we have to show that Vy = S(F*, X). It is at least clear that
S(F*, X) contains Vy. Moreover for every ¢ in V and every = in F' the difference

o 1 =z
d=v—m{ly 1)])¢¥
is in Vj. To see this observe that

¢'(a) = (1 - v(az))p(a)

is identically zero for z = 0 and otherwise vanishes at least on z7!p~™. Since there is no
function in V' invariant under all the operators

1 x
o 1
the space Vj is not 0.

Before continuing with the proof of the proposition we verify a lemma we shall need.

Lemma 2.9.1. The representation &, of Br in the space S(F*) of locally constant, com-
pactly supported, complex-valued functions on F* is irreducible.

For every character pu of Up let ¢, be the function on F* which equals p on Up and
vanishes off Up. Since these functions and their translates span S(F*) it will be enough
to show that any non-trivial invariant subspace contains all of them. Such a space must
certainly contain some non-zero function ¢ which satisfies, for some character v of Up, the
relation

p(ac) = v(e) p(a)
for all @ in F* and all € in Ur. Replacing ¢ by a translate if necessary we may assume that
(1) # 0. We are going to show that the space contains ¢, if p is different from v. Since
Ur has at least two characters we can then replace ¢ by some ¢, with p different from v,
and replace v by u and p by v to see it also contains ¢, .

Set
e o D) (s )
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where z is still to be determined. p is to be different from v. ¢’ belongs to the invariant
subspace and

¢'(ae) = p(e)¢'(a)
for all @ in F* and all € in Up. We have

o/(a) = ola) / N (vl (aze) de

The character i~ !v has a conductor p™ with n positive. Take = to be of order —n —m. The
integral, which can be rewritten as a Gaussian sum, is then, as is well-known, zero if a is
not in Up but different from zero if a is in Ur. Since ¢(1) is not zero ¢’ must be a nonzero
multiple of ¢,,.

To prove the first assertion of the proposition we need only verify that if u belongs to X
then V4 contains all functions of the form o — n(a)u with n in S(F*). There is a ¢ in V'
such that ¢(1) = u. Take x such that i(z) # 1. Then

d=o-n((5 7))

is in Vy and ¢'(1) = (1 —¢(x))u. Consequently every u is of the form (1) for some ¢ in Vj.
If 11 is a character of U let V(u) be the space of functions ¢ in V; satisfying

p(ae) = p(e)p(a)
for all @ in F* and all € in Up. Vj is clearly the direct sum of the space Vy(u). In particular
every vector u in X can be written as a finite sum

u= Z ©i(1)
where ¢; belongs to some Vo(u;).
If we make use of the lemma we need only show that if u can be written as u = (1) where
p is in Vy(v) for some v then there is at least one function in V4 of the form o — n(a)u where
7 is a nonzero function in S(F*). Choose p different from v and let p” be the conductor of
v, We again consider

e [ (s ) )

where z is of order —n — m. Then
#'(a) = pla) / 5 (vl (aze) de

The properties of Gaussian sums used before show that ¢’ is a function of the required kind.

The second part of the proposition is easier to verify. Let Prp be the group of upper-
triangular matrices in G . Since V; is invariant under Pr and V is irreducible under G the
space V' is spanned by V; and the vectors

oe((s e

¢ ={¢' —m(w)e} + m(w)y
and as we saw, ¢/ — m(w)yp is in V. The proposition is proved.

with ¢ in V. But
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To study the effect of w we introduce a formal Mellin transform. Let w be a generator
of p. If o is a locally constant function on F'* with values in X then for every integer n the
function € — ¢(ew™) on Uy takes its values in a finite-dimensional subspace of X so that
the integral

/U Pl (0 = ()

is defined. In this integral we take the total measure of Ur to be 1. It is a vector in X. The
expression @(v,t) will be the Formal Laurent series

> t"Gnw)

n

If ¢ is in V the series has only a finite number of terms with negative exponent. Moreover
the series p(v, t) is different from zero for only finitely many v. If ¢ belongs to V; these series
have only finitely many terms. It is clear that if ¢ is locally constant and all the formal series
(v, t) vanish then ¢ = 0.

Suppose ¢ takes values in a finite-dimensional subspace of X, w is a quasi-character of
F* and the integral

(2.10.1) /FX w(a)p(a)d*a

is absolutely convergent. If w’ is the restriction of w to U this integral equals
S [ plrauede= Y 5w)
n Ur n

if z = w(w). Consequently the formal series p(w’, t) converges absolutely for ¢ = z and the
sum is equal to (2.10.1). We shall see that X is one-dimensional and that there is a constant
co = ¢o(y) such that if |w(w)| = |w|® with ¢ > ¢y then the integral (2.10.1) is absolutely
convergent. Consequently all the series p(v,t) have positive radii of convergence.

If ¢ = ¢ is a given non-trivial additive character of F', p any character of Up, and x
any element of F' we set

) = [ (0 vien) de

The integral is taken with respect to the normalized Haar measure on Up. If g belongs to
GF, ¢ belongs to V', and ¢’ = 7(g)p we shall set

W(Q) @(Vv t) = (’5/(’/7 t)'

Proposition 2.10.
(i) If 6 belongs to Ur and € belongs to Z then

dwwt 0\ ~ 1 ey~
(7 9))pwn=rv@emo
(i1) If x belongs to F then

(5 1)) ren=xr {;n(ulv, w%)san(m}

where the inner sum is taken over all characters of Up
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(111) Let wy be the quasi-character defined by

(5 ) o

for a in F*. Let vy be its restriction to Ur and let zg = wo(w). For each character v
of Ug there is a formal series C(v,t) with coefficients in the space of linear operators
on X such that for every ¢ in Vg

w((5) 0)) et = clwn g

d==(("5 1)

= Zt”/U v(e) p(w™ de) de.

Changing variables in the integration and in the summation we obtain the first formula of
the proposition.
Now set

Set

Then

Then

By Fourier inversion

p(@"e) = Y Pulp) 1 (€)-

The sum on the right is in reality finite. Substituting we obtain

Pwy=) t {Z/U pov(e) Y(ew" ) de ﬁn(u)}

as asserted.
Suppose v is a character of Ur and ¢ in Vj is such that $(p,t) = 0 unless u = vty
This means that

v(ae) = vy(e) p(a)

(s o

for all € in Up. If ¢' = m(w)¢ then

(6 1)) ff((é R ()

or that

Since
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the expression on the right is equal to

v em(w)e = v (e)¢,

so that @' (u,t) = 0 unless p = v.
Now take a vector u in X and a character v of Ur and let ¢ be the function in V{ which
is zero outside of Ur and on Uy is given by

(2.10.2) o(€) = v(e) vo(e)u.

If ¢ = w(w)p then @, is a function of n, v, and u which depends linearly on u and we may
write

Pn(v) = Cu(v)u
where C),(v) is a linear operator on X.
We introduce the formal series

= t"Cy(v)

We have now to verify the third formula of the proposition. Since ¢ is in V{ the product
on the right is defined. Since both sides are linear in ¢ we need only verify it for a set of
generators of Vj. This set can be taken to be the functions defined by (2.10.2) together
with their translates by powers of w. For functions of the form (2.10.2) the formula is valid
because of the way the various series C(v,t) were defined. Thus all we have to do is show
that if the formula is valid for a given function ¢ it remains valid when ¢ is replaced by

(7 )

By part (i) the right side is replaced by
ZtC(w, ) Pyt T ).

(5 oe((s 2))or

and 7(w)@(v,t) is known we can use part (i) and the relation

1 0\ (= 0 @t 0
0 @) \0 @)\ 0 1
to see that the left side is replaced by
2ot (w)P(v, t) = 25t°C (v, O)P(v vy e h).

For a given u in X and a given character v of Up there must exist a ¢ in V' such that

= Z t"Cp(v)u

Consequently there is an ng such that C,(v)u = 0 for n < ny. Of course ny may depend on
u and v. This observation together with standard properties of Gaussian sums shows that
the infinite sums occurring in the following proposition are meaningful, for when each term
is multiplied on the right by a fixed vector in X all but finitely many disappear.

Since

Proposition 2.11. Let p~* be the largest ideal on which ) is trivial.
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(i) Let v and p be two characters of Up such that vpvy is not 1. Let p™ be its conductor.
Then

> nle v, @) (o p, @) Cpin(o)
18 equal to

N p vy w0 2 vpre (= 1) Crn i (V) Cpme(p)

for all integers n and p.
(ii) Let v be any character of Up and let v = v='yy . Then

Z n(oc v, @)n(c~ v, @wp)Cpin(0)

15 equal to

2610(=1)bnp + (lw] = 1)7 25" Coma e (0) Cpr—e (B Z 7 O (V) Cpyr (V)

—2—/

for all integers n and p.

The left hand sums are taken over all characters o of Ur and 9, , is Kronecker’s delta.

The relation
0 1 11 0o 1\ _ (1 -1 0 1 1 -1
-1 0 0 1 -1 0/ 0 1 -1 0 0 1
implies that

(s ) v i3 e (s )

for all ¢ in Vj. Since m(w)ep is not necessarily in Vj we write this relation as

ww) {x (5 1)) e - st a2 =m-vr (5 7)) wtwr (5 7)) e

The term 72(w)y is equal to vp(—1)¢p.
We compute the Mellin transforms of both sides

(e zw{m o)

wwrr (5 7)) et = S ) )

so that the Mellin transform of the rlght 51de is

1LY ()Y e —w e o g, ) (o) B )

n p’p7g

and

On the other hand

Zt”Z Crpn ()3 57
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" " (((1) D) m(w)p(v,t) = zn: £ Z 20 "n(p v, @) Copin(P)Bp(p 15 )
so that i (((1) 1)) m(w)P(v, t) — m(w)B(v,t)
is equal to

D> 2" n(pvvo, @) = 8(pr)] Cppn(p™ w5 )@ p)-

Here 0(prvy) is 1 if priy is the trivial character and 0 otherwise. The Mellin transform of
the left hand side is therefore

(2.11.2)
SN (@) — (o0 D] Coer )y (0B (0) + 0(—1) G w).
p,r,p
The coefficient of t"@,(p) in (2.11.1) is
(2.11.3) vo(=1) S 10~ v, =) n(p o 1y, ~?) 2 Cprn(0)

and in (2.11.2) it is
(2114) Y (v @) = 6(pr )]z Cor () Cor (07 w5) + 10(=1)80 00 (v )T

These two expressions are equal for all choice of n, p, p, and v.
If p # v and the conductor of vp~! is p™ the gaussian sum 7(pv~
r =—m — {. Thus (2.11.4) reduces to

n(pr = @ ™) 2 P O o (V) Copm e (07 7).

1 @") is zero unless

Since
n(p, =) = p(=1) n(p, )
the expression (2.11.3) is equal to

p (=1 (o v, @) n(p o vy ') 20 " Con(0).

Replacing p by p~'15 " we obtain the first part of the proposition.

If p = v then 6(pr~') = 1. Moreover, as is well-known and easily verified, n(pr—!, @") =1
if r>—¢,

n(pr ™, w ) = |@|(jew| - 1)
and n(pr—', @) =0 if r < —¢ — 2. Thus (2.11.4) is equal to
vo(—1)0np I+ (|| 1) 2o "M Cop s (V) G (v g )= D 2P Cr () Crer (V05 ).
r=—~0—2

The second part of the proposition follows.

Proposition 2.12.
(i) For everyn, p, v and p



§2. REPRESENTATIONS OF GL(2,F) IN THE NON-ARCHIMEDEAN CASE. 27

(i1) There is no non-trivial subspace of X invariant under all the operators C,(v).
(111) The space X is one-dimensional.

Suppose prvg # 1. The left side of the first identity in the previous proposition is
symmetric in the two pairs (n,v) and (p,p). Since n(r—'p~'yy!, @ ™) is not zero we
conclude that

Crm—t(V) Cpm—e (p) = Cpm—e (p) Crm—e(v)
for all choices of n and p. The first part of the proposition is therefore valid in p # v.

Now suppose p = . We are going to prove that if (p,n) is a given pair of integers and u

belongs to X then

CnJrT(V)CpM"(D)u = Cerr (ﬂ)Cn+r(y)u
for all » in Z. If r < 0 both sides are 0 and the relation is valid so the proof can proceed
by induction on r. For the induction one uses the second relation of Proposition 2.11 in the
same way as the first was used above.

Suppose X is a non-trivial subspace of X invariant under all the operators C,,(v). Let
V1 be the space of all functions in V; which take values in X; and let V] be the invariant
subspace generated by Vj. We shall show that all functions in V] take values in X so that
V/ is a non-trivial invariant subspace of V. This will be a contradiction. If ¢ in V' takes
value in X; and ¢ belongs to Pr then 7(g)p also takes values in X;. Therefore all we need
to do is show that if ¢ is in V} then m(w)y takes values in X;. This follows immediately
from the assumption and Proposition 2.10.

To prove (iii) we show that the operators C,,(v) are all scalar multiples of the identity.
Because of (i) we need only show that every linear transformation of X which commutes
with all the operators C,,(v) is a scalar. Suppose T' is such an operator. If ¢ belongs to V'
let T, be the function from F™* to X defined by

T,(a) = T(cp(a)) )

Observe that Ty is still in V. This is clear if ¢ belongs to V; and if ¢ = m(w)ye we see on
examining the Mellin transforms of both sides that

T, = m(w)Ty,.

Since V' = Vi +m(w)V, the observation follows. T therefore defines a linear transformation of
V' which clearly commutes with the action of any g in Pr. If we can show that it commutes
with the action of w it will follow that it and, therefore, the original operator on X are
scalars. We have to verify that

m(w)T, = Tm(w)p
at least for ¢ on V4 and for ¢ = m(w)ye with ¢ in V5. We have already seen that the
identity holds for ¢ in V4. Thus if ¢ = 7(w)pg the left side is

7(w)Tr(w) o = 7 (W) T,y = vo(—1)T,,

and the right side is
Tr*(w)po = vo(—1)Ty,-

Because of this proposition we can identify X with C and regard the operators C,(v)
as complex numbers. For each r the formal Laurent series C(v,t) has only finitely many
negative terms. We now want to show that the realization of m on a space of functions
on F* is, when certain simple conditions are imposed, unique so that the series C'(v,t) are
determined by the class of 7 and that conversely the series C'(v,t) determine the class of .
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Theorem 2.13. Suppose an equivalence class of infinite-dimensional irreducible admissible
representations of G is given. Then there exists exactly one space V' of complex-valued
functions on F* and ezxactly one representation m of Ggp on V which is in this class and
which 1s such that
m(b)p = &u(b)e
if b is in Bp and @ is in V.
We have proved the existence of one such V' and 7. Suppose V' is another such space

of functions and 7’ a representation of G on V' which is equivalent to . We suppose of
course that

' (b)p = &u(b)e
if bis in Br and ¢ is in V'. Let A be an isomorphism of V' with V' such that An(g) = 7'(g)A
for all g. Let L be the linear functional

L(p) = Ap(1)

L <7r ((g ?)) s0> — Ap(a)

so that A is determined by L. If we could prove the existence of a scalar A such that
L(p) = Ap(1) it would follow that

on V. Then

Ap(a) = Ap(a)
for all a such that Ap = Ap. This equality of course implies the theorem.
Observe that

(2.13.1) L <7r ((é f)) ¢> - (((1) f)) Ap(1) = () L(g).

Thus we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13.2. If L is a linear functional on'V satisfying (2.13.1) there is a scalar X such
that

L(p) = Ap(1).
This is a consequence of a slightly different lemma.

Lemma 2.13.3. Suppose L is a linear functional on the space S(F*) of locally constant
compactly supported functions on F* such that

(e ((5 1))%) = vz

for all ¢ in S(F*) and all x in F. Then there is a scalar \ such that L(p) = Ap(1).

Suppose for a moment that the second lemma is true. Then given a linear functional L
on V satisfying (2.13.1) there is a A such that L(¢) = Ap(1) for all ¢ in Vy = S(F*). Take
x in F such that ¢(z) # 1 and ¢ in V. Then

o1 (o-=(( ) ) -1 (=((3 7))
(7))

Since
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is in V} the right side is equal to

Ap(1) = A (z)p(1) + ¢(x) Lp)
so that
(1=%(2) L(p) = A1 = ¥(2)) ¢(1)
which implies that L(p) = Ap(1).
To prove the second lemma we have only to show that ¢(1) = 0 implies L(p) = 0. If we
set ©(0) = 0 then ¢ becomes a locally constant function with compact support in F. Let ¢
be its Fourier transform so that

pla) = /F Y (ba) @' (—b) db.

Let €2 be an open compact subset of F'* containing 1 and the support of ¢. There is an
ideal a in F so that for all a in Q the function ¢'(—b)1(ba) is constant on the cosets of a in
F. Choose an ideal b containing a and the support of ¢'. If S is a set of representatives of
b/a and if ¢ is the measure of a then

pla) = ¢y P(ba)g'(=b).
bes
If ¢ is the characteristic function of €2 this relation may be written

0= Mé, ((5 l{)) 20

bes
with A, = c¢/(=b). If (1) = 0 then
Z Avip(b) =0

besS

p=> N {fw (<(1) l;)) ®o — @D(b)@o}

It is clear that L(p) = 0.

The representation of the theorem will be called the Kirillov model. There is another
model which will be used extensively. It is called the Whittaker model. Its properties are
described in the next theorem.

Theorem 2.14.
(i) For any ¢ inV set

so that

We(g) = (7(9)¢) (1)

so that W, is a function in Gp. Let W (m, ) be the space of such functions. The map
o — W, is an isomorphism of V' with W (m,v). Moreover

Wiigre = p(9)W,
(i1) Let W (1)) be the space of all functions W on G such that

w ((3 ‘f)) 9= V(@)W (9)

forallz in F and g in G. Then W (m, 1) is contained in W (1)) and is the only invariant
subspace which transforms according to m under right translations.
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0 (5 9) (6 ) )0

the function W, is 0 only if ¢ is. Since
p(g)W (h) = W (hg)

the relation
Wiigye = p(9)W,
is clear. Then W (m, ) is invariant under right translation and transforms according to 7.

o ((o 1)9) = (=((¢ 1)) 7@¢) 0 = stanaean

the space W (m, 1)) is contained in W (1). Suppose W is an invariant subspace of W (1)) which
transforms according to w. There is an isomorphism A of V' with W such that

A(m(9)p) = p(g)(Ag).
Let
L(p) = Ap(1).
Since
L(w(9)¢) = Am(g)e(1) = p(g)Ap(1) = Ap(g)
the map A is determined by L. Also

(n((5 1)) =40 ((5 7)) = vt@ae0) = vz

so that by Lemma 2.13.2 there is a scalar A such that

L(p) = 2p(1).
Consequently Ap = AW,, and W = W (m, ).
The realization of m on W (m, 1) will be called the Whittaker model. Observe that the
representation of Gy on W (1)) contains no irreducible finite-dimensional representations. In
fact any such representation is of the form

m(g) = x(det g).

If 7 were contained in the representation on W () there would be a nonzero function W on
G such that

w((5 1)s) = vlonaeawo

In particular taking g = e we find that

1 =z
w((s 7)) = e
However it is also clear that

(3 D)1y -

so that ¢¥(z) = 1 for all . This is a contradiction. We shall see however that 7 is a
constituent of the representation on W (). That is, there are two invariant subspaces W
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and Wy of W (1) such that W) contains W5 and the representation of the quotient space
Wy /Wy is equivalent to .

Proposition 2.15. Let m and 7' be two infinite-dimensional irreducible representations of
Gr realized in the Kirillov form on spaces V. and V'. Assume that the two quasi-characters

defined by
(5 ) oo (i )

are the same. Let {C(v,t)} and {C'(v,t)} be the families of formal series associated to the
two representations. If

C(v,t) = C'(v,t)

for all v then m = 7’.
If  belongs to S(F*) then, by hypothesis,

m(w)@(v,t) = 7'(w)@(v, 1)
so that m(w)y = 7'(w)p. Since V' is spanned by S(F*) and 7w (w)S(F*) and V' is spanned
by S(F*) and 7'(w)S(F*) the spaces V and V' are the same. We have to show that

m(g)p =7 (g)p
for all ¢ in V and all ¢ in Gr. This is clear if g is in Pr so it is enough to verify it
for ¢ = w. We have already observed that m(w)py = 7'(w)py if @y is in S(F*) so we
need only show that m(w)y = 7'(w)p if ¢ is of the form 7(w)py with ¢ in S(F*). But
m(w)p = 7 (w)po = w(—1)go and, since m(w)yo = 7' (w)po, 7' (w)p = w'(—1)¢0.
Let Ng be the group of matrices of the form

b 1)

with  in F' and let B be the space of functions on G invariant under left translations by
elements of Np. B is invariant under right translations and the question of whether or not a
given irreducible representation 7 is contained in B arises. The answer is obviously positive
when 7 = x is one-dimensional for then the function g — y(det g) is itself contained in B.

Assume that the representation m which is given in the Kirillov form acts on B. Then
there is a map A of V into B such that

Ar(g)e = p(g)Ap
If L(p) = Ap(1) then

(2.15.1) L (&p (<é ‘f)) so) = L(¢)

for all ¢ in V' and all z in F. Conversely given such a linear form the map ¢ — Ay defined
by

Ap(g) = L(7(9)¢)
satisfies the relation Amw(g) = p(g)A and takes V into B. Thus 7 is contained in B if and
only if there is a non-trivial linear form L on V' which satisfies (2.15.1).

Lemma 2.15.2. If L is a linear form on S(F*) which satisfies (2.15.1) for all x in F and
for all ¢ in S(F*) then L is zero.
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We are assuming that L annihilates all functions of the form

so it will be enough to show that they span S(F*). If ¢ belongs to S(F*) we may set
©(0) = 0 and regard ¢ as an element of S(F'). Let ¢’ be its Fourier transform so that

p(z) :/FQOI(—b)@ZJ(bx) db.

Let € be an open compact subset of F'* containing the support of ¢ and let p™ be an ideal
containing 2. There is an ideal a of F' such that ¢'(—b)y(bx) is, as a function of b, constant
on cosets of a for all  in p~™. Let b be an ideal containing both a and the support of . If
S is a set of representatives for the cosets of a in b, if ¢ is the measure of a, and if g is the
characteristic function of €2 then

() =D Aib(ba)po(w)

beS

()
> A=0

p=3 N {&p ((é i)) o — 900}
b
as required.

Thus any linear form on V' verifying (2.15.1) annihilates S(F*). Conversely any linear
form on V' annihilating S(F*) satisfies (2.15.1) because

if Ay = c¢’(=b). Thus

Since ¢(0) = 0 we have

so that

is in S(F) if ¢ is in V. We have therefore proved

Proposition 2.16. For any infinite-dimensional irreducible representation w the following
two properties are equivalent:

(i) 7 is not contained in B.
(i) The Kirillov model of 7 is realized in the space S(F*).

A representation satisfying these two conditions will be called absolutely cuspidal.

Lemma 2.16.1. Let m be an infinite-dimensional irreducible representation realized in the
Kirillov form on the space V.. Then Vo = S(F™) is of finite codimension in V.

We recall that V' = V + 7(w) V. Let V; be the space of all ¢ in V with support in Up.
An element of 7(w)Vy may always be written as a linear combination of functions of the

form
(5 )
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with ¢ in V; and p in Z. For each character p of Up let ¢, be the function in V; such that
wu(€) = p(€e)ry(e) for € in Up. Then
Pu(v;t) = 6(vuw)
and
R ()30, 1) = S )C 0 ).
Let n, = m(w)g,. The space V' is spanned by V; and the functions

w?P 0
o 1))
For the moment we take the following two lemmas for granted.

Lemma 2.16.2. For any character o of (/jp there is an integer ng and a family of constants
Ai, 1 <1 <p, such that

Cn(p) = Z AiChi(p)

forn > ny.

Lemma 2.16.3. There is a finite set S of characters of Ur such that for v not in S the
numbers C,(v) are 0 for all but finitely many n.

If 11 is not in S the function 7, is in ;. Choose p in S and let V), be the space spanned

by the functions
w? 0
“\o 1))

and the functions ¢ in Vj satisfying ¢(ae) = @(a)u~t(¢) for all @ in F* and all € in Up. Tt
will be enough to show that V,,/(V, N ;) is finite-dimensional.

If ¢ is in V, then @(v,t) = 0 unless v = p and we may identify ¢ with the sequence
{@n(1)}. The elements of V,, N V; are the elements corresponding to sequences with only
finitely many nonzero terms. Referring to Proposition 2.10 we see that all of the sequences
satisfy the recursion relation

Dn(p) = Z ANin—i(1t)

for n > ny. The integer n; depends on .
Lemma 2.16.1 is therefore a consequence of the following elementary lemma whose proof
we postpone to Paragraph 8.

Lemma 2.16.4. Let \;, 1 < i < p, bep complex numbers. Let A be the space of all sequences
{an}, n € Z for which there exist two integers ny and ny such that

for n > ny and such that a, =0 for n < ny. Let Ay be the space of all sequences with only
a finite number of nonzero terms. Then A/Ay is finite-dimensional.
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We now prove Lemma 2.16.2. According to Proposition 2.11
S n(o v, @)n(0 7, 5)Chia(0)

is equal to
26v0(=1)8np + (| = 1) 726 Conte(V)Cpo1e() = Y 257 Corgr (V) G (9
—2—¢

Remember that p~¢ is the largest ideal on which 4 is trivial. Suppose first that 7 = v.
Take p = —¢ and n > —¢. Then 6(n — p) = 0 and

n(o v, = (o v, =) = 0

unless 0 = v. Hence

Cro(v) = (|| = )7 25" Cor o (W) Cgea( Z 20" Cor (V) Cpir (V)

—2—/

which, since almost all of the coefficients C'_,,,.(v) in the sum are zero, is the relation required.
If v # U take p > —C and n > p. Then n(c~'v,@") = 0 unless ¢ = v and n(c~'v,@?) = 0
unless 0 = v. Thus

(2.16.5) (1]~ 1) s ()G D) — 3 57 Coe () (7) = 0.

—2—¢
There is certainly at least one i for which C;(v) # 0. Take p — 1 — ¢ > i. Then from (2.16.5)
we deduce a relation of the form

n+r Z >\ Cn+7' 2

where r is a fixed integer and n is any integer greater than p.
Lemma 2.16.3 is a consequence of the following more precise lemma. If p™ is the conductor
of a character p we refer to m as the order of p.

Lemma 2.16.6. Let mg be of the order vy and let my be an integer greater than mqg. Write
vy in any manner in the form vy = vy 'vy ' where the orders of vy and vy are strictly less
than my. If the order m of p is large enough

—m—£
C_ . — —1 _1 —m—L 77(”1 p) )
om—20(p) = vy p(—1)z, n(vept, wm1)

and Cy(p) =0 if p # —2m — 2/.

1

Suppose the order of p is at least my. Then pry1yy = pr, s still of order m. Applying

Proposition 2.11 we see that

Z (o~ vy, @™ (e, wp+m+€)0p+n+2m+2€(0-)

is equal to
n(yl_lp_ly()_la w_m_g)ZgH_(leVO(_1)On—m—f(y)cp—m—é(p)
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for all integers n and p. Choose n such that C,(vy) # 0. Assume also that m +n+ ¢ > —/¢
or that m > —2¢ — n. Then n(oc~ vy, @™™+) = 0 unless o = v; so that

Nyt p, @Y Cynamrar (1) = n(vep™t ™ v pro(— 1) Cr (1) Cy(p)

Since vy 'p is still of order m the left side is zero unless p = —2m — 2¢. The only term on
the right side that can vanish is C,(p). On the other hand if p = —2m — 2¢ we can cancel
the terms C,,(v1) from both sides to obtain the relation of the lemma.

Apart from Lemma 2.16.4 the proof of Lemma 2.16.1 is complete. We have now to discuss
its consequences. If w; and wy are two quasi-characters of F* let B(wy,ws) be the space of
all functions ¢ on Gy which satisfy

(i) For all g in Gp, a1, ag in F*, and z in F
1/2

2 e(g).

' ((%1 ;;) g) = wi(ar)ws(az) al

2
(ii) There is an open subgroup U of GL(2, OF) such that ¢(gu) = ¢(g) for all v in U.

Since
GF = NF AF GL(Z, OF)
where Ap is the group of diagonal matrices the elements of B(w;,ws) are determined by their
restrictions to GL(2, Or) and the second condition is tantamount to the condition that ¢ be
locally constant. B(ws,ws) is invariant under right translations by elements of G so that
we have a representation p(wi,ws) of Gp on B(wy,ws). It is admissible.

Proposition 2.17. If 7w is an infinite-dimensional irreducible representation of Gg which is
not absolutely cuspidal then for some choice of py and ps it is contained in p(py, p2).

We take 7 in the Kirillov form. Since V; is invariant under the group Pr the representation
7 defines a representation o of Pr on the finite-dimensional space V/Vy. It is clear that o
is trivial on N and that the kernel of ¢ is open. The contragredient representation has the
same properties. Since Pp/Np is abelian there is a nonzero linear form L on V/Vj such that

5 ((0 )) L = i ()i (o) L

for all a;, as, and x. p; and pe are homomorphisms of F* into C* which are necessarily
continuous. L may be regarded as a linear form on V. Then

L <7r ((%1 (Z)) 90) = p(ar)p2(az) L(p).

If ¢ isin V let Ay be the function

Ap(g) = L(n(g)¢)
on Gg. A is clearly an injection of V' into B(pq, p2) which commutes with the action of G.
Before passing to the next theorem we make a few simple remarks. Suppose 7 is an
infinite-dimensional irreducible representation of Gr and w is a quasi-character of F*. It is
clear that W (w ® 7,1)) consists of the functions
g — W(g)w(det g)

with W in W(m, ). If V is the space of the Kirillov model of 7 the space of the Kirillov
model of w ® 7 consists of the functions a — (a)w(a) with ¢ in V. To see this take 7 in
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the Kirillov form and observe first of all that the map A : ¢ — pw is an isomorphism of V'
with another space V’ on which G acts by means of the representation 7’ = A(w @ m)A~L.

If
a x
()
belongs to Br and ¢’ = ¢w then

T (0)¢'(a) = w(a){w(a)p(ax)p(aa)} = Y(az)¢'(aa)
so that 7'(b)y’ = &,(b)¢’. By definition then 7’ is the Kirillov model of w ® 7. Let w; be the
restriction of w to Up and let z; = w(w). If ¢’ = pw then
P (v, t) = p(vwy, 21t).

Thus

(W) (v,t) = 7(w)P(vwy, z1t) = Clvwy, 21t)P(v wi g L 2z 2 1.

The right side is equal to
Cvwy, 21t) @ (v g tw 2, 29 2%t

so that when we replace m by w ® m we replace C(v,t) by C(vwy, z1t).
Suppose ¢'(z) = ¢ (bx) with b in F* is another non-trivial additive character. Then
W (m, 1)) consists of the functions

vo-w((§ )
with W in W (r, ).

The last identity of the following theorem is referred to as the local functional equation.
It is the starting point of our approach to the Hecke theory.

Theorem 2.18. Let w be an irreducible infinite-dimensional admissible representation of
Gp.
(1) If w is the quasi-character of G defined by

(5 ) -

then the contragredient representation T is equivalent to w™' ® .
(11) There is a real number sy such that for all g in Gp and all W in W (w, 1)) the integrals

Lo (5 ) o) o= wigsm
X

Low (5 9)o) e @ata= sy

converge absolutely for Res > sq.
(15i) There is a unique Euler factor L(s, ) with the following property: if

U(g,s, W)= L(s,7)®(g,s, W)

then ®(g, s, W) is a holomorphic function of s for all g and all W and there is at least
one W in W(rm, 1) such that

Oe,s,W) =a’
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where a is a positive constant.

(iv) If

U(g,s, W)= L(s,7)®(g,s, W)

there is a unique factor (s, m, 1) which, as a function of s, is an exponential such that

B (O 5) a5 W) =clm )bl s W)
for all g in Gg and all W in W (m, ).

To say that L(s,7) is an Euler factor is to say that L(s,7) = P~!(¢g™*) where P is a
polynomial with constant term 1 and ¢ = |ww|™! is the number of elements in the residue
field. If L(s,7) and L'(s, ) were two Euler factors satisfying the conditions of the lemma
their quotient would be an entire function with no zero. This clearly implies uniqueness.

If ¢ is replaced by ¢’ where ¢/(x) = 1(bz) the functions W are replaced by the functions

W' with
1oN b 0
and
U(g, s, W) = [b]'/>U(g,s, V)
while

U(g, s, W) = o>~ w(b)T(g, s, ).
Thus L(s, ) will not depend on . However
e(s,m,¢) = w(b) [b]*e(s, m, ).
According to the first part of the theorem if W belongs to W (m, 1) the function
W(g) = W(g)w™" (det g)
is in W(m, ). It is clear that
U(g,s, W) = w(det g)¥(g, s, W)

so that if the third part of the theorem is valid when 7 is replaced by 7 the function &D( g,5, W)
is a holomorphic function of s. Combining the functional equation for 7 and for 7 one sees
that

e(s,m)e(l —s,m,9) =w(—1).
Let V' be the space on which the Kirillov model of 7 acts. For every W in W (7, ) there

is a unique ¢ in V' such that
a 0
w(( 1)) -+
If 7 is itself the canonical model
a 0
m(w)p(a) =W <(O 1) w)

where
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If x is any quasi-character of F'* we set

200 = [ elan(@da
if the integral converges. If x( is the restriction of y to Up then
P(x) = ?(x0, x(@)).
Thus if aF is the quasi-character ap(z) = |x| and the appropriate integrals converge
Ue,s, W) = Plog ") = B(1,4"*7)
Ue,5, W) = BlagPwh) = Bl 7 1 2)

if 1y is the restriction of w to Up and zy = w(w). Thus if the theorem is valid the series p(1, t)
and go(uo ,t) have positive radii of convergence and define functions which are meromorphic
in the whole ¢-plane.

It is also clear that

V(w1 — s, W) = m(@)@lvg ' 2 'q" ).
If © belongs to V[, then
T(w)(vy ', 2 ) = Clvg 2 P B, ¢ ).

Choosing ¢ in Vj such that $(1,t) = 1 we see that C'(v; ', t) is convergent in some disc and
has an analytic continuation to a function meromorphic in the whole plane.
Comparing the relation

11— -1 -1 2 _ _
m(w)P(vg 1Zo 'q I/QQS) = O(Vo ) 20 (g1 q°)p(1, q1/2 *)
with the functional equation we see that

L(1— S,%)€<S,7T,'¢)‘

218.1 -1 -1, -1/2 s —
( 8 ) C<I/D 720 q Q) L(S,ﬂ')

Replacing 7 by y ® m we obtain the formula

Ll —sx'®T)e(s,x @7, ¢)
L(s,x ® ) '

Appealing to Proposition 2.15 we obtain the following corollary.

Clwg'xo"s 20 2 a 0) =

Corollary 2.19. Let m and 7’ be two irreducible infinite-dimensional representations of Gp.
Assume that the quasi-characters w and W' defined by

(5 ) aer (5 9o

are equal. Then m and @' are equivalent if and only if
LA-sx'®@m)e(s,x®@m¢)  Ll—s,x ' @T)e(s,x @7, ¢)
L(s,x ® ) - L(s, x @)

for all quasi-characters.
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We begin the proof of the first part of the theorem. If ¢; and ¢, are numerical functions
on F* we set

(1, P2) —/901(a)902(—a) d*a.

The Haar measure is the one which assigns the measure 1 to Ug. If one of the functions is in
S(F*) and the other is locally constant the integral is certainly defined. By the Plancherel

theorem for Up
=) > v(=D)E)E ().
The sum is in reality finite. It is easy to see that if b belongs to B
(€u(b)e, &u (D)) = (9, ¢).

Suppose 7 is given in the Kirillov form and acts on V. Let n’, the Kirillov model of
w™l @, act on V. To prove part (i) we have only to construct an invariant non-degenerate
bilinear form 5 on V x V'. If ¢ belongs to Vj and ¢’ belongs to V' or if ¢ belongs to V' and
¢ belongs to V{ we set

Ble, &) = (o, ¥).
If ¢ and ¢’ are arbitrary vectors in V' and V' we may write ¢ = ¢ + m(w)gpy and ¢’ =
o1 + 7' (W) with ¢, o in Vy and ¢}, ¢4 in V. We want to set

B, ') = (o1, 01) + (o1, ' (w)py) + (m(w)epa, £h) + (P2, ).
The second part of the next lemma shows that 3 is well-defined.

Lemma 2.19.1. Let ¢ and ¢’ belong to Vi and Vj respectively. Then
(1)
(m(w)p, ¢') = vo(=1){p, 7' (w)¢')
(11) If either m(w)p belongs to Vi or m'(w)y’ belongs to V{ then

(m(w)e, 7' (w)e') = (. ¢).
= Ztn Z Cn+p(’/)$p<y_lyo_l)zo_p

The relation

implies that
(2.19.2) (m(w)p, @) = Y v(=1)Crip(V)Gp(v 15 )2 P,

n,p,v

1

Replacing 7 by 7’ replaces w by w™!, vy by vy !, 2 by 2z, ', and C(v,t) by C(vyy!, 25 't).

Thus
(2.19.3) (7)) = 3 v(=1)Cosp (057 77 " Ev 1) B 7).
n,p,v

Replacing v by viy in (2.19.3) and comparing with (2.19.2) we obtain the first part of the
lemma.

Because of the symmetry it will be enough to consider the second part when 7(w)ep
belongs to Vy. By the first part

(m(w)e, 7' (w)g') = vo(=1)(T*(w)e, ') = (@, ¢').
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It follows immediately from the lemma that

B(r(w)e, ' (w)e') = By, ¢)

so that to establish the invariance of S we need only show that

B(r(p)e. 7' (0)¢) = Ble,¢')
for all triangular matrices p. If ¢ is in Vj or ¢ is in V{ this is clear. We need only verify it
for ¢ in w(w)Vp and ¢’ in 7' (w) V.
If pisin Vp, ¢ isin V and p is diagonal then

B(m(p)m(w)e, o' (p)' (w)¢") = B(m(w)w(pr)e, 7' (w)a' (p1)¢)

where p; = w™pw is also diagonal. The right side is equal to
B(m(p1)e. 7' (p1)¢) = Be,¢') = B(m(w)p, 7' (w)p').
Finally we have to show that[]

2102) 5(=((5 1)) e (5 1)) #) =8t

for all z in F" and all ¢ and ¢'. Let ¢;, 1 < i < r, generate V' modulo V; and let ¢,
1 <j <7/, generate V' modulo V. There certainly is an ideal a of F' such that

(6 7)) ei=v
(6 )

for all 7 and j if x belongs to a. Then

s D)o (6 1)) -

Since 2.19.2 is valid ¢ is in Vj or ¢’ is in Vj it is valid for all ¢ and ¢’ provided that z is in
a. Any y in F' may be written as ar with a in F* and x in a. Then

b 0)=6 60 )

and it follows readily that

s(=((5 1) e ((5 1)) #) = oo

Since [ is invariant and not identically zero it is non-degenerate. The rest of the theorem
will now be proved for absolutely cuspidal representations. The remaining representations
will be considered in the next chapter. We observe that since W (m, ) is invariant under
right translations the assertions need only be established when ¢ is the identity matrix e.

If 7 is absolutely cuspidal then V' = Vi = S(F*) and W ((&9)) = ¢(a) is locally
constant with compact support. Therefore the integrals defining W(e, s, W) and \T/(e, s, W)
are absolutely convergent for all values of s and the two functions are entire. We may take
L(s,m) = 1. If v is taken to be the characteristic function of Up then ®(e,s, W) = 1.

and

IThe tags on Equations 2.19.2 and 2.19.3 have inadvertently been repeated.
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Referring to the discussion preceding Corollary 2.19 we see that if we take

(s, m 1) = (Vo y 20 q 1/2615)

the local functional equation of part (iv) will be satisfied. It remains to show that (s, 7, 1)
is an exponential function or, what is at least as strong, to show that, for all v, C(v,t) is a
multiple of a power of £. It is a finite linear combination of powers of ¢ and if it is not of the
form indicated it has a zero at some point different from 0. C(vyy', z5't™1) is also a linear
combination of powers of ¢t and so cannot have a pole except at zero. To show that C(v,t)
has the required form we have only to show that

(2.19.3) C,t)C(v gt 2z 'th) = vo(—1).
Choose ¢ in Vj and set ¢ = m(w)p. We may suppose that ¢'(v,t) # 0. The identity is
obtained by combining the two relations
@/<V7 t) = C<V7 t)QO(V 1VO ) 20 lt )
and
vo(=DP g 1) = Cv g ) (v, 21,
We close this paragraph with a number of facts about absolutely cuspidal representations

which will be useful later.

Proposition 2.20. Let m be an absolutely cuspidal representation of Gpg. If the quasi-

character w defined by
a 0

1s actually a character then m is unitary.

As usual we take m and 7 in the Kirillov form. We have to establish the existence of a
positive-definite invariant hermitian form on V. We show first that if ¢ belongs to V' and ¢
belongs to V' then there is a compact set 2 in G such that if

ze={ (5 0)|ocr}

the support of (m(g)p, @), a function of g, is contained in Zg). If Ar is the group of diagonal
matrices Gp = GL(2,0r) Ar GL(2, Op). Since ¢ and ¢ are both invariant under subgroups
of finite index in GL(2,OpF) it is enough to show that the function (7(b)y,p) on Ap has
support in a set Zp() with €2 compact. Since

7 (5 0)8) 9 = wl@Ete?

it is enough to show that the function

()

has compact support in F'*. This matrix element is equal to

| etaad=o)aa.

Since ¢ and ¢ are functions with compact support the result is clear.
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Choose ¢y # 0 in V and set

(o1, 2) = / ., (mo)en G Txla)n ol do.

This is a positive invariant hermitian form on V.

We have incidentally shown that 7 is square-integrable. Observe that even if the abso-
lutely cuspidal representation 7 is not unitary one can choose a quasi-character y such that
X & 7 is unitary. _

If 7 is unitary there is a conjugate linear map A : V' — V defined by

(01, 02) = (o1, Apa).
Clearly A&, (b) = &,(b)A for all b in Bp. The map A, defined by

Agp(a) = p(—a)
has the same properties. We claim that
A= N
with A in C*. To see this we have only to apply the following lemma to A;'A.

Lemma 2.21.1. Let T be a linear operator on S(F*) which commutes with £ (b) for all b
in Br. Then T is a scalar.

Since & is irreducible it will be enough to show that T has an eigenvector. Let p~* be
the largest ideal on which ¢ is trivial. Let p be a non-trivial character of Ur and let p™ be
its conductor. T" commutes with the operator

= e 90 7))

and it leaves the range of the restriction of S to the functions invariant under Uy invariant.
If ¢ is such a function

Sip(a) = (a) / w () (aem ") de.

The Gaussian sum is 0 unless a lies in Up. Therefore S is equal to ¢(1) times the function
which is zero outside of Ur and equals p on Up. Since T leaves a one-dimensional space
invariant it has an eigenvector.

Since A = AAj the hermitian form (1, ¢9) is equal to

A\ /F _ei@P(a)d*a.

Proposition 2.21.2. Let m be an absolutely cuspidal representation of G for which the
quasi-character w defined by
a 0
T ((0 a)) =w(a)l
s a character.
(i) If 7 is in the Kirillov form the hermitian form

| at@m@da

18 tnvariant.
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(11) If |z| = 1 then |C(v,z)| =1 and if Res = 1/2
le(s,m, )| = 1.
Since |zg| = 1 the second relation of part (ii) follows from the first and the relation
e(s,m ) = Clg ' g™ ).
If nisin Z and v is a character of Up let

pea™) = dnmr(€)ro(e)

[ teta)da=1,
FX
If ¢ = m(w)p and C(v,t) = Cy(v)t* then

¢'(em™) = 0r—nmCe(v) 2 "v ™ (€).

for m in Z and € in Ur. Then

Since |zp| =1

| 1 @P da = cP

Applying the first part of the lemma we see that, if |z| = 1, both |Cy(v)]* and |C(v, 2)|* =
|Co(v)|? |2]?¢ are 1.

Proposition 2.22. Let 7 be an irreducible representation of Gp. It is absolutely cuspidal if
and only if for every vector v there is an ideal a in F' such that

[ (6 7))o=

It is clear that the condition cannot be satisfied by a finite-dimensional representation.
Suppose that 7 is infinite-dimensional and in the Kirillov form. If ¢ is in V' then

[ 1))

o(a) / b(az) dz = 0

for all a. If this is so the character z — v (ax) must be non-trivial on a for all a in the
support of ¢. This happens if and only if ¢ is in S(F*). The proposition follows.

if and only if

Proposition 2.23. Let m be an absolutely cuspidal representation and assume the largest
ideal on which 1 is trivial is Op. Then, for all characters v, Cp,(v) =0 if n > —1.

Take a character v and choose ny such that C,, (v) # 0. Then C,(v) = 0 for n # n,. If
v = v 'y, ! then, as we have seen,

Cv,t)C(r,t 125" = vp(—1)
so that

for n # ny and
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In the second part of Proposition 2.11 take n = p = ny + 1 to obtain
Y n(o v, @ (o710, @ ) Cony1a(0) = 2" ve(=1) + (|| — 1) 20C, (V) Coy (7).

The right side is equal to
||

281+1V0(—1> . ’w| —7
Assume n; > —1. Then n(c~'v,@™ ™) is 0 unless 0 = v and n(oc~'v,@™ ") is 0 unless
o = v. Thus the left side is 0 unless v = v. However if v = v the left side equals Cyy,, 42(v).
Since this cannot be zero 2n; + 2 must equal ny so that ny = —2. This is a contradiction.
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83. The principal series for non-archimedean fields

In order to complete the discussion of the previous paragraph we have to consider rep-
resentations which are not absolutely cuspidal. This we shall now do. We recall that if pq,
fo is a pair of quasi-characters of F* the space B(puq, u2) consists of all locally constant
functions f on G which satisfy
1/2

f(9)

a

(3.1) f ((%1 Cj;) 9) = pa(a1)p2(az) al

2

for all g in G, ay, ag, in F*, and = in F. p(uq, pe) is the representation of G on B(uy, o).

Because of the Iwasawa decomposition Gr = PrGL(2, Of) the functions in B(pq, o) are
determined by their restrictions to GL(2,Or). The restriction can be any locally constant
function on GL(2, OF) satisfying

(% 5)e) =mlamiar

for all g in GL(2,0pF), a1, ay in Up, and z in Op. If U is an open subgroup of GL(2,Or)
the restriction of any function invariant under U is a function on GL(2,0r)/U which is a
finite set. Thus the space of all such functions is finite-dimensional and as observed before
p(p1, p2) is admissible.

Let F be the space of continuous functions f on G which satisfy

f((%l ;”2>g>= 1(9)
/2 —1/2

for all g in G, a1, as in F*, and = in F. We observe that F contains B(a ", ap ). Gr
acts on F. The Haar measure on G if suitably normalized satisfies

fods= [ [ ]
Gp Np JAp GL(Q,OF)
(a4 0
a = 0 as .

/ (k) di
GL(2,05)

is a G p-invariant linear form on F. There is also a positive constant ¢ such that

s o8 )
/GL(2,OF)f<k) dk :c/Ff ((_01 é) (é f)) dz.

If 1 belongs to B(1, ii2) and @, belongs to B(u ', i3 1) then 1, belongs to F and we set

(p1,02) = / 01(k) pa(k) dk.
GL(2,0r)

a1

a2

-1

f(nak) dn da dk

ai

a2

It follows easily from this that

a1
a2

Consequently
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Clearly

(p(9)p1, p(9)p2) = (1, 2)
so that this bilinear form is invariant. Since both ¢; and ¢, are determined by their re-
strictions to GL(2,OF) it is also non-degenerate. Thus p(u;', ;") is equivalent to the
contragredient of p(p, 2).
In Proposition 1.6 we introduced a representation r of G and then we introduced a
representation rq = r,, ,,. Both representations acted on S(F?). If

B(a,b) = /F B(a, ) (by) dy

is the partial Fourier transform

(3.1.1) [r(9)®]™ = p(9)®
and
(3.1.2) Ty e (9) = pa(det g) | det g|1/27“(g).

We also introduced the integral
Opnopzs®) = [ (o () a0
FX
and we set

(3.1.3) Wa(g) = 011, 1125 71,112 (9)P)-

The space of functions Ws is denoted W (uq, pio; ).
If w is a quasi-character of F* and if |w(w)| = |w|® with s > 0 the integral

2(w,®) = /Fx O(0,t)w(t)d™t

is defined for all ® in S(F?). In particular if |u;(@)u; ' (@)| = |@|® with s > —1 we can
consider the function

falg) = m(detg) [ det g|'*z(appmpy", p(9)®)
on Gp. Recall that ap(a) = |a|. Clearly

(3.1.4) p(h) fo = fu
if
U = iy (det h) | det h|2p(h)®.
We claim that fg belongs to B(uy, p). Since the stabilizer of every ® under the repre-
sentation g — p;(det g) | det g|'/?p(g) is an open subgroup of G the functions fp are locally

constant. Since the space of functions fg is invariant under right translations we need verify
(3.1) only for g = e.

fo ((%1 52)) =2z (Mluzl@F,ﬂ <(%1 52)) Dpuy(araz) ‘a1&2’1/2> .

By definition the right side is equal to

i1 (109)|aras] V2 / n ()11 (8) £ ©(0, ast) d*t.
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Changing variables we obtain

a 1/2
p(an)pala) | / i (853 (1) [t] (0, £) d=t.

The integral is equal to fg(e). Hence our assertion.

Proposition 3.2. Assume | (@)uy ()| = |@|® with s > —1.

(i) There is a linear transformation A of W (1, po; ) into B(uy, p2) which, for all ® in
S(F?), sends W to fz.

(i1) A is bijective and commutes with right translations.
To establish the first part of the proposition we have to show that fz is 0 if Wy is.
. 1
Since NFAF ( 0

1 O) Nr is a dense subset of G this will be a consequence of the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.2.1. If the assumptions of the proposition are satisfied then, for all ® in S(F?),

the function
_ _ a 0O
o — @l (5 9)

18 1ntegrable with respect to the additive Haar measure on F' and

[ (5 D) ws @ eanan=si () (5 7))

By definition
fs (<(1) _01) <(1) 31:>) B /5<t,tr)u1(t)uzl(t) [t]d™¢
while

22w (( ) @l = mlans @ [ ol o 0 0

After a change of variable the right side becomes

/ B(t,at" Yy ()3 (1) d*t.

Computing formally we see that

Jwa((5 1)) s t@ el ota) o
is equal to

[ { [ awamout o eeh o= [ oo { [ oo o}

which in turn equals

/FX g () (t) [t] {LQ(t,a)w(axt) da} d*t = /FX (¢, )y () g () [E] d*t.
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Our computation will be justified and the lemma proved if we show that the integral

/FX /F |©(t, at™ ) (t)py ' ()] dt da

/ / B(L, a)| [H+ &t da
F*x JF

which is finite because s is greater than —1.

To show that A is surjective we show that every function f in B(uq, o) is of the form
fo for some ® in S(F?). Given f let ®(z,y) be 0 if (z,y) is not of the form (0,1)g for some
g in GL(2,0r) but if (z,y) is of this form let ®(z,y) = u;'(det g)f(g). It is easy to see
that ® is well-defined and belongs to S(F?). To show that f = fp we need only show that
f(g) = fa(g) for all g in GL(2,0r). If g belongs to GL(2,Op) then ®((0,t)g) = 0 unless ¢
belongs to U so that

is convergent. It equals

fo(g) = 1 (det g) / (0, )g)n (D) (1)t

Ur

Since
0((0.000) = 'O deea)s (5 )) a) = Oralonr (@et ) o)

the required equality follows.
Formulae (3.1.2) to (3.1.4) show that A commutes with right translations. Thus to show
that A is injective we have to show that Wg(e) = 0 if f5 is 0. It follows from the previous

lemma that
a 0
(5 9))

is zero for almost all a if fz is 0. Since Wy <(g [1))) is a locally constant function on F'*

it must vanish everywhere.
We have incidentally proved the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2.3. Suppose |1 (@)py ' ()| = |@|* with s > —1 and W belongs to W (puy, ji2; ).

” (i )

Theorem 3.3. Let ;1 and po be two quasi-characters of F*.

If neither pipy ' nor pi g is ap the representations p(jy, pi2) and p(pa, 1) are equivalent
and irreducible.

If pps b = ap write py = Xa}pm, Lo = Xagl/Q. Then B(uq, p2) contains a unique proper
invariant subspace Bs(puy, o) which is irreducible. B(pg, 1) also contains a unique proper in-
variant subspace B y(pa, p1). It is one-dimensional and contains the function x(det g). More-
over the Gp-modules Bs(pi1, p12) and Bz, p1)/B (2, 1) are equivalent as are the modules

B(p, p2)/Bs(prs p2) and B y(pa, pir).

for all a in F* then W is Q.

We start with a simple lemma.
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Lemma 3.3.1. Suppose there is a non-zero function f in B(uy, ) invariant under right

translations by elements of Nr. Then there is a quasi-character x such that p; = Xa}ﬂ and

o = Xa;1/2 and f 1s a multiple of x.

Since NpAp (% §) N is an open subset of G the function f is determined by its value
at (% §). Thus if p; and po have the indicated form it must be a multiple of x.
If ¢ belongs to F'* then

D=0 90 )6 )

Thus if f exists and w = pou; "oz’

(e 3) s ()

Since f is locally constant there is an ideal a in F' such that w is constant on a — {0}. It
follows immediately that w is identically 1 and that p; and us have the desired form.
The next lemma is the key to the theorem.

Lemma 3.3.2. If |ppus(w)| = |@w|® with s > —1 there is a minimal non-zero invariant
subspace X of B(u, pe). For all f in B(py, u2) and all n in Np the difference f — p(n)f
belongs to X.

By Proposition 3.2 it is enough to prove the lemma when B(uq,u2) is replaced by
W (1, p2;1). Associate to each function W in W (uq, pe; ) a function

(5 )

on F*. If pis 0 so is W. We may regard m = p(u1, pi2) as acting on the space V' of such
functions. If b is in Bp

m(b)p = Eu(b)e.
Appealing to (3.2.2) we see that every function ¢ in V' has its support in a set of the form

{a€ F*|la| < ¢}

where ¢ = ¢(p) is a constant. As in the second paragraph the difference ¢ — w(n)p =
w0 —&y(n)pisin S(F) for all n in Np. Thus V N S(F>) is not 0. Since the representation
&y of Bp on S(F™) is irreducible, V' and every non-trivial invariant subspace of V' contains
S(F*). Taking the intersection of all such spaces we obtain the subspace of the lemma.

We first prove the theorem assuming that |p(w)uy'(w)| = |@|® with s > —1. We
have defined a non-degenerate pairing between B (1, po) and B(uyt, s "). All elements
of the orthogonal complement of X are invariant under Np. Thus if uiu; ! is not ap the
orthogonal complement is 0 and X is B(p1, 2) so that the representation is irreducible. The
contragredient representation p(uy*, py ') is also irreducible.

If st = ap we write p; = onllp/z, Lo = on;l/?. In this case X is the space of the
functions orthogonal to the function x~! in B(u;', iy "). We set By(u, p12) = X and we let
Bf(ufl, 5 ') be the space of scalar multiples of x~!. The representation of G'r on By(uy, f12)
is irreducible. Since Bg(p1, p12) is of codimension one it is the only proper invariant subspace
of By, pi2). Therefore By(uy!, 5 ") is the only proper invariant subspace of B(u; ", iy ').
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If |p1(@)py (@)] = |@|® then |y (@)pe(w)| = |w|™ and either s > —1 or —s > —1.
Thus if p;'us is neither ap nor az' the representation m = p(uy, p2) is irreducible. If

w = i 1o then
(s ) -

so that 7 is equivalent to w ® 7 or to w @ p(uy ", itz ). It is easily seen that w ® p(uy*, py ')
is equivalent to p(wpy ', wuyt) = plug, p1).

If jiiji;' = ap and 7 is the restriction of p to B,(u1, pi2) then 7 is the representation on
Bluyt uy ) /Bs(urt, uyt) defined by p(uy', puy'). Thus 7 is equivalent to the tensor product
of w = o and this representation. The tensor product is of course equivalent to the rep-
resentation on B(ug, p1)/Br(pe, pn). If pg = Xa}p/z and pp = Xa;1/2 the representations on
Bp1, p2)/Bs(pr, p2) and B ¢(pa, p1) are both equivalent to the representation g — x(det g).

The space W (1, t12;1) has been defined for all pairs py, pio.

Proposition 3.4. (i) For all pairs i, pia

W, pa; ) = Wipa, pa; )
In particular if pps' # ag' the representation of G on Wy, ;1) is equivalent to
p(pa, pio).
If ® is a function on F? define ®* by

O (x,y) = D(y, x).
To prove the proposition we show that, if @ is in S(F?),

pa(det g) [ det g0, pa; 7(9)®*) = pra(det g) | det g|'/?0 (p1a, pa; v(g)®).
If ¢ is the identity this relation follows upon inspection of the definition of 6(uq, uo; ®*). It
is also easily seen that
r(g)®" = [r(g)®]'
if g is in SL(2, F) so that it is enough to prove the identity for

(a0
9=\o 1)
It reduces to

ul(a)/@b(at’f1)ul(t)u21(t) dxtzuz(a)/@(att1)#2@)#21@) d*t.
The left side equals
ma) [ @ty (1) a"¢

which, after changing the variable of integration, one sees is equal to the right side.

If pips ! is not ap or az' so that p(u, us) is irreducible we let m(juy, p2) be any rep-
resentation in the class of p(u1, p2). If p(u1, p2) is reducible it has two constituents one
finite-dimensional and one infinite-dimensional. A representation in the class of the first will
be called (1, p2). A representation in the class of the second will be called o (1, p2). Any
irreducible representation which is not absolutely cuspidal is either a 7(uy, po) or a o (g, fio).
The representations o (p1, p2) which are defined only for certain values of 11 and po are called
special representations.
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Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 2.18 for representations which are not abso-
lutely cuspidal we introduce some notation. If w is an unramified quasi-character of F'* the

associated L-function is
1

1 —w(w) =)

L(s,w) =

It is independent of the choice of the generator w of p. If w is ramified L(s,w) = 1. If ¢
belongs to S(F') the integral

Zwap.o) = [ pl@)la)jal* d*a
X
is absolutely convergent in some half-plane Re s > sy and the quotient
Z(wag, ¢)
L(s,w)

can be analytically continued to a function holomorphic in the whole complex plane. More-
over for a suitable choice of ¢ the quotient is 1. If w is unramified and

/ da=1
Ur

one could take the characteristic function of Op. There is a factor e(s,w, ) which, for a
given w and 1, is of the form ab® so that if ¢ is the Fourier transform of ¢
Z(w o *, 9)
L(1—s,w™t

Z(wag, )

=e(s,w, ) L(s.0)

If w is unramified and Op is the largest ideal on which ¢ is trivial (s, w, ) = 1.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose iy and piy are two quasi-characters of F* such that neither py* i
nor piplyt is ap and T is (1, pe). Then

W(m, ) = W, po; ¥)
and if

L<S77T) = L<S7ILL1> L(S7 IU’Q)

L(s, ) = L(s,p1") L(s, pi3")

5(&”#@ = 5(&#1#?) 5(&#2#@
all assertions of Theorem 2.18 are valid. In particular if |p(w)| = ||~ and |ua(w)| =
|co|~%2 the integrals defining V(g,s, W) are absolutely convergent if Res > max{sy,s2}. If

w1 and pe are unramified and Op s the largest ideal of F on which 1 is trivial there is a
unique function Wy in W(m, ) which is invariant under GL(2,0p) and assumes the value

1 at the identity. If
/ d*a=1
Ur

then ®(e, s, Wy) = 1.
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That W (m, 1) = W (1, o; 1) is of course a consequence of the previous proposition. As
we observed the various assertions need be established only for g = e. Take ® in S(F?) and
let W = Wg be the corresponding element of W (m, ). Then

-

belongs to the space of the Kirillov model of . As we saw in the closing pages of the first
paragraph
w (6 9)) 2 aa =gt

Z (1o, poat, ®)

if the last and therefore all of the integrals are defined.
Also

We,s W) = |

F
is equal to

\11(67 S, W) = Z(:UQ_IOKIQN Ml_la;a (I))

Any function in S(F?) is a linear combination of functions of the form

(2, y) = p1(x)p2(y).

Since the assertions to be proved are all linear we need only consider the functions ® which
are given as products. Then

Z (0, o, ®) = Z(pnag, 1) Z(p2ay, 2)

so that the integral does converge in the indicated region. Moreover

Z(py e, gy 0o, @) = Z (13 0o, 1) Z (11 0, 02)
also converges for Re s sufficiently large. ®(e, s, W) is equal to

Z (g, 1) Z(p20p, 92)
L(Saﬂl) L(SMUQ)
and is holomorphic in the whole complex plane. We can choose ¢; and ¢y so that both
factors are 1.

It follows from the Iwasawa decomposition Gp = Pr GL(2,OF) that if both p; and pe
are unramified there is a non-zero function on B(p, o) which is invariant under GL(2, OF)
and that it is unique up to a scalar factor. If the largest ideal on which ¢ is trivial is Op, if
®, is the characteristic function of O%, and if (TDO is the partial Fourier transform introduced
in Proposition 1.6 then 50 = ®,. Consequently

Tyr iz (9)Po = P

for all g in GL(2,0p). If Wy = Ws, then, since @ is the product of the characteristic
function of Op with itself, ®(e, s, Wy) = 1 if

/ d*a = 1.
Ur

The only thing left to prove is the local functional equation. Observe that

O (w,s, W) = @(e, s, p(w)W),
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that if W = Wy then p(w)W = Wy (w)e, and that r(w)®(z,y) = ®'(y, x) if ¢ is the Fourier
transform of ®. Thus if ®(z,y) is a product ¢1(x)ps(y)
E)(w’ s, W) _ Z(:ul_laiialgoll) Z(,UQ_IOZ}ETPIQ)
L(Svul ) L(57#’2 )
The functional equation follows immediately.
If pypsy ' is ap or apt and 7 = (g, po) we still set

L(Svﬂ-) = L(Sa:ul) L(57ﬂ2)

and

e(s,m ) = el(s, p1, ) e(s, 2, V).
Since 7 is equivalent to 7(u; ", uy ")

L(s, @) = L(s, uy ") L(s, i3 ")

Theorem 2.18 is not applicable in this case. It has however yet to be proved for the special
representations. Any special representation o is of the form o(uy, u2) with p; = XO(};/Q and
Lo = Xagl/ ®. The contragredient representation of & is o(py ', prt). This choice of y; and
o is implicit in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. W (o,1)) is the space of functions W = We in W (uy, po; ¥) for which

/ O(x,0)dx = 0.

F

Theorem 2.18 will be valid if we set L(s,0) = L(s,0) = 1 and e(s,0,v¢) = (s, u1, ) €(s, 2, 1)
when x is ramified and we set L(s,0) = L(s, 1), L(s,5) = L(s, 3 '), and

L<1 - S, /L1_1>

(s,0,) = (s o1, ¥) (s 12, ¥) ==

when x is unramified.

W (o, 1) is of course the subspace of W (1, pio; ¥) corresponding to the space B(pu1, o)
under the transformation A of Proposition 3.2. If W = Ws then A takes W to the function
| = fz defined by

F9) = #(paps ' r, p(g)®) pr (det g) | det g|'/2.
f belongs to B,(u1, o) if and only if

/ v (9)f(g) dg = 0.
GL(2,0r)

As we observed this integral is equal to a constant times

o (e D) (oo 3)) oo Lo (o 1) o

which equals

[ (s D)5) = { o)

The double integral does converge and equals, apart from a constant factor,

//ci(t,tx) It| dt do = //ci(t,a:) dt dz
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/ O(t,0) dt.

We now verify not only the remainder of the theorem but also the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7.
(1) If m = w(pa, u2) then

which in turn equals

(ii) The quotient
L(s,m)
L(s,0)

18 holomorphic
(111) For all ® such that

/@(m, 0)dx =0

the quotient
Z(Ula}gﬁ N2O‘L}g77 Q))
L(s,0)
1s holomorphic and there exists such a ® for which the quotient is one.

The first and second assertions of the corollary are little more than matters of definition.
Although W (uy, petb) is not irreducible we may still, for all W in this space, define the

integrals
V(g,s, W) = /W ((0 ?) g) jaf*~%d*a

(g, 5, W) :/W(<0 ‘f) g) a2 (a) d*a.

They may be treated in the same way as the integrals appearing in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.5. In particular they converge to the right of some vertical line and if W = Wy

\11(67 S, W) = Z(Mla;a MQQ;W (I))
U(e,s, W) = Z(py ', iy oy, @).

S|

S|

Moreover

U(g,s, W)
L(s, )
is a holomorphic function of s and

V(g,1—sW) U(g,s, W)
I0—sm &™) To o

Therefore
U(g,s, W)

(9,5, W) = L(s,0)
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and

&)(g, s, W) = —\I]ég(’:’a_,I;U

are meromorphic functions of s and satisfy the local functional equation

O(wg, 1 — s, W) =e(s,0,v¥) D(g,s, W).

To compete the proof of the theorem we have to show that (s, o,1) is an exponential
function of s and we have to verify the third part of the corollary. The first point is taken
care of by the observation that u; ' (@) |w| = uy (@) so that

L= spu!) 1= (@) |=f
L(s, p2) 1= py (@) ||t
If x is ramified so that L(s,0) = L(s,m) the quotient of part (iii) of the corollary is
holomorphic. Moreover a ® in S(F?) for which

Z(pag, poaf, ®) = L(s,0) =1

= —p (@) o[

can be so chosen that
®(ex,ny) = x(en)® (v, y)
for € and 1 in Up. Then

/F(I)(x,O) dz = 0.

Now take x unramified so that y(a) = |a|” for some complex number . We have to show
that if

/ O(x,0)der =0
F
then
Z(ula%‘7ﬂ2OﬁF7 (I))
L(Salul)

is a holomorphic function of s. Replacing s by s — r + 1/2 we see that it is enough to show
that

(1=t [[ @)t e vy

is a holomorphic function of s. Without any hypothesis on ® the integral converges for
Re s > 0 and the product has an analytic continuation whose only poles are at the roots of
|co|®* = 1. To see that these poles do not occur we have only to check that there is no pole
at s = 0. For a given ® in S(F?) there is an ideal a such that

O(z,y) = &(x,0)

for y in a. If a’ is the complement of a

[ e lal e iy

//@mmmmmw%wy
FJda

is equal to the sum of



56 2. LOCAL THEORY

which has no pole at s = 0 and a constant times

([oeonra}{foess)

If a = p™ the second integral is equal to
|| (1 — | |*)
If
/ O(z,0)de =0
F

the first term, which defines a holomorphic function of s, vanishes at s = 0 and the product
has no pole there.
If ¢¢ is the characteristic function of Op set

®(z,y) = {po(z) — o] po(w'z) } wo(y).

Then
/ O(2,0)dx =0
F
and
Z(Mlai'W MZai'W q))
is equal to

{ [ (o) - e nt ) mata) ol o }{ [ ontoh o ot v}
The second integral equals L(s, u2) and the first equals

(1 — () [w|*™") L(s, 1)
so their product is L(s, u1) = L(s,0).
Theorem 2.18 is now completely proved. The properties of the local L-functions L(s, )
and the factors e(s, 7, 1)) described in the next proposition will not be used until the para-
graph on extraordinary representations.

Proposition 3.8. (i) If 7 is an irreducible representation there is an integer m such that
if the order of x is greater than m both L(s,x ® w) and L(s,x ® 7) are 1.

Suppose m and my are two irreducible representations of G and that there is a quasi-
character w such that

(5 ) eon (3 9) -

Then there is an integer m such that if the order of x is greater than m

€<87X & 7T1>w) = E(S?X ® 7T2,¢)

Let  be an irreducible representation and let w be the quasi-character defined by

(s ) e

Write w in any manner as w = pypio. Then if the order of x s sufficiently large in comparison
to the orders of py and ps

(s, x @m, ) = e(s, xp, ¥) £(s, xpa, V).
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It is enough to treat infinite-dimensional representations because if ¢ = o(p1, o) and
7w = 7(u1, po) are both defined L(s,x ® o) = L(s,x ® 7), L(s,x ® ) = L(s,x ® ), and
e(s,x ® 0,1) = e(s,x ® m, 1) if the order of y is sufficiently large.

If 7 is not absolutely cuspidal the first part of the proposition is a matter of definition.
If 7 is absolutely cuspidal we have shown that L(s,x ® 7) = L(s,x ® 7) = 1 for all 7.

According to the relation (2.18.1)

e(s,x @m, ) = C'(Vo—lyl—l7 Zo_lzl_lq_l/2z_1)

if the order of  is so large that L(s,x ® 7) = L(s,x ! ® 7) = 1. Thus to prove the second
part we have only to show that if {C(v,t)} and {Csy(v,t)} are the series associated to m
and my then
Ci(v,t) = Ca(v,t)

if the order of v is sufficiently large. This was proved in Lemma 2.16.6. The third part is
also a consequence of that lemma but we can obtain it by applying the second part to my = 7
and to mo = (1, f2).

We finish up this paragraph with some results which will be used in the Hecke theory to
be developed in the second chapter.

Lemma 3.9. The restriction of the irreducible representation m to GL(2,OFp) contains the
trivial representation if and only if there are two unramified characters py and py such that

™= (pa, pia)-

This is clear if 7 is one-dimensional so we may as well suppose that 7 is infinite-
dimensional. If 7 = 7(u1, p2) we may let m = p(uq, 2). It is clear that there is a non-zero
vector in B(py, o) invariant under GL(2, Op) if and only if p; and py are unramified and
that if there is such a vector it is determined up to a scalar factor. If 7 = o(py, p2) and
pijty " = ap we can suppose that 7 is the restriction of p(uy, u2) to By(u1, po). The vectors
in B(u1, pe) invariant under GL(2, OF) clearly do not lie in B(u1, p2) so that the restriction
of m to GL(2,Op) does not contain the trivial representation. All that we have left to do is
to show that the restriction of an absolutely cuspidal representation to GL(2, Or) does not
contain the trivial representation.

Suppose the infinite-dimensional irreducible representation 7 is given in the Kirillov form
with respect to an additive character ¢ such that Op is the largest ideal on which ) is trivial.
Suppose the non-zero vector ¢ is invariant under GL(2, Op). It is clear that if

(5 ) e

then w is unramified, that ¢(v,t) = 0 unless v = 1 is the trivial character, and that ¢(v,t)
has no pole at t = 0. Suppose 7 is absolutely cuspidal so that ¢ belongs to S(F*). Since
7(w)p = ¢ and the restriction of w to Ur is trivial

P(Lt)=C(1,t) 31,z 't

if zp = w(w). Since C(1,t) is a constant times a negative power of ¢ the series on the left
involves no negative powers of t and that on the right involves only negative powers. This
is a contradiction.

Let Hy be the subalgebra of the Hecke algebra formed by the functions which are in-
variant under left and right translations by elements of GL(2,Or). Suppose the irreducible
representation m acts on the space X and there is a non-zero vector x in X invariant under
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GL(2,0pF). If f is in H, the vector m(f)x has the same property and is therefore a multiple
A(f)x of x. The map f — A(f) is a non-trivial homomorphism of Hy into the complex
numbers.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose m = w(py, p2) where py and ps are unramified and X is the associated
homomorphism of Hy into C. There is a constant ¢ such that

(3.10.1) )] < e /G 1£(9)] dg

for all f in Hy if and only if pips is a character and |p1(@)py (w)| = |@|® with —1 < s < 1.
Let 7 act on X and let 7 in X be such that (x,7) # 0. Replacing = by

/ #(g)7 dg
GL(2,0F)

if necessary we may suppose that z is invariant under GL(2, Or). We may also assume that
(z,7) = 1. If n(g) = (m(g)x, 7) then

AP ate) = [ atah) £n) dn
for all f in Hy. In particular
A = [ o) fuyan.

If |n(h)| < ¢ for all h the inequality (3.10.1) is certainly valid. Conversely, since 7 is invariant
under left and right translations by GL(2, Op) we can, if the inequality holds, apply it to the
characteristic functions of double cosets of this group to see that |n(h)| < ¢ for all h. Since

o((5 ) #) =mi@ (e nn

the function n is bounded only if pius is a character as we now assume it to be. The
finite-dimensional representations take care of themselves so we now assume 7 is infinite-
dimensional.

Since 7w and 7 are irreducible the function (7 (g)x,z) is bounded for a given pair of non-
zero vectors if and only if it is bounded for all pairs. Since Gp = GL(2,0r) Ar GL(2,OF)
and g0 is a character these functions are bounded if and only if the functions

(5 )

are bounded on F*. Take m and 7 in the Kirillov form. If ¢ isin V and ¢ is in V' then

= (5 9)) o)
is equal to

w5 1) e 0 =m@mw (4 1))@

Thus 7n(g) is bounded if and only if the functions

()
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are bounded for all ¢ in V' and all ¢ in S(F*).

It is not necessary to consider all ¢ in S(F*) but only a set which together with its
translates by the diagonal matrices spans S(F*). If p is a character of Up let ¢, be the
function on F* which is 0 outside of Ur and equals p on Up. It will be sufficient to consider
the functions ¢ = ¢, and all we need show is that

(3.10.2) (m ((%n ?)) s #u)

is a bounded function of n for all ;1 and all ¢. The expression (3.10.2) is equal to @, (p). If
¢ belongs to S(F*) the sequence {$, (1)} has only finitely many non-zero terms and there
is no problem. If ¢ = m(w)yy then

D alt” = Clp, 1) n(t)

where 7(t) depends on g and is an arbitrary finite Laurent series. We conclude that (3.10.1)
is valid if and only if pqp9 is a character and the coefficients of the Laurent series C'(u,t) are
bounded for every choice of p.

It follows from Proposition 3.5 and formula (2.18.1) that, in the present case, the series
has only one term if p is ramified but that if p is trivial

- 1/2 ,,—1 - -1 o)t = (1 _Nl(w)t 1) (1 _,UQ(w)t 1) '
The function on the right has zeros at ¢t = py(w) and ¢ = ps(w) and poles at t = 0,
t = |w| 1 (@), and t = |w|tpa(w@). A zero can cancel a pole only if py(w) = || i (@)
or p1(w) = |w| (). Since py and iy are unramified this would mean that u; s, equals
ap or ap' which is impossible when 7 = 7(p1, p2) is infinite-dimensional.
If C(u,t) has bounded coefficients and p;ps is a character the function on the right has
no poles for |t| < |@|™"/? and therefore |1 (w)| > |w|"/? and |us(w)| > |@|'/?. Since

(@) (@) = [ (@)]* = |y (@)
where pq115 is a character these two inequalities are equivalent to that of the lemma. Con-
versely if these two inequalities are satisfied the rational function on the right has no pole
except that at 0 inside the circle [t| = |z|~'/? and at most simple poles on the circle itself.

Applying, for example, partial fractions to find its Laurent series expansion about 0 one finds
that the coefficients of C'(u,t) are bounded.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose puy and po are unramified, pyps is a character, and m = (1, fa) 18
infinite-dimensional. Let |pui(w)| = |w|" where v is real so that |pz(w)| = |w|™". Assume
Or is the largest ideal on which v is trivial and let Wy be that element of W (m, 1) which is
invariant under GL(2,Or) and takes the value 1 at the identity. If s > |r| then

[ ((0 (1)» (EETD e

if the Haar measure is so normalized that the measure of Ur is one.

|CL|S_1/2 d*a <

If ® is the characteristic function of O% then

W (5 9)) =m@la [ afatt o) g ae
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/ W ((g ?))‘ |a|5_1/2dxa§//(I)(at,t‘l)|a|5+’"|t|2’"dxadxt.
F><

Changing variables in the left-hand side we obtain

1
al’* bl d¥ad*b = :
/OF /OF‘ | 0= =)= =)
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84. Examples of absolutely cuspidal representations

In this paragraph we will use the results of the first paragraph to construct some examples
of absolutely cuspidal representations.

First of all let K be a quaternion algebra over F'. K is of course unique up to isomorphism.
As in the first paragraph € will denote a continuous finite-dimensional representation of K *
the multiplicative group of K. If x is a quasi-character of F'* and v is the reduced norm on
K we denote the one-dimensional representation g — X(z/(g)) of K* by x also. If {2 is any
representation y ® €2 is the representation g — x(g) 2(g). If Q is irreducible all operators
commuting with the action of K™ are scalars. In particular there is a quasi-character w of
F such that

Qa) = w(a)l

for all @ in F* which is of course a subgroup of K. If {2 is replaced by x ® € then w is
replaced by y2w. Q will denote the representation contragredient to €.

Suppose €2 is irreducible, acts on V, and the quasi-character w is a character. Since
K> /F* is compact there is a positive definite hermitian form on V' invariant under K*.
When this is so we call 2 unitary.

It is a consequence of the following lemma that any one-dimensional representation of
K> is the representation associated to a quasi-character of F'*.

Lemma 4.1. Let K, be the subgroup of K* consisting of those x for which v(xz) = 1. Then
Ky is the commutator subgroup, in the sense of group theory, of K*.

K certainly contains the commutator subgroup. Suppose x belongs to K;. If z = z* then
2% = z2* = 1 so that z = £1. Otherwise = determines a separable quadratic extension of F.
Thus, in all cases, if xa* = 1 there is a subfield L of K which contains x and is quadratic and
separable over L. By Hilbert’s Theorem 90 there is a y in L such that x = yy™*. Moreover
there is an element o in K such that czo™! = 2* for all z in L. Thus x = yoy o~ ! is in the
commutator subgroup.

In the first paragraph we associated to {2 a representation rq of a group Gy on the space
S(K, ). Since F' is now non-archimedean the group G is now Gp = GL(2, F).

Theorem 4.2.

(i) The representation rq is admissible.
(i1) Let d = degree Q. Then rq is equivalent to the direct sum of d copies of an irreducible
representation mw(€2).
(1) If Q is the representation associated to a quasi-character x of F* then
m(Q) = o(xay”, xap'"?).
(iv) If d > 1 the representation w(Q2) is absolutely cuspidal.

If n is a natural number we set
Gn={9 € GL(2,0Fr)|g=1 (mod p")}

We have first to show that if ® is in S(K,€2) there is an n such that ro(g)® = ® if g is in
G, and that for a given n the space of ® in S(K, ) for which rq(g)® = @ for all g in G, is

finite-dimensional.
Any

_fa b

9= \e¢ d
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_ 1 0 a UV
9= \ea ! 1 0 d

and both the matrices on the right are in G,,. Thus G, is generated by the matrices of the

forms
a 0 1 =z a 0\ _4 1 z\ 4
0 1 0 1 Yo 1)" Yo 1)"

with @ = 1 (mod p”) and z = 0 (mod p"). It will therefore be enough to verify the
following three assertions.

(4.2.1) Given @ there is an n > 0 such that

(5o
ifa=1 (mod p")

(4.2.2) Given @ there is an n > 0 such that

w((b 7)) 2o
ifz=0 (mod p).

(4.2.3) Given n > 0 the space of ® in S(K,2) such that

(o 7)o
ro(w™)rg <(é f)) ro(w)® = @

for all x in p” is finite-dimensional.

If a = v(h) then
o ((3 (1))) @ = B[/ Q(h) d(xh).

Since ® has compact support in K and is locally constant there is a neighbourhood U of 1
in K such that

in GG, may be written as

and

1/2
Q(h) ®(xh) ||} = @(x)
for all hin U and all z in K. The assertion (4.2.1) now follows from the observation that v
is an open mapping of K* onto F'*.

We recall that
(o 7)) 20 = vl 2t

Let p~¢ be the largest ideal on which ¢ is trivial and let px be the prime ideal of K. Since

v(pg) = pi
w((o 7))o

for all  in p™ if and only if the support of ® is contained in p"~*. With this (4.2.2) is
established.

O satisfies the two conditions of (4.2.3) if and only if both ® and r(w)® have support in
p" " or, since r(w)® = —&', if and only if ® and @', its Fourier transform, have support
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in this set. There is certainly a natural number k such that ¢ (7(y)) = 1 for all y in pf.
Assertion (4.2.3) is therefore a consequence of the following simple lemma.

Lemma 4.2.4. If the support of ® is contained in p" and Q/J(T(y)) =1 for all y in p% the

Fourier transform of ® is constant on cosets of p’?".

Since
W)= [ o) i) dy
Pr"
the lemma is clear.

We prove the second part of the theorem for one-dimensional €2 first. Let  be the
representation associated to x. S(K, ) is the space of ® in S(K) such that ®(xh) = &(x)
for all b in K;. Thus to every ® in S(K, §2) we may associate the function ¢ on F'* defined
by

1/2
ea(a) = Bl Q(h) (h)
if a = v(h). The map ® — @4 is clearly injective. If ¢ belongs to S(F*) the function ®
defined by
(h) = bl Q7 (h) o (v()
if h # 0 and by
o(0) =0

belongs to S(K,2) and ¢ = pg. Let So(K, 2) be the space of functions obtained in this way.
It is the space of functions in S(K, 2) which vanish at 0 and therefore is of codimension one.
If & belongs to So(K, (), is non-negative, does not vanish identically and @’ is its Fourier
transform then

P'(0) = /@(m) dr # 0.

Thus ro(w)® does not belong to Sy(K, ) and Sy(K, Q) is not invariant. Since it is of
codimension one there is no proper invariant subspace containing it.

Let V be the image of S(K,w) under the map ® — . We may regard rq as acting in
V. From the original definitions we see that

ra(b)e = &u(b)e
if b is in Bp. If V; is a non-trivial invariant subspace of V' the difference

(3 )

is in Vo NV for all ¢ in V; and all z in F. If ¢ is not zero we can certainly find an x for
which the difference is not zero. Consequently V5 N Vi is not 0 so that Vi contains V and
hence all of V.

The representation rq is therefore irreducible and when considered as acting on V' it is
in the Kirillov form. Since Vj is not V' it is not absolutely cuspidal. It is thus a 7(p, p2)
or a o(py, pe). To see which we have to find a linear form on V' which is trivial on V. The
obvious choice is

if ¢ = pg. Then
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To see this we have only to recall that

ro ((g 2)) — Q(a)T = ()T
w((6 1)) 20 =1 om e

where a = v(h) so that |h|1/2 la|r and Q(h) = x(a)I. Thus if
Ap(g) = L(ra(9)p)

A is an injection of V' into an irreducible invariant subspace of B(ya F/ 2, X Fl/ 2) The only
such subspace is B (Xa;/z, onFl/ ) and rq is therefore U(XO./F/z, onFl/Q).

Suppose now that €2 is not one-dimensional. Let 2 act on U. Since K; is normal and
K/K; is abelian there is no non-zero vector in U fixed by every element of K;. If & is in

S(K, () then

and that

O(zh) = Q1 (h) B(x)

for all A in K;. In particular ®(0) is fixed by every element in K; and is therefore 0. Thus
all functions in S(K, Q) have compact supports in K* and if we associate to every ® in
S(K,Q) the function

pa(a) = |l Q(h) @ (h)
where a = v(h) we obtain a bijection from S(K, Q) to S(F*,U). It is again clear that
pa, = Eu(b)pa
if b is in Br and &1 = rq(b)P.

Lemma 4.2.5. Let € be an irreducible representation of K* in the complex vector space U.
Assume that U has dimension greater than one.

(1) For any ® in S(K,U) the integrals

Z(oﬁp@Q,CI)):/KX a2/ Q(a) ®(a) d*a

Z(a;@m—l,@):/ a2 QY (a) ®(a) da
K><

are absolutely convergent in some half-plane Re s > sq.

(ii) The functions Z (a5 @ Q, ®) and Z(af @ Q™1 @) can be analytically continued to func-
tions meromorphic in the whole complex plane.

(111) Given u in U there is a ® in S(K,U) such that

Z(am®Q,P) = u.
(iv) There is a scalar function €(s,Q, ) such that for all ® in S(K,U)
Z(e? 7 @ 07 @) = —e(s, 2, 0) Z(ay? © Q, D)

if ' is the Fourier transform of ®. Moreover, as a function of s, (s,, 1) is a constant
times an exponential.



§4. EXAMPLES OF ABSOLUTELY CUSPIDAL REPRESENTATIONS 65

There is no need to verify the first part of the lemma. Observe that ap(v(z)) = |v(z)|F =
|31:|}</2 so that
s s/2
(0 ® Q)(w) = [al* ).
If ® belongs to S(K,U) set

By (z) = /K Q(h) B(xh).

The integration is taken with respect to the normalized Haar measure on the compact group
K. ®; clearly belongs to S(K,U) and
(4.2.6) Z(ah®Q,0) = Z(a3 ®Q,Pq)

and the Fourier transform @] of ®, is given by

P (x) = Q(h™) @' (ha)
Ki
The function @/ (z*) belongs to S(K,?) and
(4.2.7) Z(a5 Q1 0) = Z(ah Q7 0.

Since ®; and P} both have compact support in K the second assertion is clear.
If uis in U and we let ®, be the function which is O outside of Uk, the group of units
of Ok, and on Uy is given by ®,(x) = Q7 (z)u then

Z(ap®Q,9,) = cu

c= / d*a.
Uk

If ¢ belongs to S(K*) let A(p) and B(p) be the linear transformations of U defined by
AU = Z(a;'? @ Q,¢")
B(p)u = Z(an+3/2 ® Q71 ')
where ¢ is the Fourier transform of . If A(h) p(z) = @(h~tx) and p(h) ¢(z) = p(zh) then
A(h)e) = R0 (R) Alp)

if

and

Alp(h)e) = [hl A ().
Since the Fourier transform of A(h)y is |h|gp(h)¢’ and the Fourier transform of
p(h)e is |h|Z'A(h)¢', the map ¢ — B(p) has the same two properties. Since the kernel
of Q0 is open it is easily seen that A(y) and B(p) are obtained by integrating ¢ against
locally constant functions v and 5. They will of course take values in the space of linear
transformations of U. We will have

a(ha) = B2 (k) afa)

and
a(ah™) = [h|* a(a) Q7 (k)
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[ will satisfy similar identities. Thus
a(h) =[R2 Q(h) a(1),
B(h) = |2 Q) B(1),

where a(1) is of course the identity. However (1) must commute with Q(h) for all h in K*
and therefore it is a scalar multiple of the identity. Take this scalar to be —&(s, 2, 1).

The identity of part (iv) is therefore valid for ® in S(K*,U) and in particular for ® in
S(K,Q). The general case follows from (4.2.6) and (4.2.7). Since

1 379
e(s, Q) = — Z(a‘fw/2 *® Q_l,CI);)

the function &(s,€2,v) is a finite linear combination of powers |w|® if @ is a generator of
pr. Exchanging the roles of @, and ®’, we see that e71(s,Q, 1) has the same property. The
factor &(s, §2, 1) is therefore a multiple of some power of |w|®.

We have yet to complete the proof of the theorem. Suppose ¢ = @4 belongs to S(F*,U)
and ¢’ = @, w)s. We saw in the first paragraph that if x is a quasi-character of F’* then

(4.2.8) P(x) = Z(arx ® 0, @)
and, if Q(a) = w(a)l for a in F*,
(4.2.9) Px o) =~Zapx te Q).

Suppose Uy is a subspace of U and ¢ takes its values in Uy. Then, by the previous lemma,
?(x) and @'(x'w™!) also lie in Uy for all choices of x. Since ¢’ lies in S(F*,U) we may
apply Fourier inversion to the multiplicative group to see that ¢’ takes values in Uj.

We may regard rq as acting on S(F*,U). Then S(F*,Up) is invariant under rqo(w).
Since rq(b)p = &,(b)p for b in Bp it is also invariant under the action of Bp. Finally
ro ((89)) ¢ = w(a)yp so that S(F*, Up) is invariant under the action of G itself. If we take Uy
to have dimension one then S(F'*, Uy) may be identified with S(#*) and the representation
ro restricted to S(F*, Up) is irreducible. From (4.2.8) and (4.2.9) we obtain

Bla ) = 20 x 2 Q, @)
? (a;s+1/2X—1w—1> —Z( s+3/2 -1 ® Q (I) )
so that
Plap" P Tw ™ = e(s, x ® Q) Bl ).
Thus if 7y is the restriction of rq to S(EF*, Up)
5(37 X & 70, @D) = 5(‘9’ X ® Qa w)

so that my = 7(2) is, apart from equivalence, independent of Uy. The theorem follows.

Let 2 be any irreducible finite-dimensional representation of K and let € act on U.
The contragredient representation Q acts on the dual space UofU. If u belongs to U and
u belongs to U

(u, Q(h)T) = (7 (h)u, B).
If ® belongs to S(K) set

Z(a © 9, s u, i) = /K (B[ (k) (QR)u, @) d*h
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and set
Z(ah @ 0, &:u, ) = / W(R)[* B () (u, SR)T) d* .

KX
Theorem 4.3. Let ) be an irreducible representation of K* in the space U.
(i) For any quasi-character x of F*
T(x ® Q) = x @ 7(Q).

(i1) There is a real number sy such that for all u, u and ® and all s with Res > sq the
integral defining Z(a5 ®@ Q, ®;u,w) is absolutely convergent.
(i1i) There is a unique Euler factor L(s,Q)) such that the quotient

Z(a5T? @ Q, @, u, )

L(s,Q)
is holomorphic for all u, w, ® and for some choice of these variables is a non-zero
constant.
(iv) There is a functional equation
3/2—s o ~ s+1/2 —~
Z(aF/ ® Q, P u,u) o (s.0.0) Z(a / ® Q, d,u,u)

L(1—s,Q) L(s, )

where €(s,8, ) is, as a function of s, an exponential.
(v) If Q(a) = w(a)l for a in F* and if 1 = w(QQ) then

(5 ) -

Moreover L(s,m) = L(s,9), L(s, %) = L(s,Q) and £(s,7,1) = e(s,Q,1)).

The first assertion is a consequence of the definitions. We have just proved all the others

when 2 has a degree greater than one. Suppose then that Q(h) = X(l/(h)) where x is a

quasi-character of F'*. Then 7(Q2) = W(X&};/Z, ongl/ ?) and if the last part of the theorem is

to hold L(s, 2), which is of course uniquely determined by the conditions of part (iii), must
equal L(s,m) = L(s, on},/Q). Also L(s, ) must equal L(s,7) = L(s, Xfloz};/Z).
In the case under consideration U = C and we need only consider

Z(am@Q,0:1,1) = Z(af @ Q, D).
As before the second part is trivial and
Z(ah®0,®) = Z(ap @ Q, dy)
if
By (z) = / B(xh).
K1

The Fourier transform of ®; is

o () = /K 1 O (ha) = /K 1 ' (zh)

Z(a5 @ Q, ) = Z(ah 0 Q, ).
It is therefore enough to consider the functions in S(K, Q).

and
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If o = g is defined as before then ¢ lies in the space on which the Kirillov model of 7
acts and

Blas ) = 2T 2 Q, ).

The third assertion follows from the properties of L(s,m). The fourth follows from the
relation

Pl w0 = =2 e ),
which was proved in the first paragraph, and the relation

—~ 1/2—s _ ~ s—1/2
P w™) plas ')

L(1—s,7) =&(s,m¥) L(s,m) ’

which was proved in the second, if we observe that Q(h) = Q~'(h). Here ¢ is of course
m(w)ep.
Corollary 4.4. If 7 = w(Q) then 7 = 7(9).

This is clear if € if of degree one so suppose it is of degree greater than one. Combining

the identity of part (iv) with that obtained upon interchanging the roles of {2 and Q and of
® and ¢’ we find that

(s, Q,9) (1 — s, Q1) = w(—1).
The same considerations show that
e(s,m ) e(l —s,m 1) =w(—1).
Consequently
e(s,m, ) = e(s,Q,9).
Replacing 2 by y ® 2 we see that
(s, X O, P) = (s, x T @ Q1Y) = (s, x T @7(0),9)

for all quasi-characters x. Since 7 and 7(€2) are both absolutely cuspidal they are equivalent.
There is a consequence of the theorem whose significance we do not completely under-
stand.

Proposition 4.5. Let € be an irreducible representation of K* on the space U and suppose
that the dimension of U 1is greater than one. Let U be the dual space of U. Let 7 be the
Kirillov model of w(2), let ¢ lie in S(F*), and let ¢’ = w(w)p. If u belongs to U and u
belong to U the function ® on K which vanishes at 0 and on K* 1is defined by

() = p(v(@)) (@)~ (u, a)a)
is in S(K) and its Fourier transform ® vanishes at 0 and on K* is given by
®'(z) = —¢'(v(2)) v(2)|'w ™ (v(2)) (Qz)u, @)
if Qa) =w(a)l fora in F*.
It is clear that @ belongs not merely to S(K') but in fact to S(K™). So does the function

®; which we are claiming is equal to ®'. The Schur orthogonality relations for the group K;
show that ®'(0) = 0 so that ®’ also belongs to S(K*).
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We are going to show that for every irreducible representation of Q' of K*

/ @1(1’), <u” ﬁl(x)a/> |I/(33)’3/2_S d*x _ / 8(3, o, w) (I)(x) (Q’(x)u’, ﬂ’> |I/(IL’)‘S+1/2 d*x
L(1 — s, L(s, )

for all choices of v’ and w’. Applying the theorem we see that

/{@1(1’) = @' (2)} (u/, (@)@ v ()PP & = 0

for all choices of €V, «/, @', and all s. An obvious and easy generalization of the Peter-Weyl
theorem, which we do not even bother to state, shows that &; = ®’.

If
U(z) = /K (u, Q(ha)u) (Y (ha)u', ') dh
then
/ D) (), T ()P i = / o(r(2)) ()2 U () d
K KX /K,
while
/K 1) (O (@), T @) = - /K e F @) @) ) W

If W is 0 for all choice of v' and u’ the required identity is certainly true. Suppose then V¥ is
different from 0 for some choice v’ and u’.

Let U be the intersection of the kernels of €2’ and €2. It is an open normal subgroup of K *
and H = U K, F* is open, normal, and of finite index in K*. Suppose that Q'(a) = w'(a)l
for a in F*. If h belongs to H

U(zh) = xo(h) ¥(z)
where Y is a quasi-character of H trivial on U and K; and equal to w'w™! on F*. Moreover
Xo extends to a quasi-character x of K so that

[ e @= [ vt #o

x may of course be identified with a quasi-character of F'*.

Lemma 4.5.1. If
[ wa@x@ £
KX JF

then € is equivalent to x ® €.
The representation €2’ and xy ® Q agree on F* and

/KX/FX <U7X/<§\§>Tl(x)ﬂ> (Q (), @) # 0.

The lemma follows from the Schur orthogonality relations.
We have therefore only to prove the identity for ' = x ® Q. Set

F(z) = /K (u, Q(hx)T) (Qha)d, T dh.
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The vectors v’ and @’ now belong to the spaces U and U. There is a function f on F* such
that

F(x) = f(v(z))
The identity we are trying to prove may be written as
(4.5.2)
Jpx P(@) x (@) w(a) fla™") [a]'* d¥a w)fo p(a) x(a) f(a) |a]*"'* d*a
Ll —s,x'®T7) L(s,x ® ) '
Let H be the group constructed as before with U taken as the kernel of 2. The image F” of

H under v is a subgroup of finite index in F* and f, which is a function on F*/F’ may be
written as a sum

=c(s,x®m,

fla) = Z Ai xi(a)

where {x1,---,X,} are the characters of F*/F’ which are not orthogonal to f. By the
lemma 2 is equivalent to x; ® € for 1 < ¢ < p and therefore 7 is equivalent to y; ® 7.
Consequently

e(s,x ®m,¥) = e(s, xx: ® m, %)
and

Jox /(@) x M (a) xi (@) w™(a) [a] /275 d*a
L(1—s,x'®m)

The identity (4.5.2) follows.

Now let K be a separable quadratic extension of F'. We are going to associate to each
quasi-character w of K* an irreducible representation m(w) of Gp. If G is the set of all ¢ in
G whose determinants belong to v(K*) we have already, in the first paragraph, associated
to w a representation r, of G,.. To emphasize the possible dependence of r, on 1 we now
denote it by 7(w, ). The group G is of index 2 in Gp. Let m(w) be the representation of
Gr induced from 7(w, ).

Theorem 4.6.

(i) The representation m(w, ) is irreducible.
(i) The representation m(w) is admissible and irreducible and its class does not depend on
the choice of 1.
(111) If there is no quasi-character x of F* such that w = xov the representation w(w) is
absolutely cuspidal.
() If w = xov and n is the character of F* associated to K by local class field theory then

m(w) s (X, Xy)-

)fpx p(a) x(a) xi(a) a]*~"/* d*a
L(S,X ®7r) ’

It is clear what the notion of admissibility for a representation of G, should be. The
proof that m(w, ) is admissible proceeds like the proof of the first part of Theorem 4.2 and
there is little point in presenting it.

To every ¢ in S(K,w) we associate the function e on F = v(K*) defined by

pa(a) = w(h) L[> ®(h)

if @ = v(h). Clearly pg = 0 if and only if & = 0. Let V. be the space of functions on
F', obtained in this manner. Then V. clearly contains the space S(F) of locally constant



§4. EXAMPLES OF ABSOLUTELY CUSPIDAL REPRESENTATIONS 71

compactly supported functions on Fy. In fact if ¢ belongs to S(F'.) and
(h) =w™! (h) [hl " (v()

then ¢ = pg. If the restriction of w to the group K; of elements of norm 1 in K* is not
trivial so that every element of S(K,w) vanishes at 0 then V, = S(F,). Otherwise S(F ) is
of codimension one in V.

Let B, be the group of matrices of the form

(1)

with @ in F and z in F. In the first paragraph we introduced a representation § = &, of
B, on the space of functions on F'.. It was defined by

3 ((8 (f)) p(b) = p(ba)

(5 7)) e = vieny oo

We may regard m(w, ) as acting on V and if we do the restriction of 7(w, 1) to By is .

and

Lemma 4.6.1. The representation of Bp induced from the representation &y of By on S(FY)
is the representation &, of Bp. In particular the representation &, of By is irreducible.

The induced representation is of course obtained by letting By act by right translations
on the space of all functions ¢ on Bp with values in S(F;) which satisfy

p(b1b) = &y (b1) @(b)

for all by in By. Let L be the linear functional in S(F;) which associates to a function its
value at 1. Associate to ¢ the function

o= (7 (6 ) =6 1))

The value of ¢ ((29)) at a in F, is
L ) -2 (6 7))
—vtant (7 (1)) = venptaa

Since F*/F, is finite it follows immediately that ¢ is in S(F*) and that ¢ is 0 if ¢ is. It
also shows that ¢ can be any function in S(F*) and that if ¢ = p(b) ¢ then ¢' = £, (b) ¢ for
all b in Bpr. Since a representation obtained by induction cannot be irreducible unless the
original representation is, the second assertion follows from Lemma 2.9.1.

If the restriction of w to K is not trivial the first assertion of the theorem follows
immediately. If it is then, by an argument used a number of times previously, any non-zero
invariant subspace of V. contains S(F) so that to prove the assertion we have only to show
that S(F) is not invariant.
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As before we observe that if ¢ in S(K,w) = S(K) is taken to vanish at 0 but to be
non-negative and not identically 0 then

ro(w) ®(0) = 7/ O(x)dx #0

K

so that g is in S(F) but ¢, (w)e is not.
The representation 7(w) is the representation obtained by letting G, act to the right on
the space of functions ¢ on G, with values in V, which satisfy

p(hg) = m(w, ¥)(h) &(g)
for h in G,. Replacing the functions ¢ by the functions

-5((; )

we obtain an equivalent representation, that induced from the representation

e (s Dol )

of G. It follows from Lemma 1.4 that this representation is equivalent to m(w, ') if ¢'(z) =
Y(az). Thus 7(w) is, apart from equivalence, independent of .

Since
0
or={s(; )

¢ is determined by its restrictions to Bp. This restriction, which we again call ¢, is any one
of the functions considered in Lemma 4.6.1. Thus, by the construction used in the proof of
that lemma, we can associate to any ¢ a function ¢ on F'*. Let V' be the space of functions
so obtained. We can regard m = 7(w) as acting on V. It is clear that, for all ¢ in V|

m(b)p = Eu(b)y

if b is in Bp. Every function on F); can, by setting it equal to 0 outside of F',, be regarded

as a function F'*. Since
~(({a O
5 ((0 1)) (@) = p(aa)

V' is the space generated by the translates of the functions in V. Thus if V, = S(F) then
V = S(F*) and if S(F}) is of codimension one in V, then S(F*) is of codimension two in
V.

It follows immediately that m(w) is irreducible and absolutely cuspidal if the restriction
of w to K is not trivial.

The function ¢ in V. corresponds to the function ¢ which is 0 outside of G, and on G
is given by

g€G+7CL€FX}

¢(g) = m(w,¥)(9)e-
It is clear that
m(w)(g)p = m(w, ¥)(9)y
if g is in G,. Any non-trivial invariant subspace of V' will have to contain S(F*) and

therefore S(F, ). Since m(w, ) is irreducible it will have to contain V, and therefore will be
V itself. Thus 7(w) is irreducible for all w.
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If the restriction of w to K is trivial there is a quasi-character x of F* such that w = yowv.
To establish the last assertion of the lemma all we have to do is construct a non-zero linear
form L on V which annihilates S(F*) and satisfies
ai

L (7r <(C(L)1 £2>) 90) = X(a1az2) n(az) |—

a2
if 7 = m(w). We saw in Proposition 1.5 that

w((5 7)) 9 =@y

so will only have to verify that

L(n((5 1)) = vl

If o =g isin V, we set

1/2

L(y)

so that if a is in F,

(o6 9)9) - (s D)oo-vorwan

If € is in F'* but not in F, any function ¢ in V' can be written uniquely as

e 0
¢:Q01+7T(<0 1)) P2
with ¢; and ¢y in V.. We set

L(p) = L(p1) + x(¢) L(p2)-
Theorem 4.7.

(i) If T = m(w) then © = m(w') if w'(a) = w(a'), T = 7(w™) and x @ 7 = w(wy’) if x is a
quasi-character of F* and x' = x o v.

(ii) If a is in F* then
x ((g 2)) — w(a)n(a)l.

(iti) L(s,m) = L(s,w) and L(s,7) = L(s,w™). Moreover if Y (x) = ¢r(&(z)) for x in K
and if N(K/F,vr) is the factor introduced in the first paragraph then
e(s,m, ) = e(s,w,¥x) ME/F, ¢r)

It is clear that y ® 7 is the representation of G induced from the representation y ®
7(w, ) of G4. However by its very construction y ® 7(w, ) = w(wy’, ). The relation

w((5 0)) =wt@n@r

is a consequence of part (iii) of Proposition 1.5 and has been used before. Since ' = nov
is trivial and w(v(a)) = w(a) w'(a)

T=w'n'@r=nw)

To complete the proof of the first part of the theorem we have to show that 7(w) = 7(w").
It is enough to verify that 7(w,v) = w(w", ). If ® belongs to S(K) let ¢*(x) = P(a*).
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The mapping & — &' is a bijection of S(K,w) with S(K,w") which changes 7(w, ) into
m(w', ). Observe that here as elsewhere we have written an equality when we really mean
an equivalence.

We saw in the first paragraph that if ¢ = ¢ is in V. then

Blay” ™) = Z(ajw, @)
and that if ¢/ = m(w)p and @’ is the Fourier transform of ® then, if wy(a) = w(a)n(a) for a
in £,
Byt ) =7 Z(aj W )

if v = AN(K/F,vp). Thus for all ¢ in V the quotient

~; s—1/2

Bloy ")

L(s,w)

has an analytic continuation as a holomorphic function of s and for some ¢ it is a non-zero
constant. Also

P wyai” ™) _ Blaf ")
Ti—swl) MK/ F, ¥p)e(s,w,vk) Tlsw)

To prove the theorem we have merely to check that these assertions remain valid when
@ is allowed to vary in V. In fact we need only consider functions of the form

o= ((5 9))w

where g is in V. and € is not in F',. Since
~; s—1/2 —5 ~ s—1/2
Blar %) = e~ olay )

the quotient

~r s5—1/2
Bloy )
L(s,w)
is certainly holomorphic in the whole plane. Since
-1 _1/2—s — —5 —1 1/2—s —5 —1 1/2—s
B (wyta”™) = wole)wo () [e[ 2B (wo "al*™") = Je] 2 By (wig ™)

the functional equation is also satisfied.
Observe that if w = x o v then m(w) = (X, x,) so that

L(s,w) = L(s, x) L(s, xy)
and
e(s,w, Vi) ME/F,¥p) = e(s, X, ¥r) (s, X, ¥F)
These are special cases of the identities of [19].
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§5. Representations of GL(2,R)

We must also prove a local functional equation for the real and complex fields. In this
paragraph we consider the field R of real numbers. The standard maximal compact subgroup
of GL(2,R) is the orthogonal group O(2,R). Neither GL(2,R) nor O(2,R) is connected.

Let 3, be the space of infinitely differentiable compactly supported functions on GL(2, R)
which are O(2,R) finite on both sides. Once a Haar measure on Gg = GL(2,R) has been
chosen we may regard the elements of JH; as measures and it is then an algebra under
convolution.

fix fa(g) = /G fi(gh™) fo(h) dh.

On O(2,R) we choose the normalized Haar measure. Then every function £ on O(2,R)
which is a finite sum of matrix elements of irreducible representations of O(2,R) may be
identified with a measure on O(2,R) and therefore on GL(2,R). Under convolution these
measures form an algebra H,y. Let Hg be the sum of H; and H,. It is also an algebra under
convolution of measures. In particular if £ belongs to Hy and f belongs to H;

Ex f(g) = / o 0 F )

and
félg) = / Flou™) €(u) du.
O(2,R)

If 0;, 1 <i < p,is a family of inequivalent irreducible representations of O(2,R) and
&(uw) = dim oy trog(u™?)

then .
E=> ¢
i=1

is an idempotent of Hg. Such an idempotent is called elementary.
It is a consequence of the definitions that for any f in JH; there is an elementary idem-
potent & such that

Exf=FfxE=]
Moreover for any elementary idempotent &
ExHixE=ExCP(Gr) * &

is a closed subspace of C2°(Gg), in the Schwartz topology. We give it the induced topology.
A representation 7w of the algebra Hgr on the complex vector space V is said to be
admissible if the following conditions are satisfied.

(5.1) Every vector v in V is of the form

U= Z 7(fi)vi

with f; in H; and v; in V.

(5.2) For every elementary idempotent £ the range of m(€) is finite-dimensional.

(5.3) For every elementary idempotent £ and every vector v in 7(£)V the map f — w(f)v
of {H;€ into the finite-dimensional space m(£)V is continuous.
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If v =>"_ m(fi)v; we can choose an elementary idempotent & so that {f; = f;§ = f; for
1 <i <r. Then w(§)v = v. Let {¢,} be a sequence in C'°(Gg) which converges, in the
space of distributions, towards the Dirac distribution at the origin. Set ¢/, = & * ¢, * £. For
each i the sequence {¢], * f;} converges to f; in the space {H;€. Thus by (5.3) the sequence
{m(¢),)v} converges to v in the finite-dimensional space 7(§)v. Thus v is in the closure of
the subspace 7(£H1&)v and therefore belongs to it.

As in the second paragraph the conditions (5.1) and (5.2) enable us to define the repre-
sentation 7 contragredient to m. Up to equivalence it is characterized by demanding that it
satisfy (5.1) and (5.2) and that there be a non-degenerate bilinear form on V' x V' satisfying

(n(f)v,0) = (v, w(f)D)

for all f in Hg. Here V is the space on which 7 acts and f is the image of the measure f
under the map g — ¢g~!. Notice that we allow ourselves to use the symbol f for all elements
of Hg. The condition (5.3) means that for every v in V' and every v in V' the linear form

f = x(f)v,v)
is continuous on each of the spaces {H,&. Therefore 7 is also admissible.
Choose ¢ so that 7(£)v = v and 7(£)v = v. Then for any f in H;

(w(f)v,0) = (7(EfE)v, D).

There is therefore a unique distribution p on Gg such that

u(f) = (7 (f)v,v)
for fin H;. Choose ¢ in £H;€ so that 7m(¢)v = v. Then

p(fe) = p(€fps) = ufép) = (m(fEp)v,v) = (T(£fE)v, D)

so that pu(fe) = u(f). Consequently the distribution u is actually a function and it is not
unreasonable to write it as g — (7(g)v, v) even though 7 is not a representation of Gg. For
a fixed g, (m(g)v,v) depends linearly on v and v. If the roles of m and 7 are reversed we
obtain a function (v, 7(g)v). It is clear from the definition that

(m(g)v, V) = (v, 7(g7")D).

Let g be the Lie algebra of Gk and let gc = g ®g C. Let 2 be the universal enveloping
algebra of gc. If we regard the elements of 2 as distributions on Gy with support at the
identity we can take their convolution product with the elements of C2°(Gg). More precisely
if X belongs to g

X * f(g) = %f(exp(—tth:o
and

f*X(g) = %f(gexp(—tX)) ‘t:O

If f belongs to H; so do f* X and X * f.
We want to associate to the representation m of Hg on V' a representation m of 2 on V
such that

m(X)7(f) =7(X * f)
and

m(f)m(X) = =(f * X)
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for all X in A and all fin 3. If v =) 7(f;) v; we will set
T(X)v = Z?T(X * fi)v;

and the first condition will be satisfied. However we must first verify that if

Z m(fi)vi =0

2

then
w= S
is also 0. Choose f so that w = w(f)w. Then
w = Zﬂ'(f)ﬂ'(X x fi)v; = Z?T(f x X x fi)v; = 7(f * X) {Zw(fz)vz} = 0.

From the same calculation we extract the relation

7(f) {ZW(X*fi)v,} =m(f*X) {Zﬂ(fl)vl}

for all f so that w(f)m(X) = 7(f * X).

If g is in Gg then A(g) f = 0,4 * f if ¢, is the Dirac function at g. If g is in O(2,R) or
in Zg, the groups of scalar matrices, ¢, * f is in JH; if f is, so that the same considerations
allow us to associate to 7 a representation 7 of O(2,R) and a representation 7 of Zg. It is
easy to see that if h is in either of these groups then

m(AdhX) = 7(h) n(X) 7(h ™).

To dispel any doubts about possible ambiguities of notation there is a remark we should
make. For any f in H;

(m(flv,v) = [ f(g){m(g)v,v)dyg.

Gr
Thus if A is in O(2,R) or Zg

(m(f * On)v,v) = ; f(g)(m(gh)v,v) dg
and
(w(f)m(h)v,v) = ; f(g){m(g)m(h)v,v) dg
so that
(m(gh)v,v) = (7 (g) m(h)v,v).
A similar argument shows that
(m(hg)v, ) = (n(g)v, T(h~'D).

It is easily seen that the function (7(g)v,v) takes the value (v,v) at g = e. Thus if h belongs
to O(2,R) or Zg the two possible interpretations of (7w(h)v,v) give the same result.
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It is not possible to construct a representation of Gg on V' and the representation of 2 is
supposed to be a substitute. Since G is not connected, it is not adequate and we introduce
instead the notion of a representation m; of the system {2, e} where

= (% 9)-

It is a representation m; of 2 and an operator m(¢) which satisfy the relations
rie) = I
and
1 (Ad €X) =T (8)7T1 (X) 1 (5_1).
Combining the representation 7= with 2( with the operator m(¢) we obtain a representation
of the system {2, e}.
There is also a representation 7 of 2 associated to 7 and it is not difficult to see that

(m(X)v,0) = (v, 7(X)7)
if X — X is the automorphism of 2 which sends X in g to —X.
Let
plg) = (m(g)v,0).
The function ¢ is certainly infinitely differentiable. Integrating by parts we see that

i f(9)e* X(g)dg = i f=X(g)e(g)dg

The right side is

(r(f)m(X)v,0) = [ flg){m(g) m(X)v,v)

Gr
so that

px X(g) = (m(g)m(X)v,v).
Assume now that the operators 7w(X) are scalar if X is in the centre 3 of 2. Then the
standard proof, which uses the theory of elliptic operators, shows that the functions ¢ are
analytic on Ggr. Since

px X(e) = (n(X)v,7)

px X(e) = (m(e) m(X)v, D)
and Gg has only two components, one containing e and the other containing €. The function
¢ vanishes identically if (7(X)v,v) and (7 (e) 7(X)v,v) are 0 for all X in A. Any subspace V}
of V invariant under 2 and ¢ is certainly invariant under O(2,R) and therefore is determined
by its annihilator in V. If v is in V; and v annihilates V; the function (7(g)v,v) is 0 so that

(m(f)v,0) =0
for all f in H;. Thus 7(f)v is also in V. Since Hy clearly leaves V) invariant this space is
left invariant by all of Hg.
By the very construction any subspace of V' invariant under Hy is invariant under 2 and
¢ so that we have almost proved the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. The representation m of Hg is wrreducible if and only if the associated repre-
sentation m of {A, e} is.



§5. REPRESENTATIONS OF GL(2,R) 79

To prove it completely we have to show that if the representation of {2, e} is irreducible
the operator m(X) is a scalar for all X in 3. As w(X) has to have a non-zero eigenfunction
we have only to check that m(X) commutes with 7(Y) for Y in 2 with w(e). It certainly
commutes with 7(Y). X is invariant under the adjoint action not only of the connected
component of Gg but also of the connected component of GL(2,C). Since GL(2,C) is
connected and contains

m(e)m(X) 7 (e) = 7(Ade(X)) = 7m(X).

Slight modifications, which we do not describe, of the proof of Lemma 5.4 lead to the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose m and 7' are two irreducible admissible representations of Hg. Then
7 and 7' are equivalent if and only if the associated representations of {2, e} are.

We comment briefly on the relation between representations of Gg and representations
of Hgr. Let V be a complete separable locally convex topological space and 7 a continuous
representation of Gg on V. Thus the map (g,v) — 7(g)v of Gg X V to V is continuous and
for f in C°(Gg) the operator

m(f)= [ fl)m(r)ds

Gr

is defined. So is w(f) for f in Hy. Thus we have a representation of Hg on V. Let 1 be
the space of O(2, R)-finite vectors in V. It is the union of the space 7(§)V as £ ranges over
the elementary idempotents and is invariant under Hg. Assume, as is often the case, that
the representation 7y of Hgr on Vj is admissible. Then 7y is irreducible if and only if 7 is
irreducible in the topological sense.

Suppose 7’ is another continuous representation of Gr in a space V' and there is a
continuous non-degenerate bilinear form on V' x V' such that

(m(g)v,v) = (v, 7' (g7 )').
Then the restriction of this form to Vj x Vj is non-degenerate and

(m(f)v,v') = (v, 7' (FHv')

for all f in Hg, v in Vp, and ¢" in V{j. Thus =, is the contragredient of my. Since

(mo(f)v,0) = ; f(g) (m(g)v,0')

we have
<7T0(g>U7U/> = <7T(g)v7’0,>.
The special orthogonal group SO(2,R) is abelian and so is its Lie algebra. The one-

dimensional representation
cosf sind ind
. — €
—sinf cosf

of SO(2,R) and the associated representation of its Lie algebra will be both denoted by
Kn. A representation m of 2 or of {2,e} will be called admissible if its restrictions to
the Lie algebra of SO(2,R) decomposes into a direct sum of the representations x,, each
occurring with finite multiplicity. If 7 is an admissible representation of Hg the corresponding
representation of {2 e} is also admissible. We begin the classification of the irreducible
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admissible representations of Hg and of {2, e} with the introduction of some particular
representations.

Let p1 and po be two quasi-characters of F'*. Let B(uq, o) be the space of functions f
on G which satisfy the following two conditions.

(i) o
ay

—|  fl9)

(0 2)9) = mba e |

for all g in Gg, a1, as in R*, and = in R.
(i) fis SO(2,R) finite on the right.
Because of the Iwasawa decomposition
Gr = Ng Agr SO(2,R)

these functions are complete determined by their restrictions to SO(2,R) and in particular
are infinitely differentiable. Write
()
I

where s; is a complex number and m; is 0 or 1. Set s = s; — $3 and m = |m; — mga| so
that g py ' (t) = [t]° (ﬁ)m If n has the same parity as m let ¢,, be the function in B(pq, u2)
defined by

1 2\ (fax O cos) sinf\\ (a)
7nilo 1 0 ay) \—sinf cos6 = p(ar) paaz

The collection {¢,} is a basis of B(u1, pz).
For any infinitely differentiable function f on Gy and any compactly supported distribu-
tion pu we defined A(u)f by

pi(t) = [t

1/2

ai 6in0.

a2

) f(g) = i(p(9)f)
p() f(g) = n(Ag™1)f).

If, for example, p is a measure

Mu)f(g) = [ f(h™'g)du(h)

Gr

and p(u)f by

and
Pl)flg) = | f(gh)dph).
R

In all cases A(u)f and p(p)f are again infinitely differentiable. For all f in Hp the space
B(p, p2) is invariant under p(f) so that we have a representation p(ui,ps) of Hg on
B(p1, pt2). It is clearly admissible and the associated representation p(uy, pe) of {U,e} is
also defined by right convolution.

We introduce the following elements of g which is identified with the Lie algebra of 2 x 2
matrices.

0 1 10 1o 1 i
() =) w0 ) e D)
0 1 0 0 10
A U S () N )
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as well as
ZQ
D = X+X, —|— X,X+ + 77
which belongs to 2.
Lemma 5.6. The following relations are valid
(1) p(U)en = ingn, (i) p(e)en = (=1)" o

(iil) p(Vi)pn = (s + 1+ n)pny2 (iv) p(Vo)on = (s +1=n)pn s

_s2—1

(V) p(D)pn = “5=¢n (Vi) p(J)pn = (51 + S2)Pn

The relations (i), (ii), and (vi) are easily proved. It is also clear that for all ¢ in B(u, p0)

p(Z) p(e) = (s +1)p(e)
and

p(X1) p(e) = 0.

cosf siné 2
Ad ((— sinf cos 0>> Vi =eVy

Ad cosf sind V. _ o2y
—siné cosf - -

show that p(Vy )¢, is a multiple of ¢, 2 and that p(V_)y, is a multiple of ¢, 5. Since

The relations

and

V, =7 —iU + 2iX.

and
Vo=7Z+4iU —2iX,
the value of p(V, )¢, at the identity e is s+ 1+n and that of p(V_)¢, = s+1—n. Relations
(ili) and (iv) follow. )
It is not difficult to see that D belongs to 3 the centre of 2. Therefore p(D)p = \(D)p =
A(D)y since D = D. If we write D as

Z2
2X_ X+ + Z + 7
and observe that A(X;)o =0 and A(Z)p = —(s+ 1)p if ¢ is in B(uq, p2) we see that
(s+1)2 21
2 [T T

Pn-

p(D)p = {—<s )t

Lemma 5.7.

(i) If s —m is not an odd integer B(u1, u2) is irreducible under the action of g.
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(i1) If s —m is an odd integer and s > 0 the only proper subspaces of B(u1, o) invariant
under g are

B (1, p2) = Z Con
n>s+1
n=s+1 (mod 2)
Bo(pi,me) = Y, Con
n<—s—1

n=s+1 (mod 2)
and, when it is different from B(uq, p2),

B, p2) = B(pa, pa) + Balpa, p12).

(111) If s — m is an odd integer and s < 0 the only proper subspaces of B(u1, o) invariant
under g are

B (1, p2) = Z Con
n>s+1
n=s+1 (mod 2)
Bolp, ) = Y, Cepu
n<—s—1

n=s+1 (mod 2)
and
Br(pa, p2) = By, p2) N Bo(pun, piz).

Since a subspace of B(uq, p2) invariant under g is spanned by those of the vectors ¢,
that it contains, this lemma is an easy consequence of the relations of Lemma 5.6. Before
stating the corresponding results for {2, ¢} we state some simple lemmas.

Lemma 5.8. If w is an irreducible admissible representation of {2, e} there are two possi-
bilities:
(i) The restriction of m to 2L is irreducible and the representations X — w(X) and X —
m(Ade(X)) are equivalent.
(i) The space V' on which m acts decomposes into a direct sum Vi @& Vy where Vi and V;
are both invariant and irreducible under 2. The representations m and mo of % on Vi
and Vs are not equivalent but o is equivalent to the representation X — 7T(Ad 5(X)).

If the restriction of 7 to 2 is irreducible the representations X — 7(X) and X —
W(Ad e(X )) are certainly equivalent. If it is not irreducible let V; be a proper subspace
invariant under . If Vo = 7(e)V; then V4 NV; and V; 4+ V, are all invariant under {2, e}.
Thus Vi, NV, = {0} and V =V, & V5. If V] had a proper subspace V] invariant under 2l the
same considerations would show that V' = V/ @ V] with Vi = 7(e)V/. Since this is impossible
Vi and V5 are irreducible under 2.

Ifv;isin Vj

mo(X) w(e)vr = m(e) m (ade(X)) v

so that the representations X — mo(X) and X — m ( Ade(X )) are equivalent. If m; and o

were equivalent there would be an invertible linear transformation A from V; to V5 so that
Aﬂ'l(X) = WQ(X)A If U1 is in ‘/1

Alr(e) (X))o = A my(ade(X)) w(e) vy = m (Ade(X)) A w(e) vy
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Consequently {A™!7(¢)}? regarded as a linear transformation of V; commutes with 2 and
is therefore a scalar. There is no harm in supposing that it is the identity. The linear
transformation
V1 + v — A oy + Ay

then commutes with the action of {2, e}. This is a contradiction.

Let x be a quasi-character of R* and let x(¢) = t¢ for ¢ positive. For any admissible
representation 7 of 2 and therefore of g we define a representation y ® 7 of g and therefore
2 by setting

X@m(X)= gtrX + 7m(X)
if X isin g. If 7 is a representation of {2, e} we extend x ® 7 to {2, e} by setting
x®@m(e) = x(=1)n(e)

If 7 is associated to a representation m of Hy then y ® 7 is associated to the representation

of Hg defined by
x @n(f)=m(xf)
if x f is the product of the functions xy and f.

Lemma 5.9. Let my be an irreducible admissible representation of 2. Assume that o is
equivalent to the representation X — 7T0(Ad 5(X)). Then there is an irreducible represen-
tation m of {A, e} whose restriction to A is my. If  is the non-trivial quadratic character
of R* the representations ™ and n ® w are not equivalent but any representation of {2, e}
whose restriction to A is equivalent to my is equivalent to one of them.

Let my act on V. There is an invertible linear transformation A of V' such that Amy(X) =
To(Ade(X))A for all X in 2. Then A? commutes with all mo(X) and is therefore a scalar.
We may suppose that A% = I. If we set () = A and 7(X) = my(X) for X in A we obtain
the required representation. If we replace A by —A we obtain the representation n ® m. 7
and n ® m are not equivalent because any operator giving the equivalence would have to
commute with all of the m(X) and would therefore be a scalar. Any representation 7" of

{2, e} whose restriction to 2 is equivalent to 7y can be realized on V4 in such a way that
(X)) = m(X) for all X. Then 7'(¢) = £A.

Lemma 5.10. Let m; be an irreducible admissible representation of 2. Assume that w; and
T, with mo(X) = m (Ade(X)), are not equivalent. Then there is an irreducible represen-
tation m of {A, e} whose restriction to A is the direct sum of m and my. Every irreducible
admissible representation of {2, e} whose restriction to A contains m is equivalent to w. In
particular n ® w is equivalent to .

Let m; act on V;. To construct @ we set V =V, & V, and we set
7T(X) (Ul D UQ) = 7T1(X)"U1 D 7T2(X)U2
and
m(e) (v1 B vg) = vy B vy.

The last assertion of the lemma is little more than a restatement of the second half of
Lemma 5.8.

Theorem 5.11. Let py and ps be two quasi-characters of F*.



84 2. LOCAL THEORY

(i) If paps * is not of the form t — P sgnt with p a non-zero integer the space B(p, jiz) is
irreducible under the action of {2, e} or Hg. w(p1, u2) is any representation equivalent
to p(pa, p2)-

(i) If pypy * (t) = tP sgnt, where p is a positive integer, the space B (1, p2) contains evactly
one proper subspace Bg(p1, p2) invariant under {A,e}. It is infinite-dimensional and
any representation of {2, e} equivalent to the restriction of p(p, 2) to Bs(p, pa) will
be denoted by o(p1, u2). The quotient space

By(p, po) = Blpr, o)/ Bs(pa, p2)

is finite-dimensional and 7(uy, pe) will be any representation equivalent to the repre-
sentation of {A, e} on this quotient space.

(i43) If pypy*(t) = tPsgnt, where p is a negative integer, the space By, pa) contains ex-
actly one proper subspace By(puy, p2) invariant under {A,e}. It is finite-dimensional
and 7(u1, pe) will be any representation equivalent to the restriction of p(ui,ps2) to
B, po). Moreover o1, pio) will be any representation equivalent to the representa-
tion on the quotient space

Ba(pr, p2) = B(Mla/ﬁz)/gf(/h,m)-

(iv) A representation m(uy, o) is never equivalent to a representation o (), pb).
(v) The representations w(py, o) and w(py, ph) are equivalent if and only if either (pq, u2) =

(11, 15) or (pn, p2) = (p, p1h).
(vi) The representations o(uy, p2) and o(p}, ph) are equivalent if and only if (uy1, pe) is one

of the four pairs (py, 1), (1o, 1), (i, 15n), or (pon, ).
(vii) Every irreducible admissible representation of {2, e} is either a m(uy, pia) or a oy, fia).

Let gy (t) = |t|s(‘§—|)m s —m is an odd integer if and only if s is an integer p and
papiy () = tPsgnt. Thus the first three parts of the lemma are consequences of Lemma 5.6
and 5.7. The fourth follows from the observation that m(u1, p2) and o (], p5) cannot contain
the same representations of the Lie algebra of SO(2,R).

We suppose first that s — m is not an odd integer and construct an invertible transfor-
mation 7" from B(uq, p2) to B(ue, p1) which commutes with the action of {2, e}. We have
introduced a basis {¢,} of B(u1,u2). Let {¢/} be the analogous basis of B(usg,u1). The
transformation 7" will have to take ¢, to a multiple a,¢/, of ¢! . Appealing to Lemma 5.6
we see that it commutes with the action of {2, ¢} if and only if

(s+1+n)apo=(—s+1+n)a,
(s+1—n)a,—o=(-s+1—n)a,
and
a, = (=1)"a_,.
These relations will be satisfied if we set

(—s+1+n)
r 2
(s+14n)
I 2

ap = ay(s) =

Since n = m (mod 2) and s —m — 1 is not an even integer all these numbers are defined and
different from 0.
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If s <0 and s —m is an odd integer we let

an(s) = £1E>IL1(; an(2)
The numbers a,(s) are still defined although some of them may be 0. The associated
operator 7" maps B(pu1, p2) into B(ue, p1) and commutes with the action of {2, e}. If s =0
the operator 7' is non-singular. If s < 0 its kernel is B(p, p2) and it defines an invertible
linear transformation from By (puy, o) to By(ug, p1). If s > 0 and s —m is an odd integer the
functions a,(z) have at most simple poles at s. Let
bo(s) = lmn(z = 5) (2

The operator T associated to the family {b,(s)} maps B(p1, p2) into B(ug, p1) and commutes
with the action of {2(,e}. It kernel is By(uq, p2) so that it defines an invertible linear trans-
formation from By(puy, p2) to By(pe, p11). These considerations together with Lemma 5.10
give us the equivalences of parts (v) and (vi).

Now we assume that m = 7w(ug, po) and 7' = w(py, ph) or 7 = o(uy, pe) and 7" =
o(uf, py) are equivalent. Let u;(T) = |t sl(ﬁ)ml and let u(t) = |t sg(ﬁ)m;‘ Let s = 51 — s9,
m = |my —mg|, s = —sh, m" = |m| —m)]|. Since the two representations must contain
the same representations of the Lie algebra of SO(2,R) the numbers m and m’ are equal.
Since w(D) and 7'(D) must be the same scalar Lemma 5.6 shows that s’ = +s. 7(J) and
7'(J) must also be the same scalar so s} + s, = s1 + so. Thus if 7(¢) = sgnt the pair (u1, o)
must be one of the four pairs (11, 15), (o, 111), (npy,mesy), (Mpy, npy). Lemma 5.9 shows
that m(pypuh) and 7(nuf, nuy) are not equivalent. Parts (v) and (vi) of the theorem follow
immediately.

Lemmas 5.8, 5.9, and 5.10 show that to prove the last part of the theorem we need only
show that any irreducible admissible representation 7 of 2 is, for a suitable choice of ;1 and
f2, a constituent of p(uq, o). That is there should be two subspaces By and By of B(pq, f12)
invariant under 2 so that B; contains B, and 7 is equivalent to the representation of 2l on
the quotient B;/B,. If x is a quasi-character of F* then 7 is a constituent of p(puq, po) if
and only if y ® 7 is a constituent of p(xp1, xp2). Thus we may suppose that 7(.J) is 0 so
that 7 is actually a representation of 2, the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra
of Zgr\Gg. Since this group is semi-simple the desired result is a consequence of the general
theorem of Harish-Chandra [6].

It is an immediate consequence of the last part of the theorem that every irreducible
admissible representations of {2, £} is the representation associated to an irreducible admis-
sible representation of Hr. Thus we have classified the irreducible admissible representations
of {2, e} and of Hg. We can write such a representation of Hg as m(u1, p2) or o(puy, pa).

In the first paragraph we associated to every quasi-character w of C* a representation
of r, of G the group of matrices with positive determinant. The representation r, acts on
the space of functions ® in S(C) which satisfy

®(xh) = w H(h) ()

for all i such that hh = 1. All elements of S(C,w) are infinitely differentiable vectors for r,
so that r, also determines a representation, again called r,,, of 2. r,, depended on the choice
of a character of R. If that character is

¢($) _ 627rum'
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then
ro(X1) ®(2) = (2muzzi)®(2).

Lemma 5.12. Let S§y(C,w) be the space of functions ® in S(C,w) of the form
D(z) = e Zp (4, 7)

where P(z,%Z) is a polynomial in z and Z. Then So(C,w) is invariant under A and the
restriction of ., to So(C,w) is admissible and irreducible.

It is well known and easily verified that the function e=271“*% is its own Fourier transform
provided of course that the transform is taken with respect to the character

Ye(z) = ¢(2 +2)
and the self-dual measure for that character. From the elementary properties of the Fourier
transform one deduces that the Fourier transform of a function

P(z) = e 2= p(z %)

where P is a polynomial in z and Z is of the same form. Thus r,(w) leaves Sy(C, w) invariant.

Recall that
(0 1
w={_ o)

So(C,w) is clearly invariant under 7,(X; ). Since X_ = Adw(X) it is also invariant under
X_. But X, X — X_X, = Z, so that it is also invariant under Z. We saw in the first
paragraph that if wq is the restriction of w to R* then

w5 0)) = cmarator

thus r,(J) = ¢l if wy(a) = a® for a positive a. In conclusion Sy(C,w) is invariant under g
and therefore under 2.
If

2z

T min

(22) 2

where r is a complex number and m and n are two integers, one 0 and the other non-negative,
the functions

w(z) = (22)"

_ _—27|u|zZ _n+p sm+p
P,(z) =e ZVTP TP

with p a non-negative integer, form a basis of Sy(C, w). Suppose as usual that C% =1 aﬁ%—i ai

z ' 21 Oy
and that a% = % 3% — 2% a%' Then the Fourier transform ® of ®, is given by
1 onte  gmtp _
/ _ —27|u|

(27‘-Z‘u)m+n+2p Ozn+p a§m+77

which is a function of the form
p—1
(Z sgn u)m+n+2p6—27r\u|zz zn—&-p Zm-‘,—p + E aq€—2ﬂ|u|zz zn—i—q Zm—i—q'
q=0
Only the coefficient a,_; interests us. It equals

(i sgn u>m+n+2p*1

14+p—1)
y— {pn+m+1+p—-1)}
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Since
ro(w) ®(z) = (isgnu) ()
and
ro(X-) = (=)™ ry(w) ro (X5 ) r(w)
while

ru(X2)®, = (27ui)Dy1
we see that

p—1
ro(X_)®, = (2mui)®py1 — (2sgnu)(n +m+2p+ 1)P, + Z by @,
q=0
Since U = X — X_ we have
p—1
ro(U)®, = (isgnu)(n+m+2p+1)o, — » 5,9,
q=0

and we can find the functions ¥,, p =0,1,---, such that

p—1
¥y, = CI>p+ZaquI>q
q=0

while
ru(U)¥, = (isgnu)(n+m+2p+ 1)V,
These functions form a basis of Sy(C,w). Consequently r,, is admissible.

If it were not irreducible there would be a proper invariant subspace which may or not
contain ®y. In any case if S is the intersection of all invariant subspaces containing ®q
and Sy is the sum of all invariant subspaces which do not contain ®, both &; and & are
invariant and the representation 7; of 2l on §;/S, NS is irreducible. If the restriction of m
to the Lie algebra of SO(2,R) contains k, it does not contain x_,. Thus m; is not equivalent
to the representation X — 7T1(Ad e(X )) Consequently the irreducible representation 7 of
{2, e} whose restriction to 2 is m; must be one of the special representations o (1, i2) or a
representation 7(py, pen). Examining these we see that since 7 contains k, with ¢ = sgn u(n+
m+ 1) it contains all the representations x, with ¢ =sgnu(n+m+2p+1), p=0,1,2,---.
Thus &; contains all the functions ¥, and S, contains none of them. Since this contradicts
the assumption that Sy(C,w) contains a proper invariant subspace the representation r, is
irreducible.

For the reasons just given the representation 7 of {2, e} whose restriction to 2 contains
Ty is either a o(uy, uo) or a m(uy, pan). It is a w(uy, pan) if and only if n 4+ m = 0. Since

#((5 7)) =w@sear = st

we must have i1 = won in the first case and p? = wy in the second. wy is the restriction of
w to R*. Since the two solutions p? = wy differ by 1 they lead to the same representation. If
n+m =0 then pf = wy if and only if w(z) = p; (v(z)) for all z in C*. Of course v(z) = 2Z.

Suppose n +m > 0 so that 7 is a o(uy, p2). Let u;(t) = |t S(ﬁ—‘)m Because of The-
orem 5.11 we can suppose that m; = 0. Let s = s; — s5. We can also suppose that s is
non-negative. If m = |my; — mg| then s — m is an odd integer so m and my are determined

by s. We know what representations of the Lie algebra of SO(2,R) are contained in .
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Appealing to Lemma 5.7 we see that s = n 4+ m. Since pius = nwy we have s; + sy = 2r.

Thus s; = r + % and s, = r — 22 In all cases the representation 7 is determined by

w alone and does not depend on 1. We refer to it as m(w). Every special representation

o(p1, o) is a m(w) and 7(w) is equivalent to m(w’) if and only if w = W’ or W'(2) = w(Z).
We can now take the first step in the proof of the local functional equation.

Theorem 5.13. Let w be an infinite-dimensional irreducible admissible representation of
Hg. If ¥ is a non-trivial additive character of R there exists exactly one space W (mw, ) of
functions W on Gg with the following properties

(1) If W is in W (mw, 1) then
w((5 1)) = v
for all x in F.

(ii) The functions W are continuous and W (m, 1) is invariant under p(f) for all f in Hg.
Moreover the representation of Hg on W(m, ) is equivalent to .
(111) If W is in W (m, ) there is a positive number N such that

o (s ) o

We prove first the existence of such a space. Suppose m = m(w) is the representation
associated to some quasi-character w of C*. An additive character ¢ being given the restric-
tion of 7 to 2 contains the representation r,, determined by w and 1. For any ® in S(C,w)
define a function Wy on G by

as |t| — oo.

Wa(g) = ru(g) (1)
Since p(g) Wo = W, (ga the space of such functions is invariant under right translations.

Moreover
wo (g 1)a) = w0t

Every vector in S(C,w) is infinitely differentiable for the representation r,. Therefore the
functions Wy are all infinitely differentiable and, if X is in 2,

p(X )W =W, (x)0-

In particular the space Wi(m, ) of those W for which ® is in Sy(C,w) is invariant under
2. We set Wy equal to 0 outside of Gy and regard it as a function on Gg.

We want to take W (m,¥) to be the sum of Wi(m, ) and its right translate by e. If
we do it will be invariant under {2, e} and transform according to the representation 7 of
{2, e}. To verify the second condition we have to show that it is invariant under Hg. For
this it is enough to show that Sy(C,w) is invariant under the elements of Hg with support
in G,. The elements certainly leave the space of functions in S(C,w) spanned by the
functions transforming according to a one-dimensional representation of SO(2,R) invariant.
Any function in S(C,w) can be approximated uniformly on compact sets by a function in
So(C,w). If in addition it transforms according to the representation x,, of SO(2,R) it can be
approximated by functions in Sy(C,w) transforming according to the same representation.
In other words it can be approximated by multiples of a single function in Sy(C,w) and
therefore is already in Sp(C,w).
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The growth condition need only be checked for the functions W in Wi(m, ). If a is

negative
a 0
({5 1)) -

B(z) = e U= p (4, 7)

but if a is positive and

it is equal to
6727r\u\ap(a1/2’ a1/2> ( ) ’CL|1/2

and certainly satisfies the required condition.
We have still to prove the existence of W (m, 1) when m = (1, u2) and is infinite-
dimensional. As in the first paragraph we set

0111, 1z, @) = / i (£) i3 (1) (L, 1) 7t

RX
for  in S(R?) and we set

Wa(g) = pu(det g) | det g% 0 (1, pia, 7(g) @)
- ‘9(#17,“277’#1,#2(9)(1))‘

T e 15 the representation associated to the quasi-character (a,b) — p(a) p2(b) of R* x R*.
If Xisin A

p(X> W@(g) = WTul,ug(X)‘b(g)
Let W (1, po; 1) be the space of those Wg which are associated to O(2,R)-finite functions
O, Wy, po; ) is invariant under {2(, e} and under Hg.

Lemma 5.13.1. Assume () puy*(z) = |x\5(‘%|)m with Res > —1 and m equal to 0 or

1. Then there ezists a bijection A of W (1, pio; ) with B(uy, po) which commutes with the
action of {2, e}.

We have already proved a lemma like this in the non-archimedean case. If @ is in S(R?)
and w is a quasi-character of R* set

2w, @) = /(I)(O,t)w(t) 4 (t)

The integral converges if w(t) = |t|"(sgnt)” with » > 0. In particular under the circumstances
of the lemma

fa(g) = m(det g) | det g|'*z(mpiy  am, p(g)®)
is defined. As usual ag(z) = |z|. A simple calculation shows that

(5 0)a) = mlenme) |27 futo),

0 (05}

If @ is the partial Fourier transform of ® introduced in the first paragraph then
r(9) f5 = 15,

if &1 =17, ,,(f)®. A similar relation will be valid for a function f in Hg, that is

p(f)fs =I5,
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if &1 = 7y, ., (f)®. In particular if fz is O(2,R)-finite there is an elementary idempotent
¢ such that p(&)f3 = f3. Thus, if &1 = 7,,,,(E)®, f5 = f5, and &; is O(2,R) finite. Of
course fz is O(2, R)-finite if and only if it belongs to B(j1, p12).

We next show that given any f in B(uy, p2) there is an O(2, R)-finite function ® in S(R?)
such that f = fz. According to the preceding observation together with the self-duality of
S(R?) under Fourier transforms it will be enough to show that for some ® in S(R?), f = fs.
In fact, by linearity, it is sufficient to consider the functions ¢, in B(uq, p2) defined earlier

by demanding that
cosf sinf\\ e
i\l —sing cos6)) =€

n must be of the same parity as m. If § = sgnn set

O(z,y) = 6_”(”“2”2)(% + z’éy)'"'

cosf  sind _ ing
p((—sin@ COSQ))(I)_e ®

Since p(g) fo = fo(g)e When det g = 1 the function fp is a multiple of ¢,,. Since

fole) = ()1 [ et
—?\n\+s+1)
2

= ()" — !

Then

In| +s+1)
2

which is not 0, the function fg is not 0.

The map A will transform the function Ws to fz. It will certainly commute with the
action of {2, e}. That A exists and is injective follows from a lemma which, together with
its proof, is almost identical to the statement and proof of Lemma 3.2.1.

The same proof as that used in the non-archimedean case also shows that W (uy, pe; 1) =
W (g, 15 7) for all 1p. To prove the existence of W (7, ) when m = 7(uq, p2) and is infinite-
dimensional we need only show that when p; and us satisfy the condition the previous lemma
the functions W in W (p1, po; ¢) satisfy the growth condition of the theorem. We have seen
that we can take W = Wy with

®(z,y) = e "I P(x,y)
where P(x,y) is a polynomial in z and y. Then
B(z,y) = e "HIQ(x, y)
where Q(z,y) is another polynomial. Recall that (z) = €%, Then

Wo ((0 2)) — (e fal'® [ e TGt ut ) (s t)”

oo

The factor in front certainly causes no harm. If 6 > 0 the integrals from —oo to —¢ and
from § to oo decrease rapidly as |a| — oo and we need only consider integrals of the form

)
/ e—w(a2t2+u2t_2)tr dt
0
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. . .. 2
where r is any real number and u is fixed and positive. If v = & then u? = v? + 3% and
3

e~ 1™**" is bounded in the interval [0, 6] so we can replace u by v and suppose r is 0. We
may also suppose that a and v are positive and write the integral as

5
_ _ —1y2
e 27rav/ e m(at+vt—1) dt.
0

The integrand is bounded by 1 so that the integral is O(1). In any case the growth condition
is more than satisfied.

We have still to prove uniqueness. Suppose Wi (m, ) is a space of functions satisfying the
first two conditions of the lemma. Let x,, be a representation of the Lie algebra of SO(2,R)
occurring in 7 and let W be a function in Wi (m, ) satisfying

cosf sin@  ind
e (g (—sin@ COS@)) =" Wi(g).

0
on( 1)

the function W, is completely determined by ¢;. It is easily seen that

If

7z 0
p(U)W, |t|0 \I;/ =inpi(t)
¢]1/2
A ot L1
p(Z)W1 0 \tl}/Q =t
t
iz 0 .
p(X)W1 |t|0/ . = tuti(t).
|

Thus if @] and @] correspond to p(V, )W and p(V_ )W,
dipr

o1 (1) = 262 — (out —m) (1)
and

ey (t) = Qt% + (2ut — n) @1(1).
Since

2

1 , U
D:§V_V+—ZU—7

p(D)W; corresponds to
d ngl d(PQ 2,2
20— |t — — 2t — 2nut — 2u’t .
dt( dt g ) TGt =20
Finally p(e)W; corresponds to ¢1(—t).

Suppose that 7 is either m(uy, po) or o (g, pr2). Let pypy ' (t) = [t]*(sgnt)™. If s —m is
an odd integer we can take n = |s| + 1. From Lemma 5.6 we have p(V_)W; = 0 so that ¢,
satisfies the equation

dipry

2t r + (2ut — n)py = 0.
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If the growth condition is to be satisfied ¢; must be 0 for ut < 0 and a multiple of [t|*/2e~%
for ut > 0. Thus W is determined up to a scalar factor and the space W (w, 1)) is unique.

Suppose s — m is not an odd integer. Since p(D)W; = 522_1W1 the function ¢; satisfies
the equation
d*p, , nu  (1—s?)
Ut — =0
dt ST e [P

We have already constructed a candidate for the space W (m, v). Let’s call this candidate
Wy(m, ). There will be a non-zero function ¢, in it satisfying the same equation as ;. Now
¢1 and all of its derivatives go to infinity no faster than some power of |t| as ¢ — oo while as
we saw 9 and its derivations go to 0 at least exponentially as || — co. Thus the Wronskian

des __ dpr
dt dt

goes to 0 as |t| — oo. By the form of the equation the Wronskian is constant. Therefore it
is identically 0 and ¢;(t) = a@y(t) for t > 0 and ¢, (t) = B pa(t) for t < 0 where a and
are two constants. The uniqueness will follow if we can show that for suitable choice of n we
have a = §. If m = 0 we can take n = 0. If py(t) = |t]** (sgnt)™ then w(e)W; = (=1)"2W)
so that p1(—t) = (=1)™p1(t) and po(—t) = (—1)™2ps(t). Thus a = f. If m = 1 we can
take n = 1. From Lemma 5.6

P1 — P2

W(V,l)Wl = (_1>m1 87T(€)W1

so that
d
2t ~2L + (2ut = ipr (1) = (~1) ™ sipr ().
Since y satisfies the same equation o = f3.
If p is a quasi-character of R* and w is the character of C* defined by w(z) = p(2%)
then m(w) = 7(p, un). We have defined W (7w (w),?) in terms of w and also as W (uq, p2; ).

Because of the uniqueness the two resulting spaces must be equal.

Corollary 5.14. Let m and n be two integers, one positive and the other 0. Let w be a
quasi-character of C* of the form

w(z) = (ZE)T_MTMZT" z"
and let p11 and s be two quasi-characters of R* satisfying pipse(z) = |z|?" (sgn )™ ™ and
pjty () = 2™ sgnw so that m(w) = o(p, o). Then the subspace By(puy, piz) of B, pa)
is defined and there is an isomorphism of B(pu1, o) with Wy, pa; ) which commutes with
the action of {2, e}. The image W(pu1, po; ) of Bs(p, u2) is W(m(w), ). If ® belongs to
S(R?) and Wy belongs to W (1, o3 1) then Wa belongs to Wiy, ;) if and only if

0 i8j
/ xa—yjq)(x,O)dxzo

(e 9]

for any two non-negative integers i and j withi+j=m+n — 1.

Only the last assertion is not a restatement of previously verified facts. To prove it we
have to show that f; belongs to B(pu1, pt2) if and only if ¢ satisfies the given relations. Let
f = fz. Ttisin By(uy, p2) if and only if it is orthogonal to the functions in B(uy ', 5 '). Since
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By(uyt, uyt) is finite-dimensional there is a non-zero vector fy in it such that p(X,)fy = 0.

Then
(o2 )0

and f is orthogonal to fj if and only if

(oG ) o

The dimension of B ;(u;*, p5?) is m + n. It follows easily from Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7 that the
vectors p(X%) p(w) fo, 0 < p <m+n—1spanit. Thus f is in Bs(ui, s2) if and only if each
of the functions p(X%) p(w) f satisfy (5.14.1). For f itself the left side of (5.14.1) is equal to

J{[3(00u(s 7)) mouat} o

Apart from a positive constant which relates the additive and multiplicative Haar measure

this equals
// )" sgnt dt dx

1)mtn-t // O (¢, )™ dt da

(5.14.2) (—1)mtnt / ®(t,0) ™t dt.

which is

or, in terms of P,

By definition
LT (w) (I)(Iv y) = (I)/(yv JJ)
and an easy calculation based on the definition shows that

Ty (XE) @(x,y) = (imuzy)? O(x,y).
Thus 7, 4y (XY) 74y 4 (W) @ is a non-zero scalar times
o0
@/
e oy W)
For this function (5.14.2) is the product of a non-zero scalar and

821) / m+n—1
oy 8yp ,T) X dx.

Integrating by parts we obtain

0 m+n—p—1
/aypq) (0,2)x P~ dx

except perhaps for sign. If we again ignore a non-zero scalar this can be expressed in terms
of ® as
am—l—n—p—l
- p
/ Dyt O(x,0) 2P dz.

The proof of the corollary is now complete.
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Before stating the local functional equation we recall a few facts from the theory of local
zeta-functions. If F' is R or C and if ® belongs to S(F') we set

Z(was, ) = /@(a)w(a) la|% d™a.

w is a quasi-character. The integral converges in a right half-plane. One defines functions
L(s,w) and €(s,w,1p) with the following properties:
(i) For every ® the quotient
Z(was,, )
L(s,w)
has an analytic continuation to the whole complex plane as a holomorphic function.
Moreover for a suitable choice of ® it is an exponential function and in fact a constant.
(i) If @’ is the Fourier transform of ® with respect to the character )r then

Z(wtag s @) Z(was, @)
L0 s 1) —S@ R = 5
If F =R and w(z) = |z|k(sgnz)™ with m equal to 0 or 1 then
L(s,w) = 7~ 2(tr+m) F(—S i m)
’ 2
and if p(x) = 2™
s—i—r—%

£(s,w,¥p) = (isgnu)™ [ulg
If F=C and
) = lalf 277"
where m and n are non-negative integers, one of which is 0, then
L(s,) = 22m) s 4 7+ + ).
Recall that |z|c = 27. If ¢p(z) = ™ Re(w2)

m—+n

e(s,w,Yp) = " "w(w) ]w[f{lﬂ.

These facts recalled, let m be an irreducible admissible representation of Hg. If 7 =
(1, o) we set
L(s,m) = L(s, 1) L(s, pi2)

and

e(s, m, Yr) = &(s, 1, Ur) (s, 12, Ur)
and if 7 = m(w) where w is a character of C* we set

L(s,m) = L(s,w)

and

e(s,m,¢Yr) = MC/R, Yr) e(s,w, ¥c/r)
if Yc/r(2) = Yr(z +Z). The factor A(C/R,9r) was defined in the first paragraph. It is of

course necessary to check that the two definitions coincide if w(w) = m(py, p2). This is an
immediate consequence of the duplication formula.
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Theorem 5.15. Let w be an infinite-dimensional irreducible admissible representation of
Hr. Let w be the quasi-character of R* defined by

(5 ) -
If W is in W(m, 1) set

U(g,s,W) = /R w ((g )g) lal*""* d"a

0
1
i} W) = %% a 0 —1 sfl/2d><
(9757 >_ 0 1 g w (a’)|a| a
RX

U(g,s, W)= L(s,m)®(g,s, W)

U(g,s, W)= L(s,7) ®(g,s, W).

and let

(i) The integrals defined V(g,s, W) and \Tf(g, s, W) are absolutely convergent in some right

half- plane. N

(ii) The functions ®(g,s, W) and ®(g, s, W) can be analytically continued to the whole com-
plex plane as meromorphic functions. Moreover there exists a W for which ®(e, s, W)
s an exponential function of s.

(111) The functional equation

P(wg,1 — s, W) =e(s,m ¢) D(g,s, W)

15 satisfied.

() If W is fized V(g,s, W) remains bounded as g varies in a compact set and s varies
in the region obtained by removing discs centred at the poles of L(s, ) from a vertical
strip of finite width.

We suppose first that 7 = 7(uy, pe). Then W(rm, ) = Wiuy, p2;¢). Each W in
W (1, p2; %) is of the form W = Wg where

O(z,y) = e ") Pz, y)

with P(x,y) a polynomial. However we shall verify the assertions of the theorem not merely
for W in W (m, ) but for any function W = Ws with ® in S(R?). Since this class of
functions is invariant under right translations most of the assertions need then be verified
only for g = e.

A computation already performed in the non-archimedean case shows that

(e, s, W) = Z(ag, poog, @)

the integrals defining these functions both being absolutely convergent in a right half-plane.
Also for s in some left half-plane

V(w1 -5, W) = Z(u; oy * iy ag ", @)
if @’ is the Fourier transform of ®.
Since ® can always be taken to be a function of the form ®(z,y) = ®(z) P2(y) the
last assertion of part (ii) is clear. All other assertions of the theorem except the last are
consequence of the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.15.1. For every ® in S(R?) the quotient
Z(pog, ppog, @)
L(s, pn) L(s, p2)
is a holomorphic function of (s1,s2) and
Z(pi g " py oy @)
L1 = su, ') L(1 = s, 113 )

18 equal to
Z(ula%l ) ,U2Oéf§7 q))
L(s1, 1) L(s2, p12) .

We may as well assume that p; and uo are characters so that the integrals converge for
Res; > 0 and Re sy > 0. We shall show that when 0 < Res; <1 and 0 < Resy < 1

Z(pagt, poog?, ) Z(py ot iy o 2 W)

e(s1, p, ) e(s2, 2, V)

is equal to
Z(pi o iy a2, @) Z(imag!, peog?, 0)
if ® and ¥ belong to S(R?).
The first of these expressions is equal to

JreaviinlZ)e(?)

if we assume, as we may, that d*x = |z|~! dz. Changing variables we obtain
[ @)t et o1 { [ @) ¥y dudoh deary
The second expression is equal to
[zt o { [ @ v o) dudo} ey
which equals
[ iat et = { [lonl ¢ty ) v dudof @z vy

Since the Fourier transform of the function (u,v) — ®(xu, yv) is the function |zy| 1@’ (z ™ u, y~'v)
the Plancherel theorem implies that

S1 52

X

Y
u v

d*x d*ydudv

/@(azu,yv) V' (u,v) dudv:/|a:y|_1<I>'(:L'_1u,y_1@) U(u,v)dudv.

The desired equality follows.
Choose ®; and @5 in S(R) such that

L(s, i) = Z(piog, ;)
and take U(x,y) = ®1(z) P2(y). The functional equation of the lemma follows immediately
if 0 < sy <1and 0 < sy < 1. The expression on one side of the equation is holomorphic

for 0 < Res; and 0 < Re sy. The expression on the other side is holomorphic for Res; < 1
and Resy < 1. Standard and easily proved theorems in the theory of functions of several
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complex variables show that the function they define is actually an entire function of s; and
sg. The lemma is completely proved.

For m = m(uy, u2) the final assertion of the theorem is a consequence of the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.15.2. Let Q be a compact subset of S(R?) and C a domain in C* obtained by
removing balls about the poles of L(s1, pu1) L(sg, pio) from a tube a; < Re sy < by, ag < Ress <
by. Then

Z(:ulal?gl ) M2a§27 (I))
remains bounded as ® wvaries in 2 and (s, s2) varies in C.

The theorems in the theory of functions alluded to earlier show that it is enough to prove
this when either both a; and ay are greater than 0 or both b; and by are less than 1. On
a region of the first type the function Z(ujaf, peag, ®) is defined by a definite integral.
Integrating by parts as in the theory of Fourier transforms one finds that

Z(0g ™ pa0fE ™, @) = O 4 73)
as 7 + 13 — oo uniformly for ® in Q and a; < 07 < by, a2 < 09 < by which is a much
stronger estimate than required. For a region of the second type one combines the estimates
just obtained with the functional equation and the known asymptotic behaviour of the I'-
function.

Now let w be a quasi-character of C* which is not of the form w(z) = x(zz) with x
a quasi-character of R* and let 7 = 7(w). W(m, ¢) is the sum of Wi(m, ¢) and its right
translate by e. It is easily seen that
O(g,s,p(e)W) = w(~1) B(e ™ ge, s, W)

and that _ _

@(wg, s, p(e)W) = w(—1) D(we™" g, s, W)
Thus it will be enough to prove the theorem for W in Wi (7, ). Since

O(eg, s, W) = &(g,s, W)

and

O (weg, s, W) = &(wg, s, W)
we can also take g in G.. Wj(m, 1) consists of the functions Wg with @ in So(C,w). We
prove the assertions for functions W with ® in S(C,w). Since this class of functions is
invariant under right translations by elements of Gy we may take g = e.
As we observed in the first paragraph we will have

Ve, s, W)= Z(wag, D)
U(w,1—s, W)= AC/R, ) Z(w ‘ol &

in some right half plane and the proof proceeds as before. If w(z) = (2Z)"2™z" and p — ¢ =

n — m the function )
O(2) = e~ 27 lul2Z yp7a

belongs to Sy(C,w) and
Z(wag, ®) = 27T/ e 2mlult? g2(s+r+ptm) 1y
0

= 727 |u]) TP D (s 41 4 p 4 m)
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Taking p = n we obtain an exponential times L(s,w). The last part of the theorem follows
from an analogue of Lemma 5.15.2.

The local functional equation which we have just proved is central to the Hecke the-
ory. We complete the paragraph with some results which will be used in the paragraph on
extraordinary representations and the chapter on quaternion algebras.

Lemma 5.16. Suppose u1 and po are two quasi-characters for which both m = w(py, 2) and
o = o, 2) are defined. Then

L(1—s,0)e(s,0,¢) L(1—s,7)e(s,m, 1)

L(s,0) L(s,m)

and the quotient

15 an exponential times a polynomial.

Interchanging u; and i if necessary we may suppose that juyuy ' (z) = |z/*(sgnz)™ with
s > 0. According to Corollary 5.14, W(o,1) is a subspace of W (uq, po,). Although
W (p1, p2, 1) is not irreducible it is still possible to define W(g, s, W) and ¥(g, s, W) when
W lies in W (1, pio, 1) and to use the method used to prove Theorem 5.15 to show that

\Ij(wg7 1— 5, W)
L(1—s,m)

is equal to
U(g,s,W)

Applying the equality to an element of W (o,1)) we obtain the first assertion of the lemma.
The second is most easily obtained by calculation. Replacing p; and ps by pyak and psak is
equivalent to a translation in s so we may assume that s is of the form ps(z) = (sgnz)™2.
There is a quasi-character w of C* such that 0 = 7w(w). If w(z) = (22)"2™Z" then u(x) =
|2t (sgn )™ty (1) = 2™ (sgn )™t so that r = 0. Apart from an exponen-
tial factor L(s, o) is equal to I'(s +m + n) while L(s, ) is, again apart from an exponential
factor,

S+m—+n+me S+ mao
5.16.1 r r

where m; =m +n+my+ 1 (mod 2). Since m + n > 0 the number

1
k:§(m+n+1+m1—m2)—1

is a non-negative integer and msy + 2k = m +n + my — 1. Thus

& 1
s+m 1 ) s+m+n+mg+1
F( 5 Z)Z{WH(s+mz+2])} F( 5 ! >

J=0

By the duplication formula the product (5.16.1) is a constant times an exponential times
I'(s+m+n+m)

H§:0(5+m2 +2j)
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If my; = 0 the lemma follows immediately. If m; =1
I'(s+m+n+ms)=(s+m+n)T(s+m+n)

and ms + 2k = m + n. The lemma again follows.

Lemma 5.17. Suppose w(z) = (2Z)"2™Z" is a quasi-character of C* with mn = 0 and

m+n > 0. Suppose puy and o are two quasi-characters of F* with pypo(x) = |z|* 2™ " sgn
and pypyt(x) = 2™ sgnx. Then for every ® in S(R?) such that

ok
/x’—.(x,O) dx =0
oy’
fori>0,7>0, andi+ 7+ 1=m+n the quotient
Z(Mlaﬁg{)l’@aﬁg{) (I))
L(s,w(w))

1s a holomorphic function of s and for some ® it is an exponential.

If W belongs to W (1, pe, ) this is a consequence of Corollary 5.14 and Theorem 5.15.
Unfortunately we need the result for all &. The observations made during the proof of
Lemma 5.16 show that if 7 = 7(uq, pe) the quotient

Z(Mlaﬂg@? //“2&]?%7 CD)

L(s, )
is holomorphic. Since L(s, ) and L(s, o) have no zeros we have only to show that the extra
poles of L(s, ) are not really needed to cancel poles of Z (g, poc, ). As in the proof
of Lemma 5.16 we may take r = 0. We have to show that Z(ujaf, peag, ®) is holomorphic
at s = —mo —27,0< j<kifm;=0and at s = —my —25,0< 53 < kifm; =1. We
remark first that if gy and py are two quasi-characters of R*, ® belongs to S(R?), and Re s
is sufficiently large then, by a partial integration,

1 od
[ ) ) bt ot @) a*a dy = = [ () ) o) ol 1l G o) 'y

if n(y) = sgny. Integrating by parts again we obtain

1 2P
s S(I) X X, s s+2 X X )
/ul(fﬂ)ua(y)\ﬂ y|* ®(z,y) d*xd"y e /m(ﬂf)ug(y) || [y] I (z,y)d*xd™y

If ® belongs to S(R?) the function defined by
(5.17.1) /Cb(ac, o) 2] | 4% d*y
is certainly holomorphic for Re s > 0. We have to show that if
/ O(2,0)dr =0

it is holomorphic for Res > —1. Suppose first that ®(z,0) = 0. Since
) Y 2P
P(z,y) = yg—y(x, 0) + /0 (y — u)g?(x,u) du
the function )
\P(Ia y) = ; CD(J,” y)
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is dominated by the inverse of any polynomial. Thus (5.17.1) which equals

[ e g o) vy
is absolutely convergent for Res > —1. In the general case we set
O(z,y) = {B(z,y) — B(z,0)e '} + d(z,0)e
= Oy (z,y) + oz, y).
Since ®4(x,0) = 0 we need only consider

/<I>2(x,0)e_y2 |zt |y|* d* o d*y

which is the product of a constant and

r(3) /CDQ(x,O) o] dz.

The integral defines a function which is holomorphic for Res > —1 and, when the assump-
tions are satisfied, vanishes at s = 0.

We have to show that if 0 < j < m+mn—1 and j — my is even then Z(ujag, poogy, ®) is
holomorphic at —j. Under these circumstances the function Z(p g, peag, @) is equal to

/7’(“”‘“)""1 n(y)™ 2™ x|yl (2, y) ¥z dy

which equals

(=1) / 1 +m+ +J e X
—_ )™ x| |y — (2, y) d e d™y.
s+ 7) n(x)™ |z] || 0 (z,y) y
The factor in front is holomorphic at s = —j. If
0D
_ ,m4+n—j—1
\Ij(way> =7 ay] <I7y)

the integral itself is equal to
[l v i dy,
Since, by assumption,
/\I/(a:, 0)dx =0,

it is holomorphic at s = —j.
We observe that if m + n is even

B(x,y) = e " gy

satisfies the conditions of the lemma and, if » = 0 and my = 0, Z (105, peag, ®) is equal to
/e—w(x2+y2) |x|m+n+s+1 |y|m+n+s dxxdxy

which differs by an exponential from I'(s +m + n) and L(s,m(w)). If my = 1 we take

®(x,y) = e ™@ ) ymtntl o obtain the same result. If m + n is odd and my = 0 the
polynomial factor will be y™*"*! but if m + n is odd and my = 1 it will again be zy™™.
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Proposition 5.18. Suppose © and ©' are two infinite-dimensional irreducible admissible
representations of Hg such that, for some quasi-character w of F*,

(5 ) eon (6 )

L(1_87X_1®%) L(1_87X_1®%,)
L(s,x ®m) L(s,x ® )
for all quasi-characters x and m and 7' are equivalent.

If

e(s,x@m ) = e(s,x @', v)

Suppose m = (g1, f2) or o1, f2). From Lemma 5.16 and the definitions the expression
on the left is equal to

1—s— 1—s5—
)m1+m2 |U|28+81+S2_17T28+81+82_1 ( : gl+ml) F( : 22+m2)

r (s+r12+m1 ) r (s+r22+m2)

(isgnu

if x is trivial and p;(z) = |z|" (sgnz)™. If x(x) = sgnz and n; is 0 or 1 while m; +n; =1

(mod 2) the quotient is

[ (i) 1 ()

T (s+r12+n1) T (s+r22+n2)

(Z sgn u)m1+m2 |u|25+51+52_1ﬂ-25+81+82—1

If we let @’ be m(uy, 15) or o(u), i) we obtain similar formulae with r; replaced by ; and
m; by m!.

Consider first the quotients for w. The first has an infinite number of zeros of the
form —r; — mq — 2p where p is a non-negative integer and an infinite number of the form
—ry — mo — 2p where p is a non-negative integer, but no other zeros. Similarly the zeros
of the second are at points —r; — ny — 2p or —ry — ny — 2p. Thus if the quotients are
equal 7 +my = 1o+ ng = 1y + mg + 1 (mod 2). Moreover if 1 +my = ro + my + 1
(mod 2) then m = o(p1, u2) and, as we saw in Theorem 5.11, o(u1n, pen) = o(p1, p2) so
that the two quotients are equal. As a result either r; + m; = ro + my + 1 (mod 2) and
i+ mj =ri+mhb+1 (mod 2) or neither of these congruences hold.

Suppose first that m = 7(u1, p2) and 7' (pf, h). Then the first quotient for 7 has zeros
at the points —ry — mq, —r;y —m; — 2,--- and —ry — mo, —79 — My — 2, - -+ while that for
7' has zeros at —r; —m}, —ry —mj —2,--- and —ry, —m}, —ry, —mf — 2,---. Thus either
ri+my = r; +m) or ry +my = rh + m),. Interchanging p} and p, if necessary we may
assume that the first of these two alternatives hold. Then 79 + my = 1}, + mi. Moreover
i+ 71y = r] +ry and |my — mao| = |m} — mb|. If my = m) it follows immediately that
w1 = py and pe = ph. Suppose that my # m). Examining the second quotient we see that
either r1 +mny = r} +nf or ry +n; = ry + nj. The first equality is incompatible with the
relations 1 +my = r; +m} and my # m}. Thus r +ny = r} + n). For the same reason
ro + ne = r] + nf. Interchanging the roles of py, ps and p}, ph if necessary we may suppose
that m; = 0 and m} = 1. Then r; = 7} + 1. Since r; 4+ ro = ] + ry we have 1y = r§, — 1 so
that my = 1, m}, = 0. Thus ny = n), = 1 and r = r}, so that r, = r|. It follows that u; =
and fig = 1.

Finally we suppose that m = o (i1, p2) and 7’ = o (p}, p5). Then there are quasi-characters
wy and wj of C* such that 7 = m(wy) and 7" = m(w}). Replacing wy by the quasi-character
2z — wi(Z) does not change m(w;) so we may suppose that wi(z) = (22)"2™ while wj(z) =
(2Z)” 2™. Since w; and w) must have the same restriction to R* the numbers 2r + m and
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2r' +m’ are equal while m = m’ (mod 2). Apart from a constant and an exponential factor
the quotient 1 -
L(1—s,7
E(S, T, w) W

is given by

'l—s—r)

I'(s+r+m)
whose pole furthest to the left is at 1 — r. Consequently » =1’ and m = m/.

Corollary 5.19. Suppose m and 7' are two irreducible admissible representations of Hg.
Suppose there is a quasi-character w of R* such that

(5 ) aon (5 9o

If for all quasi-characters x, L(s,x @ ) = L(s,x @ '), L(s,x ' ®@7) = L(s,x ' @), and
e(s,x @m, ) =e(s,x ®7',v) then m and 7’ are equivalent.

Combining Lemma 5.16 with the previous proposition we infer that there is a pair of
quasi-characters p; and s such that both 7 and 7" are one of the representations (g1, j2)
or o(pu, p2). However the computations made during the proof of Lemma 5.16 show that
L(s, X @ (g, ug)) differs from L(s, X ® o(p, [Lg)) for a suitable choice of y.

Let K be the quaternion algebra over R. We could proceed along the lies of the fourth
paragraph and associate to every finite-dimensional irreducible representation 2 of K* a
representation m(€2) of Gg. Since we have just classified the representations of Gg we can
actually proceed in a more direct manner.

We identify K with the algebra of 2 x 2 complex matrices of the form

Then
L @ _b
== \b a
and v(z) = zz* is the scalar matrix (|a|?+|b|?)I while 7(2) is the scalar matrix (a+a-+b+b)I.
Let p; be the two-dimensional representation of K* associated to this identification and let

pn be the nth symmetric power of p;. Any irreducible representation is equivalent to a
representation of the form y ® p, where y is a quasi- character of R*. Thus

(X ® pn)(h) = x(¥(h)) pu(h)

Since v(h) is always positive we may suppose that x is of the form y(z) = |z|".
Let €2 be a finite-dimensional representation and let €2 act on U. In the first paragraph
we introduced the space S(K,U). It is clear that if ® is in S(K, U) the integrals

Z(ah © Q, @) :/ Q(B) [w(h)[* B(h) d*h
KX
and
Z(ag ® 0, d) —/ O () [ (B B(h) d*
KX
converge absolutely in some right half-plane.
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Proposition 5.20. Suppose x(z) = |z|" and Q = x ® p,. Let w be the character of C*
defined by w(z) = (22)" Y2271, Set L(s,Q) = L(s,w) and

e(s, €%, Yr) = A(C/R, Yr) e(s, w, the/r)
The quotient
Z(a5™? 2 Q, @)
L(s,Q)
can be analytically contained to the whole complex plane as a holomorphic function. Given
w in U there exists a ® in S(K,U) such that
AL
L(s,9)

= a’u.

For all ® the two functions
Z(a P @ 0t @)
L(1—s,Q)

and
Z(a5? 2 Q, @)
L(s, )
are equal. Finally Z(ozIsR+1/2®Q, ®) is bounded in any region obtained by removing discs about
the poles L(s,Y) from a vertical strip of finite width.

—5(8, Q, ¢R)

Suppose K is the subgroup of K> formed by the elements of reduced norm one. Let &,
be the function on R defined by

By (t) = /K Q(h) B(th) dh

®; belongs to S(R) and if wy is the quasi-character of R* defined by Q(t) = wy(t)! the
function wo(t)®;(t) is even. Moreover if the multiplicative Haar measures are suitably nor-
malized
Z(05™? @ Q, @) = Z (a2 wy, By).
Since wo(t) = [t|*"t" we can integrate by parts as in the proof of Lemma 5.17 to see that
for any non-negative integer m

_1)m
2l ) = o [y e
[[iZo 2s+2r+n+j+1)

" P,
otm

d*t.
The integral is holomorphic for Re(2s + 2r +m +n) > —1 and, if 6(;’;21 vanishes at ¢ = 0,

for Re(2s + 2r + m +n) > —2. Thus the function on the left has an analytic continuation
to the whole complex plane as a meromorphic function with simple poles. Since

1
L(s,Q) = 2<27r)—(s+r+n+1/2)r(8 Lrdnt §>

we have to show that its poles occur at the points s +r +n + % +7=0withj=0,1,2,---.

Since 8{;’;21 vanishes at 0 if m+n is odd its only poles are at the points 2s+2r+2n+2j+1 =0

with n +2j > 0. To exclude the remaining unwanted poles we have to show that 21 = ()

ot
at 0 if m < n. If we expand ® in a Taylor’s series about 0 we see that 8;;31 =0 at 0 unless
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the restriction of p, to Kj is contained in the representation on the polynomials of degree
m on K. This can happen only if m > n.
Since (2 is equivalent to the representation h — Q~!(h*) the quotient

2@’ 00 @)
L(1—5,Q)

is also holomorphic. The argument used to prove Lemma 5.15.1 shows that there is a scalar
A(s) such that, for all ®,

2@ 00 @) (#) Z(a? @ Q, )
=~ = S
L(]_—S,Q) L(S’Q>

We shall used the following lemma to evaluate A(s).

Lemma 5.20.1. Let ¢ be a function in S(C) of the form
o(x) = e P (2, 1)
where P is a polynomial in x and T. Suppose p(zu) = @(z)w (u) if ut = 1. Define the
function @ in K* by
®(2) = pla) w(a) (o) ™2 (u, Q(z)u)
if v(z) = aa. Then ® extends to a function in S(K) and its Fourier transform is given by
¥(2) = ~AC/R,yr) ¢ () w™' () (a1) "2(Q2)u, T)
if ¢ is the Fourier transform of .

By linearity we may assume that ¢ is of the form

p=n+1

—27rxa_c<xi,) T

p(r) =e
where p is a non-negative integer. We may suppose that the restriction of p, to the elements

of norm one is orthogonal and identify the space U on which its acts with its dual U. Then
Q=o0x"" ® py. Thus if

the value of ® at z is
=27 ) (g + bb) P (y, Q(2)T) = e 27 (4 + bb)P (u, pu(2)T)

The expression on the right certainly defines a function in S(K).
We are trying to show that if

F(2) = pla) w(a) (a) 2 Q7'(2)
when z = aa then the Fourier transform of F' is given by
(5.20.2) F'(2) = =A(C/R, vg) ¢ (o) w ™ () (0@) "2 Q(2).
If Ay and hy have norm one

F(hizhy) = Q(hy ") F(2) Q(hy")

and therefore
F'(hyzhs) = Q(h1) F'(2) Q(hs)
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In particular if z is a scalar in K the operator F’(z) commutes with the elements of norm
one and is therefore a scalar operator. The expression Fi(z) on the right of (5.20.2) has the
same properties so that all we need do is show that for some pair of vectors « and u which
are not orthogonal
(F'(2)u,u) = (Fy(2)u, u)

for all positive scalars z.

If we only wanted to show that F’(z) = ¢ Fi(z) where ¢ is a positive constant it would
be enough to show that

(5.20.3) (F'(2)u,u) = c¢(F1(2)u, u).

Once this was done we could interchange the roles of ¢ and ¢’ and ® and ®’ to show that
¢* = 1. To obviate any fuss with Haar measures we prove (5.20.3).

Recall that if

then, apart from a positive constant,

/K (u, k)T f(k) dk
is equal to
(u, ) /0 sin(n + 1)0 sinf f(a(6)) db

if f is a class function on K7, the group of elements of norm one. The equality is of course
a consequence of the Weyl character formula and the Schur orthogonality relations.
If x is a positive scalar in K then, apart from a positive constant, ®’'(x) is given by

/KX D(2) ¢R(T(xz)) lv(2)|?d*z

which is a positive multiple of

/ooot%(t) {/Klw,ﬁ(k)m Ve (2t 7(k)) dk} e

Since 7(k) is a class function this expression is a positive multiple of

(u, u) /OOo t3p(t) {/O7r sin(n + 1)6 sin 0 ¢ (2xt cosh) d@} d*t

Integrating the inner integral by parts we obtain

mt! /OOO t2o(t) {/07r cos(n + 1)0 Yg(2xt cos ) d&} d*t.

(u, u)
On the other hand if x, which is a positive real number, is regarded as an element of C
then ¢/(z) is a positive multiple of

/«:X o(2) Vg (T(22))22d"2

[e9) 2m )
/ t2o(t) {/ e~ 1tV (2t cosb) d@)} d*t.
0 0

Amiux

or of
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Since . -
/ e—i(n+1)9¢R(xt cos ) df = 2 / cos(n + 1)0 g(xt cos6) df
0 0

and \(C/R) = isgnu the identity (5.20.3) follows for any choice of v and .
To evaluate \(s) we choose ® as in the lemma and compute

(Z(a3'* © Q,90),7) = / B(2) [v ()2 (=)0, ) 2

and
(Z(ad " 007, 20).7) = [ 0(:) W[ (0. B 4=
The first is equal to

/KX/K1 v(z)|5+2 {L@(Z’“)m(Z’“)”’W’f} D

/K (Qzk), 0) (u, Qzk)T) dk

is, by the Schur orthogonality relations, equal to

Since

1
@(% u){u, )
the double integral is equal to
1
g D) [ el)wlo) (om) iz

where a@ = v(z). If the Haar measure on C* is suitably chosen the integral here is equal to
Z(waf, ¢). The same choice of Haar measures lead to the relation

%—s _ ~ _/\((C/Ra ¢R) ~ ~ — -5
<Z(aR ® {2 IJCI)U>,U> = W(U,U><U,U>Z(w 10[(%: 7()0/)‘
Since L(s, Q) = L(s,w) and L(s,Q) = L(s,w ") we can compare the functional equation

for Z(wag, ¢) with that for Z(a];“” ® €2, Pv) to see that

A(s) = =A(C/R, ¢g) (s, w, Ye/r)

as asserted.
If

—2mxXx

p(z) =e
then Z(afw, ) is an exponential times L(s,w) so that Z(a]f;l/Q ® 2, Pov) is, with a suitable
choice of v and u, a non-zero scalar times an exponential times L(s,w)u. The last assertion
of the proposition is proved in the same way as Lemma 5.15.2.

We end this paragraph with the observation that the space W (m, ) of Theorem 5.13
cannot exist when 7 is finite-dimensional. If W = W (x, ) did exist the contragredient
representation 7 on the dual space W would also be finite-dimensional and 7(X ) would
be nilpotent. However if X is the linear functional ¢ — ¢(e) then (X )\ = —2iwa if

'l/)(l') — €2i7raac‘
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§6. Representations of GL(2,C).

In this paragraph we have to review the representation theory of G¢ = GL(2,C) and
prove the local functional equation for the complex field. Many of the definitions and results
of the previous paragraph are applicable, after simple modifications which we do not always
make explicit, to the present situation.

The standard maximal compact subgroup of GL(2,C) is the group U(2,C) of unitary
matrices. H; will be the space of infinitely differentiable compactly supported functions on
Gc. H, will be the space of functions on U(2, C) which are finite linear combinations of the
matrix elements of finite-dimensional representations. H¢ = H; @ Hy can be regarded as
a space of measures. Under convolution it forms an algebra called the Hecke algebra. The
notion of an elementary idempotent and the notion of an admissible representation of H¢
are defined more or less as before.

Let g be the Lie algebra of the real Lie group of GL(2,C) and let gc = g®g C. A
will be the universal enveloping algebra of gc. A representation of 2 will be said to be
admissible if its restriction to the Lie algebra of U(2,C) decomposes into a direct sum of
irreducible finite-dimensional representations each occurring with finite multiplicity. There
is a one-to-one correspondence between classes of irreducible admissible representations of
Hc and those of 2. We do not usually distinguish between the two. The representation 7
contragredient to m and the tensor product of m with a quasi-character of C* are defined as
before.

If 11 and ps are two quasi-characters of C* we can introduce the space B(pu1, p2) and the
representation p(pg, o) of He or of A on B(pq, u2). In order to study this representation
we identify gc with g¢(2,C) @ g¢(2,C) in such a way that g corresponds to the elements of
X @ X. If 2, is the universal enveloping algebra of g,(2,C) we may then identify 2 with
2A; @Ay

In the previous paragraph we introduced the elements D and J of ;. Set D1 = D ® 1,
Dy=1® D, J; =J®1, and J, = 1 ® J. These four elements lie in the centre of A. A
representation of 2 is admissible if its restriction to the Lie algebra of the group SU(2,C)
of unitary matrices of determinant one decomposes into the direct sum of irreducible finite-
dimensional representations each occurring with finite multiplicity.

The first part of the next lemma is verified by calculations like those used in the proof
of Lemma 5.6. The second is a consequence of the Frobenius reciprocity law applied to the
pair SU(2,C) and its subgroup of diagonal matrices.

Lemma 6.1. Let
)&'*%(%Hﬁ) b;

wi(z) = (22 2%Z

and
g (2) = p(z) = (27)5 3@t pazb

where a;, b;, a, and b are non-negative integers and a;b; = ab = 0.
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(1) On B(uq, p2) we have the following four relations

)= (o251 )

o= (55
/)(Jl):{(81+52)+a1_b1+a2_b2}]

p(Ja) = {(31 + s9) +

(11) p(p, o) is admissible and contains the representation p, of the Lie algebra of SU(2,C)
if and only if n>a+b andn=a+b (mod 2) and then it contains it just once.

pn is the unique irreducible representation of SU(2,C) of degree n+ 1. Let B(u1, o, pn)
be the space of functions in B(p, o) transforming according to py,.

Theorem 6.2.

(1) If p is not of the form z — zPZ% or z — z7PZ~% with p > 1 and q > 1 then p(u1, o) is
irreducible. A representation equivalent to p(p, u2) will be denoted by (1, p2),
(11) If u(z) = 2Pz% with p > 1, ¢ > 1 then

Bs(ﬂly“?) = Z B(M1>M2>Pn)

nzp+q
n=p+gq (mod 2)

is the only proper invariant subspace of B(puy, o). (1, p2) will be any representation
equivalent to the representation on Bg(uy, u2) and w(py, pe) will be any representation
equivalent to the representation on the quotient space

3f(,ula,u2) = B(p1, pr2)/Bs(pia, o)
(117) If u(z) = 2Pz~ 9 with p > 1, ¢ > 1 then

Bl pa) = > Blu, o, pn)

|[p—ql<n<p+q
n=p+q (mod 2)

is the only proper invariant subspace of B(uy, p2). m(p1, o) will be any representation
equivalent to the representation on B (1, p2) and o(p1, p2) will be any representation
equivalent to the representation on the quotient space

B(pr, pr2) = Blpa, pa)/Bpa, p2).

(iv) 7(T(u1,u>z) is equivalent to w(py, py) if and only if (1, p2) = (Wi, p5) or (p, p2) =

[, 117
(v) If o(p1, o) and o(p}, ph) are defined they are equivalent if and only if (p1, pe) = (1, ph)

or (p, p2) = (K, 117)-

(vi) If u(z) = 2PZ% with p > 1, ¢ > 1 there is a pair of characters vy, vs such that piy e = V115
and vivy ' = 22279 and o, ) is equivalent to w(vy, ).

(vii) Every irreducible admissible representation of He or 2 is a w(py, u2) for some choice
of py and ps.

The proofs of the first three assertions will be based on two lemmas.
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Lemma 6.2.1. [f there exists a proper invariant subspace V' of B(uy, p2) which is finite-
dimensional then pyjy ' (2) = 2PZ2 T withp > 1, ¢ > 1 and V = B (1, j1a)-

Lemma 6.2.2. Let V be a proper invariant subspace of B(uy, p2) and let ng be the smallest
integer such that some subspace of V' transforms according to the representation p,, of the
Lie algebra of SU(2,C). Fither

V= Z B(Mlaﬂ%pn)

n>ng
or' V' contains a finite-dimensional invariant subspace.

Grant these lemmas for a moment and let V' be a proper invariant subspace of B (g1, f12).
As in the case of the non-archimedean and real fields there is an invariant non-degenerate
bilinear form on By, p12) X B(uy ", g5 ). The orthogonal complement V* of Vin B(uy*, p b
is a proper invariant subspace. By Lemma 6.2.1 they cannot both contain an invariant finite-
dimensional subspace. Therefore by Lemma 6.2.2 one of them is of finite codimension. The
other must be of finite dimension. If V is finite-dimensional then uipuy*(z) = 277z~ and
V = Bs(u1, pt2). If V4 is finite-dimensional then pypu;'(2) = 2PZ7. Since the orthogonal
complement of B (p, p12) is By (g, p2) we must have V = By (1, p12).

We shall now show that B (i1, i19) is invariant when pypy ' (2) = 277z~ L. It will follow
from duality that Bg(puy, p12) is invariant when pip;'(2) = 2727 Every irreducible finite-
dimensional representation 7 of 2l determines a representation 7 of G¢. If m acts on X there
is a nonzero vector vy in X such that

z z m=n
™ ((O 2_1)) Vo= 2 Z g

for all z in C* and all x in C. vy is determined up to a scalar factor and m and n are
non-negative integers. Moreover there is a quasi-character wy of C* such that

(5 9) -
(5 1)) m=witmntan

where wiw; '(z) = 2™z". 7 is determined up to equivalence by w; and wy so we write
7 = k(wi,ws). As long as wywy, ' (2) = 2™2z" with non-negative integers m and n the rep-
resentation x(w,ws) exists. By the Clebsch-Gordan formula the restriction of k(wy,ws) or
its contragredient to SU(2,C) breaks up into the direct sum of the representations p; with
Im—n| <i<m+nand 1 =m+n (mod 2). Let 7 be k(w;,ws) and let 7, the contragredient
representation, act on X. To each vector ¥ in X we associate the function

Thus

©(g) = (vo, T(g9)V)

on G¢. The map v — ¢ is linear and injective. Moreover 7(g)v — p(g)e while

(3 2)9) —ertowr e
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so that if y; = w;* aélﬂ and piy = wy ! (Jz(lc/2 the function ¢ belongs to B(u1, p2). As we vary
w1 and wy the quasi-characters p; and po vary over all pairs such that puqpy 1(z) = z7Pz71
with p > 1 and ¢ > 1.

We have still to prove the two lemmas. Suppose V is a proper finite-dimensional sub-
space of B(p1, o). The representation of 2 on V' is certainly a direct sum of irreducible
representations each occurring with multiplicity one. Let V' be an irreducible subspace of
V and let V' be the dual space of V'. Let A be the linear functional A : ¢ — ¢(e) on V'. If
7 is the representation of 21 or of G¢ on V' then

F((5 )2 =t s o) Gz ) )
Thus if w; = p;t oz(El/Q and wy = ugla(lc/Q the representation 7 is k(wy,ws). It follows
immediately that i1y " is of the form gy, ' (2) = 277277 with p > 1 and ¢ > 1 and that V'
and therefore V' is B y(puq, p12).

To prove the second lemma we regard g as the real Lie algebra of 2 x 2 complex matrices.

Then
a 0
ia b
u:{(b _>|aeR,beC}
—b —1a

is the Lie algebra of SU(2,C). If

a b
g:{([—) _a) la €R, beC}

then u & g is the Cartan decomposition of the Lie algebra of the special linear group. The
space gc = g Qg C is invariant under the adjoint action of u on gc. Moreover u acts on ge
according to the representation ps. One knows that py ® p,, is equivalent to p,ro ® pn B pr_o
if n > 2, that p, ® p; is equivalent to p3 & p; and, of course, that ps ® pg is equivalent to ps.
The map of gc ® B(p1, o, prn) into By, 2) which sends X ® f to p(X)f commutes with
the action of u. Thus p(X)f is contained in

B(p, phay prt2) © B, p2, pn) @ B(pa, f2, pn—2).

It is understood that B(uq, pe, pe) = 0 if £ < 0.
Now let V' be a proper invariant subspace of B(uq,u2). Let ng be the smallest non-
negative integer n for which V' contains B(uq, pi2, pn). If n > ng set

Vin)= > B, gz, pr)

n>k>ng
k=ng (mod 2)

is the centre of g and

If V' contains every V(n) there is nothing to prove so assume that there is a largest integer
nq for which V' contains V'(n). All we need do is show that V'(n;) is invariant under g. It is
invariant under a and u by construction so we need only verify that if X lies in g¢ then p(X)
takes V'(ny) into itself. It is clear that p(X) takes V(n; — 2) into V(n;) so we have only to
show that it takes B (1, pi2, pn,) into V(ny). Take f in B(pq, 2, pr, ) and let p(X) f = fi+ fo
with f; in V(ny) and fy in B(pq, o, pn,+2). Certainly fo lies in V. Since

(

VNB M1, B2, pn1+2)
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is either 0 or B(pu1, fi2, pn,+2) and since, by construction, it is not B(uy, fi9, pn,+2) the function
f2 is 0.

The first three assertions of the theorem are now proved and we consider the remaining
ones. We make use of the fact that Dy, Dy, J; and Jy generate the centre of 2 as well
as a result of Harish-Chandra to be quoted later. Suppose m and 7’ are two irreducible
representations of 20 which are constituents of p(u1, po) and p(uf, ph) respectively. Assume
7 and 7’ contain the same representations of the Lie algebra of SU(2,C) and are associated
to the same homomorphism of the centre of 2 into C. Comparing the scalars w(.J;) and
7(Jy) with 7/(J;) and 7' (J) we find that pps = phyd. Let pypy'(2) = (22)* % 292" and

ARV,
/_a'+b o' =b'

let 1y (2) = (22)* "7 2¥7". Comparing 7(D;) and 7(ry) with 7/(Dy) and 7'(Ds) we

see that
(+a—b)2 (,+a’—b’>2
S = (s
2 2

(+55%) = (++54)"

These relations will hold if i3t = g™ or pui e = ppy,”" and therefore, when piq s =
iy, (pa, o) = (ph, ph) or (pq, u2) = (ph, py). If neither of these alternatives hold we must
have

and

a —bv , a—2>b
2 2
b —d , b—a
2 ° T
Since pyjtp = gty the integers a + b and @’ + b must have the same parity. Let g = gy "
and g/ = gy, In the first case py’ is of the form ' (z) = 222 and /™" is of the form 724
and in the second gy (z) = 2% while pp/~'(2) = 2%9. Since {1, o} is not {4}, sy} neither
p nor ¢ is 0. In the first case u = 2PZ? and p/ = 2PZ79 and in the second p = z9ZP while
W= z"9ZP.
In conclusion we see that m and 7’ contain the same representations of the Lie algebra
of SU(2,C) and are associated to the same homomorphism of the centre of 2 into C if and
only if one of the following alternatives holds.

S =

or

S =

(i) For some pair of quasi-characters v, and v, we have {7, 7'} = {7w(v1,1n), 7(v1,15)} or
{m, 7'} = {7 (v1,12), m(v2,11)}.

(ii) For some pair of quasi-characters v; and vy we have {m, 7'} = {o(v1,12),0(v1,12)} or
{m, 7"} ={o(v1,va),0(v2,11)}.

(iii) For some pair of quasi-characters v; and v, with 1115 (2) = 2727 where p > 1, ¢ > 1
we have {m, 7'} = {o(v1, 1), 7(V}, 4} where 111 = /1, and /4" (2) is either 2Pz~
or z~Pz1.

(iv) For some pair of quasi-characters vy and v, with vyvy '(2) = 277279 where p > 1, ¢ > 1
we have {m, 7'} = {o(v1, 1), 7(V}, V4)} where vy = ViV, and Vvl (2) is either 2Pz 4
or z Pz

The remaining assertions are now all consequences of a theorem of Harish-Chandra which,

in the special case of interest to us, we may state in the following manner.

Lemma 6.2.3. If m is an irreducible admissible representation of 2 there exists a pair
of quasi-characters py and ps such that p(ui, p2) and 7 contain at least one irreducible
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representation of the Lie algebra of SU(2,C) in common and are associated to the same
homomorphism of the centre of A into C. When this is so 7 is a constituent of p(j1, p2).

As before x ® m(p1, pi2) is m(xpi1, Xp2) and x ® o (1, pr2) is o (X1, Xp2). If

(s ) o

Theorem 6.3. Let m be an infinite-dimensional irreducible admissible representation of He
and let v be a non-trivial additive character of C. There is exactly one space W (1) of
functions on G¢ which satisfies the following three conditions.

(i) Every function W in W (m, 1) satisfies

w ((é f) g) = Y(x) W(g).

(11) The functions in W (m, 1)) are continuous and W (m, 1)) is invariant under the operators
p(f) for f in Hc. Moreover the representation of He on W (mw, 1) is equivalent to .
(111) If W is in W (m, 1)) there is a positive number N such that

o (s ) o

Since every 7 is of the form m = m(u1, o) the existence is rather easy to prove. If ® is in
S(C?) let

then 7 = w; ' @ 7.

as |t| — oo.

Opron®) = [ () n(0) " 0)
Cx
We let W (p1, pi9,1) be the space of functions on G¢ of the form

W(g) = Walg) = p(det g) | det gl¢/* (1, pi2, 7(9)®)
where @ in §(C?) is SU(2, C)-finite under the action defined by 7. It is clear that W (uy, us, 1) =
W (o, pt1,%) and that W(us, pe, 1) is invariant under right translations by elements of H¢
and of 2.

The existence of W (m, 1) will, as before, be a consequence of the following analogue of
Lemma 5.13.1.

Lemma 6.3.1. Suppose iy (t) = (t)* "3t with Res > —1. Then there is a bijection
A of W (1, o, ) with B(uy, p2) which commutes with the action of He.

As before A associates to W the function

f3(9) = pa(det g) | det g/ 2 (pupiz o, p(9) @)
The proof of course proceeds as before. However we should check that A is surjective. The-
orem 6.2 shows that, under the present circumstances, there is no proper invariant subspace
of B(u, u2) containing B(puq, f12, pars) SO that we need only show that at least one nonzero
function in B(uy, pa, pars) is of the form fe where @ is in S(C?) and SU(2, C)-finite under
right translations.
If
@(l’,y) — e—27r(xi+yl7)gayb
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then, since a + b = 0, ® transforms under right translations by SU(2,C) according to pa1y
so we need only check that fg is not 0. Proceeding according to the definition we see that

fq>(e):/ @(o,t)(tf)s—%“t“z?’dxt
Cx
:/ €—2wtf(t£>1+s+“7+b d*t.

Apart from a constant which depends on the choice of Haar measure this is

m) (145 + 2 - b)

and is thus not 0.
Just as in the previous paragraph W (uy, i, 1) is spanned by functions Wg where & is
of the form

(D(Jf,y) _ 6—2ﬂ(wi+uﬁyg)$piqymgn
where p, ¢, m, and n are integers. The complex number u is determined by the relation
P(z) = e'™Reuz We can show that
t 0
()

decreases exponentially as [t| — occ.

To prove the uniqueness we will use a differential equation as in the previous chapter.
This time the equations are a little more complicated. Suppose Wi(m, 1) is a space of

functions satisfying the first two conditions of the theorem. We regard p, as acting on the
space V,, of binary forms of degree n according to the rule

Pn ((ﬁ Z)) e(x,y) = plaz + cy, br + dy)

If
plz,y) = Y prorthps

then ©* is called the k' coordinate of . On the dual space V,, we introduce the dual
coordinates.

If p,, is contained in 7 there is an injection A of V,, into Wi (m, 1) which commutes with
the action of SU(2,C). Let ®(g) be the function on G¢ with values in V,, defined by

(¢, ®(g)) = Ap(g)-

It is clear that Wi(m, ) is determined by ® which is in turn determined by Wi (7, ) up to
a scalar factor. The function ®(g) is determined by the function

(8 2)
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on the positive real numbers. If ¢*(¢) is the k™" coordinate of ¢(¢) and if 7 is a constituent
of p(p1, o) the differential equations

o= (o132 )

e = (o425 1}

may, if our calculations are correct, be written as

17 d 2 1 b2
2[t—+k—1} o —t2M<pk+(g+k)tiugpk1:§(s+a ><pk

dt 2 2
Ir.d |u? n , 1 b—a\2

P (0 e (o 0
Z[dt 4 2 ¥ T3 e T ) ¥

We have set o* = 0 if |k| > n/2. Recall that ¢(2) = e*™Reu= These equations allow one to
solve for all ©* in terms of ¢™?2 or p="/2,
For k = 5 the second equation may be written as

1 d?pn/? 1 1 dp™? lul? (% +1) 1 b—a\2
- - . n/2 _ ( ) n/2
) 5 e +< 2 )tdt +{ > T }“0 w\* T )P

If we have two independent solutions of this equation their Wronskian W (¢) is a non-trivial
solution of the equation

aw (n+1) W

dt t
and therefore a non-zero multiple of "™!. Since we already have shown the existence of a
solution of (%) which decreases exponentially we see that there cannot be another solution
which is bounded by a power of ¢ as t — co. The uniqueness of the space W (w, 1)) follows

Every irreducible admissible representation of H¢ is of the form = = 7(u, p12). Moreover
(e, po) = w(py, wy) if and only if {puq, po} = {p}, 15 }. Thus we may set

L(57 7T) = L(87 :U’l) L(S7 /JJQ)

and
(s, m, ) = e(s, p, ¥) €(s, 2, ).
Then
L(s,7) = L(s, iy ') L(s, 13 ")
The local functional equation which is proved just as in the real case reads as follows.

Theorem 6.4. Let 7 be an infinite-dimensional irreducible admissible representation of Hc.
Let w be the quasi-character of C* defined by

(s ) -

for a in C*. If W is in W (m, 1) the integrals

wgsw)= [ w (5 ])a) ol e
wgsw)= [ w((5])a) e @
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converge absolutely in some right half-plane. Set

U(g,s, W)= L(s,m)®(g,s, W),

U(g,s,W) = L(s,7) ®(g,s, W).

The functions ®(g,s, W) and 5(9, s, W) can be analytically continued to the whole complex
plane as holomorphic functions of s. For a suitable choice of W the function ®(e, s, W) is
an exponential function of s. The functional equation

B(wg, 1 — s, W) = (s, m,¢) &(g, 5, W)
is satisfied. Moreover, if W is fixed |W(g, s, W)| remains bounded as g varies over a compact
subset of G¢ and s varies in a vertical strip of finite width from which discs about the poles
of L(s,m) have been removed.

The following lemma can be verified by an explicit computation. The first assertion may
also be proved by the method of Lemma 5.16.

Lemma 6.5. If 0 = o(p1, u2) and m = mw(u, p2) are defined then
L(l—S,&)E(S,O’,@D) L(1_57%)€(8777w>

L(s,0) L(s,m)

and the quotient

L(s,x®0)

L(s,x ® )
1s the product of a constant, a polynomial, and an exponential. Moreover the polynomial is
of positive degree for some choice of the quasi-character x.

We verify the last assertion. There is no harm in supposing that o = 7(vq, 1) and that
xp1(2) = 29TPZ09 up(2) = 292°, xvi(2) = 297PZ0, and xiu(z2) = 2%2°1% where p > 1 and
g > 1 are integers. Varying y is equivalent to varying a and b through all the integers. If
my is the largest of a 4+ p and b + g and ms is the largest of a and b while n; is the largest
of a + p and b and ny is the largest of @ and b+ ¢ the quotient

L(s,x®0)
L(s,x ®m)
differs from
[(s+n1) (s 4+ n9)
[(s+mq) (s + my)
by a constant times an exponential. It is clear that n; and ny are both greater than or
equal to mo and that either ny or ng is greater than or equal to m;. Thus the quotient is a
polynomial. If p > ¢ choose a and b so that b+ ¢ > a > b. Then ny = my and ny > msy so
that the quotient is of positive degree. If ¢ > p choose a and b so that a +p > b > a. Then
ng = mq and ny > mo.

Lemma 6.6. Let m and 7' be two infinite-dimensional irreducible representations of Hc.
Suppose there is a quasi-character w of C* such that

(s ) -
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7)) =

Ll-s,x'®7)
L(s,x ® ')

for all quasi-characters x then m and @' are equivalent.

and

for all a in C*. If
L(]' - Sux_l & ,ﬁ)
L(s,x ®)

e(s,x @', 1) =¢e(s,x @, 1)

Let m = m(p1, o) and let 7" = (pf, ph). We let

1i(2) = (22)" {ﬁ}a

i) = b

s ! s o / — o/ /
with a; and @] in Z. By assumption, s; 4+ so = s] + s, and a; + a2 = a) + a3. Choose

x(z) = {ﬁ}n

with n in Z. The quotient on the right has the same zeros and poles as
D(1—s—si+["51]) T(1—s—s+["52])
P(s + 51+ |%5%]) P(s + 52+ |%52])

A pole of the numerator can cancel a pole of the denominator if and only if there are two
non-negative integers ¢ and m such that

and

n+a1| ‘n+a2‘

81—82:1+€+m+| 7 7

or

n—+ a; n 4+ as
2 | + | 2 |
This can happen only if p1p5 " is of the form pips '(2) = 2727 or pyp; '(2) = 27727 where
p > 1 and ¢ > 1 are integers. Since m(j, f12) is infinite-dimensional it cannot be of either
these forms and no poles cancel.

n+al, ’}

. n+a/
Consequently for every integer n, {s1 + |*58], 5o + [252]} = {5} + |“52|, sh + |5
This can happen only if s; = s}, a; = a}, s2 = s, and ay = a}, or s; = S5, a1 = ah, Sy = s,
and ay = a}. Thus 7 and 7’ are equivalent.

The following proposition is an easy consequence of these two lemmas.

32—31:1+€+m+|

Proposition 6.7. Suppose m and 7' are two irreducible admissible representations of He.
Suppose there is a quasi-character w of C* such that

(5 ) -
(6 )

and
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IfL(s,x@m) = L(s,x®"), L(s,x ' ®7) = L(s,x"' ®@7') and
(s, x @) =e(s,x @, )
for all quasi-characters x the representations m and ©' are equivalent.
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87. Characters

If F'is a non-archimedean local field and 7 is an admissible representation of G the
operator 7(f) is of finite rank for every f in Hp and therefore has a trace Trm(f). In this
paragraph we prove that if 7 is irreducible there is a locally integrable function x,. on Gy
such that

Trr(f) = g f(9) x=(g) dg.

Although Tr7(f) depends on the choice of the Haar measure the function x, does not.
The following simple lemma shows that y, determines the class of .

Lemma 7.1. If {m,--- ,m,} is a set of inequivalent irreducible admissible representations
of Hp the set of linear forms Trmy, Trmy, -+, Trm, is linearly independent.

Let m; act on V; and let £ be an elementary idempotent such that none of the spaces
mi(&)Vi, 1 < i < p, are 0. Let 7; be the representation of {Hp€ on the finite-dimensional
space m;(§)V; = V;(€). Suppose 7; and 7, are equivalent. Then there is an invertible linear
map A from V;(§) to V;(§) which commutes with the action of {Hp{. Choose a non-zero
vector v; in V;(€) and let v; = Av;. We are going to show that m; and 7; are equivalent. It is
enough to show that, for any f in Hp, m;(f)v; = 0 if and only if 7;(f)v; = 0. But m;(f)v; =0
if and only if m;( % h)m;(f)v; = 0 for all h in Hp. Since m;(§ * h)m;(f)v; = mi(Ex hx f*&)v;
and & x hx f*x £ is in EHpE the assertion follows.

Thus the representations 7y, - - , 7, are inequivalent. Using this we shall show that the
linear forms Tr7, -+, Tr7, on {HpE are linearly independent. The lemma will then be
proved. Take h in {HpE. Since T; is irreducible and finite-dimensional Tr7;(hf) = 0 for all
fin EHpE if and only if 7;(h) = 0. Suppose we had hy,--- , h, in EHpE so that for at least
one i the operator 7;(h;) was not 0 while

p
> Trmi(hif) =0
i=1
for all f in {HpE. There must then be at least two integers j and k such that 7;(h;) # 0
and 7,(hy) # 0. Since 7; and 7, are not equivalent we can find an h in {HpE such that
7;(h) = 0 while 7, (h) is invertible. Replacing h; by h;h we obtain a relation of the same
type in which the number of ¢ for which 7;(h;) = 0 has been increased. By induction we
see that no such relation is possible. Since (H r& contains a unit the required independence
follows.

For most of these notes the existence of x is irrelevant. It is used only toward the end.
The reader who is more interested in automorphic forms than in group representations will
probably want to take the existence of y, for granted and, for the moment at least, skip this
paragraph. To do so will cause no harm. However he will eventually have to turn back to
read the first few pages in order to review the definition of the Tamagawa measure.

Choose a non-trivial additive character 1) of F. If X is an analytic manifold over F' and
w is a differential form of highest degree on X we can associate to w a measure on X which
is denoted by |w|r or sometimes simply by w. If X = F' and w = dxz is the differential of the
identity application the measure |w|r = dx is by definition the Haar measure on F' which is
self-dual with respect to 1. In general if p belongs to X and !, --- , 2™ are local coordinates
near p so that

w=alx' - ") dz' Ao Ada”
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then, if f is a continuous real-valued functions with support in a small neighbourhood of p,
[ flole= [ gt alal et o
X

The absolute value |a(z?,--- ,2")| is the normalized absolute value in the field . To prove
the existence of the measure w one has to establish the usual formula for a change of variable
in a multiple integral. For this and other facts about these measures we refer to the notes
of Weil [12].

If G is an algebraic group over F' then G is an analytic space. If w is a left-invariant
form of highest degree on G the measure |w|r is a Haar measure on Gp. It is called the
Tamagawa measure. It depends on w and .

If M is the algebra of 2 x 2 matrices over F' the additive group of M is an algebraic

group. If a typical element of M is
_f(a b
"=\ d

w=daANdbANdcAdd

is an invariant form of highest degree and |u| = dx is the additive Haar measure which is
self-dual with respect to the character ¢y (z) = ¢p(7(2)) if 7 is the trace of z.

On the multiplicative group G of M we take the form w(z) = (det ) 2u(z). The asso-
ciated Haar measure is

then

w(z)| = |det 2|2 dv = |z|,; de.

An element of G is said to be regular if its eigenvalues are distinct. The centralizer in G g
of a regular element in G is a Cartan subgroup of Gr. Such a Cartan subgroup Bp is of
course abelian. There seems to be no canonical choice for the invariant form on Br. However
the centralizer of Br in My is an algebra E of degree two over F'. It is either isomorphic
to the direct sum of F' with itself or it is a separable quadratic of F'. The subgroup Bp is
the multiplicative group of E. In the first paragraph we introduced a map v from E to F.
Once a form pp on E which is invariant for the additive group has been chosen we can set
pp(z) = v(z)tup(x), and pp is then an invariant form on Bp. The associated measure is
invariant under all automorphisms of E over F'. We should also recall at this point that two
Cartan subgroups B and B} are conjugate in G if and only if the corresponding algebras
are isomorphic.

Once pp and therefore g has been chosen we can introduce on Br\Gp which is also an
analytic manifold the form wp which is the quotient of w by ug. Then

[ fyta) - [ . { [ 100) uB<b>} ws(3).

The centre of the algebra of My is isomorphic to F' and the centre Zr of G is isomorphic to
F*. On F* we have the form z=!dz. We take uz to be the corresponding form on Zp. p%
will be the quotient of up by iz and w® will be the quotient of w by jy. The corresponding
integration formulae are

ROy " { R prte) iy
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and

[ et - [ . { [ it pel) b (o)

If g belongs to G its eigenvalues a1 and a are the roots of the equation

X2 —7()X +v(g)=0

and
(=) {r(g)}* = dwly)
o100 v(g)
belongs to F. Set
3(g) = (a1 — ag)” .
5Ye%) F

Since ¢ is regular if and only if §(g) # 0 the set Gr of regular elements is open in Gy and
its complement has measure zero.

There are two more integration formulae that we shall need. Their proof proceeds as for
archimedean fields. Choose a system S of representatives of the conjugacy classes of Cartan
subgroups of Gr. Then

[ toen =35 [ s {[ st esto sy

BreS
1 _
722 [ f@La= X 5[ aw{[ ameno) s
Zp\GF BpeS Zp\Br Bp\GFr
if f is an integrable function on Gr or Zp\Gp. Notice that the sum on the right is not
necessarily finite. Let B = Br N G and let
BS = {g'bg|b€ Br, g € Gr}.

Then G F is the disjoint union
| B¢
BreS

There is a simple lemma to be verified.

Lemma 7.2. (i) For any Cartan subgroup B the set EP@ 1S open.
The set G is open.
The set Gg of g in Gg whose eigenvalues do not belong to F is open.

The second statement is a consequence of the first. If Br corresponds to the separable
quadratic extension £ then B is the set of matrices with distinct eigenvalues in £ and if By

splits and therefore corresponds to the direct sum of F' with itself, B\g is the set of matrices
with distinct eigenvalues in F'. Thus the first assertion is a consequence of the following
lemma which is a form of Hensel’s lemma or of the implicit function theorem.

Lemma 7.2.1. Let E be a separable extension of F. Assume the equation

Xp—l—alXp_l—i-----l-ap:O
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with coefficients in F' has a simple root X\ in E. Given € > 0 there is a 6 > 0 such that
whenever by, - - b, are in F' and |b; — a;|p < 6 for 1 <i < p the equation

XP 40, XP 44 b, =0
has a root p in E for which |\ — u|lg < €.

There is no need to prove this lemma. To prove the third assertion we have to show that
the set of matrices with eigenvalues in F' is closed. Suppose g, — g and g, has eigenvalues
A and p, in F. Then A\, + pu, — 7(g9) and A\,u,, — v(g). If A, and p,, did not remain in
a compact subset of F'* then, since their product does, we would have, after passing to a
subsequence, |A,| — 0, |, — oo or |A,| = o0, || — 0. In either case A\, + p, could not
converge. Thus, again passing to a subsequence, we have \, — A and p,, — . A and p are
the eigenvalues of g. R N

If the characteristic of F' is not two the sets Gy and G are the same. We now introduce
a function on GF which plays an important role in the discussion of characters. If Bp is
a split Cartan subgroup we set ¢(Br) = 1 but if Bg is not split and corresponds to the

quadratic extension F we set

t+1
¢(Br) = |w@|g

where @ is a generator of pr and pii' is the discriminant of E over F. If g in G r belongs

to the Cartan subgroup Br we set

£(9) = e(Br)o(g).

If ¢ is singular we set {(g) = oo. The factor ¢(Bp) is important only in characteristic two
when there are an infinite number of conjugacy classes of Cartan subgroups.

Lemma 7.3. The function & is locally constant on @F and bounded away from zero on any
compact subset of Gp. It is locally integrable on Zp\Gr and on Gp.

It is of course implicit in the statement of the lemma that £ is constant on cosets of Zp.
The two previous lemmas show that £ is locally constant on G . To prove the remaining
assertions we recall some facts about orders and modules in separable quadratic extensions
of non-archimedean fields.

If F is a separable quadratic extension of F' an order R of E is a subring of O which
contains O and a basis of . A module [ in F is a finitely generated Op submodule of E
which contains a basis of F. If I is a module the set

{a € E|al CI}

is an order R;. It is clear that an order is a module and that Rr = R. Two modules I and
J are said to be equivalent if there is an « in £ so that J = al. Then R; = R;.

Suppose the module [ is contained on O and contains 1. Since I/Op is a torsion-free
Or module the module I has a basis of the form {1,d§}. Since § is integral 6 belongs to
I. Therefore I is an order and R; = I. Since any module is equivalent to a module which
contains 1 and lies in Og the collection of modules I for which R; = R forms, for a given
order R, a single equivalence class.

As observed any order has a basis, over Op, of the form {1,6}. The absolute values of the
numbers ¢ occurring in such bases are bounded below. A basis {1,d} is said to be normal if
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0 has the smallest possible absolute value. It is easily seen, by considering the ramified and
unramified extensions separately, that if {1,d} is normal

Thus R determines and is determined by [0]|g. It is easily seen that if F/F is unramified
|0 is any number of the form |wg|} with n > 0, where wg is a generator of pr. We set
n = w(R). If E/F is ramified |§|g is any number of the form |wg|3 " with n > 0. We set
w(R) = n. In the ramified case

[E* : F*(Ug N R)] = 2|wp| .
In the unramified case
[B*: F*(Up N R)] = |pl 7" (1 + |r|p)
unless w(R) = 0 and then
[E* . F*(UsNR)] =1.
It is clear that R’ contains R if and only if w(R') < w(R). Thus w(R) 4 1 is the number

of orders which contain R. If v belongs to Og but not to Op let R(y) be the order with
basis {1,7} and let w(y) = w(R(7)).

Lemma 7.3.1. Let 7 be the conjugate of v in E and let

—\211/2 m
O =1 = el

If p'};l is the discriminant of E and ~y belongs to Ok but not to Op then

t+1

m(y) =w(y) + 5

Let {1,6} be a normal basis of R(y). Then v = a + bd with a and b in Op. Moreover
d = ¢+ dvy with ¢ and d in Op. Thus v = (a + bc) + bdy so that a + bc = 0. and bd = 1.
Therefore b is a unit and |y — 7| = |§ — d|. We can thus replace v by §. Suppose first that
E/F is unramified so that ¢ + 1 = 0. We take § = ew): where n = w(R(7)) and ¢ is a unit
of Og. Since

§—0=(c—¢&)wh

we have only to show that € — & is a unit. ¢ is not congruent to an element of O modulo
pr and therefore {1,e} determines a basis of Og/pg. Since the Galois group acts faithfully
on Og/pg the number € — £ is not in pg.

If E/F is ramified we may take § = whwg with n = w(9). It is well-known that

|wp — | = |welF!
Thus 3 3 t41 t+1
(6= 8" =16 = 81" = |wrlp [wxle = |wrlp *

The lemma follows.

There are two more lemmas to be proved before we return to the proof of Lemma 7.3.

Lemma 7.3.2. Let C be a compact subset of Zp\Gr and let x¢ be the characteristic function
of C" and of its inverse image in Gg. There is a constant ¢ such that for every b in G which
15 contained in an anisotropic Cartan subgroup

/ xelg™bg)0(g) < cE(b).
Zp\GF
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The assertion is trivial unless b is regular. Then the assumption is that its eigenvalues
are distinct and do not lie in F. Any h in G can be written as

p
Wg
g1 g2
(7 =)

where g; and go belongs to GL(2, Op) and p < ¢. The numbers w. and w. are the elementary
divisors of h. Let T, be the set of all those h for which ¢ — p < r. This set is the inverse
image of a compact subset T/ of Zp\Gp. If r is sufficiently large C' is contained in 7). Thus
we may replace x¢ and Y, the characteristic function of 7.

If h belongs to GL(2,0p) then h=tg~lbgh belongs to T, if and only if g~1bg belongs to
T.. Thus the integral is the product of the measure of GL(2,0p) N Zp\GL(2,Or) by the
number of right cosets of Zr GL(2, Or) whose elements g are such that g~'bg belong to T,.
If H is such a coset and B is the Cartan subgroup containing b then for any b’ in Br the
coset ' H has the same property. Thus the integral equals

measure(GL(2,Op) N Zp\GL(2,Or)) Y _[Brg GL(2,0r) : Zr GL(2,0r)].

The sum is over a set of representatives of the cosets in Bp\Gr/GL(2,Op).

Let Bp correspond to the separable quadratic extension E. Choose a basis of Of over
Op. It will also be a basis of E over F. By means of this basis we identify G with the
group of invertible linear transformations of E over F. GL(2,0p) is the stabilizer of Og.
Every « in E* determines a linear transformation b, : © — vz of E. The set of all such
linear transformations is a Cartan subgroup conjugate to Br and with no loss of generality
we may assume that it is Bp. Choose 7 so that b = b,.

Every module is of the form ¢gOg with g in Gr. Moreover ¢;Og and ¢,Of are equivalent
if and only if g; and go belong to the same double coset in Bp\Gr/GL(2,0p). Thus there
is a one-to-one correspondence between the collection of double cosets and the collection of
orders of E. Let Brpg GL(2,Op) correspond to the order R. The index

[BF g GL<2, OF) . ZF GL(Q, OF)]
is equal to
[Br : BFN Zr gGL(2,0r)g™ "]

Two elements b; and by in By belong to the same coset of Bp N Zr g GL(2,0r)g™ " if and
only if there is a z in Zp and an h in GL(2, OF) such that

big = bazgh

This can happen if and only if
blgOE = bzngE

Let I = gOg and let b; = b,,. If we identify Zp and F* so that z may be regarded as an
element of F* the last relation is equivalent to

Nl = vzl
or v, 2z € RN Ug. Thus

Let |detb|p = |v|x = |wp|f. Let wh and w} with p < ¢ be the elementary divisors of
g~ 'bg. Certainly p+q = m. The matrix g~ bg belongs to T, if and only if g—p = m—2p < r.
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If s is the integral part of 5™ this is so if and only if w59 thg has integral coefficients, that
is if and only if
@ g 'bgOp C Op
or wyy € R.
Our integral is therefore equal to

(%) measure(GL(2,0p) N Zp\GL(2,0r)) > [E*: F*(RNUg)].

The sum is over all orders of E which contains w~y. The element @}y does not lie in F'. If
it does not lie in Ok the sum is zero. If it lies in Ok then wjy belongs to R if and only if
w(R) < w(wiy). In this case the expression (x) is bounded by

2 measure(GL(2,0p) N Zp\GL(2,0r)) > |@rls"
0<k<w(w;)

This in turn is bounded by a constant, which is independent of Br and r, times

t+1

We have ¢(Br) = |wp|g , m(wiy) = s +m(y) < 52 +m(y), and

5(b 1/2 _ ‘(7_:)/)2 }V/Q - —m/2 m(y)
o2 = 0= o o2 o,

|’7’7|F

To prove the lemma we have only to show that

m t+1 s
—m(7y) + 5 T +w(@p)

is bounded above by a constant which depends only on r. By the previous lemma

t+1

(@) = m(p7) =

so that
m t+1 sy TZm m_ T
—m(7)+§+T+w(wF7)_ 9 —f-?—é.
Suppose the Cartan subalgebra Bp corresponds to the algebra E. Once the measure ppg
on E has been chosen we can form the measure ug on Bp and the measure wg on Bp\Gp.
Once pg and therefore pp and wp are chosen we let n(Bp) be that constant which makes

n(Bp)pp self-dual with respect to the character z — 1 (7(z)) on E.

Lemma 7.3.3. Ifr is a non-negative integer there is a constant d, such that for any Cartan
subgroup Br and any b in Bp

/ volg~"bg) ws(g) < dyn(Br) 5(b)"2.
Bp\Gp

We may again suppose that b belongs to B r. If Br is anisotropic the left side is equal to

! -1
T b CL)O .
measure(Zp\Br) /ZF\GFX (97 bg)w'(9)
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Suppose Bf corresponds to the quadratic extension E. If F/F' is unramified

measure(Z¢\Bp) = (1+[w@r|)

1
n(Br)
because n(Bp)ug assigns the measure 1 to Og. If E/F is ramified n(Bp)ug assigns the
measure |wﬂ% to O and

2 2

n(Br) n(Br)
In these cases the assertion is therefore a consequence of the previous lemma.

If the inequality of the lemma is true for one Cartan subgroup it is true for all conjugate
subgroups. To complete the proof we have to verify it when B is the group Ar of diagonal
matrices. Since we are now dealing with a fixed Cartan subgroup the choice of Haar measure
on Bp\GpF is not important. Moreover GL(2,0r) T, GL(2,0r) = T, so that, using the
Iwasawa decomposition and the associated decomposition of measures, we may take the

integral to be
/X ((1 —x) (a O) <1 x)) s
T A\\0 1 0 g/J\0 1

a 0
=5 5)
The argument in the integrand is

(596 ")

Changing the variables in the integral we obtain

o (96 1))

Let |a| = |wp|t, |B] = |@r|™, and |z| = |p|®. With no loss of generality we may suppose
la| > |B8]. If n > 0 the elementary divisors of

G361

are wh and @ so that it is in 7T, if and only if m — ¢ < r. If n < 0 its elementary divisors

are wif” and @y ™" so that it is in 7} if and only if m — ¢ — 2n < r. Thus the integral is at

most

measure(Zp\Bp) = e (Br)

m—~L—r
measure {x‘ |z| < |wp| 2 }

m—£
2

which is, apart from a factor depending on the choice of the Haar measure, |wp| — . Since

ol F = |2 el
and
|ﬁ’% )
|1a_ é‘ = 5(1))75

the lemma follows.
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We return to Lemma 7.3 and prove first that £ is bounded away from zero on each
compact subset C. In other words we show that there is a positive constant ¢ such that
&(h) > con C. There is a z in Zp such that every matrix in zC has integral entries. Since
&(zh) = £(h) we may as well assume that every matrix in C itself has integral entires. There
is a constant ¢; > 0 such that

| det h|* > ¢
on C and a constant ¢y such that
m(h)? — 4w (h)|'? < e
on C. 7 and v are the trace and determinant of h. Thus

52 () > 2
OEE

on C. Here £(h) is certainly bounded away from 0 on the singular elements and the preceding
inequality shows that it is bounded away from 0 on the regular elements in C' which lie in
a split Cartan subalgebra. Suppose h is regular and lies in the anisotropic Cartan subgroup
Bpr. Let Bp correspond to the field E and let h have eigenvalues v and 4 in E. Then

_\9,—% —m 41 —w
(v = 3?2 ¢(Br) = |owp| ™ |wp| 2 = |wp| D

Since w(y) > 0 we have {(h) > ¢;.
The function £ is certainly measurable. It is locally integrable in G if and only if it is
locally integrable on Zp\Gp. Let C' be a compact set in Zg\Gr. We have to show

/Z @)t

is finite. As usual it will be enough to show that

/ o (9) €(9) °(9)
Zr\GFr

is finite for every non-negative integer r. According to formula (7.2.2) this integral is the

sum of
1

' €t [ vl ) oa@) } (@
1

5 3 /Z - £(b) 6(b) { /B o x(g7'bg) wB(g)} pp(b).

Bpes’

and

It is easy to see that there is a compact set Cy in Zp\Ap such that x,.(¢ tag) = 0 for
all g unless the projection of a lies in Cy. Thus the first integral need only be taken over
Co. The inner integral is at most d,n(Ar)d(a)~'/2. Since £(a)d(a)d(a)~/?2 = 1 on Ap the
first integral causes no trouble. We can also use Lemma 7.3.3 to see that the sum over S,
which is by the way a set of representatives for the conjugacy classes of anisotropic Cartan
subgroups, is less than or equal to

1
LS™ dn(Br)e(By) / W8(b).
2 BFXG:S’ Zp\BFp

If the characteristic is not two this sum is finite and there is no problem.
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In general if Br corresponds to the field £ and p';?H is the discriminant of F we have

tp+1
c(Br) = |wr| 2

and
n(Br) / 1 (b) < 2Jaop| 512
ZF\BF

To complete the proof we have to show that
> ol
E

is finite if F' has characteristic 2. The sum is over all separable quadratic extensions of F.
Let M (t) be the number of extensions E for which ¢y = ¢t. Associated to any such E is a
quadratic character of F* with conductor p’f*. Thus

M(t) < [F*: (F*)*(L+pi )] = 2[Up : Up(1+p3 )]
if t > 0. Of course M(—1) = 1. Any element of Ur is congruent modulo 1 + p/f! to an
element of the form
ap + a1 + -+ + a k.

Such a number is a square if a; = 0 for 2 odd. Thus

t+1

M(t) = O(|we|™ =)

and the series converges.
We can now begin the study of characters.

Proposition 7.4. The character of an absolutely cuspidal representation exists as a locally
integrable function whose absolute value is bounded by a multiple of §. It is continuous on

GrUGF.

If the character x, of 7 exists and x is a quasi-character of F'* then the character of
' = x ® 7 also exists and x.(g9) = x(det g) x-(g). Thus the proposition has only to be
proved for unitary representations . Then 7 is square integrable and we can make use of
the following lemma for which, although it is well-known, we provide a proof.

Lemma 7.4.1. Let f belong to Hr and let u be a vector of length one in the space on which
the absolutely cuspidal unitary representation m acts. Then

(g = de) [ [t g an dg
if d(m) is the formal degree of .
Let @ be the operator
") = [ swyeinan

Let {v;} be an orthonormal basis of the space on which 7 acts. All but a finite number of
the coeflicients

Qz‘j = (Q% Uj)
are zero. We have

(m(g™") Qn(g)u, u) = (Qn(g)u, (g)u)
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The right side equals

Z (Qﬂ'(g)m Uz‘) (UZ', W(g)u)

i

ZZ 9)u, v;) Qji(vi, m(g)u)

In both series there are only a ﬁmte number of non-zero terms. Thus

[ e eraun) dy =i | (wlon,) (v o) dy

ZF\GF

which in turn equals

The integrals on the right exist because the representation is square-integrable. Applying
the Schur orthogonality relations we see that the right side is equal to

ZQ’L] UZ’U] - ZQ% = TI'7T(f)

Since
(g™ ") Qn(g)u,u) = i f(h) (w(g™Y) w(h) w(g)u, u) dh

the lemma follows.
Observe that the integral of the lemma is an iterated and not a double integral. It is the
limit as r approaches infinity of

/T 7{ { [ 00 (719 gy dh} g

Since 77 is compact this integral is absolutely convergent and equals

/GF fh) { / (v(g™"hg)u, u) dg} ah.

To prove the first part of the proposition we show that the sequence of functions
or(h) = / (m(g~ hg)u,u) dg

is dominated locally by a multiple of ¢ and converges almost everywhere on Gr. We shall
set

Xr(h) = d(m) lim @.(h)

T—00
whenever the limit exists.
When proving the second part of the proposition we shall make use of the following
lemma.

Lemma 7.4.2. Let C be a compact subset of éF and let Cy be a compact set in Gr. The
image in Zp\Gp of
{g < GF | g_l(]lg N ZFCQ 7é O}

18 compact.
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The set is clearly closed so we have only to show that it is contained in some compact
set. We may suppose that GL(2,Or) Cy GL(2,0F) = Cs. Let

(o z\ (B O
=5 1) (0 3)
g_IC’lg N ZFCQ 7é 0

a )\ a x

(& 2) e (5 ) nmcsro

We have to show that this condition forces « to lie in a compact subset of F'* and x to lie
in a compact subset of F'. Since

with h in GL(2,OF). Then

if and only if

det(g " cg) = detc
we may replace Zr Cy by the compact set

Cg = {h € ZFCQ | det h € det Cl}

(¢ o

be a typical element of C';. The entry c is never 0 on C; and therefore its absolute value is

bounded below,
a 2\ fa b (o 2\ [a—zc y
0 1 c dJ\0 1) \ ca cx+d)’

The number y is of no interest. The matrix on the right cannot lie in C3 unless |cz + d|
is bounded above by some number depending on C3. Since |d| is bounded above and |c| is
bounded below x is forced to lie in some compact set Q of F. If C}, is the compact set

to 7))

we have finally to show that if

al 0 a 0
(0 1)C4(0 1)“037&0

then « is forced to lie in a compact subset of F*. We now let

(¢ o

be a typical element of Cy. On Cy both |b| and |c| are bounded blow. Since

GG D)= )

and all matrix entries are bounded above in absolute value on Cj5 the absolute value || must
indeed be bounded above and below.

If 7 acts on V then for any u in V' the support of the function (7(g)u, u) has been shown,
in the second paragraph during the proof of proposition 2.20, to be compact modulo Zp.

Let

er,he(Jl}
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Let C' be its compact image in Zp\Gp. Let C; be a compact subset of G. By the previous
lemma the set of g in Gy such that

(W(gilhg)u, u) #£0

for some h in Cy has an image in Zr\Gp which is contained in a compact set Cy. Therefore
the integral

[ ety g = [ (vl gy d
Zp\GF

Ca
is convergent for h in Cj. Moreover if 7 is large enough 77 contains Cy and

gpr(h):/Z\G (m(g~"hg)u,u) dg.

Therefore the sequence {¢,} converges uniformly on any compact subset of G r and its limit
d=1(m) x(h) is continuous on Gr. We may state the following proposition.

Proposition 7.5. If h belongs to Gr then

/ (w(9~ " hg)u,u) dg
Zp\Gr

exists and is equal to d=*(7) x(h).

Since
[(m(g)u, u)| < xc(9)
it follows from Lemma 7.3.2 that, for some constant c,

|on(h)| < c§(h)

on Gp. The set @F — Gp is 121\%1' which is open. To complete the proof of Proposition 7.4

we show that on the intersection of Eﬁ with a compact subset of G the sequence {p,} is

dominated by a multiple of £ and that it converges uniformly in a compact subset of E%;
Let C5 be a compact subset of Ggp. Any h in A\F may be written in the form

1 (1 —=z a 0\ /1 =x
(o 1) (68 o )m

where hy belongs to GL(2,0r) and « # 8. In C5 N AS the absolute values of a and 8

are bounded above and below. If Cs is contained in A% the absolute value of 1 — g is also
bounded above and below on C5. Since

66666 )

the absolute value of x will be bounded above.
Since GL(2,0r) T, GL(2,Of) = T, the integral which defines ¢, (h) is equal to

/T/ (W(g_lh'g)u,u) dg

T

=663 6)
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and we may as well assume that h itself is of this form. We are going to show that there is

a constant ¢ such that )
81

(W) <el1-Z
) < |t -2

for all » and all such h and that the sequence {¢,} converges uniformly if z remains in a
compact subset of F' and «, § and 1 — g remain in a compact subset of F'*. Then the proof
of the proposition will be complete.

The stabilizer of u is some open subgroup U of GL(2,0p). Let hy,---,h, be a set of
coset representatives for GL(2,0r)/U and let w; = w(h;)u. apart from an unimportant
factor coming from the Haar measure ¢,.(h) is given by

Z wi(h)

= o 1) (s 7))

The integral is taken over the set of all those v and x; for which

7 7T
0 1
belongs to T,.. Since

) @) -G 6 )

we can change variables in the integral to obtain

TG 6709

12
The integration is now taken over all those x; and v for which

(7.4.4) (g (1 - 15)_1‘”1>

with

(7.4.3)

is in T;.

Let |1 — §| = |lwr|, |7| = |wr|™, and |z| = |wr|". Let @h and w? be the elementary
divisors of the matrix (7.4.4). We now list the possibilities for p and ¢ together with the
condition that the matrix belong to T}, that is that ¢ — p be at most r.

i)m>0,—t+m+n>0,p=0,g=m:0<m<r
(i) m>0,—t+m+n<0,p=—t+m+n,g=n—t:—r<m-+2n—2t
(iii) m<0,—t+m+n<m,p=—t+m+n,g=n—t:—r<m+2n—2t
(iv) m<0,—t+m+n>m,p=m,q=0:—r <m<0.
These conditions amount to the demand that —r < m < r and that 2n > 2t —r — m. On
the other hand we know that there is an integer s such that

[ )
|z|<|wF|i

for1 <i<pifj<s.
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Thus if |y| = |wwp|™ the integral

B r+T]1
LG0T ww) an
taken over all z; for which
v (1= 5
0 1

is in 7, is zero if 2t —r —m < 2s. Therefore in (7.4.3) we need only take the integral over
those y and  for which |y| = |wp|™ with 0 < m +r < 2(t — s) and |z| < |wp|""2". We
should also have m < r but since we are about to replace the integrand by its absolute value
that does not matter. For each such ~ the integration With respect to x gives a result which
is bounded in absolute value by a constant times ]wF\t . Integrating with respect to =y
we obtain a result which is bounded in absolute value by a constant times
2(t—s)—1 00
wrl Y7 Jwrl 72 < fwyl* Y farl®
k=0 k=0

The right side depends on neither r nor t.
The value of |1 — §|g0§,(h) is

(G (6 =078 s

The integration is taken over those ~ and z; for which |y| = |wp|™ with 0 < m < 2(t—s) and
2| < |wp[t~%. Of course |1 — \ = |wp|". Since we are now interested in a set of & and 3 on
which t takes only a finite number of values we may as well assume it is constant. Then the
integral is taken over a fixed compact subset of F' x F'*. The integrand converges uniformly
on this set uniformly in the «, # and x under consideration as r approaches infinity.

We have still to prove the existence of the character of a representation which is not
absolutely cuspidal. Most of them are taken care of by the next proposition.

Proposition 7.6. Let I and o be a pair of quasi-characters of F*. Let x,, ., be the
function which is 0 on GF N GF, undefined on the singular elements, and equal to

a 1/2
(a —p)?

at an element of g of Eﬁ with eigenvalues o and B. Then X, u, 15 continuous on Gr and is
dominated in absolute value by some multiple of £&. Moreover if m = p(pu1, fi2)

Trr(f) —/G X i2(9) f(9) dg

{ma(a) pa(B) + pa(B) pa ()}

for all f in Hp.

Only the last assertion requires verification. Since the absolute value of Y, ,, is bounded
by a multiple of £ the function x,, ., is locally integrable. Suppose f belongs to Hr. When
applied to the function x,, ., f the relation (7.2.1) shows that

(7.6.1) /G X2 (9) f(9) dg
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is equal to
1

2 /AF 9(a) {/AF\GF Xuno (9" ag) f(g™ " ag) dg} da.

Since X, 4, 18 @ class function this may be written as

S (6 5)oaf

-6
(0 o)
/A F\GFf(gl (8‘ 2) g) dg = /A F\GFf(gl (g 2) g) dg.
(a—p)

Thus (7.6.1) is equal to
1/2
1 [« 0
U706 5)) )

As long as the measure on Ar\GF is the quotient of the measure on G by that on Ap
the choice of Haar measure on Ar and G is not relevant. Thus we may write (7.6.2) as

(a—p2|"” (f (k—ln—l (3‘ 2) nk) dk dn} da.

/AF () pa(3) B

The inner integral is taken over GL(2,Op) x Np. If

= (o 1)
= (3 3= 96 )

Changing variables in the last integral we obtain

(7.6.3) /AF () a(8) |5 1/2) {/f (k;‘1 (g‘ g) nk) dkdn} da.

To evaluate Tr7(f) we observe that if ¢ belongs to B(us, p2) then, if &y is in GL(2, Op)

w(f) k1) = / o(krg) £(g) do.

Gr

I e) aB) + pale) s (8))

2 Ja,

Since a is conjugate to

we have

(7.6.2) /A pa (@) ()

then

(67

Replacing g by k;'g and writing the integral out in terms of the Haar measure we have

chosen we obtain
1/2
L, 20 { [ (5 ) mhasta) (|5 dadn} s
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The inner integral is taken over Ar x Np. We have of course used the relation

v ((g 2) nkz) = m(a)p2(P) % 1/290(162)-
If
bk = [ (0 (5 5) o) @) |3 daa
then

w(f) k) = / K (k. k) oks) ds.

GL(2,0F)

B(p1, 2) may be regarded as a space of functions on GL(2, Or). Then 7(f) is the integral
operator with kernel K(kq, ko). It is easily seen that this operator, when allowed to act on
the space of all GL(2, Op)-finite functions on GL(2, Or), has range in B(uy, u2). Thus the
trace of 7(f) is the same as the trace of the integral operator which is of course

/ K (k, k) dk.
GL(2,05)

When written out in full this integral becomes (7.6.3).

Theorem 7.7. Let w be an irreducible admissible representation of Hp. There is a function

X which is continuous on Gg and locally bounded in absolute value of G by a multiple of
& such that

Ter(f) = /G Yal9) £(9)dg
for all f in Hp. F

The theorem has only to be verified for the one-dimensional and the special representa-
tions. If m is a one-dimensional representation associated to the quasi-character y we may
take x.(g) = x(det g). The character x, is locally bounded and therefore, by Lemma 7.3,
locally bounded by a multiple of &.

Suppose 7, mp and 73 are three admissible representations of F' on the spaces Vi, Va,
and V3 respectively. Suppose also that there is an exact sequence

0->Vi—=>V, =V =0

of Hp-modules. If f is in Hp all the operators m(f), mo(f) and m3(f) are of finite rank so
that

Trmo(f) = Trm (f) + Tras(f).

Thus if x,, and x,, exist so does x.,. Applying this observation to m3 = o(u1, pa), ™ =
p(u1, p2), and m = (w1, p2) we obtain the theorem.

If F is taken to be the real or complex field Theorem 7.7 is a special case of a general and
difficult theorem of Harish-Chandra. The special case is proved rather easily however. In
fact Proposition 7.6 is clearly valid for archimedean fields and Theorem 7.7 is clearly valid for
archimedean fields if 7 is finite-dimensional. There remains only the special representations
and these are taken care of as before.
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88. Odds and ends

In this paragraph various facts which will be used in the discussion of the constant term
in the Fourier expansion of an automorphic form are collected together. If H is a locally
compact abelian group a continuous complex-valued function f on H will be called H-finite
or simply finite if the space spanned by the translates of f is finite-dimensional.

Let H be a group of the form

H=HyxZ" xR"
where Hj is compact. We regard Z™ x R™ as a subgroup of R™*". The projection
Si th= (hOax17“' axm-i-n) — Xy

may be regarded as a function on H with values in R. If py, -+, pmin is & sequence of
non-negative integers and y is a quasi-character we may introduce the function

m-+n
x ] ¢
=1

on H.

Lemma 8.1. For any sequence py, - -+ , Pmin and any quasi-character x the function x H:r:{" g
1s continuous and finite. These functions form a basis of the space of continuous finite func-

tions on H.

If x is a fixed quasi-character of H and p is a non-negative integer let V(x,p) be the
space spanned by the functions y [[74" & with 0 < p; < p. Since it is finite-dimensional
and invariant under translations the first assertion of the lemma is clear.

To show that these functions are linearly independent we shall use the following simple

lemma.

Lemma 8.1.1. Suppose Ey,--- | E, arer sets and Iy, ---F, are linearly independent sets of
complex-valued functions on Ey,--- , E, respectively. Let F be the set of functions

(1, ) = fil@) fo(@2) - frl(ay)
on By x --- x E,.. Here f; belongs to F;. Then F is also linearly independent.

Any relation

S alfi,e f) filwn) o fol) =0
fly"‘ th
leads to

SN8N alfi B Al e fea(@e) b foe) =0

Ir S fr—1
As F, is linearly independent this implies that

Z a(fl? e 7fr) fl(xl) o fr71<xr71) =0
S fraa
and the lemma follows by induction.
To show that the functions y Hf:{n & span the space of continuous finite functions we
use another simple lemma.
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Lemma 8.1.2. Let H, and Hy be two locally compact abelian groups and let H = Hy X Hs.
Then every continuous finite function f on H is a finite linear combination of the form

flz,y) = Z&‘ wi(z) ¥i(y)

where the p; and v; are continuous finite functions on Hy and Hy respectively.

Let V' be any finite-dimensional space of continuous functions on H. We associate to any
point £ in H the linear functional f — f(£) on V. Since no function but zero is annihilated
by all these functionals we can choose i, - - - , &, so that the corresponding functionals form
a basis of the dual of V. Then we can choose a basis fi,---, f, of V so that f;(§;) = ;.

Now suppose V' is invariant under translations. It could for example be the space spanned
by the translates of a single finite continuous function. The space V; of functions ¢ on
H; defined by ¢(x) = f(z,0) with f in V is finite-dimensional and translation invariant.
Therefore the functions in it are finite and of course continuous. We define V5 in a similar
manner. If f isin V the function h — f(g + h) is, for any ¢ in H, also in V. Thus

flg+h)= ZMQ) fi(h).

Since

Xi(g) = flg+&)
the function A; belongs to V. If ¢;(x) = A\i(x,0) and ¥;(y) = f;(0,y) then

flay) = eix) vily)

as required.

These two lemmas show that we need prove the final assertions of Lemma 8.1 only for
H compact, H =7, or H=R.

Suppose H is compact. If we have a non-trivial relation

Z a; xi(h) =0
i=1

we may replace h by g + h to obtain

> aixi(g) xi(h) = 0.

i=1
If such a relation holds we must have r > 2 and at least two coefficients say a; and ay must
be different from zero. Choose g so that x1(g) # x2(g). Multiplying the first relation by
X1(g) and subtracting the second relation from the result we obtain a relation

=2

Since by = {x1(9) — x2(¢9)}as the new relation is non-trivial. The independence of the
quasi-characters can therefore be proved by induction on r.

To prove that when H is compact the quasi-characters span the space of finite continuous
functions we have just to show that any finite-dimensional space V' of continuous functions
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which is translation invariant is spanned by the quasi-characters it contains. Choose a basis
{f;} of V as before and let

p(9) fi = Xijlg) -

We saw that the functions \;;(g) are continuous. Thus the action of H on V by right
translations is continuous and V is the direct sum of one-dimensional translation invariant
spaces. Each such space is easily seen to contain a character.

When applied to a locally compact abelian group the argument of the previous paragraph
leads to weaker conclusions. We can then find subspaces V7, - - - , V,. of V and quasi-characters

X1, , X of H such that
V=) eV
i=1

{p(h) = xi(h)}mY
annihilates V;. Now we want to take H equal to Z or R. Then H is not the union of a finite

number of proper closed subgroups. Suppose 1, -, jo are quasi-characters of H and for
every h in H the operator

(8.1.3) [L{o(h) = st}

and, for every h in H,

on V is singular. Then for every h in H there is an i and a j such that p,;(h) = x;(h). If

Hy; = {h|pi(h) = x;(h)}
then H;; is a closed subgroup of H. Since the union of these closed subgroups is H there
must be an ¢ and a j such that H;; = H and p; = x;. If the operator (8.1.3) were zero the
same argument would show that for every j there is an i such that p; = x;.

If v is a quasi-character of H, now taken to be Z or R, we let V(u,p) be the space
spanned by the functions p &%, with 0 < ¢ < p. Here € is the coordinate function on H. It is
clear that V(u,p) is annihilated by {p(h) — u(h)}?*! for all h in H. Suppose p, i1, , fto
are distinct and

V =V(up) vai,pn

is not zero. Decomposing V' as above we see that xi,--- ,x, must all be equal to p on one
hand and on the other that every p; is a ;. This is a contradiction. Thus if there is any
non-trivial relation at all between the functions y £ where x is any quasi-character and 4 is
a non-negative integer there is one of the form
p
Z a; n&" = 0.
i=0
Since the polynomial > "7 a; &' would then have an infinite number of zeros this is impossible.
To prove the functions y & span the space of finite continuous functions we have only to
show that if y is a given quasi-character and V is a finite-dimensional space of continuous
functions which is invariant under translations and annihilated by {p(h) — x(h)}4™V for all
h in H then every function in V' is the product of x and a polynomial. Since we can always
multiply the functions in V' by x~! we may as well suppose that y is trivial. We have only
to observe that any function f annihilated by the operator {p(h) — 1}" for all h in H is a
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polynomial of degree at most n. This is clear if n = 1 so by induction we can assume that
p(h)f — f is a polynomial Z?;ol a;(h) &. We can certainly find a polynomial f’ of degree n
such that

and we may as well replace f by f — f’. The new f satisfies p(1)f = f. It is therefore
bounded. Moreover p(h)f — f is a bounded polynomial function and therefore a constant
c(h). ¢(h) is a bounded function of h and satisfies ¢(hy + hg) = ¢(h1) + c¢(hg). It is therefore
zero and the new f is a constant.

Lemma 8.1 is now completely proved. Although it is trivial it is important to the notes
and we thought it best to provide a proof. We might as well prove Lemma 2.16.4 at the
same time. Let B be the space of all functions f on Z such that for some ny depending
on f we have f(n) = 0 for n < ng. Let Ay be the space of functions on Z which vanish
outside a finite set. Z acts on B and on Aj by right translations and therefore it also acts
on B = B/Ay. In particular let D = p(1). We have merely to show that if P is a polynomial
with leading coefficient 1 then the null space of P(D) in B is finite-dimensional. If

P(X)=[[(X - ay)¥
i=1
the null space of P(D) is the direct sum of the null spaces of the operators (D — «;)Pi. The
null space of (D — «)P is the image in B of the functions in B which are zero to the left of 0
and of the form

n—a"Qn)

to the right of 0. @ is a polynomial of degree at most p.

Lemma 8.1 is certainly applicable to the direct product of a finite number of copies of
the multiplicative group of a local field F. If H = (F*)" any finite continuous function on
H is a linear combination of functions of the form

[y, w,) = H{Xz‘(flfi) (log |xi[ )™ }.

Let B = Br be the space of continuous functions f on G which satisfy the following
three conditions.

(i) f is finite on the right under the standard maximal compact subgroup K of Gp.

(ii) f is invariant on the left under Np.

(iii) f is Ap-finite on the left.
Br is invariant under left translations by elements of Ap. If f is in Br let V be the finite-
dimensional space generated by these left translates. Choose gi,- -, g, in G so that the
linear functions ¢ — ¢(g;) are a basis of the dual of V' and let fy,---, f, be the dual basis.
If a is Ar we may write

fla,g) = Z&(a) filg)-

Then
0i(a) = f(ag:)
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so that
Ze a) f;(bg:).

Thus the functions 6; are continuous and ﬁmte. We may write them in the form

@) = Y e 1) v(@2) (log o )™ (log |az])"

N st 0
a = 0 ay)

The sum is over all quasi-characters p and v of F* and all non-negative integers m and n.

Of course only a finite number of the coefficients ¢, ,, , , are different from zero.

if

We may replace p by aF ,u and v by a /2, in the sum. Thus if

p
fmﬂL%V = Z c:n,n,u,y fl
=1

we have

aq

(8%

(8.2) flag) =

S o) (o) Qog o™ (108 )" F (9)

Let M be a non-negative integer and S' a finite set of pairs of quasi-characters of F'*. The set
B(S, M) will be the collection of f in B for which the sum in (8.2) need only be taken over
those m,n, u, v for which m +n < M and (p,v) belong to S. Observe that the functions
fmnp are determined by f. B is the union of the spaces B(.S, M); if S consists of the single
pair (p1, o) we write B(u, p2, M) instead of B(S, M). If f is in (uy, po, M)

1/2

pufan) pa(as) Y (loglar)™ (log las))" finn(9)-

aq

flag) = |—

The space B(p1, f12,0) is just B(uq, fio).

The functions f,, . are uniquely determined and by their construction belong to the
space spanned by left translates of f by elements of Ar. Thus if f belongs to B(S, M) so
do the functions f,, ... We want to verify that f; o, belongs to B(p, v, M). If

B 0
b pu—
(5 5
and we replace a by ab in the relation (8.2) we find that

041

(%)

Zu on) v(az) (logaa )™ (loge2))") fnn

is equal to

1/2
04151

a3y

ZM a1f1) v(aafs)(log lon| + log [ B1])™ (log |as| + log [ B2])" fomnuu(9)-
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Fix b and g and regard this equality as an identity in the variable a. Because of Lemma 8.1
we can compare the coefficients of the basic finite functions. The coefficient of p(a)v(as)
on one side is fy 0 ,.,(bg). On the other it is

& 1/2
B2
The resulting identity is the one we wanted to verify.

Taking a = 1 in (8.2) we see that
Z fO ,0,8, I/

(m,v)es

Z B, v, M).

(mv)es

Y wB)v(Bs) (log [Bi)™ (1og|B2)" frmmen(9)-

m—+n<M

Therefore

The sum is direct.
It is fortunately possible to give a simple characterization of B.

Proposition 8.3. Let ¢ be a continuous function on Gg. Assume v is K-finite on the right
and invariant under Ng on the left. Then @ belongs to B if and only if the space

el feXHr}

1s finite-dimensional for every elementary idempotent in Hp.
We have first to show that if ¢ belongs to B

&) el feXHr}

is finite-dimensional. Certainly ¢ belongs to some B(S,M). Both B and B(S, M) are
invariant under right translations by elements of . Thus we have only to show that the
range of p(§) as an operator on B(S, M) is finite-dimensional. This is tantamount to showing
that any irreducible representation of K occurs with finite multiplicity in the representation
of B(S, M).

Let o be such a representation and let V' be the space of continuous functions on K
which transform according to ¢ under right translations. V is finite-dimensional. If f is in
B(S, M) we may write

041

flag) |~

Z plan) v(az) (log | [)™) (log az])® fumnu.(9)

The restriction of fy, ., to K lies in V. Call this restriction fmm,u,u' Moreover f is
determined by its restriction to ApK. Thus

f_> Z @fm,n,u,u

(n,v)€S
m+n<M

is an injection of the space of functions under consideration into the direct sum of a finite
number of copies of V.

The converse is more complicated. Suppose ¢ is K-finite on the right, invariant under
Npr on the left, and the space

p(Ef) e | f € Hp}
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is finite-dimensional for every elementary idempotent {. Choose £ so that p(§)p = ¢. There
is actually a function f in £Hp& such that p(f)p = ¢. If F' is non-archimedean ¢ is itself a
function so this is clear. If F'is archimedean we observe that if f; is an approximation to
the o-function then p(fi)p is close to ¢. Then if f| = £ % f; % £ the function f] is in EHpé
and p(f])e is also close to ¢. The existence of f then follows from the fact that p(§HpE)e
is finite-dimensional. This argument was used before in Paragraph 5.

Take F' to be archimedean. Then ¢ must be an infinitely differentiable function on Gp.
Let 3 be the centre of the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of Gp. If Z is in
3 then

p(Z)e = p(Z) p(f)e = p(Z x f)e
and Zx* f is still in EH €. Thus @ is also 3-finite. For the rest of the proof in the archimedean
case we refer to Chapter I of [11].
Now take F' non-archimedean. We may replace £ by any elementary idempotent &’ for
which £’¢ = €. In particular if we choose n to be a sufficiently large positive integer and let
K’ be the elements of K which are congruent to the identity modulo p™ we may take

E=> &

where the sum is over all elementary idempotents corresponding to irreducible representa-
tions of K whose kernel contains K’. Notice that n is at least 1. Then ¢H g€ is the space of
functions on Gy which are constant on double cosets of K.

Let V' be the space spanned by the functions p(k)y with k in K. It is finite-dimensional
and all the functions in V satisfy the same conditions as ¢. Let ¢;, 1 < i < p, be a basis of
V. If k belongs to K we may write

w@@z}j%@%@)

and ¢ is determined by the functions 6; and the restrictions of the functions ¢; to Ar. To
show that ¢ is Ap-finite on the left we have merely to show that the restriction of each ¢;
to Ap is finite. We may as well just show that the restriction of ¢ to Ap is finite.

Suppose [ is in EHpE and p(f)e = . If a is in Zp then

Ma)p = pla™")p = p(Ga—1 * [

if 6,1 is the d-function at a=!. Since §,-1 * f is still in EHpE the function ¢ is certainly

Zp-finite and so is its restriction @ to Ap. If @ and § are units and o« = f = 1 (mod p")

(6 D)o

Thus the translates of @ by the elements of Ay N K span a finite-dimensional space and if
is a generator of p we have only to show that the translates of ¢ by the group

(3 9 ber

span a finite-dimensional space. Suppose the span W of

(G )elr=eg



142 2. LOCAL THEORY

{5 9)

maps W into itself and annihilates no vector but zero so that it has an inverse on W which

o (1)

Thus W is invariant under H and ¢ is finite.
To show that W is finite-dimensional we show that if

(=P 0
“={ o0 1

with p > 0 there is a function f, in ¢H g€ such that

Ma)p=¢'
if ¢ = p(fa)p. There is an f in EHp such that

plg) = /G w(gh) f(h) dh
for all g in Gp. Thus if b belongs to Ap F
\@) 60) = () = [ plba™h) 1) dn
If fi(h) = f(ah) the integral is equal to F

/G o(bh) fi(h) dh

If f; were in £Hp€ we would be done. Unfortunately this may not be so. However
fi(hk) = fi(h) if k belongs to K'. If

is finite-dimensional. Then

then

Thus fi(kh) = fi(h)ifa=d=1 (mod p"), ¥ =0 (mod p"), and S =0 (mod p"*P). Set

o= [ (7)) e

where the Haar measure is so chosen that the measure of the underlying space p"/p"™*? is 1.
Since ¢(bnh) = ¢(bh) for all n in Np

Aa) @(b) = /G o(bh) fulh) dh

We show that f5 lies in EHpE.
Certainly fo(hk) = fo(h) if k is in K’. Moreover, because of its construction, fo(kh) =

fa(h) if
)
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withaa =40 =1 (mod p™) and =0 (mod p™). Since every element of K’ is a product

St

where both terms lie in K’ we have only to show that f5 is invariant under the first factor.
If

with v =0 (mod p"™) and

(v 0 N (s O
=00 0) (2

ot =4 75)

fi(k(z)g) = filg).
Thus fo(kg) which is given by

1 =z
kh | d
Jot (o 1)) o
for? (o 7))
pr/pnte 0 1

is a one-to-one map of the finite set p™/p™*? onto itself it is measure

then

Moreover if z is in Op

is equal to

€T
142y
preserving and the above integral is equal to fy(h).

Analyzing the above proof one sees that in the non-archimedean case the left translates
of ¢ are contained in the space X obtained by restricting the functions in p(§HgE)p to Ap.
Thus if Y is the space of the functions on K /K’ the left translates of ¢ by elements of Ap
are contained in the space of functions on Np\Gp of the form

¢(ak) = bi(k) wila)

Since the map r —

with 6; in Y and ¢; in X.

In the archimedean case Y is the space of continuous functions # on K for which 0 % & =
Ex0 = 0. It is again finite-dimensional. X is defined in the same way. In this case there
are a finite number of invariant differential operators D,---, D, on Ar such that the left
translates of ¢ by elements of Ag are contained in the space of functions Ng\Gp of the form

@'(ak) =Y bi(k) wila)

with 6; in Y and ¢; in 22:1 D;X.

There is a corollary of these observations. Let Fi,--- | F), be a finite collection of local
fields. Let G; = Gp,, N; = Np, A; = Ap,, and let K; be the standard maximal compact
subgroup of G;. Weset G =[], G;, N =[], N; and so on. If H; = Hp, we let H = @, H;.
Then H may be regarded as an algebra of measures on G.
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Corollary 8.4. Let ¢ be a continuous function on N\G which is K-finite on the right. If
for every elementary idempotent & in H the space

{p(&f)e | [ eH}
s finite-dimensional ¢ is A-finite on the left.

If ¢ satisfies the conditions of the lemma so does any left translate by an element of
A. Thus we need only show that ¢ is A;-finite on the left for each 7. If ¢ is in G we write
g = (9i, g;) where g; is in G; and g; is in G; = [1;4 G;- We may suppose that there is a ¢’
of the form ¢ = ®;£, where £ is an elementary idempotent of H; such that p(¢')¢ = . By
means of the imbedding f — f ® [] i £ the algebra H; becomes a subalgebra of H. The
left translates of ¢ by A; all lie in the space of functions of the form

azkugl ZH QOJ alagl)

where the 6; lie in a certain finite-dimensional space determined by £ and the ¢, lie in the

space obtained by restricting the functions in p(&3H;)p to A; X @Z or, in the archimedean
case, the space obtained from this space by applying certain invariant differential operators.
Here ¢&; is a certain elementary idempotent which may be different from &;.

With the odds taken care of we come to the ends.

Proposition 8.5. Let B(u,v,00) = Uy B, v, M). If an irreducible admissible repre-
sentation m of Hp is a constituent of the representation p(u,v,00) on B(u,v,00) it is a
constituent of p(u,v).

There are two invariant subspaces V; and V5 of B(u, v, 00) such that V; contains V, and
7 is equivalent to the representation on Hp on Vi /V;. Choose M so that Vi N B(u, v, M) is
not contained in V5. Since 7 is irreducible

Vi=Vot (VinB(u,v, M))
and
VifVe = {Va+ (Vi B(p,v, M))}/Va
is isomorphic as an Hp module to
Vi B(p, v, M)/ Vo VB, v, M)

so that we may as well suppose that V; is contained in B(u, v, M).
Given m we choose M as small as possible. If M = 0 there is nothing to prove so assume
M is positive. If ¢ is in B(u, v, M) we can express

(5 a)s)

plan) viaz) Y (loglaa|)™ (log aal)" @umn(9)

m4n<M

(5 ) 2)s)

as
(651

(%)

We can express
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in two ways because the second factor can be absorbed into the first or the third. One way
we obtain

a1

&%)

1/QM(al)u(ozz) > (loglan])™(log|aa])" mn (<% ﬁOQ) 9)

m+n<M

and the other way we obtain

1/2
Z:gi (o Br) v(aaBs) Z (log |ay| +1og |B1])™ (log |az| 4 1og | B2])" @mm(g)-

m~4n<M

On comparing coefficients we see that if m +n = M

B 0 | B 12

M(Bl) V(ﬁ2> Som,n(g)
so that ¢, , is in B(u, v). Consider the map

p— P emn

m-—+n=M

@ B, v).

m+n=M
Its kernel is Vi N B(p, v, M —1). Since Vo + (V1 N B(u, v, M — 1)) cannot be V; the image of
V5 is not the same as the image of V;. Since the map clearly commutes with the action of
Hr the representation 7 is a constituent of @, ,,_, p(1, V).
Proposition 8.5 is now a consequence of the following simple lemma.

of Vj into

Lemma 8.6. Suppose 7 is an irreducible representation of an algebra H. Suppose p is a rep-
resentation of H of which 7 is a constituent and that p is the direct sum of the representations
Pr, A € A. Then m is a constituent of at least one of the py.

Let py) act on X and let p act on X the direct sum of X,. Suppose that Y; and Y5 are
invariant subspaces of X and that the representation on the quotient Y7 /Y5 is equivalent to
7. There is a finite subset Ay of A such that

YiN (Z X,)
XEAQ
is not contained in Y>. We may as well replace Y; by Y; N (Z)\GAO X)) and Y, by Y5 N
(2_xen, X1) and suppose that A is finite. If A = {A1, -+, A, } we have only to show that 7 is
a constituent of py, or of py, @ - -+ ® py, for we can then use induction. Thus we may as well
take p = 2. If the projections of Y; and Y5 on X, are not equal we can replace Y; and Y, by
these projections to see that 7 is a constituent of py,. If they are equal Y7 = Y5 + (Y1 N X))
and we can replace Y7 and Y5 by Y1 N X, and Y5 N X, to see that 7 is a constituent of p,,.
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CHAPTER 3

Global Theory

89. The global Hecke algebra

Let F be a global field, that is, an algebraic number field of finite degree over the rationals
or a function field in one variable over a finite field. A will be the adéle ring of F. Before
studying the representations of GL(2, A) or, more precisely, the representations of a suitable
group algebra of GL(2, A) we introduce some simple algebraic notions.

Let {V) | A € A} be a family of complex vector spaces. Suppose that for all but a finite
number of A\ we are given a non-zero vector ey in Vy. Let V? be the set of all z = [[,zxin
L, Vi such that ) = e, for all but a finite number of X\. Let C' be the free vector space with
complex coefficients over VY and let D be the subspace generated by vectors of the form

{(aYu—i—qu) X Hx)\} —a{yu X Hx,\} —b{z# X Hx,\}
AEp AFp AFp

a and b belong to C and u is any element of A. The quotient of C' by D is called the tensor
product of the V) with respect to the family e, and is written

V = ®c, Vi
or simply ®V). It has an obvious universal property which characterizes it up to isomorphism.
The image of [[zy in V is written ®z,.
If A" is a subset of A with finite complement we may form the ordinary tensor product
@xrea—aV
and we may form
@xenr Vi
with respect to the family e). Then ®)cx V) is canonically isomorphic to
{ @ren-n } @ { @ren Vi }
If S is a finite subset of A let
Vs = ®xesVi

If S is so large that e is defined for A not in S let ¢g be the map of Vg into V' which sends
PnresTx t0 {@resta} @ {®@xgser}. If S’ contains S there is a unique map ¢g g of Vg into Ve

which makes
¥s,s’ ,
Vo ———— V¢
‘Px %gl
Vv

commutative. If we use these maps to form the inductive limit of the spaces Vs we obtain a
space which the layman is unable to distinguish from V.

147
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Suppose that for every \ we are given a linear map B, of V) into itself. If By e, = e, for
all but a finite number of A there is exactly one linear transformation B of ®V) such that

B :Q®x), = B, 1)

B is denoted by ®B,.
For example if Ay, A € A is a family of associative algebras, which may or may not have
a unit, and if, for almost all A, £, is a given idempotent of A, one may turn

A= ®E>\A)\
into an algebra in such a way that
(@CL}J(@Z))\) = ®(CL)\ b)\)

Let V), A € A, be an A, module. If for almost all A a vector e, such that & e, = e, is
given we may turn V = ®,, V) into an A = ®¢, A\ module in such a way that

(®ay)(®z)) = ®@(arzy)

Suppose the family {e,} is replaced by a family {e)} but that, for all but a finite number of
A, €\ = ay ey where a, is a non-zero scalar. Suppose for example that e}, = a, ey if A is not
in the finite set S. There is a unique map of ®., Vj to Qe V\ which sends

{ ®res 37)\} ® { Xags -I,\}
to
{ @res 2r} @ { @rgs anza}
It is invertible and commutes with the action of A. Moreover apart from a scalar factor it is
independent of S.

Now suppose F' is a global field. A place of F' is an equivalence class of injections, with
dense image, of F' into a local field. If A\; takes F' into F; and A\, takes F into F5 they are
equivalent if there is a topological isomorphism ¢ of F; with F, such that Ay = ¢ o A\;. The
symbol for a place will be v. If v contains the imbedding A; and a belongs to F' we set
lal, = |A1(a)|. To be definite we let F, be the completion of F' with respect to the absolute
value a — |al,. Where v is archimedean or non-archimedean according to the nature of F,.
Non-archimedean places will sometimes be denoted by p.

If Gp = GL(2, F) we set

G, =Gr, = GL(2, F,).

The group K, will be the standard maximal compact subgroup of G,. then G, = GL(2, A)
is the restricted direct product of the groups G, with respect to the subgroups K,.
If v is non-archimedean we set O, = Op, and U, = Up,. O, is the ring of integers of
F, and U, is the group of units of O,. Suppose M’ is a quaternion algebra over F. Let
M), = Mp = M' ®p F,. For almost all v the algebra M, is split, that is, there is an
isomorphism
0,: M, — M(2, F,)

where M (2, F,) is the algebra of 2 x 2 matrices over F,. For every place v at which M/ is
split we want to fix such an isomorphism 6,. Let B be a basis of M over F' and let L, be
the O, module generated in M, by B. We may and do choose 6, so that for almost all v

0,(Ly) = M(2,0,).
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If B’ is another basis and {#,} a family of isomorphisms associated to B’ then for every
place v at which M splits there is a g, in GL(2, F,,) such that

0,0, 'a=g,ag,"

for all a in M (2, F,)). Moreover g, belongs to K, for all but a finite number of v.
Suppose the family of isomorphisms 6, has been chosen. If M/ is split we define a maximal
compact subgroup K of G/, the group of invertible elements of M, by the condition

0,(K,) = K,.

If M is not split we set
K, ={x e M ||v(zx)], =1},

This group is compact. In any case K, is defined for all v. Since many of the constructions
to be made depend on the family K, which in turn depends on the family of 6, it is very
unfortunate that the family of 6, is not unique. We should really check at every stage of the
discussion that the constructions are, apart from some kind of equivalence, independent of
the initial choice of 8,. We prefer to pretend that the difficulty does not exist. As a matter
of fact for anyone lucky enough not to have been indoctrinated in the functorial point of
view it doesn’t. We do however remark that any two choices of the family of K lead to
the same result for almost all v. The adelic group G’ is the restricted direct product of the
groups G, with respect to the subgroups K.

We have now to introduce the Hecke algebras H and H' of G and G. Let J, be
Hp,. If M is split G, isomorphic, by means of §,, to G, and we let H be the algebra of
measures on G corresponding to H,. Suppose M, is not split. If v is non-archimedean
is the algebra of measures defined by the locally constant compactly supported functions on
G!. If v is archimedean H! will be the sum of two subspaces, the space of measures defined
by infinitely differentiable compactly supported functions on G’ which are K-finite on both
sides and the space of measures on K/ defined by the matrix coefficients of finite-dimensional
representations of K.

Let €, and €/ be the normalized Haar measures on K, and K. The measure ¢, is an
elementary idempotent of H, and €/ is an elementary idempotent of H/. We set

H=®.,H,
and
J_C/ —= ®5; J’C{U
If S is the finite set of places at which M/ does not split we may write
H= { Ques J{U} ® { ®’U¢S j_cv} = :H:s ®j:cs
and ~
H ={ ®ues H,} @ { @ugs H},} = H, @ H,
By construction, if M, is split, 3, and H are isomorphic in such a way that ¢, and €/
correspond. Using these isomorphism we may construct an isomorphism of H, and HY. We

may also write
Gu={][G.} x{][G.} =GsxGs

veES vgS

I CARRE I AR A

veS vgS

and
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The second factor is in both cases a restricted direct product. There is an isomorphism

6 : @g — G, defined by
0(1[ ) =] 09,
vgS vgS

We will interpret UA{S and ﬂfffg as algebras of measures on G s and @g and then the isomorphism
between them will be that associated to 6.

We can also interpret the elements of H and H’ as measures on G and G. For example
any element of H is a linear combination of elements of the form f = ®, f,. Let T be a finite
set of places and suppose that f, = e, for v not in T". If 7" contains T', on the group

Gaery ={ ] Go} x { ] 5.}

veT” T’

we can introduce the product of the measures f,. Since GG is the union of these groups and
the measures on them are consistent we can put the measures together to form a measure
f on Gy. If each f, is the measure associated to a function then f is also. Such measures
form a subalgebra H; and .

The notion of an elementary idempotent of H or H’ is defined in the obvious way. If
¢ is an elementary idempotent of JH there is another elementary idempotent &; of the form
& = ®,&, where &, is an elementary idempotent of H, and &, = ¢, for almost all v so that
GE=¢&

We shall now discuss the representations of . A representation m of H on the vector
space V over C will be called admissible if the following conditions are satisfied

(i) Every w in V is a linear combination of the form > 7(f;) w; with f; in H;.
(ii) If € is an elementary idempotent the range of 7(§) is finite-dimensional.
(iii) Let vy be an archimedean place. Suppose that for each v an elementary idempotent &,
is given and that &, = ¢, for almost all v. Let £ = ®,&,. If w is in V the map

Foo = 7 (for @ { Buy &} )0

of &, Hyy&w, into the finite-dimensional space 7(£)V is continuous.

Suppose that an admissible representation m, of Hy on V, is given for each v. Assume
that for almost all v the range of m,(¢,) is not zero. Assume also that the range of m,(g,)
has dimension one when it is not zero. As we saw in the first chapter this supplementary
condition is satisfied if the representations 7, are irreducible. Choosing for almost all v a
vector e, such that 7,(¢,) e, = e, we may form V' = ®. V,. Let m be the representation ®,m,
on V. Because of the supplementary condition it is, apart from equivalence, independent of
the choice of the e,.

The representations 7 will be admissible. To see this observe first of all that condition (i)
has only to be verified for vectors of the form w = ®,w,. Suppose w, = e, when v is not
in the finite set 7" which we suppose contains all archimedean places. If v is not in T let
fo = €, so that w, = w(f,) w,. If visin T let

Wy = Zwv(f;) wi‘
Then
w = { Qver Zﬂv(ﬁ) w;} ® { Ruvgr T(fv) wv}'
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Expanding the right hand side we obtain the desired relation. The second condition has only
to be verified for elementary idempotents of the form ¢ = ®,£,. Then

)V = @n(&) Vs

Since 7(&,)V, is finite-dimensional for all v and 7(&,)V, = m(e,)V,, which has dimension
one, for almost all v the right side is finite-dimensional. The last condition results from the
admissibility of 7.

Certainly 7 cannot be irreducible unless each m, is. Suppose however that each , is
irreducible. If &, is an elementary idempotent of 3, and if 7, (£,) # 0 we have a representation
e, of & H, &, on m,(&,) V. Since it is irreducible 7, determines a surjective map

T, - gfu g{v gv — L(fv)

if L(&,) is the ring of linear transformations of V' (§,) = m,(§,)V,. To show that 7 is irreducible
we have only to show that for every elementary idempotent of the form ¢ = ®,&, the
representation of EHE on V(€) = w(§)V is irreducible. Suppose that &, = ¢, if v is not in 7.
Then

V(é) = ®vV(£v)

is isomorphic to ®,erV (§,). The full ring of linear transformations of this space is
®UGTL (gv)

and therefore the full ring of linear transformations of V'(¢) is

{ ®’UET L(gv)} ® { ®U€T 771)(51))}'
This is the image under 7 of

{ ®v€T gv J—Cv gv} ® { ®U¢T 51}}

which is contained in £H¢.
An admissible representation equivalent to one constructed by tensor products is said to
be factorizable.

Proposition 9.1. Every irreducible admissible representation of H is factorizable. The
factors are unique up to equivalence.

Suppose 7 is such a representation. Let I be the set of elementary idempotents of the
form £ = ®¢, for which 7(§) is not 0. [ is certainly not empty. Let V(§) = n()V if V
is the space on which 7 acts. If £ and & are elementary idempotents we write £ < & if
¢ = ¢ Then & will also equal €. If £ = ®¢, and ¢ = ®E) then £ < ¢ if and only if
& & =& ¢ =& forall v, If &€ < ¢ and € belongs to I so does £. Moreover {HE is a
subalgebra of &'H¢'. Let 1(&', &) be the corresponding injection and let L(¢) and L(¢') be the
spaces of linear transformations of V' (§) and V(). There is exactly one map

p(&,€) : L&) — L(£)
which makes
ede "5 g6

w{ lﬂg,

L(€) 29 1

commutative.
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There is a map of §,H,&, into EHE which sends f, to f, ® {®yx,€w}. Composing this
map with 7¢ we obtain a map ¢ of §,3(,§, onto a subalgebra L, (&) of L(§). L(§) and L,(§)
have the same unit, namely m¢(§). If v # w the elements of L,({) commute with those of
L,(&). If we form the tensor product of the algebras L,(§) with respect to the family of
units there is a map from ®,L,(§) to L(£) which sends ®,A, to [, A,. Moreover we may
identify ®,, £,JH,&, and EHE. Since the diagram

®v€vj{v€v — 5%6

®v7ré’ ¢

Do Lo(€) 25 L(g)

is commutative the bottom arrow is surjective.

Lemma 9.1.1. The algebras L,(§) are simple and the map ®,L,(§) — L(§) is an isomor-
phism.

To show that L,(&) is simple we need only show that the faithful L,(£)-module V()
is spanned by a family of equivalent irreducible submodules. Let M be any irreducible
submodule. Then the family {7T'M} where T runs over the image of 1, ® {®q£, Ly, (£)} spans
V(€) and each T'M is 0 or equivalent to M because T' commutes with the elements of L, (§).
The element 1, is the unit of L,(§). We have only to show that ®,L,(§) — L(§). Since
®y Ly (€) is the inductive limit of ®,e7L,(§), where T is a finite set, we have only to show that
the map is injective on these subalgebras. As they are tensor products of simple algebras
they are simple and the map is certainly injective on them.

If £ < ¢ there is a commutative diagram

@0 E30,6 ~ @, € a0,¢!

| |

@y Lu(€) &0 Lu(€)
L(e) —2— L(g)

Moreover if ¢,(£',€) is the imbedding of &,H,&, into & H,&, then (£, €) = ®yt,(€,€). We
want to verify that a horizontal arrow ®,¢,(¢’,€) can be inserted in the middle without
destroying the commutativity. To do this we have only to show that if f, is in §,H,&, and
therefore in 30, then 7¢(f,) = 0 if and only if 7 (f,) = 0. Let U = w{(f,) and let
T = Wé},(fv). If

E e 7T£/ <§; ® { ®w7§v fw})
then

TE = 7T£/ (f’v X { ®w7§v fw}>

is determined by its restriction to V(£) and that restriction is U.
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It is clear that if S is a sufficiently large finite set the map ®yesly, (&) — L(£') is an
isomorphism. We suppose that S contains v. E belongs to the image M of 1, @{®qyx, L (&)}
Since M is simple and F is not 0 there are A;, B; 1 < i < r in M such that

i=1

Thus
T = Z TAEB; = Z A, TEB,

and T'= 0 if and only if U = 0.

Since the necessary compatibility conditions are satisfied we can take inductive limits,
over I, to the left and right. The inductive limit of the {H¢ is H and that of the £,H, &,
is H,. Let L, be that of L,(§) and L that of L(£). There is a map n : H, — L, and, for
almost all v, 7¥(e,) = p, is not zero. We have a commutative diagram

QH, —— H

]

®QypLy —— L

in which the rows are isomorphisms. Moreover L acts faithfully on V' and the representation
of H on V can be factored through L.

If A is an algebra with a minimal left ideal J then any faithful irreducible representation
of A on a vector space X is equivalent to the representation on J. In fact we can choose xg
in X so that Jxzg # 0. The map j — jxo of J to X gives the equivalence. Thus to prove
that 7 is factorizable it will be enough to show that L has a minimal left ideal, that the
representation of L on this minimal left ideal is a tensor product of representations o, of L,,
and that o, o 7" is admissible.

Suppose A is a simple algebra and .J is a left ideal in A. If @ in A is not 0 and aJ = 0
then Aa AJ = AJ = 0. If J is not 0 this is impossible. Suppose e is an idempotent of A
and A; = eAe. Let J; be a minimal left ideal of A; and let J = AJ;. If J were not minimal
it would properly contain a non-zero ideal J’. Moreover J' N A; would have to be 0. Since
Je = J we must have eJ = eJe = 0. Since this is a contradiction J is minimal. Suppose
for example that A is the union of a family {A,} of matrix algebras. Suppose that for each
A there is an idempotent ey in A such that Ay = e)Ae, and that given A\; and Ay there is
a Az such that A,, contains A,, and A,,. Then A is certainly simple and, by the preceding
discussion, contains a minimal left ideal.

The algebras L and L, satisfy these conditions. In fact, speaking a little loosely, L is
the union of the L(§) and L, is the union of L,(§). Choose £ so that V(£) # 0 and let J,
be a minimal left ideal in L,(£). Since L,(&) is one-dimensional for almost all v the ideal
Jy = Ly(€) for almost all v. Thus J = ®J, exists and is a minimal left ideal of L(). Thus
LJ = ®L,J,. LJis a minimal left ideal of L and L,J, is a minimal left ideal of L,. The
representation of L on LJ is clearly the tensor product of the representations o, of L, on
L, J,.

Thus 7 is equivalent to the tensor product of the representations w, = o, o #¥. The
representations m, are irreducible. Since it is easily seen that a tensor product ®m, is
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admissible only if each factor is admissible we may regard the first assertion of the proposition
as proved.

If 7 is an admissible representation of H on V and v is a place we may also introduce
a representation of J(, on V' which we still call 7. If v is in V' we choose £ = ®,,&, so that
m(&)u = w. Then if f belongs to H, we set

w(fyu = (60 { Dup €} )u

The second part of the proposition is a consequence of the following lemma whose proof is
immediate.

Lemma 9.1.2. Suppose m = ®,,m,. Then the representation © of H, is the direct sum of
representations equivalent to m,.

Let S, be the set of archimedean primes. One can also associate to an admissible rep-
resentation m of H on V a representation of @Sa, the group formed by the elements of G4
whose components at every archimedean place are 1, on V. If v is archimedean one can
associate to m a representation of 2, the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra
of G,, on V. Finally m determines a representation of the group Z, of scalar matrices in
GL(2,A). If 7 is irreducible there is a quasi-character n of I the group of ideles such that

(5 ) =i

forall @ in I. If w, is associated to n, and 7 = ®,m, then 7 is associated to the quasi-character
71 defined by

n(a) = [ [ no(aw).

One may define the contragredient of m and the tensor product of m with a quasi-character
of I. All the expected formal relations hold. In particular 7 is equivalent to n~! ®@ 7 if 7 is
irreducible.

The above discussion applies, mutatis mutandis, to the algebra H’. The next proposition,
which brings us a step closer to the theory of automorphic forms, applies to H alone.

Proposition 9.2. Let 1 = ®m, be an irreducible admissible representation of H. Suppose
that m, is infinite-dimensional for all v. Let v be a non-trivial character AJ/F. There is
exactly one space W (mw, ) of continuous functions on G, with the following properties:

(1) If W is in W (m, 1) then for all g in G and all z in A

w((5 7)) =v@wio)

(1) The space W(m, ) is invariant under the operators p(f), f € H, and transforms
according to the representation © of H. In particular it is irreducible under the action
of H.

(i1i) If F is a number field and v an archimedean place then for each W in W (rw, 1) there
15 a real number N such that

R

as a — oo in F.
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In the last assertion F, is regarded as a subgroup of I. F, is a subgroup of A and
the restriction 1, of 1 to F, is non-trivial. Thus for each place v the space W (m,,1,) is
defined and we may suppose that 7w, acts on it. Moreover for almost all v the largest ideal
of F, on which v, if trivial is O, and m, contains the trivial representation of K,. Thus by
Proposition 3.5 there is a unique function ¢¥ in W (m,,,) such that ©%(g, k,) = ©°(g,) for
all k, in K, and ¢%(I) = 1. Then ©°(k,) = 1 for all k, in K,. The representation 7 acts on

®¢8W(7rm wv)

If g is in G4 and ®¢p, belongs to this space then ¢,(g,) = 1 for almost all v so that we can
define a function ¢ on G, by
= H Pu (gv)'

The map ®¢, — ¢ extends to a map of @W (m,,,) into a space W (m, ) of functions on
Ga. W(m, 1) certainly has the required properties. We have to show that it is characterized
by these properties.

Suppose 91 is another space with these properties. There is an isomorphism 7T of
QW (my,1,) and 9 which commutes with the action of H. All we have to do is show
that there is a constant ¢ such that if ¢ = ®¢, then

9) = c] ] evlon)-

Let S be a finite set of places and let
Ws = QuesW (1, ¥y)
and
Wy = RugsW (Ty, ).
Then
QW (my, 1) = W © W.
We first show that if S is given there is a function cg on @s X /WS such that if

f=T({®wes v} @)

with ¢ in /WS then
f(gh) = cs(h, ) [ #u(90)
veS
if g isin Gg and h is in @5.
Suppose that S consists of the single place v. If ¢ belongs to Wgs and h belongs to Gg
associate to every function ¢, in W(m,,,) the function

@;(gv) = f(gvh)

on G,. The function f is T'(¢, ® ). By construction, if ¢, is replaced by p(f,)¢, with f,
in H, the function ¢/ is replaced by p(f,)¢,. Moreover if x is in F,

(6 7) o) =l eitan

Since any conditions on rates of growth can easily be verified we see that the functions ¢/
are either all zero or they fill up the space W(m,,1,). In both cases the map ¢, — ¢} is a
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map of W (m,,,) into itself which commutes with the action of H, and therefore consists
merely of multiplication by a scalar cg(h, ¢).
Now suppose that S’ is obtained by adjoining the place w to S and that our assertion is

true for S. Take A in G5/ and ¢ in st If

f = T({ Qyes’ 5011} ® @)
then, for g in Gg, and g, in Gy,
F(g guh) = cs(guh, ow @ @) [ ] u(g0).
veS

The argument used before shows that for a given h and ¢ the function

Guw — CS(gwhv Puw & 90>

is a multiple cg(h, ) of @,
To prove the existence of ¢ we observe first that if S i is the disjoint union of S; and S,
we may write any hy in Gs, as h1 = h[],cg, ho With h in Gg. Suppose @1 = {®ues, o} ® ¢

with ¢ in /WS is in ng. Then
(9.2.1) cs,(h1, 1) = { [ @o(ho)} cs(h, )
vES2

because the right hand side has all the properties demanded of the left. If S} is large enough
that ¢? exists for v not in Sy then, by its definition, cg, (h, ®,gs,¢?) has a constant value

c(S1) on

1%

v€S1
The formula (9.2.1) shows that ¢(S) = ¢(S51) if S contains S;. We take ¢ to be the common
value of these constants. Given ¢ = ® ¢, and g = [] g, we choose S so that ¢, = ¢ and

gv € K, for v not in S. Then
= C( H v, ®v€5’§0v) H (;Dv(gv)
vgS veS

=c][eu(90)-

We observed that if 7, is finite-dimensional the space W (m,,,) cannot exist if v is non-
archimedean or real. Although we neglected to mention it, the argument used for the real
field also shows that W (m,,1,) cannot exist if v is complex. The proof of Proposition 9.2
can therefore be used, with minor changes, to verify the next proposition.

Proposition 9.3. If 7 = ®m, is given and if one of the representations m, is finite-
dimensional there can exist no space W (m, 1) satisfying the first two conditions of the previ-
ous proposition.

An admissible representation 7 of J{ on the space V' is said to be unitary if there is a
positive definite hermitian form (v, ve) on V such that, if f*(g) = f(g7),

(W(f)vlﬂh) = (711,7T(f*)02)
for all f in K.
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Lemma 9.4. If w is unitary and admissible then V' is the direct sum of mutually orthogonal
mwvariant irreducible subspaces.

The direct sum of the lemma is to be taken in the algebraic sense. We first verify that if
V} is an invariant subspace and V5 is its orthogonal complement then V' = V; & V5. Certainly
ViNnVy, =0. Let £ be an elementary idempotent and let V' (§), V1(§), Va(§) be the ranges
of (&) in V, V4, and Va. let ViH(€) be the range of 1 — m(€) acting on V;. Then V(£) and
V(&) are orthogonal and
Vi =Vi(§) @ Vi (€).
Thus V5(§) is just the orthogonal complement of Vi(§) in V(). Since V(&) is finite-
dimensional
V(&) = Vi(§) @ Va(8).
Since every element of V' is contained in some V(£) we have V = V] + V5.
To complete the proof we shall use the following lemma.

Lemma 9.4.1. If 7 is a unitary admissible representation of H on the space V' then V
contains a minimal non-zero invariant subspace.

Choose an idempotent £ so that V(£) = w(§)V # 0. Since V() is finite-dimensional
amongst all the non-zero subspaces of it obtained by intersecting it with an invariant subspace
of V' there is a minimal one N. Let M be the intersection of all invariant subspaces containing
N. If M is not irreducible it is the direct sum of two orthogonal invariant subspaces M; and
Ms. Then

N = MOV(E) = (&) M = (&) My & m(¢) My
The right side is
{MnV(©)} & {MNV(E) ]
so that one of M; NV () and My NV (§) is N. Then M; or M, contains M. This is a
contradiction.

Let A be the set consisting of families of mutually orthogonal invariant, and irreducible
subspaces of V. Each member of the family is to be non-zero. Let {V,} be a maximal family.
Then V = @, V). If not let V; = @,V,. The orthogonal complement of V; would be different
from zero and therefore would contain a minimal non-zero invariant subspace which when
added to the family {V)} would make it larger.

If T is a finite set of places most of the results of this paragraph are valid for representa-
tions 7 of Hy. For example 7 is factorizable and W (m, 1)) exists as a space of functions on

Gr.
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§10. Automorphic Forms

In this paragraph F' is still a global field. We shall begin by recalling a simple result from
reduction theory. If v is a place of A and a is in A then |a|, is the absolute value of a, the
vth component of a. If a is in [

jal =TT lal.

Lemma 10.1. There is a constant co such that if g belongs to G there is a v in Gg for
which

[T max{lcl., 1d].} < col det g2

_(a b
T9=\¢ 4

If Fis a number field let Or be the ring of integers in F' and if F' is a function field
take any transcendental element x of F' over which F' is separable and let O be the integral
closure in F' of the ring generated by 1 and x. A place v will be called finite if |a|, < 1 for
all @ in Op; otherwise it will be called infinite. If S is a finite set of places which contains
all the infinite places let

A(S)={a€A|la, <1ifv ¢S}
I(S)={acl]||al,=1ifv ¢ S}
Then A = F + A(S) and if S is sufficiently large I = F*I(S). We first verify that if
I = F*I(S) then
Gy = GrGus)

where Gy (s) = GL (2, A(S)). If v is not in S then v is non-archimedean and we can speak of
ideals of F,. Any element of G, may be written as a product

= () ()

in which the second factor belongs to
K=]]K

and therefore to Gys). It will be sufficient to show that the first factor is in Gp Gys). If
a = ajag and v = 172 with oy and 47 in F'* and ay and s in 1(5)

G- 96 )6

The first factor is in Gp and the third in Gyg). Since %72 belongs to F'+ A(S) the second
factor is in G Ga(s) and the assertion follows.

There is certainly a w in Op such that |u|, < 1 at all finite places in S. Enlarging S if
necessary we may assume that a finite place v belongs to S if and only if |u|, < 1. Then

FNA(S) = = r € Op, meZLi.
um
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We identify the prime ideals of Op with the places corresponding to them. By the theory of
rings of quotients the proper ideals of F'N A(S) are the ideals of the form

(FNAWS) []em
peSs
Since I = F*I(S) every such ideal is principal. Thus F' N A(S) is a principal ideal domain.
To prove the lemma we show that there is a constant ¢y such that if g belongs to Gs)
there is a v in G pna(s) such that

Hmax{|c|v, ld|,} < col det g|é

veES
_(a b
TI9=\¢ al-
Fix a Haar measure on the additive group A(S). This determines a measure on A(S) &
A(S). The group L = (FNA(S)) ® (F NA(S)) is a discrete subgroup of A(S) ® A(S) and
the quotient A(S) @ A(S)/L is compact and has finite measure ¢;. If g belongs to Gy (s) the

lattice Lg is also discrete and the quotient A(S) & A(S)/Lg has measure ¢ | det g|.
Suppose (m,n) = (u,v)g belongs to Lg. If a # 0 belongs to F'N A(S) then

[ mesc{lamlo,lanl,} = ([T lal) ([T mac{lelo, ], }).

if

ves veS veS
Since
1= [Tlal = (TTlal) (TT lal.)
v veS v¢S

the product [, ¢ |al, is at least 1 and

[ [ max{lamlo, lan|,} > ] max{|ml., n],}.

vES veES

Let R be a positive number and consider the set

E= {(m,n) €Lg

[ [ max{lml., Inl.} < R} :

vES

The previous inequality shows that if £ contains a non-zero element of Lg it contains one
(m,n) = (u,v)g for which p and v are relatively prime. Then we may choose £ and A in

FNA(S) so that kv — Ap = 1. If
(kA
=1,

_fa b
9=\ ¢ 4

[ [ max{lcl, ldl.} < R.

vES

then 7 belongs to Gr N A(S) and if

then ¢ = m and d = n so that
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To prove the lemma we have to show that there is a constant ¢y such that if g is in G g)

and R = co|det g|2 the set E is not reduced to {0}. We will show in fact that there is a
constant cp such that for all g there is a non-zero vector (m,n) in Lg with

1
2s

sup max{|ml,, [nl,} < czf det g
veS

if s is the number of elements in S. There is certainly a positive constant c3 such that the
measure of

{(m,n) € A(S) ® A(S) | sup max{|m|,, |n|,} < R}
veS
is, for any choice of R, at least c3R?*. Choose ¢y so that
C1y\ L
>2(—) .
v 2(2)

If Lg contained no non-zero vector satisfying the desired inequality the set

{(m,n) € A, & Ag | supmax{|ml,, |n|,} < %| det |7 }
vES

would intersect none of its translates by the elements of Lg. Therefore its measure would

not be changed by projection on A(S) & A(S)/Lg and we would have
& s
1 < 03(§2>2

which is impossible.
Choose some place v of F' which is to be archimedean if F' is a number field. If ¢ is any
positive constant there is a compact set C' in I such that

{ael]|lal > c}
is contained in
{abla€ E), |a| >¢c,be C}

If wy is a compact subset of A, wy a compact subset of I, and ¢ a positive constant we may
introduce the Siegel domain & = &(wy,ws, ¢, v) consisting of all

o= (o 1) (6 o) (5 )

with x in wy, a in I, b in wy, by in F with |b1| > ¢, and k in K. Then Z,& = &. If we use
the Iwasawa decomposition of GG, to calculate integrals we easily see that the projection of
S on Z,\G, has finite measure. Moreover it follows readily from the previous lemma that,
for a suitable choice of wy, ws, and ¢,

Gy =Grp6G.

Thus Z, Gr\G4 has finite measure.

Let ¢ be a continuous function on Gr\Gy. If it is Z,-finite the space V' spanned by
the functions p(a) ¢, a € Z,, is finite-dimensional. We may choose a finite set of points
g1, -+, gy and a basis @1, -+, ¢, of V so that ¢;(g;) = 6;;. Then

pla) ¢ = Z Ai(a) pi.
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Since \;(a) = ¢(ag;) the function \; are continuous and finite as functions on Z, or Zp\Z,.
Since Zp\Z, is isomorphic to F*\I it satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 8.1 and J; is a finite
linear combination of functions of the form

s (5 0)) = gl

where x is a quasi-character of F'*\1.
A continuous function ¢ on Gg\Gy which is Zs-finite will be called slowly increasing if
for any compact set €2 in G, and any ¢ > 0 there are constants M; and M, such that

‘SO ((8 (1)) 9)‘ < My o™

for g in Q, @ in I, and |a| > ¢. If such an inequality is valid, with suitable choice of My, for
any M; we will say, for lack of a better terminology, that ¢ is rapidly decreasing.

Suppose ¢ is a continuous function on Gp\G,. Assume it is K-finite on the right and
that for every elementary idempotent £ in H the space

{p&f)p | f €T}

is finite-dimensional. An argument used more than once already shows that there is a ¢ and
an f in £H;& such that p(f)p = . If a belongs to Z,

pla) o = p(da* f) o

so that ¢ is Z,-finite. Thus we can make the following definition.

Definition 10.2. A continuous function ¢ on Gg\G, is said to be an automorphic form if

(i) It is K-finite on the right
(ii) For every elementary idempotent & in H the space

{p(Ef)e | f eI}

is finite-dimensional.
(iii) If F" is a number field ¢ is slowly increasing.

We observe, with regret, in passing that there has been a tendency of late to confuse the
terms automorphic form and automorphic function. If not the result it is certainly the cause
of much misunderstanding and is to be deplored.

Let A be the vector space of automorphic forms. If ¢ is in A and f is in H then p(f)p is
in A so that H operates on A. A continuous function on ¢ on Gr\Gy is said to be cuspidal

[0 5)s) oems

for all g in Gx. An automorphic form which is cuspidal is called a cusp form. The space Ag
of cusp forms is stable under the action of J.

Proposition 10.3. Let F be a function field and let ¢ be a function on Gp\Gy. If ¢ satisfies
the following three conditions it is a cusp form.

(i) ¢ is K-finite on the right.

(11) ¢ is cuspidal.
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(11i) There is a quasi-character n of F*\I such that
a 0O
(6 0)9) =ntaeto)

If £ is an elementary idempotent of H there is an open subgroup K’ of K such that ¢ is
invariant under translations on either side by the elements of K’. Therefore the functions
p(&f)e are invariant under right translations. To prove the proposition we show that if K’
is a given open subgroup of K and 7 is a given quasi-character of F*\I then the space V' of
all continuous functions ¢ on Gr\G, which are cuspidal and satisfy ¢(gk) = ¢(g) for all k

in K’ as well as
(6 0)9) =ntaeto)

for all @ in F*\I is finite-dimensional.
We shall show that there is a compact set C' in GG such that the support of every ¢ in
V' is contained in GpZ;C. Then the functions in V' will be determined by their restrictions
to C. Since C' is contained in the union of a finite number of left translates of K’ they will
actually be determined by their values on a finite set and V' will be finite-dimensional.
Choose a Siegel domain & = &(wy,ws, ¢, v) so that Gy = GrS. If

1l

we have just to show that the support in & of every ¢ in V' is contained in a certain compact
set which is independent of . In fact we have to show the existence of a constant ¢; such

that ¢ vanishes on
0 1 0 1

as soon as |by| > ¢;. Let ky,--- , k, be a set of representatives of the cosets of K/K’ and let
vi(g) = p(gk;). If k belongs to k;K' then p(gk) = ;(g) and it will be enough to show that
there is a constant ¢y such that, for 1 <i <n,

A6 1) G )~

if = belongs to A and |a| > ¢y. It is enough to show this for a single, but arbitrary, ;. Since
©; satisfies the same hypothesis as ¢, perhaps with a different group K’, we just prove the
corresponding fact for ¢.

We use the following lemma which is an immediate consequence of the theorem of
Riemann-Roch as described in reference [10] of Chapter I.

for all a in I.

wal,bEwg,bleFvX,|b1|Zc,k€K}

Lemma 10.3.1. Let X be an open subgroup of A. There is a constant co such that A =
F +aX if a belongs to I and |a| > cs.

Let X be the set of all y for which
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belongs to K’. Since

()G ) =6 D6 1)
(6 1) 1) =2 (6 )

if z is in aX. The equation also holds for z in F' and therefore for all z in A if |a| > ¢o. Then

(6 3)) - st 2 () 6 1))

which by assumption is zero.
There is a corollary.

we have

Proposition 10.4. Suppose ¢ is a cusp form and for some quasi-character n of F*\I

v ((8 2) g) =n(a) ¢(9)

for all a in I. Then ¢ is compactly supported modulo GgZ,. Moreover the function
. a 0O
“@¥\\o 1

The first assertion has just been verified. We know moreover that there is a constant c

such that
a 0
Yo 1
(0 1
=11 0

and ¢'(g) = p(gw) then ¢’ is also a cusp form. Since

(5 5) (o o)) =me (1)

there is also a constant ¢; such that it vanishes for |a| < ¢;.

on F*\I is compactly supported.

is 0 for |a| > c. If

Proposition 10.5. Let F' be a function field and n a quasi-character of F*\I. Let Ay(n)
be the space of cusp forms ¢ for which

» <(8 2) g> =n(a) ¢(9)

for all a in I. The representation of H on Ag(n) is the direct sum of irreducible admissible
representations each occurring with finite multiplicity.

The proof of Proposition 10.3 showed that the representation 7w of H on Ag(n) is admis-
sible. Let /(a) = |n(a)|™'n(a). The map ¢ — ¢’ is an isomorphism of Agy(n) with Aq(n’)
which replaces m by 1, ® 7 if (o) = |n(a)|7*/2. Thus we may as well suppose that 7 is a
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character. Then if ¢; and ¢, belong to Ag(n) the function @3 is a function on G Zy\Gy.
Since it has compact support we may set

(sol,s@):/G e ©1(9) pa(g) dg.

It is easily seen that

(p(F)rs 02) = (01, p([")p2)
so that, by Lemma 9.4, 7 is the direct sum of irreducible admissible representations. Since 7 is
admissible the range of 7(&) is finite-dimensional for all £ so that no irreducible representation
occurs an infinite number of times.
The analogue of this proposition for a number field is somewhat more complicated. If ¢
is a continuous function on G, if v is a place of F', and if f, belongs to H, we set

o(fu)o = / oghs) fuolhe) dhe.

Since f, may be a measure the expression on the right is not always to be taken literally. If
v is archimedean and if the function ¢(hg,) on G, is infinitely differentiable for any h in G
then for any X in 2(, the universal enveloping algebra of GG,, we can also define p(X)p. If S
is a finite set of places we can in a similar fashion let the elements of

j{s = ®UES:}CU
or, if every place in S is archimedean,
As = QpesAy
act on . It is clear what an elementary idempotent in Hg is to be. If § = S, is the set of
archimedean places we set H, = Hsg.
Proposition 10.6. Suppose F' is a number field. A continuous function ¢ on Gp\Gy is a
cusp form if it satisfies the following five conditions.
(i) ¢ is K-finite on the right.

(i1) @ is cuspidal.
(11i) There is a quasi-character n of F*\I such that

» ((8 2) g> =n(a) ¢(9)
for all a in 1.

(iv) For any elementary idempotent & in H, the space

{pEf) el f e}

18 finite-dimensional.
(v) ¢ is slowly increasing.

There is a £ in H, such that p({)¢ = ¢. Because of the fourth condition ¢ transforms
according to a finite-dimensional representation of £H,& and the usual argument shows that
there is a function f in H, such that p(f) ¢ = .

Since ¢ is invariant under right translations by the elements of an open subgroup of
[1.gs, Ko this implies in turn the existence of another function f in 3 such that p(f)e = ¢.
From Theorem 2 of [14] one infers that ¢ is rapidly decreasing.
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As before we may assume that 7 is a character. Then ¢ is bounded and therefore its
absolute value is square integrable on G Z,\G, which has finite measure. Let L?(n) be the
space of measurable functions h on Gg\G, such that

for all g in G and all a in I and

[ )Py <o
GrZy\Ga

According to a theorem of Godement (see reference [11] to Chapter I) any closed subspace
of L*(n) which consists entirely of bounded functions is finite-dimensional.
What we show now is that if £ is an elementary idempotent of H the space

Vi={pf)e| feH}

is contained in such a closed subspace. The functions in V itself certainly satisfy the five
conditions of the proposition and therefore are bounded and in L?(n). Replacing & by a
larger idempotent if necessary we may suppose that & = £, ® fa where &, is an elementary
idempotent in H,. There is a two-sided ideal a in £,H,&, such that p(f)p = 0 if f belongs
to a. The elements of a continue to annihilate V' and its closure in L?(n). Approximating
the d-function as usual we see that there is a function f; in H, and a polynomial P with
non-zero constant term such that P(f;) belongs to a. Therefore there is a function f, in H,
such that fo — 1 belongs to a. To complete the proof of the proposition we have merely to
refer to Theorem 2 of [14] once again.
For a number field the analogue to Proposition 10.4 is the following.

Proposition 10.7. Suppose ¢ is a cusp form and for some quasi-character n of F*\I

» <(g 2) g> =n(a) ¢(9)

for all a in I. Then for any real number M, there is a real number My such that

(s <

for all a in I. Moreover the absolute value of ¢ is square integrable on GpZy\Gy.

We need another corollary of Proposition 10.6. To prove it one has just to explain
the relation between automorphic forms on G, and Gg, which is usually assumed to be
universally known, and then refer to the first chapter of reference [11] to Chapter I. It is
perhaps best to dispense with any pretence of a proof and to rely entirely on the reader’s
initiative. We do not however go so far as to leave the proposition itself unstated.

Proposition 10.8. Let 3, be the centre of A, and let a be an ideal of finite codimension
in 3= Ques,dv- Let & be an elementary idempotent of H and n a quasi-character of F*\I.
Then the space of infinitely differentiable functions ¢ on Ggp\Ga which satisfy the following
five conditions is finite-dimensional.

(i) ¢ is cuspidal.
(1) p(E)p = ¢
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¥ ((3 2) g) = n(a)p(g).

Proposition 10.9. Let n be a quasi-character of F*\I and let Ao(n) be the space of cusp

forms o for which
v ((3 2) g> = n(a)p(9)

for all a in I. The representation of H on Ag(n) is the direct sum of irreducible admissible
representations each occurring with finite multiplicity.

(111) If a is in I then

(iv) p(X)p =0 for all X ina
(v) @ is slowly increasing.

Every element of Ag(n) is annihilated by some ideal of finite codimension in 3. If a is
such an ideal let Ay(n, a) be the space of functions in Ay(n) annihilated by a. It is enough to
prove the first part of the proposition for the space Ag(n, a). Then one may use the previous
proposition and argue as in the proof of Proposition 10.5. To show that every representation
occurs with finite multiplicity one combines the previous proposition with the observation
that two functions transforming under the same representation of H are annihilated by the
same ideal in 3.

The algebra H acts on the space A. An irreducible admissible representation 7 of I is
a constituent of the representation on A or, more briefly, a constituent of A if there are two
invariant subspaces U and V' of A such that U contains V' and the action on the quotient space
U/V is equivalent to w. A constituent of Ay is defined in a similar fashion. The constituents
of Ay are more interesting than the constituents of A which are not constituents of Aj.

Theorem 10.10. Let m = ®m, be an irreducible admissible representation of H which is a
constituent of A but not of Ag. Then there are two quasi-characters p and v of F*\I such
that for each place v the representation m, is a constituent of p(iy, ).

The character pu, is the restriction of u to F. Let B be the space of all continuous
functions ¢ on G, satisfying the following conditions.

(i) For all  in A

(ii) For all a and (8 in F’*

(iv) For every elementary idempotent ¢ in H the space

{pf)p | f €T}

is finite-dimensional.

Lemma 10.10.1. A continuous function ¢ on Gy which satisfies the first three of these
conditions satisfies the fourth if and only if it is Ax-finite on the left.
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A is the group of diagonal matrices. Since ¢ is a function on Ar\Gy it is A, finite if and
only if it is Ag\A, finite. If it is Ap\ A, finite there is a relation of the form

v(ag) = Z Ai(a) ilg)

where the \; are finite continuous functions on Ap\A,. Since Ap\A, is isomorphic to the
direct product of F*\I with itself it is a group to which Lemma 8.1 can be applied. Thus
there is a unique family ¢, ., of functions on G4 such that

(5 0)o)=

The functions ¢, » .. also satisfy the first three conditions. Moreover there is a finite set S
of pairs (u, ) and a non-negative integer M such that ¢y, .. is 0 if (i, ) does not belong
to S orm+n> M.

Given S and M let B(S, M) be the space of continuous functions f on G, which satisfy
the first three conditions and for which

(5 a)o)

§ > ular) vlasz) (loglar )™ (loglazl)" fnnuu(9)

> nlar) v(az) (log lar )™ (log az!)" e (9)

a1
a2

can be expanded in the form

ai
az
where the sum is taken only over the pairs (p, ) in S the pairs (m, n) for which m+n < M.
B(S, M) is invariant under H. To show that if ¢ is Ap\As finite it satisfies the fourth
condition we show that the range of p(§) on B(S, M) is finite-dimensional.

A function f in B(S, M) is determined by the restriction of the finitely many functions
fmmpy to K. If fis in the range of p(§) these restrictions lie in the range of p(&) acting on
the continuous functions on K. That range is finite-dimensional.

We have also to show that if ¢ satisfies the fourth condition it is A, finite. The space

V' spanned by the right translates of ¢ by the elements of K is finite-dimensional and each
element in it satisfies all four conditions. Let @1, -+, ¢, be a basis of V. We can express

¢(gk) as
Z Ai(k) pi(g)-

i=1
Because of the Iwasawa decomposition Gy = Ny A, K it is enough to show that the restriction
of each ; to A, is finite. Since y; satisfies the same conditions as ¢ we need only consider
the restriction of ¢.

Since ¢ is K finite there is a finite set S of places such that ¢ is invariant under right
translations by the elements of [], ¢ K. Let

Is =[] Fr.
veS

We regard Ig as a subgroup of I. If we choose S so large that [ = F*I(S) then every
element « of I is a product of & = ajasaz with oy in F*, s in Ig, and ag in I(.S) such that
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its component at any place in S is 1. If 5 in [ is factored in a similar fashion

(6 5) (5 2)

Thus we need only show that the restriction of ¢ to

{5 ) nrer)

is finite. This is a consequence of Corollary 8.4 since the restriction of ¢ to Gg clearly
satisfies the conditions of the corollary.
The next lemma explains the introduction of B.

Lemma 10.10.2. If 7 is a constituent of A but not of Ag then it is a constituent of B.

If ¢ belongs to A the functions

l8) = e /F\A # (((1) :f) g) o

belongs to B. The map ¢ — ¢y commutes with the action of H and its kernel is Ay. Suppose
U and V are two invariant subspaces of A and 7 occurs on the quotient of U by V. Let
Uy be the image of U and V| be the image of V' in B. Since 7 is irreducible there are two
possibilities. Either Uy # Vj in which case 7 is equivalent to the representation on Uy/V;
and is a constituent of B or Uy = V4. In the latter case

U=V +UnNA,
and 7 is equivalent to the representation on
UNAy/VNAg

which is precisely the possibility we have excluded.

Lemma 10.10.3. If 7 is a constituent of B then there is a pair of quasi-characters p, v
and a non-negative integer M such that 7 is a constituent of B(p, v, M).

If S consists of the single pair (i, v) then, by definition, B(u, v, M) = B(S, M). Suppose
7 occurs on the quotient of U by V. Choose the finite set S of pairs of quasi-characters and
the non-negative integer M so that U N B(S, M) is different from V N B(S, M). Then =
occurs on the quotient of U NB(S, M) by V N B(S, M) and we may as well assume that U
is contained in B(S, M). The argument used in the eighth paragraph in an almost identical
context shows that

B(S, M) = D (uuesB(p, v, M)

so that the lemma is a consequence of Lemma 8.6.

The next lemma is proved in exactly the same way as Proposition 8.5.

Lemma 10.10.4. If 7 is a constituent of B(u,v, M) for some M then it is a constituent of
B(Nv V) = B(;L, v, O)

Let p, and v, be the restrictions of ;1 and v to F*. For almost all v the quasi-characters
i, and v, are unramified and there is a unique function ¢? in B (., v,,) such that ¢%(g,k,) =
©Y(g,) for all k, in K, while ©?(e) = 1. We can form

®¢SB(MU7 V)
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There is clearly a linear map of this space into B(u, ) which sends ®¢, to the function

o(9) = [ #o(90)

It is easily seen to be surjective and is in fact, although this is irrelevant to our purposes, an
isomorphism. In any case an irreducible constituent of B(u, v) is a constituent of ®,p(t, vy)-
With the following lemma the proof of Theorem 10.10 is complete.

Lemma 10.10.5. If the irreducible admissible representation m = ®,m, s a constituent of
p = ®p,, the tensor product of admissible representations which are not necessarily irre-
ducible, then, for each v, m, is a constituent of p,.

As in the ninth paragraph 7 and p determine representations 7w and p of H,. The new =
will be a constituent of the new p. By Lemma 9.12 the representation 7 of 3, is the direct
sum of representations equivalent to m,. Thus 7, is a constituent of 7 and therefore of p.
Since p is the direct sum of representations equivalent to p,, Lemma 8.6 shows that 7, is a
constituent of p,.

The considerations which led to Proposition 8.5 and its proof will also prove the following
proposition.

Proposition 10.11. If 7 is an irreducible constituent of the space Ay then for some quasi-
character n it is a constituent of Ay(n).

Observe that if 7 is a constituent of Ag(n) then

(5 ) -

for all @ in I. There are two more lemmas to be proved to complete the preparations for the
Hecke theory.

Lemma 10.12. Suppose there is a continuous function ¢ on Gy with the following proper-
ties.

(i) ¢ is K finite on the right.
(i1) For all & and B in F* and all x in A

(5 )e) -

(11i) There is a quasi-character n of F*\I such that

¥ ((8 2) g) = 1(a) ¢ (9)
for all a in I.

(iv) There is a finite set S of non-archimedean places such that the space
V= p(Hs)p

transforms under 5/:65 according to the irreducible admissible representation m = Quggm,.
Then V' is a subspace of B and there are two quasi-characters p and v of F*\I such
that 7, is a constituent of p(tu, vy) for all v not in S.
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If one observes that there is a finite set 1" of places which is disjoint from S such that
I = F*Ip one can proceed as in Lemma 10.10.1 to show that ¢ is A-finite on the right. Thus
there is a finite set R of pairs of quasi-characters and a non-negative integer M such that V'
is contained in B(R, M). The same reduction as before shows that 7 is a constituent of the
representation of Hg on some B(u,v) and that 7, is a constituent of p(i,, 1) if v is not in

S.

Lemma 10.13. Let ¢ be a continuous function on Gp\Gya. If ¢ satisfies the four following
conditions it is an automorphic form.

(i) ¢ is K finite on the right.

(i1) There is a quasi-character n of F*\I such that

w(G;2)§>=nm%Mm
for all a in I.

(111) There is a finite set S of non-archimedean places such that p(ﬂffs)gp transforms according

to an irreducible admissible representation of U?CS.
(i) If F is a number field ¢ is slowly increasing.

We have to show that for every elementary idempotent & in H the space p(¢H)yp is
finite-dimensional. If f is a continuous function on Gr\Gy let

9 = e oo (6 5)s) &

The map f — fo commutes with the action of J or of J/-\CS. Consequently ¢, satisfies the
conditions of the previous lemma and belongs to a space B(R, M) invariant under H on
which p(§) has a finite-dimensional range.

We need only show that

V=A{fep&H) | fo=0}

is finite-dimensional. If F' is a function field then, by Proposition 10.3, V' is contained in
Ao(n). More precisely it is contained in the range of p(£), as an operator on Ag(n), which
we know is finite-dimensional. Suppose F' is a number field. Since every place of S is non-
archimedean the third condition guarantees that ¢ is an eigenfunction of every element of 3.
In particular there is an ideal a of finite codimension in 3 which annihilates ¢ and therefore
every element of p({H ). By Proposition 10.6 the space V' is contained in Aq(n) and therefore
in Ag(n,a). By Proposition 10.8 the range of p(¢£) in Ag(n, a) is finite-dimensional.
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811. Hecke theory

The preliminaries are now complete and we can broach the central topic of these notes.
Let ¢ be a non-trivial character of F\A. For each place v the restriction 1, of ¥ to F,
is non-trivial. Let 7 = ®,m, be an irreducible admissible representation of H. The local
L-functions L(s,m,) and the factors &(s, m,,,) have all been defined. Since for almost all
v the representation m, contains the trivial representation of K, and O, is the largest ideal
on which 1), is trivial, almost all of the factors (s, m,,,) are identically 1 and we can form
the product

e(s,m) = H (8, Ty, Vy).

In general it depends on 1. Suppose however that

(R

and that 7 is trivial on F*. If ¢ is replaced by the character x — ¥ (ax) with o in F'* then
(s, Ty, 1,) is multiplied by n,(a)|a|?*~! so that (s, ) is multiplied by

[Tn(@) el = na)laf* ' =1

The product
H L(s,m,)

does not converge and define a function L(s, ) unless 7 satisfies some further conditions.

Theorem 11.1. Suppose the irreducible admissible representation m = ®m, is a constituent
of A. Then the infinite products defining L(s,m) and L(s,T) converge absolutely in a right
half-plane and the functions L(s,7) and L(s,T) themselves can be analytically continued to
the whole complex plane as meromorphic functions of s. If m is a constituent of Ay they are
entire. If F is a number field they have only a finite number of poles and are bounded at
infinity in any vertical strip of finite width. If F' is a function field with field of constants F,
they are rational functions of ¢—°. Finally they satisfy the functional equation

L(s,m) =¢e(s,m) L(1 — s,7).

Observe that if 7 = ®,m, then T = ®,m,. Consider first a representation 7 which is a
constituent of A but not of Ag. There are quasi-characters p and v of F*\I such that m, is
a constituent of p(u,, i,) for all v. Since 7, has to contain the trivial representation of K,
for all but a finite number of v it is equal to 7(u,, v,,) for almost all v.

Consider first the representation 7' = ®,7 (i, v,). Recall that

L(s,7(po, v)) = L(s, o) L(s, 1)
L(S7 %(:uw Vv)) - L(57 /JJEI) L(S7 Vv_l)
and

5(87 ﬂ'(ﬂva VU)? %}) = €<S7 Mo, wv) 5(57 Vo, wv)
If x is any quasi-character of F*\I the product

H L(s, Xv)



172 3. GLOBAL THEORY

is known to converge in a right half plane and the function L(s, x) it defines is known to be
analytically continuable to the whole plane as a meromorphic function. Moreover if

£(s.0) = [T s s 20)

the functional equation
L(s,x) = e(s,x) L(1 = s,x7")
is satisfied. Since
L(s,7') = L(s, p) L(s,v)
and
L(s,7) = L(s, ;") L(s,v™")
they too are defined and meromorphic in the whole plane and satisfy the functional equation
L(s,7") =¢e(s,7") L(1 —s,7).

The other properties of L(s,n") demanded by the lemma, at least when 7’ is a constituent
of A, can be inferred from the corresponding properties of L(s, u) and L(s,v) which are well
known.

When 7, is not m(fiy, fty) it is oy, ). We saw in the first chapter that

L(Sv J(ﬂva Vv))
L(Sv 7T(/~Lva VU))

is the product of a polynomial and an exponential. In particular it is entire. If we replace
7 (4, vp) by m, we change only a finite number of the local factors and do not disturb the
convergence of the infinite product. If S is the finite set of places v at which 7, = (s, 1)

then
s,m) = L(s, 7 L(S’U(Mva))
Hom = L) T

and therefore is meromorphic with no more poles that L(s,n’). For L(s,7) the corresponding
equation is

N _, L(s,o v_l’Vv_l
L(s,7) = L(s, ) Hg LES,WEZ;17V;1§;.

The functional equation of L(s, ) is a consequence of the relations

L(s,0 (o, v)) _ e(s,0(po, ), o) L(1 = s,0(py " vy h))

L(Sa 7T(/’Lv7 VU)) 8(57 ﬂ-(,uva V’v)7 w’v) L(l -5, ﬂ-(,qula szl))
which were verified in the first chapter. It also follows from the form of the local factors that
L(s,m) and L(s, ) are rational functions of ¢~* when F' is a function field. If F' is a number
field L(s, ) is bounded in vertical strips of finite width in a right half-plane and, because
of the functional equation, in vertical strips in a left half-plane. Its expression in terms of
L(s,n’) prevents it from growing very fast at infinity in any vertical strip of finite width.
The Phragmen—Lindel6f principle implies that it is bounded at infinity in any such strip.

Now suppose 7 is a constituent of Ag. It is then a constituent of Ag(n) if

(5 ) -
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for @ in I. Since the representation of H in Ay(n) is the direct sum of invariant irreducible
subspaces there is an invariant subspace U of Aq(n) which transforms according to 7. Let ¢

belong to U. If g is in Gy
1 z
o) = ¢ ((o 1> g)

is a function on F\A. Since y, is continuous it is determined by its Fourier series. The

constant term is
—1 / 1z dx
measure F\A /5 7\\o 1)7

which is 0 because ¢ is a cusp form. If v is a given non-trivial character of F\A the other
non-trivial characters are the functions x — ¥ (ax) with o in F*. Set

o) = g 2 (6 1) 0) v

Since ¢ is a function on Gg\Gjy.

(3 )9) - srern (s )2 oens

if a belongs to F*. Thus, formally at least,

olg) = pyle) = Y @ ((3‘ (1)) g) :

acFX%

In any case it is clear that ¢ is not 0 unless ¢ is.
Let

Ui ={p|peU}.

Since the map ¢ — ¢; commutes with the action of H the space U; is invariant and
transforms according to 7 under right translation by H. Moreover

1 (((1) "f) g) = ¥(x) p1(9)

if z isin A. If F' is a number field ¢ is slowly increasing. Therefore if {2 is a compact subset
of G, there is a real number M such that

e ( (5 9)9) =ota

as |a| — oo for all g in 2. Propositions 9.2 and 9.3 imply that all 7, are infinite-dimensional
and that U; is W(m,v). Therefore U; is completely determined by 7 and ¢ and U is
completely determined by 7. We have therefore proved the following curious proposition.

Proposition 11.1.1. If an irreducible representation of H is contained in Ag(n) it is con-
tatned with multiplicity one.

For almost all v there is in W(m,,%,) a function ¢ such that ©%(g,k,) = ¢%(g,) for all
k, in K, while ©?(e) = 1. The space W (m, ) is spanned by functions of the form

(11.1.2) e1(9) = [ [ eolon)

where ¢, is in W (m,,,) for all v and equal to ¢ for almost all v.
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Suppose ¢ corresponds to a function ¢; of the form (11.1.2). Suppose ¢, = ¢° so that
m, contains the trivial representation of K,. If ¢, is the normalized Haar measure on K, let
Ay be the homomorphism of ,H,e, into C associated to m,. If f, is in £,H,e, then

M(f) olg) = / o(gh) fu(h) dh

and if X! is the homomorphism associated to |n,|~'/? ® =,

X,(f) In(det g)| 7% ¢(g)

is equal to

/ In(det gh)| =% p(gh) f,(h) dh.

v

Since ¢ is a cusp form the function |n(det g)| =12 p(g) is bounded and X, satisfies the condi-

tions of Lemma 3.10. Thus if 7, = 7(u,, v,) both p, and v, are unramified and
1 1 1 _1
In(w@o)]2 [@o]2 < ()| < [n(wy)]? [w,] 2
1 1 1 _1
In(@)| |@o]2 < |vu(@o)] < [nlw@y)]? || 2

if @, is the generator of the maximal ideal of O,. Consequently the infinite products defining
L(s,m) and L(s,7) converge absolutely for Re s sufficiently large.
We know that for any v and any ¢, in W (m,,,) the integral

a, 0 s—1 gx
Jooo (5 1)) i

converges absolutely for Re s large enough. Suppose that, for all a in I, |n(a)| = |a|” with r
real. Applying Lemma 3.11 we see that if s +r > % and ¢? is defined

[ (5 9))

1

1 27
(1= l=lr2)

Thus if ¢; is of the form (11.1.2) the integral

a 0 o1
V(g, s, 1) 2/901 ((0 1) g) a2 d*a
1

is absolutely convergent and equal to

|av|s_% d*a,

is, for g, in K, at most

H \Ij(gva S, 901))

for Re s sufficiently large. Since ®(g,, s, ¢,) is, by Proposition 3.5, equal to 1 for almost all
v we can set

(I)(g7 S, (:01) = H ‘1)(97), S, SOU)

so that
\P(ga S, (;01) = L(Saﬂ-) (I)(ga S, (101)
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We can also introduce

U(g, s, 1) = /1901 ((8 ?) g) n Y (a) |a|* "2 d¥a

\i<gv 37(101) - L(Sv%) 6(97 37901)

and show that

if
®(g, 5,1 H‘P (Gos S, Pv)-

Lemma 11.1.3. There is a real number sq such that for all w1 in W(mw, 1) the integrals

(g, s,e1) :/Ism ((8 0) 9) la|*~2 d*a
U(g,s,¢1) = /1_901 ((8 0) g) n () |a|* "2 d¥a

are absolutely convergent for Res > so. The functions ¥(g, s, 1) and \T/(g, s, 1) can both
be extended to entire functions of s. If F' is a number field they are bounded in vertical strips
and if F' is a function field they are rational functions of ¢—°. Moreover

—_

—_

U(wg,1—s,¢1) = U(g,s,¢1).

We have seen that the first assertion is true for functions of the form (11.1.2). Since they
form a basis of W (m, 1) it is true in general. To show that

wlg) = aé:x o1 <(g (1)) g)

we need only show that the series on the right is absolutely convergent. We will do this later
on in this paragraph. At the moment we take the equality for granted. Then, for all ¢y,
U(g, s, p1) which equals

/FX\I { anFX s (((m 0) 9) }al*~2 d”a
/FX\IS” ((3 (1)> 9) la*~% d*a

for Re s sufficiently large. Also \Tf(g, s, p1) is equal to

Lo (G5 D)) @t

We saw in the previous paragraph that, for a given g and any real number M,

e((6 1)a)| =0t

as |a| approaches 0 or co. Thus the two integrals define entire functions of s which are
bounded in vertical strips. If F' is a function field the function

e (6 1))

is equal to
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has compact support on F*\I so that the integral can be expressed as a finite Laurent series
in g—°. B
The function ¥(wg, 1 — s, 1) is equal to

/“” ((g (1)) wg) n(a) la>~ d"a.

Since w is in G the equality p(wh) = ¢(h) holds for all h in G, and this integral is equal

’ [o((5 0)o) r@lai=aa
(6 0)=( (Y

we can change variables in the integral to obtain

a 0 o1
[o (5 3)o) e
which is ¥(g, s, ¢1).

If we choose ¢; of the form (11.1.2) we see that L(s,7) ®(g, s, ¢1) is entire and bounded
in vertical strips of finite width. For almost all v the value of ®(g,, s, ¢?) at the identity e is
1 and for such v we choose ¢, = ¢2. At the other places we choose ¢, so that ®(e, s, p,) is
an exponential e®* with real a,. Then ®(e, s, ¢1) is an exponential. Consequently L(s, ) is
also entire and bounded in vertical strips of finite width. If F is a number field ®(e, s, ;1) will
be a power of ¢~* so that L(s, ) will be a finite Laurent series in ¢—®. Similar considerations
apply to L(s, 7).

To prove the functional equation we start with the relation

L(s,m) [ @(e, 5,00) = L1 = 5,7) [ [ ©(w, 1 = 5,50).

Since

By the local functional equation the right hand side is
L(1—s,m) H {g(s,ﬂv,wv) (e, s, %)}.

Cancelling the term [, ®(e, s, p,) we obtain
L(s,m) =¢e(s,m) L(1 — s,7).

Corollary 11.2. Suppose m = ®,m, is a constituent of A. For any quasi-character w of
F*\I the products

H L(s,w, ® m,)

and

H L(s,w;' ®7,)

are absolutely convergent for Re s sufficiently large. The functions L(s,w®m) and L(s,w™'®
7) they define can be analytically continued to the whole complex plane as meromorphic
functions which are bounded at infinity in vertical strips of finite width and have only a
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finite number of poles. If F' is a function field they are rational functions of ¢~°. If m is a
constituent of Ao they are entire. In all cases they satisfy the functional equation

Lis,w@n)=c(s,w®@m) Ll —s5w 7
of
e(s,w@m) = Hg(s,wv ® Ty, W)

If 7 = ®,m, is a constituent of A or Ay and w is a quasi-character of F*\I so is w ® 7.
Moreover w @ T = ®, (W, @ ).

The converses to the corollary can take various forms. We consider only the simplest of
these. In particular, as far as possible, we restrict ourselves to cusp forms.

Theorem 11.3. Let m = ®m, be a given irreducible representation of H. Suppose that the
quasi-character n of I defined by

is trivial on F*. Suppose there is a real number r such that whenever m, = w({,,vy) the
mequalities

|| 7" < o ()| < [wy|”
and

|| ™" < ()| < oy

are satisfied. Then for any quasi-character w of F*\I the infinite products

L(s,w®m) = H L(s,w, ®m,)

and
L(s,w ®7) = H L(s,w;' ®7,)

are absolutely convergent for Res large enough. Suppose L(s,w @ 7) and L(s,w™ @ ) are,
for all w, entire functions of s which are bounded in vertical strips and satisfy the functional
equation

Lis,w®n) =e(s,w®@m)L(l —s5,w ' ®7)
If the m, are all infinite-dimensional 7 is a constituent of Ayg.

The absolute convergence of the infinite products is clear. We have to construct a sub-
space U of Ay which is invariant under H and transforms according to the representation .
The space W (m, 1) transforms according to m. If ¢; belongs to W (m, 1) set

plg)= ) @ ((‘5‘ (1)) g)

acFXx

We shall see later that this series converges absolutely and uniformly on compact subsets of
Gp. Thus ¢ is a continuous function on G,. Since the map ¢; — ¢ commutes with right
translations by the elements of H{ we have to show that, for all ¢1, ¢ is in Ay and that ¢ is
not zero unless ¢ is.
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(s )
(29

is a function on F\A. The constant term of its Fourier expansion is

e o ? (0 1))
(A IV

A typical term of this sum is

o1 ((g (D g> F\A¢(ax) dr = 0.

In particular ¢ is cuspidal. Another simple calculation shows that if 8 belongs to F™*

1 1
M/F\A@ ((0 1) g) )(—pr) do

(1))

Since 1 is a character of F'\A

for all £ in F. Thus, for each g,

The integral is equal to

is equal to

Thus ¢y is zero if ¢ is.
By construction

if av is in F'*. Moreover, for all a in [,

v <(g 2) g) = n(a) ¢(9)-

If a is in F* the right side is just ¢(g). Thus ¢ is invariant under left translations by

elements of Pg, the group of super-triangular matrices in Gg. Since G is generated by Pg

and w = (9 ') all we need do to show that ¢ is a function on Gr\Gy is to show that

p(wg) = ¢(g)-
By linearity we need only establish this when ¢; has the form (11.1.2). The hypothesis
implies as in the direct theorem that the integrals

U(g,s,¢1) = /1901 ((3 (1)> g) la*~2 d*a
U(g, s, 1) = /1901 ((8 (1]) 9) n () |a|* "2 d¥a

and
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converge absolutely for Re s sufficiently large. Moreover
U(g,s,01) = [ [ V9w s, 00) = Ls,7) [ ] @90, 5 00).

Almost all factors in the product on the right are identically 1 so that the product, and
therefore (g, s, ¢1), is an entire function of s. In the same way

\’17(97 87 901) - L(S7 %) H E)(gm 57 SOU)

and is entire. Since N
(I)(wgva ]- - 87 QOU) - 6(87 7T”U7 ¢U) (I)(gva 87 901))
the function ¥(wg, 1 — s, ¢,) is equal to

L(1 = 5,7)e(s,7) [ @90 5, 20),

which, because of the functional equation assumed for L(s, ), is equal to (g, s, ¢1).

From its integral representation the function W(g, s, 1) is bounded in any vertical strip
of finite width contained in a certain right half-plane. The equation just established shows
that it is also bounded in vertical strips of a left half-plane. To verify that it is bounded in
any vertical strip we just have to check that it grows sufficiently slowly that the Phragmen—
Lindelof principle can be applied.

@(97 S, 901) = L<S7 71—) H (I)(gvv S, 901))

The first term is bounded in any vertical strip by hypothesis. Almost all factors in the
infinite product are identically 1. If v is non-archimedean ®(g,, s, ¢,) is a function of |w,|*
and is therefore bounded in any vertical strip. If v is archimedean

\D(gva S: Spv)
L(s, )

We have shown that the numerator is bounded at infinity in vertical strips. The denominator
is, apart from an exponential factor, a I'-function. Stirling’s formula shows that it goes to 0
sufficiently slowly at infinity.

If Re s is sufficiently large

aa 0 o1
W(g, s, 1) =/ d o (( 0 1> g) ja[*"2 d”a
FXNL e px

a 0 1
% g) lal’"2 d*a.
Joue (5 5) ) v

This integral converges absolutely when Re s is sufficiently large. If Re s is large and negative

~ a 0 _ 1
bug. 1= s = [ o ((§ 1) we) v @l v
FX\I

1 0 -1 1 ¢ ;x
olw g n (a)lal27"d*a.
Jo (o0 2)s) o

Cb(gm Sa SOU) =

which is

which equals
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(0 0)=G o) (% )

and changing variables we see that this integral is equal to

a 0 sl oy
o lw g |la 2d”a.
Jo# (o 5) o)

Using the relation

Set
and

We are trying to show that for any ¢ the functions f; and f, are equal. The previous
discussion applies to w ® m as well as to m. If ¢y is in W(mr, ) the function

1 (g) = w(det g) ¢1(g)
is in W(w ® 7,1). When ¢, is replaced by ¢} the function ¢ is replaced by

¥'(g) = w(det g) p(g)
and f; is replaced by
fi(a) = w(det g) w(a) fi(a).
Thus for any quasi-character w of F*\I the integral

/ fi(a)w(a) a2 d*a
FX\I
is absolutely convergent for Re s sufficiently large and the integral
| h@wla]ldaa
FX\T

is absolutely convergent for Re s large and negative. Both integrals represent functions which
can be analytically continued to the same entire function. This entire function is bounded
in vertical strips of finite width.

The equality of f; and f5 is a result of the following lemma.

Lemma 11.3.1. Let f; and fy be two continuous functions on F*\I. Assume that there is
a constant ¢ such that for all characters of w of F*\I the integral

fila)w(a) lal® d”a
FX\T
1s absolutely convergent for Res > ¢ and the integral
fo(a)w(a) |al® d*a
FX\I

is absolutely convergent for Res < —c. Assume that the functions represented by these
integrals can be analytically continued to the same entire function and that this entire function
1s bounded in vertical strips of finite width. Then fi and fy are equal.
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Let Iy be the group of ideéles of norm 1. Then F*\I, is compact. It will be enough to
show that for each b in I the functions fi(ab) and fs(ab) on F*\I, are equal. They are equal
if they have the same Fourier expansions. Since any character of F'*\ Iy can be extended to
a character of F*\I we have just to show that for every character w of F*\I

Fil(w,b) = w(b) / fi(ab)w(a) d*a
FX\Iy
is equal to
Fa(w, b) = w(b)/ fa(ab) w(a) d*a.
FX\Iy
These two functions are functions on Iy\/ which is isomorphic to Z if F' is a number field

and to R if F is a function field.
If F'is a function field we have only to verify the following lemma.

Lemma 11.3.2. Suppose {a1(n) | n € Z} and {as(n) | n € Z} are two sequences and q > 1
1s a real number. Suppose
Y ain)g

converges for Re s sufficiently large and
D as(n)g ™

converges absolutely for Re s large and negative. If the functions they represent can be ana-
lytically continued to the same entire function of s the two sequences are equal.

Once stated the lemma is seen to amount to the uniqueness of the Laurent expansion. If
F'is a number field the lemma to be proved is a little more complicated.

Lemma 11.3.3. Suppose g1 and go are two continuous functions on R. Suppose there is a
constant ¢ such that

Mﬁzémm@Wx

converges absolutely for Res > ¢ and

M$=Am@fo

converges absolutely for Res < —c. If g1 and gy represent the same entire function and this
function is bounded in vertical strips then g1 = gs.

All we need do is show that for every compactly supported infinitely differentiable func-
tion g the functions g * g; and g * g, are equal. If

i) = [ o) da

is the Laplace transform of g the Laplace transform of g * g; is §(s) g;(s). By the inversion
formula

1 b+ico
g*gi(r) = — / §(s) gi(s) e **ds
b

270 Jy—_ioo
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where b > cif i = 1 and b < —c if ¢ = 2. The integral converges because § goes to 0 faster
than the inverse of any polynomial in a vertical strip. Cauchy’s integral theorem implies
that the integral is independent of b. The lemma follows.

To complete the proof of Theorem 11.3, and Theorem 11.1, we have to show that for any

@1 in W (m, ) the series
> e (61
¥1 0 1 g
aeFx

is uniformly absolutely convergent for g in a compact subset of G and that if ¢(g) is its
sum then, if F' is a number field, for any compact subset €2 of G, and any ¢ > 0 there are

constants M; and Ms such that
a 0
() =

for g in Q and |a| > ¢. We prefer to prove these facts in a more general context which will
now be described.
For us a divisor is just a formal product of the form

D= Hpmp.

It is taken over all non-archimedean places. The integers m, are non-negative and all but a
finite number of them are 0. Let S be a finite set of non-archimedean places containing all
the divisors of D, that is, all places p for which m, > 0.

If a belongs to I we can write a in a unique manner as a product agas where the
components of ag outside S are 1 and those of ag inside S are 1. The idele ag belongs to
I, = Tl,es FX- Let I3 be the set of ideles a such that, for any p in S, a, is a unit which
satisfies @, = 1 (mod p™). Then I = F* I3 and F*\I is isomorphic to F* N IZ\I3.

If p is in S let K” be the subgroup of all

(¢ o

in K, for which ¢ = 0 (mod p™). Let IA(pD be the subgroup of such matrices for which
a=d=1 (mod p™). Set

K§ =[] &7
peS
and set
>D 7D
K§ =] &
pes

K D'is a normal subgroup of K2 and the quotient K2/ K D is abelian.

Let G, be the set of all g in G such that g, is in the group K)? for all p in S. Any ¢
in G, may be written as a product gsgs where gg has component 1 outside of S and gg has
component 1 inside S. Gg is the set of gg and és is the set of gg. In particular

G5 = KP - Gs.

It is easily seen that
Gy=GrG?.
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In addition to D and S we suppose we are given a non-trivial character ¢ of F\A, two
characters € and € of KP/KZE two complex valued functions o — a, and o — a, on F*,

an irreducible representation 7 of Hg = ®,¢57(,, and a quasi-character n of F*\I.
There are a number of conditions to be satisfied. If

6 2)
(6 0) =6 )

If a belongs to F* and 3 belongs to F* N I3

wome (3 9)-
wome (5 )

The functions o — a,, and o — a, are bounded. Moreover a, = a, = 0 if for some v in S
the number a regarded as an element of F, does not lie in the largest ideal on which 1, is
trivial. If v belongs to S and a is a unit in O,

a 0
(5 1)) =mo
Let m = ®ugsm,. Then for a in F*

Ty ((8 2)) = ny(a) I.

Because of these two conditions 7 is determined by 7 and . There is a real number r such
that if m, = 7(p, Vo)

belongs to K% then

and

‘—T‘

|| < [ ()| < [y
and
|| < ()| < [,
Finally we suppose that m, is infinite-dimensional for all v not in S.
These conditions are rather complicated. None the less in the next paragraph we shall
find ourselves in a situation in which they are satisfied. When S is empty, D = 0, and

ao = G, = 1 for all a they reduce to those of Theorem 11.3. In particular with the next
lemma the proof of that theorem will be complete. We shall use the conditions to construct

a space U of automorphic forms on G, such that U transforms under }ACS according to
while each ¢ in U satisfies

p(gh) = e(h) ¥(9)
for hin KZ. If U is such a space then for any ¢ in U and any a in [

¥ <<g 2) g) = n(a) ¢(9)-

This is clear if a belongs to I5, and follows in general from the relation [ = F* I3,
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Recall that W (7, 1)) is the space of functions on Gs spanned by functions of the form
w1(9) = [ [ ol9)
vgS
where ¢, belongs to W (m,,,) for all v and is equal to ¢° for almost all v.

Lemma 11.4. Suppose @1 belongs to W (m, ).
(i) For any g in G, the series

e(g) = a;; aa £(gs) P1 ((%S (1)) QS)

converges absolutely. The convergence is uniform on compact subsets of G%,.
(ii) The function ¢ defined by this series is invariant under left translation by the matrices

in Gr N G? of the form
a f
0 9/

iii) Suppose F is a number field. Let Q) be a compact subset of G3,. Then there are positive
D
constants My and My such that

lo(g)] < Mi{|al + |a] 1}

1 z\ [fa O
9= (0 1) (0 1) h
with h in Q, a in I3, and (L9) in G3).
It is enough to prove these assertions when ¢; has the form
p1(9) = [ [ ol90)-

vgS

To establish the first and third assertions we need only consider the series

(11.4.1) 3 6@ ] e ((g (f) 9v>‘

acFx vgS
where d(a) = 0 if for some v in S the number a regarded as an element of F), is not the
largest ideal on which 1, is trivial and 6(a)) = 1 otherwise.
We need only consider compact sets €2 of the form

(11.4.2) Q=K [
vgS

where (2, is a compact subset of G, and €2, = K, for almost all v.

Lemma 11.4.3. Suppose Q is of the form (11.4.2). There is a positive number p such that
for each non-archimedean place v which is not in S there is a constant M, such that

(6 )

< Myla|™
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fora in F) and h in Q, and a constant c, such that

()

if la| > ¢, and h is in Q,. Moreover one may take M, = ¢, = 1 for almost all v.

=0

Since ¢, is invariant under an open subgroup of K, for all v and is invariant under K,
for almost all v while €2, = K, for almost all v it is enough to prove the existence of M, ¢,,
and p such that these relations are satisfied when h = 1. Since the function

e (6h))

belongs to the space of the Kirillov model the existence of ¢, is clear. The constant ¢, can
be taken to be 1 when O, is the largest ideal of F, on which 1), is trivial and ¢, = .

The existence of M,, for a given v and sufficiently large p, is a result of the absolute
convergence of the integral defining W(e, s, ¢, ). Thus all we need do is show the existence of

a fixed p such that the inequality
a 0 -
(5 D=

is valid for almost all v. For almost all v the representation 7, is of the form = (u,, v,) with
., and v, unramified, O, is the largest ideal of F, on which 1, is trivial, and ¢, = ¢Y. Thus,

o d(GRR ()

S o ((wf ?)) o (8 = s, m).

n

if € is a unit in O, and

If p, = py(w,) and o, = v, (w,)
1 1
(1 - pv|wv|8) (1 - 0v|wv|s) ‘

L(s,m,) =
Since |p,| < |w,| " and |o,| < |w,| "

(@)

Since |w,| < § there is a constant € > 0 such that

(n+1) < o[~

n+41 n+1
Py — Oy

Pv — Oy

< (n+1) ]|

for all v and all n > 0.
If v is archimedean the integral representations of the functions in W (m,,,) show that
there are positive constants c,, d,, and M, such that

a 0 —C Ev
O <(O 1) h)' < M, |a|™ exp(—dv|a|v )

for @ in F and h in €2,. The exponent ¢, is 1 if v is real and % if v is complex.
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Since we want to prove not only the first assertion but also the third we consider the sum

(0 2)e)= ol (5 3))

vgS
where g lies in the set (11.4.2) and b is an idele such that b, = 1 for all non-archimedean v.
We also suppose that there is a positive number ¢ such that b, = ¢ for all archimedean v. If
A is a set of a in F' for which |a], < ¢, for all non-archimedean v not in S and 6(a) # 0 then

(6 9)s)

ST{TT Malotl, = esp(—dot jafz)}{ T Malewl ).

acA
< VES, v SUS,

is bounded by

If F' is a function field A is a finite set and there is nothing more to prove. If it is a
number field choose for each v in S a constant ¢, such that 6(«) = 0 unless ||, < ¢,. Since

[Tl =1,
[T lolor < {TTe}{ IT lak}.

vgSUS, vES VES,
Thus our sum is bounded by a constant times the product of [], g t=ev/ev and
> I {lel™™ exp (= ditlaly)}.
aEN peS,
a#0
The product [],cq. |af, is bounded below on A — {0}. Multiplying each term by the same

sufficiently high power of [[ g |af, we dominate the series by another series

1T {lals exp(=dut |al3) }

aEAN vES,

in which the exponents p, are non-negative. This in turn is dominated by ], g tpolev

times p
Z H exp (_QUt ).

acEN veES,
A may be regarded as a lattice in Hvesa F,. if A\1,---, )\, is a basis of A there is a constant

d such that if « =) a; \;
dy | |-
E > lalyr > d E |a;l.

e

is dominated by some power of ¢ times a multiple of

{ i o—dtlal }n

a=—00

Thus
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which is bounded by a multiple of (1 + %)n

The first assertion is now proved and the third will now follow from the second and the
observation that every element of I3 is the product of an element of F*, an idele whose
components are 1 at all non-archimedean places and equal to the same positive number at
all archimedean places, and an idele which lies in a certain compact set.

Suppose £ is in F' and
NS
0 1

belong to G3. Then € is integral at each prime of S and 1, (a€) = 1 if a, # 0. If g belongs

to G, and
_ (!¢
=0 )

then e(hg) = €(gs) and if v is not in S

e (5 ) 1) =wta0ran (5 1) o)

I ¢0(€) = [T ulag) = 1.

vgS

(p(<(1) ?) 9) = o(9)-
) ((bg bZ) 95) = n(bs) <(gs)
@((55 S b0> és) n@s)%((@; (1)) gs)
o ((5 9)9) =000

In particular if 3 belongs to F* NI

(3 )9) -0

If a, #0

Consequently

If b belongs to I then

and

so that

If B belongs to F* N I3, and

then

and ¢(h) is equal to
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wome(( 9

we can change variables in the summation to see that ¢(h) = ¢(g).
The lemma is now proved. The function

o0 = % anctasron ((F 1))

acFx

Since

can be treated in the same fashion.

Theorem 11.5. Ifw is a quasi-characters of F*\I such that

a, O B
wy(ay) e (( 0 1)) =1
for all units a, of O, set

={ Y aawlos)lasl 2} [] L(s,w, ® 7).

FXAI\F* vgS

~f(fas OY) _
for all units a, in O, set

={ > aawlas) las 2} [ Lis, w0 @ 7).

FXAIS\Fx vgS

If

Then A(s,w) and /A\(s,w) are defined for Res sufficiently large. Suppose that whenever w is

such that A(s,w) or A(s,w) is defined they can be analytically continued to entire functions
which are bounded in vertical strips. Assume also that there is an A in F* such that |Al, =
|z, | for any p in S and

= { [T we =142 T e w0 ® w0 00) } AL = 5,77 ')
vES vegS

whenever A(s,w) is defined. Then for any ¢, in W (m, 1) there is an automorphic form ¢

on Gy such that
e 0\
ol9) =) aac(gs) ¢ ((OBS 1) gs)

on G%.

The infinite products occurring in the definition of A(s,w) and A(s,w) certainly converge
for Re s sufficiently large. To check that the other factors converge one has to check that

D lasl

converges for Re s sufficiently large if the sum is taken over those elements « of a system of
coset representatives of F* N I3\ F* for which |a|, < ¢, for v in S. This is easily done.
The idele Ag has components 1 outside of S and A in S. Since

0 1 a b OA§1 - d cAg1
ASO c d 1 0 o Asb a
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0 1
As 0
normalizes K2. In particular if g belongs to G, so does
0 1 0 Ag'
As 0)9\1 0 )

Lemma 11.5.1. If ¢, is in W(m,v) and g is in G3, then, under the hypotheses of the

theorem,
~ 0 1 0 Al
9"((,45 0)9(1 5))=90(g)-

Let ¢'(g) be the function on the left. As before all we need do is show that for every
character w of F* N IZ\I2 and every g in G5, the integral

(11.5.2) / o ((3 ?) g) w(a) |al*"% d*a
FXNIZ\IE

is absolutely convergent for Re s large and positive. The integral

/ a 0 s—1 %
(11.5.3) /F s © ((0 1) g) w(a) |a[*™> d"a
><r-\|D D

is absolutely convergent for Re s large and negative, and they can be analytically continued
to the same entire function which is bounded in vertical strips.
If for any v in S the character

a— wy(a)e a0
v 0 a
on the group of units of O, is not trivial the integrals are 0 when they are convergent. We
may thus assume that
a 0
(3 )
for all units in O, if v isin S.
We discuss the first integral in a formal manner. The manipulations will be justified by
the final result. The integrand may be written as a double sum

2.2 et ((aos (1)> gs) 1 ((dsfgs% (1)) gs) wia) |a]*2.

The inner sum is over v in F* N I3 and the outer over a set of coset representatives a of

F*NI3\F*. Since
as 0\) _ vsas 0
o (5 1)) e (757 1))

w(a)|al*~2 = w(ya) |yal*~3

the matrix

and

the integral is equal to £(gs) times the sum over « of

@5&5 0\ . as 0 8_% x
(5 ) (5 ) s
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Since I3 is the direct product of
jgz{a€]|a521}

and a compact group under which the integrand is invariant the previous expression is equal

to
aga 0 . sl ox
w [ (%50 ) ds) wl@laltava
I

Changing variables to rid ourselves of the &g in the integrand and taking into account the

relation . . .
1 =w(a) a2 = w(ag) w(as) |as|*"2 |ag|* 2

we can see that the original integral is equal to

e(9s) Zaaw(ag) s |*2 /fs ©1 ((g (1)> gs) w(a) |al*~% d*a.

There is no harm in supposing that ¢y is of the form
901(g5> = H@v(gv)'
vES

We have already seen that, in this case,

/fs o ((8 (1)) 98) w(a) la]*~2 d*a

is convergent for Re s large and positive and is equal to
Ay 0 s—1
H/ Yo ((0 1) gv) wy(ay) ay|*"2 d”ay.
vgs Y F

If ¢, is the function

o, (h) = wy(h) wu(h)
in W(w, ® m,,1,) this product is

H {L(s,w, @ T,) ®(gu, 5, ¢),) wy ' (det g,) }.
vgS
Thus the integral (11.5.2) is absolutely convergent for Re s large and positive and is equal to
£(gs) w(det gs) A(s,w) H ®(gy, 8, ).
vgS

The argument used in the proof of Theorem 11.3 shows that this function is entire.

= () (90
(hs) =¢ ((aos (1)) gs) :

Thus the integrand in (11.5.3) is equal to

(5 o) (5 (3 D ) o

then
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The sum can again be written as a double sum over v and «a. Since

e (5 D) = (6 2) (5 )
=0 D)
M(am DL ) D))
o (5 D) (2 o) (5" D))

we can put the sum over F* N I3 and the integration over F* N I3\I3 together to obtain
e(gs) times the sum over F* N I5\F>* of

f (5 D5 DG o) o

We write

as 0\ (0 1\ fas 0\ _ (0 1\ [(as 0) [—a5'dsas 0
0 1)\4s o/\0 1)~ \-1 0/ 0 as 0 1

and then change variables in the integration to obtain the product of w(—Ag) |Ag|*"2 and

. _ 1, 0 1 0Y . s_1
o as) o alasl i [ (O 0) (5 ) as) wt@ et ava
Is

Replacing a by a~! and making some simple changes we see that the integral is equal to

/e ((5 (5 0)os) m@e @it o

which converges for Re s large and negative and is equal to

[T —sn wt @) (wgy, 1 — 5,¢),) wo(det g,) }-
vgS

which equals
and

is equal to

Thus the integral 11.5.3 is equal to

e(gs) w(det gs) w(—As) [As] 2 A1 — s,n7'w™) [ @(wg,1 - 5,¢))
vgS
which is entire.
Since

(I)(wg’th 1 -5, SD;)) = 8(57(")11 ® Ty, ¢> (I)(g’w S, QOL)
the analytic continuations of (11.5.2) and (11.5.3) are equal. We show as in the proof of

Theorem 11.3 that the resultant entire function is bounded in vertical strips of finite width.
There is now a simple lemma to be proved.
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Lemma 11.5.4. The group Gp N G%, is generated by the matrices in it of the form

(5 %)
(2 ).

This is clear if S is empty. Suppose that S is not empty. If
_ (o B
- (’V 5)
belongs to G N G35, and |al, = 1 for all v in S then

[« 0 1%
T=\y 6-2)\0 1

and both matrices belong to Gr N G7,. In general if g is in Gy N G, then, for each v in
S, lal, <1, |v[, <1 and either |al, or ||, is 1. Choose £ in F' so that, for every v in S,
|&| = 1if |af, < 1 and |&,| < 1if |a|, = 1. Then

(1 5) (a ﬁ)_(aJr&v 6+£5)
0 1)\vy o) 0 )

and |a + &v|, = 1 for all v in S. The lemma follows.
We know that if
_ (> B
= (6 5)

belongs to Gr N G2, then ¢(hg) = ©(g) and $(hg) = ¢(g). Suppose

a 0
v 0
is in Gp N G%. Then

a 0 . 0 1\ (a O 0 Ag'
P\\y 6)9)=%\4a 0)\y 6)91 o))
Since the argument on the right can be written
§ yATH\ [0 1 0 Ag'
0 a J\Aa0)91 o0
and the first term of this product lies in G N G%, the right side is equal to
({0 1 0 Ag'
A3 0)a(0 ) e

Thus ¢ is invariant under Gr N G3. Since G, = Gr G the function ¢ extends in a
unique manner to a function, still denoted ¢, on Gg\Gy. It is clear that ¢ is K-finite and

and
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for all @ in I. It is not quite so clear that ¢ is slowly increasing. If €2 is a compact subset of
Gp there is a finite set vy, -+, in Gg such that

)4
Q=[Jany"'aG.
=1

What we have to show then is that if v belongs to G and ¢ > 0 is given there are constants
M; and M, such that for all g in QN =1 GY, and all a in [ for which |a| > ¢

(66 1))

If v is a place of F', which is not in S and is archimedean if F' is a number field, there is
a compact set C' in I such that

{aelllal>c} CF{a€cF)||a| >c}C

Thus the inequality has only to be verified for a in F — of course at the cost of enlarging

Q. If
_ (a8
=5 5)
a 0\  (a x
o 1)97\o 1)
with z = (1 — )2 and the conclusion results from Lemma 11.4 and the relation

1
By = (BA N GF> (BA N G%)

S M1|CL|M2.

then

By ={ (8 ?) € Gl
= (55 (006 )
(6 D= 1) (F ) (B o) 6 5o
(o) o 1)

lies in a certain compact set which depends on €2, ¢, and v. The required inequality again
follows from Lemma 11.4. R

The space U of functions ¢ corresponding to ¢ in W (m, ) transforms under Hg accord-
ing to m. Lemma 10.13 implies that every element of U is an automorphic form. If it is not
contained in Ay, Lemma 10.12 applied to the functions

¢0(9):;/ @ Lo g ) dx
measure F\A Jp 5 01

with ¢ in U shows that there are two quasi-characters p and v on F*\I such that m, =
7 (e, vp) for almost all v.

Otherwise we write

Then

The matrix
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Corollary 11.6. Suppose there does not exist a pair u, v of quasi-characters of F*\I such
that m, = 7(Wy, V) for almost all v. Then there is a constituent 7' = Q= of Ag such that
Ty = m, for all v not in S.

Since U transforms under 9/7\(5 according to 7w it is, if v is not in 5, the direct sum of
subspaces transforming under 3, according to m,. By assumption U is contained in Ay and
therefore in Ag(n). The space Ay(n) is the direct sum of subspaces invariant and irreducible
under H. Choose one of these summands V' so that the projection of U on V is not 0. If
7' = ®m,, is the representation of H on V' it is clear that 7, = 7, if v is not in S.

Another way to guarantee that U lies in the space of cusp forms and therefore that the
conclusion of the corollary holds is to assume that for at least one v not in S the representation
m, is absolutely cuspidal.
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§12. Some extraordinary representations.

In [18] Weil has introduced a generalization of the Artin L-functions. To define these it
is necessary to introduce the Weil groups. These groups are discussed very clearly in the
notes of Artin—Tate but we remind the reader of their most important properties. If F'is a
local field let C'r be the multiplicative group of F' and if F is a global field let C'r be the
idele class group F*\I. If K is a finite Galois extension of F' the Weil group Wx,p is an
extension of (K /F), the Galois group of K/F, by Ck. Thus there is an exact sequence

1= Cx = Wgkp = &(K/F) — 1.

If L/F is also Galois and L contains K there is a continuous homomorphism Tr/FK/F Of
Wi/r onto Wg/p. It is determined up to an inner automorphism of Wy ,r by an element
of Ck. In particular Wg/p = Cr and the kernel of 7x,p p/p is the commutator subgroup of
Wgyp. Also if ' C E C K we may regard Wk as a subgroup of Wy, p. If I is global and
v a place of F' we also denote by v any extension of v to K. There is a homomorphism c«,, of
Wk, /F, into Wg,p which is determined up to an inner automorphism by an element of C.

A representation o of Wy, p is a continuous homomorphism of Wy, p into the group of
invertible linear transformations of a finite-dimensional complex vector space such that o(w)
is diagonalizable for all w in W/ p. If K is contained in L then oo7y/r i/ is a representation
of Wr,r whose equivalence class is determined by that of o. In particular if w is a generalized
character of Cr then wo 7g/p p/r is a one-dimensional representation of Wy /r which we also
call w. If o is any other representation w ® ¢ has the same dimension as o. If F C EF C K
and p is a representation of Wy, r on X let Y be the space of functions ¢ on Wk, r with
values in X which satisfy

p(uw) = p(u) p(w)
for all w in Wi/g. If v € Wg/p and ¢ € Y let o(v)p be the function

w — p(wo)
o(v)yp also belongs to Y and v — o(v) is a representation of Wy, p. We write
0 = Il’ld(WK/F, WK/E7 p)

If F'is global and o is a representation of Wy p then, for any place v, 0, = 0o a, is a
representation of Wy, ,r, whose class is determined by that of o.

Now we remind ourselves of the definition of the generalized Artin L-functions. Since
we are going to need a substantial amount of detailed information about these functions the
best reference is probably [19]. In fact to some extent the purpose of [19] is to provide the
background for this chapter and the reader who wants to understand all details will need
to be quite familiar with it. If F'is a local field then to every representation o of Wy, p we
can associate a local L-function L(s, o). Moreover if ¢ is a non-trivial additive character of
F we can define a local factor (s, 0,1%r). The L-function and the factor (s, 0,1 r) depend
only on the equivalance class of o.

If F' is a global field we set

L(s,0) = [[ L(s,0,)

The product converges in a right half-plane and L(s, o) can be analytically continued to a
function meromorphic in the whole complex plane. If ¥ is a non-trivial character of F\ A
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the functions e(s, 0,,1,) are identically 1 for all but a finite number of v. If
g(s,0) = Hz—:(s, Ty Yy)

and ¢ is the representation contragredient to ¢ the functional equation
L(s,0) =¢(s,0) L(1 —s,0)

is satisfied. For all but finitely many places v the representation o, is the direct sum of
d, the dimension of ¢, one-dimensional representations. Thus there are generalized char-
acters pl, -+ ud of Cr, such that o, is equivalent to the direct sum of the one-dimensional
representations

w = i, (T, /o, (W) -

Moreover, for all but finitely many of these v, ul,---, ud are unramified and there is a
constant r, which does not depend on v, such that

’ﬂi(wv)‘ <@ |" 1<i<d.

If F'is a global or a local field and o is a representation of Wy /p then w — det o(w) is a
one-dimensional representation and therefore corresponds to a generalized character of Cp.
We denote this character by det o.

If F'is a local field, o is a two-dimensional representation of W /g, and 9 r is a non-trivial
additive character of F' then, as we saw in the first chapter, there is at most one irreducible
admissible representation m of H g such that

x ((g‘ 2)) — deto(a)T

and, for all generalized characters w of Cp,
L(s,w®m) = L(s,w® o)
Ls,w'®7) =L(s,w ' ®0)
e(s,wRmYr) =e(s,w® 0, Yp).
If ¢Y(x) = ¢Yr(Bx) then
e(s,w®o,Yp) =detw @ o (f) e(s,w @ 0,¢r)

™ ((8‘ g)) =deto(a)l

e(s,w@m ) =detw® o(f)e(s,w @, Yp).

Thus , if it exists at all, is independent of ¥ r. We write 7 = (o).

There are a number of cases in which the existence of 7(o) can be verified simply by
comparing the definitions of the previous chapter with those of [19]. If p and v are two
quasi-characters of C'r and o is equivalent to the representation

w — (” (TK/F,g/F(w)) 0 )

14 TK/F,F/F(UJ))

and, since

one also has
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then 7(o) = w(pu,v). If K/F is a separable quadratic extension, y is a quasi-character of
CK = WK/K; and
0= IHd(WK/F, WK/K7 X)

then m(0) = m(x). Observe that m(x) is alway infinite-dimensional.
Suppose F'is a global field and K is a separable quadratic extension of F. Let y be a
quasi-character of C'x and let

0= Ind(WK/Fa WK/K,X)-
If v does not split in K
Oy = Iﬂd(WKU/Fv, WKU/KN Xu),

but if v splits in K the representation o, is the direct sum of two one-dimensional represen-
tations corresponding to quasi-characters u, and v, such that p,v;' is a character. Thus
7(0,) is defined and infinite-dimensional for all v.

Proposition 12.1. If there is no quasi-character v of Cp such that x(a) = p(Ng/par) for
all a in Ck the representation ®@,m(0,) is a constituent of Ay.

If w is a generalized character of F' then
(WR0)y =wy ® gy

Define a generalized character wg/r of Cx by

wi/p(a) = w(Ni/r(a)).
Then
w® o =IndWg/p, Wik, wWk/rX)
and
L(s,w®0) = L(s,wg/rX)-

The L-function on the right is the Hecke L-function associated to the generalized character
wi/rX of Ck. It is entire and bounded in vertical strips unless there is a complex number r
such that

wr/r(a) x(a) = |a|" = [Ng/ral".
But then
x(a) = w  (Niyra) [Nispal”

which is contrary to assumption. The function
L(s,w™ ®5) = L(s,wg/pX ")

is also entire and bounded in vertical strips. It follows immediately that the collection
{m(o,)} satisfies the conditions of Theorem 11.3.
This proposition has a generalization which is one of the principal results of these notes.

Theorem 12.2. Suppose F' is a global field and o is a two-dimensional representation of
Wk/p. Suppose also that for every generalized character w of Cp both L(s,w ® o) and
L(s,w™t®07) are entire functions which are bounded in vertical strips. Then w(o,) eists for
every place v and ®,m(0,) is a constituent of Ay.
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We observe that the converse to this theorem is an immediate consequence of Theo-
rem 11.1.

We are going to apply Corollary 11.6. There are a large number of conditions which must
be verified. We know that m(o,) is defined for all but a finite number of v. In particular
it is defined for v archimedean for then o, is either induced from a quasi-character of a
quadratic extension of F), or is the direct sum of two one-dimensional representations. If
0, is equivalent to the direct sum of two one-dimensional representations corresponding to
quasi-characters p, and v, then p,v, 1'is a character so that 7(0,) is infinite-dimensional.
Let S be the set of places for which 7(o,) is infinite-dimensional. Let S be the set of places
for which 7(c,) is not defined or, since this is still conceivable, finite-dimensional. We are
going to show that S is empty but at the moment we are at least sure that it is finite. If v
is not in S set m, = w(0y).

If v is in S the representation o, must be irreducible so that

L(s,w, ® 0,) = L(s,w,' ®7,) =1

for every generalized character w, of F,*. The Artin conductor pI* of o, is defined in the
Appendix to [19]. There is a constant ¢,, depending on o, such that if w, is unramified

1
e(s,wy ® 0y, 1y) = ¢, wv(wv)mv“n |wv‘(mv+2nv)(37)

if p; " is the largest ideal on which ), is trivial. 1), is the restriction to F), of a given
non-trivial character of F\A.
We take

D = Hpmp
pes
and n = det 0. We define € and € by

. ((% z? )) — det o, (by)
(5 1) =

if v belongs to S and a, and b, are units of O,. If a belongs to F* and |al, = |w,|™™ for
every v in S we set aq = 1 and a, = [],cq ¢y det o, (a); otherwise we set aq = Go = 0.

The function A(s,w) of Theorem 11.5 is defined only if w, is unramified at each place of
S and then it equals

and

{va ) ||~ "“572)}{HL3%®7@)}

veS vgS
which is
va o) e, | T }st@a)

veS

The function A(s wn™1) is also defined if w, is unramified at each place of S and is equal
to

(] evws(@i) | ™62} Lis, 0™ @)

veES
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Choose A in F* so that |A,| = |w,|™ for every v in S. Then
s—1 1
va(—A) Al % = va<wv)mv ’wv‘mv(sfﬁ_
veS vES
The functional equation asserts that L(s,w ® o) is equal to
{ He(s,wv ® Oy, 1/)1;)}{ He(s,wv ® av,wv)} L(l-s,w'®a).
veS vgS
The first factor is equal to
1 5—l
{T] cowo(@o)®™ @2 { T [ wo(—A) |Al 2}
veS vES
Therefore A(s,w) is equal to
s—2 N
{ va(_A) |A|v ’ }{ H 5(Sawv @ Oy, %)}A(l - S, W717771>‘
vES vgS
The assumptions of Theorem 11.5 are now verified. It remains to verify that of Corol-

lary 11.6. It will be a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 12.3. Suppose F' is a global field, K is a Galois extension of F', and p and o are
two representations of the Weil group Wy, p. If for all but a finite number of places v of F
the local representations p, and o, are equivalent then p and o are equivalent.

We set

Lo(s,0) = [ [ L(s, ;).

The product is taken over all non-archimedean places. We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 12.4. If o is unitary the order of the pole of Lo(s,o) at s = 1 is equal to the
multiplicity with which the trivial representation is contained in o.

There are fields Ey, - - - , E, lying between F' and K, characters xg,, - , X&,, and integers
mq,--- ,m, such that ¢ is equivalent to

@ m; IHd(WK/F7 WK/E7 XEZ)
=1

Let 6; = 1 if xp, is trivial and O otherwise. Since
Lo(S, O') = H Lo(S, XEl)mz
i=1

the order of its pole at s = 11is >_._, m; §;. However
Ind(WK/F> WK/Ea XEZ-)

contains the trivial representation if and only if xp, is trivial and then it contains it exactly
once. Thus 22:1 m; 0; is also the number of times the trivial representation occurs in o.
Observe that if T" is any finite set of non-archimedean primes the order of the pole of

HL(s,ap)

pegT
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at s = 1 is the same as that of Ly(s, o).

The first step of the proof of Lemma 12.3 is to reduce it to the case that both p and o are
unitary. Then p and o certainly have the same degree d. Let p act on X and let o act on Y.
Under the restriction p to C'x the space X decomposes into the direct sum of invariant one-
dimensional subspaces X1, - - - , Xq which transform according to quasi-characters pu!,--- , u¢
of Ck. If a is a real number let

M(a) = {i | |p'(a)] = |a|* for all a in Ck}
and let

X(a)= ) X
i€M(a)

X (a) is invariant under Wy p and X = @, X (a). Let p(a) be the restriction of p to X (a).
Replacing p by o and X by Y we can define v}, --- ,v? and Y (a) in a similar fashion.

We now claim that if p, is equivalent to o, then p,(a) is equivalent to o,(a) for each a.
To see this we need only verify that any linear transformation from X to Y which commutes
with the action of W, /p,, or even of Ck,, takes X(a) to Y(a). Observe that under the
restriction of p, to Ck, the space X; transforms according to the character p! and that
i ()| = |a|® for all @ in C, if and only if |u'(a)] = || for all a in Ck. Thus X (a) and
Y (a) can be defined in terms of p, and o, alone. The assertion follows.

Thus we may as well assume that for some real number a

()] = V()] = |af*
for all ¢ and all v in C'x. Replacing o by a — |a| %o (a) and p by a — ||~ p(«) if necessary
we may even assume that a = 0. Then p and ¢ will be equivalent to unitary representations
and we now suppose them to be unitary.

If 7 is irreducible and p ~ 7@ p’ and 0 ~ 7@ ¢’ then p! is equivalent to o/ whenever p, is
equivalent to o,. Since we can use induction on d it is enough to show that if 7 is irreducible
and unitary and contained in p then it is contained in o. Let p and ¢ be the representations
contragredient to p and ¢. Certainly (p ® 7), = p, ® 7, is equivalent to (o ® 7), for all but
a finite number of v. Moreover p ® T contains 7 ® 7 which contains the identity. If ¢ ® 7
contains the identity then, as is well-known and easily verified, ¢ contains 7. On the other
hand the orders of the poles of Lo(s,p ® 7) and Lo(s,0 ® 7) at s = 1 are clearly equal so
that, by Lemma 12.4, ¢ ® 7 contains the trivial representations if p ® 7 does.

We return to the proof of Theorem 12.2. It follows from Lemma 12.3 that if the as-
sumptions of Corollary 11.6 are not satisfied ¢ is equivalent to the direct sum of two one-
dimensional representations associated to quasi-characters p and v of C'r. Then

L(s,w® o) = L(s,wn) L(s,wv).

The two functions on the right are Hecke L-functions. The function on the left is entire for
every choice of w. Taking w = ! and w = v~ we see that L(s,u"'v) and L(s,v i) have
azero at s = 1. Let u~' v(a) = |a|” x(«) where x is a character. Then

L(s,1i7v) = L(s +7,%)

L<Sv I/illu) = L(S - Xﬁl)'
Now neither L(s, x) nor L(s,x~!) has a zero in the set Res > 1. Therefore 1 +r < 1 and
1 —r < 1. This is impossible.
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We can now apply Corollary 11.6 to assert that there is a constituent 7’ = [[, ®) of
Ao such that 7/ = 7(0,) for v not in S. To prove the theorem we need only show that
m,, = m(o,) for v in S. Taking the quotient of the two functional equations

L(s,w®o0) = {Hs(s,wv ® O‘v,1/JU)} L(l—-s5w'®0)

and
Lis,wer) = {[[els.ws @), 00)} L(1 — 5,07 @ F),
we find that
H L(s,w, ® o)
vES L(s7 w’U ® 71-’{])
is equal to
Hé(s,wv@)av,wv) HL(l—s,w;1®5v)
UG e eme) [\ Tn=somem) [

We need one more lemma. If v is a non-archimedean place and w, is a quasi-character

of F¥ let m(w,) be the smallest non-negative integer such that w, is trivial on the units of

O, congruent to 1 modulo pi©").

Lemma 12.5. Suppose S is a finite set of non-archimedean places and vy € S. Suppose that
we are giwen a quasi-character X, of F,5 and for each v # vo in S a non-negative integer
m,. Then there is a quasi-character w of Cp such that wy, = X, and m(w,) > m, if v # vy
belongs to S

/ Suppose Xy, (@) = |afg, X, (@) where x;, is a character. If w’ is a character of Cr and

Wy, = Xu, While m(w;) > m, for v # vy in S we may take w to be the generalized character
a — |a|"w'(«) of Cr. In other words we may assume initially that x,, is a character. Let
A be the group of ideles whose component at places not in .S is 1, whose component of a
place v ¢ vy in S is congruent to 1 modulop?™, and whose component at v, is arbitrary.
Certainly F* N A = {1}. We claim that F*A is closed in /. Indeed if o € I there is a
compact neighbourhood X of o on which the norm is bounded above by 1/e and below by
e where ¢ is a positive constant. If § € F* and v € A then |8v| = |y|. Moreover

1
Ac={vedle<hl=<}

is compact. Since F'* is discrete F'*A, is closed. Since any point has a compact neighbour-
hood whose intersection with F'* A is closed the set F'*A is itself closed.

We can certainly find a character of A which equals x,, on F,\ and, for any v # vg in S,
is non-trivial on the set of units in O, congruent to 1 modulop}'*. Extend this character to
F* A by setting it equal to 1 on F*. The result can be extended to a character of I which
is necessarily 1 on F'*. We take w to be this character.

Let 7, ((% 2 ) = no(aw). If n(e) = [, m(cw) then n is a quasi-character of F*\I.

Since, by construction, n = det o on [}, the quasi-characters n and det o are equal. Therefore
n, = det o, for all v. We know that if m(w,) is sufficiently large,

L(s,w, ® 0,) = L(s,w, @) =1

and
Ll —s,w,' ®06,) = L(1 —s,w,' ©7,) =1.
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Moreover, by Proposition 3.8
£(8, Wy ® Ty, Yy) = (8, wuw, Pu) (S, wWo, Py).
It is shown in the Appendix of [19] that if m(w,) is sufficiently large
£(s,wy ® 0y, Py) = £(8, wy det oy, Py) £(8, wo, Py).

Applying Lemma 12.5 and the equality preceding it we see that if v is in S and w, is any
quasi-character of F

L(s,w, ®0,)  [e(s,w, ® 0y, ty) L1 —s,w,'®0)
L(s,wy@m,) le(s,w,@m,) ) L1 =s,wter) [
Recalling that

L(s,w, ®0,) = L(1 —s,w;' ®37,) =1
for v in S we see that
LA —s,wt@m)  e(s,w, ® oy, )
L(s,wy,®7)  e(,w, @7, 1)
The theorem will follow if we show that

L(s,w,®@7)=L(1 —s,w;' @) =1

(12.5.1)

for all choices of w,,.
If not, either 7} is a special representation or there are two quasi-characters p, and v, of
F) such that 7, = 7(py, V). According to (12.5.1) the quotient
L1 —s,w,' @)
L(s,w, ® )
is an entire function of s for every choice of w,. If 7/, = 7(py, v») and m(u;'v,) is positive
LA—sp@m) 1—|m|
L(s,pt @m) 1= o'

which has a pole at s = 1. If m(u,'v,) =0
L= @) _ [ 1= lmal | [ 1= " valm) [l
L(s,pst@m,) — \1—|w= ) |1 - pvt (@) [a|'=

which has a pole at s = 1 unless p, v, }(w,) = |w,|. But then it has a pole at s = 2. If 7/
is the special representation associated to the pair of quasi-characters

a— (@) |alz o= pla)]a] 2
of £ then
L1 = 5,1, @) 1— |a,|*2
L(s,pt @m) 1 —|w,|2

which has a pole at s = %
There is a consequence of the theorem which we want to observe.

Proposition 12.6. Suppose E is a global field and that for every separable extension F
of E, every Galois extension K of F', and every irreducible two-dimensional representation
o of Wiyr the function L(s,o) is entire and bounded in vertical strips. Then if Fy is the
completion of E at some place, K1 is a Galois extension of Fy, and o1 is a two-dimensional
representation of Wi, /p,, the representation m(oy) exists.
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We begin with a simple remark. The restriction of o7 to Ck, is the direct sum of two
one-dimensional representations corresponding to generalized characters x; and xo of Ckg,.
If 7 belongs to G = &(K;/F) either x1(7(a)) = xi(a) for all a in Ck or x1(7()) = xa(e)
for all a in Ck. If the representation oy is irreducible there is at least one 7 for which
x1(7()) = x2(a). If x1 # Xa, the fixed field L; of

H = {T ed ‘ Xl(T(Oé)) = Xl(Oé)}
is a quadratic extension of F. The restriction of oy to Wy, /1, is the direct sum of two one-
dimensional representations and therefore is trivial on the commutator subgroup Wi, /L
which is the kernel of 7, /p 1, /r - With no loss of generality we may suppose that K equals
L, and is therefore a quadratic extension of F;. Then oy is equivalent to the representation

Ind(Wx,/r s Wi /515 X1)-

If oy is reducible 7(0oq) is defined. The preceding remarks show that it is defined if oy is
irreducible and o («) is not a scalar matrix for some « in C,. The proposition will therefore
follow from Theorem 12.2 and the next lemma.

Lemma 12.7. Suppose Fy is the completion of the field E at some place, K is a Galois
extension of Fy, and o1 is an irreducible two-dimensional representation such that oq(«) is
a scalar matriz for all o in Ck,. Then there is a separable extension F of E, a Galois
extension K of F', a place v of K, and isomorphism ¢ of K, with Ky which takes F, to Fy,
and an irreducible two-dimensional representation o of Wi p such that o, is equivalent to
010 .

Observe that the existence of oy forces F; to be non-archimedean. We establish a further
sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 12.8. Suppose V' is a finite-dimensional real vector space, G is a finite group of
linear transformations of V', and L is a lattice in V invariant under G. If x is a quasi-
character of L invariant under G there is a quasi-character X' of V invariant under G and
a positive integer m such that the restrictions of X' and x to mL are equal.

Let V be the dual of V and ‘7@ its complexification. There is a y in ‘?@ such that
x(x) = e?™@y) for all x in L. If 2z belongs to Vi the generalized character © — €2™®2) ig
trivial on L if and only if z belongs to % L is the lattice

{ve 1% | (z,v) € Z for all x in L}.

Let G be the group contragredient to G. We have to establish the existence of an m and
a z in % such that y — z is fixed by G. If ¢ belongs to G then oy — y = w, belongs to L.
Clearly cw, + w, = wy,. Set
1
g T

T

If m is taken to be [G : 1] this is the required element.

Lemma 12.9. Suppose F is a global field, K is a Galois extension of it, and v is a place of
K. Suppose also that [K, : F,] = [K : F| and let x, be a quasi-character of C, invariant
under G = &(K,/F,) = 8(K/F). There is a closed subgroup A of finite index in Cx which
is tnvariant under G and contains Ck, and a quasi-character x of A invariant under G
whose restriction to Ck, 1S -
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Suppose first that the fields have positive characteristic. We can choose a set of non-
negative integers n,,, w # v, all but a finite number of which are zero, so that the group

B=Ck, x [ Ui
w#v

is invariant under GG and contains no element of K™ except 1. Here Ug” is the group of units
of Ok,, which are congruent to 1 modulo p%* . We extend x, to B by setting it equal to 1 on

[Tuw

wH#v

and then to A = K*B/K* by setting it equal to 1 on K*.

Now let the fields have characteristic 0. Divide places of K different from v into two sets,
S, consisting of the archimedean places, and T, consisting of the non-archimedean ones.
Choose a collection of non-negative integers n.,, w € T', all but a finite number of which are
zero, so that

o ny,
B A—CEQ,X I]:C%% X I]:Ukw.
weS weT

is invariant under GG and contains no roots of unity in K except 1. If w is archimedean let
Uk, be the elements of norm 1 in K, and set

By =[] Uk, x [] U~
weS weT
B’/ Bj is isomorphic to the product of C, and
V=1][Cxk./Uk.
wes

which is a vector group. The projection L of
M = By(B'NK*)/B;

on V is a lattice in V' and the projection is an isomorphism. Define the quasi-character u of
L so that if m in M projects to m; in Ck, and to my in V' then

Xo(ma) p(mg) = 1.

 is invariant under G. Choose a quasi-character p/ of V' and an integer n so that ' and p
are equal on nL. Let v/ be the quasi-character obtained by lifting x, x ' from Ck, x V to
B'. Tt follows from a theorem of Chevalley ([20] Theorem 1) that we can choose a collection
of non-negative integers {n,, | w € T} all but a finite number of which are zero so that
Ny > n., for all w in T, so that

fgz:ChQ)X I]:Ck% X I]:ng
weS weT

is invariant under G, and so that every element of BN K* is an nth power of some element
of B'N K*. The restriction v of v/ to B is trivial on BN K*. We take A = K*B/K* and
let x be the quasi-character which is 1 on K* and v on B.
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Lemma 12.10. Suppose F| is a completion of the global field E, Ky is a finite Galois
extension of Fy with Galois group G, and Xk, 1S a quasi-character of Ck, invariant under
G1. There is a separable extension F of E, a Galois extension K of F', a place v of K such
that [K, : F,] = [K : F|, an isomorphism ¢ of K, with K; which takes F, to Fy, and a
quasi-character x of Cx invariant under &(K/F) such that x, = Xk, © ¢-

We may as well suppose that F} = E,,, where w is some place of E. It is known ([8], p. 31)
that there is a polynomial with coefficients in F such that if € is a root of this polynomial
E,(0)/E, is isomorphic to K;/F;. Let L be the splitting field of this polynomial and extend
w to a place of L. The extended place we also call w. Replacing E by the fixed field of
the decomposition group of w if necessary we may suppose that ¥y = E,,, K1 = L, and
(L, : E,] =[L: E]. Now set y., = Xk, and extend x,, to a quasi-character x’ of A as in the
previous lemma.

Let K be the abelian extension of L associated to the subgroup A. Since A is invariant
under &(L/F) the extension K/E is Galois. Let v be a place of K dividing the place w of
L. Since A contains Cp, the fields K, and L, are equal. Let F' be the fixed field of the
image of &(K,/E,) in &(K/E). Let v also denote the restriction of v to F. The fields F,
and F,, are the same. The mapping Nk, : Cx — Cp maps Ck into A. Let x = x’ o Nk/r.
Then x is clearly invariant under &(K/F). Since Ng,p restricted to K, is an isomorphism
of K, with L,, which takes F, onto F,, the lemma is proved.

To prove Lemma 12.7 we need only show that if F' is a global field, K is a Galois
extension of F, x is a quasi-character of C invariant under &(K/F), v is a place of K such
that [K : F| = [K, : F,], and o, is an irreducible two-dimensional representation of Wk, /p,
such that o,(a) = x, ()] for all a in Ck, then there is a two-dimensional representation o
of Wk such that o, is equivalent to oy. The representation o will be irreducible because
o1 is.

Let 07 act on X. Let p, be the right regular representation of Wy, ,r, on the space V, of
functions f on Wy, r, satisfying

flaw) = x,(a) f(w)
for all o in Ck, and all w in Wk, /p,. If X is a non-zero linear functional on X the map from
x to the function A(oy(w)x) is a Wk, /p,-invariant isomorphism of X with a subspace Y of
V.

Let V' be the space of all functions f on W/, satisfying

flaw) = x(a) f(w)
for all a in Cx and all w in Wg,p. Since [K : F] = [K, : F,] the groups &(K/F) and
&(K,/F,) are equal. Therefore

Wkp = Cx Wk, /F,-

Moreover Cx, = Cg N Wk, /r,. Thus the restriction of functions in V' to Wy, /r, is an
isomorphism of V' with V,. For simplicity we identify the two spaces. Let p be the right
regular representation of Wy, r on V. If a belongs to Cx then

flwa) = x(waw™) f(w) = x(a) f(w)
because y is &(K/F) invariant. Therefore p(a) = x(a)I and a subspace V is invariant
under Wy p if and only if it is invariant under Wy, /g, . If we take for o the restriction of p
to Y then o, will be equivalent to ;.
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CHAPTER 4

Quaternion Algebras

§13. Zeta-functions for M (2, F).

In this paragraph F' is again a local field and A = M (2, F') is the algebra of 2 x 2 matrices
with entries from F. The multiplicative group A* of A is just Gp = GL(2, F). If g is in G
we set

l9la = aa(g) = | det g7
Let m be an admissible representation of Hp on the space V. Let the contragredient
representation 7 act on on V. If v belongs to V' and v to V the function

<7T(9)U7U> = <U77T<g 1)6>

is characterized by the relation

[ oty 0. ) dh = (x(g)n(1)0. )

for all f in Hp. N
If & belongs to the Schwartz space S(A) and v belongs to V' and ¢ to V' we set

(.0, 7) = /G B(g) (r(g)0,5) d*g
and
27, ®,0,7) = /G B(g) (v,7(g)7) d*g

The choice of Haar measure is not important provided that it is the same for both integrals.
If w is a quasi-character of F'*

Zw@m ®,v,0) = /G O(g) w(det g){m(g)v,0)d*g

The purpose of this paragraph is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 13.1. Let w be an irreducible admissible representation of Hp and 7 its contra-
gredient. Let m act on'V and 7 on V.
(i) For everyv in'V, ¥ in V, and ® in S(A) the integrals defining Z (a5 @ 7, ®,v,0) and
Z(ag, @, ®,0,0) converge absolutely for Re s sufficiently large.
(i1) Both functions can be analytically continued to functions which are meromorphic in the
whole plane and bounded at infinity in vertical strips of finite width.
(111) If
Z(aF @, ®,0,5) = L(s, ) Z(s, ®, v, 7)
and
Z(a?jQ ® 7, ®,0,0) = L(s, %) Z(s, P, v, D)

207
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then Z(s, ®,v,0) and E(s,@,v,ﬂ) are entire.

(iv) There exist ¢, v,- -+ , v, and vy, -+ , 0, such that Y i E(s, ®,v;,0;) is of the form a e’
with a # 0.

(v) If ®' is the Fourier transform of ® with respect to the character ¥ a(x) = Yp(trz) then

é(l — 5,9 0,0) =e(s,m,Yr), Z(s, P, v,0).

We suppose first that F' is non-archimedean and 7 is absolutely cuspidal. Then we may
take 7 in the Kirillov form so that V' is just S(F*). Since an additive character ¥p = 1 is
given we will of course want to take the Kirillov model with respect to it. The next lemma
is, in the case under consideration, the key to the theorem.

Lemma 13.1.1. If ¢ belongs to S(F*), v belongs to V', and ¥ belongs to V set

®(g) = p(det g){v, 7(g)0) | det g|"
if g belongs to Gr and set ®(g) = 0 if g in A is singular. Then ® belongs to S(A) and its
Fourier transform is given by
¥'(g) = ¢'(det g)(m(g)v, ) | det g 1~ (det g)
if g belongs to Gr and
®'(g) =0
if g 1s singular. Here n is the quasi-character of F* defined by

(5 2) -
(8 )

This lemma is more easily appreciated if it is compared with the next one which is simpler
but which we do not really need.

and

Lemma 13.1.2. Let So(A) be the space of all @ in S(A) that vanish on the singular elements

and satisfy
1
[0 (b 1)) o=

for g1 and gy in Gp. If ® is in So(A) so is its Fourier transform.
Since Sp(A) is stable under left and right translations by the elements of G it is enough

to show that
f(a O0\) _
v((5 0) -
Lo ((o 1)) e
F

To verify these relations we just calculate the left sides!

#((65)) = Lo (s 1) o

for a in F and that
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The right side is a positive multiple of

/GF (9) ¥a (g (3 8)) | det g2 d*g
/GF/NF Va (g (8 8)) \dew!?{/F¢ <g (é f)) dz} d*g

This is 0 because the inner integral vanishes identically.

Jor (7))
/{/‘1} ((3 ?)) ¢F(a+5+7x)dadﬁd7d5} di

which, by the Fourier inversion formula, is equal to

/cp ((g‘ g)) V(o + ) dods df3
/\awF(aM){@ (((g g) ((1) f)) 4} dads
and this is 0.

We return to the proof of Lemma 13.1.1 for absolutely cuspidal 7. Since (v, 7(g)0) has
compact support on G modulo Zr the function ®(g) belongs to S(A). Moreover

ISARDE

o(det gh) | det gh[=! / (W(g_l)v,%(((l) ff)) #(h) v) da.

Since 7 is absolutely cuspidal this integral is 0. Thus ® belongs to Sy(A) and, in particular,
®’ vanishes at the singular elements.
Suppose we can show that for all choice of ¢, v, and ©

(13.1.3) '(e) = (1) (v, 5.
If h belongs to G set ®1(g) = ®(h~'g). If a = det h, v1(z) = |a| p(a™'z), and v; = 7(h)v,
1(g) = 1 (det g) (1, 7(9)7) | det g[ .

which equals

is equal to

which equals

is equal to

Then @/ (e) is equal to
i (€) (v1,v).

et =rtwe=laltw)= (% 1))

(5 2) () o

On the other hand

which equals
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Thus ®'(h), which equals ®(e) | det h| 72, is
¢ (det h){m(h) v, ) n~*(det h) |det h|~".
The formula (13.1.3) will be a consequence of the next lemma.

Lemma 13.1.4. Let de be the normalized Haar measure on the group U = Up. If v is a
character of U set

n(u,x):/Uy(a)¢(5x) de

if v i1sin F'. Let dx be the Haar measure on F which is self-dual with respect to 1. Then
/ n(v,z@w") Y(ax)dr =0
F

unless |a| = |@w|™ but if a = (w" with ( in U

[ ntva) v(an) do = (=) | e
F
if ¢ 1s the measure of U with respect to dzx.

The general case results from the case n = 0 by a change of variable; so we suppose
n = 0. In this case the formulae amount to a statement of the Fourier inversion formula for
the function which is 0 outside of U and equal to ¢ 'v(g) on U.

Suppose we could show that there is a positive constant d which does not depend on 7
such that for all ¢, v, and v

'(e) = dy¢'(e) (v, D).
Then we would have

®'(g) = d'(det g) (m(g)v, )| det g| "0~ (det g).
Exchanging 7 and 7 and recalling that 7 = n~! @ 7 we see that ®”, the Fourier transform
of @, is given by

®"(g) = d*¢"(det g) (v, 7(g)0) | det gl ' n(det g),
where ¢" = 7(w)p; if p1(a) = ¢'(a)n~'(a). According to the remarks preceding the state-
ment of Theorem 2.18, ¢” is the product of m(w) ¢’ = n(—1) ¢ and n~*(det g). Thus

0" (g) = n(=1) d*¢(det g) (v, 7(g)0) | det g[5".

Since " = ®(—g) = n(—1) ®(g) the numbers d? and d are both equal to 1. The upshot is
that in the proof of the formula (13.1.3) we may ignore all positive constants and in particular
do not need to worry about the normalization of Haar measures.

Moreover it is enough to prove the formula for ¢, v, v in a basis of the spaces in which
they are constrained to lie. Oddly enough the spaces are all the same and equal to S(F*).
Assume 1 = v, @9 = v, and @ are supported respectively by @w™ U, w™U, and @w"U and
that, for all € in U, p1(cw™e) = vy (€), pa(w™e) = vy ' (e) and ¢(w"e) = v~ (). All three
of v, v; and vy are characters of U.

The formal Mellin transforms of these three functions are @, (u, t) = §(pv; ™, Po(p, t) =
§(pvg )2, and B(u,t) = 6(ur~1)t". Recall that, for example,

P(p,t) = Zt" /U o(w"e) u(e) de.
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The scalar product (@1, p2) is equal to

/gol(a) wa(—a)d*a = §(1r1a) 0(ny — ng) va(—1).
If n(ew™) = vy(e) 2§ then
P(ut) = Clu,t) p(u gyt )

which equals

d(vuvy) Z Con(v g ™ 2™

Consequently
P(1)=Culv vy ) 2"
Thus the formula to be proved reads
d'(e) = Cp(v g h) 25" va(—1) 3(1111) 6(ny — ma).

Almost all g in A can be written in the form

=06 D6 )6

with @ and b in F* and = and y in F. The additive Haar measure dg on A may be written
as
dg = |det g|% d*g = [b*| d*bdz|a| d*a dy
and for any g of this form
Yalg) = vr (b —y))
while ®(g) is equal to

ot ) (5 (D)o (¢ D)

Let f; and fy be the two functions which appear in the scalar product. Their formal
Mellin transforms can be calculated by the methods of the second paragraph,

Filpet) = vo(=1) Clouy ) (= vy v ™) v () 27T
if a = (" and A
o t) = n(pry ' w"y) .
The scalar product of f; and f5 is equal to

[ hi@ p-ayaa

which, by the Plancherel theorem for F'*, is equal to
2m

1 e
D= [ filue”) folut ™) db.
p T Jo
A typical integral is equal to the product of vo(—1) p~ vy ()2, ~™ and

2T
/ Clu, ) el (=g ot ™) p(u~ vyt w™y) df
0

which equals
27 Cpy s (1) (™ v @™ ) (™ g, "2y).
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Also if a = (w"
' (0) [b%a] ™" p(b%a) = p(b*@") v Q) (0) 6% fal T

If we put all this information together we get a rather complicated formula for ®(g)
which we have to use to compute ®'(e). The function ®’(e) is expressed as an integral with
respect to a, b, z, and y. We will not try to write down the integrand. The integral with
respect to a is an integration over ( followed by a sum over r. The integrand is a sum over
1. The integration over ¢ annihilates all but one term, that for which uryy = 1. We can
now attempt to write down the resulting integrand, which has to be integrated over b, x,
and y, and summed over r. It is the product of

N (O) b1 v(=1) 2™ @(b* @) Crimyns (V1)

and

n(vvrt @™ a) n(vwry ' @"y) vr bz — y)).

The second expression can be integrated with respect to x and y. Lemma 13.1.4 shows
that the result is 0 unless |b| = |w|™ = |w|"™. In particular ®'(e) = 0 if ny # ny. If ny =ny
the integration over b need only be taken over o™ U. Then the summation over r disappears
and only the term for which r + 2n; = n remains. Apart from positive constants which
depend only on the choices of Haar measure ®'(e) is equal to

2" (=1) Co(v g h) /U vy tuy He) de.

Since

the proof of Lemma 13.1.1 is complete.
Since L(s,m) = L(s,m) = 1 if 7 is absolutely cuspidal the first three assertions of the
theorem are, for such 7w, consequences of the next lemma.

Lemma 13.1.5. Suppose ® belongs to S(A), v belongs to V', and ¥ belongs to V. If T is
absolutely cuspidal the integral

/ B(g)(n(g)v, D) | det g[** d* g

is absolutely convergent for Re s sufficiently large and the functions it defines can be analyt-
ically continued to an entire function.

Suppose the integral is convergent for some s. If £ is an elementary idempotent such that
7(&)v = v the integral is not changed if ® is replaced by

B1(g) = / (gh™") (k) dh.
GL(2,0r)

Since 7 is absolutely cuspidal it does not contain the trivial representation of GL(2, Or) and
we can choose £ to be orthogonal to the constant functions on GL(2,Op). Then ®,(0) = 0.
Thus, when proving the second assertion of the lemma we can suppose that ®(0) = 0.
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The support of (7(g)v,v) is contained in a set ZpC with C' compact. Moreover there is
an open subgroup K’ of GL(2, Op) such that the functions ®(g) and (w(g)v,v) are invariant
under right translations by the elements of K'. If

C C LPJ g K’
=1

the integral is equal to

P
~ s+1 a 0 s «
E :<7T<gi)U,U> | det g, +2/ o ((0 a) gi) n(a) o)+ d*a,
FX

=1

if each of the integrals in this sum converges. They are easily seen to converge if Res is
sufficiently large and if ®(0) = 0 they converge for all s. The lemma is proved.
Now we verify a special case of the fifth assertion.

Lemma 13.1.6. Suppose ¢ is in S(F*) and
®(g) = p(det g) (v, 7(g)0) | det g .
Then for all w in V and all w in 1%
2(1— s, & u, @) =e(s,m ) E(s, ®, u, @).
The expression Z(s, @, u, @) is the integral over G of
| det gI* 2 p(det g) {(g)u, B) (v, 7(9)7).
The integral
/ (m(gh)u, @y (v, 7(gh)v) dh
SL(2,F)

depends only on det g. Set it equal to F'(det g). Then =(s, ®,u, @) is equal to

/ () Fla) |a]*~* da.
F><
By Lemma 13.1.1
®'(g) = ¢'(det g) | det g|~" =" (det g) (7 (g)v, D)
so that Z(s, ®’,u, ) is equal to
| d@F@la @) i
if
Fla) [ (wR(oh)a) (r(gh)o,o) dh
SL(2,F)

whenever a = det g. Since the integrand is not changed when g is replaced by

(b 3o

we have F(b%a) = F(a) and F(a) = F(a™). The same relations are valid for F. Also
F(a) = F(a™') so that F = F.
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We remind ourselves that we are now trying to show that

[ @ P @lal e
Fx
is equal to
e(s,ﬂ,w)/ p(a) Fa) |a*~2 d*a.
If U’ is an open subgroup of Up sucfl that

and

for & in U’ then F and F are constant on cosets of (F*)2U’ which is of finite index in F*.

Write

P

F(a) = Z cixi(a)

i=1
where y; are characters of F'*/(F*)?U’. We may assume that all ¢; are different from 0.
Then

p
F(a™') = ZC" xi(a™).
i=1
The factor e(s, ™ ® x;, %) was defined so that
/ -1, -1 s gx
[ @t @l

would be equal to

dam®m@/‘ﬂ@m@MFéWw

FX
All we need do is show that 7w and y; ® 7w are equivalent, so that

e(s,x;: @, ) =e(s,m, ).
A character x is one of the x; if and only if y is trivial on (F*)? and

/ F(a) x(a)d*a # 0.
FX/(FX)2
This integral is equal to
| Mo)mtoua) w7 o)) dg
GF/ZF
which equals
| oo o700 ds
GF/ZF

The integral does not change if 7 is replaced by w®m. Thus the Schur orthogonality relations
imply that it is non-zero only if 7 and y ® 7 are equivalent.
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If ® belongs to Sy(A) the functions ®(g)|det g|**2 belongs to Hy and we can form the
operator

T(s,®) =/ (g) | det g|* 2w (g) d*g.
Gp
If ® has the form of the previous lemma the functional equation may be written as
T(1—s5,®)=¢(s,m) T (s, ).

Lemma 13.1.7. Given a non-zero w in V', the set of all w in V' such that for some ® of
the form

©(9) = p(det g) (v, 7(9)0) | det g '
the vector T'(s, ®)w is of the form ¢u is a set that spans V.

If the function ® is of this form so is the function ®'(g) = ®(hg) and
T(s,®)w = | det h|~Ct2)r(h™) T(s, @) w

Since 7 is irreducible we need only show that there is at least one non-zero vector in the set
under consideration. Moreover there is an r such that o ® 7 is unitary and we may as well
suppose that 7 itself is unitary. Let (u,v) be a positive invariant form on V.

Choose v = w and ¥ so that (u,?) = (u,w) for all u. Let ¢ be the characteristic function
of Ur. Then

®(g) = (w, m(g)w)
if |det g| = 1 and is 0 otherwise. If

H={g€Gr||detg] =1}
then

T(s,®)w = /H (w, m(g)w) 7(g)wd g

is independent of s and is non-zero because
(T s, ®)w, w / ’ g)w,w ‘ d*g.

The fourth assertion follows immediately and the fifth will now be a consequence of the
following lemma.

Lemma 13.1.8. Suppose ® belongs to S(A) and ¥ belongs to So(A). There is a vertical
strip in which the integrals

// m(g)v, 7(h)&) | det g|** 2 | det h|2* d* g d*h
and
] 0w (=g 7o) | et gl det kot g
exist and are equal.

A little juggling shows that there is no harm in supposing that the quasi-character 7

defined by
(R
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is a character. Fix v and v. Let C be a compact subset of Gz which contains the support of
U and V'. The set
{m(h)0 | h € C}

is finite. Thus there is a compact set in G such that for any A in C' the function

g — (m(g)v,7(h)v)
has its support in Zp C’. Moreover these functions are uniformly bounded. The first integral
is therefore absolutely convergent for Re s > —%. The second is convergent for Re s < %
If —% < Res < % the first integral is equal to

/\Il'(h) [ det b3 /@(g)@r(g)v,%(hm [det gl g} d*h.

Replacing g by hg we obtain

/\If’(h)]det h|2{/<1>(hg)<7r(g)v,17> det gl g} dh.

If we take the additive Haar measure to be dh = | det h|? d*h this may be written as

[ wtorw.0) detglH{ [ athg) winy an} g

The second integral is

/\If(h) | det h|s+%{/qf(g)(w—l(g)v,%—l(h)a) | det g|3— ng} d*h.

After a change of variables this becomes

[t @) 1denglto{ [ @on v an}arg

Replacing g by ¢! we obtain

[intarw ) detgp i {ldetg? [ @(g my v dn}arg
Since
/ ®(hg) W' (h) dh
is equal to
| det g| 2 / ®'(g7*h) W(h) dh

the lemma follows.

The theorem is now proved when 7 is absolutely cuspidal. Suppose that it is a constituent
of 7 = p(p1, u2). In this case the field may be archimedean. Although 7 is not necessarily
irreducible it is admissible and its matrix coefficients are defined. The contragredient repre-
sentation 7 is p(uy ', py ') and the space of 7 is B(M, p2) while that of 7 is B(u; ", uy ). If
f belongs to B(u1, p12) and f belongs to B(uyt, py ') then

0ff) = /fk:g
= [ 00 Fikg)

and
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if K is the standard maximal compact subgroup of G.
If we set

L(S,T) L(S’ul)L(Svl/“?)
L(Sv?) = L(Shul_l) L(SHMQ_l)

and
6(37 T, w) = 5(57 K1, W 6(87 2, w)
the theorem may be formulated for the representation 7. We prove it first for 7 and then for
the irreducible constituents of 7.
We use a method of R. Godement. If ® belongs to S(A) then for brevity the function
x — ®(grh) which also belongs to S(A) will be denoted by hdg. Also let

(a1, as) = /F o ((%1 CZ)) dx

where dx is the measure which is self dual with respect to ¢). The function p¢ belongs
to S(F?). The map ® — g of S(A) into S(F?) is certainly continuous.
We are now going to define a kernel Kg(h,g,s) on K x K. We set

ch(e, €, 8) = Z(Mla%‘v /L204}9?a 90<I>)'
Recall that the right-hand side is

/ / ooar, as) 1 (ar) |arl* pio(az) |azl* da d*az.

In general
Ko(h,g,s) = Kyon-1(e, €, 5).
We also set B
K@(ev €, S) - Z(:U’l_la%v /1’2_105%7 <10‘1>)
and

I?q,(h,g, s) = [?g<ph—l(e, e,s).
The kernels are defined for Re s sufficiently large and are continuous in h, g, and s and, for

fixed h and g, holomorphic in s.
We now make some formal computations which will be justified by the result. The

S 1 s .
expression Z(aF+2 @7, P, f, f)is equal to

/GF 2(9)]{ /K [(kg) J(k) dk } | det g|*3 d*g
which is
/K f(k){ / ®(g) f(kg)|det g|5+% ng} dk.

Gr
Changing variables in the inner integral we obtain

/K N / (k™'g) f(g)| det h|"*3 d*g | db:.

Gr
Using the Iwasawa decomposition to evaluate the integral over G we see that this is equal
to

Ko(ki, ks, s) f(ka) f(ky) dky d.

KxK
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Since we could have put in absolute values and obtained a similar result all the integrals are
convergent and equal for Re s sufficiently large. A similar computation shows that

Z(a;‘+§ ®;7<I>7f7f~)
is equal to

Ko (ki ko, s) f(k1) f (k) dky ds

KxK
if Re s is large enough.

. 1
If € is an elementary idempotent such that 7(§)f = f and 7()f = f then Z(oz;+2 ®
7,®, f, f) is not changed if ® is replaced by

®1(g) = // ®(kighy ') E(k1) (ko) dher s

Thus, at least when proving the second and third assertions, we may suppose that ® is
K-finite on both sides and, in fact, transforms according to a fixed finite set of irreducible
representations of K. Then, as s varies, the functions

Kd><k17 ko, S)

stay in some fixed finite-dimensional space U of continuous functions on K x K. The map

F— // F(ky, k) f (ko) f(ky) dky diey

is a linear form on this space and we can find ¢y, -+ ,¢g, and hy,--- ,h, in K such that it
can be represented in the form

i=1
Thus

Z(oy * @7, @, f. /) =Y X\ Kalgi hi,s).

Thus to prove the second and third assertions we need only show that for each g and A

in K the function
K@(ga hu S)

L(s,T)
is entire and K¢ (g, h, s) itself is bounded at infinity in vertical strips. There is certainly no
harm in supposing that ¢ = h = e so that

K@(e, e, 3) = Z(Nla%v MQQ%W SO’P)

Thus the desired facts are consequences of the results obtained in paragraphs 3, 5, and 6 when
proving the local functional equation for constituents of 7. Replacing 7 by its contragredient

1 -
representation we obtain the same results for Z (asF+2 T, P, f, f).

To prove the functional equation we have to see what happens to the Fourier transform
when we pass from the function ® to to ®;. The answer is simple:

¥(g) = / / & (knghy?) (k) € (ka) dly s
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Thus in proving the functional equation we may suppose that ® is K-finite on both sides.
We may also suppose that if F(ky, ko) is in U so is F'(ki, ke) = F(ka, k1). Then Z(o[;r§ ®
7,9 f, f)=>. A\ Ko(hi, gi, s). To prove the functional equation we have to show that
[?q?"(hmq;l_‘g) K@(Q,h,S)
L(1—s,7) L(s,T)

for any h and ¢ in K. Since the Fourier transform of ¢®h~! is h®'¢g it will be enough to do
this for h = g = e. Then the equality reduces to

=e(s,7,7)

Z(:ul la;ﬁ 87:“2 10[}7 SaSO‘I”) _ 5(8 - w) Z(Nla%,ﬂga%,gﬂp)
L(1—5,7) T L(s,T)

and is a result of the facts proved in the first chapter and the next lemma.

Lemma 13.2.1. The Fourier transform of the function pg is the function pg:.

The value of &’ at
a f3
v 0

/cI> ((i ?)) laz + Bz + vy + 6t) dz dy dz dt
if dz, dy, dz, and dt are self-dual with respect to ©. Thus ¢g/ (v, d) is equal to

/{/‘I’ ((‘Z ‘2)) V(ax + 6t) ¥ (Bz) dxdydzdt} dp

Applying the Fourier inversion formula to the pair of variables § and z we see that this is

equal to
/<I> ((g ?)) Y(ax + 0t) de dy dt

which is the value of the Fourier transform of ¢ at (a,9).

The theorem, with the exception of the fourth assertion, is now proved for the representa-
tion 7. We will now deduce it, with the exception of the fourth assertion, for the constituents
of 7. We will return to the fourth assertion later.

If 7 is a constituent of 7 either m = 7(uy, p2) or m = o(u1, p2). In the first case there
is nothing left to prove. In the second only the third assertion remains in doubt. If F' is
the complex field, it is alright because we can always find another pair of quasi-characters
w) and pfh such that @ = w(p), uy). We ignore this case and suppose that F' is real or
non-archimedean.

First take F' to be non-archimedean. We may suppose that p; and po are the form

is

1 1
w1 = xaj and ps = xap?. The one-dimensional representation g — x(det g) is contained in
7 = p(u;t, pyt) and acts on the function g — x(det g). The matrix elements for 7 are the
functions

= (1(9)f, f) = (n(9)f. f)
where f belongs to B(uy!, ;') and

/f x(det k) dk = 0.
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For such an f there is an elementary idempotent £ such that 7(§)f = f while

/ £(k) dk = 0
K
The value of Z(ozj;r% @, ®, f, f) is not changed if we replace ® by
Bilg) = [ Blgh)E(h)an
K
Lemma 13.2.2. If g, and g, belong to G then

[0 ) o

It will be enough to prove this when g¢; is the identity. Let

o= (1)

If g1 is the identity then, after a change of variables, the integral becomes

| det go| // o(x,y) dr dy

so that we can also assume ¢, is the identity. Then the integral equals

/K{//q)«g g) k) dudy } (k™) dk.

Changing variables as before we see that the inner integral does not depend on K. Since

/ 19 (k‘l) dk =0
K
the lemma follows.

To establish the third assertion for the representation 7 all we need do is show that for
any g and h in K the function
Ko(g,h,s)
L(s,)

J1(0 o) s

for all g; and go in Gr. As usual we need only consider the case that ¢ = h = e. Since

/g%(m,()) dx =0

is entire provided

and
K<I>(67 €, S) = Z(ula%a IUZO[;:W 904’)
we need only refer to Corollary 3.7.

If F'is the field of real numbers the proof is going to be basically the same but a little more
complicated. We may assume that upy " (z) = |21~ (sgn x)™, where p is a non-negative
integer and m is 0 or 1, and that 7 acts on Bg(uq, p2). The restriction of 7 to SO(2,R)
contains only those representations k, for whichn =1—m (mod 2) and |n| >2p+1—m.
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Let &, be the elementary idempotent corresponding to the representation x,. As before we
may suppose that

(13.2.3) /50(2 . O(zk™) & (k) dk =0

if K, does not occur in the restriction of 7 to SO(2,R).

Lemma 13.2.4. If ® satisfies (13.2.3), if g1 and g2 belong to Gp, and ¢ = @4 a4, then
L

(9 - (z,0)dx =0

ifi>0,5>0 andi—i—j:2p—m.

We may assume that g, = e. If o = pg let
Lo
L(®) = 8 - (z,0)dz
and let
F(g) = L(g®).

We have to show that, under the hypothesis of the lemma, F'(g) = 0 for all g. However F’
is defined for all ® in S(A) and if ® is replaced by A® the function F is replaced by F(gh).
Thus to establish the identity

F (( ) g) = in(ar) m(a2) F(g),

0 a9

where 11(a;) = a7 |ay|~" and n(as) = @) |as| ™", we need only establish it for g = e.

o e
()= (7 7))

If o = po and p; = @pe then ¢;(x,y), which is given by

/CD ((alx xz + a2u>> du.
a2y
las|™ 1 ((alx )> du = |a2]’1 o(arz, azy).

Moreover F'(h) is equal to
)
/ ' %;01 (x,0) dz

Then

<

is equal to

which equals

as required.
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= (5 5)
/ gjf(x 0) dv

B ar +yu Bx+du
an= [o (3 )

Since we can interchange the orders of differentiation and integration,

Finally if

and ¢ = g4 then F(g) is equal to

and

J
8 SO Z Ay 07" / on(ax + yu, fx + du) du

_ e [fay
(2, y) = G 967 ((O O))

and the numbers ), are constants. Thus F'(g) is a linear combination of the functions

AT // 7' o (ax + yu, fr + 6u) dr du.

If o # 0 we may substitute z — & for = to obtain

. (x — yu)’ Au
nsj—n
A6 //—2 g0n<ozw,ﬁx+—2 >d:cdu

where A = det g. Substituting u — O‘—Bas for u we obtain

n5] n// m+_gp_%> gpn<am,%> dx du.

After one more change of variables this becomes

where

AT AT ’yndj”/ (62 — yu)’ @ (z,u) dz du.

In conclusion F(g) is a function of the form

@ BY\ _ A—ija-t
F((2)) = ariart pas)
where P is a polynomial.

Thus the right translates of F' by the elements of G span a finite-dimensional space. In

1 1
particular it is O(2, R) finite and if 1, = pjaz while 7o = pha? it lies in a finite-dimensional
invariant subspace of B(u}, ). Thus it lies in By (), pb). Since phph ' = pitus no
representation of SO(2,R) occurring in 7(u}, uh) can occur in @ = o (uq, pe). If F'is not zero

then for at least one such representation x,

Fi(g) = / o TG a8
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is not identically 0. But F} is the result of replacing ® by
Bife) = [ ek )6 (0) di
SO(2,R)

in the definition of F'. In particular if ® satisfies the conditions of the lemma both ®; and
F are zero. Therefore F is also zero and the lemma is proved.

The third assertion can now be verified as in the non-archimedean case by appealing to
Lemma 5.17. The fourth has still to be proved in general.

If F is the real field let S1(A) be the space of functions of the form

d ((Z Z)) = exp (= w(a® + b + 2 + d?)) P(a,b, ¢, d)

where P is a polynomial. If F'is the complex field S;(A) will be the space of functions of
the form

c d

where P is again a polynomial. If F' is non-archimedean S;(A) will just be S(A). The space
S (F 2) is defined in a similar manner.

Lemma 13.2.5. Suppose ¢ belongs to S;(F?). Then there is a ® in S;(A) such that
K<I><€7 €, S) = Z(Mlaiﬁ M2asF7 @)
and f1,- -+, fn in B(u, po) together with fi,oe foin B(uyt, puy ') such that

n

i) ((a b)) = exp (— w(a@ + bb + c¢ + dd)) P(a,a,b,b,c,¢,d,d)

Ko (h,g,s) fi(g) ﬁ(h) dgdh = Kg(e,e,s).

i=1 Y KxK

Since there is a ¢ in 8;(F?) such that
Z(MloésFa ,UQO[;_‘? 90) = aebs L<37 T)

this lemma will imply the fourth assertion for the representation 7.
Given ¢ the existence of ® such that ¢ = pg and therefore

K@(Q e, 3) = Z(ﬂlasFa M2O‘§7’7 (10@)

is a triviality and we worry only about the existence of fi,---, f, and fl, cee fn
It is easily seen that if
a; T
0 a9

by y
0 by
K ar @, by y
[ 0 as ) 0 bg g,s

g (a1) poaz) py ' (by) iy (b2) Ko (h, g).

and

belong to K then

is equal to

Also
K<I><h’h17 9491, S) = Kglfbhl_l(h’ 9, 3)'
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Since ® belongs to S;(A) it is K-finite on the left and right. Thus there is a finite set S
of irreducible representations of K such that if U; is the space of functions F' on K which

satisfy
F((% o)) =l e £

5]
a; T
0 a9
in K and can be written as a linear combination of matrix elements of representations in S
and Us is the space of functions F’ on K which satisfy

F (( ) h) = i () i3 az) ' (B)

for all

0 a9

and can be written as a linear combination of matrix elements of representations in S then,
for every s, the function
(hv g) - K@(h7 9, S)
belongs to the finite-dimensional space U spanned by functions of the form (h, g) — F(h) F'(g)
with F in U; and F’ in Us.
Choose Fi,--- , F, and F},--- , F} so that for every function F' in U

Flee) = YN /K F(h, g) Fi(h) Fl(g) dh dg.

x K

Since £ is the restriction to K of an element of B(u;*, ;') while F is the restriction to K
of an element of B(u1, p2) the lemma follows.

Unfortunately this lemma does not prove the fourth assertion in all cases. Moreover there
is a supplementary condition to be verified.

Lemma 13.2.6. Suppose F is non-archimedean and w is of the form m = mw(u1, p2) with
and o unramified. Suppose ® is the characteristic function of M(2,0r) in M(2,F). If v
and v are invariant under K = GL(2,0r) and if

/ngzl
K

1
Z(a?‘z @W,é,v,ﬂ) = L(S,Tr) <U,1~}>.

then

Suppose f belongs to B(ju1, pi2) and is identically 1 on K while f belongs to B(uy?, u5t)
and is identically 1 on K. Then

(G f) = [ ) Fyar =
and if 7 = p(uq, pe) we are trying to show that
205 @70, f, ) = L(s, 7).
The left side is equal to
Ko (h, g,5) [(h) [(g) dhdg.

KxK
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Since ® is invariant on both sides under K this is equal to

K¢(e, e, s) = Z(ma?,ﬂz&spy 90)

oz, y) = / o ((‘S ;)) iz,

Since we have so normalized the Haar measure on Gy that

[ roe= [{[F((5 2) (3 2)) ontminfo

where dk is the normalized measure on K, dx is the measure on F' which assigns the measure
1 to Op, and d*a is the measure on F'* which assigns the measure 1 to Up, the function ¢
is the characteristic function of Or x Of and

Z(lulasFa U?aiﬁ 90) - L(Sv ILL].) L(Sv ,UQ)

if

as required.
This lemma incidentally proves the fourth assertion for the one-dimensional represen-
tation g — x(detg) if x is unramified. If y is ramified and 7 corresponds to y then

7 = (g, pe) if pi(a) = x(a)|alz and ps(a) = x(a)|a|"2. Thus L(s,7) = 1. If & is
the restriction of the function y~* to K then

Z(m, ®,v,0) = (v,f)}/ d*g
K

and the fourth assertion is verified in this case.
Take p1 and g of this form with y possibly unramified and suppose that © = o (uq, p2).
Suppose first that y is unramified. Let ¢y be the characteristic function of O in F' and let

p1(x) = po(z) — [@ ™" po(w ™).
It has Op for support. Set

a b
¢ ((C d)) = ¢1(a) po(b) @o(c) po(d).
It has M(2,Op) for support and depends only on the residues of a, b, ¢, and d modulopg. If
K'={kcK|k=e (modp)}
then Kg(h,g,s) depends only on the cosets of & and g modulo K'. Also

1 =z
Ky (e,w(o 1) ,s) =0

if z is in Op. To see this we observe first that if

ein=e(o(3 )
o2 2 o

o0(a2) po(az2) / o1(y) polar — o) dy.

then e, (a1, as) is equal to

which equals



226 4. QUATERNION ALGEBRAS

Since z is in O the function ¢o(a; — zy) equals @y(a;) for y in Op and this expression is 0

because
/ ¢1(y) dy = 0.
Of

We choose f in Bg(p1, i12) so that f(gk) = f(g) if k belongs to Ky, f(e) = 1, and
e 3 o(u(l ) -0

We choose f in B(uq, p2) so that f(gk) = f(g) if k belongs to K, f(e) = 1, and
5 1 =z
(o0 1) -0

Ka(h,g,s) f(h) f(g) dhdg

KxK

if x belongs to Op. Then

is equal to
| Kole..5) £(9)dg = Kofere.)
K

which equals
Z(n o, pooip, 9a).
Moreover
pa (a1, az2) = p1(a) po(az)
so that, as we saw when proving Corollary 3.7, L(s, 7) is a constant times Z (115, o0, ©s).
If x is ramified L(s,7) = 1. If ® has support in K then Z(ostJrl/2 @7, ®,v,0) is equal to

/K (k) (x(k)o, 5) di

and we can certainly choose v, v and ® so that this is not 0.

We are not yet finished. We have yet to take care of the representations not covered by
Lemma 13.2.5 when the field is archimedean. If F'is the complex field we have only the
finite-dimensional representations to consider. There is a pair of characters p; and po such
that 7 is realized on the subspace B¢(fi1, po) of B(pr, p2). There will be positive integers p
and ¢ such that pip;'(2) = 27Pz~% The representations o = pj,_p of SU(2,C) which is of
degree |¢ — p| + 1 is contained in the restriction of = to SU(2,C). In particular Bs(uq, p12)
contains all functions f in B(uy, pe) whose restrictions to SU(2, C) satisfy

(% 0) k) = mtan) ) 500

ag

and transform on the right according to o.
We are going to use an argument like that used to prove Lemma 13.2.5. Suppose we can
find a function ® in S;(A) such that

Z(UIOC;H M2048F7 90<1>)

differs from L(s, ) by an exponential factor and such that ® transforms on the right under
SU(2,C) according to the representation 0. Then Kg(h, g, s) will satisfy the same conditions
as in Lemma 13.2.5. Moreover the functions F” in the space we called U, can be supposed
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to transform on the right under SU(2,C) according to o, so that the functions F! will
correspond to functions f; in B¢(p, p2). Then

Ko(h,g,s) i(h) filg) dhdg = Z(a}y* @ 7., f;, )

KxK

is equal to
sil
Z(@F+2 ® m, D, v;, ;)
if v; = f; and v; is the restriction of f,-, regarded as a linear functional, to B ¢(p, fi2).

There are four possible ways of writing pq and pus.

(i) pa(z) = Z”“(ZZ)S1 2(2
(i) pa(z) = 2™ (7)™, uz(z) "”2(22)52 my+my =q—p.
(iil) g (2) = 2" (22)™, pa(z) = 2™ (22)™, —my —my = ¢ — p.

(iv) pa(z) = 2™ (22)", pa(z) =27 (22), may —my = g — p.

In all four cases m; and my are to be non-negative integers. @ is the product of
exp(—m(aa + bb + c¢ + dd)) and a polynomial. We write down the polynomial in all four
cases and leave the verifications to the reader.

(i.a) mq > my : @™ "™ (ad — be)™.
my < my : (ad — be)™dmm,

) = 2"M2(22)%2, my —mg = q — p.

(iv.b) meo > my (ad — be)™ d™m2—m,
For the real field the situation is similar. Suppose first that 7 = 7(u1, pi2) is finite-dimensional.
If pyp02(—1) = 1 then 7w contains the trivial representation of SO(2,R) and if pypus(—1) =1

it contains the representation
oo [ €O8 6 sinf L o
P\ —sinf cosé

defined after Lemma 5.5. We list the four possibilities for p; and ps and the polynomial P
by which exp ( — 7(a® + b? + ¢? 4+ d?)) is to be multiplied to obtain ®.
(1> Ml(_l) = :u2(_1) =1L P(a=b7 G d) =
(i) p1(—=1) = po(—1) =1: P(a,b,c,d) = ad — be.
(iii) pr(=1) =1, po(=1) = —=1: P(a,b,c,d) = ¢ — id.
(iv) p1(=1), po(=1) =1: P(a,b,c,d) = a — ib.
Only the special representations remain to be considered. We may suppose that 7 =
o (1, p12) where iy and py are of the form py(x) = |2|™2 and py(x) = |2|""2(sgnt)™ with
q = 2p+1—m and with p a non-negative integer. Moreover m is 0 or 1. The function L(s, )
differs from
F(3+T+%)F(s+r+§+1)
2 2
by an exponential as does
Z(MlasFa ,u2a18‘7‘7 90)
if
m(af+a3) Lo+l

plar,az) = e as
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Since the representation of k41 occurs in the restriction of m to SO(2,R) we may take

d ((z 3)) =exp (—m(a®+ b0+ +d%)) (c+id)".
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§14. Automorphic forms and quaternion algebras

Let F be a global field and let M’ be a quaternion algebra over F. The multiplicative
group G’ of M’ may be regarded as an algebraic group over F. In the ninth paragraph we
have introduced the group Gy and the Hecke algebra H'. A continuous function ¢ on G \G)
is said to be an automorphic form if for every elementary idempotent £ in H’' the space

{pEf) el fed}

is finite-dimensional.

If ¢ is an automorphic form it is Z) finite on the left if Z’ is the centre of G'. Let A’
be the space of automorphic forms on G’y and if n is a quasi-character of F*\I let A’(n) be
the space of ¢ in A’ for which ¢'(ag) = n(a) ¢'(g) for all a in Z} which, for convenience, we
identify with I. The first assertion of the following lemma is easily proved by the methods
of the eighth paragraph. The second is proved by the methods of the tenth. The proof is
however a little simpler because G- Z} \G', is compact. Since, at least in the case of number
fields, the proof ultimately rests on general facts from the theory of automorphic forms
nothing is gained by going into details.

Lemma 14.1.

(1) If an irreducible admissible representation m of H' is a constituent of A’ then for some
n it is a constituent of A'(n).

(i) The space A'(n) is the direct sum of subspaces irreducible and invariant under H'. The
representation of H' on each of these subspaces is admissible and no representation
occurs more than a finite number of times in A'(n).

Now we have to remind ourselves of some facts whose proofs are scattered throughout
the previous paragraphs. Suppose m = ®,m, is an irreducible admissible representation of
H'. For each v the representation m, of H! is irreducible and admissible. Suppose v is
a non-trivial additive character of F\A and 1, is its restriction to F,. We have defined
L(s,m,), L(s,m,), and &(s,m,,1,). If u, is in the space of 7, and @, in the space of 7, we
have set

s+i ~
Z(aF : ®7Tvaq)uuvauv)

equal to

- Y
[ 20 o o) .
Fy
We know that

8+% ~
Z(aF ®7TU7CI)7UU7UU)

he €(s, Ty, y) L(s,m,)

is entire and equals
Z(a%_s ® Ty, ¥, Uy, Uy)
L(1—s,7,) '
The factor h, is 1 of G is isomorphic to GL(2, F;,) and is —1 otherwise. The case that

T, is isomorphic to GL(2, F,) was treated in the previous paragraph. The other cases were

treated in the fourth and fifth paragraphs.
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Theorem 14.2. Suppose m is a constituent of the space of automorphic forms on G'y. The
infinite products
H L(s,m,)

[1L6s.7)

are absolutely convergent for Re s sufficiently large. The functions L(s,7) and L(s,T) defined
by them can be analytically continued to the whole complex plane as meromorphic functions.
If F' 1s a number field they will have only a finite number of poles and will be bounded at
infinity in vertical strips of finite width. If

e(s,m) = H e(s, Ty, Yo)

and

the functional equation
L(s,m)=¢e(s,m) L(1 —s,7)
will be satisfied.

We may suppose that 7 acts on the subspace V' of A’(n). Let ¢ be a non-zero function
in V. For almost all v the algebra M; = M’ ®p F, is split and G, = G, is isomorphic to
GL(2, F,)). Moreover for almost all such v, say for all v not in S, ¢ is an eigenfunction of the
elements of } = H’, which are invariant on both sides under translations by the elements
of K!. Thus if f is such an element and ¢(g) # 0 the corresponding eigenvalue A, (f) is

M) =elo) " [ plah) £ dn
G,
To prove the absolute convergence of the infinite products we have only to refer to Lemma 3.11

as in the proof of Theorem 11.1.
The representation 7 contragredient to 7 can be defined. If 7 = ®@m, acts on V = @,V

then 7 = ®7, acts on V' = ®,9V,, where @) is, for almost all v, fixed by K/ and satisfies
(ub,a0) = 1. The pairing between V and V is defined by

<®uv7 ®av> = H<uv7 'av>

v

Almost all terms in the product are equal to 1. If v isin V and @ is in V the matrix element
(m(g)u,u) can also be introduced. If f is in H’

(m(fu,u) = [ flg)(m(g)u, @) d”y.

Gy

If F'(g) is a linear combination of such matrix elements and ® belongs to the Schwartz space
on Aj, we seff]

Z(oy @, F) = /G (9) Flg) v(9)|"2 d*g.
A

nfortunately the symbol F' plays two quite different roles on this page!
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The function F(g) = F(g™') is a linear combination of matrix coefficients for the represen-
tation . We set

Z(05 0. F) = [ atg) Flg) o)l .

Before stating the next lemma we observe that if y is a quasi-character of F*\/ the
one-dimensional representation g — X(V(g)) is certainly a constituent of A’.

_1
Lemma 14.2.1. If 7 is a constituent of A" the integrals defining the functions Z (a5 2, ®, F)

1 ~
and Z(a; 2,0, F) are absolutely convergent for Res large enough. The two functions can
be analytically continued to the whole complex plane as meromorphic functions with only a
finite number of poles. If w is not of the form g — X(l/(g)) they are entire. If F' is a number
field they are bounded at infinity in vertical strips of finite width. In all cases they satisfy
the functional equation
1 3_g ~
Z(ayp 2,0, F) = Z(a} ", @', F)
if ® is the Fourier transform of ®.

There is no harm in assuming that F' is of the form

Flg) = [ trtgu)un. ) = [T £t

(%

and that & is of the form

- H (I)U(xv)

where, for almost all v, ®, is the characteristic function of M (2,0,). Recall that for almost
all v we have fixed an isomorphism 6, of M, with M (2, F,).
We know that each of the integrals

/ q)“(gv) Fv(gv) |V(gv)|s+% dxgv

converges absolutely for Re s sufficiently large. Let S be a finite set of primes which contains
all archimedean primes such that outside of S the vector u, is u , the vector u, is 718, ®, is
the characteristic function of M(2,0,), and 7, = 7, (s, 1) Where [y, and v, are unramified.
Let 7, = m,(| o], [¥o]). If v is not in S the integral

/, q)(gv) Fv(gv) |V(gv)|s+% d*g, =1

and if 0 = Res
1
/, 1Dy (g0)| |Fo(g90)] [V(90)]7F2 d* gy

is, as we see if we regard 7, as acting on B(up, v,), at most
- 1
/ D, (9v) <7T;(gv) Jos o) 1v(g0)] 2 d*g,

if f, and f, are the unique K’-invariant elements in B (||, |v,|) and B(|u,| ™", || ~!) which
take the value 1 at the identity. We suppose that the total measure of K] is 1 so that
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(fo, fv> = 1. According to Lemma 13.2.6 the integral is equal to L(co,n). Since

HL(O’ i

veS

1
is absolutely convergent for o sufficiently large the integral defining Z (aifﬂ@,F ) is also
and is equal to

s+% ~
[[7(ar? @m0, @0y, i)

and to

L(s,m) [ [ E(s, @v, sy, 0).

v

1 ~
Notice that =(s, ®,, uy, U, ) is identically 1 for almost all v. Z(asFJr2 ,®, F') may be treated in
a similar fashion. If we take 7 to be the trivial representation we see that

[ e+ g

is absolutely convergent for Re s sufficiently large.

It will be enough to prove the remaining assertions of the lemma when 7 is a character.
We may also assume that if 7 is of the form n(a) = |a|” then r = 0. We have identified V'
with a subspace of A’(n). We may take V to be {3 | ¢ € V}. To see this observe that this
space is invariant under H’ and that

(1, p2) = / ©1(9) ¢2(9) dg
GLZI\G,

is a non-degenerate bilinear form. Here ¢, belongs to V and @, belongs to V. The remaining
assertions need only be verified for functions of the form

P = [ cg@ma

with ¢ in V and ¢ in V.
For such an F' the function Z (a r q> F) is equal to

[o@{ [ ethgenyan} o)t .

Since ¢ and ¢ are bounded this double integral converges absolutely for Re s sufficiently
large. We first change variables by substituting h~'g for g. The integration with respect to g
can then be carried out in three steps. We first sum over G, then we integrate over Zy\Z}
which we identify with F*\I, and finally we integrate over G Z;\G’,. Thus if K¢ (hy, ha, s)
is

1

O ) [ 3 @ 6at) n(a) o "
X\ o

1
the function Z (a;+2 ,®, F) is equal to

// (ho) (h1) Ko (hi, ha, s) dhy dhs.
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The integrations with respect to hy and hy are taken over G2, \G). A similar result is of
course valid for Z(aF 3 ) F) If Kq> (hi, ha, s) is

) ) SR e @

1

then Z(oz;+§, D, ﬁ) is equal to

// hQ hQ Kq;(hl, hg, )dhl dh2
We first study

9(5,<I>):/ > @(8a)n(a) |alFt da
XN g0
and

s ®) = [ 3 alcayn @) ol e
XL g0

The sums are taken over G, the set of non-zero elements of M’. Choose two non-negative

continuous functions Fy and F; on the positive real numbers so that Fy(t) + Fi(t) = 1,

Fi(t) = Fy(t™'), and so that F vanishes near zero while Fy vanishes near infinity. If

Bi(s, ®) — / S ®(¢a) n(a) [a* ! Fi(lal) d*a
XL g0
we have
0(s, @) = Oy(s, P) + 01(s, P).
In the same way we may write

0(s, ®) = Oy(s, ) + 0, (s, P),

where (s, ®) and 6y (s, ®) are entire functions of s which are bounded in vertical strips.
Applying the Poisson formula we obtain

0)+ Y ®(¢a) = lalz" {@'(0) + > @'(ga )},

£#0 ££0
Thus, for Re s sufficiently large, 0;(s, ®) is equal to the sum of

[ e ) o Rl

£#0

which, after the substitution of a=! for a, is seen to equal 50(1 —5,9'), and

/ {2(0) [a|™* — ®(0)} n(a) [a]**** Fi(|a]) d*a.
FX\I
Thus if
Ao = [ lab e Filla e
FX\I
the function (s, ®) is equal to
Oo(s, @) + Op(1 — 5, D) + &'(0) A(2s — 3) — B(0) A(2s + 1).
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A similar result is valid for 6(s, ®). The function
90(87 (I)) + 5()(1 -5 (I)/)

is entire and bounded in vertical strips and does not change when s and ® are replaced by
1 — s and 9.

If 1 is not of the form n(a) = |a|" the function A(s) vanishes identically. If 7 is trivial
and I is the group of ideéles of norm 1

Ao = [P Ba) da
FX\I

It is shown in [10] that this function is meromorphic in the whole plane and satisfies A(s) +
A(=s) = 0. If F'is a number field, its only pole is at s = 0 and is simple. Moreover it is
bounded at infinity in vertical strips of finite width. If F' is a function field its poles are
simple and lie at the zeros of 1 — ¢~°. Here ¢ is the number of elements in the field of
constants. B

Thus 6(s, ®) is meromorphic in the whole plane and is equal to 0(1 — s, ®’). If hdg is
the function x — ®(gah) then

Ka(hn hy,s) = (b )| |(ha) 42 6(s, ho®hy )
while

Ka(hn, ha,s) = |p(hy )2 [p(ha) "2 0(s, ha®hi ).
Since the Fourier transform of hy®h; " is

[ (h2) |7 v (ha)|* ha @'y
we have
Kg(hi, hy,s) = Kei(hg, by, 5).

The functional equation of the lemma follows. So do the other assertions except the fact

s+1 s+ = . . .. .
that the functions Z(OzF+2 ,®, F) and Z(ozFJr2 , ®, F') are entire when 7 is trivial and 7 is not
of the form g — X(l/(g)). In this case the functions ¢ and ¢ are orthogonal to the constant
functions and the kernels K¢ (hy, he, s) and K¢/ (hy, he,s) may be replaced by

Kb (hy ha, s) = Kor(hy, by, s) + ®(0) A(2s + 1) — &'(0) A(2s — 3)

and
Kb (h1, hy, s) = Ker(hy, ha, s) + ©'(0) A(2s + 1) — B(0) A(2s — 3).
The functional equation of the kernels is not destroyed but the poles disappear.
The theorem follows easily from the lemma. In fact suppose that the finite set of places
S is so chosen that for v not in S

=(s, @Y, ul, 1)) =1

if ®Y is the characteristic function of M(2,0,). If v is in S choose @ u’, @}, 1 < i < n,, so
that

Uz

S E(s, @, ul, ) = e

=1



§14. AUTOMORPHIC FORMS AND QUATERNION ALGEBRAS 235

where b, is real. If « is a function from S to the integers and, for each v in S, 1 < a(v) < n,,

set
@alg) = { TT 22 (00) } { TT @500 }
ves v S
and set
Fulg) = { TTmo(g)us®, a5 b { TT (mo(guyu. i) }.
ves v S
Then

Z Z(a?%, D, Fa) =" L(s, )

where b is real. The required analytic properties of L(s, ) follow immediately.
To prove the functional equation choose for each v the function ®, and the vectors u,
and 1, so that
=(s, By, Uy, Uy)

is not identically 0. We may suppose that, for almost all v, ®, = ®°, u, = «%, and @, = u2.

Let
(I)(g) = H q)v(gv)
and let
F(g) = H(Wv(gv)uva fLU)-

Then

Z(ay 2, @, F) = L(s,7) [[ (s, @y, 10, 0,)
and

3 S =~ ~

Z(ap @ F)=L(1—s7) [[E(1 - s, @), u, ).

Since

21— 5,0y, i) = hoe(s, Ty, 1) B(s, By, Uy, i)

the functional equation of the lemma implies that
L(s,m) = { I1 hv} e(s,m) L(1 — 5, 7).

Since, by a well-known theorem, the algebra M’ is split at an even number of places the
product [], h, equals 1.

Corollary 14.3. If 7 is a constituent of A" which is not of the form g — X(l/(g)) then
for any quasi-character w of F* the functions L(s,w ® 7) and L(s,w™ ® T) are entire and
bounded in vertical strips of finite width. Moreover they satisfy the functional equation

Ls,w®@m) =e(s,w®@m) L(1 —s,w ' @7).

We have only to observe that if 7 is a constituent of A’ then w ® 7 is also.

Now we change the notation slightly and let 7 = ®u) be an irreducible admissible
representation of H’. We want to associate to it a representation 7 = ®m, of H, the Hecke
algebra of GL(2,A). If M is split then 7, is just the representation corresponding to 7, by
means of the isomorphism 6, of G'r, and G’ . If M), is not split 7, is the representation ()
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introduced in the fourth and fifth paragraphs. In both cases 7, is defined unambiguously by
the following relations

L(S,UJU ® 7Tv) = L($7W1} ® 71'1/])
L(s,w, ® Ty) = L(s,w, ® )
8(87 Wy ® Ty wv) = 5(57 Wy ® 7T,L, w”)

which holds for all quasi-characters w, of F*.
Applying the previous corollary and Theorem 11.3 we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 14.4. If 7' is a constituent of A" and 7., is infinite-dimensional at any place where
M’ splits then 7 is a constituent of Aqg.

Some comments on the assumptions are necessary. If 7’ is a constituent of A" we can
always find a quasi-character of w of F*\I such that w® 7’ is unitary. If 7’ = ®=/ the same
is true of the representations 7). In particular if M’ splits at v the representation n/ will
not be finite-dimensional unless it is one-dimensional. Various density theorems probably
prevent this from happening unless 7’ is of the form g — x(v(g)). If @ is of this form then
all but a finite number of the representations m, are one-dimensional. But if M’ does not
split at v the representation , is infinite-dimensional. Thus 7 cannot act on a subspace of
A. However it can still be a constituent of A. This is in fact extremely likely. Since the
proof we have in mind involves the theory of Eisenstein series we prefer to leave the question
unsettled for now.
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§15. Some orthogonality relations

It is of some importance to characterize the range of the map n’ — w from the con-
stituents of A’ to those of A discussed in the last chapter. In this paragraph we take up the
corresponding local question. Suppose F is a local field and M’ is the quaternion algebra
over F'. Let G% be the group of invertible elements of M’. We know how to associate to
every irreducible admissible representation 7’ of H’% an irreducible admissible representation
m = m(n") of Hp the Hecke algebra of GL(2, F).

Theorem 15.1. Suppose F is non-archimedean. Then the map ©' — 7 is injective and
its 1mage is the collection of special representations together with the absolutely cuspidal
representations.

The proof requires some preparation. We need not distinguish between representations
of G’ and H or between representations of Gy and Hp. An irreducible admissible repre-
sentation m of G is said to be square-integrable if for any two vectors u; and wusy in the space
of m and any two vectors u%; and w5 in the space of 7 the integral

/ (r(g)ur, @) (o, 7(g) iz} dg
Zr\GFr

is absolutely convergent. Since 7 is equivalent to n~! ® 7 if

(5 ) -

this is equivalent to demanding that
[ lntayun i) o et )] dg
Zp\GF

be finite for every u; and ;.

If 7 is square-integrable and w is a quasi-character of F’* then w ® 7 is square integrable.
We can always choose w so that w?n is a character. If n is a character choose wuq different
from 0 in the space V of w. Then

(tr, uz) = / o (mlan o) Ty o) dg

is a positive-definite form on the space V' of 7w so that 7 is unitary and square-integrable in
the usual sense.
The Schur orthogonality relations when written in the form

i F(g)iin) dg = —— (ug, i) (ur, @
(e G ) dg = s ) ()

are valid not only for representations which are square-integrable in the usual sense but also
for representations which are square-integrable in our sense. The formal degree d(7) depends
on the choice of Haar measure. Notice that d(w ® 7) = d(7).

The absolutely cuspidal representations are certainly square-integrable because their ma-
trix elements are compactly supported modulo Zg.

Lemma 15.2. The special representations are square-integrable.
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1 l
Suppose 0 = o(a}, ap?). Since
1 1

X® o= a(xa%, XaFﬁ)
1
it is enough to show that o is square-integrable. If ¢ belongs to B,(az, a ) and ¢ belongs
to B(aF ,aF) then
f(g) = (v, p(g7)P)
11
is the most general matrix coefficient of o. Here B(«.?, af) is the space of locally constant

11
functions on NpAp\Gr and B,(ap, ap?) is the space of locally constant functions ¢ on Gp
that satisfy

90((%1 CZ) g) - Z—; v(9)
and
Jolols ) e
Since

n

Gp = UZFK<WO_ (1)>K

n>0
we can choose the Haar measure on Zp\GF so that

/ F(9)]? dg
Zp\Gp

ol (5 9))

c(n) =q" (1 + é)

if n > 0. Here ¢ = |ww|™!. Since f is K-finite on both sides and its translates are also matrix

coefficients we need only show that
w0
()

is finite. It will be more than enough to show that

2
o =7 ((5 1)) =0t

is equal to
2

dky dks

where ¢(0) = 1 and

2
qn

n=0

as a — 0o.
We recall that

The function
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=353 )

is bounded and locally constant. Moreover
®(a) = / ©1(x) pa(a™tx) da.
F
Suppose pa(z) = p2(0) for |z| < M. If |a| > 1

P(a) = pa(0 1(x) dx () oo(a™ ) de.
(@) =l )/{wllwﬁlalM}gp @) +/{"JCI%I>|a|1VI}S0 @)eal )
/Fgol(:v) dr =0

/ (902(@ x) 802(0)) ¢1(x) dx.
{=||z|>|a|M}

The function ¢, is bounded so we need only check that

[ le@)de=0(a
{z[|z[>[a>}

as |a] — oo. The absolute value of the function ¢ is certainly bounded by some multiple of

is integrable and the function

Since

®(a) is equal to

the function ¢’ in B(aé, a;%) defined by

/ a T .
(529
if k is in GL(2,OF). Since

e(m )= (0 L) =0 ()

with y in F' and k in GL(2,Op), if |z]| > 1

/{ac||ac>|w|n}ygp1 o)l dr=0 ( Z =] ) O(|e")-

k=n+1

ay

a2

Since we need to compare orthogonality relations on the two groups Gr = GL(2, F') and
G’ we have to normalize their Haar measure simultaneously. There are two ways of doing
this. We first describe the simplest. Choose a non-trivial additive character ¢/ of F'. Then
Yu(z) = Y(trz) and ¢pp(x) = ¢ (7(z)) are non-trivial additive characters of M = M (2, F)
and M’. Let dr and dx’ be the Haar measures on M and M’ self-dual with respect to ¥s
and ¢p;. Then

d*r = |z|y} dv = |det x| > dx
and
d*a' = |2'|y) do' = |v(2))| 5 da’
are Haar measure on Gp and G’.

The second method takes longer to describe but is more generally applicable and for this

reason well worth mentioning. Suppose G and G’ are two linear groups defined over F' and
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suppose there is an isomorphism ¢ of G/ with G defined over the finite Galois extension K.
Suppose the differential form w on G is defined over F. In general the form w' = p,w on
G’ is not defined over F. Suppose however that w is left and right invariant and under an
arbitrary isomorphism it is either fixed or changes sign. Suppose moreover that for every o
in &(K/F) the automorphism o(¢)¢ ™! of G is inner. Then

o(W) =o(p)eow =0(p)cw=p.(0(p) p7') W = =/

and W' is also defined over F. If £ is another such isomorphism of G’ with G then

&(w) = @u(Ep™ 1w = p,w = 0/

and the measures associated to p,w and &w are the same. Thus a Tamagawa measure on
Gr determines one on G’.
We apply this method to the simple case under consideration. If

-}

= daAdbAdeAdd

is a differential form invariant under translations and the associated measure is self-dual
with respect to ;. If w = (detx) ?u then w is an invariant form on G and the associated
measure is d*z.

If K is any separable quadratic extension of F' we may imbed K in both M and M’.
Let o be the non-trivial element of &(K/F). There is a v in M and a «' in M’ such that
M = K + Ku and M’ = K + Ku' while uzu™! = 2° and v/zu/~" = 27 for all = in K.
Moreover u? is a square in F* and w? = 7 is an element of F* which is not the norm of
any element of K. We may suppose that u? = 1. If we let K act to the right the algebra
L = K ®p K is an algebra over K. The automorphism ¢ acts on L through its action on the
first factor. There is an isomorphism L — K @& K which transforms ¢ into the involution
(x,y) — (y,z). In particular every element of K ® 1 is of the form 60 with ¢ in L. Choose
0 so that v = §07. If

is a typical element of M then

M =M ®pr K=L& Lu
and

let ¢ be the linear map from M), to My which sends = + yu' to x + ydu. The map ¢ is
easily seen to be an isomorphism of M}, and My as algebras over K. Moreover o(p)p !
takes  + yu to

x4+ yd70 u =6z + yu)d

and is therefore inner. Thus ¢ determines an isomorphism of G’ the multiplicative group of
M’ with G the multiplicative group of M. The isomorphism ¢ is defined over K and o ()¢~
is inner. Let |w'| be the Haar measure on G associated to the Haar measure |w| = d*x on
Gr. We want to show that |w’| is just d*a’.

Let 6 be an invariant form on K. The obvious projections of M = K & Ku on K define
differential forms ¢; and 6, on M. Let 6; A 5 = cu. In the same way the projections of
M’ = K& Ku' on K define differential forms 6] and 6, on M’. If we extend the scalars from
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F to K we can consider the map x — xd of L into itself. We can also regard 6 as a form on
L and then its inverse image is N(6)6 = v0. Thus
Thus if ¢/ = @.(p)
cp =07 N6y
Suppose ¢;|6] is self-dual with respect to the character 1k (z) = ¢ (7(z)) on K. Then

J{ [ 2@ty vntes + o) @)l low)1} o) 610)] = < *2(0.0)
and
ol [{ [ ®la.b) victaz + by7) ()] 6O} 9G] 1600)| = <5 2(0.0)
If  + yu belongs to M with z and y in K then, since 7(u) = 0,

(x4 yu) = 7(x) = Trg/p(x).
In the same way
7(z +yu') = Trg/r(z).
Thus

wM((x + yu)(a + bu)) = Ui (za + yb7)
U (@ + yu')(a + b)) = Y (za + yb7y).

Thus 2|01 A 6s] is self-dual with respect to 1y, and ¢2|y|r |0] A 6] is self-dual with respect to
Y. Since ¢ = |c|r the measure || is self-dual with respect to 1y,. Finally o’ = v(2') 2 da’
so that || is just d*2’. Thus the two normalizations lead to the same result.

If bis in M or M’ the eigenvalues of b are the roots a; and «s of the equation

X% —7(b) X +v(b) = 0.

If bis in Gr or G’ it is said to be regular if a; and a5 are distinct; otherwise it is singular.

We set
(1 — a2)2

058D

5(b) =

F

The set of singular elements is of measure 0. If b is regular the subalgebra of M or M’
generated by b is a separable quadratic extension F of F' and the multiplicative group of
E is a Cartan subgroup of Gp or G%. To obtain a set of representatives for the conjugacy
classes of Cartan subgroups of G or G we choose once and for all a set S’ of representatives
for the classes of separable quadratic extensions of F'. We also choose for each E in S’ an
imbedding of £ in M and in M’. The multiplicative group of E' may be regarded as a Cartan
subgroup Bp of either G or G’. The symbol S’ will also stand for the collection of Cartan
subgroups obtained in this way. It is a complete set of representatives for the conjugacy
classes of Cartan subgroups of G%. If S is the result of adjoining to S’ the group Ap of
diagonal matrices then S is a complete set of representatives for the conjugacy classes of
Cartan subgroups of Gp. If Br is in S’ we choose the Tamagawa measure g on Bp as in
the seventh paragraph. The analogue for G’ of the formula (7.2.2) is

[ st =5 [ o[ st bso

S’/
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Let EF be the set of regular elements in Br and let

S’

We may regard C' as the discrete union of the spaces Z F\E . We introduce on C' the measure
u(c) defined by

1 1 0
RICICRS Y Sy AR LCLCTC)

Lemma 15.3. Letn be a quasi-character of F* and let Q' (n) be the set of equivalence classes

of irreducible representations w of G’ such that w(a) = n(a) for a in Z, which we identify
with F*. If my and m belong to '(n) and

f(9) = Xxm (9) X7.(9)
where x(g) = Trn(g) then

/C F() ple) = 0

if M and my are not equivalent and

/C 1) ple) = 1

if they are.

Since Z:\G'% is compact we may apply the Schur orthogonality relations for characters

to see that
1

/
measure Z5\G'x /Z;\G% f(g)wy(g)

is 0 if m; and 7y are not equivalent and is 1 if they are. According to the integration formula
remarked above this expression is equal to

1 E/Z\B f(b) 6(b) (measure Bp\G') i (b).

measure Z5\G'x 2

S/

Since
measure Z1.\G'» = (measure Zr\ Br)(measure Bp\G’)

the lemma follows. Observe that Zp and Z tend to be confounded.
There is form of this lemma which is valid for Gp.

Lemma 15.4. Letn be a quasi-character of F*. Let Qq(n) be the set of equivalence classes of
wrreducible admissible representations m of G g which are either special or absolutely cuspidal
and satisfy w(a) = n(a) for all a in Zp. Suppose m and my belong to Qo(n). Let f = fr, x
be the function

F(0) = X, (0) Xz, (b)

/C 7(©) ple)

1s 1 of m and mo are equivalent and 0 otherwise.

on C. Then f is integrable and
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It is enough to prove the lemma when 7 is a character. Then Yz is the complex conjugate
of x» and fr  is positive. If the functions f; . are integrable then by the Schwarz inequality
all the functions f;, ,, are integrable.

Let 2(n) be the set of irreducible admissible representations 7 of G such that 7(a) = n(a)
for a in Zp. If ¢ is a locally constant function on G such that

p(ag) =n""(a) ¥(g)
for a in Zr and such that the projection of the support of ¢ on Zp\GF is compact then we
define 7(p), if 7 is in Q(n), by

n() = / OO

It is easily seen that 7(¢) is an operator of finite rank and that the trace of 7(y) is given by
the convergent integral

/Z y ©(9) xx(9) W’ (9)-

In fact this follows from the observation that there is a ¢; in Hg such that

o1(g) = / o1(ag) (a) iz (a)

and the results of the seventh paragraph.
Suppose 7 is absolutely cuspidal and unitary and acts on the space V;. Suppose also
that m1(a) = n(a) for a in Zr. Choose a unit vector u; and V; and set

©(g) = d(my) (ur, m1(g)us).

Since ; is integrable it follows from the Schur orthogonality relations that ma(p) = 0 if
in Q(n) is not equivalent to m; but that m3(¢) is the orthogonal projection on Cuy if my = 7.
In the first case Trma(p) = 0 and in the second Trmy(p) = 1.

On the other hand

Tr (i) = / (960 0)

We apply formula (7.2.2) to the right side to obtain

S5 ), w0 [ i)

If Br belongs to S’ the inner integral is equal to

! d(m) /Z . (w1, m(g7"bg)ur) wi(g)

measure Zr\ Br
which by Proposition 7.5 is equal to

1

= (b).
measure Zp\ Br X7 (D)

If Br is Ar the group of diagonal matrices the inner integral is, apart from a constant
relating Haar measures, the product of d(m) and the integral over GL(2, Op) of

/F <7Tl (((1) _1x) b ((1) f)) Wl(k)uhm(k)ul) dx.
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. a1 0
= (5 o)
- 1 =z
/ (7‘(‘1(()) ! ((O 1)) ﬂl(k)ul,m(k)m) dx
F

which we know is 0. Collecting these facts together we see that f = f;, », is integrable on C
if 7m; is absolutely cuspidal and that its integral has the required value.
1

If

this is
«Q
a

11
To complete the proof all we need do is show that if 7 = o(x&,,xp?) is a special
representation then f = f; ; is integrable on C' and

/C F() o) = 1.

If 7" is the one-dimensional representation g — x(v(g)) of G/ then m = w(n’). To prove the
existence of y, we had to show in effect that if Br was in S” and b was in B then

X=(b) = =xx (D).
Thus frr = fr ~ and the assertion in this case follows from the previous lemma.
The relation just used does not seem to be accidental.

Proposition 15.5. Suppose 7’ is an irreducible admissible representation of G and m =
w(n") the corresponding representation of Gg. If Bp is in S’ and b is in Bp

X' (b) = =X (D).

We may suppose that 7’ is not one-dimensional and that = is absolutely cuspidal. We
may also suppose that they are both unitary. We take 7 in Kirillov form with respect to
some additive character ¢. If ¢ is in S(F*) the function

; 0 1
SD =7 _1 O 90
is also.

Since the measures p and p’ are self-dual with respect to the characters ), and ¥y
Lemma 13.1.1 and Proposition 4.5 show us that for any A in F'*

(15.5.1) / p(det g) (n(g™ ), u) | det g| a(Ag) w(g)

Gp
is equal to
(N (V) A7
and that

(15.5.2) / p(det g) (n'(g~ "', u') | det gl ar (Ag) ' (9)

F
is equal to
=" (A1) ) A7
Here u is a unit vector in the space of m and u/ a unit vector in the space #’. In any case
(15.5.1) is just the negative of (15.5.2).
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If we use formula (7.2.1) to express the integral (15.5.1) as a sum over S we obtain

%Z measurelZF\BF / p(det b) [det X:Z((er_) ) 0(b) ¥ar(AB) 115 (b).
S’ Br

The contribution from Ap vanishes as in the previous lemma. The other integrals have been
simplified by means of Proposition 7.5. There is of course an obvious analogue for the group
G’ of the formula (7.2.1). If we apply it we see that (15.5.2) is equal to

%Z measur;ZF\BF / pldet b) |v(b)] X:l/((f:/_) ) 6(b) e (AD) pp ()
S’ Br

if v(b) is the reduced norm. Of course on Bp the functions v(b) and detb are the same.
Choose BY% in S’ and by in B%. We shall show that

Xwr(bg') _ —xa(by)
d(n) d(m)

The orthogonality relations of the previous two lemmas will show that d(7w) = d(7’) and we
will conclude that

XW’(bal) = _XW<bal)‘

The norm and the trace of by are the same whether it is regarded as an element of M
or of M’'. In fact if E% is the multiplicative group of F in S’ the norm and the trace are in
both cases the norm and the trace of by as an element of E. Since b, and its conjugate in F
are conjugate in Gp and G we can choose an open set U in E* containing both by and its
conjugate so that

[ (B)] X (b71) 8(b) = [ (bo)| X (B ) (o)
if bis in U. Lemma 7.4.2 shows that y, is locally constant in E% Thus we can also suppose
that

| det b] xx(b7") 6(b) = | det bo| xx(by ") 8(bo)
if bis in U. Suppose oy and [y are the trace and norm of b;. We can choose a positive
integer m so that if @ — agp and 8 — [y belong to p the roots of

X2 —aX+b

belong to £ and in fact lie in U.
Let £(X) be the expression (15.5.1) regarded as a function of A. Keeping in mind the fact
that

Y (Ab) =t (AD) = (A trb),
we compute

(15.5.3) ! = / E(N) P(—Aag) dX
Pr

measure p

where p." is the largest ideal on which ¢ is trivial. Since

! — / w()\(trb — ao)) d\

measure ]JF ppm "
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is 0, unless trb — ap belongs to p when it is 1, the integral (15.5.3) is equal to

1 1 Xw(b_1>
2 ZS; measure Zr\ Br /V(BF) p(det b) | det d| d(m) d(b) (D)

if
V(Br)={be€ Bp |trb—ag € pi}.

If we take ¢ to be the characteristic function of

{BeF|B—poepp}

the summation disappears and we are left with

1 ! \detb|x”<bo_1) (5(b)/ (det ) 5 (b)
2 measure Zp\Bp o d() 0 V(B%)SO BBA%)-

If we replace £(A) by the expression (15.5.2) the final result will be

1 1 X (by 1) /
—- bo)| =———= (b det b b).
2 measure Zp\Bp [v(bo)] d(m) (bo) v(BY) pldetd) s (b)
Since these differ only in sign the proposition follows.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 15.1. The orthogonality relations and the
previous lemma show that the map 7’ — = is injective because the map takes €'(n) into
Qo(n). Tt is enough to verify that V is surjective when 7 is unitary. Let £2(n) be the space
of all measurable functions f on

U Br
S/

such that f(ab) =n(a) f(b) if a is in Zp and

/ QP (o)
C

is finite. By the Peter-Weyl theorem the set of functions ., 7’ € €'(n), form an orthonormal
basis of £2(n). The family x., T € Qo(n), is an orthonormal family in £2(n). By the previous
proposition the image of €'(n) in Qy(n) is actually an orthonormal basis and must therefore
be the whole family.

We observe that it would be surprising if the relation d(7) = d(n’) were not also true
when 7’ is one-dimensional. The facts just discussed are also valid when F' is the field of
real numbers. They follow immediately from the classification and the remarks at the end
of the seventh paragraph.

We conclude this paragraph with some miscellaneous facts which will be used elsewhere.
The field F' is again a non-archimedean field. Let K = GL(2,0p) and let Kj be the set of

all matrices
a b
c d

in K for which ¢ =0 (mod pg). Suppose 7 is an irreducible admissible representation of G
in the space V. We are interested in the existence of a non-zero vector v in V' such that

r ((‘CL Z)) v = wi(a)ws(d) v
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(2 )

wy is a constant and w; and wy two characters of Ur. The coefficient w is a generator of pp.

Since
0 w !\ [(a b [(1 1\ [(d wm'c
1 0 c d)\w 0] \wb «a

such a vector can exist only if w; = wy = w.

for all matrices in Ky while

Lemma 15.6. Suppose w and wy are given. Let w be p(pu1, po) which may not be irreducible.
There is a non-zero vector ¢ in B(uy, pe) satisfying the above conditions if and only if the
restrictions of py and pg to Ug, the group of units of Op, are equal to w and

w = pn(~w) pz(~)
Moreover o if it exists is unique apart from a scalar factor.

It is easily seen that K is the disjoint union of Ky and
KO (_01 é) KO = KowKO

Let o1 be the function which is 0 on KqwkK, and on Kj is given by

N

Let ¢9 be the function which is 0 on Ky and takes the value w(d'd’ad) at
a b 0 1\ (a b
d d)\-1 0)\c d)’
a b
T (<c d)) v =w(ad)p

for all matrices in K then the restrictions of ¢ to K must be a linear combination of ¢, and
9. This already implies that w is the restriction of py and us to Up. Suppose ¢ = ap; +bys.

Since 7 (2 0)) e = =l i@ (-1

(2 0))e=lol ==l

while p1(—1) = p2(—1) = w(—1), we have

If ¢ in B(u, o) satisfies

and

wob = |2 p (—w)a
and
1
woa = || po(—w)b

Apart from scalar factors there is at most one solution of this equation. There is one non-
trivial solution if and only if w2 = u;(—@) po(—w@).
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Lemma 15.7. Suppose m = o(p1, o) is the special representation corresponding to the
1

_1 1
quasi-characters p; = xap® and pe = xap. There is a non-zero vector v in the space of ™

such that
(2 D)o -toae
(2 )

if and only if w is the restriction of x to Up and wy = —x(—w). If v exists it is unique apart
from a scalar.

for all matrices in Ky while

We first let 7 act on By (ue, p11) a subspace of B(pug, p1). The condition on w follows from
the previous lemma which also shows that wy must be £x(—w). If we take the plus sign we
see that v must correspond to the function whose restriction to K is constant. Since this
function does not lie in B(juo, p£1) only the minus sign is possible. To see the existence we
let 7 act on

Bs(pr, p2) = B(pa, M?)/Bf(/ll, 7y

In B(py, po) there are two functions satisfying the conditions of the lemma. One with
wp = —x(—w) and one with wy = x(—w). One of the two, and we know which, must have
a non-zero projection on By (puy, f12).

The above lemmas together with the next one sometimes allow us to decide whether or
not a given representation is special.

Lemma 15.8. If the absolutely cuspidal representation m acts on V' there is no non-zero

vector v in 'V such that
0 1 B
™= o V= Wov

7r <(‘CL 2)) v = w(ad)v

We may suppose that 7 is the Kirillov form with respect to an additive character ¢ such
that Op is the largest ideal on which # is trivial. Then v is a function ¢ in S(F*). If a is in
Ur and b is in F* we must have ¢(ab) = w(a) ¢(b). Moreover if b is in F* and z is in Op
then ¢(b) = ¥(zb) p(b). Thus p(b) = 0 if b is not in Op. Consequently p(v,t) is 0 if v # w™!
but (w1t t) is a polynomial of the form

and

for all matrices in K.

A ™ + - 4 apt”
with a,a, # 0. If v1(b) = ¢(—wb) then

Let
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and let 1y be the restriction of n to Ur while zy = n(w). The character vy will have to be
equal to w?. The relation

ar==((2 8)e==((% 0))»

wop(w™'t) = Clw™ ) w(=1) zot p(w™", 25t 7).
By Proposition 2.23, C'(w™!,t) is of the form ¢t~ with £ > 2. Thus the right side has a pole
at 0 not shared by the left. This is a contradiction.

implies that



250 4. QUATERNION ALGEBRAS

§16. An application of the Selberg trace formula.

In the fourteenth paragraph we saw that if 7’ = ®,7 is a constituent of A’ and 7’ is
not of the form g — X(l/(g)) where y is a quasi-character of F*\I then 7 = ®,7,, with
7, = m(m ), is a constituent of Ag. Let S be the set of places at which the quaternion algebra
M’ does not split. Given the results of the previous paragraph it is tempting to conjecture
that the following theorem is valid.

Theorem 16.1. Suppose m = ®m, is a constituent of Ag. If for every v in S the represen-
tation m, is special or absolutely cuspidal then for every v there is a representation w such

that m, = w(x)) and 7’ = @, is a constituent of A’.

The existence of 7/ has been shown. What is not clear is that 7’ is a constituent of A’.
It seems to be possible to prove this by means of the Selberg trace formula. Unfortunately a
large number of analytical facts need to be verified. We have not yet verified them. However
the theorem and its proof seem very beautiful to us; so we decided to include a sketch of the
proof with a promise to work out the analytical details and publish them later. We must
stress that the sketch is merely a formal argument so that the theorem must remain, for the
moment, conjectural.

We first review some general facts about traces and group representations. Suppose G
is a locally compact unimodular group and Z is a closed subgroup of the centre of G. Let n
be a character of Z. We introduce the space L!(n) of all measurable functions f on G which
satisfy f(ag) =n~'(a) f(g) for all a in Z and whose absolute values are integrable on Z\G.
If f; and fs belong to L'(n) so does their product fi * fo which is defined by

fix fag) = fi(gh™) fa(h) dh

2\G

If f belongs to L'(n) let f* be the function f*(g) = f(g~'). It also belongs to L'(n). A
subalgebra B of L'(n) will be called ample if it is dense and closed under the operation
f=7

Let 7 be a unitary representation of G on the Hilbert space H such that 7(a) = n(a) [
for all a in Z. We do not suppose that 7 is irreducible. If f belongs to L(n) we set

m(f) = fg)m(g)dyg

Z2\G

If 7(f) is compact for all f in some ample subalgebra B then 7 decomposes into the direct
sum of irreducible representations no one of which occurs more than a finite number of times.

Lemma 16.1.1. Suppose m; and m are two unitary representations of G such that w(a) =
n(a) I and my(a) = n(a) I for all a in Z. Suppose there is an ample subalgebra B of L'(n)
such that m(f) and mo(f) are of Hilbert-Schmidt class for all f in B.

(1) If for every f in B
trmy (f) m(f*) > trmo(f) ma(f7)
then my 1s equivalent to a subrepresentation of my.
(i) If for every f in B
trm (f) m(f*) = trma(f) m(f7)

then o 1s equivalent to m.
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Let m; act on H; and let my act on Hy. A simple application of Zorn’s lemma shows that
we can choose a pair of closed invariant subspaces M; and M,, of H; and H, respectively,
such that the restrictions of m to M; and m to Ms are equivalent and such that the pair
My, M5 is maximal with respect to this property. Replacing H; and Hs by the orthogonal
complements of M; and M, we may suppose that M; = 0 and that My = 0. To prove the
first assertion of the lemma we have to show that with this assumption H, = 0. If the second
condition is satisfied we can reverse the roles of m; and 79 to see that H; is also 0.

Before beginning the proof we make a simple remark. Suppose ¢ is an irreducible unitary
representation of G on L and o,, a € A, is an irreducible unitary representation of G' on
L. Suppose that o(a) = n(a)l for all a in Z and o,(a) = n(a) I for all ¢ in Z and all «
in A. Suppose that o is equivalent to none of the o, and that a non-zero vector z in L and
vectors x, in L, are given. Finally suppose that

> lloalf) zal?

is finite for every f in B. Then if € is any positive number there is an f in B such that

> lloalHzall® < ello(f)zl®.

Suppose the contrary and let L’ be the closure in &,L, of
{®0a(f)za | f € B}

L' is invariant under G and the map

oo (f)ra = o(f)x

may be extended to a continuous G-invariant map A’ of L' into L. If A" were 0 then o(f)x =0
for all f in B which is impossible. Let A be the linear transformation from ®L, to L which
is A on L' and 0 on its orthogonal complement. The transformation A commutes with G
and is not 0. Let A, be the restriction of A to L,. The transformation A, is a G-invariant
map of L, into L and is therefore 0. Thus A is 0. This is a contradiction.

Suppose Hj is not 0. There is an h in B such that m(h) = 0. If f = h* h* then my(f)
is positive semi-definite and of trace class. It has a positive eigenvalue and with no loss of
generality we may suppose that its largest eigenvalue is 1. Let mp = ®7T26 , where 7r§ acts on
H§‘ , be a decomposition of 7y into irreducible representations. There is a §y and a unit vector
x in HQB‘) such that my(f)z = z. Let m; = ®nf, where 7§ acts on H{, be a decomposition
of m into irreducible representations. Choose an orthogonal basis {z*7 | v € I',} of HY
consisting of eigenvectors of 7 (f). Since

trmy (f) > trma(f)
the largest eigenvalue of m;(f) is positive. Let it be .

If f1 belongs to B,
oD )
a v

is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of m;(f1) and is therefore finite. By assumption 7,° is not
equivalent to any of the representations 7{ so that we can apply our earlier remark to the
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vector = and the family of representations 77”7 = 7¢ together with the family of vectors z*7

to infer the existence of an f; in B such that

ZZHm fr) x| < H?Tz(fl)«%‘!l

Then
trm (fof) 71 (fuf) = trmi (fuf) m(fof)

ZHM f)ym(f) z*7))? < )‘ZHM fo) x|,

a,y

is equal to

The right side is less than
1 1
§||7T2(f1)515||2 = §H7T2(f1f)»’17\|2

which is at most

5 rma(f) T3 )

This is a contradiction.
The next lemma is a consequence of the results of [35].

Lemma 16.1.2. Suppose 1 is trivial so that L'(n) = L'(Z\G). Suppose that B is an ample
subalgebra of L'(n) which is contained in L*(Z\G). If there is a positive constant v and a
unitary representation ™ of Z\G such that w(f) is of Hilbert-Schmidt class for all f in B
and
wr(Hn(r) = [ 1flo)fdg
2\G
then Z\G is compact.

In proving the theorem it is better to deal with representations in the adele groups than
to deal with representations of the global Hecke algebras. We have to assume that the reader
is sufficiently well acquainted with the theory of group representations to pass back and forth
unaided between the two viewpoints.

If Fis a global field, A is the adele ring of F'; G = GL(2), and 7 is a character of the
idele class group F*\I the space A(n) of all measurable functions ¢ on Gr\G, that satisfy

(6 0)9) =ntaeto)

for all @ in I and whose absolute values are square-integrable on Gr Z,\Gy is a Hilbert
space. If ¢ belongs to this space
/ p(ng) dn
Np\Ny

is defined for almost all g. If it is O for almost all g the function ¢ is said to be a cusp
form. The space Ag(n) of all such cusp forms is closed and invariant under G4. It is in
fact the closure of Ag(n). It decomposes in the same way but now into a direct sum of
closed orthogonal subspaces V' on which GG, acts according to an irreducible representation
m = ®m,. Thus V is now isomorphic to a tensor product of Hilbert spaces. Of course the same
representations occur now as occurred before. Similar remarks apply to the multiplicative
group G’ of a quaternion algebra M’ over F.
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It will be enough to prove the theorem when 7 is a constituent of some Aq(n) or Ag(n)
and n is a character because we can always take the tensor product of m with a suitable quasi-
character. Suppose 7 is given. Let S be the set of places at which M’ does not split. Suppose
that for each v in S we are given an irreducible unitary representation o), of G = G, such
that

oy(a) = nu(a) !
for all a in F;; which we identify with Z] = Zj, . Let o, = m(0;,) be the representation of
G, corresponding to o/. We may take o, unitary. Let o, act on U, and let o/ act on U].
Fix a unit vector u in U, and a unit vector u, in U, which is K,-finite. The vector u) is
automatically K -finite.

Write Ag(n) as the direct sum, in the Hilbert space sense, of mutually orthogonal invariant
irreducible subspaces V1, V2 ... Let the factorization of the representation 7* on V* be @’ .
Let 7! act on V.'. For simplicity of notation we identify V* with ®V;!. We also suppose that
if v is in S and 7' is equivalent to o, then U, = V! and 7! = 7,. Let X be the set of all i
such that 7/ = o, for all v in S and if 7 belongs to X let

M' = {®uestiv} @ {@uesV, }-
M is invariant and irreducible under the action of
Gs={g9=1(9) | go =1 for all v in S}.

M:@Mi.

M is a Hilbert space and CAJS acts on M. If at least one of the representations o,, v € 9, is
not one-dimensional set N = M. If they are all one-dimensional, let N be the subspace of
Ap(n) spanned, in the Hilbert space sense, by M and the functions g — x(det g) where x is
a character of F*\I such that x* =7 and o/,(g9) = x(v(g)) for all g in G}, if v isin S. If v
is non-archimedean this last condition determines y, uniquely. If v is real it only determines
it on the positive numbers.

Let A’(n) be the space of all measurable functions ¢ on G-\G’, that satisfy ¢(ag) =
n(a) p(g) for all a in I and whose absolute values are square integrable on G’ Z;\G',. Re-
placing o, by ¢! and w, by u] we define N’ in the same way as we defined M. If at least one
of the representations o,, v € S, is not one-dimensional we set M’ = N’. However if they
are all one-dimensional and  is a character of F*\I such that x* =7 and o/,(g) = x.(v(9))
for all G in G}, if v is in S then the function g — x(v(g)) belongs to N'. We let M’ be

the orthogonal complement in N’of the set of such functions. The group G acts on M’ and

Let

N'. However byAmeans of the local isomorphisms 6, we can define an isomorphism of és
and G'. Thus Gg acts on M and M’. To prove the theorem we need only show that the
representations on these two spaces are equivalent. To do this we combine Lemma 16.1.1
with the Selberg trace formula.

To apply Lemma 16.1.1 we. have to introduce an algebra B. It will be the linear span of
By, the set of functions f on Gg of the form

fl9) =11 s

vgS

where the functions f, satisfy the following conditions.
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(i) If a, belongs to F* then

fU(aUg’U> - T]”U_l(a”l)) f’l)(.gU)

(ii) The function f, is K,-finite on both sides and the projection of the support of f, on
Z,\G, is compact.

(iii) If v is archimedean, f, is infinitely differentiable.

(iv) If v is non-archimedean, f, is locally constant.

(v) For almost all non-archimedean v the function f, is 0 outside of Z,K, but on Z,K, is
given by

folg) = w, " (det g)

where w, is unramified and satisfies w? = 7,.

We introduce B’ in the same way. We may identify B and B’ and to verify the conditions
of the lemma we need only show that if f = f; * fo with f; and f5 in By then

tro(f) = tro’(f)

if o is the representation on M and o’ that on M’. Let 7 be the representation on N and 7’
that on N’. Since

nﬂﬁﬂwm+2émf@ﬂwm
and

nﬂﬂﬂwm+zémf@mwg
we need only show that

tr7(f) = tr 7' (f).

Before beginning the proof we had better describe the relation between the Haar measures
on the groups Z,\G, and Z;\G),. Choose a non-trivial character ¢ of F\A. If wy is any
invariant form of maximal degree on Z\G defined over F' and therefore over each F, we
can associate to wy and v, a Haar measure wy(v) on Z,\G,. Then Hv¢5 wo(v) determines

a Haar measure wy on Zg\@g and [], wo(v) determines a Haar measure wy on Zy\Ga. The
measure on Zy\G, is independent of 1 and is called the Tamagawa measure. As in the
previous paragraph we can associate to wy(v) a measure wj(v) on Z!\G’ and therefore to wy
a measure wy on Z\’S\@’S or Z\\G'y.

We first take f = fi % fo in B” and find a formula for tr 7/(f). Let d(o)) be the formal
degree of o with respect to the measure w((v) and let £ be the function

&(g) = d(a,) (o} (g)us,, i)
on (. Let ® = @’ be the function

@(9) = { [T & (o) } £(35)

vES

on Gy. Here gg is the projection of g on @’S If o' is the representation of Gy on A’(n) the
restriction of p/(®') to N’ is 7/(f) and p/(®) annihilates the orthogonal complement of N’.
Thus

tr p' (@) = tr 7'(f).
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If ¢ isin A'(n) then p'(®’) p(g) is equal to
| et @me) = [ o) @ ),
Zy\Gy Zu\Gy

The integration on the right can be performed by first summing over Z;\G% and then
integrating over Z,G»\G}. If

®'(g,h) = Y (g 'vh)
Zp\Gp
the result is

/ o(h) (g, 1) why(h).
Z,G'B\G),

Thus the trace of p/(®) is equal to

/ P'(g, g) dg.
Z, G \GYy

If we write out the integrand and perform the usual manipulations (cf [29]) we see that
this integral is

(16.1.3) Z measure (Z, Gx(7)\G4(7)) / (g7 g).
{’Y} G%(W)\G/A

The sum is over a set of representatives of the conjugacy classes in G’. Here G, (7) is the
centralizer of v in G, and G'x(7) is its centralizer in G’.

Let Q" be a set of representatives for the equivalence classes of quadratic extensions E
of F' such that £ ®p F, is a field for all v in S. For each F in @' fix an imbedding of F in
the quaternion algebra M'. Let Br = Bp(F) be the multiplicative group of E, considered
as a subalgebra of M’, or what is the same the centralizer of £ in G%. Let By = By(FE) be
the centralizer of E' in G'. Let )] be the separable extensions in )’ and @), the inseparable
ones if they exist. Then (16.1.3) is the sum of

(16.1.4) measure(Z, G\G}) ' (e),
if e is the identity,

(16.1.5) %Z Z measure (7 BF\BA)/ (g "vg) wp(g)

B
I V€ZE\Bp a\Ga
VEZ]
F

and

(16.1.6) Z Z measure(Zy BF\BA)/ D' (g7 vg) wi(g).
QL ~v€Zp\Bp Ba\Ga
v¢Zp
The last sum is deceptive because ), has at most one element. The measure wp is the
quotient of the measure on Zj \G', by that on Z\Bs. The choice of the measure on Z}\ Ba
is not too important. We do suppose that it is a product measureﬂ

’In (16.1.5) the factor % is not quite correct. If we want to leave it in, both v and its conjugate must be
counted, even if they differ only by an element of F'.
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The expression (16.1.4) is equal to
measure(Z, ’F\G;&){ [ d))} fe).

veES
The integrals of (16.1.5) and (16.1.6) are equal to the product

[ (™)
S measure(Z'\B,)

ve

[ ~ flg7"v9) ws.
BS\Gg.

Now regard f = fi * fo as an element of B. We can still introduce for each v in S the
function

and

&o(g) = d(oy) (Jv (9)uo, uv)

on G,. The factor d(o,) is the formal degree of o, with respect to the measure wy(v). If o/,
is not one-dimensional &, is integrable and we can use it to define a function ® to which we
can hope to apply the trace formula. When o, is one-dimensional the function &, is not even
integrable so it is of no use to us. However in this case we can find an integrable function (,

with the following properties:
a O 1
o (6 0)9) = @ao

(i) For all a in F,
(ii) For a suitable choice of u, the operator o,((,) is the orthogonal projection on the space
Cu,.
(iii) If x, is a character of F* such that x? =7, then

/ xoldet 9) () wo(v)
Zu\Gv

is =1 if o} (k) = xu(v(h)) for all b in G/, and is 0 otherwise.
(iv) If 7, is a unitary infinite-dimensional irreducible admissible representation of G, which
is not equivalent to o, but satisfies

Ty ((8 2)) =m(a) !

trm,(G) = 0.
If v is real we cannot describe (, without a great deal more explanation than is desirable at
present. However after a few preliminary remarks we will be able to describe it when v is
non-archimedean.
Suppose a/,(g) = x»(v(g)) for g in G, and 7, is a representation of G, such that

w((5 1)) =i

for all @ in F*. Applying Lemma 3.9 to x,' ® 7, we see that the restriction of 7, to K,
contains the representation k — x,(det k) if and only if m, = 7(py, ), ol = 1My, and the

for all a in F then
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restrictions of u, and v, to U,, the group of units of F},, are both equal to the restriction of
Xv- Let ¢/ be the function on G, which is 0 outside of Z, K, but on K, is equal to

1
measure(Z,\Z, K,)
Let H, be the group generated by Z,, the matrices

(¢ o
(= 0):

Let w, be the character w,(a) = (=1)" x(a) if |a| = |w,|". According to the concluding
lemmas of the previous paragraph there is a non-zero vector u in the space of 7, such that

X, ' (det g).

in K, for which ¢ =0 (mod p,), and

To(9) u = wy(det g) u

for all g in H, if and only if 7, is equivalent to o,, m, = 7(iy, V) is infinite-dimensional,
[V = Ny, and the restrictions of u, and v, to U, are equal to the restriction of y,, or 7, is
the one-dimensional representation

g — wy(det g).
Let ¢, be the function which is 0 outside of H, and equal to
1 -1

det
measure Z,\ H, w, " (det g)

on H,. We may take
<— — <—// _ C—/
There are some consequences of the four conditions on (, which we shall need. If u, and
v, are two characters of F,* such that p,v, = n,, the trace of p({,, fi, V) is a multiple of

/Zv\AU () vy () ‘% é{/N 3 ¢ (k" ank) dndk} "

(a0
a={, 3]
Since this is 0 for all possible choice of u, and v,

/ Colk™rank) dk dn = 0
v K'U

for all a. We also observe that if o is not one-dimensional then

/ & (ktank) dk dn = 0
v KU

for all a.
If 7, is special or absolutely cuspidal trace m,((,) is therefore equal to

% ; /Zv\Bv { /BU\GU Glg™'b9) wb(v>} X, () 6(0) (D).
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Since trm,((,) is 1 if 7, is equivalent to o, and 0 otherwise the orthogonality relations imply
that

-1 —1 -1
9™ bg)wp(v) = Xo, (077)
By\Gy

measure Z,\ B,

for all regular b and therefore, by continuity, for all b whose eigenvalues do not lie in F;,.
It probably also follows from the Plancherel theorem that (,(e) = d(o,). We do not need
this but we shall eventually need to know that (,(e) = d(o7). For the moment we content
ourselves with observing that if w, is a character of F* and ¢/, is replaced by w, ® o/, the
formal degree does not change and ¢, is replaced by the function g — w;*(det g) (,(g) so
that ,(e) does not change. Thus the relation (,(e) = d(o)) need only be proved when o is
trivial.

Let Sy be the subset of v in S for which ¢/, is one-dimensional and let Sy be the comple-
ment of S in . Given f = f; % fy in B we set

(g) = { T clo) }{ TT &l90)} £(as).

vEST vES?

Let pg be the representation of G on Ag(n) the sum, in the Hilbert space sense, of Ag(n)
and the functions y : g — x(det g) where Y is a character of F"*\I such that x? = n and let p
be the representation on A(n). If at least one of the representations p! is not one-dimensional
oo (®) annihilates the orthogonal complement of Ay(n). If they are all one-dimensional we
apply the third condition on the functions (, together with the fact that the number of places
in S is even to see that pg (@) x = 0 unless o/,(h) = x,(v(h)) for all h in G, and all v in S
but that if this is so
po (®)x =T7(f) x.

Recall that Ag(n) is the direct sum of spaces V* on which G acts according to representations
7t = @ni. If at least one of the representations ¢’ is not one-dimensional pj(®) is equal
to o(f) on M and annihilates the orthogonal complement of M in Ay(n). Suppose they are
all one-dimensional. If ¢ belongs to X the restrictions of pj (®) and o(f) or 7(f) to M* are
equal and pg (®) annihilates the orthogonal complement of M* in V. If i is not in X the
trace of the restriction of pj (®) to V7 is

{ TTtrmi(c) Hirzs ()}

if T4 = Qyugsm.. Since 7, v € S, are all infinite-dimensional and for at least one such v the
representation 7. is not equivalent to o,

[Ttrmi(c) =o.

ves
We conclude that
tr pf (@) = tr7(f).
To show that
tr7(f) =tr7'(f)

we have to apply the trace formula to find a suitable expression for tr pf (®). In order to

describe the formula we need to state some results in the theory of Eisenstein series.
Consider the collection of pairs of characters p,v of F*\I such that uyr = n. Two

such pairs, p,v and p/,v/" are said to be equivalent if there is a complex number r such
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that ¢/ = pal and v = vai". If a belongs to I then of(a) = |a|". Let P be a set of
representatives for these equivalence classes.

Suppose (p,v) belongs to P. If s is a complex number the space B(uak,vag?) of
functions on Ny\G, is defined as in the tenth paragraph. Since the functions in this space
are determined by their restrictions to K we may think of it as a space of functions on K in
which case it is independent of s. Thus we have isomorphisms

Ts : B(,ua%, ya;%) — B(u,v).

The theory of Eisenstein series provides us with a function (¢, s) — E(¢g, s) from B(u, v)x
C to A(n). Let E(g,p,s) be the value of E(p, s) at g. For a given ¢ the function E(g, ¢, s)
is continuous in g and meromorphic in s. Moreover there is a discrete set of points in C such
that outside of this set it is holomorphic in s for all g and ¢. If s is not in this set the map

v = E(Tsp, s) of B(ua%, 1/04;%) into A(n) commutes with the action of K.
If the total measure of Np\N, is taken to be 1 the integral

/ E(ng,Tsp,s)dn
NF\NA

is equal to

o(9) + (M(s)¢)(9),

where M (s) is a linear transformation from B(pua2, va,?) to B(vap?, pa2) which commutes
with the action of H. It is meromorphic in the sense that

(M ()T 1, T o)
is meromorphic if ¢; belongs to B(u,r) and @, belongs to B(r~!, u~1). The quotient of
M(s) by
L(l_sayuil) L(S7MV71)
L(1+s,pv7t) L(1+s,pv1)

is holomorphic for Re s > 0. Since the analytic behaviour of E(g, ¢, s) is controlled by that
of M(s) it should be possible, as we observed before, to use the Eisenstein series to show

= 5(1 -5 V:uil)

that a constituent of B(ua%, Va;%) is also a constituent of A(n).
To indicate the dependence of M(s) on p and v we write M (u, v, s). Then

M(p,v,s)M (v, p,—s) = 1.

If s is purely imaginary we can introduce the inner product
(pron) = [ 1) oalh) di
K

on B(pal,va,?). Let B(pak,vay,?) be its completion with respect to this inner product.
We may think of B(uag,vap?) as a function space on Gy on which G, acts by right

translations. The representation of G, on B(pak, vap?) is unitary. Let g correspond to the
operator p(g, 1, v,s) and if f is in L'(n) let

Py s) = / £(9) (g, 1, v, 5) wo(9)

Zy\Gy
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The isomorphism Ty extends to an [isometry, from B(,uaF, yaF ) to B(u,v) and M(p,v,s)

extends to an isometry from B(,uaF, vap?) to B(rag?® ,/wzp) In particular
M*(p,v,s) = M(v, pu, —s).
Suppose (u,v) is in P and, for some r, v = pal and p = vag". Replacing u by uaé and

v by va2if necessary we may suppose that p = v. We may also suppose that if (i, v) is in
P and is not equivalent to (v, i) then (v, p) is also in P. Let L be the Hilbert space sum

P Bu.v
P
and let £ be the algebraic sum
P B(u.v
P

If we define L(s) to be

s

@ B(pa, Voz;%)

p
and £(s) to be ‘
@ B(pa, vop?)
P
we can again introduce the map
Ts: L(s) — L.

The representation g — p(g, s) is the representation

9= P olg, v, s)
on L(s). M(s) will be the operator on L(s) which takes ©p(u,v) to & (i, v) with
e1(v, ) = M(p, v, s) p(p, v).
It is unitary.

If F has characteristic 0 let H be the space of all square integrable functions ¢ from the
imaginary axis to L such that

“rp(—s) = M(s) T, p(s)

c 700
¢ / lo(s)12 dlsl,
T —1700

where ¢ is a positive constant relating various Haar measures. It will be defined more precisely
later. If F' is a function field with field of constants I, the functions in H are to be periodic
of period = log 21 and the norm is to be

with the norm

27

1 ogq
L o)l
™ Jo

On the whole we shall proceed as though F' had characteristic 0 merely remarking from time
to time the changes to be made when the characteristic is positive.
If p = Bp(p,v) is in L we set

E(g,¢,5) =Y _ E(g,90(nv),s).
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If ¢ in H takes values in £

lim i/z E(g.¢(s),s) d|s| = ¢(g)

T—o0 27T _iT

exists in A(n). The map ¢ — ¢ extends to an isometry of H with a subspace A;(n) of A(n).
If g is in G and ¢’ is defined by

¢'(s) =T, plg,s) T, "o(s)

then @ is p(g)@.

The orthogonal complement of A;(n) is Aj(n). Thus if £ is the orthogonal projection
of A(n) on Ai(n) the trace of pf(®) is the trace of p(®) — Ep(®) which, according the the
Selberg trace formula, is the sum of the following expressions which we first write out and
then explain.

(i)
measure(Zy Gp\Ga) ®(e).
(i)
1
5 Z Z measure(Zy BF\BA)/ d(g vg)wa(g).

Q1 Y€Zp\Bp Ba\Ga
YE€Zp

Z Z measure(ZABF\BA)/ ®(g  vg)wi(g).

Q2 Y€Zp\Bp Ba\Ga
z

. & Zp

—c Z Z{ H w(7, fw)} wi(7, fo)-

YEZp\Ap v wF#v
(v)
eoTT00, 1)+ A {300, £) T 000, 1) }].

v v wtv

(vi) If F is a number field
1

but

oo )

if Fis a function field.
(vii) If F'is a number field

1 700
i e (s) p( ) dls)
but ,
1 Togq
8L e (s) m(5) p(®, 5) d]s]
aT Jo

if F'is a function field.
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(viii) The sum over (i, v) and v of

1
R v s) R a0, 9) o 10, ) H TT 000t v ) f s

A —i00 wHv

if F'is a number field and of
2

logq [Tosa

o R ) B G 5) o v sV TT 00 v )}l

wH#v
if Fis a function field.

The function @ is of the form

o(g) = [ fo(90).

Let @Q be a set of representatives for the equivalence classes of quadratic extensions of F'. For
each F in @ fix an imbedding of E in the matrix algebra M = M (2, F). Let Bp = Bpr(F)
be the multiplicative group of E, considered as a subalgebra of M. It is the centralizer of F
in Gr. Let By = By(FE) be the centralizer of E in G,. Let Q)1 be the collection of separable
extensions in ) and ()5 the collection of inseparable extensions. Let, moreover, Ar be the
group of diagonal matrices in Gp.

Choose on N, that Haar measure which makes the measure of Ng\ N, equal to 1. Choose
on K the normalized Haar measure. On the compact group H obtained by taking the

quotient of
{(5 9) e ae|ai=1a1}

by Z,Ar choose the normalized Haar measure. This group H is the kernel of the map

a 0 «Q
<0 5) —>1og‘B

of Arp Zy\ A, onto R or log ¢ Z. On R one has the standard measure dx and on log g Z one has
the standard measure which assigns the measure 1 to each point. The measures on H and
on H\(Ar Zy\Aa) together with the measure on Zy\Ap Z4 which assigns the measure 1 to
each point serve to define a measure da on Zy\ A,. The constant ¢ is defined by demanding

that
/ £(9) wolg)
Zy\Ga

c/ / /f(ank:)dadndk
Z\Ay IN, JK

if f is an integrable function on Z,\G4. We may suppose that the measures on Zy\Aa, Ny,
and K are given as product measures and in particular that

/ dk, =1

/ x(ny)dn, =1
Ny

1
2

be equal to

and
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for almost all v if x is the characteristic function of

(1 )] con}

The factors w(, f,) and wy (7, f,) appearing in the fourth expression are defined by
w(v, fo) = / fo(k;tny Y yngk,) dny, dk,
v K'U

and
a0 f) = [ [ Aol 0 amok) og Aw,) dn d,
If e
(5 o)n= (5 5)
then

n) ::‘Zﬁ
Set (s, f,) equal to

17 Sy PO )]
_— fo(k, "ay, noaysk,)|—
L(1+s,1,) Jzaa, Jk, ( ’ )51;

(o, O
w0 B

(11
Ng = 0o 1/

We take 1, to be the trivial character of FX. Then 0(s, f,) is analytic at least for Res > —1.
Its derivative at 0 is 6/(0, f,). I

—1-s

da, dk,

where

and

L(1+s,1p) = HL (1+s,1,)

the Laurent expansion of L(1 + s, 1) about s =0 is

A
_1_+_)\0_|_...
S

The operator m(s) is the operator on L(s) which for each (u, ) multiplies every element

of B(MaFvyaF ) by
L(1—s,vu™t)
L+ 5 )’

s

We may represent B (ua%, vag?) as

& Bluot, var?)
when s is purely imaginary. If Res > 0 let R(u,, vy, s) be the operator from ‘B(pvaa, I/Uoz;v%)
to B(vyag? pryary, ) defined by setting

R(p, v, 5) ()
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_ L(1+ s, povy* 0 1
(1 — 5, 1y vy, ) (L<S o) >/ v ((_1 0) ng) dn.

These operators can be defined for s purely imaginary by analytic continuation. They are
then scalar multiples of unitary operators and for a given u, v are in fact unitary for almost

equal to

all v. Thus R(p,, vy, s) can be defined as an operator B(u,a}, ,vyap?) when s is purely

imaginary and
L(1—s,vu™)
= R vy Pu, .
(z:) (Q flu. .31} L(1+s,uv)
mv) v

Set
N(s)=TsM(s)Tg*
and if N'(s) is the derivative of N(s) set
M'(s) =T, " N'(s) T,
Define R'(f1y, 1, ) in a similar fashion. Then
tr M~1(s) M'(s) p(®, s)
is the sum of
trm ™ (s) m/(s) p(®, s)
and

S {0 R (v, ) B st Vs 8) st v )3 TT 000 o v 9) .
v w#v

where p(f,, fty, Vs, S) is the restriction of p(f,) to B(uva%, Vo).

If E(u,v,s) is the projection of L(s) on B(,ua%, Va;%) we can write

m(s) =Y _a(u,v,s)E(p,v,s)
where the a(u, v, s) are scalars. Thus
trm™ (s) m'(s) p(®, 5)

ZM{Htrp(fu,uv,va)}-

is equal to

a(p, v, s)
We can also write
2(0) = 3 al,v) B, ,0)
so that
tr M (0) p(®,0)

>~ alu ) { TTtr oo s v 0) .

is equal to

If F is a function field

<logq> ZB’M’ W)

log q
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If
(16.1.7) / fo(k tank)dndk = 0
v N’U

for all @ in A, = Ap, then w(v, f,) = 0 for all ~, 0(0, f,) = 0, and
trp(fv,,uv,yv,s) =0

for all p,, v, and s. In particular if (16.1.7) is satisfied for at least two v the expressions (iv)
to (viii) vanish and the trace formula simplifies considerably.
We now apply this formula to the function

={ I o }{ T &ta)} 7as)

vEST vES2

where f = f; x fo with f; and f, in B is of the form
S) = H fv(gv)-
v S

Since S has at least two elements and the functions ¢, and &, satisfy (16.1.7), only the
expressions (i) to (iii) do not vanish identically. The expression (i) is now equal to

{TT ¢@}{ IT d.)} f(e)

vES] vES

We recall that d(o,) = d(o)) if v is in 5.
We may suppose that @), is equal to @, and that @ is a subset of Q;. If F is in Q); or
()2 and 7y is in Br = Bp(FE) but not in Zp

/ (g "vg) wi(g)
By\Ga

is equal to the product of

H/ o(95790) wi (v H/

vES U\Gv vESy v\Gv

/A ~ flaT g w
Bs\Gs

Ifvisin S and F ®p F, is not a field so that B, is conjugate to A,, the corresponding factor
in the first of these two expressions vanishes. Thus the sum in (ii) need only be taken over
Q). If Eisin Q] or @ the first of these two expressions is equal to

H XU'U (7_1) )
o Imeasure Z,\By

Thus, in the special case under consideration, (ii) is equal to (16.1.5) and (iii) is equal to
(16.1.6) so that

() { T a(e) }{ T dlow) } measure(Z, G\Ga) f(e)

vEST vESa

o(g, ' v90) wi (v )}

and
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is equal to
trr'(f) — { I1 d(a;)} measure(Z,, G'\G) f(e).
veS
We may take n to be trivial and apply Lemmas 16.1.1 and 16.1.2 to see that, in this case,

tr7(f) = tr 7' (f)
and

{ H d(ag)} measure(Z} G \G)

veS

is equal to

{ H Cv(e)}{ H d(O’U)} measure(Zy Gp\Ga).

vES] VESy

Still taking 7 trivial we choose the o7, so that none of them are one-dimensional and conclude
that

(16.1.8) measure(Zy G7\G)) = measure(Zy Gp\Gy).

Then we take exactly one of them to be one-dimensional and conclude that (,(e) = d(o))).

Thus (,(e) = d(o),) and

’ tr7(f) =tr7'(f)

in general.

The relation (16.1.8) is well-known. One can hope however that the proof of it just given
can eventually be used to show that the Tamagawa numbers of two groups which differ only
by an inner twisting are the same or at least differ only by an explicitly given factor. Since
the method of [33] can probably be used to evaluate the Tamagawa numbers of quasi-split
groups the problem of evaluating the Tamagawa numbers of reductive groups would then be
solved. However a great deal of work on the representation theory of groups over local fields
remains to be done before this suggestion can be carried out.

To complete our formal argument we need to sketch a proof of the trace formula itself.
One must use a bootstrap method. The first step, which is all we shall discuss, is to prove
it for some simple class of functions ®. We take ® of the form ® = f' x f” with

o) =1 fi(e)

and

f"(g) =[] £(90)

where f! and f!/ satisfy the five conditions on page The function f, is f) * f.
Suppose ¢ is a K-finite compactly supported function in A(n). For each purely imaginary

s define ¢(s) in £ by demanding that
1 — -

% p(9) E(g.¢' ) wo(g) = (&(5),¢')

€ JGrZ,\Gy

be valid for all ¢’ in £. The map ¢ — @(s) extends to a continuous map of A(n) onto H,
P(s) being the function in H corresponding to Ey in Ai(n).
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For each (u,v) in P choose an orthonormal basis {¢;(u, )} of B(u,r). We may suppose
that any elementary idempotent in JH annihilates all but finitely many elements of this basis.

If
(,5(8) = Z Z ai(ﬂa v, 8) 901(/% V)
(o) i

then
1

i) =g [ o) Blo.ali),5) ol

Let
p(®,8) T @i, v) = pji(®, v, 8) Tt o (1, v).
J
For all but finitely many p, v, ¢ and j the functions p;;(®, p, v, s) vanish identically. Ep(®)¢
is equal to

T—o00
H?V Z?]

' 1 T
lim ZZR/ pij(®, 1, v, ) aj(p, v, 8) E(g, 0i(p,v), 5) dls].

— —iT
A typical one of these integrals is equal to the integral over Gr Z,\G4 of the product of
¢(g) and .

/ pij(q)7 w, v, 8) E(ga (pz(:uv V)? S) E(ha ij(ﬂv V)7 S) d‘8|
—iT

Thus the kernel of E p(®) is the sum over (u,v) and 4, j of

1 100 _
4_7_[_0 ' pij<q)7:uaV?‘S)E(g)(pi(ﬂay)as) E'(h,goj(,u,y),s) d|3|
The kernel of p(®) is

®(g,h) = Y (g 'yh).
Zp\GF
To compute the trace of p(®) — E p(P) we integrate the difference of these two kernels over
the diagonal.
The function ®(g, g) may be written as the sum of

(16.2.1) Y. D blg oY),

SePp\Gr YN
~y#e
where Pp is the group of super-triangular matrices in G,
1 1ol
(16.2.2) 5 YooY (g g,
YEZR\AR 5€AF\GF
V€ZR
where A is the group of diagonal matrices in G,
1 e
(16.2.3) 3 X Y (g dyg)
Q1 "/EZQFZ\BF §€BF\GF
Y&eL R

and

(16.2.4) XY B(gdy)

Q2 Y€Zp\Bp §€Bp\GF
Y€Zp
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together with
(16.2.5) d(e).

The constant ®(e) can be integrated over G Z,\G 4 immediately to give the first term of
the trace formula. The standard manipulations convert (16.2.3) and (16.2.4) into the second
and third terms of the trace formula.

The expressions (16.2.1) and (16.2.2) have to be treated in a more subtle fashion. We
can choose a constant e; > 0 so that if

= 1) 6 5)e

with z in A, o and 8 in I such that |%\ > ¢y, and k in K, and if

(1 "\ [ 0,

with v in Gp, 2/ in A, ¢/ and ' in [ such that |OB‘—:] > ¢1, and k' in K, then 7 belongs to Pp.
Let x be the characteristic function of

520

—| = C1 ¢ .

p

{1 5)e
% Y ) (g6 dg) (x(69) + x((7)d9))

The expression (16.2.2) is the sum of
dePr\Gp W;ZF\PF

Y¢ZpNE

and

% S 3 a6 09) (1 - x(d9) — x(=(1)39)).

5€PF\GF YEZp\Pp
V¢ZpNp

Here () is any element of G not in Pp such that
() ve () € Pr.

There is always at least one such (7). The integral of the second sum over Gp Z,\Ga
converges. It is equal to

% /ZAPF\GA ’YGZFZ\PF (D<gilfyg) (1 B X(g) B X(e?(’y)g)) wo(g),

Every « occurring in the sum can be written as § 1vyd with 7y in Ap and § in Pr. Then

(67e(20)8) (67 00) (57e(10)0) " = 67 ((0 0™ (0))
so that we can take () = 6 te(9)d. We take

e(n) =w = <_01 (1)) :

x(0"'wég) = x(wdg)

Since x(dg) = x(g) and
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the integrand is

YooY B9l yag) (1 — x(0g) — x(wdg)).

VEZR\AR 5€AF\PF
YEZ R

The integral itself is equal to

. > /ZA . (g vg) (1 = x(g) — x(wg)) wo(g)-

YEZR\AR
YE€Zp

All but a finite number of the integrals in this sum are 0.
It is convenient to write each of them in another form. If

g:(g g>nk

then x(g) is 1 if %‘ > ¢y and is 0 if <c. If

a
B

/
wn = <CS g,) n'k'

| < 2% and is 0 if |§
A(n) < 1. Thus if ¢4 > 1, as we may suppose, one of x(g) and x(wg) is always 0. The
integral

and A(n) is \g—:| then y(wg) is 1 if > %L) It is easily seen that

/ (97" v9) (1 — x(9) — x(wg)) wo(g)
ZpyAF\Ga
is equal to
c/ / ®(k~'n"'ynk)(2log ¢ — log AM(n)) dn dk
N, JK

which we write as the sum of
(16.2.6) 2clog ¢ / / O (k™ 'n"'ynk) dn dk
Ny JK

and
—Zc/ / ®(k~'n"tynk) log A(n,) dn dk.
—~ JNJK

If we express each of the integrals in the second expression as a product of local integrals we
obtain the fourth term of the trace formula. All but a finite number of the integrals are 0 so
that the sum is really finite. We will return to (16.2.6) later. If F' is a function field over F,
it is best to take c¢; to be a power of ¢" of ¢. Then 2logc; is replaced by 2n — 1.

The expression (16.2.1) is the sum of

> oy vdg) x(dg)

5€PF\GF VENE
v#e

and

> (g g) (1 - x(69)).

§EPF\GF YENR
v#e
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The integral of the second expression over Gg Z,\G, converges. It is equal to

/ > 2(g79)(1 = x(9)) wol9)-

PrZy\Gy yenp

y#e
1 1
=10 1

> (g0 nedg) (1 — x(3g)),

NpZp\Pr

If

the integrand is equal to

so that the integral itself is equal to

/ (g 'nog) (1 — x(9)) wolg)
NpZy\Ga

which is
-1

da dk

C/Q“AA/LfDMila%mak)(l——x@ﬂ)’%

(3

The integrand vanishes outside of a compact set. Thus the integral is the limit as s approaches
0 from above of

if

o|—1-s
c/ / (k™ 'a " 'noak) (1 — x(a)) )E‘ da dk,
Zi\An VK

which is the difference of

c/ /<I)(/’@‘_la_lnoozki)‘g
Zp\Ap JK B

o —1—s
c/ /@(klalnoak)’—
Zy\Apy VK B

x(a) da dk.
The first of these two expressions is equal to

—1—s

da dk

and

-1

~ da, dk;v}

— — aU
c{ IZI/U\AU /Kv fo(k; ray 'ngayk,) E
which is
(16.2.7) cLa+sJﬂ{IIm&ﬁ@.

Observe that if v is non-archimedean and f, is 0 outside of Z, K, and is 1 on the elements
of Z, K, of determinant 1 then

/ fv(kv’la;lnoavkv) ol
Z'U\AU Ky

-1

da, dk,

By
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is the product of the measure of

{(5 9) ezt = 191}

Dol = L1+ s, 1),
n=0

and

so that

[T0Gs, £.) = o(s, @)

is analytic for Res > —1 and its derivative at 0 is
S0 f{ TT 06 1)}
v wH#v

The function (16.2.7) has a simple pole at s = 0. The constant term in its Laurent expansion

. ePoI00. 1)+ { 200 1) JT 00,100}

wH#v
which is the fifth term of the trace formula.

The expression
—1-s
c/ /@(k‘_la_lnoak)‘g‘ x(a) da dk
Zp\Ap VK B

c (ko Yyak ‘3 1= (4) da dE.
/ZAAF\AA/ > vak)| 5| x(a)

YENR
v#e

Choose a non-trivial character ¢ of F'\A and let

U(y,g) = /ACD (gl (é 5{.) g) W(zy) da.

g
¥(y,ag) —( ‘ ( g)-
Moreover by the Poisson summation formula

Z ®(k a1 yak)

YENE
v#e

is equal to

Then

is equal to

U (0, k) — (e).

;\é\lw%mwé

The integral

Z\p( k) } dadk

ZyAp\Ap
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is a holomorphic function of s and its value at s = 0 approaches 0 as ¢; approaches co. Since
we shall eventually let ¢; approach oo it contributes nothing to the trace formula. If F'is a
number field

—1-s
c/ / D(e) e x(a) da dk
ZAAF\AA K /6
is a multiple of
1 1
1+s '

which is defined at s = 0. Its value there approaches 0 as ¢; approaches co. Finally

FAWALLLE

| w0, k) dk.

S
SC JK

—S

x(a) da dk

is equal to

The pole of this function at s = 0 must cancel that of (16.2.7). Consequently
/ U(0,k)dk = A_160(0,P).
The constant term in its Laurent pransion about 0 is
—clog cl/ U(0, k) dk.
Not this expression but its negative 3
(16.2.8) clog ¢4 / W (0, k) dk
K

enters into the integral of the kernel of p(®) — E p(®) over the diagonal. If F' is a function
field -% is to be replaced by

S
scy

and logcy by n — %

The Poisson summation formula can be used to simplify the remaining part of (16.2.1).

We recall that it is
> D ®lg'o T dg) x(dg).

5€PF\GF YENp
y#e

We subtract from this

> W(0,59) x(59)

5€PF\GF

to obtain the difference between
> D U(y,69) x(59)
€ Pr\GF y#0

and

> 2(e) x(59).

dePr\GF
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The integrals of both these functions over Zy Gr\G, converge and approach 0 as ¢; ap-
proaches co. They may be ignored.
The remaining part of (16.2.2) is the sum of

Z > (g5 "y69) x(09)

6€PF\GF YEZp\PR
Y¢ZpNp

and

Z > (g o ydg) x(e(7)dg).

6€PF\GF VEZp\PR
YE¢ZpNp

These two sums may be written as

) (o dg) x(dg)

v€Zp\Ar Ap\GFr
VE€Z R

and

oY B(g6 1 6g) x(wdg).

€EZR\Ar Ap\G
VWZFZFF F\GF

Replacing 6 by w™'§ in the second sum we see that the two expressions are equal. Their
sum is equal to twice the first which we write as

YD D g0 umedg) x(d9).

MNE€Zp\AF 6€ Pp\Gp 2€NF
N€Zp

For a given ® all but finitely many of the sums

(16.2.9) Y. D g0 mne09) x(09)

(SEPF\GF Y2ENFE

U(y,m,9) = /A<I> (91% ((1) Qf) g) W(zy) dz.

The expression (16.2.9) is the sum of

> W(y.m.d9) x(09)

§ePr\GF y#0

are zero. Set

and

> W(0,7,69) x(dg).

5€PF\GF

The first of these two expressions is integrable on G Z,\G4 and its integral approaches 0
as ¢; approaches oo.
Since ¥(0, g) = ¥(0, e, g) we have expressed ®(g, g) as the sum of

(16.2.10) > > U(0,7.49) x(dg)

dePr\GF v€Zr\AF
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and a function which can be integrated over Gr Z,\G, to give the first five terms of the
trace formula, the sum of (16.2.8) and one-half of the sum over v in Zp\Ap but not in Zp
of (16.2.6) which is

(16.2.11) cloge; Y //cp(k—wnk)dndk,

YEZR\AF

and an expression which goes to 0 as ¢; approaches oo.
Now we discuss the kernel of E p(®) in the same way. Set H(g; u, v, 1,7, s) equal to

pij(®7/’l/7 v, 8) E(97 @2(“7 V)7S) E(g,QOJ(,M, V)J S)’
On the diagonal the kernel of F p(®) is equal to

S i [ i i

BV g

if F'is a number field and to

27
logg [Tz o
> H(g; p, v, ,8) d|s|
0

— Amc
wy g
if Fis a function field. We set E1(g, ¢, s) equal to
> AT o(5g) + M(s) T, 0(9) } x(59)

PF\GF

and let
EQ(gv 2 S) = E(.ga ®, S) - E1(97 ¥, 8)'
If, form=1,2,n=1,2, Hu.(g; p,v,1,7,8) is
plj<q)7 W, vV, S) Em(g; Sol(luﬂ I/), S) En(g7 @j(,ua V)J 8)
and ®,,,,(¢g) is, at least when F' is a number field,

1 100
— H ; 1, 7,8)d
2. g | Hmalginvigis)disl
wy 1,3
the kernel of E p(®) is
n 2
D) Prnlo)
m=1n=1
on the diagonal.
If mornis?2
[ el
GF Zy\Ga
is equal to
(16.2.12) / Hpn(9, 11,144, 5, 8) wo(g )}dISI-
47TC Z; ; Gr Zy\Gy

Take first m =n = 2. If F' is a number field a formula for the inner product

/ Ea(g, 01, 5) Balg, 02, 5) wol9)
Gr Zy\Ga
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can be inferred from the formulae of [26] and [27]. The result is the sum of

c%l\r{n 2t{cl (1, 02) = 7 (N(t + )1, N(t + 5)pa) },

where N(t + s) = Ty s M(t + s) T5L, and
1
011\1"% {c* (01, N(t + 8)p2) — 7 * (N (t + 8)p1,02) }-
The second expression is equal to

—{C (¢1, N(s)p2) — 1> (N(s)ep1, 02) }-

The first is the sum of

2clog c1(p1, p2)
and

__{( ()1, 02) + (1, N7H(s) N'(s) 2) }-

If F is a function ﬁeld over [, and ¢; = ¢" the inner product is the sum of

1_qs+q—s n—1)s 1_q—5+qs —2(n—1)s
Clogq{l_—qzs(sobN@)w) U e (N)en @) Y

and

(2n — 1)c(p1, @2)
and

——{( (s) o1, 02) + (01, N 7' (s) N'(5) 2) }-
Certainly

ZZpiy'((I)’ua v, S) (902'(:“7 V)v ¢j(u7y)) - trp(fl),s)

MV 1]

Z /N/Z\A/ (k~Yank) u ‘—‘Tdndadk
;C/NA/ZAAF\AA/ S bk tamt) e ()5

YeZp\AFR
Thus if H is the set of all
a 0
0 B

100

which equals

or

dn da dk.

in ZyAp\A, for which |a| = |f|

16.2.1 — )
(16.2.13) - _mtrp( ,5)dls]
is equal to
2, [, e
— Sk aynk) u(a) v(B) dn dk da
D3 I B D ILCEVORE
which is

1
—/ /(P(k_lvnk) dn dk.
2 v, Ik

275
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When multiplied by 2cloge; the effect of this is to cancel the term (16.2.11). If F is a
function field (16.2.13) is said to be replaced by

27

logq [lesq
trp(®,5) d
9 [T () dls

but the conclusion is the same.
The expression

DD i@ v 8) (il ), N(s) 11, )
is equal to A
tr M (s) p(®, 5)

when s is purely imaginary and

ZZP@'(@’% V,S) (N<3)90i<:ua V)a (pj(lL[/7U>)

Y 4
is equal to
tr M(s) p(®, s).
Since M (0) = M~1(0)
. 1 100 1 ) B oy
Jim o [ M) (0, = e 1 M () p(, )] s

is equal to
1
2 tr M(0) p(®,0).

When multiplied by —1 this is the sixth term of the trace formula. For a function field it is
to be replaced by

bffq{trM(O) p(®,0) +trM<L) p<<1> T )}

log g "log g

When s is purely imaginary
(N7H(s) N'(s) 1, 02) = (91, N7H(s) N'(s) p2).

Moreover
DD ri( v s) (N7 (s) N'(s) il v), o5, v))
pv g
is equal to
tr M~1(s) M'(s) p(®, s).
Thus .
ﬁ tr M~1(s) M'(s) p(®, s) d|s]

is to be added to the trace formula. It gives the seventh and eighth terms.
Next we consider (16.2.12) when m = 2 and n = 1. If ¢}, = T, 1y and @ = M (s) T, o
the integral

(16.2.14) / Ex(g,¢1,5) Er(g, 92, 5) wo(g)
GrZy\Ga
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is the sum of
/ Ea(g, ¢1.5) 35(9) x(9) wol9)
PrZy\Ga

and

/ Ex(g, 01, 5) #5(9) x(9) w(9)-
PrZy\Gy

Since ¢}, ¢4 and x are all functions on Zy Ny Pp\G, while, as is known,

X(g)/ Ey(ng, ¢1,s)dn =0
Ny

when ¢, is sufficiently large, the integral (16.2.14) is 0. Thus (16.2.12) is 0 when m = 2 and
n =1 and also when m =1 and n = 2.
Set

F(g,¢.8) =T, " p(g) + M(s) T, o(g)
and set Hy(g, i1, v, 1, j, $) equal to
pij(cI)a w,v, S) F(ga SDZ(/’L7 V)) S) F(ga (tDj(:ua V)a 3) X(g)

If ¢; is so large that x(d19) x(d29) = 0 when ¢; and d2 do not belong to the same coset of Pg
the function @, 4(g) is equal to

YN N " Holog. v, dlsl.
wy  4,j Pr\GF
If ©l(g, i, v) is the value of T, ¢;(11, V) at g then
> pi( @, 11, v, 8) @b, 1, v) B (g, v)
,J

is the kernel of p(®, u, v, s) which is

s+1
/ / (g tanh) ) (B) dn da.
Ny Sz, 5
If we set h = g, divide by 47c, integrate from —ioo to 00, and then sum over pu and v we
obtain
1
YEZF\AF

If (g, p,v) is the value of M(s) T, o;(,v) at g
> 0ii(®, v, 8) @ (b v) B9, 1, v)
4,3
is the kernel of
M(M7V7S)p<q)7uuy75) M(”?/JH_S) = p(q)71/7/vb7_5)'
Thus ®41(g) is the sum of

(16.2.15) > > U(0,7.49) x(dg)

dePr\GF v€ZFr\AF
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and
{Hl((Sg,M, Vaiaja S) + H?((Sga,ua V?Lja 8)} d’S’

—1300

HIPIE =

wy i4j Pp\Gp
where Hy(g, p,v,1,7,s) is

pii (B, v, 8) @39, 1, v) 25 (9, 1, v)

and Hy(g, p,v,1,7,8) is
pii (P, 11, v, 5) 07 (9, 11, v) 259, 11, V).
The expression (16.2.15) cancels (16.2.10). If g = nak with

(a0
=10 B ,
Hl(gnuv V?Lj? S) 1s equal to

pottanvs)u(5) v (D)5 e e

The functions p;;(®, i, v, s) are infinitely differentiable on the imaginary axis. Thus

s+1

1 100

Amc i 1(g,M7V,Z,]7S) |S|

M
is O 3 expression is multiplied by x(g) and
averaged over Pp\GF the result is integrable on Z, Gr\G, and its integral approaches 0 as
c1 approaches oo. Thus it contributes nothing to the trace. Nor do the analogous integrals

for Hy(g, 1, 1,1, 7, S).

)as2
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